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THE DEBATES

SENATE OF CANADA

FIFTH SESSION OF THE SEVENTH PARLIAMENT OF CANADA, APPOINTED TO MEET
FOR DESPATCH OF BUSINESS ON THURSDAY, THE EIGHTEENTH DAY OF .
APRIL, IN THE FIFTY-EIGHTH YEAR OF THE REIGN OF

HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, 18th April, 1895.

pIEHE SPEAKER took the Chair at 2.30

Pr&yers.

NEW SENATOR.

Hon, J oseph Octave Arsenault, of Prince
& kward Island, was introduced and, having
s:a:n the oath prescribed by law, took his

The House adjourned during pleasure.
After some time the House was resumed.

THE SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

At THRrEE o
clock P.M.
THE GOVERNOR , His EXCELLENCY

GENERAL proceeded in state

%ugﬂleinszm:edoh&mber,_in the Parliament
Throne,g ,Thl:e took his seat upon the

Senators being assembled,

i aclney v i to ot
e
that House bein ouse of Commons, and

g Present, His Excellency
Kxassplmed to open the Firra Sessiow of

e SEVENTH E"ARLIAMENT of the DomiNioN
OF CANADA, With the following Speech :—

Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate :

Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

It is with much i i
satisfaction that I again have
ir::.ol:.rse to your advice and assistance in tl%: admin-
Tation of the affairs of the Dominijon.

By the sudden and lamented death of the late
Right Honourable Sir John Thompson, Canada has
sustained a grievous loss. The deep and heartfelt
sympathy expressed by Her most Gracious Majest,
the Queen, and the manifestations of serrow wi
which the distressing intelligence was received
throughout the Empire, us well as tokens of esteem
and respect everywhere paid to the memory of the
deceased statesman, have been gratefully appre-
ciated by the people of Canada.

Satisfactory assurances having been received
from Her Majesty’s Government respecting the

| interpretation of certain clauses in the Treaty of

Commerce with France, ratifications will be ex-
changed as soon as the necessary legislation has
been passed.

The recent action of the Imperial Parliament
enabling the various Australasian Governments to
enter into preferential trade relations with the
other self-governing Colonies of the Empire, affords

ratifying proof that the suggestions of the Colonial
%Onference are being favourably entertained by
Her Majesty’s Government.

In conformity with a recent judgment of the
Lords of the Judicial Committee of the Privy
Council, to the effect that the dissentient minority
of the fpeople of Manitoba have a constitutional
right of appeal to the Governor General in Council
against certain Acts passed by the legislature of
the province of Manitoba in relation to the subject
of education, I have heard in Council the uppeal,
and my decision thereon has been communicated
to the legislature of the said province. The papers
on the subject will be laid be&n’e you.

The depression in trade which has prevailed
throughout the world for the past few years has
made itself felt in Canada, but fortunately to a less
degree than in most other countries. Although
this has not resulted in any considerable decrease
in the volume of our foreign trade, yet owing to
low prices and recent reductions in and removal
of taxation, it has been followed by a serious
decrease in revenue derived from Customs and
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Excise. In order to produce equilibrinm between
revenue and expenditure for the coming year, it
will be necessary to observe the greatest possible
economy in the appropriations for the various
branches of the public service.

During the period that has elapsed since the last
Session of Parliament, I have had an opportunity of
visiting many portions of the Dominion, including
the Maritime Provinces, Manitoba, the North-west
Territories and British Columbia. Throughout
these tours I have been impressed and gratified by
manifestations of an abounding loyalty and public
spirit ; and notwithstanding the phase of trade
depression already referred to, I observed every-
where unmistakable signs of that confident hope-
fulness in the future, based on thorough belief in
the greatness of the resources of Canada, which is
one of the characteristics of her people, and which
furnishes a good augury and pledge of further
development and progress.

The Government of Newfoundland having inti-
mated its desire to renew negotiations looking to
the admission of that colony into the Dominion
of Canada, a sub-committee of my advisers have
‘recently met in conference a delegation from the
Island Government and discussed with them the
terms of union. It will be a subject of general
congratulation if the negotiations now pending
result in the incorporation of Her Majesty’s oldest
colonial possession into the Canadian Confedera-
tion.

Measures relating to bankruptcy and insolvency,.
and to joint stock companies will be laid before
you. You will also be asked to consider certain
amendments to the Insurance Act, to the Act
respecting Dominion Notes, to the Dominion Lands
Act, to.the Indian Act, to the North-west Ter-
ritories Representation Act, as also a Bill respect-
ing the land subsidy of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Company.

Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

I have directed that the accounts of the past
year shall be laid before you. The estimates for
the ensuing year will also be presented. They
have been framed with every regard to economy
compatible with the efficiency of the public service.
Honourable Qentlemen of the Senate -

Gentlemen of tne House of Commons :

I now leave you to the discharge of the important
duties devolving upon you with an earnest prayer
that being guided by the spirit of wisdom and

triotism your deliberations may, under the

ivine blessing, conduce to the unity and well-
being of Canada.

The House of Commons then withdrew.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill “An Act relating to Railways.”
(Sir Mackenzie Bowell.)

THE ADDRESS

The SPEAKER reported His Excellency’s
Speech from the Throne, and the same was
then read by the Clerk.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL moved
that the Senate do take into censideration
the Speech of His Excellency the Governor
General on Monday next.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4.30 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Monday, 22nd April, 1895.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routie proceedings.

THE ADDRESS.
MorioN.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE moved—

That an humble Address be presented to His Excel-
Iencﬁ the Governor General, to thank His Excellency
for His Gracious s h at the opening of the present
Session-; and, further, to assure fiis Excellency that—

We also thank His Excellency for the expression
of his satisfaction at again having recourse to our
advice and assistance in the administration of the
affairs of the Dominion.

We share most sincerely His Excellency’s feeling
that by the sudden and lamented death of the late
Right Honourable Sir John Thompson, Canada has
sustained a grievous loss. The deep and heartfelt
sKmpathy expressed by Her Most Gracious Majest
the Queen, and the manifestations of sorrow wit
which the distressing intelligence was received
throughout the Empire, as well as the tokens of
esteem and respect everywhere paid to the memory
of the deceased statesman, have been gratefully appre-
ciated by the people of Canada.

We learn with interest that, satisfactory assurances
having been received from Her Majesty’s Government
respecting the interpretation of certain clauses in the
Treaty of Commerce with France, ratifications will
be exchanged as soon as the necessary legislation has
been passed. .

We are pleased to be informed by His Excellency
that the recent action of the Imperial Parliament
enabling the various Australasian Governments to
enter into preferential trade relations with the other
self-governing Colonies of the Empire, affords grati-
fying proof that the suggestions of thie Colonial Con-
ference are being favourably entertained by Her
Majesty’s Government.

We thank His Excellency for informing ue that, in
conformity with a recent judjment of the Lords of
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, to the
effect that the dissentient minority of the people of
Manitoba have a constitutional right of appeal to the
Governor General in Council against certain Acts
passed by the legislature of the province of Manitoba
m relation to the subject of education, His Excel-
lency has heard in Council the appeal; that His
Excellency’s decision thereon has been communicated
to the legislature of the said province; and that the

‘| papers on the subject will be laid before us.
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e})‘;: are glad to hear from His Excellency that the
the szll%n In trade which has prevailed th.rou§hout
in Ca.n;d for the past few years has made itself felt
tries Vi? to a less degree than in most other coun-
this has © regret, however, to learn that, although
the vo] not resulted in any considerable decrease in
ow riume of our foreign trade, yet that, owing to
taxalt)ioces' and recent reductions in and removal of
PeVenu;l’ (11'5 has been followed by a serious decrease in
respectful] erived from Customs and Excise. We
in ord “t ¥ concur in His Excellency’s opinion that
expengrt © produce equilibrium between revenue and
obsery lt\}l’re for the coming year, it will be necessary to
tions fe € greatest possible economy in the appropria-

or the various branches of the public service.

We are grogtl i

h y pleased to hear that, during the
ialx';:)d that h elapsed since the last Session oFPar-
Visi*ie:t’ Your Excellency had an_opportunity of

the ME many portions of the Dominion, including
enit‘“’!tlme Provinces, Manitoba, the North-west
ene 3)1‘168 and British Columbia ; that throughout
tified 1. urs Your Excellency was impressed and gra-
publ; Y manifestations of an abounding loyalty and
of tr::i Spirit ; and that, notwithstanding the phase
ever e depressan already referred to, you observed
o %Whel‘e Junmistakable signs of that confident
i Lt}e ulness in the future, based on a thorough belief
you © greatness of the resources of Canada, which,
ract:l:e sTM‘O‘ISlK pleased to say, is one of the cha-
- Tistics of her people and furnishes a good
gury and pledge of further development and pro-

YX? ]rgecewe th’h a deep sense of their importance
of N xcellency’s statements that the Government
renemeVfcmn‘dhg.nd having intimated its desire to
colon hegotiations looking to the admission of that
mitbeg Into the Dominion of Canada, a sub-com-
met of Your Excellency’s advisers have recently
Goy in conference a delegation from the Island
unioemmem and discussed with them the terms of
gr&tl?], ?nd _that it will be a subject of general con-

. ina 1on if the nefgotmt,lons now })ending result in
Pos corporation of Her Majesty’s oldest colonial

Wlﬁn into the Canadian Confederation.
thag ?n thank Your Excellency for the information
and megsylres relating to b{mkn;f)tcy and insolvency
and tha%mnt; stock companies will be laid before us,
mente Weh shall be asked to consider certain amend-

omini: tNe Insurance Act, to the Act respecting
Todi D Notes, to the Dominion Lands Act, to the

ndian Act, to R itori
sentation A’ct, ::5 North-west Territories Repre-

8ubsidy of the C
our Excellen
matters will re.

also a Bill respecting the land
anadian Pacific Railway Company.
gz’ivmay rest assun;dl that all these
'IVe our most careful consideration.

dutlile:l:;:mg' upon the discharge of the important
in an e VOvINg upon us, we join Your Excellenc
of ‘wi sg;nest brayer that ‘being guided by the spirit
under th:ldi:lilne gi;tn_otlsm our deliberations may,
well-being of Canada. = COn0uce to the unity and
OHe said : When asked:to accept the
th:osur of moving the Address in reply to
N hpeech_ from the Throne, it was with
cg trepidation and many misgivings that
ar nsﬁnted to make the attempt; and for
e&‘();rts tgl‘tfmmlngs or imperfections in m,
assigney discharge the duty which has been
kingn me, I crave the indulgence and
£ consideration of this honourable House.
that lllehthmg I can assure you, and that is,
spare ave the best possible intention to
you the infliction of a lengthy and in

all probability desultory speech, and myself
the mortification of making so grave a mis-
take, and in order the better to secure this
very desirable end, I shall confine myself
pretty closely if mnot exclusively, to my
manuscript, all the more so, that the Speech
from the Throne treats of some topics of
which I simply dare not trust myself to
speak extemporaneously. It must be grati-
fying I think to the members of this hon-
ourable House as an integral portion of the
Parliament of Canada, to observe the pro-
minence given by the Queen’s representative
in the opening clause of the Speech, to the
expression of his sense of the value of the
advice and assistance which be expects to
receive from both Houses, in the adminis-
tration of the affairs of the Dominion, and
s0 his recognition of the value of our system
of government. And, now, I come to a
portion of the Speech to which I wish I could
speak as I fain would. In the very forefront,
in the place in which we should expect to
find it, stands His Excellency’s eloquent
and touching reference to the sudden and
lamented death of the Right Honourable
Sir John Thompson, with all the sad circum-
stances attendant upon which we are now
unhappily so familiar.

Tragic in its awful suddenness, as well as
in many of its surroundings, was the un-
timely taking off of our late so honoured and
beloved premier, when he had just reached
the acme of his prosperous and distinguished
career. Having heard the voice of his
earthly sovereign, and having just passed
from her presence, after she had conferred
upon him one of the highest honours within
the power of even her hand to bestow, he
heard the call of the King of Kings, and
the Lord of Lords, and to-day our late hon-

Y | oured and beloved premier wears the insignia

of an order, higher far than is embraced in
all the heraldry of earthly kingdoms and
courts, insignia whose radiant lustre not all
the attrition of the rolling cycles of eternal
ages shall ever dim or tarnish, Yes! His
glorious sun did in very deed go down at
high noon, and who shall say what the alas
now for ever unwritten record of his life
might have embraced, of the great and noble
in purpose and in achievement, had he been
spared to us and to his country. In his
death Canada has indeed sustained a griev-
ous loss. Fruitful mother as she is, of hon-
oured, eminent, and worthy sons, she can

ill-afford to lose from the family register,



6 [SENATE]

the name of a son so illustrious as he who
has left us for ever here, and as she looks
upon the vacant chair which he filled with
so much credit to himself and honour to her,
her sorrows are stirred to their deepest
depths, and the fountain of her tears is
opened. Reference is made in the speech
to the deep and heartfelt sympathy ex-
pressed by Her Most Gracious Majesty the
Queen. This was made manifest in many
ways, in word and deed, but I shall select
an incident as illustrative of this, which
some perhaps might think a very insignifi-
cant one, but which, in my view at least,
ig so full of rich signiticance as to almost
baffle language to express it. We often use
the words “ Her Most Gracious Majesty,”
but with not the smallest approach to an
adequate conception of the grand amplitude
of their meaningand significanceas applied to
the present illustrious occupant of the throne
_of the mightiest, the most intelligent, and the
mostprogressivenation thatthe world hasever
known. Queenly woman! womanly queen !
what but the promptings of her womanly
mother’s heart, drawn out in deepest
loving sympathy, induced her on that
dark day of trial, to stoop and imprint a
kiss upon the pale face of the well nigh
heart-broken young girl, who stood trembling
before her, dazed under the weight of the
awful stroke that took her much loved
father from her as in a moment. Does any
one say that was a trifling incident? Why,
honourable gentlemen, the magnetism of
that kiss went tingling like an electric cur-
rent along the pulses of the world, and
evoked from many a heart, far and near, the
fervent “God bless her.” )

Little wonder, honourable gentlemen, that
for such a Queen the prayer should often go
up from their heart of hearts, from a multi-
tude almost innumerable throughout the
bounds of her wide domain, into the ears
of the Eternal: “God save our gracious
Queen.”

I most heartily endorse the statement
made in the speech, that the manifestation
of sorrow throughout the empire, on the
receipt of the sad intelligence of the death
of the late premier, as well as the tokens of
esteem and respect everywhere paid to his
memory have been gratefully appreciated by
the people of Canada, and now may we not
ask ourselvesin this connection as assembled
here in Parliament, has Canada as yet done
all that might be expected of her in recog-

nition of the eminent services of him who is
gone? Would it not be a graceful and
fitting act on the part of the Government
to make a suitable appropriation for the
benefit of those whom he has left behind
him? I am not aware whether this would
be a departure from established usage or
not, but even though it were, the circum-
stances are so very exceptional that such a
course, I feel persuaded, would meet with the
approval of the great majority of Canadians,
and I would ask the Governmeny to take the
suggestion into their favourablé cousidera-
tion.

It will be in the remembrance of the mem-
bers of this honourable House, that when
the French Treaty was ratified, it was sti-
pulated by France that in'the event of any
trade concessions being made to any third
power, she should enjoy the same privileges.
The question then emerges, as to whether or
no the British colonies were to come under
the caption of third powers under the treaty.
France was inclined to maintain that they
were, but Sir Charles Tupper, the British
plenipotentiary in the negotiations, took the
ground that this never was contemplated,
and that the colonies being part of the Bri-
tish Empire (one of the contracting parties)
they could not be considered as third pow-
ers, and the speech informs us that satisfac-
tory assurances have been received from Her
Majesty’s Government respecting this deba-
ted interpretation, and an understanding
having been reached, final ratifications will
be exchanged as soon as the necessary legis-
lation has been passed ; and let us indulge
the hope that this will result in a very con-
siderable expansion of the trade and com-
merce of Canada.

I think that we all entertain very plea-
sant remembrances, of the presence among
us during last session, of the intercolonial
delegates ; and I am sure that those who
came in contact with those gentlemen dur-
ing their stay, could not fail to be impressed
with the fact that they were representative
men, intimately conversant with the trade
requirements of the various colonies which
they represented, and keen to extend the
circle of their trade relations, where result-
ant benefits might be reasonably antici-
pated. Imperial legislation originally exist-
ed, whereby they were restricted in their
trade relations with the other self-governing
colonies of the empire, and it is a subject
for congratulation to learn from the speech
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g'om the throne, that the Imperial Parlia-
. ent ha:s recently taken action, freeing them
t;lom ﬁthxs disability, and in this fact we see
b ?d 8t fruits of the Colonial Conference
e las}: year in this city, and are led to
entertain the hope that further suggestions
emanatx.ng from that conference, are likely
to receive favourable consideration by the
m;_)eml, Government. The fact that Her
toaleﬂtys Gpvemment was becoming alive
the Ppossibilities likely to result from a
;I;::gql nterchange of commodities, and the
: hshmegt of closer trade relations be-
Ween the different colonies, even before the
zonfgmnce met, was made manifest by the
{)){)Omtment to that conference of their very
able and experienced representative, Earl of
e;:sey, whose report to his government is
> ieved o have been very favourable. If
dje_a-ssocm.te with these proposed new con-
tions, the construction of a line of cable
thit:;:en Australia and Canada, it would, I
of the be difficult to over-estimate the value
e benefits to accrue to Canada and to

ofeth‘?mpll‘e at large from such a new order
tion ‘5‘83- To my mind it is “ a consumma-

ever bee"o‘ltlx to be wished ” and should it
ment, _achieved, Her Majesty’s Govern-
M ent, this honourable House and this coun-
t,;;y gm’ I am sure, be ready to acknowledge
toet,h °b"-.0f. gratitude which they will owe
. d? Mminister who personally visited these
knowi::jant colonies, dnd by his extensive
80 of the principles of trade, by his

:}’:::ﬁyhapd skill, piloted the movement
Ong,g 1ts initial stages, some day, ere

We hope, to reach it ici
s : d 8 beneficient con-
P‘:‘?!;R::lgn‘d Irefer to our distinguished
Sir Maacl? leader of this House, the Hon.
onzie Bowell; and as I hap-
st speaker at this session,
te blanche, and with its per-
e“(t;‘; :ﬂyself, for the moment,
: . 18 honourable House in
:;‘al.);e ;‘zﬁlg f;;h;m the ardent wish that he
wear theg honopared to enjoy and worthily

urs whi .
recently conferred which Her Majesty has

the mouthpiec

convey to him our warm
on his promotion to the :::e
(g);zzt Dominion, to the discharge of the
brinous l:;ml responsible duties of which he
e g8 all the ripe fruitage of g long parlia-
eﬁ:,azﬁ experience,

¢ matter of the Manitoba School

case, the Lords of the Privy Council having

congratulations
miership of this

decided that the rights of the Roman
Catholic minority in Manitoba had been
infringed upon, by the provisions of an Act
intituled “ An Act respecting the Depart-
ment of Education,” and an “ Act respect-
ing Public Schools,” and that they had the
right of appeal to the Governor in Council,
and their appeal having been heard, the
Governor in Council was pleased to decide
and declare, that “it seems requisite that
the system of education embodied in the
two Acts of 1890, shall be supplemented by
a provincial Act or Acts which will restore to
the Roman Catholic minority the rights and
privileges of which such minority has been
deprived, ” and it is earnestly hoped that the
Manitoba Legislature will at its approaching
session, enact such legislation as shall.
remove all ground of complaint, and restore
harmony among Her Majesty’s subjects in
that province.

The speech refers to the depression in
trade which has been so general throughout
the world for the past few years, and frankly
makes the admission, that that depression
has made itself felt in Canada. It would be
a very extraordinary thing indeed if it had
not done so ; no nation in the world, how-
ever vast may be its resources, however
intelligent, energetic, and self reliant its
people, is so entirely self contained, so
thoroughly independent of existent condi-
tions in other countries, especially in those
contiguous to its own borders, as to have
complete immunity from a share at least in
the experience of such general depression,
but we are pleased to know that it is a fact,
and a fortunate one too, that Canada has
experienced that depression to a less degree
than other countries. It has not, however,
resulted in any considerable decrease in the
volume of our foreign trade, a statement
which, I think, will be verified on consulting
the Trade and Navigation Returns, but
whilst the volume of our foreign trade has
not materially decreased, the values have;
and as quite a number of changes were made
in the tariff from specific to ad valorem, and
quite a number of articles transferred from
the dutiable to the free list, there has
resulted a serious decrease in revenue
derived from customs and excise, a condition
of matters which as the speech states, calls
for the greatest possible economy in the
appropriations for the various branches of
the public service.

In the next clause of the speech, His Ex-
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cellency speaks of his visits made to differ-
ent portions of the Dominion, since last ses-
sion. These visits have embraced a very
wide range, extending from the Maritime
Provinces in the east, to British Columbia
in the west, constituting pretty much the
scope of the Dominion, and as His Excellency
is known to be a very acute, close and ac-
curate observer of men and things, any con-
clusions at which he may arrive or any
opinions which he may express are entitled
to very great consideration and respect, en-
tirely irrespective of his high official posi-
tion, and I am sure that this honourable
House is profoundly grateful to him for the
very kindly words contained in the speech
expressive of his gratification at the mani-
festations of abounding loyaity and public
spirit which were brought under his obser-
vation, during his tours. It is emphatically
true of our Canadian people, that they are
intensely loyal to the British Crown, and
to the traditions of the great empire of
which they form a part; and that they are
characterized by a strong public spirit is
abundantly evidenced by what they
have accomplished, and not always under
the most favourable circumstances. The
nextparagraphhas such a magnificent ring of
confidence and hopefulness and cheer about
it, that I cannot consent to its mutilation,
by merely treating of excerpts from it, and
so I quote it in its entirety, “ And notwith-
standing the trade depression already refer-
red to, I observe everywhere, unmistakable
signs of that confident hopefulness in the
future based on a thorough belief in the
greatness of the resources of Canada, which
is one of the characteristics of her people,
and which furnishesa good augury and pledge
of further development and progress.” What
leal hearted Canadian does not endorse that
inspiring word picture of the condition of
matters in his country? Yes, the true Cana-
dian knows well, and appreciates to the full
the value of his God given heritage. Where
is the country that can compare with her,
in the greatness and va‘riety of her resources
of sea and land, the teeming earth that yields
such bounteous harvests, the untold riches
of the mine, the exhaustless wealth of the
deep? Little wonder that the true Cana-
dian has confident hopefulness in the future
of his country, despite any temporary depres-
sion that may exist.

Instead of aggravating that depression, by
the expression in word or act, of hopelessness

or despondency, or adopting a course which
has any tendency to belittle the glorious
land in which we live, let us be of one mind
about this at any rate, on whatever other
matters we may differ, that we will do all
that in us lies, to help this Canada of ours
onward and upward through all opposing
influences and obstacles, emanate whence
they may, towards the accomplishment and
realization of that magnificent destiny which
her almighty maker has so plainly designat-
ed as hers.

In regard to the conference recently held
in the city, with a view to the admission of
Newfoundland into the Dominion, it is I
think for many reasons very desirable that
she should join the sisterhood of provinces,
and so complete the autonomy of the Dom-
inion. Her very important geographical
position, relatively to Canada, her wealth of
minerals, timber and fisheries, would under
ordinary circumstances render her advent
into the Canadian confederation a matter
for general congratulation ; and let us hope
that the difficulties which at present stand
in the way, may be finally overcome, and
the path made clear for the accomplishment
of the desired union. It is gratifying in
this connection to note that it is proposed
to ere long introduce measures in the
Newfoundland legislature bearing upon the
removal of some of the more important of
these obstacles.

We all remember how much of our time
was taken up last session in the endeavour to
frame an Insolvency Act, which would meet
the requirements of the country, and be
generally acceptable, and the large number
of experienced banking and mercantile men
who for so long a period gave the matter
unremitting attention, resulting in the bill
reaching a stage when it was sent to the
House of Commons, where it may possibly
have amendments or additions made to it
havinga tendency to renderit more workable.

It would appear that some amendments
to the North-west Territories Representa-
tion Act are to be proposed, looking towards
the providing for increased representation,
should the census which is being taken by
the North-west Mounted Police in their
rounds, show that the population has in-
creased to such an extent as to warrant it.
Should events prove that the territories are
entitled to an increased representation, it
will furnish another index of progress and
advancement.
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0}1 am personally, as I am sure is this
andOura,ble Hou.se, in the heartiest accord
in tﬁympathy with the sentiments expressed
- e concluding paragraph of the speech,

en Hl§ Excellency in taking his leave
€8 50 with an earnest prayer that “being
ig;:lded by the spirit of wisdom and patriot-
le,(_)ur deliberations may under the divine
of sgmg conduce to the unity and well-being
pa.tr'a:,{a-da. The spirit of wisdom and
th l0lism as exemplified in legislation for
€ nation is of itself a potent factor, and
P::t a'}?Fomphshe}d much for them in their
Wond Istory, and will doubtless work new
for s ersc for them in the coming years; but
that ‘;; anada we crave, in addition to that,
oy & e le.glslz_a.tlon effected in her interests
guiyle(;om its inception to its completion be
blesst » 80verned, permeated with the divine
on n(gl, and thus will extreme party acrim-
0u¥ adnb rancour be largely eliminated from
un dere ates, and from our intercourse, and
bost ofsuﬁh conditions, we shall have the
bein a1 guarantees for the unity and well
8 of this land which we love so well.
mov:;;lil gentlex.nen, I have the honour to
the § e adoption of the eddressin reply to
€ Speech from the Throne.

gpﬁﬁ“‘ Mr. ARSENAULT-If the hon.
g necman Wwho has just spoken has found
- I;alssa.ry to ask the indulgence of the
to sk e;nb}f:m_ of this House, I also ought
cularly uc l!ldu}gence, and more parti-
appoay b:} this is the first time that I
therefore ‘})l"e this honourable body, and,
owever, &ve not very much to say.
words I’WB';TI 1t i3 my duty to offer a few
5peec}; a verceed. The first item in the
to death, ot 8ad one, as it has reference
! Ing 80 certain as death, and

nl(: as the time that it will

£ | regar

b . e S o prsons o
st,!'ike:S the hu't S of the poor, and often
Within 3:" ;‘ time  when ‘least expected.
of our ab?es:s‘;tf(t);:r Years no less than three
Sir John M dsoa Smen have passed away,

nald, of ha h
founder and father of confecrljgl?;,t’foe: (t)ll;{;’&i;)lz

iS:atesman and the beloved leader of his party
thartl,oh more. Tt has been often said of him
el e IWa,s the only man in the Dominion
N ould maintain the Liberal-Conservative
woul):i Ln power, and that after him there

© “the deluge”; but he has gone and

the deluge bLas not come. Sir John Abbott,

hothing so uncertaj
happen. Tt hag

next appeared on the scene as the leader of
the Conservative Government, a man of fine
abilities who commanded respect and influ-
ence ; but after one session of Parliament
owing to ill-health he resigned the position
and shortly after was called to his long home.
These two statesmen died full of years and
honours, in the midst of their dearest friends
and families.

The death of Sir John Thompson was
particularly sad. He was stricken suddenly
and without warning in the prime of life,
thousands of miles away from his country,
from his friends and family, at a time when
he had just attained to the highest honour
that can be conferred by our Queen. The
people of Canada were shocked and as-
tounded when the melancholy news of his
death was flashed to us from over the ocean.
Our people lamented the sad death of the
brilliant statesman, our sovereign mourned
the demise of her able and faithful coun-
cillor, and all that could be thought of by
her to show her sympathy and love for her
illustrious Canadian son, was done in the
most costly and elaborate manner possible,
I need not say anything of the royal con-
veyance which was given his mortal remains,
to their last resting place in the land of his
birth under, I might say, the supervision of
Her Majesty herself. Such sympathy and
such love of her subject by our Queen,
well deserve our most unbounded love and
loyalty. Sir John Thompson is no more ; his
deeds only remain.

Tt is satisfactory to learn from the speech
of His Excellency that negotiations are
being carried on with foreign powers, and
the different colonies of the empire, for the
development of better trade relations with
the Dominion, thus showing that the colonial
conference held here about twelve months
ago has been productive of some good.

For some time past dissatisfaction has ex-
isted in the province of Manitoba, owing to
an Act of the legislature depriving the
minority of that province of their rights and
privileges in educational matters. These
rights were embodied in the constitution of
that province, and were guaranteed by the
Parliament of Canada. The policy of the
majority of one denomination, attempting
to coerce the minority in educational mat-
ters, is, I think, to be deplored. Until 1890
all denominations in that province were
living in unity and peace, since then a large
portion of the population have not enjoyed
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the same benefit from the school tax that
they had enjoyed till then. The question
has been before the courts of the Dominion
and finally been carried before the Privy
Council of England, where the question was
decided in favour of the minority. The
remedial order has been argued by coun-
sel on either side before the Privy Coun-
cil of Canada, and the remedial order has
been sent to the Manitoba Government for
necessary legislation in accordance with the
decision of the Privy Council of England.
Let us hope that the legislature of Manitoba
will view the decision in a spirit of fair-play
and that the question will be satisfactorily
settled for all time to come.

The fathers of confederation had in view
the possibility that the ancient colony of
Newfoundland would at some time form part
and parcel of the confederacy, but up to a
recent date the people of that province had
shown no disposition to be united to the
Dominion of Canada. Latterly, however,
the sentiments of the people seem to have
changed, and they have sent delegates to
discuss terms of admission into the union.
Let us hope that such a union may be con-
summated, thereby completing the confe-
deracy of the British possessions on this side
of the Atlantic. Newfoundland being the
key, as it were, of the Gulf of St. Lawrence,
will be a valuable acquisition to the Domin-
ion. The resources of the island are many
and extensive, and a large interchange of
commerce will undoubtedly take place when
brought under the same tariff as the other
provinces. Thanking hon. gentlemen for
their indulgence, I will conclude my remarks
by seconding the motion before the House.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT--This House is always
very considerate in listening to the utteran-
ces of hon. gentlemen who for the first time
are called upon to address this chamber,
recognizing that in doing so they experience
some degree of embarrassment. I think we
must all feel that both the mover and the
seconder of the address in reply to the
speech from the Throne have discharged
their duty with very gecod taste and judg-
ment. The hon, Senator from Pictou is not
a new member of the legislature. This I
believe is the third session that we have had
the pleasure of listening to his voice. 1
remember on many occasions having listened
with a great degree of pleasure to the hon.
gentleman when he expressed his opinions

without the aid of notes in this chamber. I
think I may offer, therefore, on behalf of
the House, our congratulations to both
gentlemen on the way in which they have
discharged their duties. They are not res-
ponsible for any of the shortcomings of the
address which His Excellency’s advisers
have seen fit to present to Parliament, and
I think it must be apparent to all of us who
have given any thought or consideration to
the address that there is one very important
subject that has been omitted, that is to say,
it contains no apology to Parliament for the
late date at which it has been summoned.
It is part of the unwritten law of this
country that the Parliament of Canada
should be summoned not later than the be-
ginning of February, following the precedent
of the British Parliament. During the years
when the Liberal administration was in
power (excepting the year in which the
election took place) Parliament was always
called together by the beginning of February
usually the first week or early in the second
week, and that good example was kept up
from 1878 downwards. I have here a
memorandum of the dates at which Parlia-
ment was convened year by year, from
which it will be apparent that that has
been the recognized practice in our con-
stitution. It is very well known and has
often been alluded to in Parliament that it is
necessary to summon the ‘legislature at a
period when it is convenient for public men
to attend and when there would be the least
interference with the business interests of
the country. In 1879 Parliament met on the
13th February, in 1880 on the 12th Febru-
ary, in 1881 on the 9th December, In that
year it was prorogued on the 21lst March
nearly a month earlier than we have been
called together this year. In 1882 the
House met on the 9th February; in 1883
on the 9th February ; in 1884 on the 17th
January ; in 1885 on the 29th January; in
1886 on the 25th February. .In 1887 in-
stead of calling Parliament together the
government—I will not say with the view
of getiing a snap shot at the electors—un-
expectedly dissolved Parliament:instead of
calling it together. The House was called
on the 13th April, but even in that year the
date was earlier than during the present
year. In 1888 it was the 23rd. February,
and in 1889 the 31st January.- In 1891,
when hon. gentlemen opposite su idenly dis-
solved Parliament, as was then publicly an-
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:‘:e‘;'éced, with the view of completing a
o t}l'x at Washington, the House was called
ti oge her on the 29th April after the elec-
) :511? ad been held. In 1892 we went back
s € normal period 25th February ; in 1893
la.teast,}fhe 26th January. Last year it was
the ;5 lf.n it has been any year previously,
folt it ;51 of March. In that year the Premier
ind is duty to explain the reasons thathad
nduced His Excellency’s advisers to summon
arliament at so late a date. The reason
::i;tgfned was that they were revising the
of i1, aad 1t was necessary for a committee
Can g overnment to meet the people of
-, ada, that it was quite impossible to pre-
sa:ﬁ the reports of that committee any
tha ‘e;,oa.s 1t involved the revision of no less
Wa,sn 0 or 1,000 items of the tariff. That
Showper haps a good reason, but the instance
ot S that it was recognized by the then
er of the political party at present in
E::fll'» thi_lt Par}ia.ment ought to be called
think ezﬁller period. Now, it is no secret, I
e at this Parliament was somewhat
thos opecﬁedly summoned. It was pretty
Whichuigl ly discussed by the journals
o ad the ear of the Government, and
memlreen had intimations given by some
there Wl‘s olf the Government themselves that
knoe d‘:‘l d be a general election. We all
riod] at the voters’ lists were being hur-
hereyvs)repared’ that the Printing Bureau,
tha.t,co :fd G{:}treme.ly busy, that all the staff
ting the 1 obtained was employed in get-
great waslitlf ready for a particular day. So
and MOntre:i hurry that the lists of Toronto
Papers. G ddhad to be sent to local news-
other, of wh; l:mly, from some cause or an-
of dis;solut‘ Ch we are not informed, instead
it would h:::l Wwe have a session. I think
of Canada, an?ibeen only fair that the people
represen ta:t,' more particularly the people’s
the confid ives, should have been taken into
explanati ence of the government and some
disgoln?mn offered them, why it was that
P utxon did not take place and that Par-
ent hag begn summoned at so late a

am quite aware, however, when I

rea,d' the e .
eXcuses h:sla-n&mons made elsewhere, that

' e been foupd f i
off pd for this state of
N g,]l:ts g-;flese excuses refer to a number of
qestie s be? much discussed Manitoba school
that thn Ing one of them. Another was
il elconference with Newfoundland was
eonfegeg &cz,. but I would point out that the
te £ ¢e did not begin till long after the
T Summoning Parliament had passed

by. Long after the period when the Par-
liament should have been called together,
the delegates came up from Newfoundland
to discuss the question of that colony’s
entering the Dominion. I really think itis
due to this House that some explanation
should be given of the reasons for the late
meeting of Parliament.

We all share in the very touching and
beautiful observations made by the hon.
member from Pictou (Mr. Primrose) in re-
ference to the second paragraph of the
Speech of the Throne, that relating to the
death of Sir John Thompson. We all share
in the feeling that animated him in making
those observations respecting the tragic
event. There can be no doubt whatever
that Sir John Thompson’s sudden death
evoked an extraordinary feeling of
deep sorrow and sympathy over the
length and breadth of Canada, which I
feel safe in saying was shared in byall parties
irrespective of race, religion or politics.
Sir John Thompson was no ordinary man.
Highly endowed by nature, he was possessed
of those other qualifications which are so es-
sential to success in life. In his early years
he was favoured by no extraordinary or ad-
ventitious circumstances. His rise in life
was due entirely to his own probity of char-
acter, his talents and industry. He occu-
pied the first position as a reporter in the
chamber of the legislature of Nova Scotia.
It was not many years after, that he became
a member of that House, rising rapidly to
become one of the Executive Council of his
native province, and stepping on from that
position to the premiership of the province.
Few men had as rapid a rise, and he occu-
pied the highest position by the universal
consent of his fellow-citizens. Soon after
that he was appointed to the Supreme Court
of the province of Nova Scotia. During the
few years that he was a member of that
body, he elevated the judicial tribunal to a
very high standard. Ten years ago he was
comparatively a stranger outside of the pro-
vince of Nova Scotia. It was due to his
marvellous knowledge of men that the late
Sir John Macdonald selected him as the
very best man to fill the position of Minister
of Justice. At the time, the selection was
carped at. People asked who was John
Thompson. Sir John Macdonald’s answer
was ¢ wait until you know him.” He had
been in Ottawa but a comparatively short

time when the wisdom of the selection was
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exemplified by the manner in which he
discharged the duties pertaining to his
position.  Afterwards when, on the death
of Sir John Abbott, he was called upon
to fill the position of Premier, it is uni-
versally admitted that he had won the
respect and esteem, not alone of those
with whom he was politically allied, but
also of those of the opposite side of the
House. He came here under a disad-
vantage. There was, unhappily, a preju-
dice against him, because he had, from a
conscientious feeling, adopted another re-
ligion. 1t is gratifying, and a compliment
to the people of this country, to say that
when they knew Sir John Thompson, they
recognized that that should no longer be a
barrier to the esteem in which he should be
held. They recognized that he was simply
obeying his own conscientious conviction,
and he lived down any prejudice that had
arisen from a hasty conception of his char-
acter. Sir John Thompson’s name will long
live in the history of Canada. His high
character ; his pure and unsullied life—the
reputation he made for himself in serving
not alone the Dominion of Canada, but the
empire at large, point him out as a model
that may be copied by the young men of
this country, because it was through his
own merits alone that his elevation to the
high position he attained was due. The
honourable Senator from Pictou has alluded
to the circumstances under which Sir John.
Thompson died, and to the fact that the
country ought to consider the position
in which the late statesman left his
family. We know that Sir John Thompson,
with his great abilities, had he chosen to
devote them to business pursuits, instead of
giving up his life to his country, could have
amassed a fortune to protect his family from
want in the future. It is very well known
that with ample opportunities to become
rich he died a poor man. and althnugh some
generous friends have already contributed
towards the maintenance of his family in the
degree of life in which they have for some
time lived, yet, I think it would be but fair
and reasonable that the country should be
called upon to supplement that, in order
that they may feel that Canada was not un-
grateful to one of her best sons. I do not
quite understand the next paragraph in the
speech which refers to our treaty with
France. That treaty was made on the 6th
February, 1893—over two years ago. The

House sat that session until the first of
April, and the treaty was discussed to some
extent, but was not adopted. Last session
the treaty was adopted, and it was under-
stood .that it should go into operation forth-
with. The delay, I understand, is due to some
extent to the claim of France to be put on the
same footing as the colonies of the Empire
in dealing with Canada. Of course, Canada
would not consent to that and whether France
has conceded that point, we are not inform-
ed in the paragraph in the Speech from the
Throne. )
The reference to the Manitoba school
question is a very non committal one. Hon.
gentlemen will remember that it is now
over five years since the question became a
burning one—over five years since Manitoba
passed an act taking away from the minority
those rights that they had supposed were
secured to them under the treaty made with
Canada in 1871-—a treaty which was ratified
by the Parliament of Canada in the legisla-
tion known as the Manitoba Act, and
confirmed by an imperial rtatute. It is
unfortunate that this question was not dealt
with promptly at the time. I cannot but
feel that had it been so disposed of promptly,
we should have had no protest whatever on
the subject. I cannot take the view that
the question of provincial rights arises in
this case at all. I just ask hon. gentlemen
to consider for a moment what would be
thought if the Quebec legislature were to
pass an act taking away from the minority
of that province the privileges that they
have enjoyed, not alone under the British
North America Act, butunderlocallegislation
passed by the provincial legislature since
confederation ? Would it have taken five
years for the majority of the people of this
country to have discovered that a wrong
had been done them ? I just put that ques-
tion now to the majority of the people of
Canada. Would they have permitted five
years to go over when they knew, not alone
that the dissentient schools had been
abolished, but that the school-houses erected
with the money of the minority had been
confiscated and the funds placed in the
banks by the truftees of the minority
had been roped in by the provincial
treasurer—what would have been the
indignation in all parts of the Dominion ?
Would any government dare, under such
circumstances, to say “you must go to tie
courts. It is quite true it will take five years
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};)efore 1t goes through all the courts, where
€y will make confusion worse confounded
7 more particularly if it goes through the
Tvy Council—and when it comes back we
:‘;:Il consider what ought to be done.” Yet
at is the case to-day. Do you consider it
~atall consistent with what is proper, or the
fv‘instzructlon which ought to be put on the
;namtoba Act ! There are living witnesses—
o eor two in t:hls chamber now,at all events—
tha(:, are cognizant with all the circumstances
by 188.7t1tended the passage of that legislation
to L. They knew that they were voting
decide whether separate schools should

o .Bven to Manitoba or not. Some were of
t}[i::loil that they should be given, others
cusa;‘t ¢y should not, and finally, after dis-
and ingthe question in plain, simple language,
stru Clgllcedmg that if the clause were not
vinc? 1Out; the effect would be that the pro-
inte:-? government never afterwards could
latio ere with or disturb the act, the legis-
the ; Passed through Parliament. One of
the HOSt distinguished legislators of the day,
of the ?IL Wm. Macdougall, then a member
who aA}JteOuse, and who had been one of those
at Lo (Iilded the conference at Quebec and
Amert ndon drfa.ft.mg the British North
oce rica Act in which a similar clause
urs, said to the House of Commons on

ts;g:t oceasion : “If you pass the Act in that
stri{:; anctl do not accept the amendment to
ke (:‘\'l that clause, the effect will be that
¥ Mani:.om: bo‘come the provincial legislature
fota cprek 8{1 willbe powerlessto disturbby one
o b E :s that the minority now enjoy.”
facts, T é) to go back to history for these
only listenedn;:n are alive to-day who not
clauses, and the.debate Dut, drow up the
o ma"jorit tt; their honour be it spoken,
Canada—w){l oll o oicutant, members of
Quebec—a m(;,-y excluding the province of
o g ma J?‘rlty' of the Protestants of this
of thery di PeItis only fair, and it is part
i conditions under which the province
of Assiniboia is coming into the confedera-
tion, that this concession should be made.”
;l‘hey did not hesitate to say so, and by a
gzgﬁ l}11&30r1l;y, _exclusive of the Roman
Cath (L;cs, voted in Parliament that it would
o greater harmony and friendship and
h nt? ©8 In that country if the same rights
were conceded to the minority in

g;a:'lit:g t(; the Roman Catholicg in Manitoba.
o 01; l11;hese facts, does it not seem extra-
Ty that at the end of five years—yes,

more than five—we are still debating most
tenderly and delicately, fearful that we may
trespass on somebody’s prejudices, whether
we shall carry out what we solemnly agreed
to do among ourselves in 1871. That
educational Act which was repealed by the
legislation of 1890, was passed in Manitoba
at either the first or second session after
the province entered the union, and was
on the lines of the Act as we understood
it in 1871, and not as they claimed to
understand it twenty years later. Who
were the men who were right? The men
who interpreted the Act when it was passed
originally, or the men who are discussing it
to-day ? Did we undertake to deceive the
people of Manitoba when we gave them a
writing saying that we undertook to carry
out this, but in our own minds and hearts
declared that when we should be powerful
and strong enough in Manitoba, and the
Roman Catholics should be a weak minority,
we would take from them those privileges
which we conceded by the Act of 18717 No
man who values the honour and dignity of his
country ought to hesitate for a moment in
appreciating the true position of the ques-
tion. [t is this unfortunate attempt to
trench upon the rights of the minority that
has caused all the trouble. I say there are
no provincial rights when the rights of the
minority are at stake. It would be absurd
to propose in the province of Quebec to take
away from the dissentients the rights that
they enjoy, and to say ‘let the minority go
to the courts, and five or ten years hereafter
they will probably be able to convince the
majority that they are right and the legis-
lature is wrong.” Is that what honourable
people should propose, or tolerate, or permit
I think this subject ought not to be viewed
from a political standpoint. I make no
adverse criticisms on the line which those
gentlemen- took who advised the course
that was taken in 1890. I believe my-
self it was not thought that any tribu-
nal would be formed that would take
any other view than the one that the people
of Canada then understood, and that was
the reason that it was allowed to go. Of
course, had it been for a moment assumed
that the question would go before a tribunal
that did not understand our constitution or
did not seem to take the trouble to become
familiar with the subject, it never would
have been permitted to remain in doubt.

It has been very unfortunate because it is
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now an extremely difficult and delicate ques-
tion to settle. I quite appreciate all the
surrounding difficulties that have grown up
and the prejudices that exist and the utter
impossibility of making the great mass of
the electorate comprehend the question. We
all know that in sentimental questions of
that kind, where prejudices arise, we cannot
reach the calm judgment of the electorate.
They are carried away by the first impulses
of their nature, and the impulses follow their
prejudices. It is very unfortunate and very
unhappy, and I cannot but regret the course
which has been pursued by the Government
of Manitoba. It has certainly not been that
of* a judicial body disposed to fairly
consider the question. Without even read-
ing the papers they took a high and lofty
stand under the impression that they have
the power to dictate to the minority and they
take their stand on the narrow ground of
provincial rights. The Judicial Committee
clearly set forth that it is not a question of
provincial rights, that the provinces have
not the right, under certain circumstances,
to legislate on the subject of education. If
they had the right they could do as they
pleased, but why is it, under the British
North America Act and the Manitoba Act,
that those powers were taken from the
province ! They were given control of educa-
tion under certain c¢'rcumstances and condi-
tions. When those circumstances or condi-
tions are in any way disturbed or endan-
gered, then the province does not possess the
power. There can be no encroachment on
provincial rights in such cases. It is not
given to the province absolutely to deal
with them. The power is reserved. Read
all the clauses of the 92nd section of the
British North America Act and only on
that one subject is the power reserved to
the federal authorities. There are one o»
two subjects on which there are equal
powers given to both parties, but there is
no other question but that of education on
which there is a power reserved to the
Federal Government to interfere, and there-
fore there can be no question of provincial
rights in this case. It does not arise, and
the decision of the Privy Council is very
distinct in that part of the judgment. It
would have been more satisfactory if the
government had stated what their policy
was. This paragraph leaves it just where it
was. It has been unfortunate that this sub-
ject for five years has been practically hung

up and tossed about from one court to an-
other, and from one government to another,
and we are in a very much worse position
now than we were five years ago to deal
with it.

The next paragraph of the speech admits
that the “N.P.” is a failure—that it did
not stop the depression. There was a time
when the hon. gentlemen who draughted this
address thought differently—thought that
we could be made rich by Act of Parliament
—that all we had to do was to reserve Can-
ada for the Canadians and shut out all
foreign competition and we should be happy,
but I think the admission made in this par-
agraph seriously conflicts with the prophe-
cies we then had. It certainly has not
stopped the exodus, and it has not furnish-
ed a home market that is worth very much,
nor has it filled up the North-west. These
are lamentable failures with which the
National Policy has to be charged. The
Government admits that even with the Na-
tional Policy it is possible to have a deficit,
and so we are told that this is due somewhat
to the lowering of the duties last year. I
think, from my standpoint at all events, the
question of a deficit, even in the condition in
which Canada is now, could have been easily
got over if we desire to encroach upon the
manufacturers. It would have been very
easy to relieve the people of this country
from their burdens and yet to have a sur-
plus.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—My hon. friend laughs
at this. I could name half a dozen articles
which, by reducing theduty on them one-half,
would yield a revenue that would more than
cover the deficit. There is no doubt about
that—all the six millions. Not only that,
but you would relieve the people of this coun-
try from the payment of thirty or forty
millions of dollars that they are paying now
to these protected industries. The pinch
in Canada to-day is due to the fiscal policy—
the absurd proposition of subsidizing about
three per cent of the population and com-
pelling the 97 per cent to pay them a part
of their earnings. That is practically what
we are doing to-day. People do not under-
stand it, and therefore they do not know
where the pinch comes in, but if anybody
chooses to analyse it, he will readily see
that where you force the body of the people
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20 buy certain articles in Canada ata higher
t‘“’e than they could buy them elsewhere,
they are paying just so much more than
eir value to the Canadian producer. I do
Rot propose to enumerate the articles just
now, but I could very readily do it.

G.Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
1ve us the articles.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do not want to go
%0 a discussion on the trade question, but
h_&"e been challenged to name a few of the
:(l)‘tlcles. If you reduce the duty on the cot-
3 nsbtha.t come into this country, you will
dou 10~m0.re than double, you will qua-
Tuple the importation. Take the duty off
W0§llens, and you will have the same result.
h I? e the duty from iron, and you will more
an double o quadruple the importation.

Of course it will not suit the woollen and
iron men,

in

thHon. Mr. ANGERS —And it will feed
e workmgmen !

Hon. M. SCOTT—The workingmen are

?x?tugsztf-mg the advantage that the protected
- 168 are supposed to give to them.
nos neuelgn will find other industries that do
of Co adpmtecglon. What do the exports
wool]n & consist of? Do they consist of
D, cotton and iron manufactures that

are being protected b ;

nad y the fiscal policy of
tol?e fs.:x:_Ncoa’ they consist of the produce of
products ttle, butter, cheese—and of the

sent abro:fi_th%mine and the forest that are

ok > oes the fiscal policy help any
ell:egsoei ’:ndustrles ? Our cheese exports have
ool fﬁ;lp steadily from year to year. The
B marl({mr cheese is increasing in the
going o et, and more of our people are
g In g;:: Jodustry every year. It is
o o the b Industries that we have, and
v Ple are now educated up to making
'erY superior article, There are other
articles _which they could produce which
would give relatively ag great,pa, profit. The

fiscal policy does
who cut doywn then: t help the lumbermen

i rees
nto boards. The na and convert them

. tional policy t th
and all their operatives, fnodlct,};le as.:f:e V::;

with all our natural industri

) _ Da ustries, Th (J

Bte:dlly Prejudiced by the fiscal policyec):f :;e

G :rm?ent because they are paying high

wgh ic?xs a.zf:: all the articles they consume,
r )

.GOVemmen{ otected by the policy of the

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH —What }

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I presume they buy
woollen goods. Whether they buy sugar or
not I do not know, but they take a great
many other things. It is these natural
industries that make up our wealth. The
manufacturing industry does not contribute
$10,000 & year ; in fact it contributes no
sum whatever and therefore, I say, it is a
very easy matter, if one chooses to revise the
tariff and reduce the rate of duty, by that
means to more than quadruple the consump-
tion. Cheapen the article and the consump-
tion becomes greater. When articles are
dear, people cannot buy them ; if you cheapen
them, then you at once add to the consump-
tion. It does not need any special philo-
sophy to prove that. On coal oil I think we
are now paying from 75 to 80 per cent
above its value.

We all join in that part of the address
which refers to His Excellency’s visit to the
other portions of the Dominion, including
the Maritime Provinces, Manitoba and the
North-west Territories. It is pleasant to -
note that His Excellency and Lady Aber-
deen, I may add, take such a very warm
interest in the growth of Canada and in all
that. tends to its social development. They
have ever manifested a deep interest in the
prosperity of the country and have in a
comparatively short space of time become
exceedingly friendly with the Canadian
people. We are therefore glad that His
Excellency has enjoyed his trip throughout
the Dominion.

In reference to the paragraph of the
address which speaks of the possible admis-
sion of Newfoundland into the Dominion, I
may say that we shall all be glad to receive
Newfoundland into this confederation. Of
course it is only a question of terms, and it
is to be hoped that a settlement may be
arrived at on a fair and reasonable basis.
The two important questions for considera-
tion, no doubt, are the financial one and the
unfortunate French shore question. The
financial one, I think, could be satisfactorily
got over, but I do not propose to discuss
what is possible just now, because we are
not in possession of sufficient information.
Whatever exchange of ideas took place at
the conference at Ottawa was necessarily
confidential, and, therefore, we are not in a
position to discuss the matter in detail. We
all, however, recognize that the French
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shore question, relating as it does to an
extent of over 800 miles of the coast of
Newfoundland, is a very grave one. The
rights of the French, while very small at
first, have through encroachments from time
to time during the past 100 years, grown
until they have acquired—I will not say a
prescriptive right — privileges other than
those given them by the treaty. Yet we
all know how difficult it is to take away
privileges which have been enjoyed for any
considerable length of time. I have heard
it stated informally in another place that
the French shore question is likely to be
settled. If this is true, and I am sure we
all hope that it may be, there can be no real
or substantial grounds why Newioundland
should not enter into confederation. It
would, no doubt, be in harmony with the
views and aspirations of Canadians, and I
trust also of the people of Newfoundland,
and the feeling would be shared by the
mother country, because we all know that
it has been the p-licy of England at all
times to favour the federation of the various
provinces for the reason that fewer compli-
cations are likely to arise under confedera-
tion than where the country is subdivided
into a number of different colonies. I do
not see that there is anything very important
in the shape of legislation to be laid before
us which would afford a pretext for post-
poning the meeting of Parliament. The
principal measure that is mentioned in the
speech is that relating to insolvency and
that we all know was pretty well threshed
out by the members of this chamber last
session, when we spent a couple of months
in considering the question.

Having made these few comments on the
speech, I now come to a pleasanter task. I
cordially join in the observations made by the
hon. gent'eman who moved the address, in
the encomiums uttered with regard to the
leader of this chamber, and I take the
opportunity of expressing my gratification—
since we must have a Conservative leader
under present conditions—that the choice
has fallen upon him. I tender him my con-
gratulations and the congratulations of those
who sympathize with me politically on the
recognition of his services which has been
extended to him by our sovereign. I hope
he may long live to enjoy that recognition,
but further than this I cannot go. The
hon. the mover of the resolution, with very
good taste, (considering the political party

with which he is allied) expressed the hope
that the present premier would long retain
his position. While we applauded him on
several other sentiments we were obliged to
remain silent with regard to that one. T
have a great regard for this country and I
believe its prosperity is being seriously re-
tarded at present by his policy. I know my
hon. friend is a protectionist and while I
recognize that he is so because he believes
firmly that that is best for the country, yet,
holding the conviction that a change of
fiscal policy would be beneficial, I am afraid
I cannot join in the hope so eloquently
expressed that he may long continue at the
head of the administration. Whatever man-
date the electors may give after another
election—whether they endorse the policy
of the government in the past and so give
my hon. friend the leadership for another
five years, or whether they reverse the policy
of the country which has prevailed for so
long, causing my hon. friend to be cast into
the cold shades of opposition—1I will do him
the credit to say that whether as a member
of the government or a member of the
opposition, I believe him to be actuated by
high and conscientious motives and that he
will act in all cases in what he believes from
his standpoint to be the best interests of
the people of Canada.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.-Per-
mit me first to compliment the hon. gentle-
men who have moved and seconded the
address in reply to the Speech from the
Throne. I regret my inability to deal with the
subjects before the Senate in the same elo-
quent manner as these gentlemen have done.
Before referring more generally to the
remarks of hon. gentlemen opposite, I have
to thank my hon. friend from Pictou
(Primrose) as well as the hon. the leader of
the Opposition for the personal remarks
which they were pleased to make in reference
to myself. Nomember of this chamber feels
the high responsibility devolving upon him
more deeply than I do. When I consider
for a moment the illustrious gentlemen who
have been prime ministers of this country
since confederation, I must say that I feel
my utter inability to occupy the position and
to perform the duties attaching thereto in
the manner in which they have been dis-
charged by my predecessors. Those who
have given attention to the history of this
country and have watched its progress,
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imow to whose great ability its prosperity is
argely due, and they must come to the con-
Clusion that the names of those hon. gentle-
men who have formerly occupied the posi-
tion of premier of Canada will last for all
time to come. As long as history shall
exist, Sir John Macdonald’s name will not
forgotten, Following him came a very
Practical, sound, level-headed man in the
PeI‘Sqn of thc late Hon. Alexander Mac-
enzie. I can truthfully say of him, as the
hon. the leader of the Opposition has
en pleased to say of myself, that although
dlﬁ'ered from him in almost every act
of his political life, although I regarded
1 as an extreme free trader- - T had almost
8aid a Scotch Radical—he was ever actuated
Y the best and purest motives, and in
all his actions in the high position which
he held, he did what he believed would be for
the best welfare of the country. At theend
of his term of office he was succeeded by Sir
ohn Macdonald. After his demise came a
Man eminent, in his profession, who had scar-
cely a peer at the bar—one whom we allknew
and revered and whose talents were appre-
Clated and respected everywhere—the late
Sl}‘ John Abbott. Following him came one
With whom it was my good fortune to be
Intimately associated during the whole of
the Period he was a member of the Con-
Servative Administration. I am therefore
N a position to say, that the opinion
vv'.hlch has sometimes been expressed, that
er J ohn Thompson was somewhat bigoted
In his views, could only have emenated from
those who knew little or nothing of him. A
man of broader views, a man of keener in-
llect, & man who desired to treat all
019‘386{8 of the community more equally, never,
believe, lived in Canada. Nova Scotia
A8 cause to be proud of such a son. Ishall
30'3 indulge in any further eulogy of the
Parted statesman. No one grieved more
d 0 T did when I heard of his untimely
eath, and T can truthfully say that ever
Since, T have not ceased to regret his
Untimely end particularly on account of the
fgrea,t loss which Canada™ has sustained, and
rOm the fact that his onerous and responsible
uties have devolved upon my shoulders ; but
mcan say to hon. gentlemen that whatever
WI);‘ defects may be in the important position
ich I now hold, that I shall continue in

© future as I have endeavoured in the past,

. 90 my duty to my country as far as in me
gl‘nﬂy convinced when I adopt a course

of action that it is right, and that it is con-
ducive to the advancement of the best
interests of the Dominion. Of Sir John
Thompson I can say very little more than
vo utter the deep regret which pervaded all
classes of thecommunity when the news of his
sudden death was flashed across the ocean.
It was a tragic ending. He was a man who
rose, as the hon. leader of the Opposition
has said, to the highest position in the House
by his industry, energy and integrity, and
the country will long have cause to regret
that he was removed so suddenly from the
sphere of action in the administration of the
affairs of this country. Having said this
much, I may refer very shortly to the
remarks made by the hon. leader of the
Opposition with which, I may say, I have
very little fault to find. We all know that
the duty of an opposition is to find fault,
and, therefore, while he grumbles we should
not be at all annoyed. He was very mild,
and his remarks were a repetition of the
remarks of the leader of the Opposition of
the other House, and, consequently, are not
new. We have heard a good deal about the
unwritten law of Parliament. We know
that the constitution under which we live is
of an elastic character, and therefore pre-
ferable to that which is written and which
is obligatory upon all governments asis the
case over the border.

The death of the Right Hon. Sir John
Thompson, the then leader of the govern-
ment, threw matters into a state, if not of
chaos, at least disarranged matters to such
an extent that time wasrequired for consider-
ation. The hon. gentleman says that the
delegates from Newfoundland left for Canada
after the calling of Parliament. That is
very true, but he might also have stated
that we had been in communication with
the governor and the Government of New-
foundland for the last two months, and also
with the authorities in England with refer-
ence to this very question, and I should
have been only too pleased had we been en-
abled to come to the House with a series of
resolutions for the admission of Newfound-
land into the confederation. - However,
that is impossible at the present time, for
reasons, which I am not at liberty at the
present moment to divulge ; but I hope that
the time is not far distant, when the Domin-
ion will be rounded off by the accession of
Newfoundland to its territories, believing,
as I do, that it will add greatly to our



18

[SENATE)

country and prove beneficial to the people
of Newfoundland themselves, and it will
place us in a position to treat the questions
with which the country has to dealin a
more effectual manner than at present.
The hon. gentleman said that he did not
understand the paragraph in the speech in
reference to the treaty with France. Itis
quite true that the question arose as to
whether the treaty was being made between
France and Canada or between France and
the mother country. If between France and
the mother country, the question was whether
the colonies might be considered as a third
party or not. That has been set at rest by
the interpretation given to it by the imperial
authorities. But there was another ques-
tion which required legislation before the
treaty could be put into full operation, and
which the imperial cabinet desires to have
placed on the statute-book before they
can ratify the treaty with France. I think
it is unfortunate, but it is the fact that in
the favoured nations treaties which were
entered into between the German Zolverein
and some other countries, Belgium among
them, there is a provision that a British
colony cannot give concessions to the mother
country or to any other country in its tariff
legislation, that are not given to those nations
which are parties to those treaties; and Great
Britain asks that Canada, in the present
instance, make the concession to those coun-
tries which are parties to those treaties, before
the ratification of the treaty, and it is only
within the last month or so that we have
been placed in a position to say to the mother
country that we are prepared to accede to
their request. Hence, it will be necessary
to insert in the tariff resolutions a clause
which will give effect to that, or to intro-
duce a short bill declaring that the countries
which are parties to the favoured nations
treaties shall have the same rights and priv-
ileges that are given to France. That is
what is meant by the paragraph to
which my hon. friend alludes. I since-
rely regret the tone, although very mildly
uttered, in which the hon. gentleman
opposite alluded to the vexed question of the
Manitoba schools. A moment’s reflection
would have shown him that if he were true
to the party to which he belongs, and of
which he is the honoured leaderin this House,
he would not have given utterance to the
gentiments which pervaded his whole speech.
The_ five years which have rolled around

since this question came before the public
have been occupied in going through the
courts from one appeal to another, and, when
he tells us that there should have been no
difference of opinion as to the powers and
authority of the province of Manitoba he
forgets—or if he did not forget, he failed to
give expression to the fact—that these
differences of opinion existed in the highest
courts of the land ; and he should also
have told us that when this question first
loomed up, his great leader, the Hon.
Edward Blake, in the House of Commons,
introduced a resolution to remove the ques-
tion altogether from the political arena, and
take it out of the power of any legislature
to declare that interference with the rights
of the minority in any province should be
dealt with by the administration. His reso-
lution, so clear and distinet in its character,
was accepted by the leaders of the oppo-
sition, and by Sir John Macdonald, and
all parties believed that this question of
sentiment would have been removed from
the political arena altogether and left to the
courts to decide. He is not in accord,
either, with the sentiments expressed so
often by the hon. leader of the Opposition
in the lower House. Scarcely a speech has
that hon. gentleman made in which he has
not affirmed strongly his belief in what are
termed provincial rights. My hon. friend
says, and I fully concur with him in the
sentiment, that it is with the greatest re-
luctance that any government should inter-
fere with the rights and privileges given to
a province under the constitution which
governs it. Mr. Blake, when he moved the
resolution to which I refer, declared that he
had but one object in view ; that he had no
desire to embarrass the government at the
time, his only wish being to avoid the intro-
duction of a disturbing element. He had
no desire to embarrass the government of
the day, but seeing the difficulties which
were arising in Manitoba upon this very
school question, he proposed, as a true states-
man, to remove it from the arena of politics.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Tt
wasin 1890, the very year that this Manitoba
Act was passed. As my hon. friend on my
left says, it was one month after the passing
of that Act. Mr. Blake saw the difficulties
arising—saw the political animosity that
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w°“’4 be engendered by the discussion of a
qllest,m.n of this kind, for no matter what
our religious views may be, whether we are

oman Catholic or Protestant, the mowent
JOu touch a question affecting a man’s con-
S.Oler}ce, You rouse the most stubborn passions
In hlS_ nature. Desiring to remove that vexed
question from the political arena and take
rom the administration the power to deal
With it, he moved the following resolution—

I t];[}m- Mr. SCOTT—I spoke for myself.
B Ink Mr. Blake would admit now, in the
1ght of subsequent events, that he made a
Mistake when he proposed that resolution.

think the experience of the last five years

:;Ould convince any one that it was a mis-
e,

. Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It
13 not for me to vouch for the stability of
: r. Blake’s opinion any more than I would
a‘“; that of the hon. gentleman. We are all
lt)' to change to a greater or less extent.
18 only a question of time as to how it

may affect us, However, Mr. Blake in his
resolution said :
8011(:'"‘5 expedient to provide means whereby, on
of di;lnocgaswns touching the exercise of the power
tional | owance, or the apparent power as to educa-
me beeglslatlon, important questions of law or fact
tri\fnn l!';bferred by the executive to a high judicial
that tl? or hearing and consideration in such mode
ool e authorities and parties interested may be
o I; esented, and that a reason or opinion may be
ained for the information of the executive.

Now, that is i
followed b 1s precisely the course that was

tio Yy the administration on this ques-
oy n. I might quote from Mr. Blake's
W}Ilna"k?, in which he proved beyond a doubt
to at his intentions were, and his great desire
l'eupl'.event the Introduction of those semi-
bos flo:lls or ed}xcatlonal questions, and their
timeg b:ah; with by the executive for the
187 ing. My hon. friend says that in
1, when the Separate School Act was en-
acted by the provinee of Manitoba, they then
::derst?od what they were doing. I quite
a;l(‘leelwm%\ the hon. gentleman on that point,
in 189 quite agree with him that they knew
of sats (; what they were doing. It is a matter
v ;?‘ 1s1action to me to know that the Conser-
ative party in 1871 were in power in Mani-

toba, and that they were desirousof maintain-

Ing intact theobligations i ;
entered iy s obligations into which they had

that province came into the
?;Ilfedemtmn, and it may also be a satisfac-
n ;;the hon. gentleman to know that it

was his party that was in power in 1890,
when they violated the agreement into
which they had entered when Manitoba
became a province of the confederation.
So it has been from the beginning with
that party. If the minority in any pro-
vince expects to have its rights preserved,
whether that minority be Roman Catholic
or Protestant, it will have to look to the
Conservative party which has controlled the
dostinies of Canada since confederation,
with the exception of five years. Minorities
will have to look to the Conservative states-
man to maintain those rights. Although I am
not an advocate, nor am I in favour per se
of separate schools, yet T hold that the word
of the sovereign, when pledged, whether it
is in accord with my particular sentiments
or not, should be held inviolate in the govern-
ing of the country. The hon. gentleman
referred to the debate which took place
in 1870, and he stated correctly the opinions
held by members of the House of Commons
at that time. I remember the discussion
well. I took the same position then that I
take to-day, and the same position that I
maintained in 1863, when I was defeated in
my own county. I stated to my constituents
then, that if the question was whether we
should establish separate schools in this
country or not, I should vote against it.
But separate schools having been es-
tablished, I would not be a party to depriv-
ing the minority of the rights that they had
acquired under the constitution which
governed them. I expected that the hon.
gentleman would do as Mr. McCarthy
did when he argued the question before
the Privy Council—point out how I had
voted on that question. I remember that
debate. Mr. MacDougall stated distinctly
that the passing of the Act without amend-
ment would be a perpetuation of the
separate schools in Manitoba. Mr. Chau-
veau, Mr. Cauchon and others took the
same line, and it proves to my mind, and it
must prove to every reader of that debate,
this important fact, that when the resolutions
were introduced, admitting Manitoba into
the confederation, it was believed at that
time that we were granting the same rights
and privileges to the Roman Catholies of
Manitoba that had been granted to the
minority in Quebec and to the minority in
Ontario in relation to schools. It was for
that reason, believing that we were making
that concession to the Roman Catholics to
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that province, that I recorded my vote as I
then did, and I trust the day will never
arrive when the party with which I am con-
nected will violate any agreement into which
they have entered. The minority who did
not obtain their wishes at that particular
time should not forget that this country has
to be governed by the majority, and in the
interests of the whole, and not in the inter-
ests of the few. I might enlarge on this
question, but I do not think it at all neces-
sary to do so. The government took the
strictly constitutional coursg in reference to
the Manitoba School Act. Iam a very strong
believer, as Mr. Blake is, in provincial
rights, and it was for that reason that I was
obliged in 1888 to record my vote (nearly
getting defeated by my constituents, sub-
sequently for doing so) in support of the
contention of the province of Quebec in re-
gard to the Jesuits Estates Act. I believe
that the province of Quebec had a perfect
constitutional right to pass that Act,and that
they acted within their powers. They were
disposing of their own moneys, and I took the
view that it was none of my business in
what manner they chose to do so. Conse-
quently I refused to support the motion
seeking to condemn the government for not
disallowing the legislation of the province
in that regard ; and I hold that the same
principle must be applied to the whole of the
legislation and administration of the country.
Under the very principles embodied in this
resolution of Mr. Blake’s, the Manitoba
school case was referred to the Supreme
Court of Canada. That court decided that
the School Act of the province was ultra
vires. The hon. the leader of the Opposition
says that everybody knew that, or that if
they did not know it they did not understand
the matter. Notwithstanding his statement,
there was a considerable diversity of opinion
on the point, and when the case came before
the Lords of the Privy Council in England
they decided that the School Act was intra
vires, that the legislature of Manitoba had a
perfect right to legislate as they had done.
Then arose the question of the right of the
minority to appeal to the Privy Council of
Canada for remedial legislation. That
again went to the courts in Canada, and
our Supreme Court decided that the minority
had no right of appeal. Then the matter
was on appeal laid before the Judicial
Committee of the Imperial Privy Council,
who declared that while the Act which had

been passed by the legislature of Manitoba
in 1890 was within the powers of that
legislature, the people of Manitoba belong-
ing to the Roman Catholic faith having no
rights either by law or practice in respect
of separate schools at the time of the
admission of Manitoba into the confederacy
in 1870, the Act of 1890 had infringed upon
the special privileges conceded to the
minority by the provincial legislature in
1871, and that, therefore, the minority had
a constitutional right of appeal to the Privy
Council of Canada. The government lost
not a day in summoning the parties inte-
rested on either side to appear before the
committee of the Privy Council of Canada,
there to argue the question in its various
aspects pro and con. It was not a week
afterwards that the remedial order was
issued, asking the legislature of Manitoba
to restore to the minority, those rights and
privileges of which they had been deprived,
as indicated by the decision of the Law Lords
of the Privy Council. I do not know that
the hon. the leader of the Opposition stated
it, but it has beenstated here, and throughout
the country—it was stated in the debate on
the address in the other House by the leader
of the Opposition——that that remedial order
meant nothing. Then, in the very next
breath we are told, that the government
has issued a dictatorial order to the province
of Manitoba. The opinions of those who are
in opposition to the government on this
question are as diversified as the colours of
the chameleon.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Asdiversified as the
opinions of those who are supporting the
government.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—My
remark applies particularly to those who
belong to the party led by the hon. gentleman
opposite. In Antigonish, we were condemned
for not going far enough ; we were assailed at
Verchéres on the ground that we had done
nothing to relieve the minority; on the
other hand, we have it on the authority of
a gentleman immediately associated with
the Liberal party, speaking in the constit-
uency of Haldimand, that the remedial
order was issued for the purpose of buying
the votes of the members from Quebec. No
matter where you turn, no matter what
section of the country you enter, the same
divergence of opinion may be observed. All
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Z:;:cl}:a"e to do is to ascertain the views
partic *i're held by the majority in that par-
thoe, ular sectlo_n, and you will learn that
up b a:ﬁ the views which are being taken
are a.y the memb.ers of the Opposition who
the E:':atmg. this question. The organ of
onpf ¥y which is leading them on (as my
We .shl:ﬁnd Opposnt.e hopes) to victory —when
Oppositi be cast into the cold shades of
seateq ‘on, and he shall be triumphantly
the aﬁ}{n this side of the House directing
which l?lrs of the country in the course in

. el thinks they ought to go—is telling

. %‘:)OP e of this Dominion what & bad lot
ribly wfisirva.txve Government are, how ter-
ing to 1‘fhtEd they have been in even suggest-
should g ® people of Manitoba that they
nit -—t(l)l Justice to the minority.. Talk of
whi gh it ; organ of the Liberal party from
Soec: Taws inspiration, is an admirable
Peciman of unity, I must sa; :

Hon Mr SCOTT—

s . T—The orga ou men-
tion gan you

101 15 not the mouthpiece of this party.

kng:?}, Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
diated t}? hon. gentleman has already repu-
any on © Gl"bﬁ, and I am quite sure that
anyl whe Who is consistent 1n his opinions
o desires to see this country governed

at organ, properly will

m'ﬂgys, repudiate th
16 iy always g pleasure to me to hear that

repudiati
party tol::lhggl? e from hon. gentlemen of the

th 1o 1t ostensibly belongs, seein
t] :t;rl:)ey will look to it for inspira,tgion wheg
has Me‘x)xe:;];lme comes, I am aware that it
man who folmed that a certain hon. gentle-
vative part, Tmerly belonged to the Conser-
opposition ts,:; :}t:d Who has been active in his
© appeal, still is a member

:::::tp;?g;en?n I can say is that we
Liberal Any one calling himself a

or a Conservat; S
strange if the prop::&twe’ but it is very

member of a party,
allogia have yet to lea.rxz
. nlll:e means, [ hope sincerely with
addrom, vitil and the seconder of the
may s tha't the people of Manitoba
question st WAy clear to settle this
0 among themselves, and to relieve

I can only say
what political

the Parliament of Canada from the serious
obligation which will devolve upon them
otherwise. It isa very serious matter for
the Government of the Dominion to under-
take to deal with a question which affects
solely apy one section of the country. If
the people of Manitoba are patriots they will
keep this question out of the arena of Domi-
nion politics, but if they desire to continue
flinging fire brands among the electorate
of this country (who I am sure are desirous
of living in peace and harmony) if they reject
all overtures and act upon the suggestions
of those who are leading the Opposition
throughout the country, I can only say that
when the time comes, if it should come, for
action by this government, the people of
Canada will find that the present administra-
tion are quite prepared to assume the res-
ponsibility which may fall upon them, no
matter what the results may be.

I do not think that I shall be justified in
referring at any great length to the trade
question. I am under the impression that
most of the hon. gentlemen present have
heard this matter discussed so often that it
is scarcely worth while repeating the argu-
mente which sustain the government’s posi-
tion. We have heard a great deal about
the manufacturers and about the evil effects
of the National Policy, that it is ruining the
country, that it has not provided a home
market, that it is driving people out of the
country, and that the aid given to the various
industries of the country has been an injury
rather than a benefit. The hon. gentleman
forgets once more that his own party is com-
mitted to the very principle which he con-
dems—that of bonuses to industries. The
premier of Ontario, of whom the hon.
gentleman is such a great admirer, and
whom he supports and votes for every year,
only two sessions ago placed in the estimates
$25,000 as a bonus to the iron industries of

g Ontario.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—A piece of folly.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Tt
isa folly which has been perpetrated and
practised by that hon. gentleman and his
party ; but I regret to say that they were
not sincere—if that is not an unparlia-
mentary expression. They voted this large
bonus for the encouragement of the iron
industry in Ontario, and particularly in the

Algoma district, which they were fearful of
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losing at that time. That was just before an
election, but when the election was over, and
they had secured Algoma and the other iron
regions of the province, they were satisfied,
and they have not repeated the experiment
of bonusing since. If it be wrongdor the
Dominion to encourage the industries of the
maritime provinces, it is equally wrong for
my hon. friend’s party to do the same in the
province of Ontario. I do not, however,
hold that it is wrong. For once,at least,
Sir Oliver Mowat and his cabinet did right,
and I can only regret that they did not con-
tinue their action as I hoped they would.
We were informed by the hon. gentle-
man opposite, that the reduction of the
duty on cottons, woollens and iron would
only have a temporary effect in the
reduction of the revenue, but that ultimate-
ly it would give us a surplus. On that
principle we ought to remove the duties al-
together ; that would in his opinion be much
the better way. Free all the articles that
are imported into the country from duty,
and if the people can get the money to buy
them we shall have good times and a sur-
plus ; but the misfortune would be, that our
population would have no employment and
consequently no money to buy with, and the
revenue would fall off tremendously. But
did my hon. friend, when he was in
the government, adopt the policy of re-
ducing the rate of duty when deficit after
deficit came upon his party? Did they re-
duce the tariff in order to increase the
revenue? Not at all, that eminent financier
of the party with whom the hon. gentle-
man is still allied—a member of the same
government—came down to Parliament
with a proposal to raise the tariff all around,
not to reduce it ; and of course his proposal
was hailed as one of those magnificent
strokes of statesmanship that astonish occa-
sionally the financial world. The readjust-
ment of the tariff of which we hear so much,
was simply the adoption of the tariff of Sir
Francis Hincks holus bolus, except that it
was raised 2} per cent all round. My
hon. friend says that theirs is a tariff
for revenue only, but the argument which
my hon. friend opposite is advancing
is, that if you want to get more money you
ought to reduce the dusies on certain
articles. In rebuttal of that argument I
say that that was not the policy followed
by the hon. gentleman when he was
in power himself. The record shows that

his party acted in a manner diametrically
opposed to the principle which they are now
advocating—they raised the duty all round.
I leave this argument for him to wrestle
with and hope he will be equal to the
task of reconciling what he is now ad-
vocating with what his party practised
when they were at the head of affairs.
The hon. gentleman said that he could not
join my hon. friend from Pictou in wishing"
me a long occupation of thisseat. I am quite
in accord with the hon. gentleman in that
respect. I have no desire or particular ambi-
tion to occupy the responsible position that
I do today, butI trust the day is far dis-
tant when somebody holding the same views
and opinions that I do and that the party
to which I-belong holds, may have to vacate
it for those who are now in Opposition. It is
not a question with the Conservative party
as to the individual who may occupy this or
any other position, but it is the great prin-
ciples by which we are guided and which we
believe will lead this country to a prominent
position of which we may be proud. The
only hope I have is that no matter who may
form the administration, they may be men
holding the same views and following in the
footsteps of our illustrious predecessors, Sir
John Macdonald, Sir John Abbott and Sir
John Thompson, and the result will be not
only that the country will prosper but that
it will occupy a position in' the world second
to none. It is all very well to tell us that
the great wealth of this country is its agri-
cultural products. We admit all that, but
the hon. gentleman forgets to look at the
statistics and to tell this country what they
prove. I am not going into them minutely,
but if he will examine them he will find
that a home market has been produced
and maintained to such an extent as to
provide a market for the produce of
the farm, and it has doubled, trebled and
quadrupled our exports of the products of
the farm. Look at the figures that I gave
to this House last year, and you will find
an extraordinary increase in many products.
I refer particularly to the product of the
hog. Whereas we imported some 14 or 15
million pounds of that product for home
consumption, last year it fell to about 4
million pounds, while the exports of the pro-
duct of the hog had risen from 4 to 5 millions
to 14 or 15 millions of pounds. That is but
one illustration of the effect of protection
to the farmers of this country and of the
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Wise policy that has been inaugurated and | millions of acres of land in the North-west.

:’)’;"Xed_ out by my hon. friend the Minister
a‘rrivgl'lcult.m'e. I think the time will soon
prom? when we shall be able to occupy as
in bultnt,:m a position in the English market
couragt T as we fio in cheese. We are en-
hat vsgmg these industries tosuch an extent

b eexpectto inundate the Englishmarket
quant(?:r dairy Produce. See the enormous
Sumedl ¥y of dairy products that are con-
take alin England! The.English market will
it totl_lat we can raise, even if we con-
in the Increase our production as rapidly
tin t,lIIEXt twenty years aswe have increased
the £ te Past ten years. Ihave no fear as to
us a: ure of this country. When you tell
that thwe have been told on every stump,
ing. o gva.lue of farm property is decreas-
it g’asnbe tha.!; farming is not as profitable as
of it 1 ﬁn In the past,and that the cause
tion oft eN ational Policy, and the protec-
hon our industries, let me refer the
lan i‘z_lsleman to the condition of Eng-
waste ay, where land is going to
condit; Or into pasturage. That is the
res t(’ﬂ of the farming industry in

attent,'mde England. Let me cail his
made 1on to the speech on that very question
o ad!‘efiently by Lord Salisbury, in which

polic m:;.t,%l the fact that the free trade
turaly' Ot Zngland had ruined the agricul-
o nterests of that country. What did

tra dg;veol?‘s the reason for pursuing a free
way t(l)’tlicy ! He said the lesser must give
Iass of tigrea@p He said that the great
© British people demanded free

trade and >
ob!t]::inef:;mii as cheap as it could possibly

th 0 any part of the world, and
su]eigifggi :lﬁe &gncultural industry had to
people, Ae , nefit of the great mass of the
and what fgﬁ g’ that same logic to Canada
munity of Cana.:“ The agricultural com-
people *Th. & are the great mass of the
iwad 4 Ere are more people engaged in
] adustry than in any other. If we
canry it opt Lord Salisbury’s principle and
o iyv out in this Country, the lesser has
b agee "i’_ay for the greater by adopting a
dustrigs? I:I)l,dthat will fo_ster agricultural in-
gument, ,for hos;rs?ou kbt pursno this ar

o . I can Sho -
by statistics, that lands 1 E;l;f;idpﬁzzl e

allen proporti
Portionately far 1o :
than farm lands have in Can&g:f 'frﬁer‘;al::

: ) the decreased val f
ca;);?;trlam\i:f in the older provinces,wz)i?1 ih?s
Y- We have opened up for settlement

We know that from 15 to 25 millions
of bushels of wheat have been produced
annually in that part of Canada of late
years, and this grain has come into compe-
tition with the grain produced in other parts
of the Dominion. We know also that there
has been a vast production of that great
staple of life, wheat, in Australia, Russia
and other countries, and that it has been
exported in large quantities to England,
reducing the price, and necessarily the price
of the land on which wheat is grown has
diminished in this country. There is no use
in attempting to hide that fact. To attribute
the decrease to the fact that a duty of 15e.
a bushel has been imposed on wheat, and
20 per cent ad valorem on cotton, and 30
per cent on iron or other articles, is to give
utterance to opinions which, I scarcely be-
lieve, the hon. gentleman has any faith in
himself. Compare the position of Canada
to-day with that of any other country.
When we see the Australian colonies with
scarcely a bank that has not broken, and
when we look across the border and find
that three or four hundred of their banking
institutions have gone to the wall, while we
in Canada have stood firm through the
whole crisis and not a single bank has closed
its doors, I think we have reason to be proud
of our country. You may depreciate it as
much as you please; you may attempt to

attribute whatever depression exists in

Canada at the present moment to the
operation of the National Policy, but I
venture this assurance that if you had not
had the National Policy for the last fifteen
or sixteen years, this country would be in an
infinitely worse position than it is to-day.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I fully
concur in all that has been said by every
hon. gentleman who has spoken here this
afternoon with respect to the great loss that
Canada has sustained by the tragic death of
the late premier, Sir John Thompson. I also
congratulate the House that again we have
the premier of Canada in this chamber, and
I congratulate the hon. gentleman who leads
the Senate,and the government, on the
honours which have been bestowed upon our
premier. I also congratulate the hon. gen-
tleman who occupies the seat to his left (Mr.
Ferguson) at this moment, in having been
chosen one of Her Majesty’s Privy Councillors
for Canada. But, while I congratulate the
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Government on these points, I must find a
little fault with them, not for the sake of
finding fault, but with good reason. The
province from which I hail has been a mem-
ber of the confederation for 24 years, Prince
Edward Island has been a member of the
confederation for twenty-two years and
during that period, has had no less than
three of its representatives members of the
Privy Council of Canada. The first was Mr.
Laird, the second was Mr. Pope, and now we
have the Hon. Mr. Ferguson. I find nofault
whatever with the government for making
this last appointment and giving Prince
Edward Island representation inthe Cabinet.
But I do find fault with them, and I am ex-
pressing the almost unanimous opinion of the
people of British Columbia, for the gross in-
justice that has been done to our province
ever since it entered the union. Some ten
years ago I introduced a resolution affirming
the principle that each of the four natural
divisions of Canada should be represented
in the Cabinet. The first division was the
maritime provinces, the second Ontario and
Quebec, the third the prairie section, the
fourth the Pacific coast. I pointed out on
“that occasion that, in my judgment, the
dissatisfaction which gave rise to the last
rebellion in the North-west Territories, was
attributable to the fact that there was no
representative of the prairie region in the
Cabinet, and that the rebellion was due to
the ignorance of the government of the true
condition of affairs in the North-west and
the consequent gross injustice of the treat:
ment thatthe people of that country received.
That outbreak resulted in the loss of 62 pre-
cious lives and about $9,000,000 in money.
Not only that, but the rebellion retarded the
settlement of the country and we feel the
effects of it even to the present day. Before
the outbreak there was a steady stream of
emigration into the country, which ceased
immediately after the rebellion broke out.
Comparisons, we are told, are odious, but I
am forced to make comparisons, I do so,
however, without any ill-feeling to the hon.
gentleman who has been brought into the
government to represent Prince Edward
Island I am happy that he is there and it
_is only right and proper that the island pro-
vince should be represented in the Cabinet,
but I claim that British Columbia should
also be represented, and for several reasons
which I shall now give. In 1892 the pro-
vince of British Columbia was the third

largest in its contributions to the public
treasury from customs and excise, standing
even ahead of Nova Scotia. I want the hon.
member from Lunenburgh, to take particular
notice of that.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I am.

Hon. Mr. McINNES-British Columbia
contributed nearly $1,750,000 that very year,
while the province of Prince Edward Island
contributed only alittle more than one-tenth
of that amount. Another reason why British
Columbia should be represented in the Cab-
inet is its great distance from the capital.
While Prince Edward Island is within easy
reach of Ottawa—less than 1,000 miles—
British Columbia is no less than 3,000 miles
from the capital, and it is almost impossible
for its representatives in either house to
come here and make their opinions felt as is
done by the representatives of the maritime
provinces. We should have some represent-
ative to whom we could look, and whom we
could hold responsible for fair treatment
towards our province. British Columbia,
being furthest removed from the capital,
should, above all other provinces, be repre-
sented in the Cabinet. We have occasional
visits from ministers of the Crown in the
North-west Territories and Manitoba, and
we are always glad to see them. I think I
am not exaggerating when I say that we
generally treat them very well—that is as
long as they behave themselves.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
They always do that.

Hon. Mr. McINNES—T must confess the
hon. premier does, and some few others also
do, but there are others who behave differ-
ently. Those annual pic-nics, I understand,
are made at the cost of the country, and the
ministers can stay only a day or two. They
are very willing to lend a listening ear to
any complaints that we may make, and they
take notes of our complaints, but that is all
we ever hear on the subject. British
Columbia has an enormous area—about 300
times as great as the little island province
in the Gulf of St. Lawrence, and certainly
that ought to be taken into consideration.
Not only that, but the maritime provinces
are comparitively finished provinces. They
increase in population very slowly. Between
1881 and 1891, I believe, Prince Edward
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Island increased its population by only about
the iSOuIS. In our province, on the contrary,
. I}llcwase wa.s_from 49,000 to over 99,000.
peopl Ve practically the same number of
a.ct? ; g:i.t Prince Edward Island has—in
to-da The.VG we have a greater population
of rez» - Taking into consideration the amount
the d_emle that we are contributing, and
it wasxsta.nce. that we are from the capital,
mier only right and proper that the pre-
e;; In fO}'mmg his cabinet, should have
bia in(;o it a member from British Colum-
mand ¢ © not ask this as a favour—I de-
tion ml 38 aright. Ever since confedera-
y twy native province, Nova Scotia, has
New B° members in the Privy Council,
runswick has always had two.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—No.

wrg,oni Mr. MCINNES (B.C.)—If I am
me right, hope the hon. gentleman will put
ght. If they have not had two members
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short time w’ithou{ o n but a very

Hon. §jr MACK
. ENZIE BOWELL—
X::ge the Honourable Mr. Pope was a
r of the Administration from Prince

ward Island .
one—S§ijr L%na;d}%ﬁe)]?mns“ﬁck had but

Hon. Mr. MGINNES (B.C.) It was only

for i .
i ac:hm time. T think I can account for

X ward Island bei i
b A eing fa, d as Bri-
ﬁ';;:g:{limilbla never hag begn. ‘%ulreen al"sﬁnr(.:le

sland entered the union it was

re °
ofp!i‘t?:e ;;egs:gt:nf Liberals, and a majority
always belong edt'“’es in the commons have

Columbia, o to that party. British
almost undi:irlléz Other hand, has given an

tive party, and Support to the Conserva-
has been zhat it ‘1;1};: ‘;:;'ard for its fidelity

. n made a T -
of ovonurahere is & limit to the patience
Pacific province,g utlering people of the

: Quebeg
four or five Ministers, én}i:::ioal}‘;\;yfsivheaf

three with i
> portfolios and gy i
0 thout.
Mamtoba, fortunately, has a repres:xlxtazi‘ife

now. It is right and
proper that
have, but to use the hon, preu?iexs};e:;lg:‘gg

th_e confederation,” I
in keepin
dOWn,
taking

g with the policy th
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British Columbia. The first time I brought
up this matter, ten years ago, the late
respected Sir Alexander Campbell was
leader of the Senate. 'While he was one of
the most courteous and gentlemanly of our
members, yet he forgot himself to such an
extent in making his reply that he actually
insulted every member from British Colum-
bia and the North-west Territories by in-
forming them that not until Manitoba and
British Columbia should send men qualified
for the position would they have representa-
tives in the cabinet. I say here fearlessly
that there has never been a cabinet since
confederation that has not possessed mem-
bers with whom the ordinary members of
British Columbia would compare favourably.
I make no exception—my remark applies
to all cabinets, Liberal and Conservative.
Both parties have been unjust to British
Columbia in this matter. In forming the
cabinet, why was not my hon. colleague,
Senator MacDonald, who has been a mem-
ber of this House for twenty-four years,
selected? To go to the other House, what
was wrong with the gallant Colonel Prior?
Why was he not made Minister of Militia,
or given some other position in the cabinet
Why was not the amiable and successful
merchant, Mr. Earle, taken in ! Why was the
politic Mr. Mara not taken in? Why was
not the Queen’s Counsel, Mr. Corbould,
taken in? I must inform the premier and
this House that the North-west Territories
and British Columbia will not submit much
longer tamely to being treated as a preserve.
We have been treated always, especially
British Columbia, as a preserve, and no
matter what treatment we received, we had
to be satisfied with a smile and a bow from
the men in authority. That must come to
an end, no matter whether it is a Conserva-
tive government or a Liberal government.
We must have a representative in the
cabinet in the true interests not only of the
province, but of the whole Dominion, and I
sincerely hope and trust that the hon. leader
of the government will take a note of it
and act upon the suggestion that I have
made.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON moved that the
debate be adjourned.
The motion was agreed to.

THE LATE SENATOR TASSE.
Hon.SirMACKENZIE BOWELLmoved

that the House do now adjourn. He said :
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T may be permitted, in moving the adjourn-
ment of the House, to call the attention of
hon. gentlemen to the death of one of our
members—I refer to the late Hon. Mr.
Tassé, who occupied a position in the Senate
very acceptably for a few years, Mr. Tassé
commenced life as a journalist in this city,
and occupied a much more prominent and
inportant position in the city of Montreal,
where he conducted the leading French
journal in that city—ZLa Minerve. I am
sure that to those who knew the hon. gentle-
wman and had the pleasure of sitting with
him, as Idid inthe House of Commons, for five
years, and occupying a seat with him in this
chamber, also, will regret that one so talent-
ed and so gifted, and who had done so much
in bringing the country prominently before
the world, should have been cut off at such
an early period of his life He was only 47
when he died, and if he never did anything
more than the delivering of that speech in
Chicago in defence of Canada, pointing out
its resources and its greatness, to the
world—for it was published and circulated
everywhere—he earned for himself the
gratitude of every Canadian. I do not
know that T ever read a speech which gave
me more pleasure, and which breathed more
true patriotism, and conveyed to the world
what Canadians thought of their country, of
its greatness, and of its prospects, and of its
future, than did that utterance of Mr. Tassé.
It was my very great pleasure personally to
thank him for it when he returned. Coming
as it did from a representative French Cana-
dian, upon whom 1any of the Americans,
particularly in a large city like Chicago, look
upon as discontented and desirous of severing
connection between this country and the Em-
pire, it was a revelation to them at least,
although it was not to the Canadians who
heard and applauded him. I was greatly
pleased, as I am sure every one was who read
his speech,—and also that which followed
by Mr. Larke, an Ontarian, who now is in
Australia, when combating the views uttered
by the late Mayor Harrison of Chicago,
when he had the indelicacy to talk of bring-
ing Canada under the folds of the stars and
stripes—when Mr. Tassé came to therescue of
his country and pointed out that under no
circumstances would the French Canadian
people ever submit to acknowledging the
sway of the United States. I deeply regret
that one so young and so gifted should have

been removed from the scene of what would
have been his increasing usefulness.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—1I join in expressing
the regret that we all feel at the early death
of the late Senator Tassé. He had a bright
intellect and used his intellectual powers at
rall times to show his love for his native coun-
try. His services were highly appreciated,
and on no occasion more by his fellow coun-
trymen than at the particular time to which
the premier has just alluded. We all deeply
regret his death.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 6.05 p.m

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, 23rd April, 1895.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE ADDRESS.
SEBATE CONTINUED.

The Order of the Day being called :—

Resuming the adjourned debate on the consider-
ation of His Excellency the Governor General’s
speech, on the opening of the Fifth Session of the
Seventh Parliament.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I regret that
yesterday, in consequence of the non-arrival
of the train until after the debate had con-
cluded, T had not the pleasure of hearing
the remarks of the hon. mover and seconder
of the address on this occasion. We may
congratulate the hon. gentleman from
Pictou on his coming into the Senate. The
first thing that we have to deal with of any
importance in the Speech from the Throne,
is the reference to the late Right Hon. Sir
John Thompson. I must unite with those
who have preceded me in expressing the
great regret that the whole country felt at
the untimely death of the late premier. I
may also include in that remark a reference
to the death of one of our colleagues, the
Hon. Mr. Tassé. Sir John Thompson is
the third premier who has departed since
this Parliament was elected. The two last,
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dS;rdJ ohn Macdonald and Sir John Abbott,
flf When they had finished their work.
wh Ortunately, Sir John Thompson died
an é"i he was only commencing his work,
a v may say that the country has suffered
untiery ]great loss indeed in the sudden and
a tr mely death of our late premier. It was
» ajaglt; d:::‘lh.'t Ige dl;}]d at the feetlof Her
> 1t brought prominently, not
o’t']i);_b}?fore the people of Canada al);d the
Worlls l<impu'e, but before the people of the
hie the close' connection existing between
Britis E“eﬂt _country, the rest of the
trust th empire and the sovereign; and I
toward at the sympathy that was exhibited
arl" S the. late premier of Canada will
unit Just f_rluts 1n cementing more firmly that
tha.t,y lV]\rhlch shoulfi exist, that friendship
colonis ould prevail between the various
heart es fOf the British empire and the
very Of the empire itself. I regret;
the deCh from a personal staudpoint,
Tasse e*’éh of our late colleague, Mr.
my o ¢ was, from the first, a friend of
on b, and I shall miss him from this
ourable House very much indeed.
isz hext subject that we are called upon
o USS 1n the debate upon this address is
gentl(‘lguestmn'()f the French treaty. Hon.
gave ;nen will recollect that last year I
the Fre Oolrxmderable amount of criticism to
ouse ::cd treaty when it was before this
we ha\’reﬂ I think from the evidence that
that that :re n the Speech from the Throne,
see that ‘i';t}cmm was well-timed and just.
lation in Ol'dels Decessary to introduce legis-
upon which, ';1:0 make more clear the terms
passed betwee e French treaty has been
point that T m';dFPance and Canada. The
in giving Fra e last year myself was that
Canada at a ce[;;::' the right of entry into
open the door to l{l rate of duty, we would
Great Britain an(? }}: 0% countries to which
included in the treatie::(::x:; i? Of?; 8;? she (lis
nation treatment, but net, s ']a. oured-
sister colonies. Tt had ¢ cessarily to our

and it is necessary to br?‘t Peculiar anomaly,

as notified in the spee l}ilgf legislation down,

: c|
in order to give effect to rom the Throne,

. he F
and make it perfectly clear thartelﬁ; e

colonies shall enjoy the s .

as France in this gountr;milff' Zﬁz::d tgr Iﬁs
that come under the Imperial clans: sloiz
most favored nation treatment, w'llll h
exactly the same advant, 10 have

N ages, | i
this out last year, and as %he subj:::;mvt?ﬁ

come before this honourable House when
that legislation is brought down, we will
have a further opportunity of discussing the
question when we know exactly the terms
of the legislation which we will be called
upon to express our views,

The next clause in the address is :

We are pleased to be informed by Your Excel-
lency that the recent action of the Imperial Parlia-
ment enabling the various Australasian Governments
to enter into preferential trade relations with the
other self-governing colonies of the empire, affords
gratifying proof that the suggestions of the Colonial
Conference are being favourably entertained by
Her Majesty's Government.

Now, I feel that the conference that we had
here last year has been, and will be in the
future, productive of good results. The
legislation here referred to is legislation
which interferes with imperial legislation
and interferes with the Australian colonies
themselves—the various provinces that com-
pose the Australian colonies from applying
the principle of tariffs such as we have had
in Canada—that is to say one province in
the continent of Australia could not enter
into a trade arrangement with another pro-
vince. Great Britain was to have exactly
the same treatment, and it is to remove that
obstacle that imperial legislation is sought
for. The present government is directing
its policy towards increasing our trade rela-
tions with the Australian continent, the
Cape of Good Hope and the other self-gov-
erning colonies of the Empire. It is doing
that on the principle of reciprocity I have
no doubt—I do not see how they could do it
in any other shape. They propose to have
a preferential arrangement in favour of one
another as against the rest of the world.
That is the only way I can interpret the
policy now proposed by the present govern-
ment. I would warn the hon. leader of the
government of this, that as sure as we go on
educating the self-governing colonies in the
principles of protection, such as we have in
force at the present moment in Canada, we
may expect, when they are so educated, they
will protect themselves and not do anything
that is likely to help Canada at their ex-
pense. The same way with the people of
Great. Britain. If the people of Great Britain
should be led, under adverse circumstances,
by principles which may be enunciated here,
to abandon free trade, which has governed
them for the last 50 years, and to adopt
the principle of protection, it will be for the
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purposeof protecting the thirty-eight millions
of people in the British Islands, and not in
any shape or form to protect the people of
Canada. I would hold out a warning voice
and say that it is a great deal better for us
to proceed on the commercial laws of Great
Britain rather than try to induce the people
of .Great Britain to adopt the commercial
idea of the people of Canada ; otherwise, I
fear the doors of Great Britain will be
closed to the people of Canada as well as to
the people of the United States and the rest
of the world should Great Britain be in-
duced to change her policy and adopt pro-
tection, and to the extent that she does so
her purchasing power as a consuming mar-
ket will be weakened and will react upon
ourselves,

I wish, therefore, to dwell again upon that
particular phase of the address where it is
congratulating us on the legislation of the
Imperial Parliament in regard to the
Australian colonies. I wish to remind this
House that that legislation is sought for to
-enable the various provinces of the Austra-
lian continent to unite themselves into a
confederacy, as the people of Canada have
united themselves in this Dominion. Tt is
not desired, I think, in the interests of
Canada, that that confederacy, when formed,
should unite on the principles of protection
such as we at the present moment have
adopted, but rather on the principles of free
trade, in unison with the commercial policy
of Great Britain.

The next clause in the address is a most
important one at the present moment, be-
cause it is a question of the adoption of
domestic economy, I might say, by the
people of Canada themselves. 1 congratu-
late the hon. leader of the government up-
on the wisdom displayed by the government,
in bringing on this session of parliament in-
stead of having a dissolution as was at one
time spoken of. The statesmanlike way of
ascertaining public opinion on new questions
when they arise, is either to appeal to the
country for the confidence of the people, or
to appeal to certain constituencies in order
to find out the drift of public opinion to
guide the government of the country. We
have just had four by-elections in various
parts of the country, and it is from these
by-elections that the government to a cer-
tain extent draw their inspiration in guiding
them. The government is merely the ex-
ponent of public opinion through the repre-

sentatives of the people in Parliament, and
it is from the representatives of the people
as elected, that they have to gauge what
public opinion is, in certain directions. The
result of the by-elections has been a guide
to the government themselves, and to those
who are opposed to the government in criti-
cizing their policy. We in this honourable
House of course, act in an independent man-
ner in so far as we are not responsible to the
people. We are not influenced in our action
by feelings of passion which jpay be aroused
inthe heat ofa political contest whenreligious
questions are the forefront of that discussion,
but I say we are fairly representative of the
people in so far as we live among them and
we are drawn from every portion of Canada,
and we are able to a certain extent to tell
what their feelings, their ideas and motives
and anxieties are in any given direction.
This is an important question that is con-
tained in this clause :

We thank Your Excellency for informingus that,
in conformity witha recent judgment of the Lords
of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council,
to the effect that the dissentient minority of the
people of Manitoba have a constitutional right of
appeal to the Governor General in Council against
certain Acts passed by the legislature of the pro-
vince of Manitoba in relation to the subject of
education, Your Excellency heard in Council the
appeal, that your decision thereon has been com-
municated to the legislature of the said province,
and that the papers on the subject will be laid
before us. :

I come from the province of Manitoba,
which is affected by the legislation that it is
proposed to put on the statute-book in regard
to this question before us, and I would say
this, that in so far as the government have
gone—I may even go so far as to say
that in the expressions that fell from the
hon. leader of the government yesterday
have gone—I have no fault to find. The
hon. leader of the government and the gov-
ernwent itself, in passing the remedial order
which has been transmitted to the province
of Manitoba, have merely giveneffect to the
decisions resulting from the various judicial
steps that the Roman Catholic minority of
the province had taken in order to ascer-
tain what their rights were, I do not see
that the government had any other course
to pursue than the one they did follow in
hearing the appeal and transmitting the
decision to the province of Manitoba. To
that extent, I think, that the government
acted in accordance with the decision ren-
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dered under the constitution. In that they
ave not shown exactly what course they
may yet pursue in regard to this matter.
When you wish to direct the mind of the
government in any given direction—when
Jou wish to bring to the minds of the gov-
ernment any grievance that you may feel in
regard to any proposed legislation, the time
%o do it is in the early stages of the session,
fol_‘e the government is committed to any
Particular line of policy, in order that their
minds may be directed by any strength of
argument we may be able to bring to bear
to Induce them to proceed in any given
irection, and it is for that rcason that I
Propose to take up perhaps a little more
lee In the discussion of important questions
In the debate on the address than is usually
given. I wish to present, from the standpoint
<t>§ the people of Manitoba, how far they feel
e effect of the ruling of the Judicial Com-
thtee of the Privy Council, followed up by
© remedial order of the Dominion Govern-
aent,
o thl:)e people of Canada understand what
fon the_ founda.t:ion of the legislation that
in t(});“” being put in force for the first time
18 country, when we formed our confe-
Cration in 1867, it was by an agreement
y Ween the various provinces in the east
8reeing to form a national union—Nova
ag::‘:ii New Brunswick, Quebec and Ontario,
on wh"n}lih one another to form the federa-
of C&uag: hag now grown into the Dominion
the Do (? extending from the Atlantic to
the provi ¢ The province of Ontario and
tion in ;nce of Quebec had certain legisla-
by them:g?rd to separate schools passed
dividaa] elves when they had the in-
legislatio Power to adopt or reject such
ation of (1’1, when they formed the confeder-
ation wh_anwda., it was felt that that legis-
K of t}‘l"h had been put on the statute-
by legis] 0se provinces should be protected
that 1%1 ation in some manner, and with
Amon %, section 93 of the British North
in theca Act with its subsection was put
mino .gonst}tlgtlon_ for the protection of the
referl:)};ﬁ-mtmg in Quebec or Ontario. I
that the c:ec&;e;{)ec?us,e lt hes boen quoted
of Ontariy ang Qu:{:::.)ba is similar to that
. 1€ case of New Brunswick was not
i‘fmllblgl‘, nor was the case of Nova Scotia or
Ontar?ce Edward Island similar to that of
S o and Quebec. No more is that of
province of Manitoba, We have to

deal with the Manitoba case on its
merits. Now, what are the conditions
attached to the question in regard to
Manitoba. In 1869 the imperial govern-
ment desired to transfer to the authority of
Canada that vast territory then under impe-
rial control between the bounds of Ontario
and the Rocky Mountains. It was, at that
time, an unoccupied territory under the con-
trol of the Hudson Bay Company. There
was a small population which had grown up
in the country in connection with the em-
ployment offered by the fur trading com-
panies which had planted themselves there.
That small population was centred around
what is now the city of Winnipeg and in
the Selkirk settlement, numbering altogether
twelve thousand people equally divided
between the Roman Catholic faith and the
Protestant faith. When the country was
about to be transferred from the Imperial
to the Canadian control, the flag of rebellion
was raised in order that the attention of the
people of Canada might be called to the
fact that a portion of the population of the
Red River settlement desired to be guaran-
tee in certain rights before the transfer of
the country actually took place. The result
of that trouble, in the winter of 1869-70,
was an intimation from the Iinperial Gov-
ernment to inquire into the rights, and a
notification from the Canadian Government
that they wished the transfer which was to
have been carried into effect on the Ist
December, 1869, postponed until the country
would be peaceably handed over by the
Hudson Bay Company. The result of that
was that through Sir Donald A. Smith, the
commissioner of the Canadian Government,
delegates were invited and came down
representing the people of what was
then known as the Selkirk settlement,
in order to confer with the government
of Canada as to what the terms should be
upon which they entered the confederacy—
as to how far their rights would be protected
after they had joined the confederacy.
What I contend is that the communication
that went on between those delegated and
the government of Canada was confined to
the population of Selkirk settlement. It
was not a conference for the purpose of
directing the destinies of that great western
country which extends from the bounds of the
province of Ontario to the bounds of British
Columbia, it was not conceived by those
12,000 people there who nominated the
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delegates, Judge Black, Father Ritchot and
Mr. Scott, it was not that they were to im-
pose restrictions upon the people of the
future who were going to occupy that
country, It was merely that the people
who did occupy that Selkirk settlement at
that time amounting to twelve thousand
people should be protected in whatever
rights they possessed, or desired to possess,
after they had become a part of the Domin-
ion of Canada. Now,if you look at it in
the right spirit you will realize that this is
the fact. This fact is more impressed upon
us in consequence of the small territory that
was first of all included in the province of
Manitoba. The first territory that was
carved out for the purpose of being included
in the province of Manitoba was the terri-
tory comprising Winnipeg as a centre and a
radius of 60 miles around Winnipeg. That
was the first territory to which those rights
were to extend. Since then, the province
of Manitoba has been enlarged until it
has a boundary extending east to Ontario
and west to the 29th range, which is
a very different province to-day from
what the province of Manitoba was when
those delegates came down to confer with
the government of Canada in 1871. Now,
if in 1871 the Selkirk settlement were ac-
corded certain rights which were to be last-
ing to them as individuals, are the people
who are included in the portion of the pro-
vince of Manitoba in which I reside to be
brought under the legislation known as the
Manitoba Act in its constitutional restric-
tions? Now, that is the position we have to
decide upon. ‘What is the ruling of the
Privy Council? The ruling is that the
Roman Catholic minority in the province of
Manitoba under the legislation of 1870,
which constituted the Manitoba Act—not
under the British North American Act—
and under the legislation passed by the legis-
lature at its first sitting after the passage of
that Act have the right of appeal to Parlia-
ment. I wish you to realize that there are
no rights beyond the right of appeal. All
through the judgment of the Judicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Council—all through
the argument before the Judicial Committes
—it was made perfectly clear that the right
of appeal to the Governor in Council consti-
tuted the right of that minority, and, when
it went before Parliament,their rights ceased.
Parliament is a constitutional body with

perfect right to say. “We will adopt one
policy to-day and we will adopt another
policy to-morrow.” The constitutional
liberty of the people of Canada under
the British constitution is such that they
have perfect constitutional liberty to change,
day by day, any policy that they consider in
the public interests of the country. Have
we not gradually changed our policy in regard
to the veto power after twenty-five years
experience of its working in the direction of
granting fulier liberty to the provinces not
inconsistent with the national interests of
Canada. Had not the government the
power to veto the Provincial Act of 18901
Now that the veto power of Parliament is
called into play, is the government now
going to recommend Parliament to exercise
the veto power which they themselves did
not consider it wise or politic to exercise {
I will just show you, from the reading of
the argument before the Judicial Committee
of the Council, what was in the minds of the
Lords of the Council themselves—what was
in the minds of those who were appealing on
behalf of the Roman Catholic minority, in
order to show that they expected Parliament
only to exercise its constitutional power as a
matter of policy, and not as a statutory
obligation—

Lord WaTtsoN--The Governor might be of opinion

to-day or this year that it was not desirable, in the
interests of the community, that certain previous
privileges given by Parliament should be repealed ;
but ten years hence, he might be of a different
opinion. If there were legislation of a prohibitive
kind included in this remedial legislation, there
would be an Act of Parliament in the way of his
exercising his discretion on the subject.
I can see all through the argument that was
made before the Judicial Committee of the
Privy Council that the Lords of the Council
themselves were somewhat puzzled between
the anomaly of having a constitution which
was a constitution of liberty and having a
restrictive influence such as is imposed by
the British North America Act and the
Manitoba Act. They saw, themselves, that
it was anomalous to a certain extent, but
as a judicial tribunal they mercly had to
give their judgment as it was presented to
them in the wording of the legislation on
which they were called upon to pronounce
themselves. I will read you also what Mr.
Ewart, who wasthe counsel for theappellants,
said in his remarks before the Judicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Council.
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He says

Before closing, I would say a word or two as to

What we are secking. As it has been alread
zzn;lzl‘ked, we are notgasking for any declaration a);
emox—e é:rtxintld the relief to be given by the Gov-
held thet }I‘:h W e‘.me:rel.y ask that it should be
and to grant “:s ]uusdlf'tloq to hea.,r our prayer,
do 50, Tt ]somt}z] relief if he‘tl}mks proper to
may not Choosy ;e that c};e‘Domm.mn author:ltles
and priviles ez tl0 re-establish us inall the rights
of 1800, ges that we enjoyed prior to this Act
Yl;)&{ _Wllll see that, in the appeal to the
the L‘(’:& Committee of the Privy Council,
conts udn;;al for the Roman Catholic minority
thos nc . there that the Dominion authori-
mifrhlt:ng t only grant a portion or they
titfed t%mnt the whole. I.f they were en-
whole t‘hgl‘a.nt only a portion and not the
visakl erefore they might consider it ad-
able not to grant any at all. That is the
It’ﬁ:‘%oﬂl_m which the matter stands before
tor w'Tlr ll)arl}ent of Canada to-day. The mat-
the ; e in the ha.n;ls of Parliament after
Onfi ovince of Manitoba has notified the
will tar.ll;m} Governmel}t as to what stand they
to asceri;p regard to it. _So far as we are able
toba 1 g} from public opinion in Mani-
intex’-f € disposition was not to accept any
in re el‘?ince from the Dominion authority
ol ing?gggo the provincial legislation enact-
W8S necnc. But that whatever legislation
Was me“i""y » Whatever the rights were, it
Dominio:;e é an agreement between the
existed | MOVe'rnmer‘lt and the people who
am mot in }amtoba in 1870. However, 1
of Ma.n‘:l l";le confidence of the government
1woba, and we will ses what action

they wil] X
aga)i'n nexttake when the legislature meets

tract frommont.h' I will read another ex-

Chancell . The Lord
Gen:::] :0 * says with regard to the Governor

He cannot do an
resort the onl

; unl iv .
Wwas some substantial groul(:;sft,};‘e‘,); conceived there

801} :‘1: s% the Lord Chancellor, Lord Wat-
on, e Lords of the Counci] generally have
shown the constitutional power of Parliament
lSh preserved in all its Principles, that if a
((:1 iange of mind should come over the Cana-
Ora;5people In their policy as laid down 20

years ago, that so far as the Parlia-

il:s;l:;; of Canada is concerned it is at perfect
the Y to take some other course if the
hink it desirab y

le in the public interest to

do so. I say that it is desirable in the
interests of the good government of Canada
that we should preserve the constitutional
liberties not only of the Dominion Parlia-
ment, but of the legislatures of the various
provinces as clearly and as closely as we
possibly can, that we should expand them
rather than contract them. The principle
that is in the minds of some of the people
of Canada to-day is that under remedial
legislation these liberties should be contrac-
ted rather than expanded. I raise my
voice on behalfof the good governmentof this
country. Canada is being governed on the
sound basis of self-government, not as
Russia is governed, by an autocratic. This
is a democratic country under the demo-
cratic influence of the British constitution,
the most enlightened, I may say in history,
undera limited monarchy, which is subject to
the constitutional power of Parliament, that
that constitutional liberty is greater than
is known in any country in the world. We
must not impair that constitution in any
degree, abridge any liberty that it confers
on the people of Canada. Therefore, I
think this is not an ordinary case which is
now before the people. We are asked to
establish a precedent in one direction or
another which will influence the future of
this country for all time in an injurious or
a beneficial way. At page 266 of this book,
Mr. Blake concludes his argument before
the Lords of the Privy Council as follows:

What we ask your Lordships is, what the
privileges were and how far they have been
infringed ; and then we propose to ask the Gover-
nor General to determine how far he will go. 1
do not ask your Lordships to make any suggestion
as to his action, which I conceive from the begin-
ning is political. He is to be instructed as to the
law ; and then his action and the action of the
Parliament will carry the thing out.

I have quoted Mr. Blake, who was the
leading counsel for the appellants. I have
quoted Mr. Ewart, who was also counsel for
the appellants. I have quoted also the idea
that passed through the minds of the Judi-
cial Committee themselves as they were im-
pressed from day to day by the arguments
brought before them. All those go to show
to you that the action of the Parliament
now is a political action and not in any sense
a judicial action—that both under the
British North America Act and the Man-
itoba Act the right of any minority is merely
the right to appeal to Parliament, and
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their rights having been put before Parlia-
ment by the appeal to the Governor in
Council, they then and there cease—that
they then come under the British consti-
tution and that the representatives of Can-
ada in Council assembled must debate and
argue what is the best policy for the good
government of the whole of Canada, and on
that argument must rest the concluding
decision of this great question now before
the people of Canada and before Parliament.
It is necessary for us to consider fairly and
well how far it is possible for us to go. The
claim is put forth that not only the rights
which were acquired in 1870, prior to the
transfer of the country, but any right sub-
sequently acquired should also be restored—
in other words that a statute having
once been put on the statute-books, there
is no power or right or authority on the
part of the provincial legislature to re-
move that law from the statute-books. If
we were to establish such a precedent
we should be plunging the country into
difficulties of which no one can foresee
the end. The province of Manitoba, at the
time that that legislation was put on the
statute-book in 1871, consisted merely of a
population of 12,000, one-half of whom were
Roman Catholics, the other half Protestants.
It is natural to suppose that, being divided
in this way, they would put on the statute-
book what they desired to have at the mo-
ment, and that they would carry out the
idea that they had sent their delegates down
to cxpress. But to say now that I, who
live 250 miles west of the scene of that legis-
lation, 25 years afterwards, am going to be
deprived of the constitutional liberty that I
claim as a right—to say that I must be dic-
tated to and told that I must have legislatioa
imposed upon me by the Dominion Govern-
ment, is to tell me that I am to be deprived
of a right which is nowhere else denied
throughout the Dominion of Canada. If you
say that I, in the province of Manitoba,
may be thus interfered with,it is tantamount
to saying that a similar course may be taken
throughout the whole of the North-west
Territories. If the added portion of the
province of Manitoba which had no part or
parcel in the legislation of 1871 is to be
included in the proposed remedial legislation,
then it may as well be extended to the bounds
of British Columbia in the west and to the
Arctic Ocean in the north for all time to
come. It would be placing legislation on

the statute-book to be maintained formally
for all time so far as legislation in educational
matters are concerned, and that would be
depriving the whole western portion of
Canada of the constitutional liberty which
the people of that great country should
enjoy.

Hon. Mr. POWER —The hon. gentleman’s
argument is a fairly strong one looking at it
from his own standpoint, but he is leaving
out of sight the fact that the Parliament of
Canada in 1874 extended to the whole of
the North-west Territories the same provi-
sions with respect to separate schools which
had been applied to the then province of
Manitoba by the Act of 1870.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I am quite aware
that what the hon. gentleman says is correct.
I am quite aware that the Act of 1870
has been extended and that we are being
governed to-day by the Act of 1870 which,
was passed at the time of the transfer of the
country. Prior to the transfer of the country
I have nothing to say against that. I am
not complaining of that, but what I say is
that what might have been in the minds of
the Canadian people in 1874 may not be in
their minds to-day. Are you going to bind
down two or three millions of people, who
thirty years hence may occupy that country,
by legislation placed upon the statute-books
to-day ? ‘

Hon, Mr. SCOTT—I would ask the hon.
gentleman if it should turn out that one
political party becomes stronger in the coun-
try than another, can that greater political
party change the whole constitution? The
hon. gentleman argues in this way because
he himself has gone into that country. Now,
other people may have gone in and may go
in knowing what the constitution is: would
he hold that they would have a right to
change the whole constitution %

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—Every time the
balance of party changes, we might see the
rights of the weaker party trampled upon.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—That is the con-
stitutional power of the people of Canada.
The fact that I went in there knowing that
certain legislation was on the statute-books,
does not imply that I was tied by the leg,
so far as my vote was concerned, for all
time to come. If you put that forth asa.
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E;?;’efeent to be followed in the future, you
peopl depmvmg a very large section of the
. I!)'t? of Canada of their constitutional
put f‘es- _The argument which has been

orth is an impossible one, and the posi-

tion is an impossi
possible one for the people of
Canada, to maintain. pecp

engﬁ';lll- Mr. SCOTT—The hon. gentleman
not Y 1gnores the fact that Canada can-
o ow cl.lange the constitution of Mani-
the caItdls only the Imperial Government
existinnf o that. The constitution is an
matt gh act, and we cannot change it no

er how much we may desire to do so

;gllllzut the aid of the Imperial Govern-

exlfo_n. Mr. BOULTON—I" have already
p! ::lned to the hon. the leader of the Op-
gﬁ‘ 1%11 that the first decision of the Judi-
Coun "f’l(l;.ml.ttee of the Imperial Privy
sive ‘:'11 hlst‘:lnct,ly declares that the exclu-
matte 80t of legislating on educational
rs belongs to the province of Manitoba.

Hon. My SCOTT—Y. ,
the British Paie . Y03 won't find that
that deci‘:iltl)fa.rhament will be governed by
Hon. Mr.

o BOULTON.—Subject to res-
g;‘;’]‘nim% but what are those leestrictions'f
iust.{) Yttha.t the minority, if they feel un-

o {}ol;eated, l_lave the right to appeal to
their haviil'nor in (:'}ouncil, but the fact of
ment, Itn% that right does not tie Parlia-
sy “ Since 08 not, compel Parliament to
province ofw];i n 1874 included the whole

lanitoba under the operation
tion of 1870, we have now no
eal that legislation.”

Hon. Mr. BERN .
of having the right ;i%:‘What is the use

cannot ask for anything IE?:: ]tlilfert’}le minority

power to rep

Hon. Mr. BOULTON._T «:
zf:. great distinction betwéenItZelS}LI:iomdm\X
orth on behalf of the minority and Ehe
gﬁ:sggn ofta,t;l'eme}(lly. Ido nof deny for
C ment that there is an inherent right
::;; ti;lifl llx‘:;gonty to appeal to Parlia.menﬁg to
Shonin ress. T am not arguing against
paaty ltl)r I haye not come to that point yet ;
Pt what I wish to do is to confin to their
) g: 1mate limits the rights which the min-
y p%sseSs and to define distinetly how

far it is right for the Parliament of Canada
to say that the views of the minority in
regard to education should be imposed on
the people of the country. These rights do
exist, but it is equally true that they are
limited. I believe it is true that the people
of the Selkirk settlement did enter into a
treaty with the Parliament of Canada, and
that Parliament entered into a treaty with
them to guarantee them certain rights
and privileges. To that extent I say the
Parliament of Canada is properly and
justly entitled to see that they are guaran-
teed the enjoyment of those rights and
privileges. It is very much the same
ground that I took in reply to the hon.
member for St. Boniface some two or
three years ago. The rights that were
acquired, and which the Parliament of
Canada have now to take into considera-
tion, are only the rights of the population
as it existed in 1871, and Parliament must
deal with those rights without interfering in
any shape or form with the constitutional
rights of the province of Manitoba in regard
to education. No one in the province is
being deprived of his constitutional rights
or privileges. The people may bring what-
ever constitutional influence they possess to
bear upon the government of the province
to have their views carried into effect in a
constitutional way. That right is not being
forbidden to them, and in this respect they
possess exactly the same right as I possess,
and they can exercise it in exactly the same
way. But the fact is, a small minority are
attempting to have things their own way,
simply because certain legislation was passed
at one time, irrespective altogether of the
changes which have taken place since. In
my opinion it would not be wise to urge that
claim. What is the condition of the people
of the province of Manitoba to-day ¢ Take
the county in which I reside—the consti-
tuency of Marquette. There are in that
constituency 36,000 people of whom 1,900
are Roman Catholics ; the balance are Pro-
testants. In that constituency there are
ninety-five churches ; five of them are
Catholic, the balance are Protestant. Now,
the constituency of Marquette is entirely
west of what is known as the Selkirk settle-
ment. It has sprung up since 1871, being
included in the added territory to which I
have already referred. Now,are you going to
bind down 36,000 people to the views of the

1,900 Roman Catholics in that constituency
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Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Would not the
same argument apply to the other provinces,
supposing the relative position of the differ-
ent religious bodies were changed ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The provision in
the British North America Act applies to
the province of Quebec and the province of
Ontario, but, as I have already stated, it
does not apply at all to British Columbia,
Prince Edward Island, New Brunswick and
Nova Scotia and the finding of the Judicial
Committee of the Privy Council says sub-
section 3, of section 93, British North
America Act, does not apply to Manitoba
that the case is governed by section 22 of
the Manitoba Act. This western territory is
a great tract that has yet to be occupied. It
was not occupied at the time of which I am
speaking. At that time there were only
12,000 people residing in the Selkirk settle-
ment. It was a very limited colony, indeed,
and the rest of the country was a bare plain.
That bare plain has since, in the course of
the development of the country, become
occupied, and now the settlers who are
coming in there, settlers who possess the
same constitutional rights and privileges as
those who were there before, are called upon
to defend themselves against what may be
very properly termed—I will not say an
effort to deprive them of their liberties—
but their claim to a right which undoubtedly
exists in every other part of the Dominion.
The effort which is now being made to
extend those limited rights is depriving us
of our constitutional privilege to say how we
will conduct the educational affairs of the
province. In the constituency of Marquette,
there are ninety-five churches, five of which
are Roman Catholic. In the constituency
of Lisgar, there are forty-eight churches,
nine of which are Roman Catholic. A
portion of Lisgar is in what used to be
called the Selkirk settlement. In Proven-
cher, which is essentially the Selkirk settle-
ment, there are thirty-three churches, four-
teen of which are Roman Catholic. In
the constituency of Selkirk itself, which
is in south-western Manitoba, the consti-
tuency which «is represented by the Min-
ister of the Interior, there are ninety
churches, seven of which are Roman Catho-
lic. In the city of Winnipeg there are
twenty-five churches, only two of which are
Roman Catholic. This will indicate clearly
in what proportion the population is divided

as to religion. Then take the population of
the different constituencies. The population
of Lisgar, which is situated north of Winni-
peg, and part of which used to be in the Sel-
kirk settlement, is 22,000, of whom 4,000
are Roman Catholics. In Marquette,there are
36,000 people altogether, 1,986 of whom are
Roman Catholics. In Provencher, there are
15,469, of whom 8,900 are Roman Catholics.
In Selkirk, that is to say in south-western
Manitoba, there are 53,000 persons; 3,198
of those are Roman Catholics. In the city
of Winnipeg there is a total population of
25,639, of whom 2,470 are Roman Catholics.
That is the way the population is divided,
so far as religions are concerned, and so far
as we are able to gauge from the erection of
churches in the province. The constituency
of Selkirk, containing 53,000, forms part of
what is called the added territory of Man-
itoba and did not come within the bounds
of the Selkirk Settlement at all. It has a
Roman Catholic population of only 3,198,
and the argument is that these 3,198 Roman
Catholics, sparsely scattered throughout the
53,000 people, shall be granted privileges
which are denied to the remainder of the
53,000 people. The province of Manitoba as
expressed in its legislation is opposed to any-
thing in the shape of denominational schools.
Recollect, I am not now arguing on the
question of separate schools, which I contend
is a question of provincial politics altogether.
If it was a question in Manitoba whether
there should be separate schools or not, Iam
not prepared to say what stand I should take
—1I am not prepared to say that I am irre-
vocably opposed to separate schools. But
it is not that question which is before the
House. It is not a question whether the
Dominion Government shall say there shall
be separate schools in Manitoba or not.
The question we have to deal with is how
far should the Dominion Government inter-
fere with the constitutional liberties of any
province of Canada. That is a question far
greater than the rights of the Roman Catho-
lic minority in this particular case, because
if you were to place us in the position that
some would place us in, you would convert
a right to a minority into a great wrong to
the majority. In trying to do justice to a
small minority you would be doing injustice
to a large majority, and it is to avoid being
placed in a position of that kind, that I
have thus early brought this matter before
the House.
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hoMO“; Mr. KAULBACH—How does my
ityn';hfr}end contend that by giving the minor-

ity ofe:i'l:iiih;s it would deprive the major-

of HI?n. Mr. BOULTON—If the majority
av arliament have the right to say “ you
o Y6 no more control over your educational
8islation in Manitoba from this hour,”
in.say., you would be doing a very grave
,inlﬁlfﬂt{ce to the majority—you would be
of ‘Cting a wrong on them in the light
. ©Xperience and in the light of the
1story of the world to-day. It is not for
mem Canada to make a retrograde move-
arent S0 far as our constitutional powers
a coﬂee‘rl‘le.d.. As I said before, I am not
actial criticizing the government for their
Oh up to the present, but I wish to warn
heim on the part of those whom I represent
oo €—on behalf of the 36,000 people in the
Dstituency of Marquette, whose feeling,
st,a,thmk’ I apppreciate under the circum-
arn':e?“I- wish to ask the government how
of tlh 18 wise for them to go in the interests
Wante good government of Canada, and I
appli to point out a remedy that might be
tug led without infringing upon the consti-
Wes:nal rights granted to the people of that
oce €T country and of the people who will
gre“PY 1t in the future. Manitoba is a very
pmaficountry of which Canada may well be
llotu of—a country that Canada can nurse
pol‘t,9nly in its commercial aspects, but its
thel(i?al aspects as well, in order to extend
i '8nity power and greatness of the Do-
Mon. Tt is a country of great productive
Po Wer, of good climatic conditions, and isgoing
. assist Canada to exercise that influence
istOPOWer on this continent and in the
&naziy of the British Empire, of which
Poi lans can well be proud. I wish to
a‘nmt out, without going into this matter
Y further than merely to give expression
Whicﬁse views at this early stage, a remedy
in might be applied with justice to the
ma,(’r}ty, and without any injustice to the
Sat{g“t)"that: is, by the power of compen-
ernmn that exists with the Dominion Gov-
nd ent. What is the condition that we
ane cso far as the Roman Catholic minority
in fooncerned since the Act of 1890 was put
Wholme? The position is this, that in the
o ; Province of Manitoba, extending from
here eit»ern bounds to the eastern bounds
om, ave been one hundred ahd one
&nacatholic schools. A certain num-

ber of those Roman Catholic schools have
adopted the national system. A separate
school, named after my hon. friend from St.
Boniface, the Bernier school, was one of the
first to come under the national system
after the Act of 1890 was passed. Another,
named after the Hon. Mr. Arsenault, has
also come under the national system of
education and has ceased to be a separate
school. In the case of the Bernier school it
has been a national school for four years.
There are thirty-six of the one hundred and
one schools that have come under the na-
tional system of education. Therefore, on
the part of the population comprised in
these school districts there is no grievance.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There was no alter-
native : they were forced.

* Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Yes, they had an

alternative.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—AIll their schools
were suppressed and their property confis-
cated.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-—Yes, by the law of
1894.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Not as I under-
stand it. A large number—perhaps the
largest number—of those schools that have
come under the national system, are in what
is called the added territory of Manitoba.
The majority of those who have not come
under the national system are in Provencher
and the Selkirk settlement. Those who are
living in the western portion of the province
are satisfred with the national system of
education, and very properly so. There is
no grievance. In my immediate neigh-
bourhood, there is a separate school named
after the clergyman, Father de Corby,
who founded it. He conducted a se-
parate school there for years, to which
the Protestant population in its neigh-
bourhood all went. They were well satisfied
with the school ; they had no complaints to
make of it. They took advantage of it,
because it was the nearest and best they
could attend. When the legislation of 1890
was enacted, the school immediately came
under the national system without any
complaint or grievance, and went on
identically as it did before under the

supervision and guidance of the priest of
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the parish and head of the school. Of the
one hundred and one schools, twenty-two
are disbanded, for what reason, I do not
know. Whetherit was that the demand for
education no longer existed I cannot say.
It may be in consequence of the Act of
1890 ; perhaps it was. There are thirty-
five schools that have not come under
the Act of 1890, and are maintaining
themselves at their own expense. It is
those schools that have a grievance. It is
the supporters of those schools who from
conscientious motives desire to conduct them
on the separate school principle. Those
schools are mainly, or altogether, in what is
called the old Selkirk settlement. The Act
of 1890, of the province of Manitoba does
not deprive any one from educating his child
as he thinks best. He can educate his
children in any manner or form he thinks
proper, but, of course, if the school to which
he sends his children takes the government
grant and public aid, then it has to conform
to the laws of the country governing educa
tion. If he does not wish to comply with
the laws of the country governing education
then the school does not get the grant.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—They must all pay
taxes.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I am going to ex-
plain to you about thetaxes. Inthe first place,
the government of Manitoba gives a grant of
8130 to every school, or rather to each
teacher in every school that is maintained
open for twelve months. If it maintains
itself opened for six months, it gets half of
the grant ; if for three months, it gets one-
fourth of that grant. That grant comes
from the revenue of the province of Mani-
toba—there is no tax for that. It is merely
a deprivation of that portion of the public
money to which they might be entitled. Our
School Act says that each municipality shall
out of its revenue pay $240 to each teacher.
For that, of course, the individual members,
composing "the municipality, would have to
contribute their share of taxes. Those are
the taxes that the people have to pay ; they
have to pay their proportion of taxes to any
public school in the locality. Thatis the way
the public school is supported—$240from the
municipality, $130 from the government, or
in all $370 for each school, or in the case of
two teachers $370 more. Any additional
sum required for the support of the schools
would. have to be taken from the school dis-

trict which is carved out of the municipality
in order to accommodate those within a radius
of three miles of the school centre, but the
main part of the money which supports our
schools come from the municipality and from
the legislative grant. The legislative grant,
as [ have explained before, is not a burden on
the taxpayer ; it is taken out of the provin-
cial revenue. The $240 may be considered
a tax, so far as their share relates to other
schools in the municipality,” on those who
support their own schools, but do not come
under the national system, but, of course,
in their case if they do not accept municipal
aid there is no tax raised by the municipality
for their school and they have not to pay
it. You understand that those thirty-six
schools to which I have already referred
come under the national system. They get
from the municipality $240 a year for each
teacher, and from the government $130 a
year, and they conduct their schools under
trustees elected by themselves. The convent
at Brandon gets its share of the govern-
ment and municipal grant. If it conforms
to the regulations of the provincial system
the convent in Winnipeg the same under
the national system of education.

If they happen to be all Roman Catho-
lics, they will have’all Roman Catholic
trustees. If the population is divided be-
tween Roman Catholics and Protestants
they have to regulate it ‘as they best can,
but they are subject to no disability at all.
The only question is as to the regulations
in regard to teaching religion, and ‘T feel
quite sure that there is a reciprocity about
that. I feel quite sure that there is an
elasticity about that. If it is a Roman
Catholic school the inspector comes around
once in six months, and that is about the
limit of the supervision that is given. If, in
the meantime, the priests desire to impart
any religious instruction, I do not think any-
body, unless it might be the trustees them-
selves, would have either the authority or
the desire to interfere, so that the national
system is not such an injurious one as many
people believe. However, that I have
nothing to do with ; that is a question for
the Roman Catholic minority to decide, they
have put forth the claim that they have
been deprived of certain rights, and we,
as part of Parliament, have to consider
what were those rights and how far they
have been deprived of them, as well as
how a remedy can be applied without
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;23;1‘:"‘8 the constitutional power of the
. prom" infringing upon the autonomy of
done b"mCe of Ma.x}lt,oba. 1 say it can be
over Y compensation. All the Dominion
make :ment will have to do would be to
mone s%rant in order to supplement the
cont riyb ‘:{St to the minority through the
unici uflon which they have to make to the
l‘eferregas;me& For the thirty-five schools
would be Tam satisfied that $10,000 a year
further ththe extent of the grant; but I go
made § lan that, I say that the bargain
. eonl 870 under the Manitoba Act with

a ba.}l)- Ple of that western country was not
Cath gl?m made exclusively with the Roman
whole ¢ Minority ; it was made with the
and v SOPUIatlon of the Selkirk settlement ;
Particufe a grant to be given to assist any
provia 'ml. class of schools irrespective of
impartcmh &uth?n'ty, in order that they may
. that distinctive instruction which
sa my; esire, it is nothing but just that the
PPOpo:f‘smtance should be granted in like
R kirkmn to the rest of the people of the
at exs'ettlem.ent, or rather to the schools
at Wolslmd in that particular district.
more Il:lId be just and right, and nothing
the qu .owever, that is not dealing with
. sqtﬁstlop of the rights of the minority.
comp] ' Ininority which has the right to
ek %:m. _ It hasbeen decided by the Judi-
P mmittee of the Privy Council that
o ajority has no right to complain because
stat eg 1;1 ti}ll'e majority, they can reverse the
ina.smo ﬁ Ings if they see fit to do so ; but
eertai:cwaas they propose to legislate in a
the great Y In accordance with the ideas of
to bg mass of the people, they ought not
but Parliament

ruled out ajto
. gether,
1S now called upon to deal with the mino-

rity. Have the majorityno claims  Have the

Majority no grievance { A
s already stated
(t)t'lgeamount that would be nece);Sal‘y il;
aﬁ‘air to rectify the present position of
'S, in order to make this wrong a right,

would
o not exceed, so far as the Roman

atholic minorit
by are concerned, $10,000
z’s:l‘.o Now, I do not ask the pe;)}:ie (if ea,s:-
Poske t’::;xwtdan. to put their hands in their
and take out a sum sufficient to meet

the i :
Tequirements which have arisen in con-

Dection with this dis i
the re X pute, but I say that in
Manit:ﬁ:;ue derived from the public lands of

there is a source from w ich
ﬁ:‘;zssalry compensation can be dr};,:'n. thi
of th:twa»ys contended that the public lands
brust 1 great western country are held in
Y the Government of Canada, for the

benefit of the inhabitants of that section,
and to assist in its development. Up to the
present moment these lands have been held
and appropriated for the purpose of encour-
aging the extension of railways, but the time
has now come, I think, when it is desirable
that we should take a different course, and,
instead of dissipating and alienating this
great heritage, we ought to carefully nurse it
for the benefit of the people who occupy that
country in the future. It is out of this
source, I think, that a small compensation
could easily be provided, in order to put an
end to what might otherwise become a very
grave dispute as between different sections
of the Dominion which are governed more
by their feelings than by anything clse in
regard to religious matters. A small sum
of money like that which I have mentioned,
is nothing in comparison with the harm
and wrong that would be done upon the
people of Canada by bringing on a dispute
of this kind, or by depriving that western
country of the constitutional powers and
privileges to which they are entitled. Now
I have said as much, perhaps, on the present
occasion as is necessary, but it is my desire
to put myself clearly on record while this
subject is before the Parliament of Canada,
and in some small degree at least to give ex-
pression to what I believe to be the feelings
of the people of that western country upon
this subject. I apologize for imposing my-
self upon this House at so great a length,
but there are several great questions before
us to which I should like to advert.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—What about the
school lands ¢

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The school lands,
T may say, are held by the Dominion in
trust for the province of Manitoba. They
really belong to the province of Manitoba,
and the Dominion Lands Act clearly states
that the revenues derived from them shall
be paid over to the government of Mani-
toba for educational purposes. Any other
disposition of them, in order to overcome
the difficulty which I have dealt with
would, I think, be an infringement upon the
rights of the province, and would be looked
on as such by the people of the province.
In the next clause of the address, in reply
to the speech from the Throne, the trade
question is dealt with. It says:

We are glad to hear from Your Excellency that

the depression in trade which has prevailed
throughout the world for the past few years has
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made itself felt in Canada to a less degree than in
most other countries. We regret, however, to
learn that although this has not resulted in any
considerable decrease in the volume of our foreign
trade, yet, owing to low prices and recent reduc-
tions in and removal of taxation, it has been
followed by a serious decrease in revenue derived
from customs and excise. We respectfully con-
cur in Your Excellency’s opinion that, in order to
produce equilibrium between revenue and expendi-
ture for the coming year, it will be necessary to
observe the greatest possible economy in the
appropriations for the various branches of the
public service.

Now this is a very large question, and per-
haps a question that we can discuss from a
more general standpoint than that which I
have been speaking of. The government
propose to restore the equilibrium between
the revenue and expenditure by resort to
economy. I would point out that there is
an easier way of accomplishing this object,
and that is, in one word, by reducing tax-
ation. If you reduce taxation you will im-
mediately restore the revenue. That is a well
known axiom in political economy. I would
strongly urge upon the hon. the leader of the
government to take this into his most serious
consideration. A great predecessor of his,
in the Imperial House, Sir Robert Peel, on
the eve of bringing about free trade stated,
“ When I want to increase the revenue I
take off the taxes.” This is the same posi-
tion the people of Canada find themselves in
to-day. The government insist on applying
economy, which is indeed a proper and
desirable thing to do, but what I ask is that
in addition to applying economy they should
adopt the economic principle of assisting the
industries of the country by a reduction of
the taxation. The cessation of expenditure
is not always economy : projecting a useful
work in an economical manner is my idea of
economy, while careless extravagance is a
spendthrift policy. If they do the former
they will find that the revenue will imme-
diately respond. I have observed in the
public press and the Conservative journals
several references to the depression existing
in the country, but whenever anything is
said upon this question they say © ** Oh well
we ought to be very thankful because the
rest of the world is very much worse off.”
I do not know if that is an argument that
can be properly used. If I have anything
like a correct idea of what protection was
designed to accomplish, it was to so con-
tract our foreign trade that we might trade
with one another and with one another only,

and by that means to neutralize the effect
of any depression that might exist in the
outside world.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—We would not
be buying so much from other countries.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Or selling so
much to other countries, because you cannot
buy without selling and cannot sell without
buying.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—We will be able
to keep the money in the family.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—TIt all depends, if
you keep the money in the family, how it is
distributed. If you concentrate it in a few
hands, which I contend is the effect of the
present commercial legislation, then I say it
is not a wise policy. The second sentence
in the paragraph is:

We regret, however, to learn that although this
has not resulted in any considerable decrease in
the volume of our foreign trade, yet, owing to low
prices and recent reductions in the removal of tax-
ation, it has been followed by a serious decrease in
revenue derived from customs and excise.

That is not exactly an impartial statement
to begin with, according to the pamphlet
issued by the Minister of Trade and Com-
merce, I am very glad to see that it is issued
every quarter, and it brings down the returns
as far as December 31st last. That is to
say, we know exactly what the country has
been doing under the new ‘tariff between the
1st of July and the 31st of December last.
T am sorry that these returns have not been
brought down to the 1st of April. T do not
know why the delay has occurred, unless it
is that the showing is worse than it was be-
fore. I hope that is not the case. Up to
the 31st of December we find areduction in
imports and a reduction in exports as well.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-—Do
you mean areduction in value or a reduction
in quantity ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—A" reduction in

value.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
thought so. The value may be decreased
somewhat and yet the quantity remain the
same, the articles being cheaper.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—1I find a reduction
of $7,000,000 in the imports and of $5,000,-
000 in the exports.
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ghaon. Mr. McCALLUM—Never mind
wa mports. We never buy more than we
nt,
ymllion. Mr. BOULTON—There is where
men;nake a mistake. According to my argu-
tion my hon. friend says that as the reduc-
friohrelates only to imports we need not be
ghtened. The fact that we are not im-
Porting is an evidence that the purchasing
Power of the people of Canada has been

;:ﬁ:ﬁegﬁ.by Just so much as the imports have

Hon 8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Sup-
Posing the prices of articles imported had
ween reduced 15 per cent or 20 per centy

ere would your calculation be then ?

. Hon, My, BOULTON —I doubt if that is
€ case for the whole of the year.

N t!ion. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Tt
: © cage, nevertheless. It is the reduction
0 value that explains the situation.

exHon. Mr. BOULTON—I find that our
Ny &Ol‘t trade has decreased $5,000,000; that
say, there has been labour in the country

1ab haS not be 1 v
€. y
. n productl e or emplo ed

Hon. My, KAULBACH-—Perhaps it is

a' * . .
nother cage of Increase in volume.

Hon. My, BOULTON—TI do not think

:}:ﬁ' the same causes can be assigned for the
Ing off in our exports.

Hon. M , T
the wheat 1 r McCALLUM—What about

. 117{];)11. Mr. BOULTON—Our wheat has
Ot been reduced below what it was the
Ziecali before. Our North-western wheat, par-
Wirharly, averaged a good price as compared
the wheat produced in the rest of the
world, for which I am very thankful. The
Yield was of a remarkably good quality, and
Was eagerly sought, after, not only by the
People of the United States but by the
People of Great Britian and the people of
uanﬂd& as well. That competition assisted
S Waterially in obtaining a much better
Price than was obtained by the wheat pro-
W‘;letlon of the world generally. However,
iy 3t I wish to impress upon the hon. Min.
er of Trade and Commerce is the fact that

© Present taxation is bearing heavily upon

© people of Canada, which is a dire conse-

quence of the continuation of the commercial
policy of the government. I find it here put
into the mouth of His Excellency that the
falling off of the revenue is caused by a re-
duction of taxation. No, the imports and
the duties collected show that the taxation
has increased under the tariff of 1894. In
1893 the average rate of taxation was 30
per cent ; it is now, under the new tariff,
30-82 per cent, or very nearly 31 per cent.
Now if this is the case, I say that itis a
manifest injustice to increase taxation in the
face of business depression. That policy
should be changed and the taxation should
be reduced. I say further, and I wish to
impress this upon the members of the gov-
ernment who are in this House, that the
taxation of the people of Canada is not
merely the sum that is raised for the pur-
poses of the revenue, but it is a tax multi-
plied twice, yes, three times over as a direct
consequence of the protection that is afford-
ed to the industries of the country. I wish
to take this opportunity of proving that to
the hon. the leader of the government
in order that I may bring to bear upon him
such views as I may be able to express, in
the hope that that burden of taxation,
which is excessive, which is pressing on the
country, which is creating a great injustice
and great injury in the western country
where I reside, may be modified if not
removed during the present session of Parlia-
ment. The present session should not end
until they have reduced the tariff that was
imposed in 1894, if they wished to do jus-
tice to the labouring men of the country—
to those whose incomes are small—to those
who are living by the sweat of their brow.
If the government wish to do justice to the
people from one end of Canada to the other,
the leader of the government should seri-
ously consider the question of reducing the
burden of taxationraised by the tariff of 1894,
by at least 25 per cent. Itis not neces-
sary to spend the session in going into
details, but a general reduction of 2b per
cent on the basis of the present tariff would
be a wholesome reform and an indication
that the government were prepared to con-
fess sin of omission and commission under
the experience of 17 years life under a high
tariff. Iwish to prove to hon. gentlemen there
is room for it. We have here the census re-
turns showing the manufacturing power of
the country, most minute details as to all the
manufactures which enter into the raw mate-
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rial which my hon. friend on my right says is
of so much advantage to the country. I do
not rise to argue the destruction of the com-
mercial interests of Canada ; if I thought
that whatI advocate was going to destroy the
manufacturing power of the country. Iwould
hesitate to raise my voicetowards that result.
I wish toimpress upon my hon. friend on my
right that the exporting power of the coun-
try requires no protection, whether our
export be of cheese, butter, wheat, boots and
shoes, sugar or anything else. Any export-
ing power that we possess requires no pro-
tection. It is the exporting power of the
country that is the measure of its wealth,
and that exporting power is regulated by
the cheapness of production which is arti-
ficially increased by the protective tariff.
I wish to show this honourable House
the figures presented to us by the
census in regard to manufactures, and
which is the basis of argument by protec-
tionists through the country, in defence
of protection from their standpoint. What
are those figures? They are that the capital
invested in the manufacturing interests of
Canada is $354,000,000; that the wages
paid out in manufacturing in this country
amount to $100,000,000: that the money
paid out for raw material in conducting the
manufactures of the country is $250,000,000,
and the value of the articles produced
$476,000,000. That is very good if it does
not increase the burden of taxation on the
people in consequence of the policy that
brings it out.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)—Are

those annual amounts ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—These are com-
piled from the census of 1891. The figures
relate to that year, and to that year only.
Of course, you can only get those figures by
the census.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)—The
production of the manufacturers that year
was $476,000,000.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Yes. Their value
returned by the manufacturers to the census
commissioner.

Hon. Mr. MACDON ALD—Then, all that
was kept in the country ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I wish to show at
what expense it has been kept in the

country, if your idea is that without protec-
tion they would leave the country which
idea I challenge. That is my object in
quoting the figures. These are the figures
put in our hands—the figures by which
the government justifies the infliction of
protection and the continuance of protec-
tion. I wish to show that the government
is not justified in any degree in continuing
protection—that so far as those figures show
it is not to the advantage of the country. I
wish to show you the difference between the
cost of the manufacturing that is there
shown by the figures, and the value of the
articles produced as shown by the census.
‘The capital invested in manufacturing is
$350,000,000, 10 per cent on that is $35,-
000,000. One-half of the capital is called
working capital ; the other half is called
fixed capital—that is, capital invested
in lands, buildings and plant. The
working capital is what you may call
banking capital used for paying wages,
buying material, etc. Ten per cent in-
terest on that amount of capital, is a very
fair earning power for the capital invested.
In addition to that we have $100,000,000
paid out in wages,and in addition to that
$256,000,000 paid out for raw material. I
say $35,400,000 interest on capital which is
theshare that capital gets inthe manufactur-
ing and $100,000,000whichis the share wages
gets, and $256,000,000 which is the share
raw material gets in these manufactures, the
addition of interest on capital, wages and
material, should show the cost of manufactur-
ing. If there is anything else there is no
detail of any other cost to the manufacturer
given. But there is a column which shows
the value of the articles produced, and that
is $476,000,000. The difference between
the three items which go to show the cost of
manufacturing these articles in Canada and
the of value the articles produced, according
to the census returns, is $84,000,000. That
$84,000,000 has to be borne in consequence
of the duty that is imposed for- the purpose
of protecting those manufacturers—or in
other words 25 per cent represents the $84,-
000,000 added to the cost of manufacturing
25 per cent represents the duty that is im-
posed for the protection of those manufac-
In this

tures. $8476,000,000 the re-
tail selling price is mnot represented,
wholesale men purchase from the

factory or rather manufacturers, wholesale
agencies charge enough to the retail trade
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to cover ¢
Pl‘OdUOe a °

cost of selling. In order to
1893.94 revenue of $21,000,000, raised in
tion yo according to the Trade and Naviga-
itapos efi urns we have at our disposal, we
. an additional burden of taxation on
_People of Canada who have to purchase

t :
0 O‘ago%eeessanes of life amounting to $84,-

Hon. M
neceSSarie:'; KAULBACH-—What are the
Hon,
what th
to do is

that if

Mr. BOULTON—I will show you
0S€ necessaries are. All that I wish
to convince honourable gentlemen
nee dlewwe are going to continue to force the
taxati 0!fnen of Canada to pay £20,000
onl:,hor the needles they require ; $75,-

© boot ]e thread they require ; $20,000 on
You ape aces used by the people of Canada,
are ask'e Imposing a burden on them. You
ake rimg me what are those necessaries.
importe?. Th?)‘e are 3,000,000 pounds of rice
one ang’ which is protected by a duty of
24,000,00 é)ne-quarter cents per pound and
Porte d’ pounds of uncleaned rice im-
pound l;early free, three-tenths of a cent per
in thi believe is the duty, to be cleaned
qu&rtes country to which the one and one-
delive l‘;sents protection is added. Rice is
vet 1 red at seaports at two cents per pound,
i live,pay seven cents per pound for it where
Hon. Mr.

M _
would og 1, MCCALLUM —The

duty
the difference.

Hon. My, BOULTON —The duty and

eight and the rofits of the mi
¢ price T eg e middleman on

€ artificially increased the
Ell:%e to ﬁtbat amount. Tge revenue gets
beade ne; '; of the duty on 3,000,000 pounds
e :. he manufacturer gets the benefit
o 4e profit in consequence of the duty,
o ,000,000' pg\mds of rice. The proof
ing:,‘l? you for it, is the evidence furnished
e lls book, that the difference on all the
abolctesomduded in the necessaries of life is
wa“ 25 per cent after providing for the
terg:: ::dt(}::mt of the raw material, and in-

o vt e capital invested as shown by

Hon. My,

hon, gentleman
Sume more rice

fr

McCALLUM-—Does the
contend that we would con-
o if there was no duty on it

on. Mr. BOULTON—If there j 5
/ 85,-
000,000 imposed on the industriesl;f $Ca,n-

ada in consequence of the protection—

Hon. Mr. McCCALLUM—I am speaking

of rice.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I am answering
the question. We would in all probability
not consume more rice, but the difference
in the amount we have to pay in consquence
of the protection would enable us to purchase
other necessaries to increase the comforts of
the population. If there is $85,000,000
collected—

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—On needles and

rice ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No. On all our
necessaries our purchasing power is reduced
for those necessaries by the amount of the
duty, and its ally, protection, increase
the purchasing power of the masses, and
you increase the demand for labour to
produce the articles we are enabled to pur-
chase by the increase of that purchasing
power. I will read the articles if you
like. There are 450 industries included in
this book. It is not necessary for me to en-
large upon them, because they contain all
the articles we require for use.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Are hoot-laces

and stays necessaries of life?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—It depends on
whether you are a married man.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—How do you

propose to get the revenue ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I will try and
throw some light on that when I have got
through my argument, because this is an ar-
gument that I wish to impress on the leader
of the government. I am very thankful
that we have in this House the present op-
portunity of bringing our individual opinions -
to bear upon the leader of the government,
because it increases the force, and adds to
the dignity and power of this House. I
will pick out an individual industry just to
prove more conclusively the position that I
desire to present: that is, agricultural im-
plements, the duty on which is a cause of
complaint in the province of Manitoba, and
the North-west Territories. 'We are obliged
to purchase agricultural implements very
largely, and it is only our ability to pur-
chase them that enables us to distribute the
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products of our industry over the whole of
Canada. We sent out this year, I think, in
the neighbourhood of 15,000,000 bushels of
wheat, worth to us at our various stations
delivered, from 38 to 40 cents per bushel, this
year. But that is not the only amount dis-
tributed : the distribution of capital on the
products of our industry was by the time it
reached the seaboard nearly 80 cents a
bushel. So by the product of our industry
we are able to distribute 15,000,000 bushels
of wheat at 80 cents a bushel before it leaves
Canada for export. The value of that in-
dustry to Canada is enormous, and anything
that will increase the development of it will
add to the greatness, prosperity and wealth
of Canada. What are you doing by the
present policy ¢ You are imposing a tax of
40 per cent on the value of the plant that
we require to carry on this industry profit-
ably, and it is having a very depressing
effect on the producing power of that great
western country. I will take out one in-
terest here, and I am not specifying it ma-
liciously, but, because I can fix the name of
the manufacturer exactly. It is in the city
of Toronto. In that city there happens to
be only one manufacture of the kind, and
that is the Massey Manufacturing Company.
We find here that this company has a capital
of 842,000 invested in that land on which
their buildings are erected ; 375,000 in-
vested in their plant, and $75,000 invested
in their buildings—altogether $200,000, in
what is called their fixed capital.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-—Is that in the
city of Toronto?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —Yes.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-—What about
Brantford and other places?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—T am only dealing
with their industry in Toronto. The
Brantford works are enumerated with others
in South Brant. There working capital is
$1,000,000—that is, their banking capital
to keep their stock of material on hand, ete.
They employ 575 men. They pay in wages
$250,000 a year, and for raw material
$350,000 yearly. I maintain that if we
allow the Massey Manufacturing Company
10 per cent interest on their $1,200,000
capital we are allowing a very fair rate of
profit, especially as $150,000 of it only is
subject to fluctuation in consequence of wear

and tear. The balance of it isnot. Taking
10 per cent. on their $1,200,000 capital, it
represents $120,000 a year profit on the cap-
ital as shown by this return. Then take
$250,000 wages to add to that, makes $370,-
000, included in the wages they pay out,
and interest on their capital. Add to that
$350,000, for raw material which they pay
for. Now, that is 8720,000. That should,
I think, in the minds of all fair-minded men
be considered a fair representation of the
cost of making their machinery. They sell
it and make their profit on the sales in other
directions and through their agencies,
but that is the cost of making their
machinery, so far as shown by them from
the census returns. That information
could only be got from the manufacturers
themselves. The census commissioner goes
round and visits every manufacturer in the
country, and obtains this information for
the guidance of the public. That inform-
ation is given to them by the Massey Manu-
facturing Company, presumably in good
faith, and it is shown there that $720,000
is the cost of making their machinery after
allowing them 10 per cent on the capital
invested. What is the return in the column
opposite their name as the value of the
articles produced? It shows that the value
of the articles produced is $1,250,000, or a
clear profit on the manufacture of their
agricultural implements of $530,000, on an
investment of $1,200,000."

Hon Mr. KAULBACH—Do they not sell
them as cheaply as in the United States !

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I want the United
States to be able to sell machines here on
the same terms as are accorded to the Mas-
sey Manufacturing Company. I do not want
that company to make such a tremendous
profitinconsequenceof the protection afforded
them. I do not want the people of this coun-
try to bear the burden of double, yes qua-
druple, taxation in order that the Massey
Manufacturing Company may be so highly
protected.

Hon. Mr. Mct?ALLUM—The hon. gentle-
man says that 10 per centis enough to cover
interest on capital and all risk of losses:
would not 20 per cent be nearer the mark ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I will add 10 per
cent more and make the rate of profit on capi-
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e 20, per cent. I still maintain that after
allow

plus lgg 20 per cent on capital there is a sur-
. do $434,000 unaccounted for, which isa
u en those have to bear every time they
ay Machinery in the west. Every time a
Mer has to purchase machinery he helps
the Ial‘ a part of that burden. Now, I want
ar ueader of the government to refute this
co%r m:r}t if he can, or to say that I am in-
res :: t};n my figures. I am taking the figu-
take th €Y are put into my hands, in fact, I
Sustal e figures used by those who desire to
aln the protective policy.

YoHon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWFELL—
e ur figures may be right, but your dedue-
1008 are wholly wrong,

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Tt s for somebody
cla{mt me right then upon my deductions. I
rectm t}lat_accordmg to the figures, I am cor-
away ; Wls‘h these figures to be explained

Y if possible. I wish that surplus of $430,-
it is 4 5(61 explained away if it can be. I find
the ms as an argument that the value of

i’ e*llnufactures produced is $476,000,000.

em eé;-l!‘ that there is between the value of
u f&ctuac' nery produced by the Massey Man-

uctiormg Company and the cost of its pro-
for "On a profit of $430,000 after providing
% Per cent interest on capital,

g‘IOn. Mr. KAULBACH—Could you buy
Sae article cheaper in the United States!

Hon, My, BOULTON—Allow meto prove

my case first, W i
ing is that ¢ hat T am intent upon prov-

. he burden of taxation u
i ; pon our
vtllll‘i'éﬁ“i:l:n'dustry is four times the amount
try, and Ialfe'd for the revenue of the coun-
Pe(;ple s clalm that it is an injustice to the
in o om I represent that they should,
Pursuing their avocations, have to bear

such an ep
ormous burden i i
revenue, n in order to raise a

beI:on. Mr. KAULBACH—How can there
cmn gy burden upon the people when you
1y as cheaply as in the United States ?

Hon. Mr, BOULTON--Yo
Costs $9or $10 aton in the Uni:egagtf::zs.l’f‘%xé
: ::ssey Manufacturing Company in making
th Ir purchases have to pay that 89 or $10 per
B, plus the amount of duty, and the manu-
acturers of the United States ought to be

able i
chea.pz(x)-, produce the machines that much

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Theyarecheaper
in Canada.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—They are not
cheaper. Competition is the great leveller.
If you throw the Massey Manufacturing
Company into competition with the manu-
facturers of the United States the result
will soon be obvious.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—They are cheap
enough now.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—TI am not arguing
that point, however cheap they may be in
consequence of the general fall in prices the
world over they are artificially raised for us
over the world’s competition and that neither
labour norraw material share in that artificial
raising. What I wish to show is that the
government themselves recognize that the
Massey Manufacturing Company are resting
under a disability in the direction IThave indi-
cated, in regard to their power to export, for
they have taken off the duty for the Massey
Company in order that they might
make the machines cheaper, and by that
means promote exportation beyond the
bounds of Canada, in their competition with
the United States manufacturers in foreign
markets, thus enabling the company tuv en-
joy the profit to be derived from the estab-
lishment of a foreign trade. In other words,
the government of Canada put the Massey
Manufacturing Company in a position tomake
agricultural machinery cheaper for the peo-
ple of the Argentine Republic, Australia
and Russia (who are wheat growers and
with whom we have to compete in the open
market of Great Britain for the sale of our
wheat) than for the Canadian farmers, and
we have to pay a bonus to enable the com-
pany to supply these foreign nations with
cheaper machinery than we ourselves are
able to purchase—is that justice ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It

is incorrect.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Ts it not correct
that you are giving them a rebate of duty ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It
is not correct to state that articles which are
manufactured in Canada are sold any cheaper
in Australia than they are in Canada.
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Hon. Mr. BOULTON —Youhave,however,
to support either one position or the other.
Either they are sold cheaper in Australia
than they are in Canada, or else the profits
of the manufacturing company on the goods
produced by them must be excessive.

Hon.Sir MACKENZIEBOWELL—That
does not follow either.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—If you relieve the
company of the duty on the articles which
they export, to that extent you are cheap-
ening the articles for the people of Australia.
The Massey Manufacturing Company can
export agricultural machinery to Australia
for exactly the same freight as they can send
it to the province of Manitoba, the ocean
transport being so much cheaper than rail-
way rates So far as the rate on the freight
is concerned there is no difference, either to
Australia or the Argentine Republic over
transport to Manitoba. A manufacturer told
me that he had a market in British Columbia
for some goods which he produced in eastern
Canada, and that the freight rate was so high
that he could deliver his products around by
Cape Horn to Pacific ports cheaper than he
could deliver them in Manitoba, the rate by
CapeHornbeing $1.24 per 100 pounds, while to
Russell, whereIlive, therateonthesamegoods
was $1.29 per 100 pounds. If the freight rate
is no greater, and if the duty is remitted on
the machines made for the people of the Arg-
entine Republic and Australia,either the ma-
chinery can be sold cheaper or the profits of
the exporting company are increased by the
remission of the duty.

My next point is with regard to the cost
of production of agricultural machinery. The
total value of the machinery produced is $7,-
524,000, that is to say the total value of the
articles produced of which the Massey Manu-
facturing Company form animportant part is
thatamount. Thecapitalinvestedinagricultu-
ral machinery worksin Canadais$8,500.000or
say $850,000 a year interest on capital. The
raw material used in the manufacture of this
machinery is returned as costing $3,126,000.
The wages paid amount to $1,812,000. Argu-
ing from the same basis as before, we find
that the cost of producing the machinery
including 10 per cent interest on capital,
wages and costof rawmaterial, is $5,788,000.
The value of the articles produced is $7,544,-
000. Therefore the profit uf themanufacturers
is $1,736,400. That rests as a tax upon the

-agriculturist, while the revenue derived
from the importation of agricultural imple-
ments is only $100,000. That is exactly 30
per cent of the total cost represents the duty
imposed, that thirty per cent being the dif-
ference between the cost of the articles as
shown by me and the value of the articles
produced as shown by the census. It is a
little higher than the present rate of duty,
but the explanation of that is that the gov-
ernment in order to carry out the protective
principle to its utmost limit, are in the habit
of allowing their officers to make a valuation
of the duty on articles imported according
to their own standard of values. It is the
customs officers who fix the values of the
articles coming into the country. No note
is taken of the fact that a man has honestly
and honourably purghased them at a cer-
tain figure. By this means the duties are
increased, and duty only on that should
be charged, but a further artificial value is
created in the collection of the duty. It is
impossible for us to follow this out in all its
ramifications because these are some of the
hidden mysteries of the department gene-
rated by protection. We have frequent
complaints, however, of over-valuation by
departmental officers and that is the reason
why the 30 per cent represents the dif-
ference between the costof producing thema-
chineand theirsellingprice. Itfollowsthatthe
30 per cent duty imposed for protective pur-
poses does not go to wages, that the labour-
ing man gets no benefit from it, that the
people who produce the raw material reap
no benefit from it ; but it is clear that the
manufacturers themselves get the whole of
the 30 per cent. This represents a taxation
of $1,730,000 upon those who are producing
the one staple article of grain. If my
figures are correct, if they cannot be
explained away by the government, I be-
lieve there is a sufficient amount of gener-
osity in the hon, the leader of the govern-
ment, and of the members of the Cabinet
sitting in this Chamber to admit that if
this is the case, they will no longer con-
tinue the injustice. That, however, is only
one portion of the requirements of the
farmers of the North-west. To the extent
that their whole purchasing power is
affected—to the extent that their 15,000,000
bushels of wheat will enable them to pur-
chase the necessaries of life to that extent,
they are bearing the burden of taxation,
amounting in the aggregate to 40 per cent.




[APRIL
| S——

23, 1895) 45

increase in values artificially raised. I
will just quote one more instance to
emphasize the argument which I have ad-
vanced, and that is in regard to nail and tack
factories. T may say thatany one canverify
these conclusions for himself by sending up
to Mr. Botterell and getting No. 3 of the
census returns and working out the calcul-
ations for himself. If he does this I think
he will agree with the argument which I
ave presented to this House in regard to
the commercial conditions of the country.
Now, take the nail and tack factories.
The value of imports is $40,000, and the
duty imposed and collected is $14,292, In
consequence of that protection which is im-
Posed for the purposes of inducing this con-
dition there are 12 factories employing 300
Wen, 64 women and 41 boys. The fixed
capital employed by those 12 factories
amounts to $155,000; working capital
$247,000, a total of $402,000. Taking 10
Per cent interest on that, we have forty
thousand dollars as the profit of capital, or
I we accept my hon. friend’s sugges-
tion, 20 per cent if you like, it only alters
e condition in degree. The amount of
Wages paid $152,000, raw material used
$457,000. These are the three items that
80 to make up the cost of producing nails
nd tacks in Canada, and they amount al-
together to $641,000. The value of the
8‘!'tlcl:e,s produced in the nails and tack in-
dustries is $744,000 or $103,000 is the dif-
frence between the cost of the articles pro-
iced —according to my showing—and the
Value of the articles produced according to
© showing of the census return, and in that
®a%e again we have the cost increased by
:}l:(’llt the value of the duty imposed. But
€re is this position to be taken in regard
the question, and that is while the labour
and Industry in Canada that is supplied
With the nails and tacks have to bear a bur-
den of $116,000 a year, the revenue of the
Country only gets $13,000. There the tax
18 multiplied nearly eight times over what
I8 raised for revenue purposes. It is that
great burden of taxation that is going to
Produce disastrous results in the long run.
e have not felt the full effect of it yet, but
We are bound to feel the effects of it in con-
Dection with the depression to which His
xcellency has referred.  If it is necessary
to lmpose a tax of $103,000 on our mail and
tack industry over and above the tax the
revenue gets the benefit of, what is that

imposed for ! Tt is imposed to press upon
the industry of the country for the benefit
of these twelve factories.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Why does not
my hon. friend start one in Manitoba, ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I do not wish to
start one up there. In fact it would be im-
possible for us to doso. You can only start
a factory in a district where there is a pop-
ulation large enough to warrant its mainte-
nance. Thesmaller the population you have
to serve, the greater the cost of supplying
the population. Tt is on that basis and for
that purpose that protection is afforded.
Because we have a small population, manu-
facturers cannot compete if they are re-
stricted to the local market, and that is why
so many manufacturing industries have been
closed. I would not argue for the abolition
of our commercial policy, if I thought it was
going to destroy our manufacturing power ;
but 1 know it will not destroy our manufac-
turing power. By the adoption of the
policy of the people of Great Britain under
which their manufacturing power has been
increased so enormously, we will multiply
our industries in Canada. Take the Massey
industry as an example. It could multiply
its output in the city of Toronto four fold by
the adoption of a policy which would cheapen
the cost of their raw material. If, instead
of having to pay 50 per cent on the bar-iron
they use and other raw material, 575 labour-
ing men working for them have to pay taxa-
tion on the necessaries of life, I say that the
Massey Manufacturing Company would then
have a chance of entering the markets of
the world for the sale of their manufactures.
There are markets in the Argentine Re-
public, the Cape of Good Hope, Hungary
and all over the world where agricultural
machinery is used, and if you can supply a
cheaper machine, you can have no difficulty
in extending your foreign trade to an extent
undreamt of in the history of Canada, and
by seeking to enlarge the population for
whom you are able to manufacture by a new
economic condition, you are bound to cheap-
en the articles to home consumers without
imparing the value of the industry to the
country but on the contrary you in-
creased the demand for labour and em-
ployment in the country, because if you can
compete successfully in the foreign market
you can also do so in the home market.
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Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Why is it
Great Britain does not take advantage of
that?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —Because we have
made a speciality of agricultural machinery.
Our prairie country has taught us the best
and cheapest methods and produced the
best patents for agricultural machinery.
Other countries are not placed exactly in
the same way. We have the experience of
the great prairies of the western states and
of our own country to help and guide us to
perfect machinery, both in economy of pro-
duction and ease of action, and other coun-
tries have not been able to produce them to
compete with us. We can compete with the
United States and with the world in the pro-
duction of these machines, provided the com-
mercial conditions are made so that we can
successfully compete. If you cheapen the cost
of production to the Massey Manufacturing
Company by 30 to 40 per cent asthe case may
be, and they are permitted to exchange the
home market for a foreign market, by the
cheapening of production, is not the
population of Canada and of the city of
Toronto particularly going to be multiplied
to the extent that the manufacturing of
that machinery will involve. No doubt the
Massey Company will say to the government,
give us the home market by protection and
and give us the foreign market by a remis-
sion of duties, but can manufacturers have
their cake and eat it. The government
themselves have acknowledged the principle
—they have taken off the duty imposed on
the Massey Manufacturing Company and
other manufacturers in order to put themin
a position to compete in foreign markets
and to export their manufactures. I say
it is an injustice to the farmers of Canada
and to the people of Canada generally to
continue a policy which is increasing the
price of every necessity of life and retarding
every effort to increase our industries beyond
the purchasing power of five millions of peo-
ple. We are not pursuing the true national
policy which is calculated to develop the re-
resources of our country. Nobody more de-
sires to see Canada taking its place as an
important part of the British Empire than I
do, and I repeat, instead of trying to induce
the people of Great Britain to adopt a pro-
tective policy we should try to work together
with the people of the mother country. If
the mother country were forced into the

position of adopting a protective policy it
would be turned at once against the people
of Canada. They will not pay for protection
for the benefit of the people of Canada or
of Australia or of any other outside portion
of the Empire. They are conducting their
business on a business basis. The indica-
tions are that the policy of our government
is working in the direction of trying to in-
duce a policy of imperial protection. I do
not think, however, that any movement on
the part of the colonies will ever induce the
people of England to change from free
trade, but at the same time, in so far as our
efforts are directed in that way they will
re-act upon ourselves. The people of Great
Britain are suffering to-day, no doubt, but
it is not in consquence of their free trade
policy, but because their chief customers
have impoverished themselves by protection.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Did I under-
stand the hon. gentleman to say that the
policy of the British Government is tending
to protection

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No, I said that
notwithstanding the efforts we might put
forth to produce such a change we will not
succeed in moving the British people from
the sound free trade policy which they have
pursued so successfully for half a century.
What I do say is that the depression in
Great Britain to-day is due mainly to the
decreased purchasing power of Canada, the
United States, the Argentine Republic and
other important customers of Great Britain,
and to the extent that our purchasing power
is reduced we are unable to purchase the
commodities of Great Britain. The Trade
and Navigation Returns, for the last six
months of last year, show that there has
been a decrease in the purchasing power of
the people of Canada to the extent of seven
millions of dollars less than in the correspond-
ing six months of the preceding year, the first
six months under the new tariff. Of course,
the cheaper things are the more we are able
to purchase. Under protective taxation
there is an artificial price created for the
necessaries of life, while the price of our mate-
rial and natural products is left to natural
and competitive conditions. If you alter
your policy you will increase the purchasing
power of the people. It is in consequence of
the restrictive power of protection in the
United States, Canada and other countries,
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th - .
3t there is a lack of employment for

l .
I:::ll{l:t,mf England, that great consuming
the  wor] 31‘ the surplus  production of
Pestrictir - Protection is a policy of
polic 211 to create scarcity, free trade is a
plent); of (fompetltlon in order to produce
A :n to the extent that it is pursued
for Ik Xtent you are increasing the demand
duce t;hur In order to manufacture and pro-
abla 1y e ]arger‘quantities that labour is
tion Ofpr}ll‘chase in consequence of the aboli-
tion on o at 40 per cent protective taxa-
lifo o Cb © retail value of the necessaries of
me withan&da. The House has listened to
have L & great deal of patience, but I trust
will & rought forward facts and figures that
make ?lllse the leader of the government to
the o tllllnself at any rate acquainted with
esesl:,a, of what I allege. I only advance
P tements to the House as they present
Py 1Ves to my mind—as they present
ry }t:, ves to our mind in that western coun-
o m%e we have to buy agricultural ma-
the Ty for our own use and where we find
necessaries of life abnormaly increased.
W cfa(;n t(:nly present them in that way and it
pres::," 0se who desire to continue that op-
pr th1ve policy to prove that I am incorrect
€ statements that I am making.
he next clause of the Address is :

We are greatly

Period thay ey leased to hear that, during the

0 1 apsed since the last session of
0f"'11ilsai¥t!}ent, Your Excellency had an opportunity
ing the"ﬁ/% many portions of the Dominion, includ-
wat aritime Provinces, Manitoba, the North-
thron }t:rntones and British Columbia; that
pross egd outdthese tours Your Excellency was im-
abowe; zml gratified by manifestations of an
nOtWithnti, (;{yalty and public spirit; and that,
alread 8 x} ing the phase of trade depression
uumisg;.kn}s)ene'd to, you observed everywhere
in the's able signs of that confident hopefulness
great uture, based on a thorough belief in the

ness of the resources of Canuda, which, you

are graciously pleased to 84y, is one of the charac-

teristics of her i
and pledge of f\?:tf’}}g: (?l':‘('ielf:;:rl::g:sa:dg (;)(;(;ga;:g:!‘y
I may say that T had the leasure of
?negt;{]xg. thqix: Excellencies out wlzst myZe{.f,
e t:n' visit afforded a great deal of plea-
prow; the peop}e there. They saw in the
pre nce of Ma.mtob.a. and in the Territories
P gress and prosperity so far as the bounties
pmﬂlf‘iowde_-,noe are concerned. We have a
o l'c soll)l and an exceedingly rich country,
. ima,t?ca le to produce in consequence of the
an conditions there a class of cattle
a grade of wheat that will always be

sought for, and for which we can get the

highest price. It would perhaps surprise
honourable gentlemen to know that of 85,-
000 head of cattle exported from Canada
last year, about 35,000 head went from
Manitoba and the North-west. To that
extent we have occasion to be very grateful
indeed, but there are some who by legis-
lation desire to take the cream off the milk
in the province of Manitoba and the Terri-
tories, and it is our effort to preserve that
cream for those whose industry and labour
create it so far as justice demands. I
do not see why we should be made
hewers of wood and drawers of water,
to distribute wealth improperly and un-
justly so far as our territory is concerned.
If we have a fertile soil, and are able to
produce the best class of wheat, we want to
get whatever value there is in it, and if the
legislation of the Federal Parliament enables
a favoured class of people to profit by our
industry to a greater extent than legitimate
competition would enable them, a manifest
injury is done by the government that im-
poses that upon us. Notwithstanding the
oppressive tariff, such is the richness of that
country, that I think their Excellencies were
impressed with the beauty and value of the
country and with the high character of the
population existing there. They must have
seen that everything augurs well for the
future of that country, and it is for this
Parliament to assist usin developing our re-
sources by fair and proper legislation. We
are essentially an agricultural community in
the North-west, and I feel perfectly sure
that a change in the commercial conditions
of the country will make this eastern portion
of Canada one of the greatest industrial
centres on this continent, if not in the whole
world, but a continuance of the present
policy will bring disaster upon the country,
and especially upon western Canada.

The next paragraph deals with the ad-
mission of the Island of Newfoundland to
the union. I trust that the people of New-
foundland will decide in favour of joining the
confederation, and I believe that the result
will be of great and lasting benefit, not
only to them but to the whole Dominion,
extending the principles of the British
constitution and its liberty loving progress
on the continent. There are several bills
to be presented to us. There is just one
thing that I should like to say so far
as the passing of bills is concerned—I
see no reference to the Copyright Act
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or the Freight Rates Commission. There
has been a great deal of discussion with
regard to copyright, and it is desirable that
we should inquire carefully as to all the
merits of the case. It seems to me that the
Copyright Act is being pushed in this
country in the interests of the publishers as
the protective policy is being pushed for
the benefit of the manufacturers. The
rights of authors and patentees should be
well considered. We have talent in Canada
and that talent must find its outlet in
other countries as well as in this. It is

not desirable therefore that any copyright |-

that we should force upon the Imperial
Government should in any way have the
effect of driving our authors and men of
brains out of the country. The fine arts are
an important factor in the progress and de-
velopment of our christian civilization
and deserve the earnest consideration of
the government. I merely draw the atten-
tion of the government to the fact that
there are two sides to this question, and I
do not know that it is a wise thing for us
to keep ourselves out of the Berne conven-
tion as we have done and are seeking to do
at the present moment. It would continue to
place us at a great disadvantage, so far as
copyright is concerned. The report of the
commission on freight rates, which is merely
a collection of the data given by interested
parties through departmental inquiry, will
afford Parliament an opportunity to inquire
whether, in the collection and distribution
of the large revenue earned by the Canadian
Pacific Railway, there is not a discrimina-
tion against our western country in the vital
question of inland transportation. I trust the
report will be available before the session
closes. Before concluding, I feel it incumbent
on me to congratulate ourselves on the addi-
tion of another honourable member of thiy
honourable House to the Cabinet, and I
congratulate the hon. Senator from Prince
Edward Island on being the one selected,
the next step, I hope, will be a portfolio. ,

Hon. Mr. POWER moved the adjourn-
ment of the debate.

Motion agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 5.45 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottara, Wednesday, 24th April, 1895.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE STANDING COMMITTEES.
MOTION,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL

moved :

That pursuant to Rule 79, the following Senators
be appointed a committee of selection to nominate
the Senators to serve on the several Standing
Committees, namely :—The Honourable Messieurs
Allan, Angers, Bernier, Macdonald (Victoria),
McClelan, Miller, Power, Scott, and the mover ;
and to report with all convenient speed the names.
of the Senators so nominated.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—Does the hon. gen-
tleman move that as a motion or is he
merely giving notice ¢

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It
is a motion. It has been on the notice
paper for two days.

Hon. Mr. POWER—It is not usual to
introduce any business until after the pass-
ing of the address.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—If
there is any objection to the course I am
taking, I shall not press the motion now. I
have only done so to facilitate business.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not press the
objection.

The motion was agreed to.

THE ADDRESS.

DEBATE CONTINUED.

The Order of the Day having been read ;

Resuming the further adjourned debate on the
consideration of His Excellency the Governor Ge-
neral’s speech, on the opening of the Fifth Session
ot the Seventh Parliaiment.

Hon. Mr. POWER said : T presume that
the proper course, with respect to certain
changes which have taken place in the
government since last session, would be to
wait until the leader of the House had made
his explanations, which I presume will come
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after the

Exce]]
the adfincy

adoption of the address to His
; but inasmuch as the mover of
men o ress and certain other hon. gentle-
aken Vle refe}-red to the changes which have
b~ t}[: ace in the Administration, I pre-
o at I shall be pardoned if I follow
at bexa.mple. I fully endorse what was
by ot hy the hon. mover of the address, and
the hoer hon. gentlemen too, with respect to
the leal'(li()urs whlc_h have been conferred upon
o b er of this House since last session.
cious] onour which Her Majesty was gra-
em‘ay pleased to bestow on that hon. gen-
entitlndls one to which he is, in my opinion,
House .h I think thgb the leader of this
thet :hs ould be a knight, and I am certain
b e leader of the government should,
x ] Wishes, be a knight ; and if any Con-
Vative is entitled to the distinction, no-
— 3’ dﬁserves it better than the hon. gentle-
from “L'O lead.s.thls House, apart altogether
prote 18 position. This government is a
pro ctionist government. The hon. gentle-
asnl)l: a thorough-gping protectionist. He
yoa €0 a protectionist for a good many
nel‘S, ;nd has been consistent as far as he
himv; OW to be; and, what distinguishes
o ri)m a great many other protectionists,
o ls, believe, thoroughly honest in his ad-
ocacy of protection. The hon. gentleman
a3 also been promoted to the leadership of
a.n(zl government, and those qualifications
i claims which entitle him to the
onour of knighthood, entitle him
& great degree, to he leader of
Protectionist = government. Apart alto-
gpther_ from the hon. gentleman’s poli-
ical Views, we have had some experience of
oll’mhm this House. He has been the leader
° the Senate for two sessions previous to
ece Present one, and he has shown himself
thonoml_ca,l and business-like in dealing with
e affairs of the Senate. If he deals in the
Same way with the business of the country,
ave no doubt that under his leadership
We shall have as good a government as we
gﬂn.ge‘t from the Conservative party. Any
eviations which may take place from the
right path in the conduct of the govern-
ment—and I have no doubt there will be a
good many—must be attributed not to the
; s:ilgentleman, but to his wicked partners
- © other House of Parliament. There
ofa’: one thing that struck me in the speeches
WO or three hon. gentlemen who preceded
me—particularly the speech of the hon.
gentlzma.n from Prince Edward Island, who

in
a

seconded the address. These hon. gentle-
men dealt in a very feeling way with the
recent mortality amongst premiers. Now,
I respect and admire the hon. leader of the
government and of this House, and I have
a very considerable degree of affection for
that hon. gentleman, and if this mortality
amongst premiers is to continue, I believe
that the hon. gentleman’s chances of living
a long time, as we all hope to see him live,
will be very much promoted by his coming
to this side of the House and allowing my
hon. friend from Ottawa to take the seat
which he now occupies. Hon. gentlemen
langh. They do not seem to perceive that
the mortality has prevailed only amongst
Conservative premiers; and perhaps after
we have been in power for eighteen years
we may not object to having some of our
leaders die off too.

Another change has been made in the ad-
ministration which has been referred to by
one or two hon. gentlemen, and that is the
taking into the government of the hon.
gentleman from Marshfield. Although I do
not know very much of the hon. gentleman’s
career in Prince Edward Island, I know
enough to be aware that he has been a very
prominent and active member of the Con-
servative party there for many years—that
probably for the last few years he has been
the most prominent and active member of
that party in Prince Edward Island, and we
know that since he has been in this chamber
he has been active in doing the work of the
government and of the Conservative party ;
and T do not think any one will question his
claim to the seat in the government which
he now occupies. It hasoccurred to me that,
while that is perfectly true, there was a great
deal of force in what was said by the hon,
gentleman from British Columbia the other
day, when he complained that his province,
during all the years it has been in the union,
has never had a representative in the Cabinet.
I do not know whether the hon. gentleman
gave the reason or not—I am disposed to
think he did—but I consider that one of the
principal reasons for that non-representation
in the Cabinet is that British Columbia has
sent to Parliament an unbroken phalanx of
supporters of the Conservative government.
If British Columbia had done as Prince Ed-
ward Island has done—sent four out of six
members to oppose the Government—it is
not unlikely that the hon. gentleman from

Victoria (Mr. Macdonald) would have been
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a member of the government some time
ago. There is another point in connection
with the province from which I come that
deserves consideration. The Island of Cape
Breton has sent an unbroken phalanx of
members to support the government, and
the hon. gentlemen in this Chamber from
that island have also continuously supported
the government, and it did seem to me that
in the recent reconstruction of the govern-
ment, some of those gentlemen from Cape
Breton might have been thought worthy of a
place in the administration. As it is now,
the two members of the Cabinet from Nova
Scotia are practically both from the county
of Cumberland. The Minister of Justice and
the Minister of Militia are both Cumberland
men, we may say ; and in addition to that
we find that the important office of High
Commissioner in London is filled by another
gentleman from Cumberland. I do not say
that there is a family compact, but it looks
like a county compact when, of the eighteen
counties in Nova Scotia, only one is repre-
sented in the government, and that by two
members of tha Cabinet, in addition to the
High Commissioner. Ishould hope the hon.
leader of the government, in whose sense of
justice I have great confidence, will see that
this inequality—to put it mildly—is reme-
died before we meet again.

Taking up the Speech from the Throne,
the first paragraph deals with the lamented
death of the late Premier. If I were to
undertake to add anything to what has been
so admirably said by several gentlemen who
have preceded me, beginning with the hon.
gentleman from Pictou, it would be attempt-
ing to “gild retined gold,” and I shall not
undertake the task.

The next paragraph of the speech refers
to the treaty with France. In that treaty I
took a great deal of interest. We discussed
it at considerable length during a previous
session, and it was an open secret that the
hon. gentleman who is now Premier and the
hon. Minister of Finance, who now leads
the House of Commons, were not at all in
love with that treaty. I do not propose to
discuss the subject any further, except to
say that I can understand why these hon.
gentlemen were not in love with the treaty.
The Premier is, above all things, a protec-
tionist ; and this treaty, as far as it goes, is
a free trade measure. It proposes to allow
certain productions of France and, as a con-
sequence, of Germany and Belgium, to come

into Canada at reduced rates of duty and—
that is the important point—to compete
with our own products. We know that
numerously signed petitions against the
ratification of that treaty came here from
the vine-growers of the hon. Premier’s own
province, and I can understand how he
should not be in love with the treaty.
Then, again, the treaty is by no means a
prohibitionist measure. It proposes to make
wine cheaper to the inhabitants of this
country ; and I can understand how a
gentleman like the Minister of Finance
who, when he first entered Parliament, at
any rate, was a champion of temperance
and prohibition, should feel some qualms of
conscience in supporting a measure which
would render wine cheaper and more
abundant.

The next paragraph of the speech deals
with intercolonial preferential trade and
expresses gratification at the fact that there
will be an opportunity for the different
colonies to reduce the rate of duty on goods
imported from one colony to the other. I
can hardly understand the attitude of the
government with respect to the trade with
the Australian and other colonies—because
we see from the papers that they propose to
reduce the duties on articles coming from
South Africa as well as from Australia. It
seems to me that if lowering the tariff
barriers and allowing the. products of those
colonial regions to come into Canada is a
good thing, there is no reason why it should
not be a good thing to lower the tariff
barriers and allow the products of England
and the United States to come in at low
rates. Why is this distinction made { Why
does this government, which is a protectionist
government, when we deal with England
and the United States, become a free trade
government when we come to deal with
Australia, Cape Colony and, to a certain
extent, with France? Is it because the pro-
ducts of England and of the United States
compete chiefly with the products of our
manufacturers, while the products of Aust-
ralia, Cape Colony and France compete with
the products of our farmers? Is that the
reason? There does not seen to be any other
sufficient reason given. Just look at this
Australian trade. Last year we paid $125,-
000 in steamship subsidies to enable the
Australian farmers to compete with our own
in British Columbia. Our tetal export to
Australia was only $322,000 ; and we paid
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ri};mb:“bmdy to allow the farmers of Austra-
p mdu::snd‘ their mutton, butter and other
olumt; Into Canada, chiefly into British
and othm’ to compete with the mutton, butter
unders t:l‘ products of our farmers. I cannot
of the nd how gentlemen, like the members
£0 be tf}ovemment;, who proclaim themselves
such e_sfa.rmers’ best friends, can justify
€0 action as that.
Speakz next matter of which the address
regres 1s the Manitoba school question. I
;t that I slga.l] feel obliged to deal with
m OSOme\_Vhat in detail, but before I express
do};le(‘ivp Views on the subject I may be par-
)'est,erdlf I refer briefly to the speech, made
ive 8y by the hon. gentleman fron Shell
ol *.  That hon. gentleman made a very
(;);“znt and valuable speech, as he always
o ut he laid down some propositions with
qu P‘Z?t to constitutions and to the school
d gs lon which certainly possessed the merit
. Ogelty. The hon. gentleman, for one thing,
1870 OWn the proposition that because in
/U, when the Manitoba Act was passed, the
vor River settlement was included within
b Y narrow limits and had a very small pop-
ation, therefore, when the limits of the
Province were greatly widened, and when
¢ Population had greatly increased, the
Elll‘:}’lnce was not to be bound by the consti-
inflon which had been formed for it in its
th *?Cy- The hon. gentleman did not carry
tha argument any further. He limited
3t condition of things to this school matter
01}tline. The same logic would apply to every
M er provision in the Manitoba Act. If
sw?iltqba’ now that she has outgrown her
dllng clothes, is not to be bound by
re: Provisions in the constitution with
Shepe(;fe to the school law, why should
ros bound by the provisions with
& Pect to any other subject dealt with by
© constitution? I think the hon. gentle-
man will find it very hard to tell why. The
u011. &entleman took the ground that it was
nfair that the majority should find their
l:nds tied by this constitution framed so
. 40y years ago when the population was
0 small, The hon. gentleman seems to
cotog?the_r misapprehend the intention of
st_l‘l"stlﬁutmns. What is the object of a con-
WL ution? It is not to protect' the majority,
ob'o can always protect themselves. The
m.JeCfl_ of every constitution is to protect the
nority fron the perhaps unwise and possi-
Y tyrannical acts of the majority.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Not by special
legislation.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Every constitution
is, in some sense, special legislation. The
constitution of Manitoba, is just like the
British North America Act—it contains
provisions almost identical with those of the
British North America Act. I have not
heard the hon. gentleman say that those
provisions of the British North America Act
with respect to schools which deal with the
province of Quebec are highly objectionable,
and should be got rid of, and that the
majority of the province of Quebec should
to-day dispense with that portion of that
constitution. The hon. gentleman does not
seem to understand what the constitution is
for. In the United States every one recog-
nizes the fact that a constitution is simply
intended to prevent a temporary majority
from doing unwise or unjust acts, or acts
which are deemed by those who frame the
constitution unjust or unwise. There is a
way of amending the constitution of Mani-
toba, just as there is a way of amending the
British North America Act or the consti-
tution of the United States. An address
to Her Majesty, asking for imperial legisla-
tion, is the proper and constitutional way to
go about it. I do not propose to deal with
the merits of the separate school question.
The hon. gentleman spoke as though the
fact that the minority had separate schools
was a grievance to the majority. Inasmuch
as the minority numbered altogether only
20,000, surely the fact that they had their
own separate schools could not very much
effect the 200,000 people outside. There is
no tyrannizing by the minority over the
majority. Then the hon. gentleman told us
that the minority had no grievance. I
think he said that distinctly, that the Mani-
toba Act of 1890 had not done the minority
any injury.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I do not think
you will find that in my speech.

Hon, Mr. POWER—Substantially, yes.
T understood the hon. gentleman to take that
ground—that the minority had no grievance.
I am within the judgment of the House.
Now, I turn to the decision of the Privy
Council delivered by the Lord Chancellor;

and I may observe, hon. gentlemen, that
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there was no Catholic among the law lords
who gave that judgment. At page 8 of the
pamphlet which has been distributed, I find
this language :

The establishment of a system of public educa-
tion in which both parties would concur was prob-
ably then in immediate prospect. The legislature
of Manitoba first met on the 15th March, 1871. On
the 3rd of May following, the Education Act of
1871 received the royal assent. But the future
was uncertain. Either Roman Catholics or Pro-
testants might become the preponderating power
in the legislature, and it might under such condi-
tions be impossible for the minority to prevent the
creation, at the public cost, of schools which, though
acceptable to the majority, could only be taken
advantage of by the minority on the terms of sacri-
ficing their cherished convictions. The change tol
a Roman Catholic system of publie schools would
have been regarded with as much distaste by the
Protestants of the province as the change to an
unsectarian system was by the Catholics.

And then their lordships of the Judicia
Committee of the Privy Council deal with
another argument of the hon. gentleman as
to provincial rights.

Before leaving this part of the case, it may be
well to notice the argument urged by the respon-
dent that the construction which their lordships
have put on the second and third subsections of
section 22 of the Manitoba Act is inconsistent with
the power conferred upon the legislature of the
province to ‘“ exclusively make laws in relation to
education.” The argument is fallacious. The
power conferred is not absolute, but limited. It
is exercisable only ‘‘ subject and according to the
following provisions.” = The subsections which
follow, therefore, whatever be their true construc-
tion, define the conditions under which alone the
provincial legislature may legislate in relation to
education and indicate the limitations imposed
on, and the exceptions from their power of ex-
clusive legislation. Their right to legislate is not,
indeed, properly speaking, exclusive, for in the
case specified in subsection 3, the Parliament of
Canada is authorized to legislate on the same sub-
ject. There is, therefore, no such inconsistency as
was suggested.

Then, on page 9, the Judicial Committee
deal with the ground taken by thé hon.
gentleman, that the minority have no
grievances—

Contrast the position of the Roman Catholics
prior and subsequent to the Acts from which they
appeal. Before these passed into law, there
existed denominational schools, of which the con-
trol and management were in the hands of Roman
Catholics, who could select the books to be used
and determine the character of the religious teach-
ing. These schools received their proportionate
share of the money contributed for school purposes
out of the general taxation of the province, and the
money raised for these purposes by local assessment,
was, so far as it fell upon Catholics, applied only
towards the support of Catholic schools. What

is the position of the Roman Catholic minority
under the Acts of 1890? Schools of their own
denomination, conducted according to their views,
will receive no aid from the state. They must
depend entirely for their support upon the contri-
butions of the Roman Catholic community, while
the taxes out of which state aid is granted to the
schools provided for by the statutes fall alike on
Catholics and Protestants. Moreover, while the
Catholic inhabitants remain liable to local assess-
ment for school purposes, the proceeds of that
assessment are no longer destined to any extent
for the support of Catholic schools, but afford the
means of maintaining schools which they regard
as no more suitable for the education of Catholic
children, than if they were distinctly Protestants
in their character.
It is not necessary for me to deal further
with the speech made by the hon. gentleman
from Shell River, so far as it relates to the
matter of schools. I think he is sufficiently
answered by the judgment of the Judicial
Committee of the Privy Council. I presume
the hon. gentleman will not say that that is
either a prejudiced or incompetent tribunal.
Leaving the speech of the hon. gentleman,
I may say that with respect to this Manitoba
school case, there is very little said in His
Excellency’s speech. The paragraph says :
We thank your Excellency for informing us
that, in conformity with a recent judgment of the
Lords of the Judicial Committee of the Privy
Council, to the effect that the dissentient minority
of the people of Manitoba have a constitutional
right of appeal to the Governor General in Council
against certain Acts passed by the legislature of
the province of Manitoba in relation to the subject
of education, your Excellency heard in Council
the appeal, that your decision thereon has been
communicated to the legislature of the said pro-
vince, and that the papers on the subject will be
laid before us.
Now that is a very non-committal and purely
harmless sort of paragraph ; but while there
is very little said on that subject in the
speech made by His Excellency to Parlia-
ment, a great deal has been said on the plat-
form and in the press. The hon. Minister
of Justice came down to the province of
Nova Scotia and went into the county of
Antigonish, a county which is almost alto-
gether Catholic, where five-sixths of the
voters are Catholics, and he told the people
that this question of the Manitoba schools
was the great question for the electors. The
hon. Minister of Public Works, I under-
stand, went into the county of Verchéres
and talked very much in the same way.
Hon. gentlemen will see what the position
is with respect to this Manitoba school ques-
tion. I shall ask leave to read two or three
more extracts from this pamphlet ; and I



[APRIL 24, 1895] 53
shal
th: 1},?;“ read now from the judgment of |in the habit of doing their duty, and their
Orde v¥ Council, but shall read from the | followers as well as their opponents so rarely

T In Council. The order recites the

iilst,l}(:n’ Vf'hich. I need not refer to again;
ade ﬁre 1s this language used in the order
the deci{;' the Imperial Privy Council when

to them El of the law lords was submitted

thgrt?xtl c:::ainrez]c%mmeudations and directions
and carrieq intoe ﬁ~)e punctually ob'served, obeyed
Whereof the Gove ect n each and every particular,
Canada, for the t_emorb General of the Dominion of
whom it may cor:me eing and all other persons
and gou cern, are required to take notice

™ Bovern themselves accordingly.
beeé:f lsS %retty emphatic language. It has
Cl‘etiona; that the government had the dis-
a 10 act, or not to act, as they plea.sed.
w f&"zi to hon. gentlemen of this House,
ounci] ‘; J udlcu}l Committee of the Privy
the Caghy ad decided that certain rights of
with atholic miniority had been interfered
ot and that they had the right to appeal
Whetgppeal to the hon. members to say
endeder ‘when the Imperial Order in Council
governWlt,h that language it was open to the
e V%’lent here to fold their arms and
That ; e shall not do anything about it.”
- 15 the attitude of some hon. gentle-
who oppose the government, as

well as som W
e gentlem
government . men who support the

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Had

t! : . .
0}:§eznvy Council the right to pass the

OnH&n. Mr. POWER—Well, they decided
i e la.w., and that was their opinion.
right remedial order gives in detail the
it?r h:é)f Roman C?,t,holics which the minor-
Aota ot been deprived of by the Manitoba
9 o 1§90. _They are enumerated at page
We.re Y view is t}‘la.t the government here
I feeant In a position to act or not to act.
Whieh that In issuing the remedial order
Simel they did the government here were
mPX carrying out the decision of the
Wefenal Privy Council and doing what they
¢ a't?tgl‘dered to do by that decision ; and
work €y were practically doing the sort of
o a sheriff does when he serves a sum-
gives or any other writ. The court had
o D 1ts decision and the writ issued. I
uno? complain of the remedial Order in
mer(l:lcll. ) I th'ink that the government
on Y did their duty in this matter ; but
- 8entlemen, the government are so little

find them doing it, that most people were
more or less surprised that they had done
their duty. It is not a remarkable thing,
but the government being so unused to
doing their duty they thought that because
they had in this particular matter done
their duty for once, therefore, they were
entitled to the support of all parties, not in
this particular matter alone (I hope in this
particular matter they will have the support
of all parties) but in all matters. When they
went down to different constituencies in
this country, they thought the people of these
constituencies should forget all their short-
comings and manifold offences during the last
eighteen years and return their candidates
simply because they had in this particular
case dome their duty. Itis something the
same as though a man who was about dying
and who had led a particularly bad life, who
had been a drunkard, a thief and a liar and
had violated nine out of the ten command-
ments, should think he was entitled to a
high place in the next world because he had
not broken the tenth commandment. Now,
hon. gentlemen, the voters of Antigonish and
Vercheres did not look at the thing just in
that way. The electors of Antigonishthought
that the fiscal policy of the government
should be somwhat considered. The voters
of Antigonish knew that the government
profeszed to be the friends of the farmers,
they knew that the policy of this farmer-
loving government had depopulated their
county to the extent of one-tenth—that the
population had been reduced by one-tenth
between 1881 and 1891. It is not because the
people of that county are not given to marry-
ing and giving in marriage, but it is simply
because the peoplehavehad toleave thecounty
because under the beneficient policy of the
government they could not make a living in
that county—one of the bestagricultural con-
stituencies in the whole Dominion. The elec-
tors knew that the promises of 1878 had not
been redeemed. They knew that the emi-
gration had not been stopped. That was
one of the things which the former leader of
the Conservative party, Sir John A. Maec-
donald, declared that the new policy was to
do—that it was to put an end to the emi-
gration from Canada. The people of Antig-
onish knew that instead of an end being put
to that emigration, the emigration had

largely increased. Then thers had beer
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speeches made by former leaders of the gov-
ernment as well as by the departed premier
—the one last deceased—to the effect that
the public business of this country was to be
carried on in the most scrupulously honest
way. The electors of Antigonish felt that
those promises had not been redemed. They
were fairly familiar with what is known as
the McGreevy case. They were not aware
at that time that Mr. McGreevy was to sit
again in Parliament as a supporter of the
administration, but they knew the history of
what was known as his case. They knew of
what is commonly described as the Curran
Bridge case, knew something about what was
spoken of as the hard-pan claims in their
own province, and they had the fact that the
Minister of Justice who came down to ask
them to vote for the Conservative candidate
had, before coming down, reinstated in his
place an officer who had been dismissed by
the former representative of Antigonish for
gross misconduct—that is, the deputy war-
den of the penitentiary of British Columbia.
Under these circumstances, the administra-
tion of the present government was notsatis-
factory to the voters of Antigonish and they
decided to elect a man of their own choice, a
man who supported the reform party whose
general policy they preferred. The govern-
ment candidate professed to make the Mani-
toba school quéstion the sole issue. The
gentleman, they did elect is as good a friend
of the minority in Manitoba as the man who
was not elected, and if any measure to im-
prove the condition of the minority in Mani-
toba, is introduced, I have no doubt but that
the government will have the support of that
gentleman. Then when the electors exerci-
sed their undoubted right to elect a man of
their choice, what was the line taken by the
government press? I have said that the
government did their duty, and if they had
done this through a sense of duty, they
would have been entitled to a certain modi-
cum of credit. But, if we judge from the
language of the Montreal Gazette, which I
think is looked upon as being one of the
organs cf the government, the government
were not guided solely by a sense of duty.
What does the Gazette of Friday last say—
two days after the election ?

One inference drawn in some quarters is that
if the electors who spoke on Wednesday fairly
voiced the sentiment of the country, and they
spoke in three provinces, the government has not

only received no encouragement, to proceed with
remedial legislation but has actually been instruc-

ted that any measure towards that end will obtain
scant support. Under the circumstances the ques-
tion whether an appeal to the whole electorate
ought not to precede remedial legislation may fair-
ly be raised, if the Manitoba Government declines
to obey the suggestion and finding of the Judicial
Committee of the Privy Council.

And again :

The speech from the throne affords no clue to
the course the government may deem fit to pursue
in the event of the Manitoba authorities declining
to modify their school laws, but it would be foily
to shut our eyes to the fact that the result of the
bye-elections has somewhat altered the position of
the question.

Hon.SirMACKENZIEBOWELL—How
does that affect the position you take, that
the government is not honest ?

Hon. Mr. POWER—If the government
were actuated solely/by a sense of duty, the
fact that when they appealed to two or
three constituencies, those constituencies
had not returned members to support the
government would not affect their sub-
sequent action at all.

Hon.Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Itis
one of the deductions drawn from the result
of the elections by the editor of that paper,
that is all.

Hon. Mr. POWER—AsSs a rule, what one
sees in the Montreal Gazette is not likely to
be far away from what the government and
its supporters think. The government had
no choice in dealing with this Manitoba
school question. I may say that, up to
last Monday, it was not at all clear—Par-
liament had no inkling in fact—as to what
the government proposed to do. Their reme-
dial order was simply, as I said, the sort of
ministerial work, which is done by a sheriff.
I call the attention of the House to the fact,
that when challenged on the hustings in the
county of Antigonish to state what the
government would do if the legislature of
Manitoba refused to obey the’ remedial or-
der, the Minister of Justice did not venture
to say what their policy would be. That
being the case, it is clear that the govern-
ment candidate was in no sense entitled to
claim in a special way the support of the
Catholic electors. I am free toadmit that
the speech made by the hon. leader of
the government on Monday did put a some-
what different face upon the matter. What
he said is in the remembrance of hon.
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si:;:? bersz but T Just quote one expres-

clear Which seems’ to me to make fairly
what he and presumably the govern-

"ient propose to do :
It must
this § Prove to every reader of that debate,
in;:(;g‘POrtant f'a.cy that when the resolutions were
ation ‘,‘:ed admitting Manitoba into the confeder-
T htél was believed we were granting the same
anibo\a)gd privileges to the Roman Citholics of
in Quebecthat had been granted to the minority
tion te and to the minority in Ontario in rela-
at schools. It was for that reason, believing
did e : Were conceding to that province what the
then 4, dthen have, that I recorded my vote a.s{
when ti] 3 but T trust the day will mever arrive
violat, € party with which I am connected will
entereil_ Any agreement into which they have
The hon. gentleman recognized the Mani-
n l:' Act as an agreement. 1 hope that in
i: Ing this utterance, he was speaking in
as capacity as leader of the government and
merep!‘esentmg the sentiment of the govern-
o 0t T was a little surprised at the refer-
o ¢ made by the hon. the leader of the gov-
ocnm'ent to what had taken place on former
WCaswns. The hon. gentleman said that it
1 g?oa matter of satisfaction to know thatin
el and 1871, a Conservative government
thas In power in Manitoba ; and he intimated
at if a Conservative government were in

g:we!" there now, they would do justice to
€ minority,

Hon.8irM ACKENZIE BOW ELL~There

n -
ever would have been any occasion for such
action,

Hon, Mr. POWER—The hon. gentleman
Perhapg 18 right—perhaps he is not. He
referred, in his speech which I have just
g“Oted, to the difference between the opinions
si’:pressed by various members of the Oppo-
&nlon. T am not aware that there has been
. Y very great divergency in the opinions
Xpressed by the members of the Opposition,
tl‘:t if there has been, they are no worse
a0 the government, for the hon. gentle-
an’s own colleagues told totally different
Storles_m different parts of the country.
O%n in Antigonish and Verchéres the elec-

. TS were asked to support the government
andidate because the government proposed
Introduce remedial legislation. In the
county of Haldimand, however, it was re-
Presented that the remedial order was a
mere mechanical act on the part of the gov-
€rnment—ap act, as I said before, somewhat
Similar to that of a sheriff who served a

writ—and that it did not commit the
government to anything. The hon. gentle-
man took the ground that always and every-
where the Conservative party was the party
which had supported the rights of mino-
rities. Now the hon. gentleman’s memory
must be failing; because it is within the
knowledge of every hon. gentleman here that
duringthelast threeelectionsin the provinceof
Ontario the party with which the Dominion
Government is associated made their greatest
attack upon the local government on this
very question of separate schools, claiming
that the Liberal government were too friendly
to the separate school system. Not only
is that the case, but I happen to have under
my hand an extract from a platform adopted
by the Conservative party of the province of
Manitoba previous to the election of 1892,
This document was adopted at a convention
held inWinnipeg on the 30th of May, 1892.
The sixth article or plank of the platform
relates to schools and is as follows :

The Opposition hereby declare :

1. That they are in favour of one uniform system
of public schools for the province.

2. That they are ready and willin§l to loyally
carry out the present act should it be held by the
judicial committee of the Privy Council of Great
Britain, to be within the legislative power of the
province.

3. That in the event of such school act being held
by the judicial committee of the Privy Council of
Great Britain to be beyond the legislative power
of the province, they will endeavour to secure such
amendments to the ¢ British North America Act ”
-and the * Manitoba Act ” as will place educational
matters wholly within the legislative power of the
province of Manitoba, without appeal to the
governor in council or the Parliament of Canada.

Now in the face of these facts, I must
say I was surprised at the line taken
by the hon. the leader of this House, I
have always admired the boldness of our
opponents ; and I do not know that I have
ever seen a better example of that boldness
than is afforded in this case. As to what
the government ought to have done in this
matter I do not propose to say very much.
The hon. gentleman from Ottawa (Mr. Scott),
said that the government ought to have
disallowed the Acts passed by the legisla-
ture of Manitoba in 1890 ; and, under all
the circumstances, perhaps if I had been a
member of the government I should have
been in favour of that line of policy. At
the same time, I am not prepared to say
that the government were very much to
blame for the line which they did take

The resolution introduced by the Hon. Mr.
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Blake in the other House of Parliament,
which was afterwards crystallized into a
statute, was, on the whole, a wise and
judicious one. When questions come up
which are calculated to excite strong feeling,
like questions of race and religion, it is well
to have an impartial tribunal to deal with
them, and I am not prepared to say that
Mr. Blake made a mistake in that instance.
I think, however, that the event has shown
that it would have been the wisest plan to
have disallowed these Acts at first, because
a great deal of difficulty would have been
avoided. Tt is a very hard thing now to go
back to the position in which things were in
1890. Withrespect to thefuture, I hope that
the province of Manitoba will itself settle
this difficulty. That province was the cause
of the difficulty, and I think it should settle
it. There is this further advantage to urge
on behalf of such a course (among others)
that any statute passed by the province
could at a later date be amended if necessary,
while it is questionable whether we could
amend the [Dominion legislation. 1 think
we could, but the remedial order expresses
a doubt, and it is better that there should
not be any doubt on a question of that kind.
I am glad to be able to gather, from the
observations of a member of the government
in the other House of Parliament, that the
government would not insist upon the
absolute re-enactment of the Act of 1881.
That is the Act which I believe was repeal.
ed by the Act of 1890, and in it were em-
bodied and consolidated the previous pro
vincial Acts relating to education. In other
provinces of the Dominion it has been found
practicable to combine efficiency in secular
teaching with a certain amount of religious
training ; and I feel that there ought to be
statesmanship enough in the province of
Manitoba to be able to bring about that
state of affairs there also. I do not feel that
T am authorized to speak for the opposition,
but I am not going too far when I say the
government may feel assured that if action
on their part becomes necessary through the
inaction of Manitoba, there will be no
attempt on the part of the opposition to
embarrass them any more than there was on
the question of the Jesuits’ Estates Act.
The hon. the leader of the opposition stated
months ago that he did not propose to make
use of the Manitoba school question as a
means of getting into power, and I do not
think that he has changed his views upon
that subjeot.

To my surprise I find a paragraph in his
Excellency’s speech referring to the existence
of a depression in trade in Canada. Now I
did not think that we were ever to have any-
think of that sort in Canada again. We were
told that one of the main objects of the Na-
tional Policy was to render Canada proof
againsg all these attacks of depression in
trade. This paragraph mentions the fact
that this depression is world wide. Well,
there was world wide depression in 1877-78,
but I remember that the hon. gentlemen
and their friends did not say that that was
any excuse for depression in Canada then.
They blamed the government of the country
for it. They held that the government of
the country should make the country prosper-
ous by legislation ; and we remember the con-
temptuous way in which the government of
that day, who did not pretend that they
could control this world wide depression and
keep it out of Canada, were spoken of as
“flies on the wheel.” Now those gentlemen,
who ridiculed the government of that day as
flies on the wheel, have come down to Par-
liament and admitted that, after all, they
are only flies on the wheel themselves. I am
not going into this trade question particular-
ly, but there are two or three points about
it which suggest themselves to one. The
government try to pose as friends of the
farmers. It is a curious thing that, after
seventeen years of this policy of the farmers’
friends, there are according to the census
about 7,000 farmers less in the country
than there were in 1881. The government
may be fostering national industry, but they
are certainly not fostering the national farm-
ers. The hon. the leader of the government, to
my surprise, claimed for the National Policy
our increased export of cheese and butter.
The hon. gentleman did not show, and no hon.
gentleman can show, how the National
Policy, which makes the principal necessaries
of life dearer to the farmer, to the people
who raise butter and cheese, helps them to
increase their export of these articles. The
letting of Australian butter into British
Coluinbia and other parts of the country is
not calculated to increase the market of the
farmers. Then this paragraph of the speech,
in a lame sort of a way, tries to find reasons
for the deficit which they have to admit, a
very large deficit, and they say that it is
due to a certain extent to reduction of tax-
ation. Now, inasmuch as a careful investi-
gation shows that the total reduction of
taxation amounts, on the business of the
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%:sit; ﬁscs.;,l Year, to one-tenth of one per cent,
as n?):lﬁe clear the reduf:tion of ta,xa.tion
of th ad much to do with the reduction
whick, hroa!venue. If there was one thing
were | on. ggn‘tlemen opposite, when they
they }1: %pposmor_l, and for many years after
talbin ad come into power, were fond of
the Mg aboui';, it was the deficits under
on. o ackenzie administration, and now,
e -tael}ﬁlemen have got to come to Parlia-

Ot with a deficit for the present year,

(‘;!}ilc}l is as large as all the Mackenzie
eficits taken together.

Hon. Mr, KAULBACH—O, no.

o Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentleman
Y 8ay no, but there are the figures. The
bzbtlnt 1s over five millions, and it will pro-
The be six millions by the first of July.
lene only remedy suggested by His Excel-
tle CY's speech is economy. Now, hon. gen-
l‘esmen’ the intentionsof the government, with
u pect to economy may be very good, but
faglto the present time, their execution has
- en short of their intentions. The gov-
: Lment have been economical now for more
an a year. I think the Finance Minister
a5t year spoke of the necessity of economy,
e(':lt they are still spending, in spite of their
onomy, about twelve million dollars a year
ore tha:n their predecessors did. Mr.
ackenzie’s administration spent in their
most extravagant year a trifle over 824,000,-
o and the present administration have
S%‘?_nt somewhere in the neighbourhood of
wﬂ'laOO0,000 during the: past year ; and it
be remembered that in those days my

on. friend from Quinté and other hon.
%ventlemen who thought that $24,000,000
thas a great deal too much to spend, and
. at the business of the country could be
tﬁnducted on about $22,000,000 ; and how
ese hon, gentlemen can now defend their
SxPenditure of $37,000,000 or $38,000,000,
at,tlle they are labouring under the present
. :;'Ck of economy, is something one cannot
t“ erstand.  Although this is not perhaps
© time to discuss the expenditure of the
Country, I cannot forbear to call attention
- 3 scheme, illustrative of this proposed
t°n0my, which has recently come to light.
s as been stated in the newspapers, and I
mmk there is good foundation for the state-
a ent that the government propose to make
. grant to the Hudson Bay Railway Co. of
Omething like two and a half million dol-

lars, which would involve a permanent
charge of about $100,000 a year, which is a
great deal more than would be made up by
many small economies ; and the government
propose to do this in the face of the fact
that, in as far as evidence taken with re-
spect to that Hudson Bay route is concern-
ed, the weight of that evidence is altogether
against the practicability of the Hudson Bay
route as a means of getting out the harvests
of the North-west.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—1It is not the Hud-
son Bay Railway. It is a colonization road.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Well, it is called in
the newspapers the Hudson Bay Railway.
The government, the other day, were think-
ing of having a general election, and it was
hinted that they were not quite as popular
in the North-west as they had been, and it
was supposed that the people of the North-
west were in favour of this wild scheme of
a railway to Hudson Bay; and the govern-
ment, therefore, proposed to spend the two
and a half million dollars with a view of
economically securing the votes of the peo-
ple of the North-west.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—The hon. gentleman
does not want the government to suspend
those works in progress in Halifax, because
we want them very much.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I forbear to make
any observation on the interruption of my
hon. colleague. I shall only say that T do
not think logic is the hon. gentleman’s forte,
and shall let it go at that. I was rather
surprised that the premier, who usually
appears disposed to receive courteously the
suggestions of the opposition, did not show
the gratitude he might have done for the
suggestion made by the hon. leader of the
opposition, that he should reduce the duties
upon certain staple articles with a view of
increasing the revenue. The hon. leader of
the government actually did not seem to
understand the argument of the hon. gentle-
man from Ottawa. The tariff of the present
government is avowedly a protective tariff.
If a protective tariff is successful, it shuts
out importations, it prevents importation.
That is what it is intended for, to exclude
foreign products ; and if it excludes foreign
products, we get no revenue. If there are

no products coming in to pay a duty, it
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is perfectly clear we do not get any duty.
If you reduce the protective tariff so that
the goods can be imported, then there is a
chance to get revenue ; and anything clearer
than that cannot be well imagined. If you
have a revenue tariff, a tariff fixed at a
pretty low figure, which does not shut out
importations and is not protective, a slight
increase in that tariff will give you an in-
creased revenue, because our people have to
get goods from the outside world.

His Excellency refers to his travels during
the recess of Parliament ; and as to that
paragraph of the speech I wish simply to
remark that His Excellency and his countess
made a most favourable impression on the
people of Nova Scotia wherever they went.
I hope that this feeling is mutual. I hope
that His Excellency and the Countess of
Aberdeen have been favourably impressed
by Nova Scotia and its people.

There is another important paragraph in
the address,and when I have done with that
Ishall resume my seat—that is the paragraph
with respect to the admission of Newfound-
land. This paragraph says :

We receive with a deep sense of their impor-
tance Your Excellency’s statements that the Gov-
ernment of Newfoundland having intimated its
desire to renew negotiations looking to the admis-
sion of that colony into the Dominion of Canada, a
sub-committee of Your Excellency’s advisers have
recently met in conference a delegation from the
Island Government and discusset% with them the
terms of union, and that it will be a subject of
general congratulation if the negotiations now
pending result in the incorporation of Her
Majesty’s oldest colonial possession into the
Canadian Confederation.

It would be a benefit to the province from
which I come if Newfoundland entered the
union. It would probably be of some bene-
fit also to other portions of the Dominion ;
but the action of Parliament on the question
of the admission of that island should de-
pend on the terms agreed upon. There is
such a thing as buying even Newfoundland
at too high a price. We should not purchase
a quarrel. Canada should insist that the
question of the French shore should be set-
tled in a satisfactory way before Newfound-
land comes into the union. We all know
that England finds that question troublesome
and England would be only too happy to get
rid of the trouble and hand it over to Can-
ada to be dealt with. We have trouble
enough of our own of various kinds, and we
should not consent to take Newfoundland
in until this question has been finally settled

in a satisfactory way. Thereis another im-
portant point with respect to the proposed
admission of Newfoundland. Whatever
terms are agreed upon between the present
government of Newfoundland and the gov-
ernment and Parliament of Canada, should
be submitted to the popular vote in New-
foundland. The present representatives of
that island were not elected with reference
to the question of union at all. That ques-
tion was not in issue in any sense. The
present representatives of the constitu-
encies of Newfoundland have no mandate
whatever to hand over their island toCanada,
and Canada should not be a party to any
such transaction as that would be. I never
supposed that anything of the kind was pro-
bable ; but I have noticed in the papers
since the visit of the delegates to Ottawa,
statements that it was not intended to take
the sense of the voters of Newfoundland on
this question. I hope Canada will not be a
party to what all fair minded men must re-
gard as a gross outrage on popular rights. If
sound principle and a feeling of fair play to
the voters of Newfoundland do not prevent
the Parliament of Canada from agreeing to
the union without a vote of the island elec-
tors being first taken on the question, surely
the experience which Canada had of Nova
Scotia in the early days of confederation
should prevent us from having a second edi-
tion of Nova Scotia. We can afford to wait
until Newfoundland is ready to come in,
until her people are satisfied to come in. The
day will come when the majority will be satis-
tied to come in, if they are not satisfied now,
and we can wait. Some hon. gentleman spoke
of Newfoundland as being the key of the
confederation, and he seemed to think that
was a very strong reason why we should
grant almost any terms for her admission to
the union ; but while the key of confedera-
tion is in the hands of the mother country, I
think we can rest easy.

With respect to the measures which are
proposed to be introduced, there is only one
to which I wish to refer, and that is an
insolvency law. Hon. gentlemen know that
a good deal of time was devoted last year
to the consideration of a measure respecting
insolvency, and that when that measure had
reached its final form, there was still a good
deal of difference of opinion amongst hon.
members with respect to its merits. That
measure was asked for chiefly by the boards
of trade and the banks of Ontario and
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Q“eite)ec- The representatives of those
on S stated before the committee of ‘the
ince:‘;}:’hat if they had in the other prov-
in Onta.e' same sort of legislation that exists
for th o or Quebec, they .would not ask
gatic 18 Insolvency law. Since the proro-
of Nn of Pa,rhal_nent last year the province
; dent?w Brunswick has passed an Act almost
e ical with that of Ontario. A similar
asure was introduced in the legislature of
mg::bScotla. last session and was defeated
laie Yy chaqce than otherwise in the legis-
the se council during the closing hours of
measessmn: I have no doubt, but that the
of thm‘le will bfa passed at the next session
seeme ocal legislature ; and there does not
dunt to be any reason to devote our energies
tha.tng the warm weather to going all over
that 'Inatf/er again. There are other things
said might refer to but I think I have
- enough already. Ican only say, with
cel)pect l,zo tlie closing paragraph of His Ex-
tiv ency’s speech, that the Queen’srepresenta-
¢ may feel sure that the members of the
OPposition will bring to the deliberations of
g:l‘hament at least as strong alove for their
thu;ltry’. anq just as earnest a desire to do
at which is best for the country as the
Supporters of the administration.

. Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—1I do
. l(l)t Intend to refer to all the paragraphs in
e address, but I wish to say a few words
o0 two or three of the subjets dealt with by
1s Excellency. Although it has been cus-
mary for the leader of the House and the
eader of the opposition to monopolize the
eXpression of their approval of the speeches
elivered by the mover and the seconder of
e address yet, on this occasion, I wish to
part from that custom, and express my
Mmiration for the speech of the hon. gentle-
Wen from Pictou, which was couched in the
303'3 perfect and appropriate language, and
thso the pleasure with which I listened to
@ speech of the hon. gentleman from Prince
wh?vard Island. In addition to the eloquence
of ich they displayed, there is another phase
their speeches to which I wish to call
attention. The speech from the throne gene-
t‘a.l_ly concludes with an invocation for divine
8uidance in the proceedings of Parliament,
:nd very often that paragraph is passed
OVer lightly by movers and seconders ; but
ruf this oceasion both of these hon. gentlemen
> el:red to that paragraph in the most reve-
rential and solemn manner. In days such

as we live in, it is gratifying to find some
who have convictions and who have the
courage of their convictions. I do not intend
to follow every paragraph of the speech of
His Excellency. On the trade question I
will simply place one or two ‘economical
facts before the hon. the leader of the
opposition who has made extraordinary
statements on the subject. It is well
known that food and products of all
kinds have not been so cheap for the last
forty years in Canada, the United States
and England as during the last year. It is
also known that there are more hungry,idle,
unemployed people in these countries at
present than there have been for years.
What benefit is it to the farm labourer in
England if foreign and colonial wheat,
beef, cheese and butter are cheap if he
cannot earn a day’s wages ! What benefit is
it to the Manchester cotton spinner and
weaver if imported American cottons are
cheap if his own factory gives him work
and wages for three days only out of six ?
What benefit is it to the iron workers of
Sheffield, Newecastle, Birmingham, and
Glasgow if foreign iron is cheap if they are
working on half time? The hon. gentleman
from Ottawa says: lower the duty and you
will increase the revenue, but he failed to
show how that could be done. England is
held up by that gentleman and others as
having the model financial and commercial
system of the world. Does she lower her
taxation when increased revenue is required ?
Just the contrary: she at once raises her
income tax—and this very year it is higher
than it has been, excepting when war was
going one. Any one who tries to show that
the policy pursued there could be adopted
here, is very much at fault in his political
economy. The conditions of the two coun-
tries are entirely different. England has a
large accumulation of wealth, with abun-
dance of cheap labour, cheap coal and iron,
and large fleets of ships on every sea carrying
her products hither and thither. This
country is young, comparatively without
capital, labour is dearer, coal and iron are
dearer—there can be no comparison between
the two countries. The hon. gentleman
from Shell River in his efforts in behalf of
free trade, has made a very strong case
for the National Policy. He has shown
that one hundred millions of dollars annually
are paid out in wages by manufacturers. Is

not that large sum, spent amongst the
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labouring population of this country, a great
boon to them? Were it not for the moderate
protection afforded the industries of this
country, that large sum now expended for
wages would be paid in other countries
manufacturing for our wants, and not paid
in Canada. The hon. gentleman has also
shown the enormous volume of annual pro-
duction of commodities, over $400,000,000.
Just think of the wealth and consuming
power of this country to be able to absorb
such an immense value in addition to our
annual importation of about $120,000,000 ?
Then, again, look at the large amount of
wealth kept in the country by reason of this
home production. One can readily
understand why a decline may take
place in our imports and revenue, when
we have so large a quantity of home
production to supply our wants. As a
matter of course, the more we supply our
home market with our own manufactures
the less we require to import, and the less
will be the revenue from importations. So
that before very long other sources of
revenue may have to be looked for.

With regard to the Manitoba school ques-
tion, I am fully convinced that an injustice
has been done the minority which should be
and I hope will be rectified. A prescribed
right exercised for twenty years has been
ruthlessly taken away from the minority,
an act not to the credit of the Grit govern-
ment of Manitoba. My voice and my vote
will go for justice to the minority.

I have to express on behalf of the people
of British Columbia the great pleasure we
had in the visit of the Governor General and
Her Excellency the Countess of Aberdeen
last winter. Everywhere they met with a
most enthusiastic and loyal reception, and
they endeared themselves to all with whom
they came in contact. During the whole of
their stay at Victoria they worked incessantly
attending meetings of school children, cha-
ritable and other institutions, speaking
kind, useful and encouraging words where-
ever they went. We earnestly hope Their
Excellencies will repeat their visit. I now
pass to a darkerside of the picture. Few,if
any public men have died in Canada whose
loss has been so much felt and lamented as
that of Sir John Thompson. Those who came
in contact with him could not help being
impressed with his fairness, his high sense of
justice, and integrity, Modest in his demean-
our, he was always courteous, civil, and

kind. T often noticed, that although leader of
the House of Commons, he very seldom spoke,
and never sought to impress his own superi-
ority ; but when he did speak, his words
carried with them quasi-judicial weight,
which gained the respect and confidence of
his political opponents, as well as of his own
friends. The hon. gentleman from Ottawa
has expressed his condolence in very consi-
derate and appropriate language. Advancing
from a humble position in life, by his indo-
mitable perseverance to the high and honour-
ed position he occupied in the councils of the
country, and in the hearts of the people, the
life, and progress of Sir John Thompson may
well be emulated by the young men of this
Dominion. Great and small, rich and poor,
however, must die, and leave this sphere of
action, and many would wish to end their
days amidst surroundings of their own selec-
tion ; but the highest ambition of the depar-
ted premier never anticipated such royal sur-
roundings as he had—romantic and tragic
in the highest degree, surrounded by the
noble of the land. The heart of the British
nation, and the sovereign head of that great
nation were with him in that last hour.
Our gracious Queen marked her esteem
and tender sympathy by her attention to
the dead premier’s family, and by the honours
paid to his mortal remains—all of which is
a source of pride and satisfaction to this
country, as well as to his family and rela-
tions. But we must not dwell too much on
such sad events in public life. The world
must move, the work of this country must
go on, and in our sorrow we may congratu-
late ourselves that men can be found quali-
fied to take the places of those who have
gone. In Sir John Thompson’s successor
to the premiership, Sir Mackenzie Bowell,
we have a man who will fill the office with
assiduity, integrity and ability. I cordially
join the mover and seconder, and this House,
in giving him our hearty congratulations
for the title conferred on him by our gracious
Queen, and will add, as others have done,
long may he live to enjoy his title, and long
may he as premier continue to lead his party,
and this House on to victory.

The remarks of my hon. colleague from
Victoria about representation in the
Cabinet are perfectly correct as far as the
opinions of the people of British Columbia
are concerned. They believe they have not
been treated with the consideration and
justice which their position commercially and
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ﬁr‘lra'enm?'lly gave them the right to expect.
“nior 8ince British Columbia came into the
Liben they have sent supporters of the
2eral-Conservative party to Ottawa. As
o 18 18 manifestly a party and government
alrness, I feel sure that this matter has
. eh an oversight, and that justice will
Peedily be done the province that I have
e honour to represent.

w Ifion. Mr. KAULBACH—I generally like
0 follow my hon. friend from Halifax. = His
Views t}nd mine are so opposite to each other
and his “opinions are so heterodox, in my
(I)Pmlon, on public matters and policy, that
_generally find a great deal to say when he
glves me material for thought and speech,
liltlt?l on this occasion he has left me very
th e. I _ha.ve listened to his comments upon
'® question before us and I am certainly
Wlth.hlm on everything he said about the
anitoba school question. The action of

€ government is simply sustaining what
many of us last session considered were the
Nghts of Manitoba, of which they had been
unjustly deprived, and therefore we should
give them redress. That came up before us
!N a resolution by my hon. friend from St.
niface, in which I took the same position
2 the government has now taken, and which
the judicial committee of the Privy Council
ave determined are their rights; so I may
3t a future stage of my remarks comment
more fully upon that, but for the present I
Mmay say I am fully in accord with my hon.
friend.” The government have done nothing
Iore than they should have done, nothing
more than they were justified in doing, noth-
Ingmore than they were compelled todo under
e decision of the Privy Council. No man
oubts or denies that the Manitoba Act of
1890 deprived the Roman Catholics of their
Constitutional rights, and the order of the
overnor in Council, following the decision
Of_the Judicial Committee, directs restor-
ation of those rights, and we here have
eard the declaration which our premier
Plainly expressed, that if the Manitoba Gov-
°rnment does not provide remedial legis-
ation, the Dominion Government will do so.
@ remedial order was passed exactly after
and in accordance with the decision of the
1)l'l\'yCouncil, that the separate school system
of 1870 should be restored and that Roman
Catholics should not be obliged to contri-
b‘fte to any other schools. My hon.
friend from Halifax dealt with the trade

question and commenced by questioning
the policy of the government with regard
to the French treaty. That question was
before us last session and fully dis-
cussed and the merits and demerits of it
laid before us by my hon. friend, as well as
by the persons who supported the govern-
ment on that treaty motion ; therefore, I
have little to say upon it. My hon.
friend says it is free trade. Well, that is
part of our policy in regard to extending
our trade with other countries. Itis simply
more reciprocity, and, instead of being an
injury to us, we consider it a great benefit to
us in many of our fisheries, the lobster fishery
particularly, and the lumber trade, two im-
portant industries in this country. There
are the cheese industry and others, and I
believe if that treaty is completed and acted
upon it must redound to the benefit of
Canada. And the Governor General’s
speech informs us that satisfactory assur-
ance has been received from Her Majesty’s
Government respecting the interpretation of
certain clauses in the treaty, which requires
legislation. Then my hon. friend talked about
Australia, the money expended on a
steamship subsidy, and the small exports
sent out of this country, and he says that
all that we could expect of it was to bring
the products of Australia into competition
with the products of Canada. I do not
view the matter in that light. I believe
that the duty of 30 per cent upon mutton
and such products amply protects us against
any importation of meat products from
Australia. But my hon. friend might like
to have the addition of the American mar-
ket, which he always did enjoy—that is, the
Oregon and  Washington  territories.
The meat generally came from there, and
I think that if we can by any legislation
open a trade for our fellow colonies and
bring the meat into British Columbia
it would be far preferable to having a treaty
with a foreign country. And that was one
of the great troubles with British Colum-
bia. They could not get the meats; and
we had to go across the border.

Hon. Mr. MCINNES (B.C.)—Since they
began to import meat from Australia it has
completely destroyed the importation of
cattle from the North-west Territories into
British Columbia.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I did not know
that many went across there, and I know
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the complaint was that they could not get
their meats from the North-west Territories,
they had toimport from Oregon, and there
was a large amount of revenue raised by
importing them from Oregon territory.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—My hon.
friend on my left has been a large exporter
of butter for years, and when the Australian
butter came in he had toabandon it.

Hon.Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Ac-
cording to my hon. friend’s views we should
increase the duty to meet that case. If my
hon. friend will refer to the Trade and Navi-
gation Returns, he will find that the meat
which went to Australia the year before last
was over half a million from Washington
Territory alone, and the reason was the
duty on the live meat was only 20 per cent
ad valorem, while the duty was 3 cents a
pound on the dead meat. This is really an
admirable illustration of the theories and
doctrines of the hon. gentleman. Thirty
per cent is not enough to protect the people
of British Columbia, and if it is not enough,
I should be glad, as a high protectionist, to
double it.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I was mere-
ly correcting the statements that the hon.
gentleman from Lunenburg was making, but
since the hon. gentleman has mentioned it, I
will inform him that it was owing solely to
the scheduling of American cattle which
came in there that the importation of Am-
erican cattle into the Pacific province has
dropped off. Before that they were allowed
togoin there as freely as from one province to
another, but some years ago, I believe, at the
instigation of the stock raisers in British
Columbia and the North-west Territories,
they were placed on the same schedule as
here, and were required to remain three
weeks in quarantine, and we cannot import
any live stock.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
That is from the United States and not
from the North-west. Cattle have not been
admitted into this country free for a great
many years.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I do not
mean free, but they have to remain in quar-
antine three weeks.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—Ninety days.

Hon. Mr.McINNES (B.C.)—That is three

months.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—And that regula-
tion is only laid aside for the purpose of pro-
viding beef for British Columbia merely in
case of an emergency.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH I do not think
my hon. friend has found after all that any
statement of mine is incorrect. I must thank
the hon. leader of the House for so clearly
stating facts which are within his own
knowledge, but which at the moment I could
not be expected to be prepared to present to
this House. He has clearly illustrated the
advantages which are gained by this trade
being diverted from Washington and Oregon
to Australia, but that is only one side of the
question. We expect to enlarge our trade
with Australia in the near future. Many of
our manufacturingestablishments have taken
hold there already and have agents there,
and the reports coming from those colonies
as to the expansion of the trade are of the
most encouraging character. Many of our
manufacturing industries, which are despised
so much by my hon. friend and which the
policy of his party is so inimical to, are find-
ing a market for their surplus products in
the Australian colonies and that market is
certain to be iargely increased. If my hon.
friend had any desire to promote the pro-
gress of this country, if he .wished to see it
expanding its border and its trade, he would
not have made the objection to which we
have listened in regard to the advantages to
be derived*from the extension of our trade
with Australia, from which British Colum-
bia does now obtain direct, not only mut-
ton, but all the products of a tropical
climate. Now, as regards the statements
made by my hon. friend on the subject
of the election in Antigonish, I am not
going into that matter. It is enough for me
to know that one of my hon. friends here
was present in the constituency, one
of the Ministers who sits opposite to
me, and he knows very well what influ-
ences were brought to bear. The Senator
from Halifax, (Hon. Mr. Power) is drawing
largely upon his imagination with regard to
the influences at work in that constituency.
It is one which we ourselves scarcely ex-
pected to gain, for it has always been a
stronghold of the Liberal party. It was
only the wonderful magnetism, the wonder-
ful power and personal influence that Sir
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e;):}l:leghompson possessed, which ever

simp] us to win an election there. It has
tion ay gone back again to its normal condi-
oo tn L do not therefore consider it as a
e 0 the. government. My hon. friend
. Ver claims that that is a great victory.
Grit,mfn?unt of bombast indulged in by our
serve riends over this one election only
the i to remind the public how rarely
s oynl ave a chance for such rejoicing. It
Parl; Y one case out of many. Since this
numl{:ment came into existence look at the
thinke; of constituencies we have won. I
gove 4 by-elections have been won by the
Fov ™ment as compared with 15 which
€ been gained by the opposition, and the
government has a vote of 28 more than it
mentat the commencement of this Parlia-
whish I might refer to the state of affairs
v Ch existed, in contradistinction to this,
en the Liberal party was in power.
st:nng the little time that they lived, death
! red them in the face. They were para-
Ojf’ged from the beginning of their term of
l?e- They spring into power upon a
Policy which the country could not sustain,
an. If T mistake not they lost 24 seats
. uring the four or five yearsthat they were
}F Power,only gaining two during that time.
ir: influence was waning from the
Tst, and no one seemed to have sense
€nough to prescribe the proper medicine
Which the country required to invigorate it
‘i‘tnd bring it back to a condition of prosper-
y- ey would not take the advice of the
"lle{llbers of the opposition who told them
Plainly enough that their policy was working
estruction to the country, that they must
endeavour by some means to protect them-
selves against the inroads of foreign
:Oufltmes, but they were so stubborn in
heir policy that it was impossible to do
zl;'ythmg with them. They talked about
thmg “flies on the wheel,” and claimed
at no fiscal policy could restore us to a
;t‘“'e of prosperity. ~Year after year went
¥, leaving them in a worse condition—they
Were running into debt and finally they
Were forced to make an effort to remedy the
State of affairs by increasing the taxation.
They did not attempt to protect any parti-
Cular industry, but they raised the duty all
around ruthlessly, recklessly without regard to
any particular industry. They clapped on an
ditional duty of 24 per cent, and the re-
sult wag simply to give them a larger de-
ficit, and finally they went out of power in

a most inglorious manner after having heap-
ed up an additional debt of $40,000,000.
That was the character of their government,
and I may add that that was the end of
them. They left the country in an almost
deplorable condition. The only institutions
which prospered under their rule were the
notable soup-kitchens for the relief of

the poor. It was at that time that
the exodus from the country com-
menced ; it was then that the flood

gates were opened. My hon. friend says
now that the people have gone from
Antigonish to the United States as a result
of the National Policy. It is impossible
that the population could have been decim-
ated in that way, but the fact is that the
people commenced going tothe United States
before the National Policy wasintroduced,and
when they had settled there they drew their
friends and relatives to them, and it has
taken and will take a long time to counteract
the disastrous effects of Liberal rule. The
Mackenzie government said it could do
nothing to protect Canadian industries or
alleviate the existing distress, but it ruth-
lessly, without regard to consequences, other
than to raise money to support a moribund
semi-defunct government, added to the
then burden and distress of the people by
an additional tax of 2} per cent, and with
all that additional money forced from the
people, deficits continued to increase. When
they were hurled from power they left
nothing but a depressed country and crippled
industries, with a legacy of $40,000,000 of
debt, for which their successors, our Liberal-
Conservative Government, had to provide
and Canada was to pay. But what do
we find now? TUnder the National Policy
the people are leaving the United States,
are flocking back into Canada, both to
the province of Quebec and to the North-
west, taking up our land and seeking a live-
lihood in other ways. I therefore claim that
it is not the National Policy which is re-
sponsible for any exodus. I thank God that
we have the National Policy. If it had not
been for that where would we have been
to-day when we look around us and see the
world-wide depression which exists every-
where? = My hon. friend from Halifax
quotes a remark in the speech from the
throneabout the depression in Canada, but he
did not read the remainder of the sentence
which says: that the depression hasmadeitself
felt in Canada, “but fortunately to a less



64

[SENATE)

degree than in most other countries.” If it l per cent—I believe, about $50,000,000. It

were not for the fiscal policy which we have
adopted in this country we might expect the
same results which exist everywhere else.
Our production is as great as ever, our ac-
cumulation of wealth is as great as ever.
The trouble is to be found in the foreign
markets ; they cannot buy our products, and
the cause of the failure of our trade is to be
found in the inability of our foreign custom-
ers to purchase as formerly. We cannot
regulate the prices which prevail in outside
markets. They are resting under a depres-
sion, and they cannot buy as much of our
goods. The same cause operates to produce
a depreciation in the value of the goods. It
is, therefore, not the policy of the govern-
ment which is at fault. I claim that our in-
dustries are just as vigorous and as strong as
ever they were. We produce as much as we
ever did, but it is simply because we could
not find a market except at depreciated
prices. No wonder there is a deficit. We
have exchanged our specific duties for ad
valorem duties, and in this way we have re-
duced the volume of our taxation about
$5,000,000 owing to the falling off in the
values of the commodities coming in. Is it
a wonderful thing that we should find a
deficit correspending very closely to the
reduction in our tariff?

Then my hon. friend from Halifax spoke of
the economy practised by his government
when it was in power, and contrasted it with
the expenditure of the present administration.
He claimed that the Liberals only spent $24,-
000,000 a year, while we spent $37,000,000.
My hon. friend is not here, but I should
like to ask him to what particular expendi-
ture he objects. Isit that relating to the
extension of railways, to the extension of
the postal system, or to the internal develop-
ment of the country that we find going on
everywhere ¢ Can he point to a single item
of our expenditure and say that it is not in
the interests of the country? I wish to note
here that year after year, with a few excep-
tions, we have had a large surplus out of
which we have contributed largely to the
consolidated revenue fund—some $15,000,-
000, I believe, and now that a state of
things has come about for which we are not
responsible, we should not feel alarmed be-
cause there is going to be a small deficit. I
believe our deficit is about 24 per cent.
England’s, T believe, is about 10 per cent,
and that of the United States is about 11

is all owing, in their case, to tinkering with
the tariff, and the uncertainty which sur-
rounds commercial legislationin that country.
I hope the government, under present cir-
cumstances, will not undertake any revision
of the tariff, for I believe the uncertainty
which arose last year and the year before
did mischief, and had a tendency to pre-
vent the revenue reaching as large an
amount as it otherwise would have done.
People sometimes magnify the dangers
which attend a change in the rate of duty,
and imagine that the effect upon their par-
ticular branch of industry will be greater
than is really the case, and they delay the
making of contracts until such time as the
fiscal policy shall have been determined for
the year. I therefore think that if the govern-
ment would announce that they have no in-
tention of touching the tariff this session, it
would have a beneficial effect. The present
depression I believe is not a permanent one,
and in my opinion the revenue will shortly
be as large as heretofore. I really think the
government would be justified in doing at
this juncture what Sir Richard Cartwright
did when he was Minister of Finance, that
is to say, take a little off the surplus which
we have accumulated in past years—borrow
a little of it, so to speak, to tide us over
present conditions. That, at all events,
would be very much better than interfering
with the tariff. Itis a matter of history
that Sir Richard Cartwright took the money
out of the consolidated fund—which, by the
way, he did not increase—and used it to
meet the public debt of Canada.

My hon. friend spoke of the admission of
Newfoundland into the union. I am in
favour of Newfoundland joining the confede-
ration, because I belive it will be to the
mutual advantage of the island and of the
Dominion. I know it will be of incalculable
value to this country, apart altogether from
the terms that may have been demanded
and conceded. If the people of Newfound-
land have time given them to impartially
consider the subject, they must see that their
interests are bound up with ours in every
way, and they should take advantage of this
favourable occasion to come into the union.
We should not. take advantage of their em-
barrassed position to impose hard terms upon
them, but should be ready to give them even
more than we might consider their right.
We should be magnanimous in dealing with



[APRIL 24, 1895)

65

N
ta;:’f:(l:ndland, and it will be to our advan-
into ghe use every effort to bring the island
& e, b;mlon now. With Newfoundland
ave r of the confederation, we should
tl’eatieso I{lore trouble with Bond-Blaine
gonere, | f we do not treat Newfoundland
Ously now, the island government will
yoljl‘;(l)t? Justified ip saying “ what right have
endeavéltgrfere with the treaties that weare
onr o uring to make for the promotion of
va,nt-no prosperity ” It will be of great
of the :]be_tp our ﬁshprmen, and the farmers
cwts a(ti’ltlme provinces especially, to have
o 1110!} land added to the. confederation.
value ol(;e us sea-coast fisheries of enormous
o e;i and many other advantages to which

€ed not at present allude.

ali ;«grge with the hon. gentleman from
necl 3x In what he says in regard to the
to 1 ency Act. I was not very favourable
S measure last year. Theprovinceof New
with :chk .ha.s. prov1deq all that is necessary
ovn Se w_mdl.ng up of insolvent estates, and
. cotia w1l} probably soon do the same.
P in Inercantile communities there is a dif-
o~ ce of opinion as to whether a bankruptey
ot wo(lll]('l be advantageous to Canada or
n t.’ilanf if the measure can be held over
calt alter the next elec.tlou it can then be
pes lWxt;h by men coming fresh from the
exisﬂ e. At the present time when depression
the I; everywhereaboutus and in Europe and
sk m}ted States, it would be unwise to place
coth & law on our statute-books, apart alto-
§m erfrom the effect of bringing up such an
ye;):rtant measure at a late season of the
Prot’ when it would inevitably involve a
o racted debate and a long session. I
meu:"behow dlvgrse were the views of the
an I rs of this chamber on the subject of
oo nsolvent Act last session, and how
imse the votes were on some clauses of vital
b SOI‘tance to the principle of the bill. On
mzum‘%'hole, it is Tbetter to let the
ened r stand for another year. I list-
. with very great pleasure to the
Peeches of the mover and the seconder of
r: 3:(%91'«388. The speech of the hon. member
o (1111l flctou was characterized by fine diction
whi }(l)ty sentiments, expressed in language
avc I, at least, could not attempt, and we
that,e good reason to congratulate ourselves
th Wehave in this chamber men who possess
e a.blhty and the grasp of the subjects of
th:i ay shown by these h.on. gentlemen in
by r a(!dresses. My hon. friend from Ottawa
mpéamed of the late period at which Par-

liament was summoned. It is undoubtedly
a late meeting, but we know something of
the difficulties which the premier had to
encounter when he took oftice. I am sure
he has not found the position a bed of roses.
He has had to deal with questions of the
greatest importance. He was called upon
suddenly and unexpectedly {o form a govern-
ment when we lost our great leader, whose
memory I always revere, whom I have
always loved and known since he was a boy.
1 watched the career of the late Sir John
Thompson from the time he entered public
life up to the day of his death. He seemed
to rise step by step, less by his own volition
than by the force of public opinion. He
was exceedingly modest and entirely free
from arrogance. He discharged his duties
with honesty of purpose and perfect sincerity.
Those are the lessons which he has taught
us. With all his ability he had the heart of
a child. While he served his country faith-
fully and zealously, he did not forget to
serve his God. His convictions were strong,
and the sincerity of his character was shown
in every act of his life. In forming his
religious convictions he must have made
great sacrifices, not only of his personal
ambition, but also of pecuniary advantage.
I knew him as a young man when he studied
law, and I have followed his career in all
its phases, and throughout all admired him
to the end. When we met I am sure it was
a pleasure both of to us toenjoy each other’s
conversation. Considering the great 3bility
and experience of Sir John Thompson, his
successor must have felt somewhat diffident
in undertaking to form a govegnment, and
he could only have acted from a sense of
duty. The present leader of the govern-
ment, like his predecessor, has risen by his
own ability, integrity, indomitable persever-
ance and sense of right and duty, and I felt
satisfied when he assumed the responsibility
of forming a cabinet that he would be a suc-
cess, because his followers know him to be a
man on whom they can rely, a man of irre-
proachable character who would never do
anything for which they would have to
apologize. When my hon. friend became
the leader of the government, he had great
difficulties to face. Necessarily it took some
time to form the government and to realize
the position in which they were placed.
Then came the Manitoba school question,
in dealing with which, while they took
prompt and vigorous action, a good deal of
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time was consumed. Then came the New-
foundland delegates to discuss terms of
union. I am not surprised that the meeting of
Parliament has been delayed beyond the
usual time ; I am only surprised that the gov-
ernnent are so well prepared in so short a time
to meet the representatives of the people.
Now, with regard to the Manitoba school
bill, my hon. friend from Ottawa said that
the government should have taken a differ-
ent step, that they ought, in the first ins-
tance, to have decided and done what they
considered right to the Roman Catholic mi-
nority of Manitoba. I do not know that
there is any man more inclined to stand up
for provincial rights than the leader of the
opposition. He has always taken that po-
sition and had the government taken any
other position than they did under Sir John
Thompson, leaving the rights of the Catholic
minority to be determined by the courts in
accordance with the resolution passed in the
Commons when this question first appeared
to be looming in the horizon in 1890,
they would have meritéd censure. Had the
government attempted to interfere in the
matter, or had they even given advice, they
would have acted unwisely and imprudently
and would have had the censure of the coun-
try upon them ; but they took the proper
steps and took them in time. The courts of
Manitoba decided that the local govern-
ment acted within their rights, and we
find the Supreme Court divided on the
question. The majority I think deter-
mined that the legislation was ultra
vires. The case went to England, and was
sent back again for the purpose of being ex-
tended. It was rather too narrow in the
first instance, and it was then determined
that the rights which they had acquired
since confederation had been taken from
them and that the government here should
see that they got redress. I think the govern-
ment had no right to deal with the question
until such time as the courts had finally
and fully determined uponthe matter. Might
not the Roman Catholic schools have suffered
under the provincial rights cry, had the
government taken action before the legal and
constitutional rights of the Catholics had
been fully, finally and completely determined
by the highest court of the Empire ¢ The
Premier has said, that if Manitoba fails
to do her duty in this matter, the
Dominion Government will not shrink
from their duties. They are prepared to do

what is right under the constitution. Now,
my hon. friend from Marquette seemed to
think that the action of the government
should be confined, if anything was done, to
some portion of the territory which was
called the Selkirk settlement. Well, sup-
posing a township or town, as a corporation,
should extend its boundaries, do you think
that the added territory would not come
within all the privileges and immunities
which the others had before them? By the
Act of 1884, they were guaranteed all the
rights that belonged to them. My hon.
friend says that many of these Mani-
toba schools have come in under the
national school system of the country. Will
my hon. friend say that they came in of
their own choice? Certainly not. He
would not attempt to say so, because we
know that the Roman Catholic Church calls
for the education of their conscience. Reli-
gious training is an element in their schools,
They consider that children are not properly
fitted for the duties of this world, or of an-
other, unless religious education is combined
with secular instruction, and if any part of
the Roman Catholic population of Manitoba
has gone in under the national school system,
it must be because they had no alternative.
It was because they had to do it, by com-
pulsion and, having done so, it is no argu-
ment for my hon. friend to say that so many
have gone in that the rest are a small min-
ority. Why, what is this parliament here
for but to give protection to minorities?
The very formation of the Senate is to pro-
tect the minorities of the different pro-
vinces.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—To protect the

minor provinees,

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Yes, and every
part thereof, and the minority thereof, in
all their constitutional rights and privileges.
Even before we confederated, when the
question first came up in 1863, it was at the
instance of the Protestant minority of Que-
bec that this legislation was first adopted, to
protect the Protestant minority of Quebec.
The minority, I believe, in Ontario at the
time had their rights recognized and it was
for the protection of the minority chiefly in
Quebec that this clause in the Confederation
Act was introduced, because if you refer to
Galt, to Letellier, to McGee, and other men in
the Parliament of old Canada in 1863—1Iread
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the .
exa:apor‘ilast session—JI cannot remember it
q\lestigil ut these men all spoke upon this
Waa inco, and protection for the minority
county l‘ptl)&'ated in the constitution of the
matt.ery\.p oW, as regards Manitoba, the
COntendas dealt with in a similar way, and
ave thes that the minority of Manitoba
safely g 't rights under the constitution as
canry tgll‘;:n and.gua.ranteed to them and they
right to | depnx.'ed.of them. We have no
would 'zi‘ke their rights from them if we
l'ights.a.s thhey are as clearly entitled to their
i5 b oo € premier or the Attorney General
under Pz;sent the country. Their rightsare
Say  tha at  Confederation Act, and I
4 Roa under that Confederation Act
able p Igan Catholics have that inalien-
iminii t, and because their numbers are
pt'iveds fed they should not and cannot be de-
beor of their rights. If the numbers had
ani:ggrease(.i, we should not have found
s el 2 acting in this tyrannical way. It
an:z because the majority and the gov-
ey I;i deemed the Roman Catholics an
l;gm cant body in the country that they
" upon themselves to ignore them. I say
the T rights cannot be ignored, and that
of ythwﬂl not be ignored, and if any province
Pight,se Domlmqn attempts to ignore the
By ng the minority or the just rights of
n g b ¥, the tendency is to make the de-
en 8 of tl.xa.t.body more vigorous, and in
mlend their rights must be acknowledged.
lnent:ve fknow well how the Liberal govern-
rode of that time obtained office. They
i wmt-o power upon false pledges. When
om&s conmdex:ed that the rights of the
dent &Zd Catholics were in danger, they
e_a“ % to them upon the hustings that
Ir rights were inalienable; that they
Wor t¥lem_ under the constitution ; that they
ey € Inalienable rights under the constitu-
1, and could not be taken from them. By
u:la conduct and their false promises they
thee the people from taking the stand that
th Y would otherwise have taken. Even
& Archbishop was approached and made to
notle}:'e that the rights of his body would
not e mfr_mggd upon and that he should
pxm)euse his influence in the election to
2or ct their schools, which were notin dan-
Min; h Y means of these false promises the
. stry came into power, and you see how
a{ used their power. They used it ina way
mismcannot be commended. Because of their
: anagement and maladministration they
&lgg unpopular and then, in order to sus-

w
€

tain themselves in power, they took advan-
tage of the prejudices of the majority of the
people and by such means they were enabled
to continue in power. I cannot see in what
way my hon. friend could sustain or attempt
to sustain the position he took with regard
to the insignificance of the minority in that
province, or say that the Roman Catholics
would ever consent to a diminution of their
privileges unless they were compelled to do
so by some stronger influence which could
be brought to bear upon them. It is con-
trary to their conscientious convictions to
adopt the general schools of the country and
contrary to the dictates of their church.
Even our own church of England is in
favour of church schools. We believe that
to train a man and bring him up properly he
should be educated in religious observances
and should have a proper religious faith—
that he cannot well fulfil his duties and pre-
pare himself for his end unless with his
secular education is blended a religious
training.

My hon. friend the leader of the op-
position spoke of the National Policy having
been a failure and he told us that the manu-
factures of Canada were a fungous growth ;
in fact he would have us go back to a half
civilized state. In his opinion manufactures
are not indigenous to the soil or
country and are being kept up artificially,
and he thinks that we ought to do without
them, that we should confine ourselves to
the farm, the fisheries, the forest, and the
dairy. I do not believe in any such policy
as that. I do not know that my hon. friend
would make a success of milking cows, and
T would not be of much account on a raft,
nor would he. I believe our industries
should be developed, because the manufactur-
ing industries are a great benefit to the home
market. The best market for our Canadian
farmers is the manufacturing and labouring
classesinthe country. Nine-tenths of thefarm
products of the country are consumed by the
artisans and labourers of the country, and
the hon. gentleman would deprive them of
that, and do as they did under the Macken-
zie government, when many million dollars
worth of United States products were admit-
ted free of duty and brought into direct
competition with our own farm products in
our own country, while our exports were met
at the boundary of the United States by a
high tariff. That was the position of affairs
under the Mackenzie administration. All
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United States surplus products were
brought into the country comparatively
free of duty. Now, I find that the
total trade of Canada in 1893 was $247,638,-
620, which was about $6,000,000 larger than
it has been at any other period. As I said
before, that surplus over and above last
year does not indicate that our country is
retrograding in the slightest. On the con-
trary, considering the reduction is only in
values, notin volume, because the quantity was
larger, it indicates that it is prospering, and
I also find that the export of agricultural
products in 1893 was over $22,000,000,
whilst in last year it was only $17,677,000
which shrinkage is entirely owing to the
depression in foreign countries which have
not the means of purchasing as largely as
they did, and pay the prices which prevailed
in 1893. The declineis simply in value, not
in quantity, and our showing is comparatively
greater than what can be made by the United
States. Thefalling off in thisinstanceissimply
in the foreign markets. The depression in
other countries prevents them from buying.
Take the fish industry for example. Our
fishery products are as large as ever, but
what about the prices? They have fallen
off one-half and in consequence of the market
being so low they have realized nothing and
our fishermen are practically worth less than
when they started on their perilous voyages
in the spring. It is simply the consequence
of the people not being able to purchase our
products. Had there been no protection
what would have been the result? We
would not have had the control of our own
markets but we would have had all the old
productions of other countries, and especially
United States products to contend with.
Instead of that we control our own market,
which is the best market for the farmers of
the country. It is a protection which we
give them and the more we extend our
manufacturing industries the greater will be
the market for the farmers. My hon. friend
the leader of the opposition argues
that the best way to get rid of deficits was
to reduce the tariff one-half. I thought it
was rather paradoxical to claim that by
reducing the tariff you get alarger revenue.
With all the economy they can display,
and every advantage taken, our people can
just simply exist. They are making no
money. The tariff was lowered here a year
ago just as low as it possibly could be to
keep the home market for our own indus-

tries, and if you were to take off one half,
the result would be just what my hon.
friend desires, it would destroy every manu-
facturer in the country, and we would have
to rely upon the products of our farmers and
lumbermen to sustain the country. He then
spoke about the fisherman being taxed. I do
not know whether fishermen are taxed more
than others, but if my hon. friend’s free trade
policy came in they would have no protection.
Certainly the bounty system is the highest
protection. If youcome underafree trade tariff,
free trade as in England, why the first thing
that would have to go would be the bounties
to the fishermen. They are protected and in
many thingsfree from duty. Then withregard
to the woollen industry it has been considered
for the benefitof the fishermen whilst myhon.
friend knows that woollen goods are cheaper
here to-day than in the United States. They
can undersell us in cottons but not in wool-
lens. In the United States they get from us
our woollen goods because we can make the
woollen goods, which the fishermen use,
much cheaper in Canada than in any other
country, less the duty. Now what about this
free trade watter ¥ We had the tariff before
us last year for revision. The Finance Minis-
ter well knows how many men approached
him from Grit constituencies asking for pro-
tection in their particular industries? I
know that in Yarmouth, there is an industry
employing a large number of hands. The go-
vernment was importuned toincrease the pro-
tection to that industry. Then we know how
anxiousmany were to have the tariff cn petro-
leum reduced, and that could not be done be-
cause of the petroleum interest in western
Ontario in a grit constituency. If you go all
overCanada you will find whereverthere is an
industry in the country the Grits there want
it protected. A few months ago these Grits
feared that there would be a general election,
and wherever the leader of the opposition and
his colleagues went they suited whatthey had
to say to the wishes of the people of that pro-
vince. Down in Nova Scotia they said
nothing against the iron or the coal industry,
but when in the west all those industries
had to Le destroyed. Down with us! It
was the milling industry which was to come
down, and we were to have cheap flour.
Along the international line they should
bave reciprocity and down in Montreal
they said they would not injure the manu-
facturing industries of the country at all.
In every place they went they had an ar-
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gument, : . .
am POinatIilg policy to suit the locality. I

not g this out to show they were
advo::&?t; they had no policy.y They
mercia] un}”eclpr901ty In one place, com-
another anlgll with the United States in
call freq tred now .thgy demand what they
and, © as 1t is understood in Eng-
farmers OiP?SIt-lon_ resembles that of two
asked 130 t&Emg adjoining farms. We are
our neighboue’ down our fencgs and allow
our pasture ‘l‘ };%. cattle to come in and eat up
into theps vhile we cannot send our cattle
in effectthatr(’)asn-lm' The opposition claim
and ParalyZedur ;xr‘llduStHeS must be destroyed
their high prot:c tli (s):;l f:ur neighbours keep up

At six o'clock the debate was adjourned.

The Senate adjourned at six o’clock.

—

THE SENATE,
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INQUIRY,

Hon, M, McINNES

the government ; (B.C.) rose to ask

Ist. If James ity
N €8 Iitzsi :
the Deputy W ardenshril;,"clgns Wwas dismissed from

enitentiary ? the British Columbi
dismissa] ? v¥ 1 s0, what Was the da(tf l(‘)'fnhli:

2nd. Has James Fitzsg
Y tzsimm .
R:f;gy }\f arden of the Rriti:gscgﬁl;,ﬁ‘eap}wl}lted
: : 80, what was the dat bia Peniten-
nent ? € of his reappoint-
He said - :
this by :l.gk" It was my intention to follow up
tions e D8 for a return of the instruc.
sat lasisued to th‘e R"Yal Commission that
irregy)] Jear to investigate the charges of
gularity and wrong doing on the p%zrb of

the wq
warden and warden and other

OMmission and the

of the Hon.J udge

Drake, the commissioner, on the evidence
taken, but sinve placing this notice on the
order paper I see that the hon. gentleman
who represents New Westminster District
in the House of Commons, Mr. Corbould,
has called for the very documents that I
want. 1f they are brought down in the
other House within a reasonable time I shall
of course be saved the trouble of asking for
them here, but I hope they will be brought
down within a reasonable time and, when
submitted, that they will be printed and not
merely a type-written copy placed on the
table. I want a copy of them to be put in
the hands of every member of both Houses
for the very good reason that it is an im-
portant question indeed, not only to the
people of British Columbia but a question
involving a principle which is of interest to
the whole Dominion. It has given rise toa
great deal of dissatisfaction in British
Columbia, and if there is justification for
that dissatisfaction, I think it is only right
and proper that we should have the whole
case before us, so that hon. gentlemen
can weigh the evidence and judge for them-
selves.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Before answering this question, I desire to
point out the very great inconvenience that
must always arise from asking questions of
this character and making speeches or draw-
ing deductions from the answers which may
be given, for the reason that the House is
not in possession of the facts and conse-
quently is not in a position to judge of the
merits of the case properly. Iam very glad
that my hon. friend did not pursue the course
that is very often followed, in discussing a
subject merely upon a question placed on the
notice paper. I do not criticise the correct-
ness or incorrectness of the rule which pre-
vails here. I know that it does exist in the
House of Lords in England to some extent,
and to a less extent in the House of Com-
mons. 1 have sat in the gallery of that
House and heard these questions put and
discussed for hours. The Speaker, however,
always keeps the discussion within the limits
of the question asked, and does not allow the
debate to drift into other questions. I
do not think, however, it is a good plan ; I
like the course pursued in our own country
best—simple questions and simple answers
without any affirnation whatever of the
correctness or incorrectness of the question
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asked. However, this is not the time to
discuss that point—I merely call attention
to what I think is a very objectionable
course pursued frequently in the Senate. In
answer to my hon. friend I am furnished
with the following reply :—1. An investi-
gation into the administration of affairs
of the British Columbia Penitentiary
was authorized by a Minute of His
Excellency in Council on the 22nd May,
1894, and Mr. Justice Drake was thereupon
authorized by commission to conduct such
investigation. Mr. Fitzsimmons being con-
cerned in some of the charges which led to
the investigation, was, by direction of the
late Minister of Justice, relieved of his duties
pending the investigation.  Afterwards,
upon consideration of the evidence and the
report of Mr. Justice Drake, Mr. Fitzsim-
mons was, by a Minute of His Excellency in
Council of the 24th October last, retired
from oftice without prejudice to consideration
for re-employment in the penitentiary service.
2. Upon a further consideration of the
evidence and report and the supplementary
statements and explanations of Mr. Fitzsim-
mons, he was reinstated in his former office
by Order in Council of the 25th March, 1895.
I have no doubt that the papers to which
the hon. gentleman has referred will be
brought down and laid on the table of the
House of Commons at a very early date.
Whether they will be in type writing or in
the hand writing of one of the clerks of the
department, I cannot say. As the hon. gen-
tleman knows, these papers when laid
before the House of Commons are referred
to the Printing Committee and the Printing
Committee will decide whether they shall be
printed or not.

The motion was agreed to.

THE ADDRESS.
DEBATE CONTINUED.
The Order of the Day having been called—

Resuming the further ajourned debate on the
consideration of His Excellency the Governor Ge-
neral’s Speech, on the opening of the Fifth Session
of the Seventh Parliamment.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH said: I must
thank you for the indulgence you afforded me
yesterday, when my voice and my health did
not fairly justify me in addressing the House
on this important matter. I regret also that

I had not the proper papers before me by
some mistake and was not able to follow the
line of argument in consecutive order which
I intended doing, and that, largely, what I
did say came simply from memory. I also
regret that I was led into this discussion on
the National Policy. The House has had
so much discussion on the National Policy
year after year for the last fifteen or eighteen
years, that really very little remains to be
said upon the subject, and I regret that I
did not confine myself, as some hon. gentle-
men do, simply to a short commentary upon
the various clauses of the address. But I
was forced into the line I took chiefly by the
leader of the opposition in this House, who
started with the assertion that the National
Policy was a dead failure, and based that
assertion upon the lowering of the exports,
upon the deficits and debt of the country.
Now I consider that was rather a fallacious
argument, and, therefore, I think proper to
enter upon the subject. My hon. friend
must be aware that that National Policy,
adopted some fifteen years ago, has met with
the approval of Canada in four or five
general elections; it has been endorsed at
every election, and the government of
this country stands by that policy.
That is their policy. It is the will
of the people expressed through their
electorate and though we may readjust it
to meet the varying conditions of trade at
home and abroad, it is the government’s duty
not to change it—the policy is clear. It isthe
raising of a revenue sufficient only to meet the
exigencies of the country, to place it so that
there will be raised no more than necessary
for the ordinary needs of the government,
and place it so that it will work in favour of
protection to the industries of the country.
My hon. friend talked about the failure of the
National Policy, but I am at a loss to know
how he can justify his remarks. When we
look at the present condition of things, when
wesee now thatour labouring classes are more
largely employed, that wages are higher,
and the necessaries of life but one-half of
what they cost under the Liberal govern-
ment from 1873 to 1878, I fail to see how
he considers that policy a failure.  Their
policy was simply to raise revenue regardless
of consequences, regardless of how it might
affect the industries of the country. My
hon. friend must remember that in 1876, a
committee was appointed to inquire into
the depressed and paralyzed condition of
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the it.xdust,ries
commlttee sat a
the Interior,

of the country. On that
S chairman the Minister of
od clon] Evidence was produced which
policy of thr y and unmistakably that the
the poli F government was unsound, that
. indusyt(-)' the government was paralyzing

o prod ries of the country. That even
Pmductguct?s of our farmers were met by the
and cop, o1 the United States coming in
of, getmg with them in our own mar-
of the was called the jug-handled policy
governy government. What did the
i the ent do? Did they do anything
in ordy lntere§t,s of the country? No,
over ther to raise ‘the revenue, they went
minate] V;hole tariff and raised it indiseri-
COmmit,t},; 2} per cent. The report of that
o ma’e showed a sad condition of things.
porters (‘}?I:}t,y qf that committee were sup-
aving e Liberal governwent and, after
repor ;) egarﬁfully collected the evidence, they
301 fa'lt at in the year 1875 there were
ada w.tl‘hures. Fancy 1,391 failures in Can-
The \vl losses aggregating $26,933,000.
o frias (tihe condition of Canada under my
this Hoﬁn who now leads the opposition in
ad o se, and my hon. friend it seems to me
dint Of;,tr}!li&t deal of. assurance, after the ver-
of s € country in condemning the policy
our lparty, and after seventeen years of
provg((l) lct);‘ has proved, as I believe it has
oo st’r at every branch of industry has
ere o ;“gtheped and developed, in coming
about Izh mﬁklr}g an assertion of that kind
simnl bee National Policy being a failure
andpt{x cause last year there was a deficit
here (Z(;latlonal debt was the same and not
OughaIS od Now, I showed yesterday, alth-
o tra) not the statistics before me, that
that 11 # and commerce had not decreased ;
export,se z}fuefttil}:ng to depend upon was the

country, our
Eﬁ‘;ﬂ“\sz ha::]d to sgll, an()l, I shogg:iy e:he::l)
never 1 1
degree of prosperity?forsva:mved ab so high o

1 had the largest
. g
s:gl(]):ta.l:(:n in 1893 that Canada ever had :

ge amount of the products of in-
;]&usitry to export was marvelll():us, and it was
ductsyem that I showed that the pro-
o dof the country equalled if they did not
:e. what they had been in previous years.
w‘:ld'stl,wply In consequence of the paralyzed
prodl ion of trade in other countries our
haveu‘t):ts did not bring the value they should
of o rought. Tt is not that the industries
. € country have failed, nor that the
government have failed, nor that their policy

was wrong, but simply because the depression
in trade and business in every country to
which we exported was so great that
the values fell, and consequently the value
of our exports fell. I have here a statement
covering the periods from 1888 to 1894, in-
clusive, which shows, year by year, the
increase in the productive industry of the
country and the total foreign trade of the
country during that period. It is as fol-
lows:—Value of the total foreign trade of
Canada for the years 1888 to 1894 :

1888 L.vt e e $ 201,097,630
1889 oo C 204,414,008
1800 .. L 218,607,390
1801 s 218,384,932
1892, ... 0 L e 241,369,443
1803, s . 947,638,620
1894 ... L. 240,999,889

The decline last year is not in quantity
but in prices. No such satisfactory showing
can be made by Great Britain or the United
States : in those countries it was not only in
values but in volume.

Now let us take the exports for the same
years :—

89,189,167

1890 96,749,149
1891, ... 98,417,296
1892, 113,963,375

118,593,352
117.524,949

This also shows that our exports are
yearly increasing in quantity and value.
Reckoning the lowest price of wheat and
other products last year.

1888 Twports $102,847,100, Du‘v‘:ies 222,209,641

1889 100,673,447 23,784,523
1890 < 112765584 ¢ 24,014,908
o1« 113,345,124 ¢ 23,481,096
1892 ¢ 116,978,943 ¢ 20,550,581
1893 ¢ 121,795,030 < 21,161,710
1894 < 113,093,983 19,375,822

The following table also shows the total
value of exports from Nova Scotia in the
year previous to Grit government rule, dur-
ing the years under Grit free trade, and dur-
ing the past five years :

1874, e $ 7,656,547
b F. 17 TP 6,679,130
1876, .o 7,164,558
1L i 7,812,041
1878t $ 7,500,783
187 %ee e e 7,364,324
1890.c.vvvii 9,468,400
189Leee o 9,925,646
18920 e 10,982,509
189Biee e ,634,863
18M... 10,713,440
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Which is conclusive evidence of the extra-
ordinary productive prosperity of Nova
Scotia, despite depreciated values of our ex-
ports in foreign markets, the West Indian
market for fish having dropped far below
paying prices. If the tariff had not been
reduced and values had remained asin 1893,
we would have had a surplus last year of
over £3,000,000, instead of a deficit of over
$1,000,000, and it could be also clearly
shown that customs duties per capita were
no greater last year than they were during
the time the Grit government was in power,
in 1878.

Talking of the public debt of Canada,
which is not materially increasing, four
items alone of government expenditure
amount to more than the debt by about
%12,000,000—

Provincial debts assumed. .8110,000,00

Canadian Pacific Railway.. 63,000,000
Intercolonial and branches.. 435,000,000
Canals .................... 39,000,000
257,000,000

Deduct net debt about 245,000,000
812,000,000

Besides providing annually for the interest
and daily expenditures of the government
service. Then, as regards the public debt, it
has not increased to any appreciable extent ;
and what is our public debt composed of!?
The figures I have given show it. It
is composed of four particular items and the
expenditures on three services were really
the whole amount of our national debt, and
I will again read them to you. The provincial
debt was first £110,000,000 as near as I can
come at it. The government is not respon-
sible for that debt. Then we have the Ca-
nadian Pacific Railway, $63,000,000; we
have the Intercolonial and branches, 845,-
000,000 and Canals, 239,000,000, making
$287,000,000 expended on those works.
Were they not for the benefit of Canada,
and is not Canada deriving the benefit of
them ? Is there any man in this House or in
the country who would say that any one of
those enterprises is not in the public interest
and that we do not receive advantages from
them more than their cost ? Then, we
deduct the public debt. The debt was
about $245,000,000 and then we have a
sum of $12,000,000 that those works
cost more than the national debt of the coun-
try to-day. Therefore, I may say to my
hon. friend, when he based that assertion

that the depression and the failure of
the National Policy, was owing to
the debt of the country and the deficit
and the falling off of exports. that he was
not justified in making such a statement. I
will now turn to my hon. friend from
Marquette, and I regret that I do not see
him in his place. I was very much surpris-
ed at the assertions he made, and the
position he took here in the House. To me
it was deplorable to find the hon. gentleman
labouring under the delusion that we, by de-
creasing the tariff, would increase the revenue
and increase the manufacturing industries
of the countyry. It was novel to me; it was
a position I thought that no person had
ever taken in this House and a position
which I could not see how he could attempt
to justify. My hon. friend seems to think
that we can do without any revenue at all—
at least, that is the deduction that I draw
from his remarks—that we could carry on
the government in all its different branches
without a revenue. The hon. gentleman
must know that we have to make up
&35,000,000 a year in order to carry on the
ordinary expenses of the government. If
the free trade principle which the opposition
profess were to prevail, how could that
revenue be raised ! The opposition went to
the people in 1891 on a policy of going into
a commercial partnership with the United
Statesand weknow the result. Thepeople re-
jected that policy and the hon. gentlemen are
still in opposition. No wonder they are
growing desperate and are taking up a policy
which even in England itself is condemned
by the masses of the people. When free
trade was established, Cobden himself de-
clared that, within ten years, every civilized
country in the world would adopt free trade.
The result has been the reverse—every
country excepting England has a protective
tariff and is competing with the English
manufacturers in their own market, and
competing with them successfully in every
market throughout the world. There is a
feeling in England that things cannot re-
main as they are—that there must be some
change in the interest of labour and the
industries of the country which will prevent
them being swamped by foreign competition.
When a change comes it must be in the
direction of protecting the industries of their
own country. My hon. friend from Shell
River claimed that the manufacturers of this
country were making enormous fortunes.
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© agencies, deterioration of plant
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friend’s contention, and if
profit, it has not, been large
ge:stleman made a special reference to the
o nse;‘y Manufacturing Company. Now, I
0% pretend to know much g1, jct
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tural Implements, but I do kn?)?ttl}ixg?cu']
‘an get them as good and anads

! as cheap j
48 In any other country in the on;ll:il C?I‘r;x:(:‘:
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tell the House that instead of the country
being injured by the protection of the agri-
cultural implement manufacturers, the
country is generally benefited in having
such an industry, and that no part of the
Dominion benefits more by it than the
North-west Territories. In Nova Scotia, I
know we can get agricultural implements,
made in this country, which are as cheap as
any that are sold in the United States. After
hearing the calculations of the hon. gentle-
man from Shell River, I would not consider
him a safe man for the position of Finance
Minister of Canada. His statements are
not logical, nor do they show a practical
knowledge of the subject which he has been
discussing before the House. He thinks
that the public service can be carried on
without a revenue tariff.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—The ground I
took is that if the country can bear a pro-
tective taxation of $90,000,000, in addition
to the $20,000,000 of taxation for revenue
purposes, if you remove the $90,000,000
taxation from the shoulders of the people
they will be in a better position to contri-
bute whatever revenue is necessary.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Then my deduc-
tion from what the hon. gentleman says is
correct—that he considers a revenue tariff
unnecessary.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—You may put the
tax on incormes.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—That is what I
hoped to draw from my hon. friend. My hon.
friend’s free trade policy would put the
burdén on the labouring mass and on the
farmers, would taux everything tangible,
houses, lands and property, and would
allow foreign manufactures and farm
products to come in and make Canada

.|a slaughter market without contributing

anything to our revenue. The hon,
would tax the land owner
dead and alive—tax him eternally. That is
his policy, and I am very glad to have drawn
him out to make the admission. Free trade
in Canada would mean throwing down our
wall of protection and allowing everybody
to come in and make this a slaughter market
without paying anything whatever in the
way of taxes, while our people would have

to bear all the burden, and yet we have our
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exports taxed in all foreign countries. I tell
the hon. gentleman that that policy will not
go down in Canada. I have heard the subject
discussed manya time, and the general impres-
sion is that the opposition are not in earnest
in advocating free trade. Where would our
industries be if we adopted free trade—
where would our fisheries be ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—They require no
protection.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Our fishermen
will know that such is the policy of the Grit
party, that the bounties would be taken
away from them, that their salt, lines, twines,
would have no protection from taxes. The
fishing industry has been worked up by the
National Policy—by the bounties paid to the
fishermen, and the only trouble with our fish-
ermen to-day is that they cannot find foreign
markets for their fish—they catch more
fish than they can sell. My hon. friend
would have this country inundated with the
productions of the United States. Such a
policy is not in the interests of Canada and
whatever the Opposition may say or
do, their free trade policy will be condemned
in the next election. I am satisfied that
the consensus of public opinion will be
strongly in favour of the National Policy.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—What about your
shipping industry %

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-—Our shipping
industry is prosperous. The tonnage is in-
creasing everywhere. In 1876 the tonnage
of sea-going vessels entering and clearing in
Canadian ports was less than 10,000,000
tons. Last year it had increased to 20,000,-
000 tons.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—The hon. gentleman
referred to the tonnage owned in Canada.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The coasting
tonnage increased from 10,000,000 tons in
1877 to 26,000,000 tons last year. I have
not the facts before me showing the tonnage
of vessels owned in Canada, but I believe
there is an increase. So far as the county
of Lunenburg is concerned, our tonnage is
increasing, but even if the figures show a
decrease, it could easily be accounted for by
the change in the carrying trade.
Wooden ships are going out of use,

and are being replaced by steamships, and
one steamship can do five times as much as
a sailing vessel of equal tonnage. At one
time the harbour of Halifax was a forest of
masts, but now the business is largely
done by steamers.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—If the hon. gen-
tleman will examine the government re-
turns he will find that the average tonnage
of vessels is just exactly one-half of what
he says—that is new vessels built.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—It is because
we are going out of wooden ships.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I am including
steam vessels.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-—We are keeping
up with the progress of the country, and of
the age in which we live. When the Opposi-
tion were in power, they were satisfied with
sailing vessels, but we are a progressive
people and have a progressive government,
and we have adopted steamships chiefly for
our foreign trade. If my hon. friend and his
party were in power our trade would be
done without steamers, as it used to be when
they held oftice before. We used to ship
our products to the West Indies entirely in
schooners ; that business since then has
changed. I believe we will soon be building
iron and steel vessels in Canada instead of
having to get them from other countries.
As we develop the iron industry, the facilities
for manufacturing such vessels will increase.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Protect them by
free trade.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I do not know
how we could protect them by free trade.
It would give other countries the benefit of
our markets and would not help our shipping
industry. The result of a free trade policy
would be that the vessels would be built and
owned abroad, and would do our carrying
trade, whatever little we would have
to export. There has been an entire
change in the business of the country, and
we do not care whether wooden ships are
employed or not : that is solely the business
of shippers. The hon. gentleman makes a
comparison between the period of wooden ves-
sels and the present time as if we were still in
the sailing period. The march of progress is so
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© as in England. our people are opposed.
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Mang t{?b 8o back to the school question of

ba. Tt is generally admitted that
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cOuntrunder the constitution of his
Syste y.f I‘ES admltte.d that the school
storegl of 1870 should in some way be re-
be o The Roman Catholics should not
schen iged to contribute to the public
and IS- My hon. friend stated that here,
ol am very glad that he made that ad-
justicon.b He in effect admits the in-
ot €, but what would he do? He would
© compensation. He would ask the
ti(());mmon.(*ovemment to make compensa-
ot and, it seems to me, it is want of fore-
84t and want of acumen to say that the
ominion Government should support the
m:man Catholic schools of Manitoba by
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OF certain denominational schools in Mani-
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o bsaymg that the Ifrotesta.nts should have
g tear all the taxation of that country and
th? lthe Roman Catholic should be granted
tols and. I do not see how you are going
convert the land into cash.

Hon. Mr.
00t Live t,h:;mfOULTON—Because you do

Hon, Mr. KAULBACH—By

. Mr. —But my hon.
flnend lives there, and yet be failed t}c7> sho’:v
8 the way to do so. They would not

probably be of any value to them and
it would be bad policy for a government,
when a province has acted in the way Mani-
toba has done towards a large element of
the community, to say that we should re-
lieve them of the duties that devolve upon
them under the constitution, and that we
should compensate and make up for the
wrongs the local authorities have done.
That would be most unreasonable and im-
proper, and I do not think the government
should undertake anything of the kind. I
perfectly agree with all the statements in
the address. I only hope that our present
premier may adopt the same policy as his
predecessor, and will follow in his footsteps
and be guided by his principles, that he may
in the same way rise, step by step, until he be-
comes the equal of his predecessor. Our late
premier ascended, step by step, until he
reached the highest pinnacle to which a
statesman of Canada can advance. I very
much regret the loss of our great leader here
and I cannot help sighing for the * touch of
a vanished hand and the sound of a voice
that is still.”” I feel sadly the loss of our
late and lamented premier and T hope that
his successor will have in the same degree
the confidence of the people which he
possessed.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—Four days have
been devoted already to the discussion of
the address in answer to the speech from
the Throne, and perhaps it should not be
protracted longer. But I ask the permission
of the House to add a few remarks to what
has already been said. Some of the previous
speeches made by hon. gentlemen did not
allow me to remain silent. I refer to some
remarks of my hon. friend in connection with
the school question. But, before taking up
that subject, I desire to refer briefly to the
lamented death of our late premier. The
sad cccurrence has elicited from all the pre-
vious speakers forcible expressions of the
déepest sorrow for his tragic and premature
departure and eloquent eulogies of the states-
man now at rest. I most sincerely join in
these expressions of sorrow and eulogies. I
desire also to put on record my regret at the
death of the late Hon. Mr. Tassé, who was
an ornament to this House, to politics and
to literature. In mentioning the death of
our late premier, I should not forget to con-
gratulate our new premier on his accession
to power, and on the well earned honours
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which Her Majesty has Leen pleased to con-
fer upon him. I also congratulate the hon.
member from Prince Edward Island on his
preferment to the position of cabinet min-
ister.

I now come to the question which is the
principal object of these remarks. It has
been my intention from the first to give it
some consideration, but contrary to what
might have been your expectation, my
reference to that subject was to have been
very brief. On the reception of the Order
in Council, the Manitoba Legislature ad-
journed till May 9th, with a declaration on
the part of the government that the delay
was for the purpose of taking into considera-
tion the warning they had veceived. It
seemed to me that, under the circumstances,
the best thing to do was to leave that
matter at rest for the moment, so as to give
the provincial authorities full and undistur-
bed opportunity to make up their mind.
That was a kind of truce which I was quite
dispose | to observe and maintain. I quite
realize the gravity of the situation ; the ques-
tion requires grave and calm consideration.
No one is more impressed than I am with
the responsibility that may fall upon us with-
in a short period ; no one is more desirous
than I am to see this vexed question taken
away from the political arena. My intention
was simply to do whatT feel to be a duty on
my part, that iy, to declare and express the
complete satisfaction which the Order in
Council has given to the minority, and to
join in the hope so earnestly expressed by
the mover and the seconder of the address,
as well ns by the hon. leader of the govern-
ment, that the provincial authorities will
at last come to their senses and will loyally
and patriotically retvace their steps and do
what is right. To that only were my re-
marks to be confined had not my hon. friend
from Marquette entirely changed my mind
by his own remarks on the same subject. I
must confess that these remarks took me
completely by surprise. I have always
been one of the most attentive and patient
listeners to the hon. gentleman and, though
having serious doubts as to the advisability
of realizing his commercial conceptions, still
I could not help a Imiring his faith and his
industrious and elaborate eloquence. Al-
though he did not depart, I must admit,
from his customary gentlemanly way of pro-
pounding his doctrines (I heard some one
say his fads) he has gone so far astray in

this instance, and has forgotten his usual
fairness to such an extent, that I am afraid
he will have to make very great efforts to
convince me on any other matters in future.
It may be advisable to state, at the outset,
that the minority in Manitoba never had,
nor has it at present, any desire to interfere
with the school legislation of the province
in so far as non-Catholics are concerned. We
never asked for any such interference. Let
them have if they like what they call, very
improperly, national schools. Different
interpretations have been placed upon the
Order in Council—some have said that it
was mandatory, others that it was the very
opposite. I confess I have not much con-
cern as to these different interpretations.
The Order in Council, to my mind, speaks
for itself. T am sure there is no one in this
Dominion having any doubt as to its effect.
It is the fair warning required by the con-
stitution to the provincial authorities of Ma-
nitoba that if they refuse or simply neglect
to remove by proper legislation the griev-
ances of the minority, this Parliament will
be empowered to do what Manitoba should
have done. Their inaction will have given
jurisdiction to this Parliament according to
the provisions of the constitution. The
whole case is now in the hands of Manitoba
and if at any future time this Parliament is
called upon to legislate for that province in
the matter of education the -fault will lie
with the province and not with the federal
government or with this Parliament. Such
legislation by Parliament will not be an
encroachment upon the rights of the pro-
vince. From the beginning of confederation
it was contemplated that the minority should
be protected. Sir Etienne Taché, who was
president of the conference in Quebec in
1864, and who was afterwards premier of
Canada spoke in this way—being premier
of Canada he had authority to speak for the
government and to declare the policy of
that government and the meaning of its
legislation. He said : )

If the lower branch, of the legislature were in-
sensate enough and wicked enough to commit some
flagrant act of injustice (I desire to remark here
that Sir E. Taché does not limit his declaration to
acts within the constitution, he speaks of any act of
injustice). Ifthelower branchof thelegislature were
insensate enough and wicked enough to commit
some flagrant act of injustice against the English
Protestant portion of the community, they would
be checked by the general government. But the

hon. gentleman argues that that would raise an is-
sue between the local and the general governments.
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Of course these remarks applied to the
t}:'::esﬂsant schools then, but it is obvious
nOI'itt ey must apply alsf) to a Catholic mi-
th ¥, When in any province it happens that

& Catholics are in the minority.

., Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Will the hon.
gentleman allow me to say that the judg-
%’:’;t of the Privy Council said that the
s 1tish North America Act, section 93, sub-
ection 3, relating to education, did not
apply to this case.

th Hon. Mr. BERNIER—I am sorry tosay
¢ at I do not think that the interruption of

B¢ hon. gentleman applies in this case
®ither, because I am speaking of the general
Principle which lies at the root of the Con-

tederation Act—its fundamental principle
In fact,

Hon. Mr. ANGERS—Does the hon.
Sentleman from Shell River refer to the last
Judgment, 9

Hon. Mr. BOULTON — The British
f orth America Act, which created the con-
ederation you speak of, does not apply to
the Manitoba, case.

. Hon. Mr. BERNIER—It does apply by
Induction, because by an Imperial statute
all the clauses of the Confederation Act
which were not inconsistent with the Mani-

ba Act, were made to apply to Manitoba.

desire to call attention to one of the re-
Marks made by Sir Etienne Taché. You
Will observe that he says :—

If the lower branch of the legislature were insen-
Sate enough and wicked enough to do some flagrant
¢t of injustice.

He does not speak of any constitutional
Or unconstitutional act. The ground for ap-
Peal in all these matters is not really the

act of the Act being constitutional or un-
Constitutional. It is injustice that opens
the door to appeal. We are continually
being told, and it is being represented to
the people of the Dominion at large that
We are always asking for something new
and for additional privileges. Now I wish
to demonstrate that the first to require that

protection for the minority should be pro-
vided for in the constitution were the Pro-
testant people. By the exertions of English
Protestants the protection of the minority
by the Federal Parliament has become a
fundamental principle of the constitution.
Without it confederation would never have
existed. Sir John Rose and Sir A. T. Galt
were in the front rank of those who exacted
that principle and who declared that
without it the Protestant people would not
accede to the proposed new regime. I quote
from the speech of Sir John Rose:

Looking at the scheme from the standpoint of an
English Protestant in Lower Canada, let me see
whether the interests of those of my own race and
religion in that section are safely and properly
guarded. There are certain points upon which
they feel the greatest interest, and with regard to
which it is but proper that they should be assured
that there are sufficient safe-guards provided for
their preservation. Upon these points I desire to
put some guestions to the government.

He states his questions on the first point
and then he goes on:

The second is, whether such safe-guards will
be provided for the educational system of the min-
ority in Lower Canada as will be satisfactory to
them. Upon these points some apprehensions
seem to exist in the minds of the Erglish minority
in Lower Canada.

T also quote an utterance made by Sir A.
T. Galt :

It must be clear that a measure would not be
favourably entertained by the minority in Lower
Canada which would place the education of the
children and the provision for their schools wholly
in the hands of a majority of a different faith. It
was clear that in confiding the general subject of
education to the local legislature it was absolutely
necessary that it should be accompanied by such
restrictions as would prevent injustice in any
respect from being done. Now, this applied to
Lower Canada but it also applied and with equal
force to Upper Canada and the other provinces,
for in Lower Canada there was a Protestant min-
ority, and in the other provinces a Roman Catholic
minority. The same privileges belong to the one
of right here as belonged to the other of right
elsewhere. There could be no greater injustice to
a population, than to compel them to have their
children educated in a manner contrary to their
own religious belief.

It is well known that the requirements as
to legislation which were sought for by the
English Protestants for their protection
were acceded to. Now the province of
Quebec is in one respect in the same position
as Manitoba. Indeed all the provinces are
on the same footing, and it is an erroneous
statement to say that Manitoba is receiving
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exceptional treatment. If any other pro-
vince were to try to do as Manitoba has
done it would receive the same treatment.
Take Nova Scotia for instance. At the
time that confederation came into existence
there was no law providing for a separate
school system in that provnice. Conse-
quently the minority could not under the
constitution come here and appeal against
the existing law. Suppose, however, that
Nova Scotia were to establish by law such a
system of schools. The minority would
thereby acquire rights and privileges which
could not afterwards be injuriously affected
by subsequent legislation. If their rights
were so affected the minority would have
a right to appeal, and the province of Nova
Scotia would have to abide by the results.
On this point I will quote subsection 3 of
section 93 of the British North America
Act, which is my authority :

Where in any province a system of separate or
dissentient schools exists by law at the union, or is
thereafter established by the legislature of the pro-
vince, an appeal shall lie to the Governor General
in Council, from any Act or decision of any provin-
cial authority, affecting any right or privilege of
the Protestant or Roman Catholic minority of the
Queen’s subjects in relation to education.

I claim that if at the present day Nova
Scotia were to pass an act establishing
separate schools, the rights acquired by the
minority under that law could not be taken
away from them without giving them a right
of appeal to this government and afterwards
to this Parliament. The position of the
province of Manitoba to-day is just the same
as the position of Nova Scotia would be in
that case, because the judgment under which
they are seeking redress is based upon legis-
lation by the province since confederation.
The same principles pervade the federal and
local charters,and I hold that Manitoba ought
not to be relieved from the application of
these general principles. Why should not
the Catholics of Manitoba be accorded the
protection that the English Protestants in
other portions of the Dominion demanded
to be made a clause of the compact under
which they entered confederation ? It may
be very well to say in asuperficial way, that
the majority does not want to be fettered
by any restriction nor to see its rights
sncroached upon. Any one who makes
himself familiar with the circumstances of
the case and gives to the subject his honest
and earnest consideration, will admit that
noching of the kind is intended. There is

no wish to place restrictions or fetters upon
the majority, there is no proposition to
preclude that majority from continuing to
have their own schools conducted in such
manner and under such laws and regulations
as they desire.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Will the hon.
gentleman permit me to interrupt him once
more. The objection we have out west,
where I reside, to the separate school sys-
tem is, that we have in the one district a
separate school containing say, 20 Roman
Catholic children, and another district con-
taining 20 Protestant children. Thus we
have two poor schools instead of one good
one. We want to have a good school and
we can only have that by having a united
school.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—That is a very
small matter—a matter of detail which cer-
tainly cannot be taken in opposition to the
general principles that we are seeking to
have applied to the province. The majority
in Manitoba have had their own schools in
the past without interference on the part of
the minority or anybody else. They have
them at present, and there is no intention
to interfere with them in the future. The
only thing that is desired by the minority is
to be treated in the same way, and have
their schools conducted according to the die-
tates of their own consciences, just as the
majority have. That right the minority had
before 1890, and the recent judgment of the
Privy Council declares that it was wrong to
dispossess them of that right, that this
grievance should be remedied, and Her Ma-
jesty acting on the advice of the Judicial
Committee of the Privy Council has ordered
that “the recommendations and directions
therein contained be punctually obeyed and
carried into effect in each and every parti-
cular, whereof the Governor General of Can-
ada, for the time being, and any other per-
son who may be concerned, have to take
notice and govern themselves accordingly.”
On that judgment the government of Can-
ada has notified the provincial authorities in
Manitoba to govern themselves according to
the command of Her Majesty, and that in
default they would have to conform them-
selves to the constitution and propose such
remedial legislation as the circumstances
may require. It might not be useless to re-
mark that the government has been acting
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its log: © worst results if it were carried to
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® matter for a moment. A verdict has

" rendered in this case by the Privy
ouncil. That verdict is that the minority
Ve rights, that the legislation of 1890

W?lfaused them a serious grievance, that
on ave a right to complain, that we have
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Slon. T have nothing to say at present on

that_subjecb, but I will say this, that in
anitoba one of the principal causes of the

slow progress that has been made is the
agitation to which we have been subjected
almost perma.nently for one cause or another.

At a distance it seems as if we ever were

8lmost on the eve of a civil war, and
€ consequence is that emigrants are
eterred from coming into the province.

For the sake of our welfare, for the sake of

the rapid development of our immense terri-

tories, let us cool down, let us put together

our intellectual and physical forces and let
us work up our national resources in a spirit
of generosity and citizenship, in a spirit of
charity, and like good Christians and true
Canadians. I must also give some considera-
tion to another part of the subject. I refer
to the standard of our schools, although
the hon. gentleman did not refer to the sub-
ject. I must enter here my strong protest
against the allegation that our schools
are inferior to the other schools. It isa
very delicate subject to deal with. Com-
parisons are very often offensive. As a rule
we abstain from any research into the schools
of non-Catholics, because we consider it is
not our province to criticise those schools
and we are not concerned about them.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I would like to
ask the hon. gentleman, if he will allow me,
if any school that complies with the con-
ditions of the law fails to get the grant both
from the municipality and the government.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—You mean the

present law?
Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Yes.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER——1f my hon. friend
will wait for a moment, I will come to that
subject and I will explain all that. I was
saying that at times, if we indulge in com-
parisons between the non-Catholic schools
and ours, it is not with a view of finding
fault, but to find whether ours could not be
improved, because, whatever may be said to
the contrary, it is our aim to have as good
teachers and as good schools as possible. In
any community there are drawbacks, and we
have our share of them, we humbly admit ;
but that is no good reasen for passing a
general condemnation on everything that
belongs to us. Whilst we are doing our best to
advance in every situation of life, it appears
that our opponents are doing all they
can to discountenance our efforts. They have
been making some inquiries as to the working
of our schools, but they have been precluded
by their prejudices from making those inqui-
ries perfect, or to see things as they are. By
force of circumstances, the majority of our
schools are generally conducted in the French
language, although the English language is
also generally taught, which teaching, by the
way, gives to our school a superiority over
the others in that branch, and increases the
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number of subjects taught, leaving conse-
quently less time for some other subjects.
Now, how can a man who does not visit a
school and who does not know the language
of the children, be a good judge of
that school # Most certainly, he cannot
be, and I dare say that almost all those
who take upon themselves to criticise the
Manitoba Catholic schools, are in that
position ; consequently their testimony is
not worth consideration. But I will go
further and put before you as good evidence
as can be had that our schools were as effi-
cient as the circumstances of the proviuce
could allow. First take our programme;
that programme contains 15 clauses and the
subjects to be taught according to that pro-
gramme are these :—Religious instruction in
the child’s language ; reading, spelling, gram-
mar, analysis and composition, these four
subjects in French and English ; penman-
ship, drawing, arithmetic, mensuration, and
algebra ; book-keeping, single and double en-
try ; geography, all parts of the world ; sacred
history, history of Canada, England and
France ; good behaviour, etc., useful know-
ledge, chemistry, agriculture and astronomy.
For the girls, domestic economy, sewing em-
broidery, etc. Now, I contend that this
programme is as comprehensive as it should
be for a primary school. It must not be for-
gotten that the aim of an ordinary primary
school is not to make scientists. Itis togivea
good start for the higher studies for those
whosecircumstances will permit them to make
such a study, and for others a sufficient
knowledge to hold their own in the humble
condition in which God has placed
them. The programme which I have
just read to you fulfils the condition. To
increase in that programme would be cram-
ming, and would tend more to injure the
health and intelligence of the child than to do
him good. At times some chances are given
when a kind of test may be made as between
the various schools : exhibitions, for instance,
and opinions from people who, by their posi-
tion and previous relations, may be said to be
good judges. It has been the privilege of our
schools to be submitted to such tests, and
here are the resulte. At the first school
exhibition at Portage la Prairie, in our own
province, we had an exhibition where the
Protestants and the Catholics exhibited side
by side the work of their pupils, and general
school work. Our schools were then awarded
a diploma for general excellence. Some years

afterwards we were invited to take part in
the London Colonial Exhibition ; and we
sent there, though very reluctantly, as the
notice appeared tooshort, exhibitsfrom eleven
schools. Nine were awarded the diploma,
and the Catholic superintendent was also
in receipt of one of those diplomas.
The Protestant schools may also have re-
ceived some, but I must say that I have
never heard that they did. And now, if
we go to the grand Chicago Fair, there
also the Catholic schools, their methods,
their teachers and their exhibits were decla-
red to be of a superior order by friends and
foes, by experts and visitors of distinction,’
and finally by the judges. However, it may
be said that 1t was not the Catholic schools
of Manitoba but the Cutholic schools of Que-
bec which exhibited, but as the accusation
of inferiority bears not only on the Manitoba
schools but generally on the Catholi . schools,
it is quite proper to refer to the result of the
Chicago exhibition as offering a sure evidence
of the adequacy of our system, and of the Ca-
tholic schools everywhere, and unless these
exhibition tests are ignored—and if they be
ignored what is the use of having them—
unless these exhibition tests are set aside 1t
must be considered that they entirely des-
troy that accusation of inferiority. So much
for the exhibition. Let us take some of the
testimonials that were sent to us by persons
in a position to know. On the occasion of
the Colonial exhibition at London, we had
correspondence from which I quote. I will
first read a letter from Captain William
Clarke who took part in the repression of
the rebellion in the North-west in 1885 :—

Loxpox, 27th July, 1886.

DEAR SiR,—I can speak with experience with
reference to the excellence of your section, two of
my daughters having been for a long time with the
good sisters of St. Boniface, where their progress
was as satisfactory to me as it was pleasant to
them.

I am, sir, your obedient servant,

WILLIAM CLARKE.

That letter was addressed to me as super-
intendent of education. Mr. Clarke was
not a Roman Catholic, but was a very decid-
ed Protestant. Sir Charles Tupper was not
a Catholic either, yet he wrote this letter:

CoroN1AL AxD Inpiax ExHIBITION, 1886,
CANADIAN SECTION,
Loxpox, 29th July, 1886.
To T. A. BERNIER, Esq.

My Dear Sir,—I duly received your letter of
the 3rd inst., and thank you for the memorandum
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which .
of the )‘;?:n}}:‘f prepared on behalf of your section
Pleased t rl Oba educational exhibit. I shall be
randym a.ndegswe a thousand copies of the memo-

The exh'b'see that they are carefully distribut-
to collect h 1bit which you have taken such pains
tion as already atfracted considerable atten-

of t},leali;l I do not doubt it will add to the success

Ominion at the exhibition.
I remain yours faithfully,

CHARLES TUPPER.

owing extract from the Cana-

azette -
N 0"emb:rfpl(éfg§(:nd0n’ published on the 4th
generall

It i
Vincel:’ that y belie.ved that of all the sister pro-
towar s eiv'l‘Of .Ma,mtopa is the least advanced
many reg ‘tllatmn: We already know that in
side thepec ?such is not the case, but if we con-
Province :xcellept scholastic exhibition of that
ermneou’s € see in what degree that impression is
The oq vl:S%).eclally in the matter of education.
cises, so] lC lon contains samples of books, exer-
Doty i 1olastic material, &e., coming from the
schools schools as well as from the Protestant
. eoxf t}llle province.
the cellence of the work, and especially of
the glfl(;gr?p}lu%'l charts, is incm’ltestibltge Thiys is
many exhil}:_:a.smg, if we consider the fact that
e Deginm: 1ts are dated from the year 1884, and
exhibit ig ng of the year 1885. It is evident the
schools iu""ﬁ‘i’osed of the ordinary duties of the
Work Spec'all parts of the province, and not of
No pr lally prepared for the occasion.
school I;x"fﬁbti)t}:mn has been made to eclipse the
ection that its of the other provinces, but the col-
of the 18 under our eyes dcnotes that in one
collfedem?;st recently organized provinces of the
although ton, there exists a school system which,
tions ng t)respectmg the faith and religious convic-
cation cq eb}l)oplllatlol}, offers to every one an edu-
societ pable of ﬁttxpg for the highest rank in
¥ the child who is placed under its care.

a.'fl})];;;‘ refers more especially to the Roman
i 1cschools. That is evident from thefact
Passas some of the sentences in that
ron ?,‘}31 are almost word for word taken
¢ memoran lum which I had prepared

C é‘ﬁ:ﬁ&_nnpany the exhibits of the Roman
son whlc schools to London. Now let us
cona] ether we could not arrive at the same
o :E:On by the results of common examina-
in tile ere was no such common examination
ther, Primary schools, but there were and
- zre still common examinations in higher
e ches at the University of Manitoba. 1
tio l)l' S?y that we have a university the institu-
lie?r which Is unique in the Dominion, I
includ?. It is a federation of colleges,
Ing institutions of all denominations.

: ave four examinations, the preliminary,

" _Pprevious, the Junior B. A. and the
11‘1&01‘- In the Junior B. A. and the Senior
so.m . the students generally branch off,
e g;&duatmg in mathematics, some in

I take the g0y

dian G
-

natural science, some in classics, some in
mental and in moral philosophy, but at the
preliminary and previous examinations the
students of all the colleges come into contact
and pass a common examination. The
papers are corrected by professors of the
various colleges. At those examinations
the students of the Catholic college of St.
Boniface have always had their full share of
honours, prizes and scholarships, and some-
times more than their proportionate share.
The argument that I draw from this is that
in education every thing is connected
and the last result is generally an indication
of what the beginnings were. The students
of the St. Boniface college begin their studies
and 1ake their preparations in our
primary schools, and, if these schools did not
do proper work, those students would not be
able in after years to post themselves sufhi-
ciently in the higher subjects to compete
with the students of the other colleges.
The fact that they do compete and take their
full share of awards is a test of our primary
schools, and one that is in our favour. Of
course, the remarks are not in answer to the
hon. gentleman, because he did not touch
that subject. Now as to the other conten-
tion of the hon. gentleman—that the agree-
ment of 1870 could not be binding on
the present population, I wish to say a few
words. To begin with, is there not some
inconsistency in the contention of the hon.
gentleman ! He says first that there isa
part of the province which is entitled to a
remedy ; he admits thereby that the agree-
ment holds good for a part of the province,
but in the next breath he argues that the
agreement could not have the effect of bind-
ing the population for all time to come. Sure-
ly there is a contradiction in these two
propositions. Let me take first his conten-
tion that the agreement entered into by
the province of Manitoba must apply only
within the limits of the original pro-
vince. That is a proposition which bears
its own refutation. By legislation
on the part of both of the federal parliament
and of the provincial legislature, the
same rights and privileges which the
population of Manitoba, irrespective of creed
or origin, had then have been extended to
the added territory. That legislation could
not in fact impose on that new portion any
other rights or privileges. Those rights
were extended in the same proportion, to
the same extent, in the same shape and

I
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form, and with the same meaning which
they had in the original province. All the
legislative authorities possessing jurisdiction
over that territory have declared that the
added territory should enjoy the same rights
and privileges as the original province.
How then can it be contended that they
come under a different rule? It would be
as reasonable to contend that the territory
itself was not added. The provincial legis-
lature extended the educational acts then in
force in the original province, to the added
territory and having been once applied to
the added territory I do not see how those
rights can now be declared not to apply to
it. The hon. gentleman says that the agree-
ment is not binding for all time to come
because when the original right was granted
there were only 12,000 people in the Selkirk
settlement, whilst that population has since
increased to about 200,000 people. If that
increase of population is a reason to set
aside the original agreement, it is also a
reason to set aside that agreement for the
older part of the province where the popu-
lation has also increased.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —What I said was
that the rights of the minority were confined
to the Selkirk settlement, but the right is
only a right to appeal—that when that ap-
peal comes before Parliament there is a con-
stitutional right on the part of Parliament
to change their policy in any direction that
they see fit.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—This Parliament
has no right to change the constitution of
Manitoba ; only the Imperial Parliament
can do that. The hon. gentleman said sub-
stantially that an agreement made by some
12,000 people could not be binding for all time
to come on a population largely increased
coming into the province afterwards. The
answer to that is that it is binding until it
is cancelled in a regular and constitutional
way. It is like a man who has given his
note and is bound by his signature. After-
wards his heirs are bound by the note until
they are legally released. There is, in legal
parlance, an expression which is used to de-
seribe an unpaid note ; we say that the note
has been dishonoured. In this case until
the constitution is changed the agreement
stands, and what Manitoba has been doing
for the past five years, is to put herself in
the position of a man who allows his note to

be dishonoured. It was with sentiments of
national pride that I heard the other day
the hon, leader of the government declare
that the signature of our sovereign should
not be dishonoured. As a matter of fact
that agreement was made with the whole
population of Canada. It was made by the
12,000 people that were there on the one
part, and the Dominion at large on the other
part, and the witness to that agreement was
Her Majesty herself, for it was sealed with
the great seal of the empire.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—And what was
that agreement !

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—The agreement
was that the rights and privileges of the
minority should always be respected, which
has not been done during the past five years.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—In what district ?

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—In alltheprovince.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—What was the size
of the province ¢

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—T cannot give the
number of square miles, but it does not appear
to me that the size of the province has much
to do with the rights of the people.

Hon. Mv. KAULBACH—There isan Act
of 1884 extending the limits of Manitoba.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—I presumethe hon.
gentlemen from Shell River refers to that
extension of the boundaries of the province.
By an Act of Parliament the institutions of
the province of Manitoba have been extended
to the whole of that province including the
added territory and afterward the provincial
legislature itself extended all its legislation
in all its various purports, including the edu-
cational acts then in force, to the added terri-
tory. The inhabitants of the added territory
thus were endowed with all the privileges
and rights in every shape and form and in
all their bearings which were enjoyed by the
remainder of the province. That is declared
by the Parliament of Canada and by the
province itself, yet, some 20 years afterwards
there are some who say that the minority in
the newer portion of the province do not
enjoy the privileges that were conferred
upon the original province. We have legisla-
tion which expressly extends to the added
territory the constitution and the laws of
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and privileges have been affected that the
way is open for an appeal. That is decided
by the judgment of the Imperial Privy Coun-
cil from which I quote as follows :

So the question to be determined is whether a
right or privilege which the Roman Catholic mino-
rity previously enjoyed has been affected by the
legislation of 1890. " Their lordships are unable to
see how this question can receive any but an affir-
mative answer.

For that added territory we have the post-
union legislation of the province, which le-
gislation gives rights and privileges to the
minority ; and you also have here a judg-
ment of the Privy Council which declares
that these rights and privileges have been
affected by the Act of 1890, thus giving a
clear right of appeal to the Governor in
Council and to this Parliament, under the
third subsection of the 93rd section of the
British North America Act, which reads as
follows :

Where in any province a system of separate or
dissentient schools exists by law at the uunion, or is
thereafter established by the legislature of the prov-
ince, an appeal shall lie to the Governor General
in Council from any act or decision of any provin-
cial authority affecting any right or privilege of the
Protestant or Roman C(atholic minority of the
Queen’s subjects in relation to education.

The Manitoba legislature having estab-
lished in the added territory, after its union
with confederation and with the province
of Manitoba, a system of separate schools,
it follows that this section, should the con-
tention of my honourable friend be right,
would be applicable to that added territory,
and would give a right of appeal to the
Catholics living there, in view of the recent
judgment of the Privy Council. Therefore '
T hold that the contention of the hon. gen-
tleman as to that portion of territory is not
tenable at all. If it were, it would go
against him. I now return to the hon.
gentleman’s statements with regard to the
agreement which was made by the then popu-
lation of the province, as not being binding
upon the present population. As a matter
of fact that agreement was made not only
with the 12,000 people who were there at
the time but with them, their heirs and
successors, as all agreements are made. I
would just like to put a practical question
which, it seems to me, is a very pertinent one
in this connection. How could the agreement
have been made with the 12,000 people only
and for their sole benefit and not for the
benefit of those who were to come after
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them ? The Roman Catholic population of
the province at that time had no need of
the protection which was provided, for they
were not in the minority. They were actu-
ally in a small majority. It was the Protes-
tants who were in the minority—not so
small a minority that any other section of the
population could encroach upon their rights
however. I say, then, that the population of
the country as it existed at that time had no
need on either side of any such protection
and it is therefore evident that the agree-
ment was made for a future time and for
those who should go to settle in the province
thereafter. It was made with the view of
getting rid for all time to come of this vexed
question. There is another side to this
agreement also. Those who do not share
our views in the matter of education knew
before settling in the province what the law
was and that this agreement was in exist-
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themselves to change at their will, and at
any time, the condition of things, even if it
were manifestly unjust, and throw upon me
the extra charges of maintaining schools
which are of no avail to me—had I been in-
formed of all that, T would never have
dreamed of leaving my native province to go
and settle in that western territory. I
would never have induced anybody to follow
my example, and to-day it is a startling dis-
covery to be told that one of the principal
features of the constitution was merely a
trap which the majority could make use of
one day or other to crush down a minority
who had loyally trusted themselves to

the generosity of their fellow citizens
for . the enjoyment of what they

considered the most sacred right, that of
educating their beloved children according

ito their own views. True, the circumstances

are altered. At the time of the union we

ence, and they must have made up their|were in a majority, and we had at the time
minds to accept that condition of things. no idea of preventing our fellow citizens
As for those who like myself believe in the | from having the kind of schools they liked,

system of schools in existence for twenty
years in the province of Manitoba without
friction, and which leaves to the parents
the legitimate control of the education of
their children, we went up there believing
that such a system was to remain in force.
Both the federal and the local governments
have repeatedly invited the inhabitants of
the eastern provinces of Canada 10 go and
settle there and help in the building up of
the province and in the development of the
resources of that part of the Dominion ; and
under the promises made to usin that respect,
under the faith of the constitution as it
stood we went and settled around Fort
Garry ; we induced others to go and one of
the inducements was just that feature of the
constitution. That agreement stands for all
time, that Catholic schools shall be protected,
and the largest part of the Catholics who are
now settled in the province have gone there
relying upon the assurance that that protec-
tion would always be extended to them. I
might declare here that I, myself, would not
have gone there if T had been informed that
sooner or later that feature of the constitu-
tion would be altered. Had I been informed,
that after 10, or 15, or 20 years, the rights
which were understood then by everybody
to be of a permanent character would be
disregarded, had T been informed that in-
stead of the protection to which the minority
is entitled, the majority would take upon

and now we are the minority. Instead of
12,000 people we have to-day about 200,000,
but if circumstances are changed there is
something that has not changed, it is the
duty and the natural right of the parents
to give an education of their choice to
their children and to control that educa-
tion. Whether a minority or a majority,
the child is always the child, the parents are
always the parents and their rights with
reference to their children are always the
same. Those rights are recognized by the
constitution, and that constitutional agree-
ment is binding upon the province and the
Dominion to-day as it was in 1870. As a
matter of fact, the agreement has been en-
tered into not only with those who made the
original bargain but with all those, who, re-
lying on the recognized permanent charac-
ter of the same, went up there since and have
made Manitoba or the North-west their
adopted home. Further, that agreement has
been ratified and entered into again and
again by the province itself. The province
has ratified that agreement each time that
it has legislated in the matter of education
without changing the principles upon which
it was based, and such legislation the legisla-
ture of the province has passed almost every
year for 20 years. In consequence of that
yearly ratification for so long a period, it can
be said that the agreement is not alone the
act of that 12,000 people referred to, but
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anything, you are the minority, and we are -
the majority, and we need not trouble our-
selves for all that.” Does it not seem,
rather, that the smaller the minority the
more appropriate is the law, the smaller
the minority the more cogent isthe law, the
more necessity of it must appear, the greater
is the obligation of adhering strictly to the
constitution? The smaller the minority,
{the more should the majority show their
| generosity in allowing their fellow-citizens
"to enjoy the rights which they had heen
jtold by that very majority they would
have for all time to come. I am sure that
the doctrine would not he applied to the
minority of the province of Quebec. I am
at present referring to something existing in
the province of Quebec, which I think is an
instance that presents about the same
feature as our privileges in the west. Apart
from the protection that every Protestant in
Quebec demanded at the time of confedera-
tion, they required some further protection.
They asked that a certain number of coun-
ties be re-erved for them, and that those
counties should not be changed only under
certain circumstances. The majority in
those counties were English Protestants.
There are thirteen counties in that position.
Since that, however, the complexion of the

-imajority has changed, and the population
-lhas also increased. Should now that in-

crease in population be a good reason to do
away with the protection that was then pro-
mised—to do away with the agreement that
was entered into by the province of Quebec,
that was entered into in connection with all
these thirteen counties ? I do not think that
such a contention could be sustained.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Could the Do-

minion government interfere in that !

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—No.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS.—It could only be
done by Tmperial Act.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—There is some-
thing astounding about the doctrine of the
hon. gentleman. True, he says, there was an
agreement and that agreement has been
embodied in the constitution. That agree-
ment has been relied upon by a large section
of the people, that agreement has been
ratified by the province itself at various
times, that agreement bears the seal of Her
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Majesty, but nevertheless he proclaims that | that it must be said it is unsound, absurd and
because the majority is no more pleased with | immoral. There is only one way for Manitoba
it, its binding feature is gone. Where should | to be relieved of what some are pleased to call
we go with such a doctrine as that 1 If the | a disability : it is by an amendment to the
majority have a right to get ril of any|consitution by the Imperial Parliament. It
institution that displeases them without any | would be an unwise course for the province
regard to the existing agreement and the|to seek for such an amendment, but yet I
existing laws, then there is no more law, | could not question the right of the majority
and no security in the land. Why should | {to ask for it. Until that is done, the old
not the province of Manitoba declare to-! | population of Manitoba and the province
morrow that the public lands, for instance, htself is bound by the constitution, whether
which were vested in the Dominion govern-!it rests on an agreement or a pure legislative
ment by the same agreement, should be no | enactment. I have gone over that part of the
more Dominion lands but provincial lands? speech of the hon. gentleman rather extensi-
If they have aright to ignore the agreement ‘ { vely, but I desire to eall the attention of the
made with respect to educatlon they have hon. gentlemen of this House to the fact
the same right to ignore any other part of | that our case does not rest exclusively on the
the agreement because it was entered into agreement referred to by the hon. gentleman.

upon the same occasion, upon the same date, It rests mainly on the legislation of the pro-
between the same parties, between the same | vince after the union. Our first contention
12,000 people and the Dominion. Where, | was that by practice we had rights at the
in that doctrine, is the guarantee for time of the union. The tirst judgment of
all the provinces, for the Dommlon, for gthe Privy Council dlsposed of that, so far as
future generations, in British \*orthithe legal construction of the constitution is
America? We are about to take into!cuncerncd I inere'y state the fact without
consideration the advisability of admit-| riticisiny the judgment which was rendered
ting another province into the wunion. on an imperfevt understanding of the case.

Negotiations to that effect are pending, ' After the point had been decided we raised
between the Dominion and Newfoundland. ' the seccnd point ; this time restirg our case
What guarantee can we offer to Newfound- | mainly on the rights acquired after the
land that the terms on which it will be ad- | uniou. The tecent judgment of the Privy
mitted will be in the future respected, if we  Council has decided that we were right in
proclaim that all agreements can be violated | that contention. T huve aiready quoted the
without any regard to the form of law, with-|judgment of the Privy Council, so when the
out regard to the constitutional way of|hon. gentleman speaks of the orwlnal agree-
rea,lmn‘r any reform that is deemed proper, | | ment_letween the 12,000 people of former
but on the sole whim of a majority and only ' days and the Dominion, he does not speak ex-
because it is the will of a majority that it |actly to the point. It1s not by virtue of this
should be so ! What guarantee have we for forier agreement, that the case coines before
the existence of confederation itself} When | Pa,rha,ment Iv is by virtue of the legislation
confederation was inaugurated there wele:of the province itself, that legislation which
only four provinces forming the union Very | was repeatedly ena.cted bythe province, which
soon the number of the added provinces will i is the act of the increased population of the
exceed the number of the original provinces. province and which hasgivenus certain rights
Shall these new provinces be entitled to say | which we are by the constitution entitled to
to the original provinces that because they | keep. These rightshave been acquired by law,

were not parties to the original constitu- | ‘and they stand at present on the same footmg
tional agreement entered into b}, the former | as do the rights of the minorities in Quebec
four provinces, because they are now a ma- | and in Ontario. In Quebec especially, the
jority, they are at hberty to disregard all |rights enjoyed by the minority to-day have
previous arrangements ! _Are they atllberty1been acquired by legislation since confed-
to smash the whole confederation scheme, {emtlon, and they arve binding now on the
simply because it is their will and without : majority, which could not alter them to the
even seeking their way out to the changes; prejudice of the minority, unless the doc-
they would like to have brought through:trine propounded by the hon. gentleman
the proper and constltutlonal channel?  from \Iarquette as to the sweeping power of
That doctrine leads to such consequences’the majority to do what they please, even
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m violagion of justice, could get some hold contrary to the spirit of the law, that tl)ose
m~tha'.t brovince. I worider whether that doc- | schools, in their poverty, thought they might
Z:;]ne ‘S taught in what arecalled the national | avail themselves of the opportm}ltyhprisenb-
ools, e opponents of our schools are : ed to them to get their share of the taxes
3ing to make 4 good deal of the fact that and of the government grant, and thereby
i@ of our schools seem to have accepted ' keep up their schools. The changes having
the new gy, T'am in a position to say that ' been brought about under those circum-
(0t & single one of those school districts is stances, the opponents of our schools cannot
. Javour of the new system. If left free base any solid argument against our conten-
they wil] o)) favour the” Catholic school sys-: tion. It might be said that the local
tem, Notwithstanding all that has been!government, being disposel to shut their
sald aboyt, us, so eage?‘ are we to give ourfeyes to the management of these schools,
children the best instruction available that ! we might be satisfied and let the matter
e of our school districts, deprived, as drop. My reply is that there are principles
they Were, of their legitimate share of t-he!.involved which we cannot overlook. Be-
governmeng grant, deprived of the right to'sides, the result would be' that it would
WY taxes on their own property fzr the work well enough for some years and tpen,
SUpport of theiy schools, obliged to pay be- | after abandoning all our rights, we might
sides for the maintenance of the so-called | wake up some fine morning to find the law
E}?t}onal schools, were unable to keep up ! applied to us in all its severity and we would
o own schools.  Still they were desirous be without recourse. We are Ju§tmed' in
cati children without edu- | apprehending this when we l?ear’ in pnnd
bamn' Inducements were offered to them | the doctrine lately advanced in Manitoba
gi the local government through their |and expressed yesterday in this House, t.lmt
oeers to attend the schools without entirely - the majority cannot be bound by any previous
iﬁCnthng their views, and they thoughtf‘agreen‘lent. Let us look at this assertion
Oney Might try the new system. Tt is not ' about the rallying of certain schools tolth]c:
schgglcoint of any preference for the public ; new system, in some other way. If we c}y‘ot
: § but bf}cause of their poverty and of | at the report of the government, we see tha
T ;e E)ecuhar inducements offered to them. ‘some of these schools never received z}ilny
some %Cfal Eovernment were anxious to have grant from the government. How can ; e%’
in Ox:d ‘? b schools brought under the law . be said to have been under the la.w};i Isi
the Cher o be able. to base an argument upon ' by the election of trustees? There being nc;
who tc?igge}', An inspector was sent, to them ;law in force at present in Manitoba exlsep
up their them that if they wanted to keep | the scho.l act of lSQQ, 1f. we want to Iee;é
t00 e Schools the government, would not i up our school organization we m1}11§t e] ec
reoulat,i(‘::tmg about compliance with the  trustees as required by law, butf, lshatfml?
qlﬁetly give He told them thag they might ‘ cannot be said to be a test. I repeat tha :;d

school ;,fte any religious instruction in the | these schools without an exception wou
that thé er lschool. hours. He told them | gladly return to the Catholic school system
by sa .iny ‘éﬁu db °8n and close school work (if an opportunity were given them to do so,
J Saying the ordmal’y Catholic prayers and | and therefore the argument based upon that
:;eenl sugcested how it should Le d0¥\e In- I falls to the ground. I know personally that
theM 0€ (;lpenmg the schoo] at a certain‘ hour, ; some of the schools in' Manitoba have never
| ot S0% open some few minutes before, | had anything to do with the new law except
i the closing they might, clt;se a fe“,r{perhaps to receive taxes from the munici-
th : regular ahour so that | pality. They could not receive the taxes
€y might be able o say that’there had | unless they, to a certain extent, recogngd
Thﬁ;;n o prayer during the school hours. | that they were public schools, but really it is
th Moen forms of report provided by |more a matter between the municipalities
o Sovernment. T have been informed |and the school districts than Letween
of those sch that the teachers | the government and the schools them-
clause g ools were adviseq that if the selves. I may add that if to-morrow
ause as to reli instruction was em- our rights were restored all those schools
arrassing to their cons ience, as this report  would return to the Catholic system. The
that el under oath, they might strike out | hon. gentleman has also propounded
use: It was by such inducements, i another strange doctrine, which is but a

i

of not leaving thejr

Y certain parties
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repetition of what was urged before the
Privy Council when the appeal was argued.
It is this : there is a wrong, there is a griev-
ance, there is a right of appeal against that
wrong, there is a power to remedy the wrong,
but the wrong should continue, no remedy
should be applied. I never heard such re-
pudiation of all the principles which underlie
the British constitution. It is so glaringly
unjust that it seems useless to enter upon an
argument to contradict such a theory. One
naturally asks what is the use of giving any
section of the population a right which can-
not have any sanction? What is the use of
giving a right of appeal against any injustice
if the tribunal to which that appeal is taken
has no obligation to adjudicate upon it? It
may be a matter of policy says the hon.
gentleman from Marquette. There are two
axioms which struck my mind when, as a
young man, [ began to study British institu-
tions. The first is ““ where there is a wrong
there is a remedy ;” the second is ‘ honesty
is the best policy.” That there has been
a wrong done us has heen decided by the
judicial committee of the Privy Council.
The judgment goes further and describes
the wrong, and, while leaving the applica-
tion of a remedy to the proper authorities,
it suggests that it should be applied, and to
what extent. The best policy is for all to
accept the judgment and to act accordingly.
Any other kind of policy would bea dishonest
one and would shatter confidence in our pub-
lic men and in our institutions. We have the
assurance of the government that the agree-
ments entered into by the Dominion will not
be violated so long as they remain in power.
Let us hope that a majority of the people will
support that policy, and that peace and har-
mony shall be restored. Letalltrue Canadians
unite in doing justice and be instrumental
in promoting the welfare of the people and
the development of the resources of the
country, and in building up a grand,
prosperous and intelligent nation and in
securing the triumph of justice and genuine

liberty.

Hon. M. ARMAND—Honorables mes-
sieur,—En débutant dans ladresse en
réponse au discours du tréne, je dois une
mention honorable a4 la mémoire de notre
illustre leader qui vient de descendre dans
la tombe au regret de son pays. Oui, hono-
rables messieurs, s'il est dans la vie des
circonstances agréables dont les souvenirs

durent longtemps il en est aussi dont les
souvenirs semblent étre bien plus profondé-
ment gravés dans la mémoire. Oui, hono-
rables messieurs, la disparition subite,
imprévue, occasionnée par la mort prématurée
de Sir John Thompson, arrivée au foyer de
l'empire, en est une qui bien certainement
vivra longtemps dans notre souvenir. Sir
John Thompson fut un de ces hommes
humbles, pratiques, laborieux, qui apparais-
sent de temnps en temps, mais rarement, et a
de longs intervalles. Quand Sir John
Thompson quitta le toit paternel, il emporta
avec lul pour tout patrimoine que sa plume
derriére loreille ; depuis il a démontré a
I'évidence, a la jeunesse intelligente et labo-
rieuse de son pays toute la véracité de cette
parole qui dit qu'il faut vouloir pour pouvoir.
Oui, Sir John Thompson a démontré & ses
compatriotes que 'on peut toujours acquérir
Thonneur, la gloire et la fortune, que l'on
peut toujours graviter échelle sociale, quant
a la fortune il n’a pas pu l'accumuler, mais des
personnessympathiques,philanthropiques ont
fait pour sa veuve et ses enfants ce que le
temps ne lui a pas permis de faire, mais il a
laizsé ce que les anciens désiraient laisser
bona fide. Je n’en dirai pas davantage, ses
actions sont la. L'histoire de sa vie sera
un miroir dans lequel la jeunesse laborieuse
viendra étudier, méditer pour faire ce quil
a fait,

Honorables messieurs, relativement aux
écoles séparées du Nord-Ouest nous devons
féliciter, remercier les présents ministres du
gouvernement pour la détermination ferme
et sincére de faire exécuter le jugement du
Conseil privé de notre auguste et gracieuse,
de notre bien aimée souveraine 1'Impéra-
trice des Indes, celle qui préside si digne-
ment aux destinées d’ Albion.

Moi, pour un, parmi mes coreligionnaires
je suis heureux de voir que les nobles An-
glais, les braves Ecossais, les enfants de la
belle et verte Erin comprennent que le
Dieu qu'ils adorent est le méme que celui
que nous adorons, avec cette différence que
leur maniére de V'adorer n'est pas la nét:-e.
Je suis aussi heureux de voir qu’ils com-
prennent que nos intéréts sont les mémes.
Oui, les intéréts sont les mémes puisque nous
sommes tous appelés 4 respirer le méme air,
a nous abreuver de la méme eau, & nous
nourrir des aliments du méme sol.

Je sais que dans certaines questions de
détails il peut et il doit y avoir divers
genres d'opinion, mais jamais divers genres
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Hon. 3p
; - Mr. FERGUSON
lournment of the debate moved the ad-

The motion Was agreed to,

The Senate adjourned at o’clock,

——
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that if the speech itself was meagre it has
nevertheless given rise to a very interesting
discussion. My hon. friend the leader of
the opposition made a long and interesting
speech upon the subjects referred to in the
speech from the Throne, and I am a little
surprised to find him evincing what T
might call very destructive tendencies.
We usually look upon him as a very
mild and courteous gentleman, and it is
rather surprising to hear him condemn-
ing, not the government or its policy, but
the party with which he is himself associat-
ed and the policy of that party. He ex-
pressed himself as being strongly opposed to
what has been regarded in the past as the
leading plank in the platform of the Liberal
party—that is provincial rights. Notwith-
standing the fact of that policy being put so
prominently before the Parliament and the
people of Canada for a great many years by
the Liberal party, we find the leader of the
opposition in this House setting himself up
against it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—1I did not.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-—The hon. gentle-
man will hardly contradict me when I pro-
ceed to show that he argued that it was the
duty of the federal government to disallow
the Manitoba School Act.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—Hear, hear. That was
not a question of provincial rights at all.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—The hon, gentle-
man’s colleagues in the other House in other
days thought that it did involve a very im-
portant principle of provincial rights. The
disallowance of provincial legislation hasbeen
the ground on which the battle of provincial
rightshas alwaysbeen fought,and yet wehave
the leaderof the oppositionin this House find-
ing fault with the government hecause they
did not disallow the Manitoba School Act in
place of sending it to the courts to be settled
in a judicial way.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It is not settled yet.
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—It is settled as

far as the courts are concerned—at all
events it has received a judicial solution,
and the hon. gentleman has set himself up as
against any such course as that.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The courts have done
nothing really.
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Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—As against that
opinion of the hon. gentleman, I will set up
a number of facts showing that the courts
have done something. There have been re-
ferences to the courts—there have been two
decisions of the conrts, and a final decision
on which the remedial order was issued the
other day. Then the hon. member set him-
self up again in a destructive mood against
the Liberal party of Manitoba, which pas<ed
the Manitoba School Act of 1890. He
agreed with everything that had been said
by the hon. leader of this House in condem-
nation of the passing that act by the Mani-
toba Legislature.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That is correct.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—And I am glad
to see he does not go back on that state-
ment in the slichtest respect.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I never did.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-—And he says,
further thut he never did and that he is
quite opposed to the action of the Liberal
party in Manitoba.

Hon. Mr. ARMAND—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—My hon. friend
the senior member from Halifax took oc-
casion to remark in the course of his speech
that the Conservative party in Manitoba
were also identified with the Liberal party in
the passage of the Manitoba School Act.
As against that I will read an extract from
an address of Archbishop Taché upon the
question. He says on page 36 of the pam-
phlet :

Mr. Prendergast placed himself in the foremost
position, being endowed with a superior order
of literary, historical, political and social know-
ledge. Nothing was neglected to defend the
Catholics. The five Protestant members of the
Opposition joined themn in the very heart of the
battle, but numbers, that ultimate resource of
constitutional regime, crushed every effort.

The same statement regarding the attitude
of the Conservatives in Manitoba was re-
peatedly made in the late contest in Anti-
gonish. It was stated there by the Liberal
speakers that the Conservative party had as-
sisted in passing the Manitoba School Act of
1890. It was a misrepresentation but, never-
theless, it was made and repeated many timnes
in that contest. It was made in my own
presence on more than one occasion. Now,
my hon. friend the leader of the opposition

in this House has also attacked the Toronto
G'lobe, or agreed with my hon. friend the
leader of the House in condemning the action
of the Toronto G'lobe, which is the leading
organ of the Reform party in Canada.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The Globeis an inde-
pendent paper.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—My hon. friend
disowns the Globe. Next I will have my
hon. friend disowning everything connected
with the Liberal party in the country. He
disowns the Toronto Globe and condemns
its attitude, and now he asks that the Tor-
onto Globe shall not be considered the organ
of the Liberal party at all.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It is not so faras I

am concerned.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Then, my hon.
friend was still in a destructive mood when
he found fault with the policy of Sir Oliver
Mowat's administration in Ontario in giving
iron bounties.

Hon. Mr, SCOTT—Oh, no.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I have not the
Debates here, but he disclaimed that action
altogether—found serious fault with it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—*“ A piece of
folly” T think the words were, as to Sir
Oliver Mowat’s granting iron bounties in
Ontario. But he has not done yet. He con-
demns the Hon. Edward Blake for having
moved a resolution in Parliament providing
for the submission of educational difficulties
to the courts.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—No, I did not con-
demn.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON —It sounded very
much like it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The hon. gentleman
is usually fair. I do not think he should
put in my mouth words that I did not utter.
I said, that in the light of past events for
the last five years, there might be a doubt
whether Mr. Blake had not made a mistake.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I am very much
obliged to my hon. friend for having made
the matter so clear to the House, that he is
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%tory, in the interest of the Protestant mi-
nority in the province of Quebec. Now,
‘having these facts in mind, we should ap-
| proach the question without any regard what-
,ever to its creed aspect, because Protestants
'are a minority in the province of Quebec,
rand if the rights of the Catholic minority in
' Manitvba are encroached upon or invaded
‘by the majority, the same or similar rights
ienjoyed by the Protestant minority in Que-
‘bec might be encroached upon some day.
iTherefore, it is in the interest of all creeds
jand all classes to approach this question
'with a sense of what is right, altogether
irrespective of whether Catholics or Protes-
'tants are affected in the case which is
! now engaging the public attention Neither
is this a question as to whether secular or
denominational schools ave the best for
|Canady or any part of Canada. That
| question very properly came up and, no
! doubt, to some extent was considered when
the Manitoba Constitutional Act was con-
sidered. That was the time for the framers
of that act to have considered the question
as t» whether denominational or stcular
'schools were best or those that should be
‘provided for the province of Manitoba.
! Bur, at the present timne and in the piesent
|state of the questicn, that aspect of it does
i not come up for discussion. Arditis not
la question now as to whether the schools
| established under the Manitoba Schoo: Act
'of 1890 are Protestant schools or secular
!schools. The leader of the Libe:al party in
the other House, in many speeches which he
has delivered throughout the couutry during
the last three or four years, scews to think
it a very important (uestion as to whether
the schools that have been brought into
existence under the Act of 1850 in the pro-
vince of Manitoba, are Protestant schools or
secular schools, and the hon. gentleman
appeared to think (if I could draw any in-
ference from his references to that subject),
that if they were secular schools, the:: there
remained nothing upon which the public
mind should be disturbed at all. Now, I do not
think that that reaches the question. It is
not important or material to the controversy
whether they are secular or Protestant
schools. The hon. gentleman knows that
they are not the schools that were guaran-
tead to the minority under the Manitoba Act
of 1870. Nor do I think that it isa question
of very great importance to this discussion,
whether the separate schools which existed
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in Manitoba before 1890 were efficient or
otherwise. A great deal of stress has been
laid by a member of the Manitoba govern-
ment—who has been addressing meetings in
this part of the Dominion recently, and by
a leading exponent of the opposition to the
minority in Manitoba in the House of Com-
mons—on what they claim to be the fact

the laws of Manitoba before 1890 were

very ineflicient, I do not think that comes

in appropriately, because if these schools
were inetficient, the fault lay with the legis-
lature of Manitoba. On them devolved the
duty of making the Roman Catholic schools
as eflicient as the public schools of the pro-
vince. 1f there was anything wrong with
the management of these schools, the pro-
vincial authorities had the power to improve
the management and make the school effi-
cient. I would say further that there
is not now a question before the country
as to whether the minority has a griev-
ance or not. That has been settled by
the Judicial Committee of the Privy
Council They have decided that the minor-
ity has a grievance, and that point need
not be discussed at any great length. The
hon.
to be of the opinion that that grievance only
exists to a modified extent—that there is a
portion of the territory now embraced in the
province of Manitoba in which there exists
no grievance. The hon. gentleman’s conten-
tion in this respect was very well met by the
argument of the hon. gentleman from St.
Boniface, and when my hon. friend from
Marquette looks into it closely, as no doubt
he will, he must see that there is very
little in that point. The province of Man-
itoba, having certain limits, became a prov-
ince with a constitution. It enlarged its
boundaries with the consent of this Parlia-
ment and of the portions of territory
that were brought in, and as soon as the
boundaries were enlarged, the added terri-
tory came under the laws of the old province
of Manitoba in every respect, and the
Separate School Act applied there as well as
it did in the old province. Therefore, under
the 93rd section of the British North
America Act, that part is in precisely the
same position, with respect to education,
as the older part of Manitoba. Without
wishing to indulge in any levity, I might be
allowed to illustrate it in this way. The
hon. gentleman from Marquette, like most

gentleman from Marquette seems:

other men, came into this world without a
beard. Since then, he has grown a beard,

;and although his, like my own, is becoming
'a little gray, it is part of himself, and he

cannot disown it.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—Unless you cut

lit off.
that the separate schools existing under

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-—Then it would
grow again as long as the hon. gentleman
continued to possess vitality. I may say
further that there is not now, as far as I
can see, any question before the Senate or
before the country as to whether this Par-
liament has power to apply a remedy if the
legislature of Manitoba does not. The deci-
sion of the Judicial Committee of the Privy
Council settles that; it declares that this
Parliament has power to apply a remedy and
the question, therefore, is narrowed down,
and there is not that field for discussion that
there has been in former sessions in this
House. The question now is shall the remedy
come from Manitoba or from the Parliament
at Ottawa—that is the real question. It
rests in the first place with Manitoba itself.
If the legislature of that province fails to
find a remedy for the grievance which has
been decided to be in existence, it will be equi-
valent to an abnegation of its functions, and
on the Manitoba legislature will devolve the
responsibility of any action that the Parlia-
ment of Canada may find it necessary to
take to remedy the grievance admitted to
beinexistence. An hon. gentleman who has
taken a very great deal of interest in
this question, although T think from a
wrong point of view, in addressing the
House of Commons the other day, took
the ground that the legislature of Manitoba
had to obey the remedial order to its
fullest extent or had to refuse to do
anything—that there was no alternative.
I think there is no necessity to discuss that
question now ; it is for the legislature of
Manitoba to declare what they will do, and
if they make an effort to provide what they
conceive to be a remedy, it will be for this
Parliament to consider whether that remedy
is sufficient or otherwise. I do not think
that the remedial order has any such effect
as that the legislature of Manitoba must
accept it in its entirety or do nothing. The
political aspect of the question comes in at
this stage. My hon. friend from Halifax,
in discussing it the other day, seemed to
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House of Commons, who is the recognized
leader of the Liberal party all over Canada,
for some expression of opinion that will be
held in some way to bind his followers.
I ask what is the attitude and position of
that hon. gentleman in regard to this ques-
tion. We have recently had four by-elec-
tions in three different provinces of this
Dominion—one in Antigonish, N.S,, two in
the province of Quebec and one in Ontario.
In two constituencies there were no recog-
nized Liberal candidates, although in Hal-
dimand the opponent of the government
candidate was actively supported by Liberals.
But there were Liberal candidates in Anti-
gonish and Verchéres, and I have yet to
hear that the leader of the party or any lead-
ing Liberal made a declaration on this ques-
tion in any way whatever in connection
with either of those elections. When the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council gave
its decision and the government of Canada
acted on that decision, it was due to the
Liberal party and to the people of Canada
of all parties and classes that the Liberal
leaders, especially Mr. Laurier, should have
been heard from. I would have excused
Mr. Laurier had he delegated to some of his
lieutenantsthe duty of speaking on the trade
question, because he and his party areon
record upon that subject. They have indeed
put themselves perhaps a little too much on
record on the trade question, but with regard
to the Manitoba school question it was an
extraordinary thing that the leader of the
party, Mr. Laurier, and the leader in the
maritime provinces, Mr. Davies—because
they have a divided leadership—should have
avoided these contests and failed to explain
their attitude. I do not know why these
hon. gentlemen have avoided the question,
but their failure to declare their views has
enabled their friends in these different con-
stituencies to assume a great variety of
attitudes in dealing with the subject, and to
make very conflicting statements at different.

. | meetings suitable to the complexion of the

several localities. I should be sorry to say
that the leader of the opposition kept out of
the contest to enable his followers to take
conflicting courses, but I do say, and I think
I will be sustained by the hon. gentlemen on
both sides of this House, that it was the duty
of the leader of the opposition to have taken
a part in these contests, at all events to
have placed himself on record on this ques-
tion.
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Hon. Mr. POWER—It is only since the ’ say has put the government on record very

elections have been held and since Parlia-
ment has met that the government have in
any way put themselves on record as to what
they would do if Manitoba refused to obey
the remedial order.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Does the hon.
gentleman say that the government has not
placed itself on record ?

Hon. Mr. POWER—Until the leader of
the House spoke in this House the other
day.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I read a speech
delivered in the county of Haldimand by
Mr. Montague himself, which put the
government on record in almost the same
language as the premier used in this House
the other day.

Hon. Mr. POWER—By no means.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—The govern-
ment put itself on record by its action and
again by passing the remedial order, and
there were explicit declarations made by
Mr. Montague in Haldimand, by Mr. Ouimet
in Verchéres, and by Sir Hibbert Tupper
and myself in Antigonish, as to the stand
of the government on this Manitoba school
question. Explicit statements were made
in all of those constituencies.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Perhaps the hon.
gentleman would be good enough to quote
the explicit statements made by Mr. Mon-
tague in Haldimand.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—TI have not got
it at my hand, but I remember reading it in
a report of Mr. Montague’s speech which I
think was published in the Mail and Empire.
In that speech he expresses himself almost
to the same effect as the leader of this House
did the other day—to the effect that the
government had passed this remedial order
and would do its duty when the time came.

Hon. Mr. POWER—What its duty was
is the question.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—The remedial
order, however, was a sufficient declaration.
The hon. member from North Simcoe, in the
House of Commons, does not fail to find, nor
do his friends and supporters fail to find in
that remedial order something which they

decidedly. The attitude of the Liberal
leaders on this question reminds me very
much of boys going to rob a hen roost. The
leader secretes himself in the bush and sends
his companions to steal the chickens, because
it would never do for himn to appear in the
matter, but as soon as his friends come out
with the plunder the boy in the bush has a
share of it. That is the way the Liberals
have acted in these elections. Mr. Laurier
and his associates have remained under
cover until the contests were over and they
will have no hesitation in reaping any poli-
tical capital they can from the result of the
action of Mr. McCarthy and their other
friends. Now I have looked carefully over
all the speeches that I could lay my hands on
delivered by the hon. Mr. Laurier on this
Manitoba schools question, and there are
two or three statements, at different times
since this question has come up which, serve
to show how his opinions have run, since
1893. 1In 1893 he said in Parliament :—

If the statement is founded on fact which is
made by His Grace Archbishop Taché, and which
is repeated in all the petitions coming from the
Roman Catholies of Manitoba, that under the
guise of public schools, Protestant schools are
being continued, and that Roman Catholic chil-
dren are forced under that law to attend what are
in reality Protestant schools ; I say this—and let
my words be heard by friend and foe, let them be
published in the press, throughout the length and
breath of the land-—that the strongest case has
been made for interference by this government. If
that statement be true, though my political life be
ended for ever, what I said now Ishall be prepared
to repeat, and would repeat on every platform in
Ontario, every platform in Manitoba, nay every
Orange lodge thronghout the land, that the Roman
Catholic minority has been subjected to a most in-
famous tyranny. :

I am not aware that the hon. gentleman is
entitled to admission to the Orange lodges
throughout the land to give his views there,
but he says he is bold and brave and prepared
to repeat the opinion in every Orange lodge
throughout the land that the Catholics have
been subject to tyranny. There is, however,
an ““if 7 in every part of this. If Archbishop
Taché and the others who have signed the
petition are telling the truth, and if the
schools which have been established are
really Protestant schools, he is prepared
to take this bold action; but he says fur-
ther :

I would not hesitate, if the statement is true,
to go ahead and plead the case of the Catholics in
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part, I speak in the same sense.

They were all happily agreed on that
point.

And I now say that the government acted in
a cowardly way and did not dare to speak either
oue way or the other. It was there hounden duty
to say one thing or the other. But instead of
acting like men of courage they allowed passion to
be inflamed in Manitoba and Quebec, and never
dared to stand up like men and put an issue of the
question. They are to be blamed for this. They
shunted the guestion to the courts where it is now.
The opposition are not in a position to take any
action until such time as a report has been given
by the courts.

Here the government were a pack of
cowards because they did not discuss it
when it was before the courts, and he turns
round and says the opposition were not in a
position to say anything upon it until such
time as a decision was given by the courts.

He adds :(—

And until the courts have decided whether or not
the government have no right to interfere. Then
it will be time for us to say we will act or not.

At all events, we learn from this that the
hon. gentleman was not then prepared to
speak. He had been pressed by his friends
from different parts of the country, holding
conflicting views, to take one side or the
other and he gave no answer, and he con-
demned the government because they did not
do anything, and then says the opposition
could not do anything until the question
came out of the courts. Now, the hon. mem-
ber has spoken again on this question. I
might quote from a speech which he made in
Winnipeg, in which he substantially repeats
what he said in April, 1893. In Winnipeg,
on the 3rd September, 1894, he declared that
he is a firm believer in provincial rights. T
must quote his exact words in order that
there may be no misapprehension about it.
It was on this very question that he was
speaking when he declared in this way that
he was a firm believer in provincial rights,
although my hon. friend does not seem to
think that provincial rights are at all in-
volved in this question. He says.

I am a firm believer in provincial vights. In the
Dominion House of Commons I have stood up for
the suthority of the provinces. When I took up
the petition of my fellow-religionists of Manitoba,
complaining of the legislation of the government
of Manitoba, I asked myself, what is the com-
plaint ? * * 1 took up the petition
of the Archbishop and of those who signed it with
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him, and the complaint which was made was that
the government of Manitoba—I speak here in the
presence of the members of the government-—had
adopted legislation which, instead of improving
public schools in the country, imposed upon them
Protestant schools, and that they were bound to
send their children to Protestant schools. In the
other, the government of Manitoba denied the
statements i tofo.

Here was the contradiction again, the same
as in the House of Commons, and the ques-
tion seemed to turn in his mind on whether
the schools established under the Act of
1890 were Protestant schools or secular
schools.

Hon. Mr. ODONOHOE--Is the right in
question here not a Canadian right rather
than a provincial right ?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS— A Dominion right.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I understand
my hon. friend to say it is not a provincial
right but a Canadian right.

Hon. Mr. ODONOHOE—Yes.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-—Mr. Laurier
seems to be of a different opinion, because
he qualifies all he says on the subject by
saying he is a firm believer in provincial
rights.

Hon. Mr. ODONOHOE—He may be an
advocate of provincial rights and make that
announcement, but the right under discus-
sion is not a provincial right.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I do not know
how my hon. friend may view it, but I am
speaking of how it was viewed by the Hon.
Mr. Laurier. I am dealing entirely with
the opinions expressed by the Hon. Mr.
Laurier, and he says he is a firm believer in
provincial rights ; and I was going to read
a little further :

1 sajd to the government of the Dominion here
is a simple question of fact, you have to determine
whether the statements are true or not. But instead
of doing that, they went on appealing to the courts
and evading the question.

Mr. Laurier put .t on the question of the
provincial rights and it pervades the whole of
his remarks, and he does not fail to charac-
terize how great the outrage would be in his
mind if the minority were forced to attend
Provestant schools. He does not hesitate to
say how great he would regard the outrage ;
but, does he say that this Parliament should

come in and interfere.

Nothing of the kind.
He says:

I will be prepared to go before the people of Mani-
toba and tell them such legislation should not
stand. T have nothing more to say in Winnipeg
than I have said on the floor of Parliament, in
Quebec and elsewhere,

The remedy of Mr. Laurier was not a
remedy such as the Judicial Committee of
the Privy Council have decided it is proper
to give, but he started out by declaring that
he was in favour of provincial rights, and the
fair meaning of his language was that he
would not pass any law, but he would go
personally and use all the influence he pos-
sessed with the people of Manitoba and the
legislature of Manitoba, his political friends.
I hope the hon. gentleman is doing that, and
that he his using his influence with them in
this matter. At all events, I say he is not,
by the public attitude he is taking, helping
in any way towards a fair solution of this
difficulty.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—T would ask the
hon. gentleman if the minority have been
forced to attend Protestant schools ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I do not think
that is a question which affects the discussion
at all.  The schools that were guaranteed
to the minority were separate schools, and
it is well known that our Roman Catholic
friendsentertain objections t6 secular schools
as well as Protestant schools,and Mr. Laurier
was beating about the bush, and the difficulty
does not lie in the place where he was put-
ting it. It lay in another point altogether.
In speaking in the House of Commons the
other day, the hon. gentleman has put him-
self on record again on this question :

But I have only this to say and to repeat that I
have no desire to create political capital out of this
question. I have no (Fesire to get into power
through it, if the government solve it as they
should, but I am not ready to offer advice to the
advisers of His Excellency. I shall wait until
they bring in their message.

Now, from the extracts I have already read,
it will be found that, up to the time that the
government passed the remedial order and
up tothe time that the decision of the Frivy
Council was rendered, the hon. gentleman,
as leader of the party, declared that the
government treated him very badly, treated
his friends badly because they had tied this
question up in the courts and prevented them
from taking a manly and courageous stand
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restore the separate schools to the province
the federal parliament would intervene.
The opposition speakers found serious fault
with the government because they did not
threaten in that order what they would do
in the case of inaction on the part of the
province and name a day when they would
do it. So far, therefore, from giving an
adverse vote to the policy of the government,
in so far as the passage of the remedial order
is concerned, the electors may be said not
only to have endorsed it, but to have gone
beyond it from the fact that the opposition
speakers went further than the government
in promising to take a strong course on the
question.

Hon. Mr. POWER—They saw you and
went you a little better.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.L)—Per-
haps that is about the way to put it. My
hon. friend admits that the opposition went
one better than the government.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Excuse me-—the
hon. gentleman is fond of talking about what
other people say. I simply say after hearing
the hon. gentleman’s story that it appears
now that the opposition speakers saw the
hon. gentleman and went a little better.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.1.)—I think
I have made it clear that they did go one
better. They went a good deal better, and
that may account to some extent for the vote
given to Mr. McIsaac. I know that the
speakers on the Opposition side denounced
and condemned the Government for having
trifled with the question, claiming that the
remedial order did not meet the requirements
of the case. There is no doubt, however, that
the fiscal policy of the government was dis-

-lcussed very fully in the contest, and that

the opposition candidate in that contest as-
sured the people that if they supported him
and the Liberal party were returned to power
they would be able to buy kerosene oil at,
three or four cents a gallon. The statement
which I refer to was made I was told in
meetings throughout the county by the Lib-
eral candidate himself. Now I have in my
possession quotationsshowing that the whole

sale price of kerosene oil in New York and
Boston at the present time is about twelve
cents a gallon, to say nothing of the
duty or the cost of importation. This dis-
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scussion has turned to a very considerable
extent on the trade question, and my hon.
friend from Marquette—I am sorry to see
that he is not in his place-—has discussed
the theory of free trade very fully and at
great length in this debate. I may be per-
mitted to say that in my opinion in discuss-
ing fiscal questions in Canada, we have

very little to do with the abstract theories .
We |

relating to free trade or protection.
do not advocate protection as an abstract
theory and insist that it shall be maintained
in all ages or in all countries alike. We do
not pretend anything of the kind. That
has never been the view of the Liberal-
Conservative party, and when I heard the
hon. Senator from Marquette speaking at
great length and with great eloquence
upon the benefits of free trade, discussing
the question from a theoretical standpoint,
I think it woss altogether beside the mark.
If theories were to prevail entirely, there
would be very little need of Parliament ;
theories could be ground out by the
universities, and there would be very
little need of the adopion of fiscal
policies by Parliament. As opposed to that
view which permeated the speech of my hon.
friend in favour of the abstract theory of
free trade as against that of protection, Iset
up this statement, that the framing of a
fiscal policy for a country like Canada, which
would suit the country at the time it was
framed, is a great effort of statesmanship.
Tt is one of the most important, if not themost
important, matter which the Parliament
of a country has to deal with. From 1873
to 1878, during the time when my hon. friend
the leader of the opposition occupied a posi-
tion in the governmeut of Canada, we find
that new conditions had arisen with regard
to the industries of the country. Many
will say “why were your party not protec-
tionists before that ; they were free traders
before that.” I admit that many of them
were, but the reason of that is to be found in
the fact that about that time new conditions
began to come into existence on this contin-
ent which had never been ob-erved before.
About 30 yrars ago, in 1865, the United
States civil war came to a close, and large
numbers of men returned from the battle-
fields, north and south, to their former
peaceful pursuits. A vast proportion of the
population which had up to that time been
engaged in preparing supplies for the army,
and in meeting other contingencies arising

from a state of civil war, returned to
peaceful avocations, and the United States
was compelled to adopt an extremely high
tariff, not merely for purposes of protection,
but to meet the extraordinary interest
charge upon the war debt which they had
to assume. This high tariff brought about
an unprecedented development of American
industries. By the high prices which labour
produced, immigrants were drawn to the
country in larger numbers than ever before,
and in a few years the industrial life of the
nation was quickened to an extent which had
never been anticipated. That went on until
during the seventies the United States found
themselves producing more than they could
possibly consume, and they commenced to
look about them for customers to buy their
surplus products. Canada at the time
had a low taritf, and her industries were
still in the infant stage; it was thus easy for
the Americans to dump into Canada such
of their products as they did not consume
themselves. We all know what the result
was. Many, perhaps, might say it was a
very good thing for the country, but I think
it has been clearly proved that that was not
the result. As time went on the Americans
resorted to many methods of discrimination.
In the matter of sugar they went so far as
to grant a rebate on exportations which was
actually larger than the duty on imported
sugar, and their sugar thus caine into Canada
displacing that produced by our own refin-
eries. Our sugar industries were ruined,
and other industries also suffered. It was
during this time that the question of the
trade policy of the country forced itself
upon our public men. There had not exist-
ed up to that time such conditions as were
then to be found, and in my opinion that is
where the leader of the Liberal party and his
friends missed their opportunity. They were
then at the head of affairs and had the first
choice of policies. Had they been equal to the
occasion and furnished to the industries of
Canada some easure of protection, they
might not have been in opposition as they
have been for the past seventeen or eighteen
years. The Conservative party, led by the
greatest man we have had in this Dominion,
and perhaps on this continent, during the
past fifty years, Sir John Macdonald, was
not slow to grasp the situation. Sir John
Macdonald listened to the cry that went up
from the farming, manufacturing and other
interests of the country, and adopted the
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the condition of the farmers of the country,
and he referred to the census which, I think
he said, showed that we had 120,000 less
farmers in Canada than at the time of the
adoption of the National Policy. I have heard
the statement made repeatedly, that the
census returns show a decrease in the farm-
ing population, and a considerable increase
in the cities of Canada.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I think the falling
off in the number of farmers was 7,000.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON —That was what
I found myself, and I was surprised when
the figures were given as 120,000. My hon.
friend seems to think that that is a very
deplorable state of things as regards the
farmers. I speak as a farmer myself on this
subject, and to my mind the fact that the
hon. gentleman states, does not convey that
lesson at all. I look upon it that every
farmer added to the population of the country
becomesa competitor with hisbrother farmers,
but every man, woman and child who is added
to a city becomes a customer of the farmer,
and it isin the interests of the farmers
themselves that the population of the cities
should increase. The fact that the hon.
member quotes, so far from being against
the farmers, ic in their interest.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Then why does the
hon. gentleman spend money to encourage
the immigration of farmers into this country !

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—There will be
plenty of moving backwards and forwards.
We must keep up a prosperous farming class
in the country; but while the number of
our farmers has not sensibly increased dur-
ing that period, I contend that the farmers
as a class have done very well. They have
held their own better during that period
than perhaps any other farmers in the
world. Let us look at a few figures in rela-

- | tion to thatsubject. In1877 weimported a

great deal of agricultural products from the
United States. I have looked over the
figures, and I find that we imported from
the United States over and above agricul-
tural products, not the produce of Canada,
that we send out of the country, $12,000,-
000 worth. Last year I find that that was

. | reduced to two or three millions of dollars—

There is a difference of ten millions of

dollars between 1877 and the last financial
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year that I have been looking over. The
home market has been conserved under
the National Policy to the farmers of Canada
to the amount of at least ten millions of dol-
lars. That is not all. Take the exports for
the year ending June, 1893, and it will be
found that we sent out of the country that
year of agricultural products more than wedid
in 1878 over twenty-one millions of dollars’
worth, and we must remember that there
has been a great depreciation in prices and
that that twenty-one millions of dollars’
worth of products represents a volume alto-
gether greater than the value would indicate
on account of the depreciation in prices,
especially of wheat, which formed a consid-
erable portion of our exports. The Na-
tional Policy has conserved to our farmers,
our own markets to the extent of ten
millions of dollars, and we have invaded the
markets of the world with twenty-one mil-
lions of dollars’ worth more of agricultural
products than was sent out in 1878, not-
withstanding the depreciation in prices.
More than that, we have fed our own home
population of three-quarters of a million
more people in the cities than in 1878.
Hon. gentlemen opposite are fond of saying
that the population of Canada has not
increased—-that there has been an exodus.
That is no doubt true. These movements
of population are attributed by our friends
opposite to the operation of the National
Policy. I do not think that is reasonable
or fair, because these movements of popula-
tion have always been going on as regards
the races to which we belong. There would
have been no people in Canada now had it
not been for the feeling of unrest that the
races to which we belong have manifested. I
have the Financial Reform Almanac before
me, a reliable book issued by the free tra-
ders of England, which contains some statis-
tics with regard to emigration from that
country. I find in this volume it is set forth
that in the 15 years from 1879, when the
National Policy was adopted in Canada, up
to 1892, 3,185,000 people emigrated from
the British Islands—that is after deducting
the number of those who came in during that
period. That was the net emigration from
the British Islands—in free trade England
—and of that number 2,780,000 went to
the United States. There has been an
enormous exodus from the only free trade
country in the world to a country which has
the highest protective tariff.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—What has been
the increase of population that remained
behind in England !

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)—There
may have been an increase of population—I
am not dealing with that—1I am dealing with
the people who have gone out of the country.
I put that fact before the House—it is im-
portant when we find that 3,185,000 people
over and above those who came into Great
Britain and Ireland during those years went
out of the country, and that most of them
went to the most protected country in the
world.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Just as large a pro-
portion of the people of Canada have gone
out, and the increase of our population is not
any greater in proportion than that of Eng-
land.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)—That is
a subject that is so often discussed, that it
is scarcely necessary to go into it now, but
the hon. gentleman knows very well—no one
knows better—that the census of 1881 and
the census of 1891 in Canada were not taken
on the same basis with regard to the time
limit of absentees. I remember after the
censusof 1881 wastaken, ourfriends in the op-
position, Sir Richard Cartwright and qthers
condemned the census of that year as being
wholly unreliable, because they said that
the system adopted led to the counting in of
a vast number of people who had left the
country for years and who might never
return. The government felt that there was
some force in this objection, and in the census
of 1891 instructions were issued that no
absentee should be included in the population
of the country unless some satisfactory assu-
rance was given that he would return in a
reasonable time. If the census of 1891 had
been taken on the same basis as the census
of 1881, it would have shown—in fact there
is every evidence of that,—that Canada
improved rapidly during that period, and
that there was a substantial increase of
population. Hon. gentlemen are fond of
referring to the deficit of the present year
and of last year, and my hon. friend the
leader of the Opposition in this House was
kind enough to suggest a way in which the
deficit could be removed. He suggested that
duties should be taken off some of the staple
articles of import, although my hon. friend
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to a discourse on the duty on tea last year
and claimed it to be a free trade tax. The
hon. gentleman was right, it was a free trade
tax, and he was preparing the way for a tax
on tea if his party ever came into power.
When we look at the record of the different
Conservative administrations, we need not be
much troubled about the deficit of the present
year, for which we have not the exact figures.
We find during 16 years of Conservative ad-
ministration a surplus of about $16,000,000,
an average of about a million dollars a year,
notwithstanding the fact that the expendi-
ture occasioned by the North-west rebellion
was incurred during that peviod. There is
no occasion for alarm at a showing such as
this when we recall the fact that under the
Mackenzie administration there was on an
average a deficit of over a million dollars a
year.

I am very much obliged to different hon.
gentlemen who expressed themselves so
kindly, with regard to my own selection to
take part in the government of the country.
It was very kind and very unexpected to
me, and I was paid compliments which T
feel I do not deserve, but I shall do my best
to deserve if I live. In connection with
this matter I want to say one word in reply
to the observation which fell from my hon.
friend from British Columbia with regard to
the representation of his province in the
government of the country. I understood
the hon. gentleman to say that he found no
fault with the representation of my little
province in the councils of the country, but
he complained that the province that he has
the honour to represent in this House has
not been similarly treated. On matters of
fact, I am rather at variance with the hon.
gentleman in one or two particulars. It is
within my memory that the province of
British Columbia had one of its representa-
tives as premier of Canada for a time. Not
only had they a representative in the Cabinet
but they had the honour of being repre-
sented by the greatest statesman that
Canada has ever produced.

Hon. Mr. McINNES, (B.C.)—T regret to
say it because he has passed away, but Sir
John Macdonald became a representative of
one of the British Columbia constituencies
after he was rejected by his own constituency
in Kingston, and in the true sense of the
word he had neverbeen in British Colum-
bia ; he did not understand British Colum-
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bia, and it was merely a compliment paid to
him at the time, and in the true sense of the
word, he was not a representative from the
province.

Hon. Mr. ROBITAILLE—I should like
to know why he did not understand it.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—My hon. friend’s
argument is rather against the earnest plea
he set up for the representation of his pro-
vince in the Cabinet the other day, because
I think hon. gentlemen will come to this
conclusion, that if the presence of Sir John
Macdonald as the representative of a British
Columbia constituency in the House of Com-
mons, in the Cabinet, and as Premier of
Canada, was not a benefit to the province, I
do not think the province can be benefited by
a representative in the Cabinet. As for
myself, perhaps I may not be a benefit
to my own province ; very likely I may not
be, but that does not affect the question.
Sir John Macdonald may have been a feeble
representative of British Columbia in the
Cabinet, but I do not think that that
affects the question which I am discussing
at the present moment. I want to point
out, however, to my hon. friend that much
later a former representative of British
Columbia occupied a Cabinet position for
many years. I refer to Mr. Dewdney. It
is true that at the time Mr. Dewdney was
in the Cabinet he did not represent a British
Columbia constituency, but he was at one
time a representative of that province, and
he has gone back to occupy a prominent
position there.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—The
province never recognized Mr. Dewdney as
representing them in the Cabinet after he
left British Columbia; and I ask the hon.
gentleman, if he lived in British Columbia
and never went to his own island, could he
represent that island properly, and with
satisfaction to his own people ? Although
we gave Sir John a seat, and were proud to
do so, he never represented British Columbia
in a proper manner, as a native of that pro-
vince could have done.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-—I am not going
to discuss the question as to whether these
gentlemen were efficient representatives or
not. I know that when Mr. Dewdney was
a member of the Cabinet he did not repre-

sent a constituency in British Columbia, but
from the fact of its beinghis adopted province,
though he did not live there, it is probable
that he may have understood the needs of
British Columbia. I simply say this in an-
swer to what has been said with reference to
Prince Edward Island. Now, I have been in
the province of British Columbia and Ido not
think my hon. friends have been in the pro-
vince that I represent. I admire the pro-
vince of British Columbia, and I do not
know that many members of this House have
a greater appreciation of the wonderful
resources of that province than I have. If
British Columbia should get one or two
seats in the Cabinet, I am sure I should be
very far from sorry. I know my hon.
friends do not feel at all sorry that
Prince Edward Island has got representa-
tion. We are agreed thus far, but I do
differ from my hon. friend from British
Columbia who brought this matter up with
regard to the comparison, he instituted
between British Columbia and Prince
Edward Island in the matter of contributions
to the revenues of the country. I thought
we were done with hearing the customs
entries at any ports quoted as an evidence
of the contributions of any part of Canada
to the revenue of the country. We know
very well that no fair comparison can be
made in that way at all. We know that
the importing for Canada is done at certain
centres at the present time. The hon.
member from Victoria referred to this
matter and pointed to certain figures as
really representing the contributions of the
different parts of the country. That would
be very important if they really did repre-
sent the contributions, but I submit they
do not. I am not very well acquainted with
the nature of the importations or the desti-
nation of the dutiable goods that are entered
in the ports of British Columbia, but I think,
looking upon the fact that these ports of
British Columbia are the only ports of entry
on the Pacific coast, that a good portion of
the goods so entered are consumed in other
parts of Canada and not consumed in that
province—

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—Yes, they
are.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Well, with re-
gard to Prince Edward Island, I know that
our imports represent but a very small pro-
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Prince Edward Island is concerned, it created
a wrong impression. To get at the true
contributions of the province of Prince Ed-
ward Island you might inultiply the figures
that he quoted by eight or ten.

I feel that I should not resume my seat
without saying a word, feebly as I feel my-
self able to do 1t, with regard to the great loss
i which Canada has sustained within the last
'year in the person of our late premier, Sir
John Thompson. All the gentlemen who
have spoken on both sides of the House,
have very feelingly and fittingly expressed
their great admiration for that eminent
! man, and their sense of the loss which Can-
‘ada bas sustained by his being taken away.
{ His career was truly marvellous—a wonder-
ful career in any country. Only ten or eleven
years had he been in tle arena of Dominion

politics, and at the end of that time he

E stood away above and beyond I might say
{every man in public life in Canada in re-
'gard to services and in regard to ability,
;and in almost every respect his career
was a wonderful one. The almost tragic
ending of that career was calculated, to
make an impression on the minds of the
people of our country which time will not
efface. I cannot do better in closing my
remarks than to quote the words of Sir
Walter Scott with regard to Lord Nelson :

«To him as to the burning levin
Short, bright, resistless course was given,
( Till burst the bolt on yonder shore
| Rolled, blazed, destroyed and was no more.”

| The motion was agreed to.

i

1

MINISTERIAL CHANGES.
Hon. Mr. POWER—During the discus-

sion on the Address some reference was made
to recent changes in the administration,
}a.nd perhaps the hon. the leader of the gov-

ernment will be prepared to make these ex-
planations now.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—In
accordance with constitutional practice on
similar occasions, and with the permission of
the Crown, I have brietly to acquaint the
House with the proceedings which took place
consequent upon the lamented death of Sir
John Thompson.

On the evening of the doy following that
which witnessed the tragic event at Windsor
Castle, Eagland, I received the Governor
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General’s commands to wait upon him. In
the course of the interview, His Excellency
did me the honour to propose that I should
undertake the formation of a new adminis-
tration. This task I conceived it my duty
to accept. The first step towards its fulfil-
ment was to ascertain from mylatecolleagues
whether they would consent to retain their
positions, and on their agreeing to do so I
advised that they be continued in their re-
spective offices subject to any such changes
as might in the interest of the country be
deemed advisable. Imay add, however, that
Mr. Patterson expressed his wish to retire,
but consented to remain at iy special request
untilsuch time as I could conveniently make
other arrangements.

The Cabinet vacancy caused by the death
of Sir John Thompson was filled by Mr.
Dickey, M.P., for Cumberland, who accepted
the portfolio of Secretary of State.

The isolated position of Prince Edward
Island renders direct representation in the
Ministry desirable. Hon. gentlemen w