DEBATES

OF

THE SENATE

DOMINION OF CANADA

1916

REPORTED AND EDITED BY

HOLLAND AND BENGOUGH
(Official Reporters of the Senate of Canada.)

SIXTH SESSION—TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.

OTTAWA

PRINTED RY J. pe L. TACHE,
PRINTER TO THE KING'S MOST EACELi.ENT MAJESTY
1916



SENATORS OF CANADA

SIXTH SBSSION, TWELF'P.H PARLIAMENT, 6 GEORGE V.

ACCORDING TO SENIORITY

1916

THE HONOURABLE PHILIPPE LANDRY, SPEAKER.
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James ALEXANDER LouGHEED, P.C.......... RIGRTY <3 ihsn e svsandvstn .| Calgary, Alberta.

PeTER MCLAREN........... e L e A S | Perth, Ont.

HIPPOLYTE MONTPLAIBIR . .cvvcvveoeenceoanaannen Shawenegan....... ..... Three Rivers, P.Q.

Patiiers LANDRY (Speaker)............. A R Candiac, P.Q.

Sie Mackenzie Boweny, K.C.M.G., P.C....| Hastings...........c.c... Belleville, Ont.

GEORGE T. BAIRD......coovnennnieranaennnns Viotorif...cccsecosssesis Perth, N.B.

WitiaM OWENS.......... e e B ST o Montreal, Que.

ALFRED A. THIBAUDEAU....couvivnrancnancnns De la Valli¢re............| Montreal, Que.

GEORGE GERALD KING.......ccovmnnnnnnnnns Queens........c:. i Chipman, N.B.

JEAN ‘Bm RoMuaALD FISET............... Gl oo siaesevioniieas Rimouski, Que.

Raour, DANDURAND, P.Crivvvvirinennnnannnnn De Lorimier..c.ccoeeeeen. Montreal, Que.
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JOBMEY MO o o T T e East Prince.............. Port Hill, P.E.I.
PrTER MCSWEENEY...........0unneeiennnn... Northumberland.........| Moncton, N.B,
JosePH P. B. CASGRAIN...........couuuuenn.. DeLanaudidre............ Montreal, Que. -
Rosmer Wamwon.....ooo oo oo 0 Lo Portage la Prairie........| Portage la Prairie, Man.
JORRPR ‘BHMBYN. . ;< i e ovsivnsians sinrasns .| Laurentides..............| Quebee, Que.
Bm Lrmax Mrivin Jonus, Kt................| Toronto............ e Toronto, Ont.
Groree McHuen Victoria, O.............. Lindsay, Ont.
ROBERT MACRAY..cc.ovviniiniinannnnnnnnnss Ala s e Montreal, Que.
JoserE GODBOUT....... S o e UL Ia8alle. .. .. ovoioss Beauceville, West, Que.
FREDERICK P. THOMPBON..........c.cveen.... Fredericton.............. Fredericton, N.B.
FrEpERICK L. BEIQUE........................ De Salaberry............ Montreal, Que.
JosEPH H. LEGRIB.......ccovvneennnnnnnnnnnn. Repentigny.............. Louiseville, Que.
Foaworw T. FRO®®. .0 . oo Leeds and Grenville. .. .. Smith’s Falls, Ont.
Jamzs K. KxBR,P.C.c.covvvnvnnnnnnnnnnn... LOPONUO.2cnzovessvensecns Toronto, Ont.
JULES TESSIER..o....ccoovnnnnneennannnnen.s. Dela Durantaye .| Québec, Que.
Wiiam C. EDWARDS..........cvveunnn...... Ridea.. ... oovvresowss Ottawa, Ont.
Jamzs Domvire, Lt.-Col.c...uouueneenn..... Bothesay......... o0 Rothesay, N.B
Lo, DAVID s -0 s ey St | Mille Lles................ Montreal, Que.
HENRY J. CLOBAN..ce.oevieeennennnnnnnnnss Victoria......ocovuunn... Montreal, Que.
Wiiriam Mncni:u. ............................ Wellington, . .oy oo Drummondyville, Que.
HEWITT BOBTOCK. . ....0ueveeeeeaenennnnns Kamloops............... Monte Creek, B.C.
Prmers A. Croquerre..”................... Grandville............... Quebec, Que.
JAMES H. ROB8... ... ioveesssseosinss o Regini.... .............. Moosejaw, Saskatchewan.
THOMASIO S DAVIR e ooty it o e Prince Alhert........... Prince Abert, Saskatchewan
L. GEORGE DE VEBER.......couovnnennnnn... Lethbridge............ Lethbridge, Alberta
JAMES M. DOUGLABS 3o annnns o viann Tantallonteie .. voviiiicn Tantallon, Saskatchewan.
Prrani TAROP R ol s e o o Eacombed e o s Lacombe, Alberta.
JORN COBTIGAN,. P.C . oivse il i Victoria, N.B...........| Edmundston, N.B.
Roum' BEITH. oo oeiiiiiiiiieeaaannnnnn, Bowmanville. ........... Bowmanville, Ont.
DANIRG GILIMOR oo e St. George............... 8t. George, N.B.
GeorGE C. DESSAULLES...................... Rougemont.............. 8t. Hyacinthe, Que.
NarorzoN A. Bercourt, P.C............ Sl Ottawasr oy o e Ottawa, Ont.
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Daxixs ‘DERBYSHIRE. ...........c0nneens vassh BrOSKVRI s, isiuissinin Biockville, Ont
VALENTINE RATZuo..eeveeeeeaeeeennnneeeens North Middlesex.........| New Hamburg, Ont.
ARTRUR BOWNE 5o il i oiiiiioeany Blgands oo oo Montreal, Que.
BENJAMIN PRINCE....coooieiinnniiiernanesnas Saskatchewan .| Battleford, Saskatchewan.
EpwWARD MATTHEW FARRELL.................. Liverpool................ Liverpool, N.S.
WHEAM ROCBE. .coocicocive e meernnsnsnns Halilax., ..o s Halifax, N.S.
TOUI DAVERGHE . 5ot o s s nsmesaniten Kennebee . .- ... ... Arthabaska, Que.
Augpfr E. FORGET.........coovvvurrearnenns Bast s on i Banff, Alberta.
JosEPE M. WIL8ON.cueeceverieeecanrnsnnnsas L B G R Montreal, Qpe.
BeNJAMIN C. PROWBE.....ecuiivveennninonn. Charlottetown........... Charlottetown, P.E.I.
ArrEONSE ALFRED C. LARIVIERE.............| Provencher.............. St. Boniface, Man.
RUrUSs HENRY POPE........cccoviccoiansonss Bedford . . iui sy Cookshire, Que.
GRORAR TAYTOR coiisovs s s ovnresmsmanoinassiokia eedn. Gananoque, Ont.
Jomw Wo DAWIBL ..:0. iiii.osesionssonnsniis SbidolinT . o 8t. John, N.B.
HENBY COREY. o o0t aviices oo intennns Bellevills...... 5ot Belleville, Ont.
GRORGE SFORDON. - oo i yo oo vneciodesinn Nipissing. .......... .. 0. North Bay, Ont.
NaTHANIEL CUBRRY... ... ... il iiiaiiaeen, AmBeE, .. e Ambherst, N.S.
Wansas B, ROBE.DIC. . Cu0 it Middleton............... Middleton, N.S.
EDwWiRkD T GIRBOIR. .- oo i v Auntiptnish ... v Antigonish, N.3.
WL DRSS Bl Halifax, N.S.
Parnsox CoMURMRY... oo ovusiitveivnins G . e ey Tignish, P.E.I.
OV e SO R R e L e Wentworth.............. Winona, Ont.
ALEXANDER MCCALL ........convvvinnnnnnnns Bimeps o e aieeh Simcoe, Ont.
James MasoN (Brigadier General) . .......... 'l‘o;-ont.o ................. Toronto, Ont..
JAMES 3o DORRELLY oo ni. .. 5 i South Bruce.......:..... Pinkerton, Out. -
Wantrase HOTHORNE .. oot eiiaddniavn Btodohns.io o St. John, N.B.
THOMAS SIMPSON SPROULE................... PR e R R Markdale, Ont.
FORN MR s i T s S s s o8 Hamilton ....... 3 Haimilton, Ont.
CHARLES PHILIPPE BEAUBIEN ................ Montarville ............. Montreal, Que.
JORN. MaLBAN . i e o e SoungEr o e Souris, P.E.I.
JouN STEWART MCLENNAN.........c0uvvvnnn. i e e e S SO Sydney, N. S.
WitLiaM HENRY SHARPE...... ......... icees ManOU: . s« sonstiarea Manitou, Man.
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BoweLL (Sir Mackenzie), K.C.M.G., P.C Hastings. . oo or e, Belleville, Ont.
BOYER; Ao civiiee o nynaiseslaisessaieiose st e Rigaud...........cc...... Montreal, Que.
CARGRAIN, . PoB oo o s i i De Lmajxdiém ........... Montreal, Que.
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CTRRE e e mm i e Ambewt ool Ambherst, N.S.
DANDURAND, R, B G it i, De Lorimier............. Montreal, Que.
I R P B JohB e 2 s et St. John, N.B.
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PRI Bl i e e Saskatchewan............| Battleford, Sask.
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BRI J... .. coeeaioiniinisrosnnnnonsnasins Laurentides.............. Quebec, Que
NN e R Wentworth. ............. Winona, Ont.
Ly T e W - S R P e East Grey............... Markdale, Ont.
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THRIMADDRAGITA AL oo vinin odisdaes i De la Vallidre............ Montreal, Que. V,-
S oo e Cp LR R S e, Fredericton.............. Fredericton, N.B.
T W I Wi oo St. John, N.B.
WASSON R s e s e e S s Portage la Prairie........ Portage la Prairie, Man.
WhHe, 3 Ma i e s . R e Montreal, Que.

Port Hill, P.E.I.
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8 GEORGE MCHUGH..c0vaueerncnretionssansscssctoonsasssssoscccscnns Lindsay.
4 S LyMaN MELvIN JONES, Kt..oieueiiiiiiiiiiinniiiiiieennn Toronto.
& Fraxcis T. Frost....... e S e STwet Smith’s Falls.
6 Jamms K. KERR, P.C......ccooocivernemvalbionansoonsassnsansannisin Toronto.
7 Wninax C. EpwarDs ; Ottawa.
8 TRORERT BEIH: ..ocoovninociimmetssnvasonmnisivasonnsbssess Bowmanville.
9 NAPOLEON A. BELCOURT, P.C..uiviineniiiiinniiiinniiiiiirineenn. Ottawa.
10 DARIEL DERBYBHIRE. . 50 - iesvo s v Sabsnvia agvdn s divaein s ven o Brockville.
11 VAILRNTINE RATZ . .ovo.ionornasioisnsnaisnonmaionssssinsosgossonsssss ..| New Hamburg.
12 GEORGE TAYLOR.......covvueernccccosncanes B TR R PR TR Gananoque
g FIRNRY COBBY ot essissins i van oionoonndspashnsnioamsssvion Belleville.
14 GEORGE GORDON...ccceuvnerusraoranacnsosasnasnnsnocasscans Tatese e North Bay.
BT D BMITE i e v e s N Aleesels s s ATl s s A "Winona.
16 ALEXANDER MCCALL. ... ..ovuvrniirnnnrnncnsenasnencnanaeesconenns Simcoe.
17 James Mason (Brigadier General).......oooviiiiiiieiinniiieiiaens Toronto.
18 J0MEs ] DONNELLY oot ios oot ta s e R A Pinkerton.
19 THOMPSON SIMPSON SPROULE......cccooeeens o R e s ~ Markdale.
20 R ML = s o e sk eae Hamilton.
) § MRty e SR R S e T e A SR e S
2% S ST S R R R S e
e R e e e e e e L SR R e e e
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¢ Winiaast OWENE. ... ... ..o tin o i s Inkerman................ Montreal.
5 A{.mnn A, THIBAUDEBAU. couviniscvonssonn: De la Vallidre............ Montreal.
6 Raovr DaxpurRAND, P.C.........cvvevneen De Lotimier............. Montreal.
7 Jeax Bapmete Romuawp Fiser............ Gulfi o . i e Rimouski.
8 Joserr P. B. CASGRAIN..........c.0ununn DeLanaudidre............ Montreal.
9 JOSEPH SHEHYN.....oonvirinueinnnnenenns Laurentides.............. Quebec.
10 ROBERT MACKAY . -.cas i s onosinssevas o) AL I Do oy Sot s Montreal.
11 JOBEPH GODBOUT. ... ..ovvevnirnnernennnnnn TaBalle ... ...cancciaee Beauceville, West.
12 ¥repErick L. BiQue......... S e DeSalaberry .] Montreal.
13 Jossrn H. LEGRIB.......coviu-sbmavinsin Repentigny........c...... Louiseville.
14 Jouee TESAIER.. .. .50 oo . et saoaies o De la Durantaye......... Quebec.
15 12O D AYID v st s T v T R Mille Iles.......... .| Montreal.
16 HexRy J. CrOoRAN.c.lioioii oo oo oo on Viotonia. ... c.coiie, Montreal.
17 WItEIAM MITCHELL. oo ios oo s pianioe swisoisiiee Wellington..o..vevaciiasas Drummondville.
18 PrrirerE A. CHOQUETTE.. ., ..cconvnvnnnnn. Grandville............... Quebec.
19 GEORGE C. DESSAULLES............c.c...... Rougemont.............. St. Hyacinthe.
20 ARTHUR BOYER.. .\ coco i voanns s vomanie Rigatd . oo e T ~Montreal.
21 Lotia, LAVERGNE 00, o ool iy e s Renpebec.r.: oal.ne. Arthabaska.
22 Josepr M. WmisoN...... S e Borell e e Montreal.
23 RUFURIH, POPE 1.5 oo i e Bediord: =i Cookshire.
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1 LawnRzNce OEORFBEY POWER, P.C.. . i iviearisssesirncsansnoans Halifax.
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S EDWARD W R A OMELY - s Tt s il Ve tes S A en e T e s Liverpool.
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G WA T ROBE . .. e s e e A ey S e s Middleton.
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3 CRORGRTGRERED KING L o in o oot o8 e eiioe s e same syt Chipman.
4 PrTER MEBWRENEY. .. ... ..ccc.viiiliiioatonescninnnncss wrons Moncton.
S FRRDRRICKE .- TROMPEON.. .0 o s et et s Fredericton.
0 - JAMES  DOMVILLE, LE~00L.... . cvcvisiiveanrvnsnoessamsnsaivsessomne Rothesay.
7 Joun CorTIOAN, PiCioiioii oo iin fihinsiios b R s s s ey Edmundston.
8 DANEI GHIMOR .. ... i i ncoavia s eeee sesetecans St. George.
9 JoRNEWS DANIRL . o et e ey St. John.
30 -Winraas X - DRORRE L vl diilas stiyavier s sy snis o sa s dis fem Tanis St. John.
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The Honourable 2
1 JORN O e e e e e e Port Hill.
2 BRNIAMIN COPROWEE. o vl o visunaviansivessnissitonans e Charlottetown.
3 PATRR e MUREEY R - i c s e v SRR s A e Tignish.
4 CJORNIMOGIEAN -0 e e ST e e s R e Souris.
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1 James H. Roeé ..................................................... Regina.
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5 PETER TALBOT. 0h: e s e n e weiti v do b e Uedable s iane Lacombe.
40 L GRORGE DEVEBER oo vec it aomaite sieisions o dande stz e deiins o Lethbridge.
4 Awmipke E. FoRGET...... e e I R W o Banff.
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Al
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SIXTH SESSION—TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.

THE SENATE.
Wednesday, January 12, 1915.

The Senate met at 2.30 p.m.
Prayers.

NEW SENATORS.

The following mewly .appoint,ed senators
were introduced and took their seats:

Hon. Thomas Simpson Sproule.
Hon. John Milne.

Hon. -Chas. Philippe Beaubien.
Hon. John McLean.

The Senate was
pleasure.

adjourned during

The Right Honourable Sir Charles Fitz-
patrick, G.C.M.G., Chief Justice of Canada,
Deputy Governor General, having lcome
and being seated,

The Honourable the Speaker commanded
the Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod
to proceed to the House of Commons and
acquaint that House that,—*“It ds the

Deputy Governor General’s desire ‘that
they attend him immediately din the
Senate.”

Who being come,
The Honourable Speaker said:

Hownourable Gentlemen of the Senate:
Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

I have it in command from the Right Hon-
ourable the Deputy Governor General to let
you know that His Royal Highness the Gov-
ernor General does not see fit to declare the
causes of his summoning the present Parlia-
ment of Canada until the Speaker of the
House of Commons shall have been chosen
according to law; but, to-morrow, at the hour
of three o'clock in the afternoon, His Royal
Highness will declare the causes of the calling
of this Parliament.

S'—-jl r—16

REVISED

The Right Honourable the Deputy Gov-
ernor was pleased to retire, and the House
of Commons withdrew.

After some time the Senate was resumed.

The House was adjourned until to-mor-
row afternoon at half-past two o’clock.

THE SENATE.
Thursday, Jamuary 13, 1916.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 2.30
p-m.

Prayers.

THE SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

This day, at Three o’clock p.m., His
Royal Highness the Governor General pro-
ceeded in state to the Senate Chamber, in
the Parliament Buildings, and took his
seat upon the Throne. The members of
the Senate being assembled, His Royal
Highness was pleased to command the
attendance of the House of Commons, and
that House heing present, His Royal
Highness was pleased to open the Sixth
Session of the Twelith Parliament of the
Dominion of Canada with the {ollowing
Speech:

Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate:
Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

Since I last addressed you the war in which
we are engaged has been continued with un-
abated vigour and varying fortunes.

The Empire’s part therein has been amply
maintained at sea by the inspiring achieve-
ments of the Navy, and on land by the dis-
tinguished wvalour of the great armies which
have enrolled themselves in all parts of His
Majesty’s Dominions for the common defence

of our liberties.

EDITION




2 SENATE

In a spirit of splendid loyalty and unfaltering
devotion, India and the Overseas Dominions
have vied with each other in co-operating with
the Mother Country to achieve this great pur-
pose.

The call to service has evoked a widespread
and notable response in Canada. Already
120,000 men have crossed the seas, an equal
number is now being actively trained and
equipped for service abroad, and a call extend-
ing the authorized enlistment to half a million
men has been received with warm enthusiasm.

At ‘the front our gallant soldiers have met
the enemy in repeated contests, and by their
pre-eminent courage and heroic endurance have
shed lustre upon their country and upheld its
highest traditions.

Equally praiseworthy and impressive has
been the self-sacrificing and loyal spirit shown
by all the Canadian people who have freely
dedicated their manhood and substance to the
common defence of the Empire.

The life of the present Parliament expires
in the autumn of this year, and, under existing
-legislation a dissolution and election would be
necessary -in the early future. My advisers,
“however, are of the opinion that the wishes of
the Canadian people and the present require-
ments of the war would be best met by avold-
ing the distraction and confusion consequent
upon a general election at so critical a time.

That purpose can only be effected through
the medium of legislation by the Parliament ot
the United Kingdom. - A resolution authorizing
and requesting the enactment of such legisla-
tion as will extend the life of this Parliament
for the period of one year will be presented to
you.

Measures will be submitted for your consid-
eration to further the effective co-operation of
Canada in the defence of the Empire and in
the maintenance of this war waged for liberty
and lasting peace.

It is a matter for profound thankfulness that
Providence has blessed the lal ours .of our
husbandmen during the past year with the
m)st bountiful harvest in the history of Can-
ada.

Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

The accounts for the last, and the estimates
for the next fiscal year will be submitted to
you without delay, and you will be asked to
make the necessary financial provision for the
effective conduct of the war.

Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate:
Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

The high courage, the splendid heroism, and
the unalterable determination which have

\

marked the united efforts of all portions of His
Majesty’s Dominions, during a year of unpre-
cedented strain and effort, justify our supreme
confidence in the triumph of our cause and in
lasting affirmation of the principles of liberty
and justice throughout the world. I commend
to your earnest consideration the measures
which will be submitted to you for aiding in
the great purpose, and I pray that the Divine
blessing mmay rest upon your counsels.

His Royal Highness the Governor Gen-
eral was pleased to retire, and the House
of Commons withdrew.

The Senate was resumed.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED presented to-the
Senate Bill ( ), An Act relating to Rail-
ways. i

The Bill was read the first time.

The Benate adjourned until Tuesday
rext at 3 p.am.

THE SENATE.
Tuesday, Jaruary 18, 1916.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE ADDRESS.

The order of the day being called:

Consideration -of His Royal Highness the
Governor General’s speech on the opening of
the sixth session of the twelfth Parliament.

Hon. Mr. SPROULE—I appreciate, and
gratefully acknowledge the honour con-
ferred on the constituency I so long repre-
sented in the other Chamber, my province,
and myself, by the invitation to move the
Address in reply to the speech from the
Throne. As one of the youngest members
of this Chamber, I am sure I shall be
accorded the indulgence of honourable gen-
tlemen, if I fail to come up to their expecta-
tions in the performance of that duty. In
glancing over the speech which His Royal
Highness graciously addressed to the mem-
bers of both Houses at the opening, it is
at once noticeable that but two important
subjects are involved in it, first, the ques-
tion of the extension of the life of the
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present Parliament, and second, measures

. to be submitted for the further effective co-
operation of Canada in the defence of the
Empire.

The brevity of it, I assume, is an indica-
tion that the energies and labours of Par-
liament for the session are to be directed
to passing only such legislation as is essen-
tially necessary to carry out expeditiously
the important work now on hand, of aid-
ing and co-operating with the Mother
Country and her Allies in prosecuting the
war to a successful issue. Fortunately for
Parliament and the country, owing to the
fairly prosperous times we are experienc-
ing on account of the bountiful harvest

garnered last autumn, and the increased

activity in most industrial lines in con-
sequence, and the demands created for new
enterprises by the exigencies of the war,
the people are fairly well employed at re-
munerative wages; consequently, the Gov-
ernment can, without serious injury to
other demands, devote its energies to the
. important work of assisting the Empire in
defending our _rights, maintaining her
authority, and safeguarding our liberty.

Dealing more particularly with the items
referred to in the speech, the first paragraph
sets forth what is painfully apparent to all,
viz: that since His Royal “Highness last
addressed Parliament, the war has con-
tinued with unabated vigour and varying
fortunes. It is, however, cheering to have
it from such high authority that the
Empire’s part therein has been amply
maintained, both on sea and land. Brit-
ain’s Navy, true to her record in the past,
has been a bulwark of safety, from ocean
to ocean. Her achievements in the pres-
ent conflict have equalled her highest and
noblest records of the past; and never in
the world’s history was she more deserving
of the title, * Mistress of the Seas,”” than
she is to-day. i

For the valour, dauntless courage, and
prowess, of the great armies which have
enrolled themselves under the flag in all
parts of His Majesty’s dominions for the
defence of our liberties, no words of praise
can ever do them full justice.

As for our gallant Canadian soldiers who
have gone overseas to join the forces of the
Empire, we are pleased to be informed that
they have met the enemy in repeated con-
tests, and by their pre-eminent courage and
heroic endurance have shed lustre upon
their country and upheld its highest tradi-
tions.

s—13

The assurance given us by His Royal
Highness that, “the splendid loyalty and un-
faltering devotion of India and the overseas
dominions have vied with each other in co-
operating with the Mother Country, to de-
fend our liberties,” will, I doubt not, be
highly appreciated by every citizen of Can-
ada. i

Knowing, as we do, the loyal sentiment
and devotion of the people of the Dominion
to the Mother Country, it was not a matter
of wonder, but rather of pride and satisfac-
tion, to find that the ‘“‘call to arms” was
responded to so generously, and with such
alacrity, that in the short space of a few
months 120,000 men were enrolled, equipped,
trained, and forwarded for overseas duty to
assist the Mother Country and her Allies,
and an equal number are under training at
home.

The information that from time to time
more will follow as the exigencies demand,
until, if necessary, the force is augmented
to half a million, will meet with the hearty
approval of the people throughout the Do-
minion. ,

In connection with what has been already
accomplished in this line, and is being
done, it is only justice to say, that while
the Government as a whole have devoted
themselves and their energies.to an un-
limited degree in furthering the important
work imposed upon them in consequence of
the war, the Minister of Militia and De-
fence is specially deserving of the highest
commendation for the laborious, energetic,
and important work that he has done
throughout this trying ordeal. By his in-
cessant labours, persevering energy and
vital activity, he has shown an example to
the whole force worthy of emulation and
truly inspiring.

The observation of His Royal Highness
in the speech from the Throne regarding
the life of the present Parliament and the
proposed legislation for its extension, owing
to the war, is a subject which has been en-
gaging the attention of the people for some
time past, and, as might be expected, a
diversity of opinion exists, some favouring
it and others opposed to it. The colossal
work the Government have been -called
upon to perform in consequence of the war
is sufficient to tax the energies of the ablest
and strongest cabinet the country has ever
had, no matter what its capacity for work
may have been. 2

The information that measures will be

.| submitted for the consideration of Parlia-.

ment, to further the effective co-operation
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of Canada in the maintenance of the war
waged for liberty and lasting peace, will,
I am sure, meet with the approval of this
House, and said measures, when before
Parliament, will receive its careful atten-
tion.

The issues involved in this war are so
momentous and far-reaching in their conse-
quences that no effort should be spared on
our part, and no sacrifice should be regarded
as too great, for the accomplishment of the
purpose aimed at. We owe it to the Mother
Country, to whom we are indebted for all we
have and are; we owe ‘it ibo her Allies, who
are fighting shoulder to shoulder with her
to maintain our common rights and defend

- our common liberty; we owe it to the people

of Belgium, whose country has been des-
poiled, overrun and ruined, and whose citi-
zens have been butchered and their helpless
women and children mutilated and mas-
sacred; we owe it to humanity the world
over, and, lastly, we owe it to ourselves, our
country and our homes, to see that nothing
is left undone that can properly be done to
vindicate British rights, maintain British
supremacy and punish the aggressors. I
move:

That the following Address be presented
to His Royal Highness the Governor Gen-
eral, to ofier fihe humble thanks of Ahis
House to His Royal Highness for the gra-
cious speech which he has been pleased
to make to both Houses of Parliament;
namely :(—

To Field Marshal His Royal Highness Prince

Arthur William Patrick Albert, Duke of
Connaught and of Strathearn, Earl of Sussex,
in the Peerage of the United Kingdom ; Prince
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Ireland; Duke .of Saxony; Prince of Saxe-
Cobourg and Gotha ; Knight of the Most Noble
Order of the Garter; Knight of the Most
Ancient and Most Noble Order of the Thistle;
Knight of the Most Illustrious Order of Saint
Patrick; one of His Majesty’s Most Honour-
able Privy Council; Great Master of the Most
Honourable Order of the Bath; Knight Grand
Commander of the Most Exalted Order of the
Star of India; Knight Grand Cross of the
Most distinguished Order of Saint Michael
and Saint George; Knight Grand Commander
of the Most Eminent Order of the Indian
Empire; Knight Grand Cross of the Royal
Victorian Order ; His Majesty’'s Personal Aide-
de-Camp ; Governor General and Commander-
in-Chief of the Dominion of Canada.

May it Please Your Royal Highness:
We, His Majesty’'s most dutiful and loyal

" subjects, the Senate of Canada, in Parliament

assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks
to Your Royal Highness for the gracious Speech
which Your Royal Highness has addressed to
both Houses of Parliament. 5

. Hon. Mr. SPROULE.

Hon. Mr. BEAUBIEN: The loftiness and
happy strain of.the remarks you have just
heard, honourable gentlemen, increase the
hesitation, I should say the embarrassment
of one who, realizing all the importance of
this honourable Chamber and the worthi-
ness of its members, rises to speak for the
first time.

I bless the custom, honourable gentlemen,
which requires that on this occasion at
least, I should speak in my mother tongue,
for if I have never more than to-day felt
deeply loyal and grateful towards Great
Britain, I must say that never also have I
felt prouder of my ancestors’ country
sweet France which never ceased to be
heroic France.

My first utterances in this House shall ex-
press all the gratitude I owe to the eminent
statesman who guides the destiny of this
country, as well as to the Ministers of my
own province, for the honour conferred upon
me when I was selected by them to sit
among you. I wish also to convey my ap-
preciation of your kind and cordial welcome
and for the gracious compliment your dis-
tinguished leader paid me when I was
invited, in spite of my parliamentary inex-
perience, to join this veteran of public life,
honourable Senator Sproule, and second the
address in reply to the Speech from the
Throne.

When I rose to speak, honourable gentle-
men, I felt that your eyes naturally sought
the statesman whom I was called here not
to replace, but to succeed, and that is a
very high honour. You may well believe
that more than ever at this moment, I bear
his memory in mind.

The honourable member for Montarville
was one of the most remarkable figures in
our political life. Stalwart and straight in
his physical appearance.as well as in his
moral and intellectual qualities, he left us
the example of an honest life inspired by
deep and sincere convictions and always
guided by a broad and enlightened patriot-
ism. I knew him from my childhood and
all my life I have been honoured by his
friendship.

When, approaching by the river, and land-
ing on the shores of the beautiful town of
Boucherville, one sees, reflected in the calm
flow of the St. Lawrence, the pretty white
cottages of the village, surrounded by ver-
dant fields, and rising in its beautiful land-
scape the steeple of the parish church.

Every time I came in contact with this
man, so open and clear souled it seemed to
me that I saw in him, reflected as in a mir-
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ror, the truest qualities of his race crowned
by an unswerving faith, as his village is
by the steeple of its church.

Allow me, honourable gentlemen, to lay
on this recently-closed grave the homage of
my admiration and deep respect.

One who, for the first time, listens within
these walls to the speech Irom the Throne,
delivered with the pomp, splendour and
state that characterize this ceremony, can-
not help being deeply impressed. In it
the majesty of the crown and the sovereignty
of the people are admirably united. We
are fortunate in having, in a young and
democratic country like ours, a personality
as truly royal as that of our Governor Gen-
eral, to constantly keep before our eyes the
image of the imposing and benevolent ma-
jesty of the British Crown..

Some one .has very justly said that
history contains several white pages, many
that are red with blood and a great many
black with mourning. How admirably fitted
those words are to our times. After sixteen
months of a frightful struggle, how many
pages of our history are stained with the
blood of our fellow-countrymen and darkened
by the mourning of our families. On the
other hand, how many pages, thank God,
are and will ever stay brightened with a
glory never to be dimmed. After sixteen
months of bloodshed and slaughter, victory
may seem distant, but it cannot fail to come.
What must we do in order to secure it?

Our army already numbers nearly a quar-
ter of a million men and the Government
appeals to the patriotism of this country to
increase this number, if need be, to half a
million. The figure is an enormous one.
Who among us, a few years ago, would have

- thought our country capable of such effort?

The great armies of the past lose much of
the importance which is given them by his-
tory when they are compared with so formid-
able a military force. Hannibal upon leav-
ing Carthage to conquer Spain and part of
the Roman Empire, had but 100,000 men
under his banners. If my memory serves
me right, Napoleon had with him not more
than 100,000 men when he entered Moscow.
At the time of the civil war in the United

States, there were in all 160,000 combatants

in the battlefields of Gettysburg.

Our country is young and its population
relatively small, but its patriotism and cour-
age will not be found wanting. Our people
are relying on the loyalty and wisdom of the
Government to be shown their duty, and
they will know how to accomplish it.

Allow me, honourable gentlemen, to bow

to one of the members of this House, hon-
ourable Senator Curry, who lost one of his
sons on the field of honour. I desire also
to recall the memory of one of your former
colleagues, honourable Senator Drummond,
whose distinguished son, Mr. Guy Drum-
mond, heroically gave up his life for his
country. I offer my congratulations to my
numerous colleagues whose names are so °
nobly represented by their sons and rela-
tives on the honour-roll of the army.

At one of the numerous patriotic meetings
held by our ministers in the province of
Quebec, I heard honourable Mr. Patenaude
make a very touching comparison. Speak-
ing to the electors of our rural districts, in
order to impress upon them even more
vividly their duty of flying to the defemse
of their country, he said: * Is there, gentle-
men, a more inspiring spectacle than to see
an Anglo-Canadian like Mr. Guy Drummohd
give up his life for his country, while com-
manding in French his fellow-citizens of
French origin, and Major Roy, a French- -
Canadian generously sacrificing his life to
save his soldiers, while he was commanding
in English his fellow-citizens of English
origin.”

In order to fittingly eulogize our glorious
dead, I cannot do better than quote the
beautiful verses of Victor Hugo:

Ceux qui pieusement sont morts pour la patrie,

Ont droit qu'a leur cercueil la foule vi[en;;:.et

Entre les plus beaux noms, leur nom est l;e pius
[beau,

Toute gloire prés d’eux passe et tombe éphé-
Et comme ferait une mére, [ mére,

La voix d'un .peuple entier les berce en leur

[tombeau. -

Honourable gentlemen, our country has
made a prodigious effort not only in the
number of men contributed, but in the
amount of monéy expended. Let us exam-
ine how this effort has resulted with regard
to the economic condition of the country.
How did it affect our external trade? I
shall not offer my own personal testimony
in this respect, but will submit to you that
tof a man completely outside of political life,
and whose competence cannot be ques-
tioned, since he is no less than the general
manager of one of the leading banks in this
country. His remarks will show that, far
from being impaired by the present crisis,
our country has largely benefited by it.
Dealing with this matter, Mr. Pease, the
general manager of the Royal Bank, in his
annual report, dated the 15th instant, says:

The decrease in imports of merchandise,

namely, $60,681,000, and the increase in ex-
ports, $152,315,000, for the year ended November
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30th, have turned the balance of trade in our
favor to the extent of $163,491,000. These
figures do not fully reflect improvement, as it
is estimated there are 50,000,000 bushels of
wheat stored in interior elevators and in transit,
and 88,000,000 bushels still remaining in the
possession of the farmers, of which 21,000,000
are required for seed.

A good example of the agricultural possibilities
of this country is afforded by comparison with
Argentina. £

Having turned from a debtor to a creditor
nation under the force of urgent necessity, we
should strive to make the turning permanent.
We now know that we possess the essentials.
The question is one of maintaining and in-
creasing our exports by increasing production,
and curtailing imports by economy in consump-
tion. The Federal Economic Commission ap-
pointed to study these and kindred questions,
should receive every possible assistance

Now that our country has benefited by
this crisis in its external trade, we wonder
whether it has not suffered in its home
trade? Again .I wish to place before you
absolutely impartial and competent testi-
mony. Hear what Mr. Aird, the general
manager of the Bank of Commerce, says in
his annual report published on the 17th
instant: )

CREDIT STRENGTHENED.

This demonstration of what we can accomplish
under pressure has of course, greatly strength-
ened the credit of Canada, so that, while, for
obvious reasons, we cannot at the moment sell
securities in Great Britain or in Europe, we are
building up a market for them in the United
States which, when we consider the enormous
increase in wealth taking place in that country
at the moment, we may well hope is not of a
temporary character. During the past year,
leaving out the last half of December, the sales
of Canadian securities -at home and abroad
amounted to about 335 millions. This includes
nearly 220 millions of Government securities
and many sales of other securities which are
practically refunding operations. The sales were
divided as follows:

In Great Britain, mostly for re- 2

funding purposes.. .. .. .. $ 43,800,000
In United States.. .. .. 144,800,000
INCanada. . ., = ve o0 sses sea 147,100,000

$335,700,000
The Canadian figures are increased by the
Dominion loan of 100 millions, very little of
which has yet been paid to the Government.
The sales of municipal bonds, at one time dur-
ing the year the matter of chief concern to
those interested in Canadian securities, amount-
ed to about 64 millions divided almost equally
between the United States and Canada.

Let us now see what these gentlemen

think in regard to the future. I may again
quote from Mr. Aird’s report:

OPTIMISTIC ON FUTURE.

With regard to the future, our view on the
whole cannot but be optimistic. Thanks to the
ability of our public men to cope with an un-

-

precedented situation, and the determination of
our people to effect personal and public econo-

Hon Mr. BEAUBIEN.

mies, we have been able to bring about a most
amazing adjustment from the prosperous en-
jovment of ‘an abounding flow of borrowed
capital to a condition of severe trade contrac-
tion. Our harvests have been bountiful, our
cultivated acreage has been increased, and our
factories have beeén entrusted with large con-
tracts for army equipment, munitions and food-
stuffs. While this terrible war must bring us
much anguish and sorrow, it is clear that in
proportion to her population no country will
benefit economically to a greater degree than
Canada. - ' ;

To these optimistic views I now add those
of Mr. Pease, of the Royal Bank, in the
above mentioned report:

The financial statement presented to you to-
day is much better than we had reason to hope
for twelve months ago, when the outlook was
regarded with grave concern. War was rag-
ing in Europe and industry every where was
paralyzed. We had been undergoing a drastic
liquidation, the result of over-expansion, and
the situation was greatly aggravated by the
outbreak of war which stopped the flow of
foreign capital and compelled us to abandon
all new construction. Nor did we know what
the war presaged, except that we should cheer-
fully take our part and contribute our share in
men and money. Contrast our economic posi-
tion then with that of to-day, and consider the
remarkable transition from depression and
gloom to conditions constituting all the ear-
marks of prosperity. Who would have predicted
that within twelve months the Canadian public
would - subscribe to an internal loan for over
$100,000,000, or more than twice the amount
asked for? Our astounding recovery is due to a
remarkable increase in agricultural production,
to prevailing high prices, to war munition orders,
and economies practised since the war began.

Under the stimulus of $1.50 wheat, and the
pressure from all sides to increase production,
farmers of the Northwest increased the acre-
age under the cultivation 25 per cent, which,
with favourable climatic conditions, resulted in
an increase of over 100 per cent in the yield of
wheat, over 50 per cent in oats, and other grains
in* proportion. Much credit is due to the
Dominion Government and the banks for assist-
ance extended to the farmers by way of liberal
advances for the purchase of seed grain. The
Government advances for this purpose amounted
to $12,500,000.

The enormous demand for war materials, esti-
mated at over filve hundred million dollars, has
given employment to every manufacturing plant
which could adapt itself to requirements. No
less than 340 plants, large and small, are en-
gaged to-day in the manufacture of shells. The
industry has proved an inestimable boon to this
country and the salvation of a number of com-
panies which otherwise might not have sur-
vived the crisis. -

¢ Hardly twelve months ago we were pass-
ing through an acute economic crisis. Tlow
does it happen that we are now enjoying
general prosperity as if by miracle?

In order that the marvellous resources of
our country may be well understood, I want
to call the attention of the House to an
excerpt from the ° Financial Times”’ of
Montreal of the 15th instant, giving interest-
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ing figures on the Western harvest of last
fall:

(BY T. KELLY DICKINSON.)

“Canadian Finance” of Winnipeg has struck
an average of the various offieial and recogniz-
ed private estimates of the western grain produc-
tion for the year 1916, which shows that, in-
cluding root and fodder crops, the value of the
:;%p reached the abnormal figure of $500,000,-

The wheat crop is shown at 310,196,000
bushels, for Manitoba, Saskatchewan and Alber-
ta; Oats, 324,986,000 bushels; Barley, 41,066,000
bushels, making a total of all grains, including
flax and rye, of 681,869,000. This table makes
an interesting comparison :

1915. 1914
Wheat.. ,.. .. .. 310,196,229 ~140,958,000
Oats.. .. .. .. 324,986,413 150,843,000
Barley.. .. 41,066,636 19,535,000
Total (inc. flax
and rye)... 681,869,000 318,419,000

VALUE OF 1915 WESTERN CROP.
Wheat BE 81025 . ovn os . $316,400,153

Ota bt 8O0 . ..o ~. 126,744,601
Barley at .60.. .. el 24,639,981
PR T T G e 8,679,868
Other grain at .75.. .. .. .. . 645,000

Total Brall.. oi i foe o o a4 $A1,109,608

Root and hay crops.. .. 14,970,000

Grand total, 1915.. .. .. .. .. $492,079,603

Up to Dec. 31, 1915, there was realized from
the crop the sums of $215,700,959, (based on
actually inspected), comparing with
above $75,000,000 at the end of 1914—difference
enough to account for the change in general
trade conditions.
This table shows the amount realized on crop
at year-end, 1915.

Wheat .. 187,738,800 at $1.02 . $191,493,576
Oat. . . 43,749,050 at .39 17,062,129
Barley . . 7,122,600 at = .60 4,273,660
Flax . . . . 1,636,450 at 1.72 2,814,694

76,000 at .75 57,000

Rye. .

$215,700,959

As you will see, honourable gentlemen, the
Western provinces alone will furnish this
country during the year with a new income
of $500,000,000 which is added to the nation’s
wealth. What then might we not say in
regard to the harvests of the other prov-
inces, the products of our forests, imines,
fisheries and other resources of the
Dominion?

As far as I can judge, the only important
industry of the country which has not yet
recovered from the depression of last year
and the year previous is the buildinyg indus-
try. I have before me the report of an in-
terview given by the president of the ap-
praisers of the city of Montreal, Mr. Ferns,
published in the *‘ Star ” of the 15th inst.,
in which he predicts renewed activity in
this industry in the very near future:

The President of the Board of .Assessors,
James Hamilton Ferns, who has deep knowledge
of local realty conditions, and who keeps strict
tab on Montreal's population, prophesies im-
mensely improved realty conditions and a big
growth in population, for the year just entered
upon.

“The impression has got abroad,” said Mr.
Ferns to-day, “that there was a considerable
slump in population in 1915, owing to the large
number who enlisted for overseas service. Such
an impression is wrong. A compilation of the
voters' lists shows there are only about five
hundred persons less on the 1915 lists than the
lists of the previous year. Thus is stands to
reason that if there is a reduction of only five:
hundred voters, despite the heavy enlistment, the
population has increased very materially.

“The way the outer wards are filling up is sa-
tisfactory proof of how our population is grow-
ing. In Notre-Dame-de-Graice and other wards
there were hundreds of vacant houses in the
early summer of last year, but now these have
been snapped up and contracts have been given
out for the construction of scores of new dwell-
ings.

“ From . enquiries I have been making there
are excellent grounds for believing that build-
ing operations will be very active this spring and
summer in nearly all of the wards. We may
not have a great many new office buildings, but
the growth in dwellings is of far more impor-
tance.

NO UNEMPLOYMENT.

« But in addition to these signs of approach-
ing prosperity is the fact that scarcely ever in
the history of the city is so much work being
offered. To-day the Canadian Pacific railway,
and other great business activities are actually
advertising for help. Builders who have large

contracts are also finding it hard to get the men

they require. Wages in the city are high.
Machine shops are in full blast.

“A week ago there was a heavy snow storm
and the chief engineer had to report-he en-
countered no little difficulty in getting both
horses and men. Healthy and promising con-
ditions such as these are bound to attract po-
pulation, and it will be a matter of surprise to
me if the current year is not a phenomenal one
in the matter of the growth of population.

“ From reports made to me by the assessors
I believe it will not be necessary to reduce
assessed values in 1916. There is going to be
a distinct boost in realty conditions; there will
be no further slump in values. There are far
less vacant stores in the business districts to-
day than twelve months ago.

“ All these signs point to revived trade and
far better times. .

OUTLOOK CHEERFUL.

« Montreal is adding to her population every
two years, a number just about equal to the
total population of 1862. No conditions can in
the long run overcome the buoyant effect of
an increase of thirty thousand souls évery year,
and in a city which is growing as fast as Mon-
treal the demand for real estate is bound to
increase. Those who have invested in real
estate are sure to have thelr values increased.
There is no city but what has its quiet periods.
I believe ours is past and that we are on the
eve of a splendid prosperity. Those who have
been moaning about hard times really do not
know what hard times are. In the whole of
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Canada there has been no marked want or
destitution. Today there is plenty of work for
men all -over Canada, while trade conditions
could scarcely be more hopeful. The pinch is
over and now all we have to do is to be in
readiness for the good things of the future.”

This quotation will show that the working
classes and labourers in general find plenty
of work and enjoy the prosperity resulting
therefrom. I have carefully followed the
labour gazettes for the last few months, and
have found mothing contrary to Mr. Fern’s
opinion, not only so far as the city of Mont-
real is concerned, but as regards all other
parts of the country.

I think I have shown, at least in a cer-
‘tain measure, that the generous participa-
tion of our country in aiding the sacred
cause of the allies, has improved our econo-
mic condition outside as well as at home.
True our debt has considerably increased,
but it is equally true that the resources of
the country have grown in wonderful pro-
portions.

To mention the Western provinces alone,
as shown by the figures just given, the
harvest of 1915 yielded us $300,000,000 more
than that for 1914. I therefore submit, hon-
ourable gentlemen, that in spite of its won-
derful effort, our nation is still in a position
to face and should undergo new sacrifices
until the time when the blessed hour of
victory shall ring. We are bound to make
these sacrifices, in the first place because
the flag is in danger and has been insulted
by the enemy’s bullets, and because the
blood of our fellow-countrymen has been
shed.

This double appeal, to defend the flag and
avenge our dead, needs no comment with
the immense majority of this country. It is
a call which a noble heart heeds and does
not allow the mind to ‘dispute. Even our
material interests require these sacrifices.

Some dare to assert that this is not our
war. You remember what happened in the
" first days of August, 19147 You recall the
panic, the complete paralysis of business and
the slump in all our stocks? You recollect

people rushing to the banks in order to

withdraw the few gold pieces on which alone
they relied to carry them through days that
seemed so dark that they hardly showed a
ray of hope?

Confidence had vanished, causing such
depression in all investments that they could
no longer be depended upon. I ask you:
what restored confidence and with it the
value of these investments? The admirable
power and prowess of the British fleet. And
I feel I am truly voicing now the deep grati-

Hon. Mr. BEAUBIEN. '

tude of my fellow-countrymen for the price-
less service the fleet has rendered us.

There is still another reason why the
French-Canadians of this country should do
their duty, and I will say, more than their
duty. They are the sons of the men who,
in 1870, when France was in agony, in their
grief, sadly closed their shutters, to endure
in the silence of despair, the anguish of
defeat.

These men, thank God, have not degen-
erated. They remember the days of anxiety
through. which they lived sixteen months
ago while waiting for the Tresponse of
Great Britain to the supreme appeal of
France. They still hear those noble words
of Sir Edward Grey, addressing the English
Commons and saying: I declare that you
have no obligation whatever to defend
France, but on this question I ask every
one of you to search well in his heart before
giving his answer.

- And this response, honourable gentlemen,
given in a formidable manner, first by the
navy and then by the army of Great Britain,
has meant the salvation of France.

Bornier said of France:

Terre du dévouement, de I'honneur, de la foi,
Terre du dévouement, de I'honneur et de la foi,
Il ne faut donc jamais désespérer de toi,
Puisque malgré tes jours de deuil et de mi-
_ [sere,
Tu trouves un héros dés qu'il est nécessaire.

This hero, honourable gentlemen, was
Great Britain.

Could we of the province of Quebec,
while our two mother countries, one sup-
porting the other and defending justice and
right against the barbarians, shedding their
blood together to save the life of the smaller
nations and the liberty of the world, could
we I say, of the province of Quebec, remain
unmoved by this spectacle? i

No, never! .

I wish you could have witnessed, as I did,
the patriotic meetings held in all parts of
my province by Hon. Mr. Casgrain and the
other Quebec ministers. You would have
read in the attitude of the crowds and heard
in their warm response to the appeal of
these ministers, as well as of the liberal
leaders who generously took part in these
popular demonstrations, the unequivocal
answer of the population of my province.

And if you wish to go above the mul-
titude and seek the testimony of those
whose mission it is and who have the auth-
ority to guide the people, listen to this ad-
mirable lesson of patriotism, quite recently
voiced by the-Catholic Archbishop of the
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city of Montreal. In order thaj they may
‘be well understood by every member of this
House, I shall read in English the words of
this remarkable man and eminent prelate:

His Grace reminded his people that England
had gone to war to avenge sacred rights which
had been trampled under foot by the German
invadér. Hie reminded the French-Canadians
that they had followed with pain and anguish
the defeat of France in 1871, but he could say
with pride that although France is fighting the
same enemy to-day, other nations are on her
side—Russia and Italy and Belgium, but,
above all, powerful England. When England
decided to throw her might on the side of justice,
it was Canada’s bounden duty to rally to her
side. “This is a sacred obligation we owe the
country that has given us our liberty, and that
seeks to crush those who threaten the liberty of
the world. The fact that Great Britain was un-
prepared is unmistakable proof that she had no
intention of provoking a war, yet she lost no
time in springing to the assistance of Belgium
and France, and the proudest duty we as Can-
adians and as French-Canadians can perform
is to throw in our very strongest co-operation
of men and money, and see that Great Britain
comes out of his war with her Imperial honour
untarnished and her great power for good
throughout the world more potent than ever
before. We are not a neutral country,” added
the Archbishop, “and as part of the Empire,
which spells liberty and glory, our proper place
is co-opérating with the British army in France,
80 that the liberty of Belgium may be assured
and the triumph of our flag shall be complete.
What fate would be ours if the Germans obtain-
ed a foothold here? Were Great Britain defeated,
Germany would secure domination on the St.
Lawrence.” Raising himself to his full height,
Mgr. Bruchesi said: “French-Canadian country-
citizen!” a sentiment that evoked loud cheers.

I will conclude with a wish. When the sun
of victory shall at last appear upon the hori-
zon, its blessed rays will fall on the fields of
Belgium and France, upon the innumerable
graves where side by side, thousands of
English and French soldiers, thousands of
children of this soil, of all races and all
creeds are at rest. May the sacred memory
of their dead bring the living for ever closer
together.

Honourable gentlemen, I have the honour
to second the address in reply to the speech
from the Throne.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—Allow me to con-
gratulate the hon. mover and seconder of
the Address in reply to the speech from
the Throne on the able speeches they have
made this afternoon. The mover-of the
reply is an old parliamentarian, and one
who is known to all the members of this
Chamber as an able debater. I regret very
much that my imperfect knowledge of the
French language did not enable me to
appreciate to the full extent the eloquent

address of the hon. member who seconded
the metion; but I congratulate him sin-
cerely on his speech this afternoon.

Since fthe end of last kession the Gov-
ernment have added four members to the
Senate, but there are still some vacancies
to be filled. It would appear that the Gov-
ernment are not so anxious to fill those
seats as we at one time thought possibly
they might be. They do not—or at least
my hon. friend the leader of the Govern-
ment of this Chamber does not—feel that
the majority in .this House are so hard to
get along with as one of his colleagues,
who referred to the matter in his speech
at the close of last session, led the country
and the people to understand they were.
On that occasion he said that the Senate
was a great obstacle in the way of the
Government in their efforts to carry out
their plans. I trust the Government may
see their way to fill the remaining vacan-
cies in this Chamber, so that we may be
able to carry on the work of the session
properly.

The Address refers to the part that has
been played by the British Navy in the
terrible war which is now in progress. We
can fully appreciate the work that has
been done by the Navy in defence of the
Empire, though it is not as spectacular
as that of the Army. We hear very little
about what they are doing; at the same
time we can all appreciate that had it not
been for the British Navy establishing an
ascendency within the first three weeks
of the war, which practically gave them
full command of the sea, the British Isles
and the British Dominions would not have
been free from attack, and would not have
been able to carry on trade between the
various parts of the Empire, or to prose-
cute the war on land with the same deter-
mination and effect that the Allies' have
done. The very fact that the loss of ships,
exclusive of merchant vessels sunk by sub-
marines, was only 56 vessels out of 8,000,
shows the tremencous power of the
British Navy on the sea. With regard
to land operations, our Canadian forces
have * upheld the honour of Canada
at the front.t I went to England
immediately at the close of last session,
and there I found everybody talking of the
great stand the Canadian forces had made
at the second battle of Ypres and the
wonderful way in which they had saved
the day on that occasion. It was a great
satisfaction to any one connected with
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Canada to hear such praise from everybody.
throughout the whole of Great Britain.
The speech from the Throne deals with the
question of the number of men who have
been enlisted in this country and sent to
the front. Our men have made a record in
this war and shown themselves worthy of
the traditions of the British Army and of
the whole Empire. We only hope that in
the raising of this extra number of men
which the Government propose to enlist,
every care will be taken in choosing
officers to make the selections only on the
basis of competency and efficiency. It is a
great responsibility that is thrown om the
man in command of a battalion. He has
the lives of more than a thousand men on
his shoulders, and should be fully com-
petent and thoroughly trained to fill the
position with the greatest possible ability.
Latterly we have had some speeches from
members of the Govermment on the ques-
tions of economy and the efforts every ome
should make to help in the prosecution of
this war. Whilst everybody throughout the
country realizes the great mnecessity of
economy and that every one should do his
very best to aid in the prosecution of the
war, yet to a great many people- it has
occurred that in the addresses given by
various members of the Government from
time to time some of the remarks made
might possibly have been taken to apply
to the Government themselves. Through-
out the length and breadth of Canada the
people feel that there is considerable waste
in the carrying on of the business of the
country; that money is being expended on
work that does not seem necessary; and
naturally, in reading a speech by a minis-
ter pointing out the necessity of avoiding
waste and urging the -exercise of great
economy, and of not spending money
on unnecessary things, it occurs -to people
that it would be better if the Government
would take these matters in hand them-
selves and see if it is not possible to
curtail a great deal of public expenditure
that does not seem to be necessary to the
prosecution of the war. The amount expend-
ed by the Public Works Department in the
year 1914-15 reached the figure of $29,283,-
314, an increase over the expenditure of the
previous year of $1,291,979. The expendi-
ture of that department in 1910-11 was

$11,807,035, showing an enormous in-
crease and one that we naturally
think the Government should: in some

way be able to control. Over eleven million
dollars of the twenty-nine million dollars

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK.

spent in 1914-15 was spent on public build-
ings. Now it does seem that if the Govern-
ment are impressed with the necessity of
economy and the saving of the expenditure
of money on unnecessary works, some of
those public buildings might have been dis-
pensed with for the time being at any rate,
and thus the expense could have been cur-
tailed. We had an instance the other day
in Victoria of the way in which money is
wasted by the Public Works Department.
It came out, in an inquiry before the courts
there as to the buying of coal for the Public
Works Department, that although the Gov-
ernment had a contract with one particular
firm whereby they were able to buy coal
at $5.25 per ton, they had been paying as
high as $7 and $7.50 per ton to a firm with
which they had no contract. When urging
the people of the country to exercise econ-
omy, it seems natural that the Government
should give some reason why they allow an
expenditure of that kind to go on. When

'we consider the amount of money that we

have to spend for the prosecution of the war,
especially when the Government proposes
to raise this extra number of men, it is cer-
tainly necessary that every economy should
be exercised in carrying on the ordinary
business of the country. The expenditure
involved in connection with the war is
large, and will increase from month to
month as time goes on, 80 that no one can say
exactly at the present time what we shall
have to expend under this head in the near
future. Therefore, we require to use vigi-
lance to prevent waste; and we look to the
Government to set an example to the
people in these matters and show them,
much more than they have done in the past,
that when they talk of economy they are in
earnest in what they say. The commission
appointed by the Government at the end of
last session, with Sir Charles Davidson as
chairman, have dong good work as far as
they have gone. They have shown that there
has been a considerable amount of waste in
the buying of supplies of various kinds for
the Government. The report of this com-
mission has not so far been made public,
and we do not know more than we have
learned from the newspapers, but what has _
been published has created an impression
that the Government have not shown such
care in spending the money of the country
as the people have a right to expect at the
present time. In the prosecution of this
war, a great deal has been done by the
country. The people have gone into it with
their whole heart, but I think that a great
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deal more might be done in the matter of
organizing the industries of the country for
the purpose of producing greater returns
and a bigger result possibly than we have
thus far accomplished. In England to-day
the people have organized their industries
in a way which a few years ago would not
have been considered possible. Almost all
the industries of that country are now more
or less under the control of the Minister of
Munitions, who has the power to direct
what they shall make and also to regulate
the scale of wages. Up to the present time
no very decided steps have been taken by
the Government here to deal with the re-
sources of Canada in this way; it has been
left largely to individual effort to deal with
these matters, and anybody who has taken
these questions seriously into consideration
must come to the conclusion that a great
deal more might have been done in the way
of organizing the resources of Canada for
the purpose of prosecuting this war.
For the sake of explaining to the
House very largely what I mean, I
might refer to what has taken
place in Australia in this matter.
Of course the Australian Governments have
a different system to ours. In all the states
of Australia they have their own railways
in the hands of the Government. Therefore,
they have this large number of factories
and this work in their own hands, and the
men working these factories could be ém-
ployed making shells and other munitions
for the British Government as soon as they
realized the fact that ome of the great
troubles of fhis war was the want of
munitions. As soon as this question of
munitions was brought up, the Australian
Government formed a Federal Defence Com-
mittee for the Commonwealth, and they in
turn arranged with the different statés that
they also would form defence committees
to deal with the manufacture of munitions.
They took up this question with all the pri-
vate factories throughout the country and
fixed the cost of making shells at a price
which was somewhat lower than the price
paid for shells manufactured in Canada.
The Federal Committee called for tenders
for the making of shells and fixed the price
of the shells in Australia at $5.05. This
figure included the steel used for that pur-
pose, and all contractors willing to accept
this price were given open contracts to sup-
ply all the shells that they could manufac-
" ture up to June 30, 1916. i

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—What size shells?

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—Eighteen pound
high explosive shells. And they inserted a
provision that this price might be revised
at the option of the Government on or after
March 31, 1916, the British Government un-
dertaking to give three months’ notice when
no more shells were required. On this basis
thirty-one tenders had been received up to
November 1, of which nineteen were form-
ally accepted, the balance being under con-
sideration. In Canada the price originally
paid for the machining and assembling of
eighteen pound high explosive shells was
$5.70 each, and orders for many thousand
shells were let at that price. The price in
Canada did not include the cost of the steel
forgings for the shell bodies, which were
supplied free to the contractors. There-
fore, the cost in Canada on the Australian
basis would be between $6.70 and $7, as

against $5.05. This, I think, shows
that with proper orgamization the
cost of the high explosive shells

supplied in Canada might be reduced from
the present cost. The Government in Aus-
tralia has turned all the available machine
shops in the whole country into munition
factories, and in some cases the manufac-
turers have produced and turned over the
shells at actual cost. -This is, of course, a
great advantage and help to the War Office.
In dealing with this question of munitions
also, the state governments appointed men
to make experiments for the purpose of
educating the manufacturers of shells in
private shops, and assisted them very great-
ly in finding out what was necessary in their
work. They further have been experiment-
ing with the making of machine guns, and
also of engines for aeroplanes. As we all
know, machine guns are taking a very im-
portant part in this war, and a great many
have been and are being used at the present
time. The manufacturing of engines for
aeroplanes is a very ticklish and particular
work, and only after considerable experi-
ment can these engines be made
successfully. The comparison shows that
by organization the people of Australia have
been able to do a great deal more than they
probably would have been able to accom-
plish if left to themselves. In this country,
by proper organization, I think a great deal
more could be done in the development of
our mines and in producing the necessary
material for the making of guns and am-
munition than has been done up to the,
present time. There has been, in Western
Canada at any rate, a feeling that people
who were in a position to take hold of some
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of these contracts to supply munitions have
not been given a fair opportunity such as
they had a right to expect in tendering on
some of those contracts, and I wish to bring
this matter to the attention of the Govern-
ment in order that they may take it into
consideration, and see if it is not possible
to do more in.the way of organizing the re-
sources of this country, so that a greater
result may be obtained than we are obtain-
ing at the present time.

The country is to be congratulated on the
splendid harvest in the Northwest last year.
Owing to the harvest the people have been
placed in a very much better position than
they were a year ago, and have been able
to overcome the difficulties against which
they had been struggling. But on the ques-
tion of transportation in the West there is
a considerable feeling that something should
be done at the present time to help out the
situation. On the Pacific coast to-day the
lumbermen especially are receiving orders
for lumber which they are unable to fill,
because they have not the necessary trans-
portation facilities. The same condition has
p:evailed with regard to other products of
the country which people have mnot been
able to ship, not because they were not
ready, not because the people were not
ready to sell them, but because they could
not get the necessary transportation at the
proper season. My hon. friend to my right
says the same thing has occurred on the
Atlantic cdast, but I understand that to
some extent the Government has relieved
that situation by arrangements made with
the British Government, but as far as I
know up to the present, nothing has been
dome to relieve the situation on the Pacific,
and I hope that if the Government possibly
can, they will turn their attention to this
matter, and see if they cannot do something
to relieve the situation. The points that I
have raised in this matter are raised with
the intention of pointing out the Govern-
ment the questions that are interesting the
people. Members of the Opposition at
ordinary times would be free to criticise the
Government without reserve, but to-day
their great desire is to render every assist-

* ance possible to the Government in prose-

cuting the work which has fallen upon their
shoulders with regard to this war. We are
all one in our desire to do the very utmost
we can for the benefit of the country, and to
help in every way possible to bring this
terrible war to a speedy conclusion, so that
there may be no doubt as to the final end-
ing of it, and that peace may be brought to

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK

the world at large; but at the sgme time we
have to remember that it is the duty of the
Opposition to criticise and point out where
they think better action could be taken, or
where improvement could be made in the
details of handling the policy the Govern-
ment are pursuing, and therefore they pro-
pose to offer in the most friendly spirit and
the best manner they can, a just and fair
criticism of the work of the Government.
The sole aim at the present time is to con-
tribute as far as possible to the victory of
the Allies over the Germans, so that the
Belgians, Serbians, and Montenegrins may
have their countries restored to them, and
that France may recover the territory at
present held by Germany

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I have great
pleasure' in congratulating the mover and
seconder of the Address in reply to the
speech from-the Throne on the admirable
manner in which they have performed the
duties assigned to them. The Senate is to
be congratulated upon the addition to its
members of the two gentlemen to whom we
have listened with 8o much pleasure. The
hon. gentleman who Wbas moved the
Address is recognized as one of our ablest
parliamentarians, and his long experience
in the House of Commons, as well as his
comprehensive knowledge of parliamentary
practice and history, will prove of great
assistance to this body. The hon. gentle-
man who has seconded the Address
is well known in the public life of his native
province. He has been prominent for a
number of years in the public activities of
the province of Quebec, and his appoint-
ment to membership in this Chamber will
be a valuable acquisition to our members.
We welcome these gentlemen to the Senate,
and bespeak for them many years of useful-
ness in the public service.

The speech from the Throne is very much
limited in the subjects with which it deals.
It might be said that only two subjects are
presented to us for our consideration; one,
the extension of the life of Parliament, and
the other financial and other legislation
dealing with the war in which we are
engaged. :

In speaking of the measure which it is
proposed to submit for your consideration
dealing with the extension of the life of
Parliament, I need scarcely add that this
is a measure which is entirely the outcome
of public sentiment which has been ex-
pressed in the country on the undesirability
of bringing on a general election while we
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are engaged in the war. The term of the
present Parliament expires this coming
autumn. It has invariably been the
practice of preceding Governments to dis-
solve Parliament and bring on a general
election a very considerable time before
the expiration of the life of Parliament.
Since Confederation the practice has been
to dissolve Parliament in the - third or
fourth year of its term. In very excep-
tional cases has Parliament continued to
the fifth year. In anticipation of this
practice being observed by the present
Government, criticism in the press and
otherwise has been very strongly expressed
since the declaration of war'in 1914 against
a general election being held. Very natur-
ally a difference of opinion has existed
amongst the supporters of the Government
on this very important subject. A very
influential section naturally took the
ground that since the accession of the
Government to office it has been called
upon to assume such extraordinary obliga-
tions, financial and otherwise, inherited
from the late Government, in the carrying
out of those two great railway enterprises
the National Transcontinental and the
Canadian Northern, that the assumption of
those obligations warranted the Govern-
ment in making an appeal to the country
for a mandate as to the course they should
pursue touching those subjects. Following
upon this came the war in which we are now
engaged, and which necessarily involved
Cansada, nct only in enormous expenditure,
but in the adoption of a policy concerning
which the Government would be unquestion-
ably justified in seeking from the electors
confirmation of the policy which they have
adopted. On these three questions alone
the Government would have been war-
ranted in making an appeal to the people.
“On the other hand, a very large section of
the people have taken equally strong
ground that under no consideration would
the Government be warranted in plunging
the country into a general election at a
time when we had assumed such responsi-
bilities and were facing all the consequences
of a war. Strong reasons can be readily
advanced in support of either position.
In view of the expiration of the
life of Parliament during the ap-
proaching autumn, no  other alternative
presents itself than for the Government to
make preparation for the dissolution of
Parliament or to throw upon Parliament
the responsibility of extending its life. for

such a reasonable period as to carry us over
the probable continuance of the war. In
deference, therefore, o public opinion the
Government is prepared to submit to Par-
liament -a measure providing for an ex-
tension of the life of Parliament. In defer-
ence to public sentiment which has been
very strongly expressed upon the subject I
have no doubt Parliament will not hesitate
to accept the responsibility which condi-
tions have cast upon them, and thus relieve
the Government from the mecessity of fol-
lowing the practice which invariably has
been adopted of dissolving the House at
an earlier period than the effluxion of its
time, and thus avoiding the holding of a
general election while engaged in the seri-
ous and lamentable business of war.
Reference has been made in the speech
from the Throne to the all absorbing ques-
tion of the war with Germany. This is the
third session since the declaration of war
that we have been called upon to deal with
the subject. When Parliament met in
Avugust, 1914, immediately after the declara-
tion of war we were hopeful of a reason-
ably early termination. We then had cer-
tain anticipations as to the extent to which
we should participate. These amticipations
were largely based upon the signs which
were then apparent. Even Great Britain
herself at that particular time seemed not
to realize the magnitude which it has since
developed. The war since that date has
spread to an extent which could not have
been anticipated. It has not only con-
vulsed the whole of Europe but has ex-
teinded to the Orient. Since that period it
has taken in Turkey, Italy, the Balkan
States and Japan, until at the present
moment nearly the whole of civilization is
involved in a cataclysm-of strife such as
history has never known. No good purpose
can be served in discussing at the present
moment the causes which have lead to this
frightful convulsion in our twentieth cen-
tury civilization. The greatest and most
important question that we are facing is to
properly realize and to perform our duty
at this most critical time in our existence.
There seems to be an impression in the
minds of some that we have entered into
this war voluntarily and without cause;
that it was purely a matter of choice, and
that we were free to elect whether we should
or should not engage therein. Happily this
view is confined to a very limited sphere
of public opinion, and there is the general
recognition of the principle and the fact
that when the Empire is at war Canada is
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at war. There are times in the history of
every country when mnational sentiment
sweeps everything before it, when it is
more powerful than constitutional plati-
tudes or doctrines, when even national rea-
son and caution and all other imaginary
safeguards which the people will sometimes
build up in their statute-books and con-
stitutional practice, are swept away by the
wave of national sentiment. Such hasbeen
the case in Canada. War was no sooner
declared than the peoples of all the Over-
seas Dominions forgot about distinctions in
Governments and boundaries, or that they
had not the same voice in war and peace
as the people of Great Britain. These things
faded into insignificance in the -face of the
fact that they belonged to the Empire and
that the Empire was in jeopardy. Hence,
no sacrifice was too great to make for the
safety and integrity of the Empire in which
they had a common interest and all be-
longed. Entirely apart from this irresistible
wave of sentiment, which so swept over the
entire Empire there are the concrete facts
to be considered that this war is our war
as much as it is the war of the people of
Great Britain, or the war of any of the
AHlies of Great Britain. When the declara-
tion of war was made on the 4th August,
1914, Canada became as much in jeopardy
as Great Britain or the country of any of
its Allies, and entirely apart from tradi-
tion and sentiment and basing our attitude
upon common sense and reason, it became
the imperative duty of Canada at that meo-
ment to Decome us active a participant
in the war as any of our Allies.
Though the enemy possibly may not
be at our gates, though the smoke of battle
. and the tumult of war may be confined to
European theatres of the war, such as those
in Flanders, in France, in Russia, or in
Turkey, the duty of defence lies upon us
as imperatively as it does upon the Allies.
A large section of the people of Canada up
to the present time have only been exer-
cised by the sentimental view of the situ-
ation and not by reason of the possibility
of our suffering from the actualities of war
on our shores. The safety of Canada is
entirely dependent on the success of the
arms of the Allies in Europe. We in Can-
ada must stand or fall by the fortunes of
this- war between our Allies and our ene-
mies.

This is on the part of Germany a war
for world power,” of territorial conquest.
New countries are what Germany wants.
It is not European possessions, it is mnot
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conquest in the effete east, but room for
German expansion in the western hemi-
sphere; room for its millions of congested
population. For years Germany has been |
conscious of the advantages Canada would
afford for German expansion. Germany,
through its system- of espionage, has a
more thorpugh knowledge of Canada in the
pigeon-holes of its foreign office than
would be found in the departments of our
own Government. Our natural and de-
veloped resources, our unoccupied lands,
our forests, our minerals, our harbours and
ports, our great systems of transportation
by land and water, are as intimately known
by Germany as by our own people. Do
not let us delude ourselves into the idea
that the eyes of Germany have mot been
upon Canada. For years we have been
under the observation of its spies and the
observation of its foreign office. Here is a
country with resources and possibilities be-
yond the conception of the human mind;
capable under German systems of efficiency
and organization of sustaining 200 million
people, with the climatic conditions that

-appeal more to the German people than

to any other people in Europe, lying along-
side the United States within the bound-
aries of which are to be found ten to
twelve millions German people; more ‘Ger-
mans than are to be found in any country
outside of Germany. The greatest menace
to Canada from this war lies in this situ-
ation. Our security, our very existence as
a free people lies in the defeat of Germany
in Europe. Once let the German armies
break through that 400 miles on the west-
ern front in Flanders and France, once let
German. armies reach Paris, crush France
and concentrate upon Russia, what would
be England’s chance of repelling Germany’s
war machine, the greatest fighting machine
the world has ever seen? Assuming that
Great Britain should meet with defeat or
even less than that, namely that our Allies
should be defeated, and Germany should
direct her attention to Canada, what then
would be our fate? In fact, were Germany
to triumph to-day, there is mo territory be-
longing to Great Britain or any of our
Allies that would appeal to it so strongly
as Canada. In fact Canada would logically
be the only area of great territory that
would appeal to Germany for the settlement
and expansion of its congested population.
With the Allies beafen German transports
could lay down in Canada an army of
several hundred thousand in a few weeks,
and with the co-operation of her ten mil-
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lions in the United States convert without
difficulty Canada into a trans-Atlantic Ger-
many, and this notwithstanding the Mon-
roe doctrine. The application of the Mon-
roe doctrine at such a time by the United
_ Btates could only be asserted in propor-
tion to the force of arms behind it. Under
the conditions which I have outlined this
to Germany would be regarded very much
as the treaty of neutrality which Belgium
had with Germany. I point these things
out to impress you if possible that this is
the fight of Canada as much as it is the
" fight of France and Great Britain. We are
as much interested in the results as any
of the Allies. Our liberties, our secur-
ity, our ‘homes, our country are as
much at stake as were those of the Belgians
or those of our Allies. We are in this fight
not for mere sentiment but for everything
we hold most dear. We have a duty to
perform in smashing the Germans as much
as any of the Allies engaged in the fight.
If the Allies fail we are as much crushed
and lost as they. If they win we have
saved Canada as much as the Allies have
saved the country for which they _have
fought.

The manifest duty of Canada at the mo-

ment is- to help our Allies to prosecute

this war to the end. There is no alter-
native except we become passive and
are prepared to accept the subjugation by
Germany of our country and our race. The
fight must be made with the same intensity
and seriousness as if the enemy were thun-
dering for .admission at our gates. Keep in
mind that because the operations of war
are being conducted on European fields that
in the ultimate analysis and consequence
the results as to Canada would be the same
as if war were being waged within or ad-
jacent to our own boundaries. All. our
energies and resources must be enlisted in
carrying on this fight with the same in-
tensity as our Aliies. Our national exist-
ence is dependent on the fight we make.

With the enormous resourees of men and
treasure on one side represented by the
Empire and our Allies there ultimately can
be only one conclusion to the war, and in
that conclusion we must be as active par-
ticipants as our Allies. Canada must be
prepared to enlist all her resources and to
pledge her support to the Empire and her
Allies irrespective of all other considera-
tions. Let me say in conclusion that I
hope the session will not be unnecessarily
long and that the public business which
it will be the duty of the Government to

bring down may be prosecuted by the
Senate with satisfaction to itself and with
profit to the country.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I rise merely to make
a few observations on the speech which
His Royal Highness has delivered to the
House, with possibly a few references to -
that just made by the hon. leader of the
Government. Before proceeding to these
matters' I feel that it is my duty to con-
gratulate the House, as well as the mover
and seconder of the Address, on the fact
that those hon. gentlemen have been added
to .the -Senate. ;

The hon. gentleman from Grey (Hon.
Mr. Sproule) pleaded that as a young mem-
ber—I do not know whether he said un-
accustomed to public speaking—some allow-
ance should be made for his inexperience
and youthfulness. Now, that was very
modest. Possibly the hon. gentleman,
having been four years in the compara-
tively serene atmosphere of the speaker’s
chair, has rather got out of the way of
public speaking ; but from his speech I
think he did not seem to have suffered
in that way as much as he might, and T
have no doubt that we shall often hear
from him, and to advantage, during this
session. I may say, further, with re-
spect to the hon. gentleman from Grey,
that his selection by the Government for
membership in this House was a judicious
one. The hon. gentleman has a large par-
liamentary experience, which is an import-
ant thing. He has long familiarity with
public life, which is also important; and
he is clear-headed, and I might say is not
given to expending money wastefully, and
that is also a good characteristic for a sen-
ator. While I was able to a certan. extent
to follow the hon. gentleman from Mon-
tarville, I regret to say that my hearing is
not perfect and I did not catch everything
that he.said; but I had heard very favour-
able accounts of the hon. gentleman, and
expected something very good indeed, and
was not disappointed. One thing that im-
pressed me very favourably was that the
hon. gentleman, in beginning his speech,
referred to the hon. gentleman whom he has
succeeded, the late Senator DeBoucher-
ville. I think we all have the same feeling
about that hon. gentleman. He was in
years the senior member of this House. I
have the melancholy distinction of having
been his senior as a member of the House,
but he was quite a bit ahead of me in
years. We had all learned to like and
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respect him. He was perfectly inoffensive,
agreeable, and though strong in ‘his party
views was never offensive or aggressive to-
wards other people, and his private life was
just as admirable as his public life. In
the late hon. gentleman from Montarville
. the Senate lost a man who could truly be
described as a Christian gentleman.
In reference to the speech of the hon.
leader of the Government, I quite agree in
‘his concluding observations. This war is
Canada’s war just as much as it is the
war of England; and it is our duty to exert
ourselves just as much as it is the duty of
the people of England to exert themselves.

Some hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear,

Hon. Mr. POWER—His Royal Highness
speaks of the valour of the sailors and
. soldiers of the various parts of the Empire
that have gone to the front in =zplendid
loyalty and unfaltering devotion. Then
His Royal Highness says:

The call to service has evoked a widespread
and notable response in Canada. Already 120,-
000 men have crossed the seas, an equal num-
ber is now being actively tralned and
equipped for service abroad, and a call extend-
ing the authorized enlistment to half a million
men has been received with warm enthusiasm.

Now, hon. gentlemen, it is true that the
call to service has evoked a widespread
and notable response in Canada; and I
assume that there is no doubt that 120,000
men have crossed the seas; but there is
just one point that I do mot feel quite
satisfied about: if 120,000 men have crossed
the seas—and within the last few weeks I
think ten thousand have crossed—I under-
stand only 50,000 or thereabouts are actual-
ly on the field of action. Now, I really
do not see that so long a period of training
in this country is required for our soldiers;
at any rate if they are trained for six
months here, it does not seem to me that
they should require three or more months
training after they go to England. I do
not profess to be an expert in this matter;
but it does seem to me that of the 120,000
men who crossed the seas a larger num-
ber should be at the front. Our men have
a capacity for adapting themselves to cir-
cumstances which, I may say, is greater
than that of the average Englishman, and
perhaps it might have been possible to
have ‘got a larger proportion of them to
the field of action. While I do not quarrel
with the substance of the declaration
quoted, that the call extending the author-
ized enlistment to half a million men “has

Hon. Mr. POWER.

been received with warm enthusiasm,” I
do rather question the wisdom of its form.
What I think we might very well say is
that we have fixed the figure now at 250,000
men, and we are prepared to eupply such
further number of men as occasion may
require. Although it may be the fact
that we desire to raise half @ million men,
the language used in the paragraph is more
or less widc and I think it is more than
wide—it is a little extreme. I do not mean
to say we should not raise that number of
men, but we should undertake to .raise
whatever number is found necessary.
Suppose that a collapse should occur on
the side of Germany and Austria and
Turkey after we had got 300,000 or
400,000 men in the field; you see we would
have considerable trouble in absorbing
them again. Then His Royal Highness
says:

* At the front our gallant soldiers have met
the enemy in repeated contests, and by their
pre-eminent courage and heroic endurance have
shed lustre upon their country and upheld its
highest traditions.

We are quite in accord with that. The
men of Canada, both those of French origin
and those of English origin, have shown
that the breed has mot deteriorated. No
men have fought better in the Old Country
than our men have fought, and further, it
shows that the breed of Canadians has not
deteriorated since the war of 1812. The
men at the front to-day are worthy suc-
cessors of the men who fought at Chateau-
guay and Chrysler’s Farm. - :

Then again it indicates that what might
have been regarded as only an exceptional
thing—the way in which the Canadians
distinguished themselves at Paardeberg—
was not an exception, and that the men at
Paardeberg were only fair samples of the
men whom Canada is now sending to the
front.

Some hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The next paragraph
is the one which deals with the extension
of the life of this Parliament for the period
of one year. That is a question as to
which, as the hon. leader of the Gowvern-
ment has said, there is very considerable
difference of opinion through the country.
The hon. gentleman now seems to think
that it is absolutely essential that the life
of this Parliament should be prolonged
for a year from next October; and though
I do not know just what attitude the hon.
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gentleman assumed, I judge from the tone
of his speech that to a certain extent he
sympathized with those of his colleagues
who thought there should have been a dis-
solution in October of 1914, or that there
should have been a dissolution in June,
1915. l g

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Oh,
have been satisfied with one.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentleman
did not say that distinctly, but I think that
his speech indicAted rather that his sym-
pathies were that way. Now, if it would
have been right and proper to have had a
d.ssolution last June when the war was at
its height and when perhaps our war-
making machinery was not in as good run-
ning order as it is now, why should it be
absolutely necessary that we should not
have a dissolution next October? That 1s
something that I do not altogether under-
stand. And if the hon. gentleman will allow
me to say so, he was not quite accurate in
his statement with respect to the practice
in the past. He said that the uniform
practice had been that Parliament was dis-
solved before its time had expired.

Hon.-Mr. LOUGHEED—I did not intend
to say that. I said almost without any ex-
ception.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I have no doubt the
hon. gentleman meant to qualify it, but as
a matter of fact he did not. The truth is

I would

that the Parliament. of 78 held for five

sessions. The Parliament elected in ’67,
which ran till 1872, was alive for five years.
The next House, elected in 1872, was dis-
solved on account of the Pacific scandal;
but the 1878 House sat for five yéars as
did the House elected in 1891. It seems
to me that the normal and fair thing
is that, unless there is some very serious
reason for a dissolution earlier than the ex-
piration of the term, the members who are
elected for five years should hold their
seats for five years. There has been a dis-
position on the part of the Government of
the day to take advantage of their op-
ponents, and I think that an election ought
to be fought out on even terms. The hon.
gentleman, as one reason for a dissolution,
I suppose in 1914, spoke of the large
financial obligations which the Government
had inherited from their predecessors. - 1
grant that the Government did inherit large
financial obligations, and I think it was the
duty of this Government as a body of
prudent men to immediately set to work

~ -n

gentleman there.

to cut down the expenditure so as to enable
them the better to meet those obligations.
Instead of that they largely increased the
expenditure in every department of the Gov-
ernment and increased it in some cases
in a most unjustifiable way. Take the
Custioms, the Post Office, and other depart-
ments, and you will find that while a
large number of employees were dismissed,
double the number were appointed to take
their places. There was a perfect car-
nival. It was a case of “let her go, Gal-
lagher >’ during the first two or three ses-
sions, and there is no knowing where we
would have been now if it had not been for
the war. In fact, there is no knowing where
we are even with the war. With respect to
this particular paragraph we are dealing
with, the’ hon. leader of the Government
said it must be discussed at an early date.
I take the liberty to differ with the hon.
The House of Commons
does mnot die until next October. The
British House of Commons died this month.
Did they say in England that the House
should last until the expiration of the year
after the war? Not at all. They extended
the' term of their Parliament for eight
months. The life of our Parliament ex-
tends nine months from the present time.
The English House of Commons, with the
extension, dies in September next. Our
House does not die until October.. It really
does not appear to me that there is any
special reason why we should be in a hurry
about this thing. I say it is not an urgent
matter. This session will probably run
until Easter or thereabouts, and if Parlia-
ment decides that the term of the House
of <Commons shall be extended, it
will be time enough to  deal with
that matter somewhere in the latter part
of the month of March. By that time things
will have developed. We may be in a posi-
tion to say whether the war is about coming
to an early termination or not, and at any
rate I think that instead of adding a year
to the life of the existing Parliament, the
proper sort of measure would be to provide
that the House of Commons shall live until,
say, six months after the signing of the
treaty of peace. :

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—That is not what
they ask.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I know that, but that
is what they ought to ask. There is just
one other point to which I should like to
draw the attention of the leader of the Gov-
ernment—a statement he>made towards the
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close of his speech, because I feel he did
not intend that his words should bear the
meaning that might be attached to them.
He spoke of the presence of a number of
German settlers in Canada, as well as in
the United States, as being in a sense a
source of danger, or a menace. I do mot
think that is the case. I know, speaking
for the province from which I come, that
we have a large German population, or
population of German descent, particularly
in the county of Lunenburg, and those men
are not a bit more disloyal than any of their
neighbours, and they are enlisting to go to
the front in Lunenburg, as well as in other
counties.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I should be sorry
to reflect on those people, but I refer to the
Germans we have placed in the internment
camp.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I feel certain the hon.
gentleman did not intend to reflect upon
the loyalty of the Germans around Berlin,
Ont., and other places.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—0h, no.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentleman
used unqualified language, but I am sure
he did not mean it.

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—I move that the
debate be adjourned until to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned until three o’clock
to-morrow. ;

THE SENATE.
Wednesday, January 19, 1916.

The Speakef took the "Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings. -
THE ADDRESS.
The Order of the Day being called:

Resuming the adjourned debate on the con-
sideration of His Royal Highness the Governor
General’'s speech on the opening of the sixth
session of the twelfth Parliament, and the
motion of the Hon. Mr. Sproule, seconded by
the Hon. Mr. Beaubien, that an humble address
be presented to His Royal Highness the
Governor General for the gracious speech which
he has been pleased to deliver to both Houses
of Parliament.

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—My first words
in continuing the debate will be words of
regret for the great number of our colleagues

Hon. Mr. POWER.

who have departed this life since last
sessian, and especially for the venerable
gentleman who sat on this side. of the
House, Hon. Mr. DeBoucherville, who,
with others, has gone to his reward. We all
regret the great loss the Senate and his
family have sustained through his death.
On the other hand, as all these seats ought
to be filled, and filled by friends of the
present Government, I have great pleasure
in saying that those who have been intro-
duced into this House to fill the vacancies
are gentlemen worthy of the positions in this
House and a credit to the country. I offer
my congratulations, especially to the hon.
mover and seconder of the Address. I
have had the pleasure of sitting for about
fifteen years with the hon. gentleman from
Grey (Hon. Mr. Sproule), and although, as
we all know, he has strong convictions on
different questions, I am bound to.say that
during all the time I sat with him in the
House of Commons I always found him s
gentleman of the highest character, placing
his arguments strongly before the House,
but always in a gentlemanly way. Re-
ferring to the hon. member who seconded
the motion in the reply to the Speech, I
join also with those who have paid him
compliments. We all know his high posi-
tion at the bar of Montreal, his qualities
as a businessman, and his situation in
the counsels of his party; he hds obtained
his reward. I choose this first occasion to
offer my personal thanks—and I would not-
be human if I did rot do it—for his having
said many times during the election in 1911,
when he was fighting for the Nationalist
party, in favour of the Tory party, that I
was one of the most independent members
of this House.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—And carrying in
his pocket a speech which I delivered in
this House on the Navy Bill, he was on
every hustings, meeting the Liberal
speakers with my speech, saying that I was
a great independent man, reading my
speech, and I may say that this was the
best part of his own. I am sorry he is not
in his seat just now, but I hope that he will
retain the good opinion of me which he
expressed then. Having said so much, I
shall now proceed to discuss the two very
important items contained -in the speech
from the Throne. These items are, money
and men to continue the war, and the
extension of this term of Parliament, in
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order to allow the present cabinet ministers
to retain their portfolios, and for the
present members elected to oppose this
Government in 1911, to remain in their
places a few months longer. I do not
intend to make a political speech, but 1
must be permitted the liberty to refer to
some of the declarations of public men
who now occupy the treasury benches and
gentlemen who are in that House.
Naturally, the first question which one
asks himself, and the question which must
have been asked of you, and which has
been put to me a hundred times .in my
office, on the street, in the car and every-
where, is: Who is responsible for this ter-
rible war which is costing so much money
and so many lives? I read not later than
the 15th of this month, in a very important
paper—though it is a Tory one—the Gazette
of Montreal, under the heading of “Mr.
Lavergne’s position,” the following:

The Government of Great Britain thought
it necessary in defence of its interests and in
discharge of its treaty obligations to other
countries to declare war against Germany which
involved, in time, declaration of war against
Austria-Hungary, Turkey and Bulgaria. -

8o there is an assertion that England be-
gan' the war. I must dissent from that.
I am probably too loyal to say that Eng-
land is responsible for the war; only when
history comes to be written will we know
what nation began the war. At the same
time I am bound to say, as a citizen of
this country and a British subject, that
if England did not begin the war, she is
‘somewhat responsible for it. I shall try
to prove that by quotations from official
books. Every one must take his share of
the responsibility, and later on we will
exactly .know who is responsible for the
war. So, though I disagree with the
Gazette saying that England has declared
war, I say England is somewhat respon-
sible for the war. Had England not been,
in the last days of July, 1914, flirting a
- little with Germany, had she declared at
once that she would stand by the treaty
she signed with Russia, France and Bel-
gium, there would have been no war, that
is my opinion. If you look at France’s
Yellow Book, what we call the Documents
Diplomatiques, 1914, re Guerre Européenne,
you will find document No. 92, dated 29th
July, 1914, from Jules Cambon, French
Ambassador at Berlin, to the French
Minister of Foreign Affairs, which sum-
marized it as follows:

s—23

Jusqu’a ces tout derniers jours on s’est flatté
ici, que I’Angleterre resterait hors du débat,
et l'impression produite par son attitude est
profonde sur le gouvernement allemand et sur
les financiers et hommes d’affaires.

Jules Cambon.

Mon collégue d’allemagne ayant interrogé
sir Edward Grey sur les intentions du gouverne-
ment britannique, le secrétaire d’'Etat aux
Affaires -étrangéres a répondu qu’'il n’avait pas
a4 se prononcer quant & présent.

Sir Edward Grey ne m’a pas caché qu’il trou-
vait la situation trés grave et qu'il gardait peu
d’espoir dans une solution pacifique.

Jules Cambon.

To that day, July 29, 1914, Germany was
under the impression that England would
stand aside—

‘'Hon. Mr. CLORAN—On account of
Carson.
Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE— ——and by.

this attitude has produced a profound im-
pression on the German Government and
on financial and business men. On the
same day in despatch No. 97, M. Cambon
says: “My German colleague having
asked Sir Edward Grey the intention of
the British Government, the Secretary for
Foreign Affairs answered that he has
nothing to say-for the moment, though
adding that he finds the situation very
serious and grave.” That is a few days
before the war; so I claim that though
England did not begin the -war, ‘she could
have prevented it by answering firmly and
squarely that she would defend Belgium
and France if attacked. I hope that when
nistory comes to be written it will prove
that had England declared formally that
she would stand by the treaty and resist
the invasion of Belgium, we would have
had no war. I am willing to admit that
England acted in good faith, believing
that there would be no war, but all
should bear their own share of the respon-
sibility, whether as Governménts, mem-
bers of Governments, senators or even
simple electors. In the face of these facts,
I am not saying anything about England;
but we have to discuss the question of war
and state facts as I think they are. Why
should we be loaded with the expense of
sending large armies to Europe, and in-
creasing the public debt by hundreds of
millions? I repeat: every one has to take
his share of the responsibility, and I think
England is a little responsible for the war,
though at the time they did not believe
there would be war. Yet as Sir Edward
Grey said, the situation was very grave,
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but he added he had nothing to
say against the pretentions of Germany, or
as to their standing by the treaty that they
had signed. - \

Having said that 1 ask whether the de-
claration, repeated yesterday by the leader
of the Government, and repeated hundreds
of times by the leaders of both parties in
the last few years, that when England is
at war, Canada is at war, is true? I say
no; and I say so in the light of declara-
tions made in this country since Confed-
sration, by leading statesmen, the Mac-
donalds, the Blakes, Tupper, Cart-
wright, and Laurier himself. All. those
great patriots were unanimous before 1910,
or about then.. It never before was said
and never was believed that when England
was at war, Canada was at war. The very
contrary was declared; but I remember
the Hon. Mr. Fielding, in a public speech
at Montreal saying, in defending his policy,
that England being at war Canada is at
war. Since then this has been repeated
“wv¢ the Liberals; but by the Tories it has
ou:y been repeated since they are in
power after the election of 1911. During
that election, as I shall prove in a moment,
they took the opposite view; they said, no
war, no men, no money for England. And
a member of the present Government, Mr.
Blondin, said on the platform, “We owe
nothing to England, we have been obliged
to shoot holes in the British flag to let in a
“little air of liberty.”” I say this, having

" nothing political in my mind, but merely
narrating a little bit of. history. I repeat
that I do not think this motto, repeated
yesterday with great eloquence by the
leader of this House, is true—that England
being at war, Canada is at war. I say that
such a doctrine is contrary to facts, con-
trary to the political constitution, and
contrary to the declarations of our public
mien since Confederation. In fact at one
time when England was at war, the Prime
Minister of that day, Sir John Macdonald
himself, declared that he had nothing to
do with that. In the Boer war what was
done? Under the pressure of some jingoes
from Ontario, the Government of the day
felt obliged to send some thousands of men
to South Africa, but what was said then?
It was declared that this should not be
.taken as a precedent? -Why? If we are at
war when England is at war, we are obliged
to send men to fight her battles, as we are
doing now. Why add this rider to the
resolution declaring. that we must send
men across the Atlantic and pay for them?
Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE.

Because the declarations of all the leading
statesmen of both parties until now have
been to the effect that we had nothing to
do with foreign wars, and that our militia
and our money were to be kept in this
country for the defence of the Dominion.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Hear, hear, perfectly
right. ’

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—Now what has
happened? We have to go a little into the
history of what took place during .the last
election. I must deny the statements made
by some hon. gentlemen as to my position
on the naval question. I did not denounce
the principle of a Canadian navy at the
time—my speech is there, and that speech
has been the burden of all the Tory candi-
dates. I quote this mow to show that all
the Liberals are not of the same opinion.
I said, *“ You must not impose a great
burden on the people of Canada for a navy
without consulting the people.” . That is
the position that I took then, and it is
the position I take mnow, as I
will show later on. When the Laurier
Government was spending a few hundrel
thousand dollars to build a Canadian navy,
though J opposed it as a question of ex-
pediency at the time, I think now that it
would have been a good thing to have it.
I may have been mistaken then. But .is
it not a fact that in the by-election held in
Drummond and Arthabaska, and in the
General Elzction of 1911 all the Tory can-
didates in Quebec who called themselves

Nationalists at the time were opposing this.

navy, fighting against spending one cent
for England, spending one cent for main-
taining militia? And Mr. Blondin, Mr.
Patenaude and all the others were assert-
ing that we owed nothing to England. Is
it not & fact that after the Drummond-
Arthabaska election Mr. Sproule, the hon.
member for Grey, or Mr. Foster, sent con-
gratulations to Mr. Monck on his great
victory? And the same thing was done in
1911. Why? Because those gentlemen
did not care for the Empire, did mot care
for the flag; they cared only for power, and
as soon as they got into power they said,
“Now let us forget all this thing, and pro-
claim all over the country that we are
loyal.”” We are just as loyal not only by
words but by actions as they are them-
selves. Now those gentlemen who had been
opposing any aid to England at the time,
are not only not opposed to our spending
money in prosecuting the war in Europe.
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but anxious to increase the expenditure.
If those gentlemen are sincere now, they
were not sincere in the past. Not only
were Tory candidates insincere at that time,
but in Quebec they carried on a war against
Laurier. In the Quebec Legislative As-
sembly on the 2nd June, 1910, I find that
Hon. Mr. Taschereau, one of the best men
in Quebec, when in Toronto said something
to the effect that we were a part of the
Empire and prepared to do our share in
time of war. What happened then? The
Legislature was in session at Quebec, and
it was then proposed by the Hon. Mr. Pre-
vost, seconded by Mr. D’Auteuil:

Whereas in December last, during an excur-
sion to Toronto, the official character of which
was recognized by the speech from the Throne,
-the Minister of Public Works and Labour pro-
nounced himself, in the name of the people of
the province of Quebec and in the presence of
the Prime Minister, in favour of the general
participation of Canada in the wars of the
Empire and of the organization of a Canadian
navy or of any other measure which the Federal

-authorities might deem it proper to adopt on
this head. _

‘Whereas the minister had no authority to
thus prejudge the opinion of the electors of this
province on this grave question, which was then
on the point of being submitted to the  con-
sideration of the Federal Parliament.

‘Whereas the numerous protests that have
been made from this province, and from several
others, against this new policy have proved
that the Ministér of Public Works and Labour
has not faithfully represented the opinion of
the people of this province. .

‘Whereas neither the Prime Minister or any
of his colleagues have disavowed the declara-
tions of the Minister of Public Works and
Labour.

The House regrets that one of the ministers
of this province should, without any mandate,
on a question foreign to the jurisdiction of the
Government of which he forms part and under
circumstances which give considerable weight
to his words, have made indiscreet declarations
calculated to represent in a false light the
opinion of the electors of this province. .

And the Cabinet being responsible for the
stand of each of its members, the House con-
siders that the Government deserves to be
censured.

And who voted for that ? First, Hon.
Mr. Patenaude, a leading light in the
present Government, and Messrs. Lavergne,
Cousineau, leader of the present Opposi-
tion, Bourassa, Gault and others. In fact,
the whole Tory ‘party " in Quebec voted
against the minister who said that the
province of Quebec should take part in the
war. It shows the sincerity of these gentle-
men who now favour this policy, after
having denounced it in the election of 1911
to obtain power. But there is much more.
It requires money to conduct an election—

a lot of money. The Nationalists, from Mr.
Patenaude down, were not rich men, and
they had to obtain money somewhere. To
whom did they apply? They went to that
loyalist, Sir Herbert Ames, of Montreal,
and he furnished the men and money to
distribute. The Devoir and the Nationaliste
in the Eastern Townships of Quebec fur-
nished: the money necessary for the success
of the Tory candidates who were then fight-
ing the English flag. .

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—That is true.

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—Now these gen-
tlemen are in power. The then leader of
the Nationalists, the man who furnished
the money, is not a member of the Gov-
ernment, but. he is a knight; he is Sir
Herbert Ames; he is the head of the
Patriotic Fund. However, I must say that
he has also good contracts under the name
of Ames, Holden & Co., to furnish shoes
which have proved to be unsuited for the
soldiers occupying the trenches. I am not
saying this with the idea of making a politi-
cal speech. I do not make these statements
as a Liberal, but as a citizen and ad elector
of this country and a member of the Senate.
Facts are facts, and because the Liberals
are called upon to discuss what was said
and done by the Tory party in the last
election, it must not be said that the Lib-
erals are making political speeches. I
am simply putting the facts before this
House and country, and I am willing to
stand by the verdict of the country on this
matter. Now, I come io the question of
the prolongation of the life of Parliament.
This naturally is a very important ques-
tion, not only because the members of the
other House will keep their seats for a
longer time than they are entitled to by the
Constitution, but because I am opposed to
touching the Constitution. We made a con-
tract between all the provinces at the time
of Confederation, and I say it is a most
dangerous thing to alter it, especially at
a time like this. If the majority of both
Houses of Canada pass a resolution amend-
ing the Constitution framed in 1867, what
would prevent them to-morrow, next year,
or in ten years, when other questions arise,
altering the Constitution again? If the
majority of the House of Commons ecan
keep members- of Parliament for ten or
eighteen months longer than the term for
which they were elected, they can do so
for twenty years, and we will have a long
Parliament in Canada such as they had
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in England long ago. If the majority of
both Houses can amend the Constitution
in- this regard, they can amend it to-
morrow i regard to the separate schools
of the provinces. I say it is a
most dangerous precedent to amend the
constitution in order to give this Parlia-
‘ment a longer life than the term for which
they were elected by the people. I therefore
oppose with all my strength the prolong-
ing of Parliament for one minute. The
members of the existing Parliament were
elected for a term of five years. Their time
expires next October. Parliament has a
lot of time yet to run. Let it continue till
the five years term expires. There is no
reason to extend the life of Parliament
longer than they are doing in England,
where they are asking for an extension .of
only eight months, which will expire in the
same month as this Parliament. And it
must be remembered, in England they are
their own masters. They do not require
the assistance of anybody else to prolong
their existence. I think they are wrong in
doing it; still it is their own affair. In
this country we occupy a different posi-
tion. 1 am not going to call upon the Brit-.
ish Parliament to give the members of the
House of Commons a mandate for a longer
neriod than that given them by the people.
I'am not alone in the view I hold. I find
m the Montreal Gazette of November 25,
1915, Teasons given why we should not
touch this question, the Gazette holding
that the position of England is different
from the position we occupy. In the 0ld
Country they have asked the leader of the
‘Opposition to join them and share the
responsibility of conducting the affairs of
the country, and they have reason to say
that both parties are united in any action
they may take. In this country the Gov-
ernment have not asked the Opposition to
join them, and I do not_think the Opposi-
tion would have joined them had they
been invited. I hope they would not, but
that is their own affair. I do not know
that they have asked the leader of the Op-
position to co-operate with them. They
‘have never offered four or five portfolios to
the Opposition to help them go on with
the war, as was done in England.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Hear, hear.

~ Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—The Gazetteis a
good paper. I read it every day in order
to be posted on public questions. I do
not always agree with the statements it
makes, but I like to peruse it, because it

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE.

generally gives inforhxation, and ‘ne edi-
torials are very good. The Gazette says:

The Term of Parliament.

The situation in Canada is different. Here
is a written fundamental law, which limits to
five years the existence of each elected House
of Commons. The term is so long that dissolu-
tion has generally been advised and ordained
before it had been completed. In the present
casé the five years’ term will expire next au-
tumn. The general election should be held
then if not earlier, and this whether the war is
ended or not. Indeed, if the war is not ended,
there may be weightier reasons for holding an
election than if in the meantime peace is made.
The situation is serious now. It may be gravely
s0 a year hence, and call for such action and
such sacrifice that only a new House of Com-
mons_strong with the authority of the people’s
treshly expressed judgment could with propriety
initiate the steps to make them possible. An-
other matter to be considered is that, at pre-
sent, the existing House of Commons is not pro-
perly representative of the people of the whole
country. The distribution of the electoral dis-
tricts is.based on the census returns of 1901.
One large section is under-represented; another
has more members than it is entitled to by its
population. Such a state of affairs should not
be continued longer than is necessary. The
strong: arguments are all against any attempt
at extension of the term of the House of Com-
mons in Canada and in favour of following the
regular course. There is nothing dangerous
about an election. There are men who will take
advantage of a contest to show their narrow-
ness and to abuse their opponents; they are
doing this now. These do not influence the
masses. The able men, the real leaders In
public life can meet on the platform and pre-
sent their views without developing prejudice
or stirring up hatred. On the great issue of the
day, also, the leaders are agreed. They all
favour ploughing. the war furrow to the end.
And the man who has special charge of the
work of war preparation need not and will not
neglect his duties for a day for the sake of the
election. The question is not one either in
which the possibilities of party advantage
should influence men’s minds. It is too big to
be complicated by prejudice or desire for gain.

What can the members of the ‘Govern-
ment and the leaders of the Liberal-Con-
servative party say against that? TIs it not
true from first to last? I say yes. In addi-
tion to that, I repeat that it is a dangerous
thing to touch the constitution. All the
reasons and facts brought out confirm the
opinion that there ought ‘to be an election
before the end of the war in order to give
the people a chance to pronounce them-
selves on the wquestions which are pre-
sented here. This paper puts the case so
strongly that I do mnot see how an hon.
member in this House or in the other
House can say it is not true, unless they
wish to stick to their portfolios longer, in
order to continue distributing the patronage
to their friends. Then we have not only
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"the Tory '‘Gazette, but we have the Ottawa
Citizen, in which I find the following:

The present Parliament has still more than
a year of its term to run. If in the fall of
1916 the war is still going on, and no election
has been held in the meantime, an appeal to
the country will be desirable as well as neces-
sary, because the conditions will be so grave
that only a Parliament strong with & new man-
date from the voters will be able to deal with
them. 5

So we have two Tory papers saying that
there can be no question of prolonging the
term of Parliament, and that an election
ought to be held in due time. Now I may
say that certainly there are men who are
not very anxious to have an election.
There are men who are making money cv
account of this unfortunate war.

Hon, Mr. CLORAN—You bet. Hear, hear

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—There are men
making fortunes out of this war. I do not
speak only of those having the patronage;
I simply refer to an extract from the Wall
Street Journal, which refers to a prospectus
sent out by Sir Henry Pellatt, Toronto. I
do not know and do not care to which party
he belongs. :

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—He is a Tory.

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—He is the presi-
dent of the Steel and Radiation Co. of
Canada, and in a prospectus sent out by the
company we find the following:

“ Some concrete idea of the profits will be
derived from the sale of war munitions in this
country may reasonably be inferred from the
figures submitted in a confidential report made
oy Colonel Sir Henry M. Pellatt, president of
Steel and Radiation Limited of Canada. This
company has an outstanding capitalization of
$3,626,400. It is on hand or in immediate pros-
pect contracts amounting to $2,060,000. From
these contracts it is estimated that profits of
$1,050,000 will be realized, or practically 50 per
cent on the outstanding capitalization,

“ Steel and Radiation contracts include 200,-
000 of 18-pound shrapnel shells (the cases only)
at $3.80 total $760,000, on which the profit is
placed at $400,000; 200,000 high explosive shells
at $4, total $800,000, with profit of $400,000;
50,000 shells of six-inch diameter (100 pounds)
shells at-$10, total $500,000, with profit of $250,-
000.

‘“ While Steel and Radiation, Limited, has a
plant and equipment ranking among the best in
Canada, it is not unreasonable to suppose that
the active plants in the TUnited States are
equally as efficient.

““The directorate of Steel and Radiation,
Limited, includes Colonel Sir Henry M. Pellatt
president; Colonel Sir John M. Gibson, Sir
William Mackenzie, Hubert M. McCrea, Samuel
Trees, Lieut.-Col. Reginald Pellatt, Gordon
Perry Thomas Southworth, and Sir George
Armstrong.” -

So we see that while all these gentlemen
boast of ‘their loyalty there is mot ome
one of them going to the front. They are
colonels with golden epaulets, but not one
of them is going to the front. They are
making shells to kill the poor fellows on the
firing line, and they are asking young men
of this country to go to the war. I under-
stand why these men are anxious that the war
shall continue, but gentlemen like myself,
who do not believe in war, are anxious for
peace. We do not believe in sending men
to be killed. Do hon. gentlemen think I am
alone in that opinion? Consult the people
and ask them if they want this state of
things to continue longer, and you will get
the answer very quickly. I wunderstand
these lieutenant-colonels and officers who
are not going to the war are either too old
or too cowardly to go, and they are getting
orders and making 50 per cent profit on sup-
plying war materials. If the people of the
country are willing to accept that I am
willing to abide by their decision. If you go
to the country and ask a mandate from the
people, and the people want it, well and
good, but without {hat I shall not give my
consent. So far I am positively and strongly
against accepting the resolution to extend
the life of Parliament. There is no reason
why it should be extended. To fhe contrary,
as the Gazette and Citizen say, in this criti-
cal time, when the Government is asking for
500,000 men, where this Parliament is
bound, as it was said at Portage la’ Prairie
by the Solicitor General, to plunge the coun-
try in bankruptcy, to spend the last cent
in the war and send the last man over to -
fight for England, I say that this Parliament
elected in 1911, is doing the very contrary
of their declaration and have no right to
give the Government and themselves a
longer life than the electors have given
them. I may be alone in my views, but I
stand by them. I say that the immense
amount of money required to finance the
war and the immense number of lives which
are going to be sacrificed are the principal
reasons why we should ask those who are
going to pay and those who are going to be
killed if they are willing to make such a sac-
rifice. I repeat I am opposed to all these
things, but if the majority of the people of
this - country are willing to accept such
a policy I have not a word to say. If
they are willing to spend more money and
sacrifice more lives to continue the war,
well and good. I condemn also some par-
ties who are asking people, under the
colour of patriotism, to go and fight for
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the country, but do not want their sons,
or sons-in-law, or brothers to go to the
war. I shall never try to persuade any
man not to enlist, or not to go to the war.
If & man told me he wished to go to the
war, I would shake hands with him and
say, “bravo,” but I would not advise others
to go to war without going myself or send-
ing those who are near to me.

Hon. )r. POIRIER—Is the hon. gentle-
man against conscription?

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—I am against
conscription. If the war is to be fought
to the last, ask the people of this Domin-
ion whether you are to go on and expend
the public money and sacrifice the lives
of our people. We do not want conscrip-
tion in Quebec any more than elsewhere.
We have the declaration in the British
Parliament that they are obliged to pass
laws to prevent men escaping from the
United Kingdom to Canada, or getiing mar-
ried to avoid going to war. I will show
in a minute what they have done in the
province of Quebec in regard to that. The
position is such a serious one that I may
be pardoned by the House for speaking
at such length, because for some sepecial
reason I may not be here when the debate
on this question is held, and I take this
opportunity to put my views on record.
Furthermore, Canada is paying all the
expense of its participation in the war. If
those people are in favor of sending more
men, maturally they are willing to pay for
them, but as soon as they are sent away
from here and put under the command
of English -colonels and generals, the
British Government ought to assume the
payment of them. I find, however, in
looking over the speeches delivered in the
House yesterday by the Finance Minister,
that Canada is bearing the entire burden,
not only here ‘but on the other side. We
are not only paying for the carriage of
soldiers who have left this shore to go to
the other side, but are paying for English
officers, and I saw in the Star, of Montreal,
of January 8th that Col Seeley and Sir Max
Aitkin are entered as being paid by the
Canadian Government for duties performed
by them. We have men just as good, if
not better than Col. Seeley and Sir Max
Aitkin. I do mnot know these gentlemen,
but we have not heard of them being in
any very important battle. At any rate
they are there. 1 do mot object to their
being paid by the British Government, but

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE.

I do object to have them paid by us. How
is it that we mot only pay for men and
soldiers, and all the expenses for the wives
of the soldiers, but also for British generals
and brnigadiers? A lot of men from England
are crossing to this country to be enlisted
as Canadian soldiers. They do not enlist
in England, but enlist here because they
are paid by the Canadian Government four
or five times more than is paid by the
British Government. .

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Three times as much.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—I take exception,
not to the statement as to the pay,.but to
the statement that Englishmen came over
here for the purpose of enlisting.

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—I accept the cor-
rection ; but I am informed that 80 per cent.
of the first contingent were English soldiers.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—Yes, resident in
Canada. :

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—They enlist here
because the pay is three or four times what
it is in England, and I read a statement
recently that in England they are going to
pass laws to prevent young unmarried men
emigrating to Australia, Canada or the
Jersey Islands for the purpose of enlisting,
or perhaps to hide themselves. If -they
emigrate for the purpose of enlisting, it
can only be because the pay is more than
they would receive from'the Government of
Great Britain. Now, we have been accused
in Quebec of not doing .our share. I do.
not intend to go far into this matter, but I
wish to place before this House a few facts
to show that in the first place it is not
true that the French Canadians, or Aca-
dians, or French population in general,
have not done all they could do in fur-
nishing 'men, working for the patriotic
fund, or anything pertaining to the war,
and I thank General Hughes for having
defended the province from which I come,
though I do not like to see Quebec defended,
because there is no necessity for it. When
we defend a man and say he is honest and
religious, it is because there is a doubt on
the subject. No man ought to be defended
for his honesty, religion or loyalty. I resent
that. We do not want to be defended, but
we want the facts to be known. I thank
General Hughes for having said lately that
Quebec has done more than its share.
Quebec has given a great many men for
the front, and in a certain English battalion
you will find nearly one-third of French
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descent, and one of the last lists sent out
from England of wounded soldiers show:
30 or 35 French Canadians injured. There-
fore the percentage of French Canadians in
the battalion is very large. Then look at
what has been done in the other provinces
Has Ontario done its share? If I remembes
right, I have read a fervent appeal by the
hon. gentleman from North Grey to the
Orangemen, saying that they are not
enlisting in sufficient numbers, and he
called upon loyal men to enlist, saying it
was a shame they were not doing more.
I see in the Chronicle of Quebec, a despatch
from Stratford, Perth County, Ontario,
July 23rd, the following:

Stratford, Ont., July 23—Of the 101 recruits
so far signed up here for the fourth Canadian
contingent, but 21 are Canadian born. Over
fifty per cent of the men are natives of Eng-
land.

Natives of England? How is that? We
hear of men all over Ontario waving the
flag for the Empire and liberty, just as we
hear from Col. Pellatt, they wave the purse
too, and as between the flag and the purse,
Ontario is looking, judging by the above,
for the purse more than the flag. I observe,
also, in a paper published in Gloucester,
N.B., called the Gloucester Northern Lights
of Bathurst, which my hon. friend from
Shediac must know, the following:

“ Les autorités militaires du Nouveau-Bruns-
wick expriment leur surprise de voir que, dans
cette province, les jeunes gens de langue an-
glaise répondent de manilre peu satisfaisante
au% demandes de volontaires pour service outre-
mer. Dans les premier et second corps expé-
ditionnaires, l'enrégimentation de langue an-
glaise a été plutdt pauvre (“the showing of the
English speaking people was poor enough”)
mais, dans le recrutement du corps expédition-
naire, la part des gens de langue anglaise a
6t& moindre encore qu'on s’y attendait naturel-
lement. Des 700 hommes enrégimentés jus-
qu'ici dans le 658me bataillon, plus de 60 pour
cent sont de langue francgaise, bien que, dans
cette province-ci, les gens de langue anglaise
fo ment 'es deux tiers de la population. A
Bathurst méme 25 hommes se sont inscrits
comme volontaires dans le 55&¢me, dont 2 seule-
ment de langue anglaise.”

That would show that the French and
Acadians did do their duty. I do not ask
my fellow men to enlist; when they tell me
they are going to do so, I shake hands with
them, congratulate them, but I do not want
them to go by conscription. I know
they will go without conscription. In
the case I have mentioned, out of 25
men only two were of English nationality.
Is that a fair share? No. But we do not
throw mud in the face of England; that is

their affair; this is a free country; they
have a right to enlist or not; but when
Ontario papers say that the French do not
do their duty they lie and abuse us. They
gain nothing by that. It is much better to
promote unity among the rates and reli-
gions and respect the rights of the French
minority in Ontario, and not trample upon
the constitution by taking the control of
the schools from trustees elected by the
people and placing it in the hands of a
commission, a  commission illegally
appointed by the local government. If they

.would do as we do in Quebec we would

have more faith in their desire to uphold
the unity of the Empire. Then I might
quote also words from Sir Robert Baden-,
Powell: entitled “ England’s National Dis-
grace,” on the subject of enlistment. He
says that young men are not enlisting but
are going to the clubs and cafés, to the
races and the football matches rather than
to fight for England. That is the expres-
sion of Baden-Powell, the head of the scout
movement; and he goes on to speak of the
national inefficiency, about the loafing and
selfishness of young men so widely prev-
alent as to be a national disgrace in a
time of national emergency. I would not
like to treat the English people like that:
I am too loyal for that; I have too much
respect for them in a free land. There is
no conscription; they are free to go or not.
But when I find a man speaking like that,
I say it is not right to speak about the
French in Quebec as has been done. 1
might also say the very same in reference -
to Mr. Doyle, ex-Vice President of the
Royal Securities Corporation, who says that
the English ought to do more. . I give these
facts in order to place-on every'citizen and
every member of this House his proper
share of responsibility. We very often hear
speeches—we heard one last week in Que-
bec—that we naturally cannot approve of.
Some men go too far. I must blame some
of the Nationalists, the ex-partners of the
present members of Government, for speak-
ing out as they do. They continue to speak
as they did in 1911, pushed on in the fight
by the money of Mr. Ames. We must dis-
approve part of those speeches though they
are a repetition of some made by present
members of the Government. They are
;oing- too far; they are hurting themselves,
\nd we ask the English people not to.take
the words of those men as representing the

_pinion of Quebec. I must admit that those

nen are sincere because they continue to
speak as they used to speak in the presence
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of the Tory leaders who were helping them
in 1910 and 1911. At that time everything
was good: whether against the Empire or
not, whether against England, ‘the flag, or
not—and their motto was*‘ We have to put
down Laurier,”. and Tories were using those
men to fight Laurier; and helping them
with money. Now those men are continu-
ing their work, which is regrettable; but
I must confess that they are at least con-
sistent, blaming rightly now some of the
ministers, as Hon. Messrs Blondin, Paten-
aude and other members of this Govern-
ment who are waving the flag and shouting
for the Empire, when, some years ago,
to gain power, they were trampling
on that very flag. It is all right to
shout for the Empire, and I am " will-
ing to give them all the assistance we
can, provided they are entitled to it.
But those Nationalists, who are sometimes
called Liberals, and sometimes rebels and
* traitors, are not the only men who are
rebels; they are not so much so as the men
mentioned in the quotation I have read
from the Montreal Gazette. I find in that
paper of the 4th September, 1915, axf inter-
view given by S8ir Henry Holt, President
of the Royal Bank, prominent in business,
prominent in the Tory party, when he was
just disembarking from a boat where he
had left the Prime Minister, Sir Robert
Borden. and Mr. Bennett, from Calgary,
having made the trip across the ocean with
them. They must have spoken on the boat
about the result of what they had seen in
England. Mr. Holt says he had been in
Flanders and in France, and when he came
back to Montreal what did he say. These
words are worthy to be put here to show

that, appearing as they did in a Tory paper |

like the Gazette, the organ of the Govern-
ment, and uttered just after leaving the
Prime Minister of this country and Mr.
Bennett, one of the leading men of the
Tory party, just coming from England, they
must be true, and I am sorry for England;
or, if not, Mr. Holt is a rebel and a traitor.

England’s Need, a Strong Leader, says Sir
H. Holt.
Man of Iron who will Resist the Corroding
Effects of Politics. >

. One who will be Obeyed.

Balance of Power and Great Fighting Force
Largely Nullified through Lack of Support.
“We have the balance of power; we have the

finest men at the front that you could find in

the world—men who are fit for anything and
fifty per cent superior to their foes; but until

a strong man is found in England to control

the situation and direct the course of the busi-

ness end of the war—a man of iron, absolutely

Hox. Mr. CHOQUETTE.

implacable and able to resist the corroding
effects of politics, which eat their sinister way
into the public life of the mother country—we
will never win this war.”

Sir Herbert Holt, president of the Royal Bank
and of the Montreal Light, Heat and Power
Company, returns from a visit to England and
to the battle front in France, convinced, first,
that there is' the most tragical non-understand-
ing of the vast and terrible issues of the war,
as this affects not merely the British Empire,
but the world; second, that we have the finest
fighting force it is possible to imagine but that
their efforts are largely nullified through lack
of proper support; third, that there has been
the most fatal muddling as respects the busi-
ness end of the war, which is>of such vital
moment, as the Germans have shown us;
fourth, that one man must emerge—one man
who will be obeyed, who will take hold of the
threads of interests and manipulate them, not
interfering with the military leaders, but doing
everything in the way of organization as well
as, if not better, than the Germans have done
it—a man who will be disinterested and sink
all personal preferences, which has not been
done in England, even among those * high up;”
fifth, that the overseas dominions, which have
contributed of their best, and which have en-
larged views, as contra-distinguished from nar-
row and insular views, which are too prevalent
at the heart of Empire, must be taken into the
war councils of the Empire, to give of their
thought and feeling and plan in this awful
crisis, the gravity of which js 8o poorly under--
stood.

Sir Herbert is not, at the same time, a pes-
simist in the sense that he doubts the ability
of the Empire to win out. He is simply speak-
ing, as he said, as a Britisher who desired that
the best effort should be made to fight as the
Germans are fighting, -as a great and supreme
business: .

‘ How, Sir Herbert, are the people of Eng-
land taking this war?” .

“They are taking it lightly and non-under-
standingly.” .

“1s it possible that after twelve months of
it, they do not realize its terrible import?”

“It is the plain fact.”

“ What do you think is the reason?”

Politics rotten.

“ Politics for one thing,” was the answer.

“You may think our politics bad enough,”
said Sir Herbert, speaking with great earnest-
ness, *“but the politics of the mother country
arc absolutely rotten. Even the men higher
up are thinking about politics and positions
and votes. They are moved by political affilia-
tions. At so awful a moment they are think-
ing of placating this or that element among
the voters. Even the very highest in the state
are not indifferent to these sordid and petty
and personal considerations.”

“Then, there is the lack of appreciation of
the nature and issues of the world contest?”

“] spoke to many about the outcome,” pro-
ceeded Sir Herbert. “I was told that we would
muddle through it. We would come out all
right—somehow, some time. That was my
answer. And this muddling along answers to
past experience. We muddled along in the
Soudan campaign for years, and then we sacri-
ficed Gordon. We muddled along in the Boer
war for years; and now we are muddling
along in this stupendous struggle in respect of
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which 1 may say that every smallest bit of
fighting is bigger than Waterloo—Waterloo—did
1 say?—bigger than Gettysburg.”.

“ Well, but surely in Kitchener we have the
strong man?”

«This is the most tragical thing of all,” re-
plied Sir Herbert. ‘ There was Kitchener—
sublimated and glorified. He emerged at the
moment, but he has proved a dismal failure.
He had some ability—but a small ability, mark
you, as an organizer; but he has been a griev-
ous disappointment. :

“The War Office was and is rotten; and he
tolerated and kept it on, instead of rooting it
out. He called for men instead of conscrip-

' tion. Of course he knew that conscription was

opposed to British genius. Yes, ordinarily, you
would not have conscription; but this is a
supremse crisis, and under conscription the
Kaiser could have his millions from the school
boy to the old men, all obeying one master
mind.

“ Well, he asked for volunteers and got them ;
but what was the use of men when you have
not munitions? Now, two days after the war
was declared the British saw that it was muni-
tions. It was not so much men or rifles, but
high explosives and big guns, which were to
count. Why did we not put ourselves on a
parity with. the enemy? It is true that fight-
ing is not the business of England; but she
was at war with a military power, and her
business was to meet the enemy on equalliy.
We were told by Mr. Asquith in March last
that the matter of munitions woyld be attended
to. Has it been attended to yet? We are get-
ting plenty of men, I -know, and splendid fel-
lows they are; but what is the good of sending
men to the front when you don’t equip them?
The men are losing their lives and they have
not the right kind of weapons with which to
fight. It is pure imbecility.”

Sir Herbert paid a high compliment to the
Navy, which was doing well and which had
acted heroically when called upon, and if that
adventure at the Dardanelles had not turned
out as successfully as yet, it was not the fault
of tne Navy itself, but of others. But it was
the direction of the army that was open to
criticism. 5

«Not the army officers; not those in sypreme
military command, but the want of business
methods applied to the furnishing of the army.

‘ Fighting men are not business men. What
is wanted in England is business genius and
instinct. Take a single instance. wa have the
Army Service Corps and the Army Medical
Corps—excellent organizations.

¢Why did we not, at the fighting lines in
France, build light railway lines to transport
the materials, and the necessary things instead
of using hundreds and thousands of motor
trucks at great cost and loss of time? But
you know, I suppose, the reason. The British
railway terminals are as fixed as the laws of
the Medes and the Persians. It "has entered
into no man’s head that they could be extended.
If we had built the Canadian Pacific railway
in that immobile way, where would we be to-
day?

“They say in England
continued Sir Herbert. “Js that not awful
« Business as usual,’ and the Empire, nay, civili-
zation, at stake? There is only one supreme
thine. or shou'd be—and that is to win the
yictory from an implacable foe who makes a

« Business as usual,”

business of war. No man in England large
enough or with genius enough has arisen to
the height of the situation.’

¢«Many supposed that the coalition govern-
ment would give strength of direction and
initiative?".

‘Not at all. Of course, there are good men
in the new government, but they are not prac-
tical enough. They have not business genius.
The only man who approximates to this ideal
man required, from the point of view of power
of .organization, is Mr. Lloyd George. Of
course, Mr. Balfour is an able man, but he
has not that large practicality which is so ur-
gently required at the moment. Mr. Bonar
Law is also a good man;- but there is none of
them able to master the business feature of
war adequately.’

‘Take another instance of muddle’ said Sir
Herbert. ‘Two- mere lads from the training
schools are put in charge of men—excellent
lads, no -doubt, but unfit for the duties imposed
upon them. And why should this be? Because
colonels of regiments want to remain unim-
paired units. That is, they desire to retain
their officers instead of having these officers
employed -training the younger men for the
position of subsequent command; and thus
diffuse proper military knowledge.’

Sir Heroart went to the front. He saw a
vast surface, scarred beyond belief, and hardly
on that surface a single man. The Germans,
looking for the British on the surface of the
earth, could not discover them, and vice versa.

“Why? Because they were all burrowed in
the trenches.’

‘What will ever get them out?*

= Shrapnel not the need.

«High explosives, and we are still .making
shrapnel, even in Canada, I understand.’

‘But our fellows are fine—there is no mis-
take. They are fit for anything. If it were a
case of man for man they would soon end this
war in our favour. But it is a case of guns
and more guns—why, the Germans have I.do
not know how many thousands of guns—and
we have not got them—as yet, at least, that is
the belief. What is the use of providing 3,000.-
000 men, as Kitchener is said to have done, it
you have not equipment for them? If 1
knocked you down with a club, what chance
would you have against me?’

Sir Herbert saw in France and Flanders the
women and old men saving the harvest, and
saving it well; but he did not Bee any women
in the fields in England. In France they rea-
lized what the war meant. In England they
did not, yet. Life in England generally, and
in London, in particular, went on pretty much
as usual.

If the truth of the situation was realized,
there would be no slackers in England, nor
would there be striking miners, who got, by
the way, some fifteen shillings a day now,
while the fine young fellows at the front were
fighting for one shilling and fourpence. Why
should men at home be allowed to strike and
mmimize the efforts of the men at the front?
How long would that be tolerated in Germany?

«That is the trouble,’ said Sir. Herbert. *‘We
want a great business organization in the hands
of one strong man, who has not been produced.
You know how narrow and insular the average
Englishman is when he comes out here. You-
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also know how he gets broadened out after a
while. Well, in England the view is the nar-
row view, not the broad view of the Dominion
overseas.’ :

Referring to our bountiful crop, Sir Herbert
said that he did not think there would be any
difficulty in getting bottoms—at least that could
be arranged, while as for price, of course, it
must be remembered that England could not
get the wheat from Russia that she was in the
habit of getting—at least, not yet, and that
she would then turn to Canada.

As to the lowering of the rate of exchange,
it was to be observed that that rate was en-
hanced Yesterday. Had not the tag of the in-
come tax been put upon the recent war loan,
hundreds of millions -would have been sub-
scribed on this side and thus a proper credit
would have been set up. However, the rate
would right itself without much trouble.

I am reading this because it is worthy to
be put down as the opinion of a prom-
inent man and to defend the opinions of
others who have just as much right as Mr.
Holt has to put their views before the
country. I repeat there has never been
a word of blame from the Gazette, from
the leader of the Government, from
any Tory organizer, or from S8ir Her-
bert Ames, of Montreal, the head of the
Nationalist party in the election of 1911, for
these expressions of Mr. Holt. Those are
the facts. This is the position of this
country as described by the men I am quot-
ing from. The Daily Mail of London, Eng-
land, contains articles just as strong as the
words of Mr. Holt, and I can cite many
English members of Parliament and Lords
who spoke in the same strain.

I am afraid that the words of Lloyd George
in the House of Comnmons a few weeks aga
are too true, that the fateful words which
had dogged the steps of the Allies were—
“too late.” It may be, perhaps, too late,
but I hope not. I hope that with the help
of those who are willing to sacrifice their
lives by going into the trenches in
Flanders we will come sout all right, and
those who have been ecriticising Quebec
will have to take back a lot they have said
about our people. In the Gazette of De-
cember 18 last I find a letter signed by
one Mr. Peterson, who had the audacity—
I use the word advisedly—although he had
not protested against the interview pub-
lished in the Gazette with Sir Herbert Holt
—to say that Mr. Bourassa may be arrested
for what he wrote. Perhaps Mr. Peterson
was right in drawing attention to Mr.
Bourassa—and perhaps Mr. Bourassa was
wrong—I did not read what he said at
the time—but I have never read anything
from Mr. Bourassa’s pen that was as viol-

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE.

ent ag what Sir Herbert Holt had said. Mr.
Peterson is supposed to be a friend of Mr.
Holt, and must have dined with him some
day in the week; but how is it that Mr.
Peterson has never written that he may or
ought to be arrested and never said a word
about this interview? Yet Mr. Peterson
writes a letter saying that Mr. Bourassa iz
guilty, I might say of treason, but he had
not a word of blame for Mr. Holt, for Lord
Northeliffe, for Mr. Carson, who is to a
certain extent responsible for this war on,
account of the attitude he took? Bo I say
that it would be unfair to blame Mr. Bour-
assa when he is not willing to blame Mr.
Holt, who said ten times more. In quot-
ing this interview with Mr. Holt I do not
wish it to be understood that I consider it
quite true. I know nothing of what Mr.
Holt spoke about, but I use it to show how
unfair it is to blame other men, especially
Frenchmen, who may hold views not so
exaggerated and not so violent as Mr.
Holt’s as published in the Gazette. Now
in Ontario it is said that the French ask-
ing for their rights in that province are
resorting to a sort of blackmail; that they
will only enlist if their rights to their
schools and their language in Ontario are
protected. I have read that in a news-
paper. Well, that is all bosh, if the ex-
pression is parliamentary. A contract is
always an agreement between two parties,
and one of the parties may say, do you
wish me to do this for you? If 60, you should
be just, and first give me justice. What
did we see in England when the question of
Home Rule was before Parliament? Mr.
Carson was prepared to bring on civil war
to prevent home rule from passing.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Not prepared; he did
it.

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—Buying guns
from Germany and organizing to fight Home
Rule.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—To fight the King.

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—To fight the
King when the King was going to sign the
Home Rule Bill. How is it that England
did nothing on that occasion? How is it
that General French was sent to command
the troops and proved a failure there?
French was the man who wrote letters to
Carson saying that if -civil war should
break out the English troops would not be
called upon to fire on Carson’s men. He
was surely one of those to whom Mr Hiolt
was alluding. But now there is another Bill

.
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before the British Parliament. They are
going to pass a Conscription Act. What was
the bargain? No—bargain is a bad expres-
sion—what were the negotiations between
the Irish people and the Government. The
Nationalists were against conscription, but
they said, “We are willing to permit the
Bill to pass if you will exclude Ireland, and
so oh.” That is a negotiation; there is no
blackmailing there. In Quebec there are
some men who say to Ontario: “You are
trampling on the constitution to deprive
us of our right, of our liberty, of our
language, and before asking a favour of us
the least you can do is to give us justice.” I
must en passant congratulate the honour-
able Speaker of this House on the stand he
took on this question, also my hon. friend
Hon. Mr. Belcourt, of Ottawa, for the stand
he took constitutionally, legally, and senti-
mentally—if necessary to say that—on this
question. On the other hand, I protest
against the expression of some yellow papers
in Toronto saying that it was an attempt to
bargain. I have the right to say to a man
who asks me for a favour, “I am willing to
help you, but the least you can do is not
to trample on my rights, and to do me jus-
tice.” .

Hon. Mr. DAVID—What have England
and France to do with the school question?

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—The question 1
am now speaking about is enlistment in
Quebec; I did not say.a word about France.
I was answering Ontario papers that are
abusing us. My hon. friend, who is sup-
posed in words alt least, to be ready to
fight for the lamguage and for provincial
rights and liberty, should be the first to
support me and say that I am right. Now,
my hon. friend the leader of the Government
yesterday said that we might be invaded
by the Germans from the United States,
that there is a menace from the United
States; that if Germany is victorious we
may not be free. I hope Germany will
never be victorious, and that the Allies will
be successful in the end, notwithstanding
the words of Lloyd George ““too late;” but
I make this arguyment to show that many
are of the opinion that, according to the
constitution, our soldiers and our money
ought to be kept in this country to defend
ourselves. I say if it is true, as the hon.
leader said, that Germany might come here
and try to invade and conquer Canada—if
it is a fact that we may be in danger, that
is a good argument for saying, “Then keep

our soldiers here, keep our money to de-
fend ourselves.” Though I am sure, even if
by any possibility Germany should be vic-
torious, there is no danger of them coming
into Canada. They would be too friendly
with the United States, and it might happen
that we would become independent, as” Bel-
gium was before the war, or join the United
States. But that is not the question; we are
glad to be as we are, and we desire to
stay as we are, loyal to England, and loyal
especially to Canada. But I repeat that
if, as a fact, there is danger of invasion
from the United States, that may be good
reason to argue that we ought to keep our
men, our army, in Canada in case of
danger, and then those who are supporting
that view ought not to be abused and
called names.

In dealing with these two subjects in
the Speech from the Throne, I have un-
fortunately taken up some side issues and
too much time; but as to the two items I
would repeat that I am strongly opposed
to extending for one minute the term of
this Parliament, for the reasons I have
given; and I agree with the Gazette and
the Citizen that you have no mandate to
raise in this country a force of 500,000 men
and spend hundreds of millions of dollars
without going back to the people and ask-
ing them if they favour such- a policy.
If the majority of the people give you carte
blanche I shall be the first to vote all the
millions necessary and help you to Taise
all the men you want; but I say that you
have no mandate to do that. On the con-
trary, the present Government was elected
to oppose the very action they are taking
now. On the whole, having frankly and
honestly expressed my views, I protest
against all those who would say I have
uttered a word which is unbecoming to
a true and loyal citizen and elector of this
Dominion.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—I want to move the
adjournment of the debate.

Several hon. GENTLEMEN—N?, no.
Hon. Mr. BELCOURT—Hon. gentlemen

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—I had the floor be-
fore anybody else. If you decide against
me, my eyesight is no good.

Hon. Mr. SPEAKER—I caught the eye
of the hon. member from Ottawa.>

Hon. Mir. BELCOURT—I am " bound to
say that I had not the slightest intention
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to take part in the debate on the Address
in reply to the Speech from the Throne.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Yes, but you got
the Speaker’s eye. - : )

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT—If I am on my
feet now it is because I- am impelled to
do so as a protest against the speech to
which we have just listened. I do not
know of any one single thing that has
been said by my hon. friend from Grand-
ville with which I agree, or rather from which
I do not thoroughly dissent. I might perhaps
qualify that and say that the only. obser-
vation my hon. friend has made with

which I agree is his own remark that his

speech carried him too far. Let mme first
extend my individual congratulations to
those who have already been offered such
congratulations, my hon. friend who moved
and” my hon. friend who seconded the
Address. They have done so in a way
which was expocted of them, in a way that
is creditable to them, and at the same time
very hopefully for the future usefulness of
those hon. gentlemen in this House. I
welcome their advent to the Senate, and I
welcome also the advent of the other two
zentlemen who were gsworn in on the first
day. In rising to reply to the speech which
was delivered by my hon. friend from
Grandville, I perhaps presume more than
I ghould; because I propose to speak very
largely, not only for myself, but for all
those of French speech in the Senate, and
I hope that what I shal]l say, in fact I
have good reason to believe that what I
shall say will meet with the approval of
my French compatriots who with myself
have the honour of holding seats in this
House, whether they sit on this side or the
other side of the House. If I presume too
much I shall ask them to tell me so later
on.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Why not the Eng-
lish?

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT—I am sure that
every hon. member of this House, as well
as the ladies and gentlemen who were
privileged to. hear it, noticed with what
unusual solemnity and emotion the royal
representative of the Crown read the speech

. which the ministers of the’‘day had prepared
for him and more especially that part of it
having referenice to the present world war.
And in doing so I think His Royal High-
ness was merely the echo of the feelings of
Canadians, wherever they live, whether

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT.

on the Atlantic or the Pacific, in what-
ever province they may reside. The speech
from the Throne, delivered, as I say, with
unusual solemnity and emotion, was only
the echo of what was uppermost in our
minds, and was down deepest in our hearts
—that is, our supreme, our paramount
concern in the gigantic war, which at, this
time is engaging on one side all the forces
of civilization, and on the other all the
destructive agencies of anti-civilization. I
felt when the speech was being read that
every one present would, if allowed the
opportunity, have applauded, and expressed
to His Royal Highness the conviction that
he was also expressing his own sentiment.
The hon. gentleman from Grandville has
covered a great deal of ground, a -great
deal of irrelevant and mischievious ground.
In the very few moments I propose %o
occupy addresing the Senate it will be
impossibde for me to go over the while
of his speech. In amy ocase it is wof
no great consequence that omne should
do so. He has eaid many things with
which we, or mearly all of us, dis-
agree, things which are most ‘thoughiless,
puerile and inconsistent. The latter part
of his speech, it seemed to me, may not
have been intended, but it would have
the result at all evemts of practically
destroying what he had said before. The
hon. gentleman took considerable time
in trying to prove to us—and he might as
well try to prove that two and two make
five—that the responsibility of the war
was with’ England. I never heard any-
body else with sense in his head make
that statement. Why, for days and days
Sir Ed. Grey refused to make the de-
claration of war when Germany was hoping
that England would declare war. He
exhausted every effort that ingenuity, pat-
jence and long-protracted foreign experience
gave him to prevent war taking place, and
vet we have an hon. gentleman in this
House who has been in public life for
vears, making the statement that the re-
sponsibility was @t Englnad’s door The
proposition is so absurd, and the falsity
of it so absolutely demonstrated, that it
is almost a waste of time to argue to the con-
trary. What would any of us have thought,
what would any man who is accustomed
to British freedom and liberty, and Brit-
ish honour and dignity, and British
traditions ~ and British practice have
thought if England had mnot come to the
rescue_of little Belgium, if England had
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not kept her word in that treaty which
the Kaiser broke? What would every one
of us have thought if England had not
done what she did? We were all expecting
that England would declare war, and
there was only one feeling among all
the lovers of the Empire when England
did declare war with Germany. And what
about France? Outside of the treaty obli-
~ gation of England, what would the British
Empire and the world have thought if Eng-
land had stood by and allowed France to
be crushed under the German heel? Why,
England, not without right, has been re-
proached for not having interfered in the
Franco-German war of 1870. And is there
anybody to-day in the British Empire who
is not convinced that if Great Britain had
known in 1870 what she knows to-day, that
England would not have interfered then
and prevented Germany from crushing
France? No doubt about it. England
would not make the mistake again, for it
‘was a mistake. England was bound by
. every sentiment of honour to come to the
rescue of France, and it was not only bound
to do so in honour, but for its own sake.
For the defence of its very ex.stence, Eng-
land was bound to declare war on Germany,
and England was and is-bound to-day, and
so is every one of us, to exert our greatest
efforts to put forth all that we have, to fight
naot only for England, not only for France,
Belgium, England and Russia, but for
civilization for the freedom of the world,
for that is what this war means. The very
existence of civilization is at stake, and
yvet we have gentlemen in ,this House
and in other places for hours indulging
in sophistry, political eontroversy and
party talk, when the thief is at the door,
the worst, and the cruelest, and the boldest
and the most dangerous thief we could
have. They stand here at such a critical
time and argue only and exclusively about
our domestic troubles and difficulties,
My hon. friend from Grandville thought
he would appeal to me by complimenting
me on a question which, unfortunately, has
been and is still greatly agitating the city
of Ottawa and the province of Ontario—
the question of the French language in the
schools of Ontario. As the hon. gentleman
from Mille Isle asked him, what has the
school question in Ontario to do with
France and Belgium? I in turn ask the
hon. gentleman what the school question
has to do with France and Belgium. Nay
more, what has it got to do with London,

or England. What has the Government at
Westminster to do -with this question?
I for one do mnot think that those respon-
sible for the conduct of affairs at West-
minster are going to approve for ome
moment of what is being done by those
responsible for the affairs of this province.
How wunfair, how foolish to endeavour io
hold ‘the government of the Empire re-
sponsible for what small politicians are
doing in Torémto, and especially as the
doings of the latter have not as yet been
brought to the attention of the advisors
of the party at Westminsber. What has
that to do with us? 1 repeat, when the
thief is at the door it is no time to indulge
in disputations,; controversy and splitting
of hairs. The common-sense, logical thing
to do is to drive the thief away, and when
he has been driven away settle the domestic
question. I am prepared for the moment
to do all I can. Ithink I have done it so
far, and1 am prepared to continue to do
it, and to advise my neighbours to do it,
and as we accomplish our duty, we can
settle our domestic troubles. I for one am
not going to give up for one single moment
the defence of the rights of the French lan-
guage in Ontario. I am not inspired or
led by political motives, as has been
charged, and the fight in Ontario for
the language of my ancestors is for the
language itself. It is because 1 love my
mother tongue; it is because I know my

mother tongue has been one of the greatest, .

if not the greatest, agents for the diffusion
of science, of art, of civilization. T want
it preserved because it is one of the great
assets of the world. And I am going
to fight for it, .and continue to do so as
long and as faithfully as I can and know
how, but-each thing in its own time and
place. What we have to fight to-day is
the greatest danger that civilization pro-
bably will ever encounter. We have to-
day the gigantic task of putting an end to
Prussian militarism and preventing Ger-
man hegemony over the world. My hon.
friend said—and I think it was one of his
last words—why not be as we are and for
that reason let us stay here. Could any-
fhing be more childish or puerile than thiat
statement? If my hon. friend knows any-
thing he must realize that his property,
his liberty, his freedom, his very existence
in this country is at stake this moment,
and that if Germany should be victorious
in Flanders his property and freedom will
be done away with. He talks about re-
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lying upon the United States. He did not
mention it, but I imagine he is prepared
to rely on the Monroe doctrine. That is
a broken reed, and even if it were not, I
for one do mnot wish to rely upon it. I
want to rely on the pure manhood of our

people, and I want Canada to take its full |"

share in this war in order that it may have
its full share in the honour and glory of
victory, and on that very subject I am
sure there are a great many gentlemen who
live on the other side of the line, who when
this war will be over, and when they see
that all their people will get out of it is
dollars, will be very sorry indeed that thatt
is their only share in the gigantic struggle,
and that the great measure of honour and
glory that they might have obtained from
it is left to others. I received omly Ithis
morning a Jefter, which I would have
brought with me, had I known I was going
to take part in this debate, a letter from
a gentleman in New York, an official of
the New York Peace Society, which illus-
trates the very sentiment of which I am
speaking. He said that he personally
would be very glad indeed if the oppor-
tunity were afforded him of taking part
in this war, and he wound up by saying
that he rejoiced there is one country in
North America which is doing its duty in
this matter. I think there are a great
many of our cousins across the line. who
entertain the same opinion.” Referring to
the Monroe doctrine, how long would it
serve or avail if France were crushed and
England conquered? How long would the
Atlantic sea ports, New York, Philadelphia,
etc., last? I make these statements in
order to show the absurdity, inanity and
puerility of such remarks as we have heard
to-day. Mr. Blondin, Mr. Patenaude, and
others of the Nationalists, who were our
.opponents at the last election. who .chose
to' indulge in unpatriotic, dangerous and
treasonable talk, I hope will have to
account for their statements.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Héar, hear.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT—I am sure that
some day this country will call these gen-
tlemen to account, and I do not think their
declarations of to-day will absolve them.
Te me it is one of the greatest scandals,
one of the greatest miscarriages of public
justice that these men have escaped punish-
ment for their-wild and treasonable utter-
ances and that they should by the govern-
ment of the day be given positions of trust

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT.

and honour. Some day or other, sooner or -
later, these men will have 0 account for
the speeches they made four or five years
ago and. the government who have taken
them into its community will also have to
answer the people.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT—But that is nei-
ther here nor there. There is a time and
place for that. What we have to do to-day
is to contribute all we can in men and
money to put an end to the war. We are
in honour bound to do it, because we are
a part of the British Empire; but if you
will not put it on that ground, then for
seifish reasons, because our very existence
as a colony of Great Britain is at stake.
Whether we are to send 250,000 or 500,000
men I do not know, but I do say that our
contribution should be limited only by the
necessities of the case, and our own capa-
city. I would make a poor soldier as I
have had poor health all my life, but if
‘the time comes, I, and even those like my-
self who have not enjoyed good health,
should be prepared to shoulder rifles Mo
defend our homes and property and our
flag. I for one am prepared to do it. I
do not know how long I could last, but I
would make the attempt, and that is the
spirit which should dominate us to-day in
Canada. My hon. friend fronm Grandville
spoke of war profiteering. Some men have
unfairly, unjustly, and improperly derived
profits out of war contracts, but does
that absolve him from doing this duty?
Since when has the wrong-doing of one man
been considered an excuse for another man
not doing his duty? If Sir Henry Pellatt
and others have derived profits from the
war, if any man has taken advantage of
the war to make profit, he is not entitled
to keep it, and I earnestly hope the Govern-
ment will soon find a means of making
those men hand back every cent obtained
in that way. When you and I and the rest
of us are putting our hands deep in our
pockets and subscribing all the money we
can to help families dependent upon those
who have gone_to the war, I say it is a
scandal (and I am sure every honourable
man in this House will feel the way
I do) that some men should be allowed to
make huge profits, or any kind of profit at
all out of this war, and I hope the time -
will soon arrive when they will have to
disgorge. My hon. friend also spoke of
Quebec and OnOtario and New Brunswick
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and quoted figures to show the percentage of
this nationality or that nationality, that had
enlisted. What have we to do with that?
Why these invidious comparisons? There
may be hundreds of reasons why one part
of the country is in a position to do better
than another. There is not going to be any
conscription in this country. There is no
need of it, there is no legal obligation to
serve. So why should we scrutinize, and
inquire why this one and the other one has
not gone? ‘We know that there has been a
generous response on the whole to the call
of duty and we have good reason to believe
that manhood of Canada will continue to
assert itself. Why should I ask my
hon. friend at my right why he has
not gone to the war? That is not going to
help matters. Though he is not going to
the war I know he is patriotic, and has sent
his two sons to the front, and they are
fighting there. My hon. friend who sits
behind me has no son to send to the war,
but I know he has done his duty, and if I
did not know if I would assume that he
had done his duty. I must assume that if
New Brumnswick has not sent men to the
war in the same proportion as other prov-
inces there is some good reason for it. It
is not that they are less loyal than I am; I
know they are just as loyal. What is the
good of all this talking? Let us do our-duty
without all these invidious, or odious, com-
parisons. As far as Quebec is concerned, I
am quite sure that the province is bound to
do and will do its duty. I have no man-
date to “speak for my French-Canadian
friends of the province. I may have some
right to speak for the French-Canadians of
Ontario, as I especially represent them
in this House. I think they have done
their duty fairly well, I know that in
Ottawa and the surrounding country the
French-Canadians have done exceedingly
well. I know they want to do their duty
and feel as I do. "This is not the time for
argument, controversy, or dispute. This is
not the time for words, but for deeds. I
know they feel that way, and will do their
duty, and are going to do it without insist-
ing upon knowing at once how soon this
question in which they are so deeply con-
cerned is going to be settled. They -have,
as I say, an unlimited amount of confi-
dence in the spirit of fair play and justice,
which, after all, dominates in the British
Empire, and they know, as I know, that if
this question is not going to be settled to-
marrow it is going to be settled very soon
s

and in a way absolutely consistent with
right and justice. At the moment it is our
solemn duty to be up and doing everything
we can. Let me conclude by repeating the
words I used before: I hope there will be
no limit whatever to the contribution of
Canadians, either in men or money, except
that which the necessities of the case im-
pose and our own capacity warrants.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—It was not my inten-
tion to speak on the Address in reply to the
speech from the Throne, but after the re-
marks made by the hon. gentleman from
Grandville I thought it my duty to say a few
words. I must say that I concur entirely
with the remarks made by the hon. gentle-
man from Ottawa (Hon. Mr. Belcourt) in
rebuke of the speech made by thé hon.
gentleman from Grandville. He has voiced
the French opinion not only in Quebec, but
in the whole Dominion. I do not want hon.
gentlemen in the Senate who live outside
the province of Quebec to be under the im-
pression that if the hon. gentleman from
Grandville spoke in the province of Quebec
as he has spoken here in regard to the war
public opinion would eupport him.

Yesterday we had the pleasure of hearing -
the speech of the hon. member from Mon-
tarville (Hon. Mr. Beaubien), the worthy
successor of the great Mr. DeBoucherville,
the man so respected and loved by both sides
of the House. The hon. member for Mon-
tarville expressed the opinion of the whole
province of Quebec. Notwithstanding the
fact that we have a small minority amongst
the Nationalists, who have tried to prevent
the enlistment of the French-Canadians, I
am proud to say that in the whole province
of Quebec from one end to the other you
see men ready to enlists The little Na-
tionalist party in the province of Quebec,
of which the hon. member from Grandville
says he is proud not to be a member—
though by the way he spoke to-day I am
satisfied he would be worthy to belong to
that little party—instead of gaining ground,
is losing every day.- They are trying to
create difficulties. They are hurling in-
sults at the English-speaking majority of
this country. calling them fanatics, Bosches,
and all kinds of names, but the sober
French-Canadian, the man who realizes the
real state of things to-day, does not pay
any attention to what they say. It will
not prevent the enlistment of any French-
Canadian who ‘is truly loyal. They have
tried to mix the school question to prevent
the French-Canadians from enlisting, and
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have said that if we could mot have our
rights in the different provinces of the
Dominion, we were under no obligation to
go into the trenches and help England.
Hon. gentlemen, they know very well that
what they said was against the interests
of the French race. I contend that every
loyal Canadian is bound to help England
at present, and of the two great races in
the Dominion, if there is one that is more
bound to help England than the other, it
is the French. Why? Because, instead
of having only one mother country on the
other side of the Atlantic, we have two
mother' countries. We cannot forget that
we descend from the same ancestry as
those brave Frenchmen who are fighting
8o bravely to-day that they are the wonder
of the whole world. And when I hear these
Nationalists say that on account of the
bilingual difficulty in Ontario we ought not
to go to the help of England, I say that
when England decided to go into war it
was for the sole purpose of protecting min-
orities; it was for the sole purpose of pre-
venting Belgium from being overwhelmed;
and when my hon. friend from Grandville
says that the war was caused by England,
I am at a loss to understand on what he
bases his statement.

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—I never
that.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—The hon. gentleman
said that a little while ago.

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—No.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—The proof that Eng-
land was against going to war is that they
did all they could to prevent .it. I have
read all the despatches which were pub-
lished between Germany and England, and
I must say that one of the greatest diplo-
mats England ever had was Sir Edward
Grey. He conducted that correspondence
with the greatest ability, and if. he had
been able to prevent the war we are sure
that a man of his ability would have done
so. But it was no use; Germany had
decided upon war. The killing of two men
from Austria-Hungary was only a pretext.
The central empires had been organizing
for the last 45 years; they had been arming
themselves, and thought that they could
crush everybody that dared to oppose them.
We must admit that they came very near
to crushing France entirely. Having ruined
Belgium, killing men, women and children,

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC.

said

they nearly reached Paris, and came very
near to exterminating France. Why is it
that France was not crushed as Belgium
was crushed? Because England came to
her help; because, notwithstanding Eng-
land’s lack of preparation, they came with
all the soldiers they had to the help of
France. And now, hon. gentlemen, what
has England done? When e are told that
England is doing nothing, I ask why are
we safe on this side of the Atlantic? How
would we have fared without the powerful
navy of England? The coasts of Canada
would have been invaded; Canada by this
time would probably have been in the
hands of the Germans. Some will say that
we would be protected by the Americans.
It is childish to say such things, in my
opinion, because if Germany could defeat
England, France, Russia and Belgium, what
resistance could the United States offer to
a German invasion? However, it is idle to
talk of it; and, as the hon. niember for
Ottawa has stated, I am proud enough to
claim that we should defend ourselves.
rather than ask the assistance of our
neighbours. In the province of Quebec
during the last election, accugations were
hurled against some ministers, but I can
say to-day that I am proud of our leaders
on both sides of politics in the province of
Quebec. I am proud of Sir Wilfrid Laurier,
Lemieux, Casgrain, Sevigny, Blondin and
all those men; they are acting loyally;
they are doing their duty. Notwithstand-
ing what they may have said in the past,
when war was declared they said they
would be loyal, and loyal they are. If we
have domestic difficulties, is it for the
minority to insult the majority, as the
Nationalists are doing to-day? Is it not
better, as has been stated by the hon.
member for Ottawa, to wait to settle those
differences after the war is over and peace
has been signed? I say without hesitation
that the minority in this Dominion have
rights, and those rights will be champi-
oned with best hope of success by the
French Canadians coming from the
trenches in Europe, where they have shed
their blood with the English, French and
Belgians. I have spoken longer than I
intended, but when we hear people saying
that in the province of Quebec we are lack-
ing in courage to enlist and try to help the
Empire I feel it my duty to say that they
are deceived. There is as much loyalty in
the province of Quebec as there is in any
part of the Dominion. .
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Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—I did not in-
tend to participate in this debate, but the
speech of my hon. friend from Grandville
draws me to my feet; and since I am on
my feet I must join with my colleagues
in congratulating the mover and seconder
of the Address upon the speeches they de-
livered, and to congratulate the House
upon their presence among us—the House,
and the Government as well; I should not
forget their colleagues who accompanied
them when they were introduced in this
House at the opening of the session. My
hon. friend from Grandville has been in
a belligerent mood this afternoon, and has
covered considerable ground to lay before
this . House the grievances or recrimina-
tions of numbers of people who have
spoken upon the subject of the war since
the first of August, 1914. The first argu-
ment which he tried to make before this
Chamber was that he was not sure if he
could not establish that Great Britain, by
itz dilatoriness in declaring itself in favour
of the Allies, had not permitted Germany
to take for granted that Great Britain was
not in it, and that it could wage success-
ful war against France and Russia. Well,
I have heard that affirmation before, and
I am sorry for my hon. friend to say that
it is in the “ Devoir”’ and from Mr. Bour-
assa’s pen that I learned it.

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE: No; I got that
in the book.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Of{ course. Mr.
Bourassa took his affirmation from the
same official documents as my hon. friend
has. My hon. friend has cited the state-
ment of the French Ambassador at Berlin,
M. Cambon, declaring that there seemed
to be an assumption in Berlin that Great
Britain would maintain its neutrality, and
that that was an element which tended
to war. My hon. friend has given that
statement as of the 29th July, 1914. I am
so proud of the whole course pursued by
the British Government and the Minister
for Foreign Affairs during the whole of
this erisis, that I cannot allow the affirma-
tion to pass, that at any single moment
of the controversy or negotiation Great
Britain’s actions were not in favour of
peace and in support of the Allies. From
the day that the tension appeared between
Austria and Serbia, the whole action of
the Foreign Office was in. favour of peace.
Its action towards France and Russia
or the one hand, and Vienna and Berlin
on the other, was constant in favour
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of a pacific solution. But when the fateful
day came near, on that very 29th July,
what do we see the Minister for Foreign
Affairs doing? We find it in the collective
diplomatic documents relating to the out-
break of the war, printed by the Imperial
Parliament. Under No. 87, here is the
telegram from Sir Edward Grey to Sir
Francis Bertie:

(Sir Edward Grey to Sir F. Bertie, British
Ambassader at Paris).
Foreign Office, July 29, 1914.

Sir,—After telling M. Cambon to-day how
grave the situation seemed to be, I told him
that I meant to tell the German Ambassador
to-day that he must not be misled by the
friendly tone of our conversations into any
sense of false security that we should stand
aside if all the efforts to preserve the peace,
which we were now making in common with
Germany, failed

Now, what is the conversation which took
place between the Minister for Foreign
Affairs and the German ambassador at the
Court of St. James? We find it under No.
89, in the despatch of Sir Edward Grey to
Sir E. Goschen:

Sir Edward Grey to Sir E. Goschen, British

Ambassador at Berlin. ;
Foreign Office, July 29, 1914

Sir,—After speaking to the German Ambas-
sador this afternoon about the European situa-
tion, I said that I wished to say to him, in a
quite private and friendly way, something that
was on my mind. The situation was very
grave. While it was restricted to the issues at
present actually involved we had no thought of
nterfering in it. But if Germany became in-
volved in it, and then France, the issue might
be 8o great that it would involve all
European interests; and I did not wish him to
be misled by the friendly tone of our conver-
sation—which I hoped would continue—into
thinking that we should stand aside.

He said that he quite understood this, but
he asked whether I meant that we should,. -
under certain circumstances, intervene?

I replied that I did not wish to say that, or
to use anything that was like a threat or an
attempt to apply pressure by saying that, if
things became worse, we should intervene. There
would be no question of our intervening if
Germany was not involved, or even if France
was not involved. But we knew very well,
that if the issue did become such that we
thought British interests required us to inter-
vene, we must intervene at once, and the de-
cision would have to be very rapid, just as
the decisions of other powers had to be. I
hoped that the friendly tone of our conversa-
tions would continue as at present, and that .
I should be able to keep as closely in touch with
the German Government in working for peace.
But if we failed in our efforts to keep the
peace, and if the issue spread so that it involved
practically every European interest, I did not
wish to be open to any reproach from him that
the friendly tone of all our conversations had
misled him or his government into supposing
that we should not take action, and to the re-
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proach that, if they had not been so misled,
the course of things might have been dif-
ferent.

The German Ambassador took no exception
to what I had said; indeed, he told me that it
accorded ‘with what he had already given in
_Berlin as his view of the situation.

I am, etc.,
E. Grey.

'THa’t was on the 29th July. On that very
same day Sir Edward Goschen had wired to
Sir Edward Grey the following:

[Telegraphic.]
- Berlin, July 29, 1914.

I was asked to call upon the Chancellor to-
night. His Excellency has just returned from
Potsdam.

He said that should Austria be attacked by
Russia a FEuropean conflagration might, he
feared, become inevitable, owing to Germany's
obligations as Austria’s ally, in spite of his con-
tinued efforts to maintain peace. He then pro-
ceeded to make the following strong bid for
British neutrality. He said that it was clear,
so far as he was able to judge the main prin-
ciple which governed British policy, that Great
Britain would never stand by and allow France
to be crushed in any conflict there might be.
*That, however, was not the object at which
Germany almed. Provided that neutrality of
Great Britain were certain, every assurance
would be given to,the British Government that
the Imperial Government aimed at no territorial
acquisition at the expense of France should they
prove victorious in any war that might ensue.

I questioned His Excellency about the French
colonies, and he said that he was unable to
give a similar undertaking in that respect. As
regards Holland, however, his Excellency said
that eo long as Germany’s adversaries respected
the integrity and neutrality of the Netherlands,
Germany was ready to give His Majesty’s Gov-
ernment an assurance that she would do like-
wise. It depended upon the action of France
what operations Germany might be forced to
enter upon in Belgium, but when the war was
over, Belgian integrity would be respected if
she had not sided against Germany.

His- Excellency ended by saying that ever
since he had ‘been Charicellor the object of his
policy had been, ‘as vou were aware, to bring
about an understanding with England; he
trusted that these assurances might form the
basis of that understanding which he so much
desired. He had in mind a general neutrality
agreement between England and Germany,
though it was of course at the present moment
too early to discuss details, and an assurance
of British neutrality in the conflict which
present crisis might possibly produce, would
enable him to look forward to realization of his
desire.

In reply to his Excellency's inquiry how I
thought his request would appeal to you, I said
that I did not think it probable that at this stage
of events you would care to bind yourself to
any course of action and that I was of opinion
that you would desire to retain full Jliberty.

Our conversation upon this subject having
come to an end, I communicated the contents
.of your telegram of to-day to his Excellency,
‘who expressed his best thanks to you.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

What was the answer of Sir Edward Grey
to that communication? On the 30th July,
before Germany had issued its ultimatum to
Russia, Sir Edward Grey communicated
this answer to Sir Edward Goschen:

Foreign Office, July 30, 1914.
(Telegraphic)

Your telegram of 29th July.

His Majesty’s Government cannot for a mo-
ment entertain the Chancellor’s proposal that
they should bind themselves to neutrality on
such terms.

What he asks us in effect is to engage to
stand by while French colonies are taken and
France is beaten so long as Germany does not
take French territory as distinct from the
colonies.

From the material point of view such a pro-
posal is unacceptable, for France, without fur-
ther territory in Europe being taken from ner,
could be so crushed as to lose her position as
a Great Power, and become subordinate to
German policy.

Altogether apart from that, it would be a
disgrace for us to make this bargain with
Germany at the expense of France, a disgTace
from which the good mname of this country
would never recover.

The Chancellor also in effect asks us t> har-
gain away whatever obligation or inter2st e
have as regards the meutrality of Belgium. We
could not entertain that bargain either;

Having said so much it is unnecessary to
examine whether the prospect of a future
general neutrality agreement between England
and Germany offered positive advantages suf-
ficlent to compensate us for tying our hands
now. We must preserve our full freedom to
act as circumstances may seem to us to require
in any such unfavourable and regrettable de-
velopement of the present crisis as the Ckan-
cellor contemplates.

You should speak to the Chanc:lior in the
above sense and add most 2arnesilv that the
one way of maintaing the good relation be-
tween England and Germany is that they
shculd continue to work together to preserve
the peace of Europe; if we succeed in this
object, the mutual relations of Germany and
England will, T believe, be “ipso facto” im-
proved and strengthened. For that object His
Majesty’s government will work in ihat way
with all sincerity and goed-will.

" Now, this is the answer of Great. Britain
on the 30th July, and, no one will ever
question the fact that when Germany sent
its ultimatum the evening of that day to
Russia, it was perfectly aware that Great
Britain was to stand with the Allies. Ger-
many’s hope was, in a sudden and rapid
assault on France, to crush that country,
and so stupify the world that Great Britain
would perhaps hesitate; but as to taking
the risk of facing a conflict with Great
Britain, there is no question that Germany
knew on the 30th July that Great Britain
would stand by France if France was
attacked, and if Belgium, more especially,
was invaded. Germany took its risks,
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hoped to succeed in freeing itself from
French defence within a few days, and then
with all its forces and that of its ally,
Austria, turn on Russia, which could not be
prepared before four or six weeks. We
know what followed; and to-day we are still
at war. I have from day to day, with every
member of the human community, read
reports that have come from those divers
war zones. There is no reason for any one
to be nervous at this present time. Ger-
many had for 40 years been preparing s
war machine of formidable power. If it
could not, within the first 12 months, or
within the first two months, make any
headway when thus prepared, and its
neighbours were not, I say to-day, with all
the neutrals on this side of the Atlantic,
who have followed the course of events, and
with all public men from France, Russia,
Italy and Great Britain, that we stand to
win. Canada stands with Great Britain

and her Allies, and will stand, I hope, to

the last day and to the day .of victory—
Canada as a whole. This is not a conflict
between France, Great Britain and Russia
on one side and Germany and Austria
on the other. It is a conflict of the
democracies of the world against kaiserism
in its worst form. If we should be defeated,
something would be changed on this con-
tinent, not only on Canadian soil, but on
American soil as well. Who would stand
between the mailed fist of the Kaiser and
the people of this North American con-
tinent? A democracy with mo army to
speak of. What would the United States
do if it witnessed our downfall? It would
establish conscription and prepare to raise
in the United States and maintain a war
machine of a strength sufficient to meet
that one which had been organized and
was victorious in Berlin. This is as clear
as daylight. I feel that we are all fighting
—Canada, Great Britain and its Allies—as
well for the United States as we are fight-
ing for ourselves. This is a sorry spec-
tacle which we are witnessing. We are
of the 20th century. We have had 20
centuries of Christianity, and has not every
one of us asked himself if what we see to-
day, that exhibition of barbarism, is not
a proof of the utter failure of Christianity?
We have all been wondering if the-Chris-
tian principles have not failed. And yet
we quickly reject the idea because Chris-
tianity has done too much for the uplifting
of the human being to be pronounced a fail-
‘ure. There is one principle which stands

for ever condemned by this exhibition of
barbarism. It is the doctrine of the divine
right of kings. This has gone by the board,
and this is that which must be crushed,
and crushed forever. Autocracy claiming
to govern by divine right has brought about
this war. Now, suppose Germany had been
a repuhlic, or had had representative in-
stitutions, suppose the German people had
been the masters of their own destinies,
would we have had this declaration of
war? Would we witness this stupendous
calamity? Germany was in the full enjoy-
ment of its freedom and its power and its
prosperity. Take France as a contrast.
Deeply wounded 43 years ago having lost
two provinces; wounded in its pride—and
we know what a proud nation France is
—and yet 43 years after this humiliation
standing mistress of her own destinies. fac-
ing the threat of war from Berlin, but sur-
rounded by friends when she had none in
1870; supported by Russia; supported by
the strong national patriotic will of France;
morally sure of its Ally, Great Britain;
and yet standing in fear of war, and with-
drawing her armies from the frontier and
calling upon its friends to do their utmost
to prevent the dogs of war from being let
loose. And why? Because those 670
members of Parliament in the Palais Bour-
bon in Paris knew what war meant, and
what it meant to their children, and what
it meant to their people, what it meant to
the French family. There was there no
more any consideration of king’s power,
of royal family’s interest in Europe. No,
there was a solid French mnation which
felt the moment near when it would have
to open its own veins and defend its own
soil. It was a people master of its destiny,
a free people who feared war because it
knew what it meant in bloodshed. Did the
German people’ have that occasion to ex-
press themselves? No, kaiserism held sway-

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—What about
King George? -

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—My hon. friend
from Grandeville shows the little knowledze
he has of the situation when he asks,
What about King George.

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—The hon. gen-
tleman was speaking about the divine right
of kings. Kings have rights.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Well, my hon.
friend will have to go to school to learn
again that our King reigns, but does mnot
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govern, while the Kaiser of the Germans
governs and reigns.

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—You are a
lawyer.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Yes, and I say
that if Germany had had the free demo-
cratic institutions of Great Britain we
would not have the calamity we are wit-
nessing; and for that reason I say we must
continue the war in the name and in behalf
of the free people of the world in order to
establish permanent peace. And in order
to establish a permanent peace we must
see this war to a finish, because if we do
not see this war to a finish, then we will
simply have to maintain and develop mili-
tarism in our country in order to protect
ourselves against a return of the enemy.
Our only hope, our only salvation, is in
crushing kaiserism, in crushing this mili-
tarism in Berlin; then we will be sure to
free all the peoples of the world from this
nightmare and to re-establish a permanent
peace.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I would not have
risen to speak to-day were it not for the
'speech of the hon. member for Grandville.
The hon. member for Victoria (Hon. Mr.
Cloran) wishes to move the adjournment of
the debate. I oppose the adjournment of
the debate, because I do not for one
moment want to have any member of this
House believe  that I share the views of
the hon. member for Grandville.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Who had the floor
first?

The SPEAKER—Better take your seat.

Hon.- Mr. CLORAN—Who had the floor
first? ;

The SPEAKER—I will answer that when’

the hon. gentleman sits down.
Hon. Mr. CLORAN—I am down.

The SPEAKER—I think the hon. mem-
bers sprang up both together, and I shall
leave it to the House to decide who should
speak first. i

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—What I wanted to
move was the adjournment of the debate.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Hon. gentlemen—

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Wait a second. We
both rose at the same time and His
Honour the Speaker leaves it to the House
.to decide which of us has the floor. I
think I was” a flightier bird than the hon.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

member from DeLanaudiére. I have been
three times on my feet trying to get the
ear of the House, and if the House is fair
it will give the first bird the right to speak.
I leave myself in the hands of the House.
I will either speak or adjourn the debate.
I leave myself in the hands of the House
to say whether I have not the right to
speak at the present moment. The Speaker
does not know; how many members of the
House know, I cannot tell.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—I move that the hon.
gentleman from DeLanaudiére be heard
first.

The SPEAKER-—Carried.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—It is not carried. I
understand my rights in this House as well
as anybody. '

The SPEAKER—The motion was carried,
and it is a motion which cannot be dis-
cussed. A motion to give the right to a
senator to speak is never discussed.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—It has not been
seconded.

The SPEAKER—It has been moved and
carried. If my decision is wrong—

Hon. MEMBERS—No, no.
Hon. Mr. CLORAN—It is not carried.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—T regret very much
this little incident, but I have given my
reason for wishing to speak at this moment.’
I insist upon speaking now because the hon.
gentleman from Grandville—God forbid that
I should make one uncharitable remark
about him—seems to have collected, from
various newspapers published in England

| and Canada, everything which would be of

a disagreeable nature to place before this
House. It is really unfortunate. We have
a very old saying in French, ‘ Protect us
from our friends, and we will take charge
of our enemies.”” He is a friend of mine,
and I say “ Protect us from our friend.”
The hon. gentleman from Grandville may
claim to speak for others: I only speak for
myself. I totally disagree with everything
he said in his speech, which lasted an hour
and a quarter. That speech is not one
which is likely to do good. As the hon.
gentleman from Ottawa has said, we are in
the midst of a struggle. I shall not go
over all the war speeches, but I say this in
all earnestness: If any of the flesh and
blood of the hon. gentleman were on the
other side of the water this moment, he
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might entertain different ideas and very dif-
ferent views about helping in this matter.
God knows that a victorious Germany
means a German Canada. Nobody can
deny that. A few moments ago we were
told that we might depend on the United
States.

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—I never said
that.

Hon. Mr, CASGRAIN—But others have
~ said it. A victorious Germany would have
at its command not only its own forces and
fleet, but we would have a return to the

days of the great Napoleon. It would have

at its command the fleets of those countries
which it had conquered, and I ask would
any one nation and especially an unwar-
like nation like the United States be able to
stand and protect us? Our only hope is
in this country exerting all its might—and
that perhaps is very little. We must
remember, however, that in a struggle like
this if every member of the great British
Empire brings its mite, it will be of assist-
ance. The struggle is very difficult and
close, and it may take little to turn the
scales one way or the other in the near
future, or what we may call the near
future. As to the ultimate success, we all
pray and hope that not only the flag of
France but the grand old flag of England
which has never been beaten yet, will be
again victorious. Enough has been said on
that subject. May I be allowed to change
the direction of the discussion for a
moment, and simply refer to some of the
remarks the hon. leader of the House
made yesterday. We are dealing with the
speech from the Throne, and without bring-

ing in anything of a controversial nature,’

I think it only fair to rectify some things.
As a rule the leader of the Government
is very fair in his statements to this House,
but I do not think he was justified in say-
‘ing “that it would have been necessary a
year and a quarter ago to have a general
election because of the general inheritance
that the former administration had left
upon the shoulders of the present Govern-
ment. That inherifance was composed
more particularly of the Grand Trunk
Pacific and Canadian Northern Railways.
Of course he may know whether a general
election at that time would have had any-
thing to do with diminishing the amount
of bonds or not, but let me recall the fact
that the Canadian Northern Railway is the
child very largely—almost exclusively, ex-

clusively at any rate in the mountain sec-
tion from west of Edmonton—of the present
Government.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—Hear, hear.

.Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—And they cannot
deny their own child. I defy the hon.
gentleman to say that ‘the former admin-
istration ever appropriated one dollar for
the main line of the Canadian Northern
railway from Edmonton westward. Only
lately I with others went from Edmonton
westward, all the way up to the summit of
the Rocky Mountains in the Yellowhead
Pass to Lucernme some 300 miles; here
was the Canadian Northern going for
about 300 miles within a few yards of the
Grand Trunk Pacific in a country which
is almost a wilderness, which is a wilder-
ness. Here were those two roads together,
within sight of one another. I do not want
to be controversial, but I know the state-
ment of the hon. gentleman from Calgary
was a slip of the tongue. Two roads so0
near together in that wilderness were not
immediately necessary. :
The difference of level between Edmonton
and Yellowhead Pass is not very great,
not very much greater than the difference
in level between Edmonton and Calgary,
and Calgary is supposed to be in the
prairie. After the Canadian Northern rail-
way reaches Lucerne it branches off, fol-
lowing~ the North Thompson river, and
makes a bee line over the Canadian Pacific,
a distance of 250 or 300 miles in the wilder-
ness, and that is also the child of the
present Administration. That is no in-
heritance of the former Administration.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Do I understand
my hon. friend to deny that the late
Government was responsible for making
the Canadian' Northern railway a trans-
continental ' system, and the legislation
which was passed by the late Government
in pursuance thereof?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—My hon. friend
and myself always understand each other
very well, and I am surprised that he did
not understand me so well to-day. I said
that the former Government had not given
one dollar of subsidy west of Edmonton,
and I defy contradiction on that. I ask
the hon. gentleman as a business man,
would the company have built the road
without the subsidy?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Will the hon.
gentleman deny that the late Government
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committed itself to the policy of making
it a transcontinental road from coast to
coast, and that it subsidized that portion
of the transcontinental system running
through Ontario?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I was strongly
in favour of that, and -spoke for it more
than once in this House, and we will be
carried away from the subject under dis-
cussion if we follow that question. As a
matter of fact, the former Administration
gave a guarantee of bonds of $35,000 a mile
for the 1,050 miles from Port Arthur to the
city of Montreal, and that loan was a first
mortgage upon that road. At that time I, for
one, believed that the Government of the
country would never be called upon to pay
either principal or interest, because I knew
full well that the road would cost from
$55,000 to $60,000 a mile, and consequently
the first mortgage of $35,000 was absolutely
secured, and that they would get traffic
from Port Arthur to Montreal. That was
the condition, but as to the other section
westward from Edmonton, I speak ad-
visedly when I say that the former Ad-
ministration did not give any subsidy to
the Canadian Northern Railway. When I
was interrupted I was about to speak of
Kamloops; the Canadian Northern railway
having stopped paralleling the Grand
Trunk ~Pacific at Lucerne, makes a bee-
line, following the morth side of the
Thompson - viver 0 Kamloops, commences
to parallel the Canadian Pacific railway,
and in the gorge of the Fraser river, in
some places mot much wider than this
chamber, you see on one side the Canadian
Pacific railway and on the other the Can-
adian Northern railway. At some places
where it had been found difficult to con-

struct the Canadian Pacific railway on omne|

side, they left that side and crossed
to the other side of the river.
I am informed that the Canadian Pacific
Railway could handle eighty-eight times the
amount of traffic it is carrying at the present
time. I do mot think the hom. leader of the
‘Government should have said that that
should be a reason for bringing on a general
election, simply because the former admin-
istration had left that, mot healthy, but
rather sickly child, in their charge. It
was their own child. As to the Grand
“Trunk Pacific, I have the Debates of
19024 here, showing that I mentioned
in this House in speeches, when the
measure was first introduced, that grain
would be taken from Winnipeg to Quebec
for 8% cents. It was then supposed to

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED. :

be almost out of the question. Members
of this House were too polite to ridicule
the statement, but I could see a great deal
of incredulity on the part of members of
this House, who thought that such a thing
was not possible. I am glad to find the-
Grand Trunk Pacific, or National Transcon-
tinental Railway, actually being vindicated
by members of this Government in the last
few days, corroborating not only what I
have said, but going further. They have
offered to carry grain for 25 per cent less
than the rate mentioned, and carry the
wheat 600 miles further. The hon. Minister
of Railways (Hon. Frank Cochrane) has
made arrangements o carry wheat from a
point called Armstrong, near Superior Junec-
tion, to tide water—not to Quebec, but 600
miles furthér, to 8t. John or Halifax, for 6
cents a bushel. Now, we were all regarded

as Utopians when we spoke of 8% cents. The
Government ‘s taking advantage of the easy
grades and curves of'that road to offer the
people of this country low freight rates for
carrying their grain to tide water. Then,

when this enterprise was left to the tender
mercies of the present administration we
must remember that we left them an over-
flowing treasury to pay for the construction
of it, and it was largely paid for out of
surplus revenue. Having, I think, proved
that the construction of the National Trins-
continental Railway has been absolutely
vindicated by the present Government by
their use thereof, it is difficult for me to
avoid using a very familiar expression,
which is so satisfying, ‘I told you so.” It
is a great satisfaction to be able, after ten
or twelve years have passed, to make this
statement. One of the great things that a

| seat in this House is useful for is that if a

gentleman makes a prediction here he may
live some day.to see it actually verified.

The hon. .leader of the Government in
this House spoke of the wonderful know-
ledge of Canada that Germany had ob-
tained. In fact, the leader of the Govern-
ment this year seems to be inclined to
exaggerate & bit. He is such a good
business man, that I do not like to hear him
make such statements. He said they knew
more about Canada than his own Govern-
ment did.” That is no compliment to our
country.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I did not say
that.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—If my memory
serves me correctly, that is what he said.
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I think I can quote it correctly. His state-
ment was as follows:

Germany, through its system of espionage,
has a more thorough knowledge of Canada in
the pigeon-holes of its foreign office than would

\ be found in the departments of our own Gov-
ernment.

I think that is a wee bit exaggerated,
although there is a great deal of truth in it.
I am reminded that some years ago Sir Wm.
Van Horn told me that he had learned of the
possibilities for profitably working the lead
ores of the Rocky mountains from the
report of the German consul in the city of
Vancouver. Here we see that the German
consul had knowledge of one feature of our
country, and that fact would corroborate
what the hon. leader of the Government has
said. There is no doubt they have a very
good idea, and a very great knowledge of
our country, and have an eye on it. The
Government of the country should, I take
it, imitate in that respect the Governments
of other countries, and get a more thorough
knowledge of our resources. I myself have
been going to the library for the last 10
years inquiring for books on the industrial
development of Germany, and, strange to
say, these books, printed in France, gave
a lot of information, and among many great
industries the manufacture of aniline dyes
was mentioned. These industries were not
invented by the Germans, but by others,
and the Germans' adopted them. Their
Government helps in all sorts of ways in
order to develop industries. At this parti-
cular time every one who thinks he can do
something, or has an idea, should not be
backward in bringing it forward, no matter
whether it appears -to him trivial, or
whether from false modesty he may fear he
would be told, “Don’t butt into this thing.”
There is a very small matter which to my
mind is important. Some time about the
beginning of last July, seeing newspaper
illustrations showing that the German and
Russian army and many Austrian soldiers
were equipped with-knee boots, and having
as a land surveyor for nearly forty years
worn such boots, I said, “I do not want to
put it in the press or anything of that sort,
but here are pictures showing the absolute
of

necessity acquiring some for our
soldiers.”” I do not want to criticise the
Government, but after a long time

I am glad to see that some 50,000 pairs of
these boots have been actually ordered. I

am afraid they will be a little bit late, as’

none of them have reached the other side

yet. It was in July that T agitated for
this. . I know it is difficult to get people
to agree to any change. We have an army
council here, and they said ankle boots
were the thing. Of course walking around
Ottawa, ankle’ boots are satisfactory, but
out in the fields knee boots are a better
protection against the wet and cold. How-
ever they said they did not‘want the knee
boots for two reasons. The first one was
that neither the British army nor the Can-
adian army had used them. That state-
ment was not true. I remember full well
seeing British regiments in Quedec om
the field every soldier having these knee
boots, and in the Northwest rebellion the
present Minister of Justice, Hon. Mr.
Doherty, went to the Northwest wearing a
pair of them. I commend the Government
for taking some notice of this and having
ordered some. I wish the boots had been
supplied sooner. One man who returned
from the front said he would have given
$100 for a pair of these long boots wher
he was standing in the trenches in six ot
seven inches of water. However, that is
one of the things coming, and if the Senate
could in any way have these 250,000 men to
be enlisted, and the 120,000 that are now
in this country, fitted with these boots,
they would place them in a fit condition
to fight in the trenches, and in that way
would be imitating the Germran army, at
any rate in the matter of boots. If you
look at the photographs of some of these
Germans who are reclining or wounded you
see the sole is covered with large hob nails.
and the heel has a small strip of irown
around it. These boots are.very lasting
They do not cost as much as the larrigant
that have been ordered.. The larrigans are
shoe packs with soles and heels and laced
up in the middle. They have many open-
ings which let in the water. A smooth sur-
face would be much better, and if any other
member of this House could think of any-
thing of a nature to help our soldiers at
the front I think it:false modesty not to
mention it. We are here to dv something,
and some ideas when worked out might do
good. The long boots would certainly be
a great benefit. 1 would like to say one
kind word with reference to the hon. mem-
ber from Montarville. I regret members
were not familiar enough with the language
to understand his remarks. The hon. gen-
tleman made a very good French speech.
I do mot want to be controversial in any
way, but any one could see, even by his
appearance, that he was in the habit of
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making speeches. He has made many
speéches in the province of Quebec, but
not always in good company. He has been
a discipe of the late Hon. Mr. Monk,’
and Mr. Monk was a disciple of Mr. Bour-
assa, and he learned to talk nicely by fol-
lowing these people around. But talking
seriously, he meets his reward. Well, there
is more rejoicing in Heaven over one sinner
repentant than over the ninety-and-nine
just persons that persevere. He has
always been a good Conservative. He
strayed to one side for a little while, and
followed Messieurs Bourassa and Lavergne,
but now he repudiates their sentiments, and
it requires courage to do that. Open con-
fession is good for the soul. It is a good
thing to come back to the fold and say “I
have strayed a little bit.”” I do not think
there is any harm in that. But really it
was funny when he spoke of the navy. He
said that the navy was one of the greatest
things you could possibly wish for, and was
actually useful. He had actually come to
the possibility of a navy bombarding St.
John and Halifax and coming up the 8t.
Lawrence. Now, I can remember the time
when it was said a navy would be of no use.
It was’ contended that our navy was not
worth anything. It was a tin-pot navy, and
the poor boys who were going abroad would
be disembowelled in the seas of China and
Japan. I do not know why they were going
so far away. However, there was another
line of argument used by political orators,
headed by Sir Herbert Ames, who employed
pictures, .magic lanterns, and slides to
illustrate to us why Canadian people cofild
not build a navy, and, therefore, even if it
was a good thing to have a navy we could
not build it. Mr. Ames used to have an_
eloquent speech, which he delivered to that
effect—we could not have it. Now, we all
know what the Australian navy did. The
Sydney sank the German cruiser Emden,
and we would all have been proud if a
Canadian ship had sunk any of the enemy
ships.
told you so0.”” In the harbour of Montreal
the Canadian Vickers have established a
shipyard at a cost of over $5,000,000, paid by
themselves, and there they have provided
places for the construction of three great
dreadnoughts. Anybody who wants to go
can see them. Last winter they built no less
than ten submarines; nobody denies that;
and these submarines, as hon. gentlemen
know, are the most dntricate vessels to
manufacture. They are made up 1o the
wvery last word in maval architecture,
Hon, Mr. CASGRAIN.

However, it is another case of “I|

and have crossed the Atlantic under
their own power. They are mnow in the
Mediterranean sea doing good service.
That is what we have been able to do.
Some of them have gone to the Baltic.
However, it shows what we might have
done - before the war, if, in 1911, when
the tenders were .in for this navy, we had -
commenced to build a navy we might have
had twelve or fourteen good fast cruisers,
the very kind of ships that are needed, be-
cause those specifications had been prepared
by the British Admiralty themselves, and
our own warships would have escorted our
transports across the ocean and proved a
very valuable asset. Now, there is no reason
at all not to have awarded the contract.

Hon. Mr. DENNIS—The Government at’
that time ‘had the tenders. Why did they
not award the contract?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Out of a spirit of
delicacy. After the Government had lost
the confidence of the country, they did not
think it was right for them to-give the con-
tract.

Hon. Mr. DENNIS—The Government had
the tenders in for nearly six months before
that.

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

9 AFTER RECESS.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—At six o'clock,
when the Speaker left the Chair. I was
speaking of the Canadian Northern. When
I said Edmonton I meant Alberta.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned till 3.o'clock to-
MOTrrow.

" THE SENATE.
Thursday, January 20. 1916.

The 'SPEAKER took the Chair at three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
REFINING NICKEL ORE IN CANADA.
NOTICE OF MOTION.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I give notice that
to-morrow I shall ask the Government if it

-is their intention now 1o take the neces-

sary measures to promote the refining of -
nickel ore in Canada. With the leave of
the House I might call the special atten-
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tion of the leader of the Government to
this question which 1 and many others
consider a most important matter. The
Senate will adjourn to-morrow and we will
have no opportunity of discussing the sub-
ject at length, but perhaps the leader of
the Government will be good enough to give
this House an idea to-morrow of the in-
tention of the Government, because as we
know mickel is an indespensable element in
the making of projectiles and also of arm-
our plate, and ‘Canada possesses more than
80 per cent of all the nickel produced in
the world. I have advocated this matter
in the Senate on previous occasions. Now
that we are in a time of war, it is most
important that the Government take means
to have these nickel ores refined in Can-
ada so that we may know where our nickel
is going. We are sending the matte to the
United States, and as hon. gentlemen may
have read in the papers, from the United
States they may send the nickel to neutral
countries, who may pass it on to the ene-
mies of the Empire. This is a momentous
question, and I ask the Government to give
it consideration. It would not take long
to deal with the matter. I am sure they
have been alive to the importance of this
question, and it would give the country
some relief to know that one indispensable
factor in making armour plate iz not zoing
to our enemies.

DECEASED SENATORS.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED —Before the Orders
oi the Day are called I might say that
since the last session of Parliament the
Senate has been called upon to mourn the
death of its oldest miember in years, and
likewise in precedence, with one exception,
in the membership of thiz Chamber. I refer
to the loss through death of the late
Sir Charles deBoucherville. Born in May,
1822, he was not far removed from living
out a century. It iz a long span oif life
from" 1822 to 1915. His ancestry in his
native provinece went back to the early
days of the French rézime, nearly iour
centuries ago. He saw the advancing civ-
ilization of the twentieth century emerge
from the slowly progressive civilization of
the nineteenth. When he was born the
steam engine was in its infancy, railways,
telegraphs, cables and all the great inven-
tions of the present age were then unknown.
Only fifty years before his birth the armies
of France and England fought oy the Plains
of Abraham for the possession of the con-
tinent, and during his life time, it was not

only possible, but it was probable that he
had often come in contact with those who
had known Wolfe and Montcalm, and those
who had fought oh the Plains of Abraham.

During his lifetime, he saw beaurecratic
government make way for self-government :
he saw our representative institutions de-
velope from the bureaucracy of his early
days to the democratic institutions of the
present. He was a youth of intelligent years
when Papineau headed the movement in
Quebec and William Lyons McKenzie in
Ontario in 1837, which resulted in the re-
bellion throughout Canada of that year.

When he was born the colonial Empire
of Great Britain was but a series of scat-
tered colonies, dependent entirely upon the
Mother Country for their support and gov-
ernment, and regarded by the Imperial
Government of those days as an incubus
rather than a source of strength to the
Empire. He had reached years of mature
manhood before Confederation was thought
oi. and he saw Canada emerge from a
primitive colony to be one of the greatest
possessions in the Empire, a buttress and
an invaluable support to it at this the most
critical period in its history.

It is needless for me to point out the pub-
lic services which he rendered to his native
province during his lifetime. More than 55
vears ago he was a member of the Cana-
dian Assembly; was afterwards Premier of
hizs native province; was in addition to
being a member of this Chamber, a legis-
lative councillor of the province of Quebec,
and during his long lifetime enjoyed the
respect and confidence of not only the poli-
tical party to which he belonged, but to an
equal extent the respect of those who were
opposed to him politically. He had been
a member of the Senate of Canada since
1879, and during that long period of time
he followed closely the business of this
Chamber, and endeared himself to all its
members.

He died full of years and of honour, and
posterity will point to his name as a man
who though identified with the public acti-
vities of Canada for over half a century.
enjoyed a reputation during that long
period of time unsullied and unstained.

It is with much regret that we yesterday
learned of the death of our late colleague,
Senator Riley,Victoria. Hebecame a member
of this House in 1906, having been for some
years in the House of Commons. He was
a man of independent thought -and of
shrewd business ability. Like many others
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from Eastern Canada he went to the Pacific
coast and settled in the city of Viectoria
many years ago. He established himself in
the good will of the people of that city and
for several years represented them in the
House of Commons.

While we had not the opportunity of
hearing from him very frequently on the
floor of this Chamber, he nevertheless in-
terested himself in the public business and
followed with close attention the work of
the committees.

We regret his loss from amongst our num-
“ber, and join in our sympathy with the
members of his family who mourn his death.

It is also with very deep regret that I
make mention of the loss through death,
since we last met, of our late colleague,
Senator McKay from Cape Breton.

Senator McKay was one of the more re-
cently appointed members of this Senate,
having been appointed in 1912. Although
his membership was of so Tecent a date,
yet during that period of time, he was one
of our most active members. He entered
the Senate with a valuable training gained
in the public life of his native province,
having been for some years a member of
the Provincial Legislature of Nova Scotia;
he was a distinguished member of the
medical profession, and had always iden-
tified himself with the progressive learn-
ing of his profession. In this Chamber he
was a most forceful debater, and followed
with the deepest interest all the larger
questions, which from time to time came
before this Chamber, for our discussion
and deliberation.

Those who knew him most intimately ap-
preciated most the many worthy and
sympathetic traits of character which he
possessed, and will mourn his loss as that
of a closely attached friend.

He has left behind him a family to mourn
his loss, and I feel assured that I express
the sentiment of this Senate, when T say
it conveys its sympathy to the members of
his family in the loss which they, as well
as ourselves have suffered through his sud-
den and unexpected death.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—I feel that I cannot
add much to what has been so ably said by
the hon. leader of the Government as to
the death of the late Senator deBoucher-
vil'e. Coming from the West, as I do,
my association with Senator deBoucher-
ville was only in this Chamber. There are
0 many senators sitting around me here
who-were closely acquainted with him in his

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

life that anything that I could say might
be a great deal better said by them. The .
senator from Montarville the other day re-
ferred to Senator deBoucherville in a most
touching and proper manner. I may point
out that Senator deBoucherville’s life began
in the reign of George IV and ended in the
reign of George V; that during his life King
William IV, Queen Victoria, King Edward
VII and King George V ascended the throne
of England. Few men have lived the length
of time to have an experience of that kind.
Every one who had anything to do with
Senator deBoucherville in his work in this
Chamber recognized him as a capable,
trained and experienced parliamentarian,
and his opinion was always listened to with
great deference and respect. He was a
kindly, courteous gentleman of the old
French School that any one would be
pleased and anxious to meet. We shall
regret very much his loss to this Chamber.

In Senator McKay, who came to this
House only a few years ago, we recognize
a senator who was largely interested in
the affairs of this country and took a very
active part, not only in this Chamber,
but also in the committees to which he
belonged. He was a man greatly interested
in all questions that affected the interests
of the country and always placed his views
very foreibly before the members of the
Senate. I join in expressing the sympathy
of the members of the Senate to his wife
and family in the loss they have sustained.

With the death of Senator Riley, only
the other day, we lose a member on this
side of the Chamber. Senator Riley was
born in Ontario, and chose British Colum-
bia as his adopted province. From the
first he took a great deal of interest in
matters concerning his province, and was
very largely associated with contracting
work in the development of the resources
of the province of British Columbia. He
was well known in Victoria, and took a
lively interest in the political affairs of
that city from about 1896 onward. Coming
to the Senate late in life, and being of a
diffident nature, he did not take the part
in the business of the Chamber, and of
the committees, that younger men feel
capable of doing, but his judgment was al-
ways well worthy of consideration and he
took a large interest in what was going
on. I join with the hon. leader of the
Government in expressing the sympathy
of the members of this Senate-for his wife
and daughter in the loss they have sus-
tained.
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Hon. Mr. POIRIER—I desire to express
my sense of the loss which this Chamber
has sustained in the death of the Hon.
Senator deBoucherville. He was a typical
gentleman of the old school. My ideal of
a perfect gentleman consists- not only in
ancestry, but in being endowed with the
best social and religious virtues, and those
virtues the deceased senator possessed to
an eminent degree. He was a typical
French gentleman, of a type that played
a large part in the history of Canada and
which is largely disappearing—not that
virtue is disappearing in the province of
Quebec, but virtue adorned with such
superior marks of high breeding be-
coming more rare.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (A), An Act to amend chapter 132
of the Statutes of Canada passed in the
vear 1909.—Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell.

Bill (B), an Act to incorporate the
Governing Council of the Salvation Army,
Canada West.—Hon. Sir Mack=nzie Bowell.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—It was not my in-
tention to add to the remarks which have
been addressed to this House in regard to

is

the loss that has been so severely felt as-

voiced by the leader of the Government
‘and the leader of the Opposition in regard
to the death of the late great figure in
Canadian history, especially of the history
of Quebec, the Hon. Senator deBouche:-
ville. On behal! of that province, may I
be allowed to expres:z the profound regret
felt by all classes of the people of Quebec,
all classes, all creeds, and all nationalities.
He was one of the men who has been able,
through a long career of usefulness, to
command the respect of the high and the
low, the rich and the poor, and of all men
who want good honest government. The
late senator was Prime Minister of his
province on two memorable occasions. He
was Premier of Quebec up to 1873, when he
was followed by the late Sir Henri Joly de
Lotbiniére. We all know the circumstances
which brought about his downfall on that
occasion. He stood up for the rights of the
people and honest *administration. The
second time he came into power was after
the downfall of the late Hon. Mr. Mercier,
who had done so much for his province
during the four years that he held the reins
of power. Besides that, he had been a
member of the House, a member of the
different administrations for years, but he
rose to this high position—the highest in
the gift of the people of that province—

and during his governing days he meted
out justice to all. He was beloved by the
English-speaking people of that province
just as well as by the French Canadian
people. He was a strong party man; he
was a bulwark of the Conservative party
from his youth up to the hour of his death;
but that did not prevent Liberals opposed
to him from acknowledging the wonderful
power he had of securing the good-will of
all classes and of all people in the prov-
ince of Quebec. I feel that this tribute is
due to his memory; I feel that:the people
of the province oi Quebec, irrespective of
creed, class or nationality, will say that 1
was justified in making these remarks.

The Senate adjourned until three o’clock
to-morrow.

THE SENATE.
Friday, Jamuary 21, 1916.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

AN ADJOURNMENT.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I move that when
the Senate adjourns to-day it do stand ad-
journed until February 8, at three o’clock
in the afternoon. With the leave of the
Senate T have added a paragraph to the
motion, and I propose that hereaiter
motions of this kind, for a lengthy adjourn-
ment, shall adopt the following paragraph:

Unless senators are otherwise notified, by
telegram, of an earlier sitting of the Senate.

I find when 1 give notice of a motion for
a fairly lengthy adjournment, the question
is sometimes presented to me as to what
could be dene, in the event of some con-
tingency arising, to call the Senate earlier.

Hon. Mr. THOMPSON—I would suggest
that the hon. leader make the hour of meet-
ing eight o’clock, instead of three, as the
train from the Maritime Provinces may e
so late that we could not get here by three
o’clock.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I am willing to
amend the motion and make it eight
o’clock.

Hon. Mr. MURPHY—How will this af-
fect members who do not depend upon
train, but have to travel by steamers,
which may be stuck in the ice? Are we to
be mulcted if we are delayed? This is a
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standing order and will continue, of course,
and we in Prince Edward Island are a part
of the Commonwealth. 5

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—Get an aeroplane.
The motion was amended and adopted.

REFINING OF NICKEL ORE IN CANADA.
INQUIRY POSTPONED.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN rose to ask the
Government if it is their intention now,
to, take the necessary measures to promote
the refining of nickel ores in Canad‘?.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED— Stands.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I should like to
say a few words before the motice of
motion is postponed. When I gave this
notice yesterday I had no idea of the very
involved and complex question that 1T was
approaching, and I am quite prepared to
have the matter postponed, and shall not
expect to receive a definite answer to-day.
I regret that the short time I have been
able to devote to this question has not
afforded me an opportunity to give the
Senate some very interesting data in re-
gard to it. However, I fully understand
that it is almost impossible for the Gov-
ernment at the present time to do anything
which would in any way be considered an
unfriendly act towards our neighbours, the
United States, and I understand that pro-
hibition of the exportation of the matte of
the nickel ore at present is almost out of
the question, but, as we all know, this
nickel is such an indispeusable factor in
the composition of, not only armour plates,
but many other things used in war, that
it is a very serious question for the Gov-
ernment to consider. A great many imple-
ments of war require a certain alloy of
nickel in them. If I take a few minutes
now to tell the House something about
the nickel industry of Sudbury I trust I
shall be permitted, although this explan-
ation is not yery full and I have not at all
the information I should like to give at
the present moment. Many of us will

be surprised very much, as I was, to
know that when the ore is taken from
the ground it contains only two per

cent of nickel, which means that simply
two' tons of mnickel will be found in 100
tons of the ore. No wonder the nickel is
so very, very valuable. We grow eloquent
in Canada when we speak of our mineral
resources, and particularly when we speak
of our nickel ore, of which we have such
a large proportion of the total world’s pro-
Hon. Mr. MURPHY.

duction. If I am correctly informed.
eighty per cent of all the nickel used in
the world comes from our Sudbury mines;
France has mnickel in New Caledonia, a
very small quantity. There is also nickel
in Norway, but a very, very small amount.
There is an almost negligible quantity in
Germany, and I have been informed by
the hon. member for Hastings (Hon. Sir
Mackenzie Bowell) that there are also traces
of nickel in California. But a very large
proportion of the nickel mined every year
comes from Canada, and is extracted from
the mines in Sudbury. When the ore is
extracted. the first process is that of burn-
ing in the open air, which means that
wood has to be mixed with the ore in
sufficient quantity to burn the ore. That
is for the purpose of burning what we call
the gangue, which exists in any sort of
mineral, that is, all .the other elements
but the one which we desire to save. In
this nickel ore there is iron, silver and
copper. Burning it in the open is a very
expensive and wastieful process, because
the by-products are all absolutely lost.
The copper and the nickel being oxidized.
form sulphate of copper and sulphate of
nickel, a .very soluble sait which can be
easily dissolved, and in case of rain it is
washed away and carried into the ground
and absolutely lost. After this burning
process, the ore is roasted and very much
reduced in quantity. Finally, in the third
stage, the product of those two operations
is melted in order to separate as much as .
possible the iron, silver and copper found
in the ore; and when the maite is pre-
pared and in a fit state to be taken to
New Jersey, I am informed that it con-
tains eighty per cent of pure nickel. There
is still twenty per cent of the gangue left
in it, and in New Jersey this twenty per
cent is separated from the pure nickel.
It would be very difficult to have that pro-
cess carried on in Canada at present, be-
cause this last process of refining requires
the use of sulphate of soda, which is a
by-product of the commercial soda that
is produced quite close to the place in
New Jersey where the nickel is refined; so
that in case we should decide to refine it
here we would have to import this sul-
phate of soda from the United States. A
new alloy called Monell, after the name
of the president of the company, is being

made in New Jersey out of our
nickel. The alloy consists of leaving
a certain proportion of the copper

with the nickel, and a great deal of this
Monell is used commercially. You may
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be under the impression that the whole of
this matte goes to the United States, but
that is mot the case. About 75 per cent
goes to the United States but the remaining
95 per cent goes to England. Sir Alfred
Mond has a large plant in England for re-
fining this nickel, and he owns several
mines in the Sudbury district—the Victoria
mines, the Frood Extension mine, the
Levack mines, the Worthington mine, the
Kirkwood ‘mine, the Murray amd the
Whistle. Now if I may be allowed to call
the attention of the leader of the Govern-
ment more particularly to this point, the
only thing that strikes one is that it might
be possible for this Government and the
Imperial Government and Sir Alfred Mond
to have some understanding by which a
larger portion of the output would be se-
cured by England. No one could object
to increasing the output, and that would
supply not only England but also her Allies
with a sufficient quantity of nickel for all
purposes, and our neighbours could not con-
sider it an unfriendly act. If, on the other
hand, any other measures were taken, there
are many ways in which it might be re-
garded as an unfriendly act by the United
States. I do not wish to mention here the
many ways which they might adopt to re-
taliate if they comsidered our policy ob-
jectionable, and they could cause great in-
convenience to us. They might say, “If
you are going to prohibit the exportation
of nickel from Canada we will prohibit the
exportation of certain commodities”—
which I need not mention, but which are
very, very useful and imported in very
large quantities into Canada. While on
thiS subject I might add that there are
many other metals and materials in Can-
ada which could be of immense use in this
war, and our Department of Mines has
many experts who could do very valuable
service to this country by suggesting
methods by which they could be utilized.
I know of some very precious war ma-
terials, which I am not at liberty to men-
tion, that are now being extracted under
the supervision of the Government, and
much more might be done in that way.
Naturally, this would involve the appoint-
ment of @ few 'more chemists. The De-
partment of Mines has done very remark-
able work, and I am proud to be able to
say on behalf of Canada that our depart-
ment is considered, not only in the United
States, but throughout the world, as one of
the most perfect. Dr. Haanel, the head of

\

this department, has been commended for
his good work in many scientific reviews
in Europe, and he has been made a mem-
ber in several institutions. The other day
Mr. John Hays Hammond, who represent-
ed the United States at the Coronation don-
ated a very large sum of money to Yale
University, and appointed Mr. Louis D.
Huntoon, Consulting Mining Engineer, of
New York, to establish this mining and
metallurgical laboratory at Yale Univer-
sity. Mr. Huntoon, in going about the
world seeking the best and most modern
departments and laboratories that could be
found, came to Canada and visited our
laboratory here, and T am pleased to be
able to read the following letter he wrote
to Dr. Haanel:

Louis D. Huntoon,
Consulting Mining Engineer,
115 Broadway, New York.
November 15. 1915,
Doctor E. Haanel,
Bureau of Mines,
' Ottawa, Ontario, Canada.

Dear Doctor Haanel,—I have visited many
laboratories throughout the United States and
I cannot resist the temptation to drop you a
line and congratulate you on the thoroughness
of your equipment and the well arranged
rooms. ;

It was a great pleasure for me to design and
build the Hammond Mining and Metallurgical
Laboratory at Yale University, and I made it
a point to try and have individual laboratories
for research work, but the space was SO lim-
ited I was only able to work in three such la-
boratories. Before visiting your laboratories I
thought I had left something to my credit at
Yale, but yours so far outshines what I did,
that I will hesitate to mention the Hammond
laboratory in the future. 1 am enclosing a
reprint describing the Hammond laboratory,
and when you rewrite the article on the
laboratories which you have designed and
erected, I would greatly appreciate receiving
a copy of same,

With very kindest regards, I remain,

Very truly vyours,

(Signed) Louis D. Huntoon.

It has been said over and over again that
science will win this war for us; hence
every research that can be made in the
direction I have indicated should be under-
taken. We have a well equipped office
here, and if the Government would call in
these experts to the Mining Bureau they
could give the Government many new
ideas, perhaps, in supplying material which
is so much needed. It is well known as
matter of history that in the wars of the
great Napoleon, in which nearly every
nation in Europe was engaged, and which
lasted over twenty-three years, one of the
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principal reasons of Napoleon’s success, as
is now being explained in all scientific re-
views, was that in almost every case he
was followed wherever he went by a large
corps of savants and chemists who were
the very best in Europe at that time, and
he profited by all their inventions and dis-
coveries. This present war may last some
time and it would be a grand thing for this
country if, through our Mining Bureau,
something could be found which would be
of use to the ‘Allies. I do mnot expect the
leader of the Government to answer my
questions to-day, because I understand
very well that the matter is a very difficult
one and cannot be disposed of in an off-
hand way.

The Senate adjourned until
February 8, at 8 o'clock p.m.

Tuesday,

THE SENATE.
Tuesday, February 8, 1916.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Eight
o'clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

DESTRUCTION OF PARLIAMENT
BUILDINGS.

The SPEAKER—Before the Orders of the
Day are called, I beg to lay on the table
the following communications. The first is
from Melbourne, Australia, February 5.
1916, and reads as follows:

The President of the Senate and Speaker of the
Commons, Ottawa:

The President of the Senate and Speaker of
the House of Representatives ‘on behalf of the
Parliament of the Commonwealth of Australia
desire to convey to the people of Canada sym-
pathyv in connection with destruction of Houses
of Parliament at Ottawa, buildings in which
Canadian people with good reason took so
great a pride.

(Signed) Thomas Gibbons,

President.

The following telegram has just been re-
ceived from Paris:

Paris, 5 février 1916.
Président, Sénat, Ottawa, Canada:

Le Sénat Francais profondement ému par la
catastrophe qui a si douloureusement atteint
le Parlement canadien dans ses membres, sa
demeure et ses trésors, historiques, vous adresse,
I’expression de sa sympathie sincére. 1
salue en méme temps la mémoire des enfants
du Canada tombés sur le sol Francais pour la
défense de la civilisation et de la liberté.

Le Président,
Antonin Dubost.
Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN.

L}
The translation of the telegram is as fol-
lows: : )
Paris, February 5, 1¢16.

To the President of the- Senate,
Ottawa, Canada.

The French Senate deeply affected by the
catastrophe w:hich has so painfully stricken
the Parliament of Canada in its members, its
building, and its historic treasures, conveys
to you their sincere sympathy; and bows to
the memory of the sons of Canada, fallen on
the soil of France in the defence of civilization
and of liberty.

(Signeéd) Antonin Dubost,

President.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—It is right that
the . Senate should recognize the sym-
pathy and friendship for Camada ' which
have been expressed by the Governments of
France and Australia, and I am satisfied
that I express the wish of the Senate that
His Honour the Speaker should assume the
responsibility of duly acknowledging those
messages which he has read to the Senate.
It might not be inappropriate for me at
the same time to make a few observations
as to the reasons why we are occupying the
temporary quarters in which we find “our-
selves housed this evening. We adjourned
the Senate a little over two weeks ago,
having up to that time occupied the Senate
Chamber in theé Parliament buildings. On
Thurdday the Houses of Parliament were
burned. 'Canada sustained in that fire a
very serious disaster, from mhich I ‘hope
we will happily recover at a very early
period. The catastrophe is one which has
been noted, in fact, throughout many parts
of the world, and the expressions of sym-
pathy and courtesy which have proceeded
from different governments and people both
on this continent and Europe, produce a
very profound feeling of satisfaction in
the minds of the people of Canada.
While the loss which this country has sus-
tained both materially and sentimentally
in the destruction of the Houses of Parlia-
ment may be great, it will be recoverable”
at a comparatively early day, yet unfor-
tunately that disaster has been associated
with a more tragic occurrence. Unhappily,
seven lives went out into that shad-
owy land from which they will not return,
by reason of the disaster to which we refer.
I feel assured that I express for the Senate
their feeling and sentiments when I say
that we convey to the families and the
friends of those who have suffered from
this disaster our condolence and cur deep-
est sympathy. I canrot refraia from say-
ing something of our associations with the
Houses of Parliament. That stately pile




FEBRUARY 8, 1916 49

which has been destroyed was erected
prior to Confederation and in anticipation
of the various provinces of Canada com-
ing together in a confederate whole. For
nearly fifty years on the floor of that
Parliament the business of Canada was
transacted. Within the walls of those
Chambers was passed that great body of
laws which is to be found in our statutes
from Confederation down to the present
time. Upon the floors of that Parliament
were passed those great measures, both
political and national, embodying the
policy of the different Governments of the
day which contributed so largely to the
progress, to the building up, to the success
and to the development of Canada. Within
those walls were heard from time to
time the voices of those older statesmen,
the Fathers of Confederation and others
who have long since gone to their rest, as
well as those who are to-day living and
who by their zeal and patriotism in behalf
of the interest of Canada have laid strong
and deep and wide the foundations of this
great Dominion. Within the walls of those
two Houses the history of Canada has been
made. The history of Canada has, so to
speak, marched hand in hand with the
measures passed from time to time within
the walls of that Parliament; and it is
therefore with veneration that we speak
to-night of the associations of those Houses
of Parliament which within the last week,
through the element of fire, have been de-
stroyed. It is a good sign, and a wholesome
sign, that the people should exercise a deep
veneration for those buildings in which
were enacted the historic events of their
people. In such a way may we well refer to
the Houses of Parliament of Canada which
recently have been destroyed. Before sit-
ting down, may I express our acknowledg-
ment, as I think we should, to the energy
and the enterprise of the Department of
Public Works in furnishing the Parlia.
ment of Canada so quickly with quarters
in which they may transact their business.
I know that the Minister of Public Works
and his staff have been tireless in their
efforts since Thursday night to furnish us
with the quarters in which we meet to-
night. It is a tribute to the energy and

" the enterprise of the Canadian people that

since that disaster occurred the parlia-

mentary business of this country has not

.been delayed an hour. I think it speaks

volumes for the virility of the <Can-

adian people that, notwithstanding the

disaster to which I have referred, the busi-
5—4

ness of the country has proceeded unin-
terruptedly. I camnot sit down without ex-
pressing our -acknowledgments to the
Senate staff for the excellent work which
they did on the night.of the fire. From
the leading officers of the Senate down to
the minor employees, they were all busy and
interested to the utmost degree in saving
everything that possibly could be saved,
and in protecting our interests in what-
ever way they could. I have, therefore,
very great pleasure in expressing this even-
ing our acknowledgments to the staff of
the Senate for their efforts and their energy
on that occasion. I do not wish to draw
any invidious distinctions, but I should
like to express my acknowledgments to
my hon. friend from Portage la Prairie
(Hon. Mr. Watson) for the excellent work
which he has done since we took possession
of this building. My hon. friend has co-
operated with us in every possible way,
and has been a tower of strength to wus
in meeting the requirements of the mo-
ment, and which, I think you will readily
acknowledge have been so well met. Un-
der these circumstances I feel satisfied,
notwithstanding t¢he interruption which
has taken place through the disaster to
which T have referred and our removal to
these temporary quarters, that we shall in
no wise fail in the discharge of our duty
as members of the Senate of Canada. I
feel satisfied that the business of the coun-
try will proceed as if we were housed in
our former quarters, and that every hon.
gentleman will be as active and as inter-
ested in the transaction of the public busi-
ness as he has been at any previous time.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—On behalf of the
hon. members on this side of the House
I desire to join with the leader of the
Government in sending our expression
of thanks to the Senate of France
and to the Houses in Australia for their
kind sympathy in the misfortune that
has overtaken the people of this coun-
try. I will say it is a misfortune to lose
historic buildings such as the Houses of
Parliament have been. The associations
with those Houses, the discussions that
have been carried on, and the measures
that have been passed in them, are a mat-
ter of history, in which a large number
of gentlemen whom I see now around
me and many others have taken part, in
the upbuilding and development of this
country, in deciding the policy of this
country, in which respects they did last-
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ing work for the future. We have suf-
fered a very great loss to-day in losing the
associations that have been destroyed with
those buildings. I join in the expression
of sympathy with the leader of the Gov-
ernment for those who have so sadly lost
their lives. The loss has been a serious
one, and of course the loss of life is one
that cannot be replaced. The loss of a
member of the House, if I may men-
tion him, who was in the House
with myself, is a very great one. All
those who knew Mr. Law were fond
of him and appreciated him as
a worthy and honourable reprezentative
who conscientiously did his work for his
country and the people he represented. He
had been the deam of the members from
Nova Scotida, and will be very much missed
by all who had any acquaintance with him.
In regard to the men who lost their lives
I think there should be some recognition
of those who so nobly tried to fight
the fire and who died at the post of duty.
Those men are deserving of the same
consideration from the country as the men
who to-day are fighting our battles at the
iront. Although mot in such a spectacular
way ‘these men did lose their lives when
they were doing their duty trying to
save the buildings of this country. I think
that some recognition should be given of
the services that these men rendered. I
wish- to join with the minister in recog-
nizing the way in which this building has
been got ready for us to-day. Not only the
Department of Public Works, but also the
Department of Geology are to be compli-
mented on the way in which they- have
worked together to have this building ready
for our occupation. The Geological Depart-
ment and their officers have had to be
turned out of this building; all their work
for a great many years in arranging their
specimens and getting everything ready
for the benefit of the public has been, from
their point of view, practically thrown
away; there was no question of dissent of
murmur on their part; they were quite
ready to remove all those specimen$ and
make room as quickly as possible for the
change of ¢onditions. I think they are de-
serving of credit for what they have done.
I cannot add very much to what has been
said by my hon. friend as to the work done
by the Department of Public Works. They
are to be highly commended for the way
they have decorated this Chamber and com-
pleted this work. The pictures that we see
around us are familiar to us all and give

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK.

a feeling of home association to members
who have looked upon them for years; and
we are indebted to the staff of the Senate,
from the head officials to the lowest mes-
sengers, for the way they worked to save
them from destruction. I am sure we shall
all work together in the future for the ad-
vancement and benefit of the country, and
possibly-this calamity may result in steps
being taken to lay the foundation of a
greater and nobler structure for the future.

The Senate adjourned until three o’clock
to-morrow.

THE SENATE.
Wednesday, February 9, 1916.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

-Prayers and routine proceedings.
“BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (A), An Act to amend the Companies
Act.—Hon. Mr. Domville.

ADJOURNMENTS OF THE SENATE.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-—Before the
Orders of the Day are called I should like
to draw attention to a statement published
in the morning newspapers throughout the
land, that the Senate did not sit yesterday
afternoon because there was but one mace
for the two Houses of Parliament. Although
we have considerable respect for the forms
of antiquity, I do not suppose the absence
of the mace would have prevented the
Senate from sitting vesterday afternoon if
we had been summoned for three o’clock.
From the Minutes of this House it will
readily appear that we were only called to
meet at eight o’clock last evening. Looking
at the report of the discussion which took
place on the motion of my hon. friend for
the adjournment of the Senate for Friday
the 2Ist January. I find that he added to
Lis notice, (which was the only one I had
seen, having left the Chamber the day
before) the following:

Unless senators are otherwise notified by tele-
gram of an earlier sitting of the Senate.

I find there was no debate on this sug-
gestion of my hon. friend and that it car-
ried. I hope my hon. friend will not take
advantage of ‘this vote to claim that it is
a binding precedent upon this Chamber,
because I would have considerable objection
to its acceptance as such, I simply want
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‘to give notice to my hon. friend that al-
though the efforts which he did make were®
commendable, the realization was perhaps
somewhat faulty, inasmuch as he did not
state by whose authority the Senate could
be called at an earlier date than that fixed
in the motion. When we examine the
form of a binding resolution to that effect,
I think my hon. friend will find that there
will be considerable divergence of opinion
between the members of this Chamber as
to the terms of such a resolution. Up to
this date the representative of His Majesty
alone has summoned the Senate. We have
now this very vague resolution passed by
the Senate which simply declares that we
shall adjourn until a certain date unless
senators are otherwise notified by telegram
of an earlier sitting of the Senate. The
amendment of my hon. friend does not state
who would sign that telegram or who could
order the senators to convene at an earlier
date than that fixed in the resolution, Per-
haps it is commendable to try and find a
way of recalling the Senate at an earlier
date when a long adjournment is decided
- upon, but I think we will require to discuss
the modus operandi at some future date.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I might say, in
answer to what my hon. friend has said,
that in the motion there is an omission of
the procedure which it f4is proposed to
adopt in such a case, namely, that the
Senate shall be called upon a telegram
being received from the Clerk of the Senate.
Of course the Clerk of the Senate would
necessarily be set in motion by the repre-
sentative of the Government in the Senate.
My hon. friend will observe, I think, the
utility and desirability of some procedure
being adopted in such cases as that now
under consideration. There are times when
we find it desirable on account of absence
of work to adjourn for a considerable
period.. One never knows what exigencies
may arise necessitating the members of the
Senate being called together at an earlier
date. It is therefore in the interests of
the members of the Senate who avail them-
selves of an adjournment that a method of
this kind should be adopted as it will tend
to remove_the objection to long adjourn-
ments. I should have thought my hon.
friend from Montreal would have been the
first to have advocated in every possible
way the adoption of some _procedure by
which we could adjourn from time to time,
and more frequently than we have done in
the past. And I shall look to my hon.
friend from Montreal to help us to devise
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such a scheme, so that that object may be
carried out in the future. It seems to me,
apart from all facetiousness, that the idea
is an excellent one. I do not see the pro-
priety of members meeting here if there is
nothing to do, but if a long adjournment is
involved, in the uncertainty of political
or national or public requirements needing
their meeting -at an earlier day, the embodi-
ment of such a provision in the resolution
seems t0 be very desirable.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Would not ‘my
hon. friend consider the appointment dur-
ing the session of a small committee to
work out a form of resolution that would
be satisfactory to this Chamber?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I have no objec-
tion to it, but the object I had in view in
placing that rider on the motion is this:
that the Government of the day would be
the best and the only judges as to the de-
sirability of the Senate meeting at an ear-
lier day. The Government of the day,
through the leader of the Senate, would
necessarily set in motion the provisions or
conditons ‘which we have attached to the
motion, and the ‘Clerk of the Senate would
in turn telegraph the members of the Senate
if it should be thought desirable that they
should meet on a particular day earliex
than the date fixed in the adjournment. It
struck me that that is the most practical
method we could adopt. However, if hon.
gentlemen desire to discuss it with a view
to devising another way I assure them
they will have my co-operation and sym-
pathy in any step they may take in that
direction. :

Hon. Mr. POWER—I think the proposal
made by the hon. gentleman from De Lori-
mier is a very proper one. The hon. leader
of the Government says that the Govern-
ment are the people who are interested in
having the business of the country trams-
acted by the Senate. While that is true,
in the eyes of the-parliamentarian, the
member of the Government in this House
is really no more than any other senator;
he is simply a member of the Senate, and
it happens that he is also a member of the
Executive Council or Administration of the
day. We have got along now for forty odd
years without this exceptional sort of pro-
vision, and there has not been any thought
of it except in the present instance, so
that we have plenty of time to consider the
proposal made by the hon. member from
De Lorimier. If we are going to introduce
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this entirely novel system then we should
do it as a Senate and the new system
should take the form of a rule of the House.
To say that any senator, whether he be a
member of the Government or not, can
undertake to summon the senators here
when the Senate is solemnly resolved to
adjourn to a fixed day beyond that at
which they are supposed to be summoned,
indicates a looseness of view with respect
to the dignity and importance of Parlia-
ment, and particularly of this House, that
does not commend itself to one.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—While
the remarks made by the hon. member
from Halifax are quite correct, that the
-member of the Government has no more
power ‘here than any independent senator,
it is well understood that the member of

the Government represents the Government
" here, and when he speaks upon a question
of thiz kind he speaks for the Government
as well as for himself. But, apart alto-
gether from that, whether this motion which
was carried in reference to our adjourn-
ment should be considered as a precedent
is another question altogether. The ques-
tion has been raised as to whether there is
any power to call the Senate together other
than through the action of the Government
of the day. If my hon. friend will consult
May and the authorities, he will find that
where he treats of this very question of ad-
journment, the reference is entirely to the
Parliament of Canada and not to any branch
of it. In view of the objection raised I took
the trouble to go over it once or twice .and
came to the conclusion that the objection
taken would be quite correct and proper
if Parliament had adjourned over any par-
ticular timé. Then Parliament- could omnly
be called together before the expiration of
that time by the action of the Governor
General, of course on the advice of his
advisers. But if my hon. friend will read
the authorities carefully-he will find, ac-
cording to my judgment of the interpreta-
tion, that either branch of the legislature
could move an adjournment even with that
clause in it'if it thought proper to do so.
My impression, therefore, is that the con-
stitutional authorities would bear out the
correctness of the position taken by the
Benate. Whether that might be considered
un-British' I am not now discussing, but
the war and other circumstances that
present themselves at the present moment
make the provision for meeting emergencies
particularly applicable to the present time.

Hon. Mr. POWER.

I think my hon. friend, in considering the

‘question, will conclude that this is not an

ordinary time, and that an adjournment for
a fortnight might seriously inconvenience
the Government -in taking proceedings in
case of exigencies that might arise. Hence
my impression is that under the pecu-
liar circumstances of the present time, the
proviso in the amendment was an admirable
one. We can discuss here the question
whether it should be made a precedent or
not, but if circumstances arise similar to
those which existed at the time of the ad-
journment, I think it would be well to make
some provision in order to call this branch
of the legislature at an earlier date than
the period for which it had adjourned, if
the exigencies of the times and the cir-
cumstances should justify it.

Hon, Mr. DANDURAND—Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Be-
cause we can readily understand that events
might occur during an adjournment of a
fortnight that would necessitate the calling
together of this branch of the legislature at
an earlier period in order to deal with any
important question that ~might possibly
arise.

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE—I quite agree with
the hon. gentleman that occasions might
arise necessitating an early call of this
House during the adjournment of the
House, and I think that all facilities should
be given to the Government so that this
House may resume its sittings at any time.
But I agree with the suggestion of the hon,
gentleman from De Lorimier that it would
be proper to appoint a small committee for
the purpose of devising the best means of
achieving the object. As presently ad-
vised I am under.the impression that we
will require to amend one of the rules of
this House, and therefore, I think the sug-
gestion that was made of appointing a com-
mittee is quite proper.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—I see a way out of
the difficulty—which is not a very great
difficulty—that would not necessitate the
issue of anything like this. The Senate is
all-powerful in its vote. The leader comes
before the Senate at any time and says,
“1 would like to have the Senate adjourn
for one, two, three or four weeks.”” During
that time an emergency might arise re-
quiring the Senate to meet, All the Senate
would have to do, in accepting the motion
of the leader of the House for the adjourn-
ment, would be t0o put in this proviso—
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_ “Motion granted subject to an earlier call

by the leader of the House.” No committee
is needed to discuss that. It is the Senate
which delegates its powers for the time
being to the leader of the House. No one
is going to say that the leader of the House,
representing the Government of the day,
is going to act-in a hostile spirit, or lightly,

ir calling the Senate at an earlier date |to

than the adjournment agreed upon. I think
that would cover all conditions. The Senate
simply transfers its power and authority to
the leader of the House for a certain time,
and there would be no difficulty and no

.occasion to raise obstacles in the matter.

ALIEN ENEMIES IN CIVIL SERVICE,
N ETC.

Hon, Mr. CLORAN—Before the Orders of
the Day are proceeded with, on behalf of a
large section of the people of this country,
and some in very high position, I wish to
direct the attention of the "Government to
a coming event in the very near future.
We have had considerable discussion about
German activity in Canada, and possibly
the activity of alien enemies in Government
positions. We hope that such activities

and influence will be wiped out as fast as

possible, On the day of the burning of the
Parliament buildings an employee in the
branch of the post.office in the Union Bank
building, declared his satisfaction with the
destruction of the Parliament -buildinga
That is one case. Then right here in con-
structing this Chamber, I asked the police-
man, “ Are there any Germans’ around?”

"He replied, * Yes, there are four of them,

skilled mechanics.” I was confronted by
the contractor and asked what fault I had
to find. I said I had no fault to find, but
I thought that there were men right here
at the present moment who were Germans,
He said, “They are not German Canadians;
they are German Americans.” That made
it all the worse. The point I want to
direct the Government’s attention to is
this: there is coming from a foreign coun-
try an orchestra of German origin and
largely of German composition. Now, from
high quarters down to low quarters pro-
tests have been entered against the bringing
in of that body of German American musi-
cians. I ask theGovernmentif they will take
steps to prevent anything from scandaliz-
ing the public, that is scandalized by ex-
pressions of opinion in the public press.

The only party that can interfere with this
 intrusion of Germans into Canada is the

Government of the day, the Federal Gov-

ernment through its Secretary of State. We
do not hate the Germans, but we do mot
want to be bothered with their presence in
our midst in the present stress of circum-
stances, that is all. On jbehali of a large
section of the public, if not all those in
high places and official places, I ask the
Government to have this thing put an end

THE NEW SENATE CHAMBER.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—Before the motion
for adjournment is put I desire to ask the
Government leader if he can give us any
idea of the business to.be brought before us
in the near future, 1 understand there are
some alterations to be made in the seating
accommodation of the Chamber, and if there
is not more than the resolution which was
brought up here to-day, and which I under-
stand we are to take up to-morrow, I would
suggest to my hon. friend that possibly he
might give notice that after to-morrow, if
we got through with this resolution, we
should adjourn fo give time to have such
alterations made in the seating of the
Chamber. as may be deemed necessary to
make it more donvenient for members. Pos-
sibly the leader of the Government might
also be able to give us some idea as to what
course the Government intend to pursue
with regard to the housing of Parliament.
Do they propose to make this location in
the museuln permanent for us, or is any
change to be made after the end of this
session?

Hon. Mr. LOUG-HEED—Speaking of the
business before the Senate, we have an
important resolution to discuss to-morrow.
Whether we shall get through with it to-
morrow I cannot say. .My hon. friend
might .think it well to give notice for the
Senate to adjourn to-morrow until Monday
next if he so desired. As to the alterations:
which are to be made in this Chamber, I
might say that they will probably be com-
pleted before to-morrow’s session. ‘Work’
will be started immediately on our adjourn-
ment this afternoon. As to what the policy
of the Government will be in regard to re-
building the Parl¥ament buildings, I cannot
give that information to my hon. friend
at the present time,

Hon. Mr. POWER—There is just one
point in connection with the remark made
by the hon. leader of the Opposition Which-
should be borne in mind. There are four
committees summoned to meet Friday
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afternoon, and I think that any motion for
an adjournment had better come on Friday
so that we shall have our commitees organ-
ized at all events before we adjourn again.

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow
afternoon at three o’clock.

THE SENATE.
Thursday February 10, 1916.

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

Prayers and routine proceedings.

EXTENSION OF THE TERM OF
PARLIAMENT.

ADDRESS TO THE KING.
The Order of the Day being called:

Consideration of the message of the House of
Commons informing the Senate that the House
of Commons has passed an Address to His Most
Excellent Majesty the King, praying that he
may graciously be pleased to give his consent
to submitting a measure to the Parliament of
the United Kingdom to amend certain provi-
sions of the British North America Act, 1867,
in the manner therein set forth; and requesting
that their honours will unite with this House
in the said Address, by filling up the blank
therein with the words “ Senate and.”

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—In asking the
Chamber to consider the message of the
House of Commons which appears upon
the Order Paper may I say that this is a
matter more largely for the Commons than
for the Senate. In making this statement
I do not wish to be understood to imply
anything which would derogate from the
authority which the Senate has to deal
with this message in the same way as it
would be dealt with by the Commons. - It
deals, however, with the question of a gen-
eral cieetion, and therefore is a matter
peculiarly of interest to the Commons. I
need not point out to hon. gentlemen that
the British North America Act provides an
arbitrary term for the life of the Federal
Parliament. In that respect it differs from

the provisions embodied in the Act relat-

ing to the provinces, They have authority
tc deal with their own censtitution so far
as it relates to the term of a general elec-
tion. Of mnecessity we have to appeal to
the Imperial Parliament for legislation to
permit any amendment being made to the
Act so far as it relates to the term of a
general -election.. I need not point out to
hon. gentlemen, particularly those . who
have been for many years engaged in the
Hon. Mr. POWER.

activities of political life in Canada, that
the practice since-Confederation with very
few exceptions has been to dissolve Parlia-
ment before the efluxion of the statutory
period provided by the British North Am-
erica Act. It is therefore not unreasonable
that the present Government, in consider-
ing what its attitude to the electorate should
be, should have a due regard to the prac-
tice followed in the past by previous Gov-
ernments. It of course has been a con-
stitutional usage in Canada that the Gov-
ernment, during its term of office, should
have a mandate from the electorate for
dealing with all the larger questions, par- -
ticularly questions involving public policy,
rather than that they should assume the
responsibility of taking upon themselves
the adoption of a policy which possibly
might not be approved of by the electorate
if submitted at a genera! election. This
usage has been a very salutary one, wiz.:—
that the Government should have a man-
date from the electorate before entering
upon or before committing the country to
any important policy. When the present
Government assumed office in 1911, it was
elected upon a trdde issue, the question of
reciprocity, which was™ clearly defined be-
tween the two political parties. All the
questions which have’ come up from that
time to the present have been both important
and unique in the fact that they cannot be
said .to have yet been pronounced upon by
the electorate at the election of 1911. Ii
was not contemplated by the electorate that
this ‘Government should be called upon to
deal with such serious issues. I need not
point out #o hon. gentlemen that from Con-
federation down to the present time larger
questions ‘have not been dealt with by any
Government in Canada. 1t has happened
that since 1911 a combination arose of very
large and important questions to be dealt
with, Thé peculiar condition of the fin-
ancial world at the time the iGovernment
came into office, and the changed condi-
tions which immediately took place there-
after, necessitated this Government assum-
ing these extraordinary responsibilities,
There was the question, for instance, of
financing the Canadian Northern railway.
The late Government, by its legis-
lation, had declared that it should be
a transcontinental system, but owing -
to the financial depression that took place.
at the particular time to which I allude,
it was necessary for the Government to
come to its financial assistance. There was
also a question of giving further aid to the
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Grand Trunk Pacific, a great national
undertaking which had been entered upon
by the former Government of Canada. The
Government of the day found it mecessary
to assist that company to a very large ex-
tent. There was a further question of tak-
ing over the National Transcontinental
Railway system—a question which had not
been considered by the electorate in 1911;
yet owing to a combination of circumstan-
ces and of adverse financial conditions-
which had arizen in the country, it became
necessary for the present Government' to
enter upon very large obligations and a
committal to a policy upon which public
opinion had not pronounced. In addition
to those questions there was the very much
larger question, that is, the committal -of
this Government to the great struggle
which is now being carried on in Europe
between the Allies with whom we are asso-
ciated, and the central powers of Europe,
and in which we, and the Empire to which
we belong, are vitally interested. Canada
had never at any time in its history con-
templated “being called upon to commit
itself to a policy of such a momentous char-
acter as that involved in this particular
issue. All these questions naturally con-
fronted the Government of the day,* re-
quiring that they should take a pronounced
attitude in committing the country to the
policy which' they found it necessary to
adopt. Therefore, it was not at. all sur-
prising that the question arose of appeal-
ing to the country, and having the elector-
ate pronounce upon the course which the
Government of the day should adopt upon
those very large and important questions.
The Government naturally had to consider
these great questions; and particularly
in view of the fact that a Redistribution
Bill had been passed some three sessions.
ago. Heretofore it has been the practice
—I am subject to correction—to dis-
solve Parliament as quickly as possible
_after the passage of a Redistribution Bill.
The principle involved was one which al-
ways warranted a dissolution of Parlia-
ment, more particularly as the last Redis-
tribution Bill made provision for a
great many additional seats in the
representation of the West, as well as am-
ending very considerably the representation
of other portions of Canada. As I say, all
those questions combined warranted the
" Government in giving serious consideration
to the question.of a dissolution of Parlia-
ment. A very large section of the electorate
pressed upon the Government the desira-

bility of taking this step, pointed out the
constitutional usage which- from Confedera-
tion down to the present time had always
been adopted under such conditions, and
that the Government would be fully war-
ranted 'in dissolving Parliament notwith-
standing the unfortunate conditions “in
respect of the war which had arisen in the
meantime. On the other hand, there was
an equally important section of ‘the coun-
try totially opposed to the dissolution of Par-
liament and a general- election, by which
the attention of the public of Canada
would be diverted from concentrating
all its energies on aiding the Allies in
carrying on the war. I need not enlarge
upon -the momentous struggle upon which
we have entered, a struggle greater than
has ever taken place in history, involving
greater questions, questions in which -
civilization is more deeply concerned, than
were ever involved in any struggle. Canada
is not only committed to the Empire to~
which we belong, but is committed to the
Allies to concentrate all its attention - in
giving the greatest possible assistance to
make this struggle successful, so that the
issue may not be left in doubt. And no
more commendable attitude could be taken
by any section of the public in Canada
than impressing upon the Government of
the day the desirability of abandoning all
idea of precipitating a general election at
such a critical time in the history of this
country, and of devoting all its resources
to the carrying on of the great conflict in
which we are engaged. The Government of
the day has given attention to those repre-
sentations. It did hesitate, and I think
properly hesitated, to bring on a general
election at a time when we were so deeply
interested in the war which is now being
waged. It therefore was but logical that
the Government, under those conditions,
should say to Parliament, let the respon-
sibility be upon the representatives of the
people as to what should be done under the
conflicting conditions which have been
pointed out. We therefore have come down
to the representatives of the _people, in
deference to what we consider the expres-
sion of public sentiment on this great
question, and asked for an extension of the
term of Parliament. We submit the matier
to the representatives of the entire
electorate, ‘irrespective of the political
shades qf party or of opinions which go.to-
make up Parliament—recognizing that the
question is . a great - national  one. - It

transcends party interests, party feelings,:
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party sentiment or any advantages which
might be gained ‘by any course which may
be followed by a dissolution of Parliament
at the present time. The duty and the
responmblhty are, therefore, upon Parlia-
ment of saying what should be done under
the extraordinary conditions which to-day
we are facing. I need not say to you, hon.
gentlemen, that the Government - has not
brought this resolution down in any sense
as a suppliant. We do not ask you to adopt
it or to reject it. We simply say to Parlia-
ment, “The responsibility is entirely upon
you, the representatives of the people, irres-
pective of political differences, and it is for
Parliament to make its pronouncement upon
this very important subject.”” This being
the case, I think hon. gentlemen will agree
with me that it is most desirable to
divest this measure of all political feeling
or of all political meaning, to treat it
entirely as a great national question. I am
Batisfied from the way in which it has been
dealt with in the House of Commons, that
this «Chamber  will so regard it.
I, therefore, have . very great pleasure
in submitting for your consideration the
message which has come from the House of
Commons, and ask you to join with -the
House of Commons in the adoption of the
resolution which appears upon our minutes.
1 move, seconded by the Hon. Sir Mackenzie
Bowell: »

~ That the Senate unite with the House of Com-
mons in the said Address by inserting in the
blank space therein the words *“Senate and,”

and that the Speaker do sign the said Address
on behalf of the Senate.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—I have listened with
considerable interest to the remarks of the
leader of the Government in submitting this
resolution to the House. One portion of
the hon. gentleman’s argument was ad-
dressed to giving reasons why the Govern-
ment would be justified in appealing to the
people on account of the condition of the
country. For a few minutes I might take
a little exception to some qf the remarks
that he has made on that pomt He speaks
as if the country was not committed to the
question “of the building of the National
Transcontinental railway, and the operating
of that road in the year 1911, when the
Government assumed office.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I quife admitted
that the Government was committed to it.
‘What I said was this, that the financial con-
ditions of the country had changed to such

an extent that it became incumbent upon

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

this Government to implement the contract
which had been entered into by the former
Government, and to give further assistance,
and not only to give further assistance, but,
in- the meantime, to take over the National
Transcontinental Railway system.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—I thank my hon.
friend for the correction. I am afraid I
misunderstood just the way in which he
put the matter. The country, of course,
was committed to that policy, and the
matter had to be dealt with. In
the matter of the Canadian Northern,
the late Government was mnot respomsible
for making that railway a transcontinental
line, AH that the late Govermmenit did with
regard to that was to grant subsidies as far
west as the western boundary of Alberta,
but it absolutely refused to have anything to
do with the building of the Canadian
Northern railway in British Columbia. The
original start of that railway going into
British Columbia was due to the action of
the Government of that province, and it
was not until after 1911 that that company
came down here for the purpose of getting
assistance from ,this Parliament.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Will my hon.
friend pardon me if I say that the legisla-
tion of the late Government set forth that
itswas desirable that that road should be
constructed through to the Pacific coast?
Is my hon. friend not aware of that? He
will find that in the Act to which I refer.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—I was dealing with
the question of the monetary -assistance
given to that company. The hom. gentle-
man dealt, of course, with the great ques-
tion which is on the hands of the Govern-
ment to-day in reference to the country
doing its duty with the war now in pro-
gress. - I think everybody agrees with the
palicy the Government adopted in this
matter. When they decided, in the first
instance, to take their stand on the side
of Great Britain as they did—and we all
commend them very Highly for the way
they behaved at that time—it might have
been reasonable for them to have appealed
to the people for a confirmation of the
stand they had taken. At the same time, I
think vhe country is so strongly behind
them in that matter that no question of an
election would come up after the first shock
of the tremendous responsibility to which
we are committed had passed through the
minds of the people. The resolution we
are asked to consider to-day deals with ap




FEBRUARY 10, 1916 L==BT

important section of our constitation. The
clause of  the British North Amerca Act
which they ask us to amend in a tem-
porary way reads:

Every House of Commons shall continue for
five years from the date of the return of the
writs for choosing the House, subject ‘to be
sooner dissolved by the Governor General, and
no longer. )

That clause gives to the people of the
country an opportunity of expressing, at
any rate at the end of five years, their opin-
ion of the policy of the Government in
conducting the affairs of the country, and
the ‘Fathers of Confederation at the time
they were discussing this question were
very strong in watching and safeguarding
the interests of the people in that way.
It is a most important article of the
constitution, and one that we should deal
with very gingerly, and with very great
consideration before taking a step of this
kind. If it were mot for the tremendous
responsibilities we have accepted in doing
our part in defence not only of the Empire,
but of civilization, L do. not think e step
of this kind would be justifiable in aeny
way, but inasmuch as this resolution asks
that the life of this Parliament should be
extended one year from October mext—
that is 20 months from the present time—
it will be received by the people with a
feeling of thankfulness that for that period
at any rate, no election may be brought®
on in this country and that they camn bend
all their energies, powers and attention to
assisting the Allies in the prosecution of
the war in which we are now engaged. Of
course the same view has mot been taken
by other Governments in other parts of the
British Empire. Since the war began the
Governments of New Zealand and Awustralia
have held elections, but those elections
were held very shortly after the. announce-
ment of their decision to fight the battles
of the Empire. As I tried to make clear
just now, if the Government of Canada had
decided to dissolve Parliament at that
time, they would have been justified in
doing so, but as this war has extended in
such an enormous degree, having spread
from the countries which were originally
drawn into it, to practically the whole of
the civilized world, the Government is
quite right in making this proposition to
Parliament and placing the country in ‘a
position that they may realize that they
will not be called upon to discuss the ques-

" tions which always arise at an election, for
o A

.

a period at any rate, of twenty months.
The Government of course will be respon-
sible for carrying on the affairs of this
country for a longer period than usual,
and the people will look to them to con-
duct the business of the country in a states-
manlike manner and without favouring one
party more than another. Their attention
had been called to certain matters with
regard to the expenditure of large sums
of money owing to the demands made by
the war, and -the people will look to them
to see that that money is spent in the most
economical and judicious possible way- to
bring the conflict to a successful issue
within no very great distance of time. I
trust that it will mot be necessary to bring
down any further resolution of this kind
at a later date, but that the record will
show that this resolution was brought
down on account of the extraordinary and
peculiar circumstances under which we
are placed.

Hon. Mr. DAVID—There is only one

opinion as to the necessity of doing evary-
thing possible in order to-relp the Empire
in the great struggle which is being carried
on. I may say without exaggeration that
there is cnly one sentiment on that ques-
tion. It is true that there are a few excep-
tions, but very few, and perhaps we attach
too much importance to them. As fo the
prolongation of the life of Parliament there
may, be, and there are differences of opin-
ion. I am not ready to say that the mem-
bers of this House, whether individually or
collectively, should oppose the prolongation
or extension of the term of this Parliament,
but I wish to formulate or sum up in a
few words the objections which can be
made against the proposed extension. In
order. to satisfy my conscience and .judg-
ment- and in order to be able to say later
on, perhaps, what I think would be pro-
per and in order to afford the hon. leader
an opportunity to meet those objections.
The objections are:
. 1. There is no doubt that any extension
of the term of Parliament is a derogation
from our constitution, a violation of the
letter and of the spirit of the Federal Act
and the best proof that'it is so, is the ne-
cessity of applying to the Imperial Parlia-
ment in order to make it legal.

2. The intervention of the Imperial Par-

liament is a -dangerous precedent which-

may be used.and abused for party purposes
-and which should be justified by the gravest
circumstances and reasons, and it must be

e P
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sure that the .object sought for will be
attained. ¢

3. The uncertainty concerning the cessa-
tion -of hostilities makes it difficult, if not
impossible, to fix a date for the expiry of
that extension.

4. One year is mentioned, because it is
supposed that the war will then be over.
‘But if it should not ‘then have ceased, it is
intended, I suppose, to renew the applica-
tion to the Imperial Government for an-
other year, and even more. It is within
the range of possibilities that this war
may be followed by-another, if not general,
at least partial, in which England will be
engaged, and it may take several years
before a definite treaty of peace is con-
cluded. )

5. It cannot be said that elections would
interfere seriously with the conduct of the
war, and, anyhow, if the elections take
place within the delay of one year asked
for, the conditions may be worse than they
are now, and what then about the practical
effect of the extension of term asked for,
what will become of the reasons given for
resorting to such an extraordinary mea-
sure?

6. Our constitution entitles the people of
this country to pass judgment every five
years upon the deeds of its representatives.
The prolongation of the term of Parliament |
will deprive them of that right.

, 7. That prolongation will continue to de--

prive the different provinces of Canada’ of
the representation to which they are entitled
in virtue of the last census, and of the law
passed to give effect to that census and if
ever there was a time when they should be
fully represented, it is now. It cannot be
denied that this abnormal state of affairs
is contrary to the constitution and cannot
be continued without jeopardizing the con-
stitution and the rights of the people be-
cause some members of the Government and
of the House have been elected to oppose
the war policy of the Government. It is
a matter of surprise to me that the great
provinces of the West, which are so jealous
of their rights, do not assert themselves-in

a more forcible way, because generally.

those great provinces do not hesitate to say
what they think in the mterests of the
people.

Not only in the House of Commons, but
even in the Government, the people -of
Canada are not represented in accordance
with the letter and the spirit of the constitu-
tion, and the sooner an end is put to such
an irregular situation the better it will be.

Hon. Mr. DAVID.

Notwithstanding the above objections if I
decide to vote in favour of the Tresolution,
it will be because of the unanimous vote of
the House of Commons, of the expression
of public opinion and on the express condi-
tion that the delay or ticket of leave asked
for is for one year and not more. When
a ticket of leave is granted to a prisoner it
is on the condition that he will behave
well. I hope the Government will act ac-

cordipgly.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—I quite agree with the
resolution placed on the table of the House
by the hon. leader. I think it expresses
public opinion in this country from one
end to the other. I presume the Govern-
ment is not averse to taking another year.
When a man has a law-suit and is not
confident of success, he is always willing
to have it postponed for a year; therefore
the Government is quite willing to accept
an extension of time. I might say that the
province from which I come, and all the
western provinces, have more to lose by
this proposition than any of the eastern
| provinces, -because -we .would be entitled, if
a general election were held at the presnt
time, to an increase of 27 members in the
House of Commons. There are issues in.
regard to trade matters that we would like
to see disposed of, but there is a spirit of
patriotism all over the country, and when
we consider that we have placed about
250,000 or more soldiers under arms, and
furnished them with supplies, it goes to
show that the people have taken the war
in earnest. The people of Alberta have not
waved the flag as much as the people in
the eastern provinces, but when it comes
to placing' men in the field to fight the
battles of the Empire, Alberta comes first
and Saskatchewan second. We are quite
willing the extension of the term: of Par-
liament should be granted, but I should
like to give the Government a little advice,
and I hope my hon. friend will convey it
to his ‘friends—it is this, that the Govern-
ment, who do not want to plunge the
country into an election, should under-
stand that the people out West, though
deeply interested in free wheat and trade
conditions, are willing to waive all that
for the purpose of assisting in prosecuting
this war to a successful issue. At the same
time, their eyes are-open and their ears
are_mot- closed,--and they understand the
way things are being conducted politically;
the -people; -not ‘only ‘of one party but of

both, are taking stock of that, and I think
=LA : : 2
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it is pretty nearly time that the objection-
able methods of the Militia Department
should be put an end to. You will find a
line of people at the department looking
for patronage. Those people are patriots,
but they would like to make 400 per cent
profit on the manufacture of war munitions.
I think the Government should do some-
thing to curtail the profits. This is a war
of men, munitions and money, and every
dollar that we can save to the Empire in
this country at the present time may be
of assistance a little later on, because it is
the last dollar that is going to win the war.
There is no question about that. Why
should we charge the Mother Country large
amounts for munitions? They are being
heavily taxed in England, and why should
we charge them $5 for a shell-which only
cost $3 to manufacture.

Hon. Mr. DOMVILLE—How would our
manufacturers live?

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—It is the impression of
many people that the men manufacturing
shells and uniforms are making exorbitant
profits, and I think the Government should
take some step to see that contractors re-
ceive a legitimate return only. The depart-
ment should endeavour to make the money
go as far as possible. My hon. friend says
we may have to grant another extension. I
think we will. “ The present conflict is like
the Civil War between the North and South.
The North was not prepared at the out-
break of war and the South was. It took
the North two years to get an army organ-
ized, and it took four years to carry
the war to a successful conclusion,
but they succeeded. It may take us
four years, but we are going to win.
But at the same time it will require money
and men, and therefore whatever momey
we are going to spend, I would suggest to
my hon. friend that he and his friends,
the members of the Government, should
see to it that every dollar is properly ex-
pended. Another very important question
that will come up after the war is over
will be what we are going to do with all
those men who are now under arms. We
will require a few of 'those dollars in our
pockets when the: war is over and a lot
of those men will be coming back who will
have to be looked after and placed in a
position to earn a living for themselves and
their families. That is something which
will have to be worked out by the Govern-
ment, and I hope they will take it into

serious consideration. At the same time
I would suggest that there should be less
politics in the conduct of public affairs.
I hope now we have got fo the end of it.
Under ordinary conditions the two poli-
tical parties would have had to fight their
issues on the hustings, but now -we have
gof rid of that, and my hon. friends should,
therefore, drop all politics. It does not
matter what a man’s politics are, if he is
willing to tender at more reasonable figures
than his neighbour he should get a con-
tract. But that has mot been the experi-
ence thus far, and I speak from knowledge
of these matters. Young fellows have been
taken in as lieutenants and captains, and
this, that and the other thing, through

political pull, who are not fit to lead men

in the field, and I understand that they
never go to the field. That sort of thing
ought to be stopped—lieutenants, chap-
lains, colonels, and all the rest of it—and
political pull should be cut out entirely.
In the selection of officers, in the selection
of physicians, in the selection of every
officer, and the giving of contracts for
everything next year, I hope the Govern-
ment will drop politics entirely so that we
can get the best possible return for our
dollars, because we will need every dollar
in this country until this war is over, and
we cannot afford to fatten a lot of people
at the expense of the country at large.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—I rise to point out
the serious condition of things caused by
the granting of this extension of time. I
am one of ihose who have pleaded. not
only here but in the public press and else-
where, for an extension. My view was
that the Government should not be given
an indefinite time to exist. The Govern-
ment was first seeking a two years' exten-
sion, equal to three years after the war is
over. I am glad to see that the views I
put forth at that time in the press have
prevailed, and that the Goverhment came
40 see that it would be too much of a good
thing to grant. It was much more than
the great English Parliament, not the
political party in power only, but the com-
bined forces of the Empire, asked for itself
as far as the life of Parliament is con-
cerned. The extension of the term of the
British Parliament was granted not at the
demand of a party Government, but at the
request of a coalition Government, and
Parliament said to the coalition Govern-
‘ment representing all shades of public
opinion and all interests, “ You will not
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get a year; you will get six or eight
months, just time to carry on or do the
work of one session.” Now, there is the
all-powerful Parliament to whom we are
going to appeal to grant this measure.
What will they say on the floor
of the House of Commons, in Westminster?
When they find' the Canadian Parliament
granting, through a moribund Opposition,
to a dying Government, in the last days
of its existence, an unconditional exten-
sion of time, without safeguard for the
public interest, without safeguards for
party interest, they will simply stand
amazed and say, ‘“ What kind of people
are they in Canada? Have they been scared
out of their wits?”” I claim that here
‘Parliament should dictate the terms under
which this extension is to be granted. We
will all vote for the extension, but it is up
to the Liberal party of the Dominion of
Canada to say to the ‘Government what
should and should not be done during that
extension. What do I mean by that?
The Government should have power
to run the routine affairs of the Ad-
ministration, the ordinary everyday events
of administration; but that is all they
should be granted. Under this message
should they be granted the power during
that extension of time, which is to be one
full year, they will then have another year
 after that, remember. They have an ex-
tension of one year to hold the session .of
Parliament, and ‘when that year is up they
need not hold an election until the end of
the next year. Has anybody thought of
that? We are actually granting them an
extension of two years. This Bill does not
say that at ‘the end of a year an election
should be held. It simply says that the
Government should maintain power to run
the affairs of the country until October,
1917. The House then is dissolved, but
there is no power on earth that can force
that Government to go to the country in
30 days or 60 days. The Government under
the comstitution will then, after the disso-
lution of Parliament, have a right to fix the
date of an election, which may be six
months after dissolution, or nine months,
ten months, or eleven months, So we are
practically granting this Government—a
moribund Government—an unconditional
surrender of the people’s rights. Now, dur-
ing that year or two years extension—that
year of legal extension and the other one
which naturally comes to them under the
constitution, because there is no provision
in this message as to when the election

Hon. Mr. CLORAN,

should be held—many of us on the floor of
this House will not be here; there will be
vacancies. Will the party in power at that
time have the right %o ‘fill the Senate
Chamber with fits nominees? Where is the
protection for ‘the great-Liberal sentiment
of this country under this message? And
there is not the siightest doubt that our
good friends the Conservatives will take
every advantage of this extension, and if
the war goes on for a year or two
years more—and it may go on for three or
four, for we have had before a thirty year’s
war, a five year’s war, a seven year’s war—
why, there will be very few of us left, and
this Government will have power to fill
this Chamber with dits supporters, and
there will be no reflection of public opinion
from the Liberal standpoint. I say the
thing should not be ‘tolerated; and I hold
that if we have any friends on the floor
in the House of Commons in England when
this Bill comes before them for considera-
tion and this matter is pointed out to the
British authorities, that the British House,
irrespective of party, will put in the Bill
a proviso whereby all the rights of the
Liberal party will be safeguarded and pro-
tected. I have mot the slightest doubt of
it; they have done it before; they have
changed messages that have been sent over
to the Imperial House for approval or
adoption. I hold and I state that if the
Liberal party want to protect them-
selves it is too late mow to do it
here, but they can still do it on
the floor of the British House of Commons;
and then the present Government will have
no excuse to go to the country and say,
“Oh, the Grits, the Liberals, forced an
election; they would not grant us an ex-
tension unless under certain conditions
that we would not accept and therefore we
come before you.” The leader of the Oppo-
sition in the House of Commons distinctly
told the leader of the Government and the
House of Commons that he would not be a
party to such a scheme; that he would not-
he a party to give the Government a chance
to go to the country and say, “ Oh, the dis-
loyal Grits would not give us an extension
and they have forced us to the country.”
I go one step further and say that notwith-
standing all those dangers which I have
pointed out to this House and to the coun-
try I shall vote for the extension, but in
the hope that we will have some voice on
the floor of the House which will safeguard
the interests that we are forced to neglect
and cast aside under these adverse circum-
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stances. I hope there will be some voice
there that will take up the cause of the
Liberal people of this country, and then
the Conservative party will not have the
power or the right to go to the country and
say, ‘““Oh, these disloyal Grits, these Lib-
erals, have forced us to the country.” That
cry will be taken from-them. Under these
conditions and circumstances I say it is
*hard for a man who believes in democratic
rule, who believes that all power of admin-
istration and all power of nomination spring
from the people, to give up that principle
and cast it aside; and I here endorse the
sentiment expressed by the hon. leader of
the Opposition in this House when he
hoped that the Government would not deal
unfairly or harshly when they got this ex-
tension of power, with interests that are not
theirs. I endorse that sentiment, and I
would add that there is no use of asking
anything, but I point out to the country
that there was a voice in this Senate that
.was prepared and able to tell the Govern-
ment that they must not abuse the power
that will be entrusted to them for the next
twelve mpnths or two years.

Hon. Mr. LEGRIS—May I ask the leader
of this House if he sees objection to having
this debate adjourned?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I would say to
my hon. friend that I think the House de-
sires to dispose of it at once.

Several hon. GENTLEMEN—Yes; sure.

Hon. Mr. LEGRIS: (in French) Not being.

familiar with the English language, and hav-
ing no desire to weary the members of the
House, I wish to express my views on this
question in my maternal tongue.

Now, hon. gentlemen, the present situa-
tion of the members of the House is a
very difficult and delicate one, since both
leaders have shaken hands and approved of
the resolution which is at present before the
Senate. During the time I have been a
member of this House. I have always un-
derstood and still understand that a senator
must be above political partyism in order
to keep perfectly independent. and not fear
to express his views, even if they do not
coincide with those of the party leaders.
Here I must say, that I would have very
much preferred making these positive state-
ments at the time of the previous debate on
~ this address. But, gentlemen, you all know

that this debate closed abruptly to the
great surprise of all. Then, I would have
desired to express my fears on the policy

that the Government, in my humble opinion,
pushed to the extreme, the policy of in-
creasing the troops to 500,000 men for active
service. Through the enthusiasm of the
people constantly fired by most newspapers,
it is perhaps comparatively easy for the
Government and the House to borrow
fabulous sums of money that our participa-
tion- in the present war forces us to spend.
It is well understood that the press is easily
influenced and advocate the increasing of
our present forces and I am very willing to
admit that a great number of them who urge
constantly a greater and more effective in-
tervention in this great war speak in good
faith. But, on the other hand, we must not
forget that a considerable number, perhaps
those who clamour more loudly, are they
who benefited by reaping large profits on
account of the actual war. The Government
does not want, as it ‘has said, to hold an
election during the war, and for that reason
it wishes to prolong the existence of the
present Parliament. The principle seems
dangerous to me. If the war is not over
next year, the same demand will be repeat-
ed, and how could you refuse its request?
The longer term of Parliament incurs con-
siderable dangers for the minorities. It will
also require this House to approve the extra-
ordinary policy which the Government has
followed these past few years. The public
says: “No election during the war”. Have
not Australia and New Zealand held an
election since the war began? Did not many
of the provinces of Canada hold their elec-
tions during this war? I, personally, can-
not let this occasion pass without drawing
the attention’ of the Government to the
dreadful financial position in which we now
are,—a position that grows graver day by
day as long as the war continues. I consider
our part in the actual war costs us more
proportionately than it does our allies.
Here, we pay our soldiers $1.10 per day; in
England they pay a  shilling, in
France less and in Russia still less.
Besides the cost of the transportation of
troops, we will ‘have to pay in all probability
part of the cost of munitions. We are the
people of a young country that has no capi-
tal of which it may dispose, but, on the
contrary, has always existed on loans raised
to carry out public enterprises. I am very
much afraid that the prediction of the
Attorney General: ‘“ Run ‘the-country into
bankruptey if need be ”’ will be realized.
All that has been done without consulting
public opinion. It is all very well to say,
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as has been repeated this afternoon—that
the people approve of what the Govern-
ment has done since the war began; but
where are the proofs of this assertion? The
situation is so serious that the Government
should have gone to the country rather
than prolong its term of office. It cannot
ignore the fact that they have held power
since 1911 owing to the treason of twenty-
two or twenty-three of its members
who were returned in their respective
constituencies by promising their electors
to support a policy altogether different from
the one advocated before they were elected.
1 am very much afraid the time is not far
distant when the people will realize that
they have teo shoulder a burden heavier
than they can bear. Considering all these
circumstances 1 believe the Government
should have submitted its policy to the elec-
tors of the country instead of having the
House extend its term of power.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at
3 o’clock p.m.

THE SENATE.
Friday, February 11, 1916.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings,

THE SENATE DEBATES.

SECOND REPORT OF THE CO)I'I\IITTEE
PRESENTED.

Hon. Mr. FARRELL, from the Commit-
tee on Debates and Reporting, presented
the following as their second report:

1. That the contract with the reporters shall
not be renewed without such modification as
the Senate may adopt of advantage to the
House.

2. That the manuscripts in typewritten form
of the speeches delivered in the Senate be
handed by the reporters to the members mak-
ing the speeches for revision before forwarding
to the Printing Bureau, such revision to be
returned to the printers within three hours.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—That ‘means that the
remarks made deliberately by a riember of
this House can be revised before being
sent to the printer. To that I object.

The SPEAKER—The motion is ‘to take
the report into consideration on Tueaday,
February 22.

Motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. LEGRIS.

AN ADJOURNMENT.

Hon. Mr, LAVERGNE—I move, seconded
by the hon. gentleman from Belleville,
(Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell) that when the
Senate adjourns to-day it do stand ad-
journed until Tuesday, February 22, at
eight o’clock in the evening.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I suggest to my
hon. friend, in order that the matter may
be discussed in its entirety, that we add
to the motion the rider that we attached to
the motion for the previous ad)ourn,ment
which reads as follows:

Unless senators are o:herwise advised by the
Clerk of the Senate by telegram on the advice

of the leader of the Senate of an earlier sitting
of the Senate.

Hon, Mr. WATSON—I think we should
not adopt 'this motion without an ex-
pression of opinion from " the House.
So far as the proposed rider is
concerned, I shall vote against it if I.
vote alone. ‘We should not be called by
telegram. We should be called in the regu-
lar way and assemhled here. The Govern-
ment of theeday might take this House by
surprise. Their friends could be notified
that they were going to be here on a certain
day, and members of the Opposition might
be so far away that they could not possibly
get here. I think when we adjourn we
should adjourn until a certain date, and
if we cannot adjourn in that way, then
keep the House in session. I decidedly
object to the rider suggested by the hon,
leader of the Huoee.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—I must again object to
any private member moving an adjousn-
ment. I have stated before, and 1 state
again, that the only senator who should
move an adjournment of the House is the
hon, leader, who has a knowledge of all
legislation to come before us, and he should
take the responsibility. T must vote azainst
the resolution.

The SPEAKER—-The question is on the
amendment proposed by the hon. leader
of the House.

The House divided on the amendment,
which was lost on the following division:
Contents 18;

The SPEAKER—The question is
main motion.

non-contents 21.

on the

The motion was lost on a division.
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Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I desire to say
that unless the House 'can see its way to
accept the amendment that I have pro-
posed, I do not think the adjournment'
should take place.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—When this ques-
tion was brought up by the hon. gentle-
man from De Lorimier, I understood that
the hon. leader of the Government was pre-
pared at that time to suggest a committee
for the purpose of dealing with this ques-
tion, to see if it could mnot be made more
acceptable to the House. I expected that
my hon. friend would have taken some
steps in the matter before a motion of that
kind was ‘submitted to the House.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—It was not iny
suggestion. Hon. gentlemen will remember
immediately previous to the last adjourn-
ment I suggested, in fact I said, that in
consenting to any future adjournment for
any considerable length of time I wiould
move as a rider ithe clause which I have
just read. The House assented to that.
It seemed to receive the unquestioned ap-
proval of the House, and why hon. gentle-
men should objeet now I fail to under-
stand. The Government in consenting to
an adjournment has no intention of calling
the Senate together for the purpose of
taking any undue advantage of the Opposi-
tion. As I pointed out on the occasion ‘to
which I have referred, the intention of the
rider is that should any unlooked for con-
tingency arise, any exigency in national
affairs which would render it mecessary to
call the Senate together at an earlier date
than the time mentioned in the motion, it
should be done. 1 also pointed out at that
time that when it was suggested on pre-
vious occasions that we should have a
lengthy adjournment, it mecessitated my
discussing the matter with the Government
as to whether it was safe to adjourn for
the proposed length of time. The objection
was dnvariably raised that fthe Govern-
ment could mot say what public business
in the meantime imight arise. The Gov-
erninent cannot see what may arise in the
nature of public business during such a
period, and particularly at this time when
there is a very disturbed condition of af-
fairs throughout the world, and therefore
this rider was added. I intimated that I
should move it in connection with ‘any
future motion to adjourn. I have done so
purely with that object in view. If hon.

gentlemen see their way to accept this and

to amend the motion made by my hon.
friend, I am prepared to support it. Now,
in regard to the question which the hon.
gentleman from Prince Albert asks, as to
whether Tam in favour of an adjournment,
all I can say is that I am unaware of any
public business that will suffer during the
next week; at the same time I amn oppesed
to any adjournment unless the right iz
given to call the senators back in case of
anything extraordinary occurring.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—When I came into
this House I was under the impression that
I was not under the control of the Gov-
ernment or any person else, and I do not
know that I feel like being telegraphed to
by the Government to meet here or ‘to go
there or anything else. This is an inde-
pendent” body, independent of the Govern-
ment as I understand it; that is why I am
opposed to ‘the amendment.

Hon. Mr. McHUGH—T oppose the amend-
ment because the motion has been made by
a private member of this House. I would
vote for leaving the matter in the hands
of the leader of the House. If he feels that
he could give an adjournment, with the
right, if mecessary, to call us back, Iwould
have the proposed rider incorporated in his
miotion; but I do mot feel like having a
private member submitting a motion to ‘ad-
journ, with an amendment of this sort
added to it. The matter should be in the
hands of the leader of the House.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—I do not see any
serious objection to the rider. I would
object to giving any member of this House,
even the leader, the right to call us for
the opening of the session, but when Par-
liament is convened we are supposeld #o
be here continuously during the session.
The rider confers no privilege; it imeans
hardly enore ‘than ringing the bell and
calling the imembers, for we are supposed
to be here while the session lasts. 1If some
hon. gentlemen desire to take the proposed
holiday, I think that the privilege should
be subject to being recalled at any time in
case of a serious emiergency arising. There-
fore, I see nothing subversive of our rights,
or antagonistic to them, in authorizing ‘the
leader of the House, in these times of war
when martial law exists over almost all the
world, to do what each and all of us would
love and desire to have done—to be called
here speedily so that the business of the
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country should not suffer by our being
momentarily absent.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL—I voted against the
amended resolution because I am opposed
to the main motion as well. I do mot think
that this Senate ought to be eternally ad-
journing. If there is business I think we
should stay here and do it. An adjourn-
ment for a week will only allow a certain
rumber of senators to get home anyway;

" I suppose the majority will have to stay
hhere whether we adjourn for a week or
aot. I do not see any hardship, supposing
there is no work to do, in coming here at
three o’clock every day, opening the Senate
and transacting any business that is ready
to be done.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—To say the prayers.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL—And to adjourn unitil
the following day. I think that 1f the
nrain ‘motion is to be carried it should only
be with the addition of the zider, -under
the circumstances in which we find our-
selves wat the present time. The statement
that the leader of the Govermment made
here to-day is a very reasonable ome in-
deed. The Government are not able to fore-
see what may happen in a week’s time or
even less, and an emergency might possibly
arise necessitating the meeting of the Sen-
ate: I voted against the motion mot be-
cause it was amended, but because I was
against the proposition entirely.

Hon. 'Mr. DOUGLAS—I patiently waited
through the last vacation, remaining
with my friends in this city to attend
to any work that required to be done.
If nothing was to be dome, that was no bus-
iness of ynine; I am paid for my time, and
my time is the propenty of ‘the country,
and it is the right of the leader of the
House to call me at any hour to take imto
consideration important questions, and
more especially under the circumstances
in which we find ourselves to-day. ‘There
is no reasonahle ground to suppose that ithe
leader of the House is going to infringe on
any of the standing rules of the House. It
during the adjournment something of a
serious *character should arise and we
should be here ready to deal with the
emergency, it would be his duty to call
the House together. Since the opening of
the session I put in two weeks’ holidays
and have attended here getting my madl
and disposing of anything I could do, al-
though there was mot very much to be

Hon. Mr. POIRIER.

done; but there may be wmore to be done
during another wvacation. I am quite sat-
isfied t9 leave the -matter in the hamnds of
Mthe leader of the House. If he should find
it necessary to recall the House it would be
a prudent thing om the part of ‘the leader
of the House, at its first meeting, to ex-
plain why he departed from ‘the rule, ieav-
ing it to the judgment of the House 'to
settle the matter. I amsure this House would
be glad to support him in anything reasomn-
able, fair amd right. That is why I do
not wish to vote for motions offered by
private members under such circumstances.
The leadership of the House for the time
being rests upon ay hon. friend; of whom
we are justly proud, and mot often do we
have occasion to find fault with him. We
should trust to his good judgment to call
the House together if he sees fit during any
vacation which we may take; but the House
should be considered in those vacations,
and I do not think that the multiplication
of these repeated short holidays is for the
good of the counitry or for the good of the
‘House, or for anybody else.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—I endorse the posi-
tion taken by the hon. semator from Port-
uge la Prairie (Hon. Mr. Watson). He has
opened ‘my eyes, and I ‘think the eyes of
a good many, to the fact that it would be
dangerous to leave in the hands of any
person—the leader of the Government, the
leader of the Senate, or any member of ithe
Senate, or Clerk of the Senate—the power
to call this House together under emy ciz-
cumstances. Why do I take that stand at
present? It is this. The Senate moves an
adjournment of two or three weeks. We
have ‘four senators from Prince Edward
Island, eight or ten from Nova Scotia, ten
from New Brunswick, four from:. British
Columbia and the Yukon and the far away
provinces of Saskatchewan amnd Alberta,
all far away provinces. I do not mention
Manitoba, becausc it appears to-day to be
the centre of the universe. On an adjourn-
ment of two or three weeks those semators
all go home. When the Prince Edward
Island senators get home they lare en-
cased in ice and cannot get back.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—In cold storage.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—They are in cold
storage. In British Columbia and the
Yukon they are practically in the same -
position. From Saskatchewan and Alberta

they have a long way to travel, and it
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takes them three or four or five days to
get down here. Now, what happens? We
will say the Senate has adjourned for three
weeks; la crisis arises in parliamentary
affairs necessitating the immediate calling
of the Senate. What is going to happen?
The leader of the Government instructs
the clerk to wire the members from Prince
Edward Island, Nova Scotia, New Bruns-
wick, Alberta, Saskatchewan, British Col-
vmbia, the Yukon, to be on hand in 48 or
24 hours. Now, that is a matter of physical
impossibility. The result will be that if
the Senate is called by telegram to be pre-
sent within 48 hours or three days these
members cannot be here, for it takes five
days if not more of travel from Prince
Edward Island here, two or three days from
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, five or
six days from Victoria, British Columbia
and the Yukon. As the hon. senator from
Portage la Prairie says, that would be
taking an unfair advantage of the mem-
bers of this House. The position taken by
the hon. member is based on justice to the
members of this House and to the people.
Canada is too vast for our members to be
called together on a telegram, and as the
hon, member from Portage la Prairie said,
a snap verdict might be obtained owing to
the absence of those senators from far dis-
tant provinces. Hence I think the position
taken by him is a logical one which I hope
will be maintained as long as we are in
the majority; but I fear that if the Govern-
ment is allowed to have its way, we will
not be in the majority very long.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Thank
the Lord.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—It'is up to the Lib-
eral party in this House and the House of
Commons to see that that game is not
worked too far; and I hold with several
members here, that when an adjournment
is moved it should be by the leader oi
the House, who ought to know and does
know what business is coming here; and
the only business that can come here. apart
from Private Bills and other Bills of
minor importance, is business from the
House of Commons, so I think the hon.
leader of the Government ought to be in
a position to decide whether an adjourn-
ment is necessary, and not require the rider
that he proposes.

Hon. Mr. EDWARDS—It seems to me
that this is a tempest in a teapot. The old
practice used to be that the leader of the
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Government took the responsibility of mov-
ing adjournments. I have always been
opposed, and am still opposed, to the
practice of private members moving ad-
journments. When this matter was dis-
cussed a few days ago, there seemed to be
doubt in the minds of some gentlemen as
to who should have authority to send the
telegrams. Well, we all know right well
enough that so far as convening Parlia-
ment is concerned, it is fhrough the
instrumentality of the Governor General;
but at whose instance? At the instance
of the Government of the day; he is simply
the mouthpiece; he speaks for the Govern-
ment of the day, and if hon. gentlemen
think that he should do it on the occasion
of adjournments, he will simply do it again
at the instance of the Government. I think
it is shorter, more concise and just as well
that the leader of the House do it himself.
and I can, see nothing wrong in it.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—The Government doez
not summon this House by telegram.

Hon. Mr. EDWARDS—That may be. As
to whether there should be such a pro-
vision under the existing peculiar circum-
stances, I certainly think there should be.
If the Senate adjourns for some two or
three weeks, there should be a proviso
that in case of an emergency it should be
called before the expiration of the adjourn-
ment. The only question which arises is.
who should send the telegrams? It will
be at the instance of the Government under
any circumstances, and I cannot see very
much difference whether the Governor
General or the leader of this House is used.
So far as this immediate adjournment is
concerned, I do not take any stock.in the
arguments of hon. gentlemen that in the
absence of some members living a long
distance from the capital, an advantage
may be taken. As the adjournment wil!
be only for a week’s time, nobody is going
to journey to the other end of Canada
simply for the pleasure of going there and
returning immediately.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—That is his business.

Hon. Mr. EDWARDS—It may be his
business, but that is what would happen.
If there is to be a committee appointed
to say who should send this telegram, let
us defer that to some other occasion, but
let us to-day settle this question and have
the adjournment if hon. gentlemen want
it. I live in the capital, and am never

interested in adjournments one way or the
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other, but I think that our leader should
move the adjournment; and I will say that
I have absolute confidence that on no
occasion will he take advantage of the
Senate and send telegrams with the object
- of getting a snap verdict on any question.

Several hon. 'GENTLEMEN—No, no.

Hon. Mir. WATSON—I have every faith
and confidence in the leader of this House,
and I do not think for one moment that
he would take the advantage that has been
suggested; but you are adopting a prin-

ciple and are going to make a precedent..

If you do it now, why should you not do
it again? Until the Senate makes some
rule by which the Senate may be called
in some other way, I say we should not de-
part from the old standing practice. I have
every confidence in the leader of this House
and I decidedly object to the way my hon.
friend has put.the case before the House.
Speaking - for myself, this is not a party
matter at all, and I am glad that members
on both sides of the House agree with me
" in thinking that we should not depart from
the old method of calling this House; I
do not think that we should put it in the
hands of any man to call the Senate to-
gether by telegram. I am prepared to have
an adjournment long enough to go home,
but I do mot think we ought to leave here
with the understanding that Parliament can
be called together on the suggestion of any
member until some rule is adopted .by this
House defining how the Senate can be called.

Hon. Mr. MITCHELL—I do not think a
committee could say how we are to be called
back here. The leader of the Government
could simplify the matter by having the
Governor General recall us in the usual
way. I do not agree with my hon. friend
from St. John that we should sit here
whether we have business or not. I am
willing to vote for the motion to adjourn
if the leader and the Government are satis-
fied. It is a pity to keep 80 or 90 men sit-
ting here even to do the work that we have
been doing this week, when I am sure they
could do better work at home, working for
the patriotic fund, in which I am sure my
hon. driend from 8t. John (Hon. Mr.
Daniel) is interested That would be befter
than sitting here and looking at each
other. Surely the leader. of the Govem-
ment can let us out of this thing and mnot
change the precedent. We have been ad-
journing- ‘for many years in the lold way,

Hon. Mr. EDWARDS.

“constitutional Governments,

and ‘there iz no reason why we should
change.

Hon. Mr. RATZ—As regards the possibil-
ity of tthe rider being used to obtain a snap
verdict I am quite willing to trust the
leader of the Government. I do not believe
he has any intention of doing such a thing.
But I do not approve of this rider to the
resolution. If the country is in such a con-
dition that it might be probable or even
possible that we would have to be called
back by telegram within a week or ten
days’ time, then I think that this House

should remain here, and even if there
is nothing to be done we will be here
ready to do anything which may arise.

We are paid by the country, and we all
know that the Senate has been made a
laughing stock all over the country
by reason of these adjournments. It
has been cast into my face as well as into

‘the faces of other members of this House,

‘““Oh, you are going to Ottawa, but you
will be back in a day or two.” If it is only
e matter of a week’s adjournment, I
think it is far better, if the Government
is not positively sure we will not be re-
quired, that we should stay here, and then
we will have nothing to fear.

Hon. Mr. SPROULE: I was just about
to say in explanation of my position on this
question, that when the proposal was first
made, it seemed to be rather a dangerous
innovation, the introduction of what might
be called a very dangerous principle and
precedent. Had it beern predicated upon
the exigencies of the occasion, this being
a war session, and an announcement made
that it would not be regarded as a prece-
dent, I would have less reluctance to assent
to it. I have not had time to look up the
authorities on the question, but from my
casual reading and from what I know of
it did seem
to me rather a strange innovation, and
therefore I looked upon it with a little sus-
picion. It seemed to me a proposai
which, if continued at the present time
without any safeguarding by explanation
that it was in view of the exigencies of the
present session, which is a war session
and therefore exceptional, that this was
done, a bad precedent would be estab-
lished. If it had been predicated in the
way I suggest I would have less reluctance
to agree to it, but in view of the fact that
it was not, and as I have not had time to
look up the history of the British Parlia-
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ment on this question, I do not feel like
voting for it. I frankly confess that I rather
agree with the point raised by the hon.
gentleman from Prince Albert, and I have
always thought that the Government should
take the responsibility of moving the ad-
journment of the House. . It seems to me
that it is neither the duty nor the privilege
of a private member to do so. It is very
much like the introduction of a Bill which
carries with it money. obligations. The
Government should take the responsibility
of it. In this case it seems to me there is
a double justification for it, because we
have a representative of the Government
here who alone knows the inner history of
what is going on, and therefore it will
naturally be assumed that when he made
the statement to the House it was accepted
as what was justified by the circumstances
and situation at the time, but when it
comes from a private member we do not
know whether it is anything beyond the
natural tendency that members have, since
transportation has become so easy, to come
down here and work for a day or two and
then go home again. It is a practice which
has become very common of late, and is
not too creditable to the Parliament of
Canada, or likely to be conducive to the
best interests of the country.

We should not adjourn too frequently. I
do not feel like committing myself to what
I thought was a dangerous precedent. It
is something that might lead to great abuse
iif it could be quoted hereafter as a prece-

ent.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—May I say a
word in explanation of the argument—I
may say it is an argument—by hon. gentle-
men that the Government should make the
motion to adjourn. Hon. gentlemen should
consider the situation in this way: that
upon this question of adjournment there
invariably is a very great diversity of
opinion. It is entirely immaterial to the
Government, if there be no business before
the House, and it seems to me that the
Government should not take the initiative
in suggesting the adjournment, when the
Government is not concerned whether there
is an adjournment or not. The practice
has been for the mover of the adjournment,
or for some members of the House to ask
the leader of the House if the Government
will approve of an adjournment, and they
invariably have made the motion with the
concurrence of the Government. It seems
to me that that is a very satisfactory posi-

S—53

tion to take upon this question; that is to
say, if there is a group of members in this
House who are desirous of securing an
adjournment, that they can make a motion
to adjourn subject to the approval of the
Government to that adjournment. That is
the practice we have followed and it seems
to me that it is not productive of any in-
jurious’ results.

" Hon. Mr. WATSON—Supposing you adopt
this principle and the Senate should sur-
prise the Government by adjourning when
we had business to do.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—You have mis-
understood my position. It is that the
adjournment should not be made without
the concurrence of the Government, and
that practice has been followed for some
vears. I am unaware of any such motion
having been carried against the wishes of
the Government. Invariably the wishes of
the Government have been consulted, and
I take it to be the case in this matter.
May I further illustrate, in vindication of
the position which I have taken that I
should not move the adjournment, that a
great number of the friends of the Govern-
ment on this side are opposed to the ad-
journment and therefore hon. gentlemen
cannot very well expect me to force a
motion upon my own friends against their
wish. I place myself entirely in the hands
of the House on that subject, so long as the
motion for adjournment is made subject to
the concurrence of the Government.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—The hon. leader of
the House says there is no precedent where
the House voted against the wish of the
Government. I am only thirteen years in
this House, but I remember several occa-
sions when the late leader of the House, the
hon. Secretary of State, Sir Richard Scott,
decidedly opposed adjournments, and the
Liberal party voted him down, and the hon.
gentleman from De Lorimier was christened
Minister of Adjournments. The hon.
leader will remember that.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The House has
been generous enough not to do it in my
time.

Hon. Mr. LAVERGNE—Before I made
this motion I spoke to the leader of the
House ‘and ascertained that the Govern-
ment weas willing to pass my motion be-
cause there was no business before the
House, and I think there has been @ great
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deal of talk about little things. There is
nothing before the House iand there will be
nothing during next week.

Hon. Mr. DOUGLAS—Hon. gentlemen
must remember fthat mo one can predict
that there shall be mothing to do in fthe
Senate for the next two weeks. A great
deal may emerge in that time. that would
require our presence, and we oughit to have
some sort of conscience about us. Having
accepted office under solemm oath it is
not for us to play with our responsibility
and refuse to attend to all the business that
is necessary. It is mot right for us to as-
‘sume that nothing will be done. If we get
to work for a week it is astonishing what
we can do, either mischief or otherwise.
Let us be fair to the country, fair to the
people and %o ourselves, and do something
like square business in connection with
the work of this Chamber.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—If the minister has
any idea that this House is going to be
required before Tuesday, I shall wote
against the motion. If he thinks ithe House
can stand wdjourned umtil Tuesday the
22nd -February, I chall vote against if.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I might say to
hon. gentiemen that I kmow of no objec-
tion.

The House divided on the miotion which
was lost on the ifollowing division:

Contents 11, non-contents 20.

The Senate adjourned until Tuesday, 15th
February, at eight o’clock.

THE SENATE.
Tuesday, February 15, 1916.

The SPEAKER tcok the Chalir at Eight
o’dlock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
NEW SENATOR.

Williain Henry Sharpe, of Lisgar, Mani-
toba.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (D), An Aet Tespecting certain
patents of Stone, Limited.—Hon. Mr. Me-
Hugh.

Hon. Mr. LAVERGNE.

CONSIDERATION OF DIVORCE
REPORTS.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Inadvertently,
before we adjourned on Fridavy last I
moved that three reports of the Committee
on Divonce be placed on the Order Paper
for Tuesday, 22nd February. These reports
might be disposed of at a much eanlier
date, and with the leave of the Senate I
move that these Qrders of the Day be dis-
charged, and placed on the Orders of the
Day for Thursday, 17th instant.

The SPEAKER—I would call ihe atten-
tion of the Senate 'to the fact that we are
asked to alter the Ordenz ¢f tiie Day in
regard to Private Bills.

Hon. Mr. 'CLORAN—Let the lea-izr of the
Govermment move to suspend ail rules.

The SPEAKER—If there iz no <bjection
at all the question might be put. but it is
a departure from our procedure.

Hon. Mr. LOCGHEED—No one will raise
any serious objection as to the reports in
question.

The SPEAKER—Members who are mnot
here are mot able o make any objection,
fout supposing any member should object
later?

Hon. Mr.- LOUGHEED—I would point
out to His Honour the Speaker that it is a
iaftiter entirely within the discretion of the
House, and if the House choose to take the
responsibility T am of opinion 1o injury
can result.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—There may ©De some-
thing in what the Speaker says. On sev-
eral oocasions I have desired to take 'some
padt in discussions on Divorce Bills in this
House. If I happened to be absent and
‘found on the Order Paper that a Divorce
|Bill was set for discussion on a certain
day, and I had prepared myseli 0 speak
on it, and in the meantime somebody
should move to have it discharged, and
placed on the Orders for an earlier date,
I might return to Ottawa and find that
the matter had been disposéd of, and 1
would be precluded from doing anything.
It is a dangerous precedent.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—It has been done
before. )

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—I have to second the
remarks made by the hon. gentleman drom
the West. There is a @ood deal of wisdom in
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the West. This is a dangerous precedent
o establish. 1f the leader would ‘amend
his motion and state that this mwas not %o
be considered as a precedent ‘and that the
niotices were given fmadvertently fHor the
22nd, I would support the motion. The
hon. gentleman from Prince Albert and
the Speaker are absolultely right. His Hon-
our did not raise an objection, but he gave
us o understand that there wias & idanger
in following thie proposed procedure. Let
the leader of the Government make it clear
that #his motilon iis not to be regarded as a
precedent.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—No motion that
the Senate may pass will bind this House
in the future. It avas in anticipation of tthe
House adjourning over this week thalt these
notices were given for the 22nd. They are
unopposed reports, and my proposition ds
that the adoption take place Thursday, but
thiat consideration of the Bills take place
at a later date.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Let it be so stated
in the motion.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Oh no,
unnecessary.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Let it appear 'that
these measures were inadvertently placed
on the Orders of the Day for the 22nd.

Hon. Mr.: LOUGHEED—It will appear
in the Debates.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Hamnsard is a very
big thing to go through.

Hon. Mr. LAVERGNE—I am not oppos-
ing this motion, but I think the Speaker’s
remarks should be carefully considered. I
agree with the hon. senators from Prince
Albert and Vietoria Divisions.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—It is an unusual
thing for His Honour the Speaker to direct
the attention of the House to a matter of
this kind. I must say that in my jude-
ment this House iz sufficiently seized of
its responsibility without being specially
directed by His Honour the Speaker, and
when I make a motion of ithis kind I ex-
pect hon. gentlemen to {ully appreciate the
responsibility which rests upon them with-
out emphasis being placed thereupon by
the presiding officer of the Senate. I ‘there-
fore withdraw my motion and will allow
these Orders to remain on the Order Paper
for Tuesday next.

The SPEAKER—I might say a word.

it s

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Yes, say all you
like.

The SPEAKER—I called the afttention of
the House to ithe fact that a motion placed
in my hands relating to an Order of the
Day that had been set for the 22nd instant,
proposed that it should be set for Thurs-
day, the 17th, five days in advance. Thiat
is the only thing I have done. As to the
propriety of ‘the Speaker pointing out an
objection if he finds one, I think it is his
duty. If the House wamts to take the re-
sponsibility of disregarding my objection
well and good, but I think fit is my duty %o
call the ‘attention of the House to an irregu-
lar practice. I have mnothing to do with
that; the House is seized of the question.
If the House wants to put the question,
let the question be put, and I shall have
no responsibility at all in the matter.

Hom. Mr. LOUGHEED—I have already
said that I withdraw the motion. His Hon-
our the Speaker has done all he could to
block the motion, and therefore I withdraw
it.

The SPEAKER—I ‘think the hon. genftle-
man has mo right to impute motives.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I state facts,
not motives.

The SPEAKER—The fact is that we are
asked to-day to put a motion that is mot
on the Order Paper.

Hon. Mr. LOCGHEED—It is withdrawn.

INDIAN RESERVES IN BRITISH
COLUMBIA.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK ‘inquired :

1. What are the names of the chairman and
the other commissioners, the secretary and as-
sistant secretary at present acting on the com-
mission appointed in 1912 to investigate the
Indian Reserves in British Columbia?

2. When will their work be completed?

3. When will they make their report?

4. What has been the cost to the Dominion
Government for remuneration to the commis-
sioners, the secretaries, and others employed by
the commission ; also, their travelling and other
expenses from the time the commission was
appointed to the present date? :

5. Has it been necessary for the commission
to sit and inquire into the questions submitted
to it on Sundays?

6. If so, why was this necessary?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers are:
1. Nathaniel W. White, K.C., chairman;
J. A. J. McKenna, LL.D., commissioner;
S. Carmichiael, B.C.L., K.C., commissioner;
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James P. Shaw, M.L.A. commissioner;
Day H. Macdowall, commissioner; C. H.
Gibbons, secretary.

2 iand 3. It is expected ‘that their work
will be completed and their report ready at
the end of the present fiscal year.

4. $154,469.90. i

5 and 6. The Government has no inform-

ation as to this. ’

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—I do not think that
the flast answer is very satisfactory. Per-
haps I might be allowed to ask some other
questions.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Certainly,
hon. friend can pursue the inquiry.

iy

INVITATIONS TO CABINET.
Hon. Mr. DAVID inquired:

Is it true as alleged by M. Lavergne in the
Legislative Assembly of Quebec, that following
the last federal election, Messrs. Bourassa and
Lavergne were asked by the late Hon. Mr.
Monk, with the knowledge and consent of the
Prime Minister, to form part of the new Gov-
ernment?

Hon. Mr.
that is, No.

TRANSCONTINENTAL RAILWAY.
Hon. Mr. DAVID inquired:

Has the Transcontinental railway been op-
erated between Winnipeg and Quebec as a
through line, and will it be so operated in fu-
ture?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The Transcon-
tinental railway between Winnipeg and
Quebec has not as yet been operated as a
through line, but a plan of such operation
is being considered.

LOUGHEED—The answer to

- REPRESENTATION IN THE SENATE.
Hon. Mr. CLORAN inquired:

Is it the intention of the Government to apply
to representation in the Senate the policy or
plan of campaign that now obtains, by mutual
agreement or a tacit understanding, between
the two political parties, Conservative and
Liberal, in the House of Commons, regarding
its representation; the said policy or plan of
campaign to last during the course of the war,
namely: that Conservative constituencies ren-
dered vacant shall return to the House of
Commons, supporters of the present Conserva-
tive Government, and that Liberal constituen-
cies rendered vacant, shall return supporters
of the Liberal Opposition, without having re-
course to party election contests?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I am unaware of
such an arrangement as stated in the ques-
tion.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—You personally, or
the Government?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I am speaking
on behalf of the Government.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—No, I want a straight
answer and I want it to go 'to the coumtry.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—You will have to
be content with the answer I have given.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Do you say person?

ally that you do mot know? I will have to

have an amswer %o that. I want the rul-
ing lof the Speaker on this thing.

The SPEAKER—The ruling of the Speak-
er is this, that when an answer is given
the hon. gentleman must take it.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—What answer?
The SPEAKER—The one given.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—I have not heard it,
and I want it over again.

Hon..Mr. LOUGHEED—I say that I am
unaware of such an arrangement was the
one the hon. gentleman ‘has set out in his
question.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Unaware? That is
alll right; put that down. Then I ask:

Will the Government adopt a similar line
of action regarding vacancies in the Senate?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—This is answered
by my former answer.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Then I ask further:

If not, on what grounds of public policy and
public interest will the Government refuse or
fail to give the Senate equal rights in the
matter of senatorial representation which at
present exists in the Senate?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—ILi my ‘hon.
friend will look at the British North Am-
erica Act he will find: that out.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—I will look in the
British Nomth America Act and find ‘that
the House of Commons are not able to do
what they are doing. What I want to know
is whether ‘the Government will apply to
the Senate what they ware doing in the
House of Commons. The country must
know; ‘that is what I have got to say. I
am going to take mo back talk from the
Government.

Hon. Mr. SPROULE—I rise to a Ques\tdon

of order. I desire to ask your ruling Mr.
Speaker, whether it is permfissible to in-
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troduce in a question a statement of fact.
As I read ‘this question it contains a state-
ment of fact.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—You are too late, I
guess. '

Hon. Mr. SPROULE—As it applies o tall
questions which may be put on the Paper,
it ds desirable that we should have a ruling
of the Chair on that.

The SPEAKER—I think it would be a
ruling just lor the sake of having a ruling,
because I find tthat all the questions have
been amswered, and the hon. gentleman is
obliged to take the answers that are given.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Yes, you have no
ruling to give.

The SPEAKER—There is no doubt that
the objection would have been good ii
made in the proper time to prevemt the
answer.

Hon. Mr. SPROULE—What I wished to
ascertain in drawing attention to the sub-
ject was whether my intenpretation of tthe
rule was correct, with a view to avoiding
irregularities in the future.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I am afraid the
hon. gentleman -is out of order.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—He is out of order.

The Senate adjourned until three o’clock
to-morrow afternoon.

THE SENATE.
Wednesday, February 16, 1916.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE LATE SENATOR YOUNG.

Hon. Mr. LOUGBHEED—Before we pro-
ceed with the Orders of the Day, it is my
sad and regrettable duty to make mention
this afternoon of the death yesterday of
our late colleague, Senator Young, of Mani-
toba. As I approached this building this
morning, and saw, for the first time, the
flag flying at half mast, out of respect for
the memory of our departed colleague, I
was impressed with that quotation:

‘What shadows we are and what shadows we
pursue.

I have been called upon so frequently
within the last couple of years to perform

a duty similar to that which T am en-
deavouring to discharge this afternoon,
that the death of Senator Young has borne
in upon my mind the futility and the van-
ity of our strivings, and our differences and
ambitions. Any expressions of mine would
but feebly voice the deep regret which is
felt by all his fellows in the loss which we
have sustained through the death of Senator
Young.

During the last session of Parliament, he
was with us contributing valuable services
in all the duties which he assumed, but
this session only his vacant seat and his
memory remain with us.

He was one of the pioneers of his adopt-
ed province, Manitoba. He settled there
when the boundless plains of the West
were uncultivated and unsettled and lived
long enough to see it one of the great
granaries of the Empire. He was actively
identified with not only the agricultural
but the commercial interests of the prov-
ince, to which he contributed much. For
some years he occupied a seat in the Legis-
lature of Manitoba, and while its Speaker,
was one of its most popular presiding
officers.

He was appointed to the Senate of Can-
ada in 1900, and brought to this Chamber a
wide experience and knowledge of parlia-
mentary procedure and practice. He had a
large fund of common sense and his ex-
perience of public life gained in the prov-
ince from which he came, proved a valu-
able asset in the ‘deliberations of this
Chamber. The members of the Senate not
only honoured him but honoured them-
selves in appointing him chairman of sev-
eral of their committees, more notably the
Railway Committee, of which he was the
chairman at the time of his death. During
the whole period of his membership of this
Chamber he was -one of the most active
and valuable of its members and in his
death we have sustained a loss which it
will be difficult to repair. ;

He probably enjoyed a greater measure
of popularity amongst his fellow senators
than any other member of this Chamber.
He possessed the peculiar charm of per-
sonality which appealed to all who met
him and particularly to those who knew
him best. ° :

Political lines did not bound nor limit
the friendships which he made, but of him
it might truly be said, that his political
opponents appreciated and valued his
friendship and the clasp of his now van-
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ished hand as greatly as his closest poli-
tical friends. _

We will miss him from this Chamber.
The faculty has been given to few men to
kindle within the breasts of their fellows
that peculiar fondness and even affection
which we felt towards Finlay Young.

He is gone, gone to his long and eternal
rest. He is gone on that mysterious jour-
ney from which no traveller returns, but
he has left behind him pleasant memories
~hich will linger with us for years to come.
Marble and bronze may record the deeds
and attributes of the dead, but the pleas-
ant memories, fragrant as spring flowers,
which they leave behind to their fellows
who survive them are more to be desired
than the stately monuments which are
builded to commemorate the lives of men.

I pay this small tribute to the memory
of our departed friend and colleague, know-
ing that I but feebly express the senti-
ments of this Chamber and that I voice
their feelings in saying that they place
upon record their deepest and most pro-
found sympathy with the family of our
departed colleague in the great loss which
they have sustained.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—I feel that there is
very little left for me to add to the kind
remarks that have been made by the hon.
leader of the Government in this House in
reference to the loss which we have sus-
tained through the death of our friend,
Senator Young. His life was that of a
man who thoroughly understcod his respon-
sibilities and his duties to his country.
Born in the province of Quebec, removing
to Manitoba in the year 1879, when it was
in its infancy, he played a very prominent
part in the development and up-building
of that country; and it was due to him that
after he came here in 1900, and previous to
that time, a considerable amount of the
legislation of the Dominion was drafted
in a way that commended itself to the peo-
ple of the West, and those who were re-
sponsible for this legislation adapted it to
the requirements of the western country.
Particularly in regard to the framing of
the Grain Act and the formation of the
Railway Commission, the advice of Sen-
ator Young was welcomed by -those who
had the authority for bringing those mea-
sures before the country, and I can say
that the advice that he gave on those oc-
casions had a very great effect in putting
on the statute-books laws that have proved

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

to be of very material benefit to the country
at large and especially to the West. We
all know of his capabilities and his work
in this Chamber as a parliamentarian. I
feel that very little more can be said in
reference to the loss of our friend. He was
beloved by all who knew him and was con-
sidered an upright and honourable man,
whose life was an example to every one of
us. I join with my hon. friend in extend-
ing our ‘sympathy to his widow and the
members of his fanmiily, to whom he was
very dear.

Hon. Mr. LA RIVIERE—I have not had
the opportunity of addressing this House
recently, buit I beg to do so on such a
solemn occasion as this. It has been my
good fortune to know our departed col-
league for over thirty years. We sat to-
gether in the Legislature of Manitoba with
a couple of other colleagues in this House,
and from the first time that I met the
Hon. Mr. Young I found that he was a
straightforward, honest and well-meaning
gentleman, with broad ideas; what he said
he meant, and what he promised he ac-
complished. In this House, as has been
properly said by the two hon. gentlemen
who spoke before me, he acquired the same
reputation that he had in the local Legis-
lature of Manitoba, that of being a man of
thought arrd a man of action, though he
was not an orator. He was well versed in
the complicated rules of Parliament, so
that when he sat in the Chair here in Com-
mittee of the Whole he could maintain
order, and he acted as a very clever par-
liamentarian. Now that he is gone, in the
name of those whom I have the honour to
represent in my adopted province of Man-
itoba, and even in the name of those who
come from the province of Quebec, where
Senator Young was born, we must regret
that he should have departed this life at
zuch an early age when there was open to
him a very useful and promising future.
I therefore endorse fully what has been
said and readily join in the sympathy
that we express to his family and his num-
erous friends in the province of Manitoba.

EXPLOSION IN A TORONTO CLUB.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—Before the Orders
of the Day are called I wish to inquire of
the hon. leader of the Government if he
has had any definite information about the
rumoured explosion in a club in Toronto
by which some lives have been lost.
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Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—None as yet.

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow
at three o’clock.

THE SENATE.
Thursday February, 17, 1916.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SEED GRAIN INDEBTEDNESS IN
NORTHWEST PROVINCES.

INQUIRY.
"Hon. Mr. DAVIS inquired:

What amount of money has been collected
on account of seed grain indebtedness in Mani-
toba, Saskatchewan and Alberta, in the years
1915 and 1916, giving same by provinces?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers to
the hon. gentleman’s questions are as fol-
low: 3

During 1915 and 1916 to date, collections
which have reached Ottawa on account of
seed grain indebtedness total $1,505,393.35.

These payments are not classified by
provinces, consequently information is not
available to answer questions exactly in
form asked.

CONTRACTS FOR SUPPLIES AT
STATIONS IN YUEKON.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK inquired:

1. Who holds the contract for supplying the
Blackwater and Bob-tail Lake stations on the
Yukon telegraph line?

2. Did he supply the goods direct or through
another?

3. Were tenders called for the supplying of
the stations?

4. What sum per pound was paid for haul-
ine the supplies to Blackwater and Bob-tail
Lake stations, on the Yukon telegraph line, and
to whom was it paid?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers to
the hon. gentleman’s questions are:

1. No contract; provisions are purchased
at the most available points at
prices.

2. Answered by No. 1.

3. No.

4. Nine cents per
Blench.

market

pound to Thomas

BRITISH (COLUMBIA BETTER TERMS
COMMISSION.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK inquired:

1. Has the third commissioner been selectel
for the British Columbia Better Terms Com-
mission?

2. If so, what is his name?

3. When was he appointed?

4. Has any work been done by the other
members of the commission or by the secretary
during the financial year 1915-16?

5. What has been the cost of the commission
from 1st April, 1915, to the present time?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers to
the hon. gentleman’s questions are:

1. No, the question of the appointment
of the third commissioner was under con-
sideration by the Imperial authorities, but
on the outbreak of war the matter was sus-
pended

2 and 3. Answered by No. 1.

4. Yes, the secretary has been actively
engaged in the public service since the
commencement of the financial year 1915-16.

5. $1,530, part salary and part cost of
printing.

DISMISéAL OF INDIAN AGENCIES IN
: SASKATCHEWAN.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. RATZ moved:

That an order of the Senate do issue for a
return of all papers, letters, reports and tele-
grams relating in any way to the dismissal of
Mr. Chisholm, Inspector of Indian Agencies in
Saskatchewan?

The motion was agreed to.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (B), An Act respecting the patents
of Harvey Hubbell.—Hon. Mr. McHugh.

PATENTS OF STONE LIMITED.
SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. McHUGH moved the second
reading of Bill (D), An Act respecting cer-
tain patents of Stone Limited.

Hon. Mr. DERBYSHIRE—I am against
the renewal of patents all the way through.
It costs the people more money; and I
think the renewing of these patents from
time to time is a great mistake for the
country. It is one of the cases where we
ought to sit down on ‘it and keep it down.
This Bill involves cost to the people, and
this man in Toronto is to collect the money.
The patent has run long enough now. I
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believe that we should refuse all applica-
tions to renew patents unless good reasons

* can be shown for granting a renewal.

Hon. Mr. McHUGH—This question will
come before the Miscellaneous Private
Bills Committee, and if the applicant does
not comply with the necessary regulations
of the department it is not likely that he
will be granted an extension of time. How-
ever, I now move that this Bill be sent to
the Committee on Miscellaneous Private
Bills. 3

Hon. Mr. DENNIS—Would not the hon.
gentleman explain the Bill first?

Hon. Mr. SPROULE—In the case of a
Bill of this nature I think it would be well
to explain it so that the House would have
some knowledge of it before proceeding
further, because once it passes the second
reading the principle of the Bill is accepted.
I have no knowledge of the nature of the
Bill.

Hon. Mr. McHUGH—I do not know that
it has been the practice of the House to
explain Bills of this kind before referring
them to the committee. Tt all depends on
whether the parties making the applica-

_ tion have complied with the regulations of

the department. These Bills are put into
the hands of members of this House to pre-
sent. That is the way this Bill has come
to me. I know very little about it, except
that it is for the renewal of a patent. The
committee have to become fully satisfied
as to whether the applicant has complied
with the departmental regulations in the
matter; so I think it can be safely en-
trusted to them, as the Commissioner of
Patents attends the meetings of the com-
mittee to advise them in matters of this
kind.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I might point
out that the reason for the application is
that the patent has expired on account of

non-payment of fees as required by the
Patent Act.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-—That is the
ordinary. classical reason.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—May 1 call atten-
tion to the practice of this House whereby
Private Bills are sent to various select com-
mittees. I understand very well that we
are committed to the principle of a public
Bill on its second reading in this House,
because public Bills do not go to the special

Hon. Mr. DERBYSHIRE.

standing committees. In the case of private
Bills, however, we have special committees
to investigate and hear the parties, and it
would be very unfair for us to decide now
and kill this Bill outright without hearing
the parties. I have been some eighteen
sessione in this House, and I have yet to
know of an instance in which we have re-
fused” to send a Bill to a committee. The
members of the House, following that long
standing practice, do not always make
themselves familiar with the details of a
private Bill, expecting that those especially
interested in the matter will appear before
the Miscellaneous Private Bills Committee
and there give the necessary explanation.
I would therefore favour the sending of this
Bill to that committee.

Hon. Mr. SPROULE—I do not desire to
kill the Bill, but it is not printed in French.
and as far as I know has not been dis-
tributed. I have not seen a copy of it, and
I think it is customary on the second read-
ing of a Bill of this nature to give the rea-
sons why the applicants ns% the patent to
be renewed. No reason has been <zive:n. so
far as T know, and my only oubject in ask-
ing that the Bill be alicwed to stand for
another day is to have an oppertumity to
see the Bill and know what it is, if the
hon. member does not desire to explain it
now.

The SPEAKER—The Bill is marked
“ Printed in English.” If the hon. gen- .
tleman wants to raise a point of order he
might raise the point that it is not printed
in French.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—It is the printed
copy that he wants.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I have
not seen this Bill, nor have other members
who are near me. When was this dis-
tributed? ™My hon. friend to the left (Hon.
Mr. Lougheed) handed me the Bill just
now, but I have not had an opportunity
of looking at it and knowing what its con-
tents are. I need scarcely say to the
Senate that I have repeatedly taken ob-
jection to the introduction of these Bills
for renewal of patents for the simple rea-
son that in too many cases they are held
by intermediary parties who have pur-
chased the rights, and keep them in abey-
ance until an opportunity presents itself
to make money out of them. If my hon.
friend the ex-Speaker of the House of
Commons (Hon. Mr. Sproule) does not ob-
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ject to the Bill being proceeded with on
the ground that it is not printed in French,
since this is the day when bilingual cus-
tom is considered very seriously by both

English and French, I take the objection.

myself.

Flon. Mr. McHUGH—I have no desire to
press the Bill to a second reading to-day,
but I wish just to say this, that the Private
Bills ‘Committee have the regulations before
them and if there has been neglect in pay-
ment of fees evidence must be furnished to
show why. If the reasons given by the
petitioners are considered valid the com-
mittee so reports and recommends the
legislation. I think it is safe to let the
Bill go, but I shall not press it if any one
objects. I prefer that it should go to the
committee, where the parties must put in
satisfactory evidence as to reasons for the
neglect of the payment of the fees, if they
expect the committee to recommend its
passage.

The SPEAKER—The question is on the
second reading of the Bill. I understand
objection is taken because the Bill is not
printed in French.

Hon.Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Let the
Speaker give his ruling.

The SPEAKER—I rule the Bill is out of
order. g

Hon. Mr. McHUGH—I move that the
Order of the Day be discharged and that it
be placed in the Orders of the Day for
Tuesday next.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned until three o’clock
to-morrow afternoon.

THE SENATE.
Friday February 18, 1916.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (F), An Act for the relief of Lena
Pearl Potter.—Hon. Mr. Derbyshire.

Bill (G), An Act for the relief of Robert
Napper.—Hon. Mr. Ratz.

Bill (H), An Act for the relief of Sher-
wood Norman Hill.—Hon. Mr. Ratz.

SALVATION . ARMY
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL moved
the second reading of Bill (A), An Act re-
specting the Governing 'Council of The
Salvation Army in Canada, and to change
the name thereof to ‘“ The Governing Coun-
cil of the Salvation Army, Canada 'East.”

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—Will the hon. gen-
tleman explain?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—If the
Senate desire it, I might enter into a full
explanation of the workings of the Sal-
vation Army and what they seek to ac-
complish by this legislation. They have
been incorporated for the last seven or
eight years. The operations and dealings
with the various properties and personal
effects of the Army, extending as it does
now throughout the Dominion from the
Atlantic to the Pacific, and even to the
Yukon territory, make it necessary to divide
the council of management of the Army,
establishing a western branch and allowing
the eastern branch to remain in full oper-
ation as at present, with some slight amend-
ments which are of no consequence other than
to give them better facilities for carrying on
their operations. There are two Bills on
the Order Paper. I may as well refer to
both of them, as they are intimately con-
nected with one another. ‘At present the
Army propose to confine the operation of
the present council, as it is termed, to the
eastern provinces of the Dominion, that is
extending from Manitoba down to the At-
lantic ocean. The other Bill (B) establishes,
in almost the same language as the Bill
now on the statute-book, machinery for
the carrying on of the work of the Army
from Winnipeg westward. The amendments
to the present Act are very slight. One
is to reduce the quorum of the council from
five to three. They set forth very clearly
in their petition the reasons for reducing
it, leaving power with the council, how-
ever, to increase it to five, which is the
provision of the present Act, should they
find it necessary in the future. Their only
object in asking for this legislation is to
facilitate the operations of the Army, find-
ing it somewhat difficult and cumbersome
to do so under the existing legislation,
owing to the great extent of the Dominion.
It may be remembered, however, that the
Act in this respect is very similar to that

INCORPORATION
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which governs the management of banks
and other corporations. As an illustration
of this, the Roman Catholic Church div-
ided its powers from the diocese of Peter-
borough up to the diocese westward, giv-
ing both corporations full powers through-
out the whole Dominion. One can readily
understand why this is asked. In case a
bequest in which the name of the Army
is mentioned, without designating which
branch of the governing powers should re-
ceive it, there would be some difficulty in
deciding where it should be, applied. I
might mention, however, for the informa-
tion of hon. gentlemen that every one who
has given any attention to this question
knows that matters of bequests and wills
are subject to the legislation of the different
provinces, hence these Bills subject the
operations of the Army Council to the laws
that exist governing what is termed the
granting of properties to religious bodies, or
the law of mortmain as it exists in all the
provinces. 8o there can be no fear, such
as existed a great many years ago, before
these laws were enacted, that advantage
may be taken of parties on their dying bed,
to influence them to dispose of their pro-
perty as they would not do if they were in
a condition to exercise their ordinary judg-
ment. I have no doubt that every hon.
gentleman understands what the laws of
mortmain are, and this Bill brings the Army
within their provisions. The other changes
I think can be more properly discussed and
considered by the Private Bills Committee,
to whom I propose to refer these Bills.
If there are any other explanations the Sen-
ate would like, I shall be glad to give them.

Hon. Mr. DOUGLAS—Allow me to ask,
does this Bill embrace the old form of in-
corporating with a view to the possession
of lands and the lending of money.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Yes.’

Hon. Mr. DOUGLAS—And the holding
of money on behalf of the people who
have been brought in under the Immigra-
tion Act, for example. It is a very com-
plicated Bill, and I am afraid that few in
the House have taken time to give it that
attention that its importance demands.
Some four years ago, when this incorpora-
tion was before us, a large committee was
appointed by the House, and we bestowed
upon it a good deal of time and a good deal
of labour.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Hon. Mr. DENNIS-—Not this one.

Hon. Mr. DOUGLAS—It embodies all
the complications in the Act of Incorpora-
tion such as the Montreal Incorporation
Act embraced for the settlement of incom-
ers into the country, and also in the case
of the York Company of Toronto, for ex-
ample, and a number of others. I looked
into’ this matter some four years ago and
got the House of Commons to prepare a
statement as to the number of people who
had positively lost their -hold upon the
money they had paid, and lost their posi-
fions, and had to walk out and leave it
in the hands of these corporations. Unless
the fire has consumed it, I could pro-
duce a document showing where 80,000
acres of land had been taken out of the
hands of those people by various corpora-
tions. The history of these corporations is
bad and has always been bad. I remem-
ber when the leader of the House of Com-
mons called attention to it he said, “I-
have nothing to say in commendation of
these corporations: their history is bad, it
has always been bad,” and he was not at
all disposed to give any additional power
to these corporations to carry out their
schemes at the expense of the incoming
population. 1 do not wish to say any
more just now, but I think the House
ought to give the matter the attention that
it deserves, and it might be well to care-
fully consider their attitude toward the
incoming people and the inducements they
hold out to the people. For example, they
are ready to build bridges, to construct
saw-mills or grist mills, and to take out
of the hands of the provincial authorities
a large amount of power which these pro-
vinces already hold and which it is their
business to exercise without putting it
into the hands of any religious denomin-
ation. I am not reflecting at all upon’
what is now and has always been in the
hands of the Church, because they have
possessed it and they are mot coming
up asking for any more. But the asso-
ciations and the claims they wish to present
are a new thing with the Salvation Army.
They could get no such powers from the
country in which they originated—from
England for example. They could not get
such powers from the United States, and
the first departure in the way of granting
powers along these lines was from our
own 'Government some four- years ago. It
had not my hearty co-operation on that
occasion, and I did not hesitate to say
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that it was better for them that they should
have no such power, that they would do
more good for the country and accomplish
more if they gave no attention to these
wordly concerns, but left them where they
ought to be, under the jurisdiction of the
provincial authorities. I throw out these
hints to show the House that these Bills
call for a great deal of consideration and
thought, and I am not prepared to offer
such advice as I should like to give with-
out having all the documents before me.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
hon. gentleman made what would be an
admirable speech if he were combating
scme organization -that had been formed
for the purpose of obtaining half the prov-
ince of Saskatchewan, in order to injure in-
coming people. The hon. gentleman should
know, as the petition points out, that this
law has been upon the statute-book ever
since 1909, .and no power is asked by the
Salvation Army to-day in addition to that
which they obtained at that time. The
only clause in the Bills relating to the re-
ception of property is that they can re-
ceive and hold for their own use property
to the extent, in the eastern portion of
Canada of $50,000. In the western part of
Canada, from which my hon. friend comes,
they are to have that extended to $150,000,
but the hon. genileman will bear in mind
that there is another provision compelling
the Army, if they receive bequests to any
greater extent, to dispose of them within a
certain number of years.

Hon. Mr. DOUGLAS—Ten years.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—But
the Army is not asking for any powers
other than those which they have enjoyed
ever since the passing of the Act that is
now upon the statute-book. What my hon.
friend hopes to gain by delaying the fur-
ther consideration of this Bill I am unable
to see, and I am quite satisfied his re-
marks will not convince the Senate of the
necessity for any such action as he sug-
gests.

Hon. Mr. DOUGLAS—Excuse me a mo-
ment.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—And
I should like to know whether in the future
—I do not wish to apply this remark to
the Bill before us so much as to other
Bills—in the consideration of the second
reading of a Bill we are to adopt the
practice that prevails in the Committee of

the Whole, of discussing in detail the
provisions of the Bill each member being
able to speak a dozen or twenty times.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—This is a private Bill
and does not go to the Committee of the
Whole. Many members will never hear it
discussed.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—That
has nothing to do with the rule to which
I have called the attention of His Honour
the Speaker. If my hon. friend desires
that these Bills should be referred to a Com-
mittee of the Whole, there is no objection.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—I have on former oc-
casions asked that that be done, and it was
objected to because under the rules of the
House private Bills never go to a Commitjee
of the Whole. They are referred to the
Private Bills or some other standing com-
mittee. Of course all senators have a right
to attend the meetings of these committees,
but we cannot attend four or five commit-
tees at once.

Hon. Mr. ROCHE—I was much pleased
to hear the explanation of the Bill by the
honourable gentleman who moved ' the
second reading, and I was in hopes that
the honourable gentlemen taking part in
the debate would explain the religious prin-
ciples of the Salvation Army as well as the
measure, but we have been debarred from
that. What I object to in the Bill, as briefly
explained, is the consolidation of the man-
agement, the reduction of those who have
control of the instituticns from five to three.
Those gentlemen who are familiar with the
institutions of the Mormons will remember
that the management is very much concen-
trated. If a Mormon wishes to purchase
anything he is told by the managers of the
Mormon corporation to deal with brother
so-and-so, and the profits are supposed to
enure to a great extent to the individual or
individuals in the narrow circle of manage-
ment. That is what I do not like in these
institutions. I should like to see the man-
agement of the secular affairs of these cor-
poration as broad as possible without incon-
venience. With regard to the property that
the Salvation Army might acquire, we all
know that they rake up forlorn and unfor-
tunate individuals who are seemingly
abandoned by all the churches. I do not
know that there would be any danger to
the state or society from any vast accumula-
tion of property of immigrants, or of those
who may die while they are members of the
Salvation Army. I think the danger from
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the vast accumulation of property does not
exist. It is imaginary because the adherents
of the Salvation Army are largely of the
very poorest class. Frequently they are
brought in for the purpose of charity, and
I can say that we take a great deal for
granted for them. We ought to extend our
charity as far as possible, because I remem-
ber the words of the Divine Founder of
Christianity, * By their works ye shall know
them.” I believe they do work that no other
church has done or can do, and for that
reason I shall gladly support the Bill,
provided that objectionable clause is elim-
inated reducing the management. The
broader the management the better the in-
stitution which is under the control of in-
dividuals. For that reason I admire the
Presbyterian Church, because I suppose to
some extent I am a democrat, but with
regard to the character and record of the
Salvation Army we can do a great deal
to assist them in their very laudable work
in the community.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—What is meant by
the annual value of the real estate? Does
it mean an income of $50,000 or that the
value of the property would be $50,000?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I take
it to be the annual value of the property.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL—It would be the rental
value.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—It must be the
rental value. When I heard the hon.
gentleman mention $50,000 in any one pro-
vince, I knew it must be rental value, be-
cause in the city of Montreal they have
property which I know to be worth a quar-
ter of a million. There is no other insti-
tution more worthy to be encouraged than
the dSalvation Army of Montreal. I know
of the good work they are doing all the
time, and anything they can possibly do
in the same line for poor people will be
a very great benefit to the community as
it has been in the past. As the hon.
gentleman from Halifax has just said, they
look after a class of people which appar-
ently no church is looking after. They
are the closest to my church of any I know
of in looking after the poor people. It
would be a pity to discourage the organiza-
tion which was started by ‘General Booth,
which was essentially based on the relief
of poverty, which is the very thing that
made the movement so strong with the
people, because the Salvation Army are all
poor people. If they are to become, like

Hon. Mr. ROCHE.

other organizations, large owners of prop-
erty, they will not do much good, be-
cause we know the founder of the Christian
faith did not have a place whereon to lay
his head. Poverty helped the organization.
[ have seen it at work in Glasgow, and I
witnessed the very good work it was doing,
but it always worked as a poor organization.
Their first appeal to the people was that
they were poor. If they are in any way
departing from that, as the hon. gentleman
said just now, in the interest of the insti-
tution itself, they should be debarred from
the temptation of acquiring a lot of prop-
erty. The acquisition of property has
drawn people away from such work as this
organization has been doing. In France,
for instance, when wealth accumulated, the
people turned against the church on ac-
count of its wealth, and would not con-
tribute to its maintenance, so much so that
the Government of the day had to impose
a tax for the support of the church, and
paid both the priests and bishops an an-
nual stipend. The same thing applies to
the Established Church of England. When
they were wealthy the people did not go to
them as freely as they do mow. I think
the Salvation Army should be encouraged,
as much as possible, to keep up the good
work they have been doing since General
Booth started the organization, and to fol-
low the same lines and-not depart from
them. During the time General Booth was
at the head of the organization, I do mot
remember any legislation coming up from
that body. :

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It is
on the statute-book.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Then so much the
better. I only rose to ask about the $50,000.
I think it is an annual income, which
would be the amount of revenue if they
owned a ‘million dollars worth of property.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Upon
reflection I think the hon. gentleman is
right.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—As an outsider, 1
take a great interest in the Salvation Army.
If you want to know whether applicants
for relief are deserving or mot, give your
charities directly to the Salvation Army,
and they will make an investigation, and
they may come back and tell you that you
have been assisting people that are not
worthy of assistance; or, on the other hand,
they may tell you that the people you have




FEBRUARY 18, 1916 i

79

been assisting are very worthy of assist-
ance. They have means which the ordin-
ary layman has mot, of knowing those de-
serving of assistance. I know a case in
point where quite an estate had been left,
and the manager or executor of this es-
tate had no means of finding one particu-
lar heir to the estate. It happened to be
a poor working man in London, Eng.—

Hon Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I do
not desire to interrupt the hon. gentleman,
but the points he has raised are all covered
by “the laws of the <different provinces,
dealing with bequests and the Army will
be subject to those laws in conducting their
operations. I might be permitted to say to
the hon. gentleman from Halifax .(Hon.
Mr. Roche) that I am not here to discuss
the principles, or general views, or peculi-
arities of the members of the Salvation
Army. This is not a Bill affecting their
doctrines, nor the views which they may
hold upon religious questions. It is =imply
re-enacting for the western portion of Can-
ada, that which they enjoy in the whole
of Canada to-day wunder the statute
to which I have called attention. It
simply enables them to carry on their
work with less difficulty and less restriction
than they have done, considering the
negotiations which would have to take
place throughout the Dominion from the
Pacific to the Atlantic.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time.

SECOND READING.

Bill (B), An Act to incorporate the
Governing Council of the Salvation Army
in Canada West.—Hon. Sir Mackenzie
Bowell.

STONE LIMITED PATENT BILL.
SECOND READING.

.- Hon. Mr. McHUGH moved the second
reading of Bill (D), An Act respecting cer-
tain patents of Stone Limited.

Hon. Sir LYMAN JONES—I do not rise
to offer objection to the second reading, but
I should like to have it understood that
when it comes up for third reading, after
an opportunity is given to hear the reasons
why the bill is before the House, and why
we are asked to re-instate these patents,
four in number, we shall be privileged to
discuss the merits of the Bill. Hon. gentle-

men who have been for some years in this

Chamber know that when Bills of this
nature are being discussed I have in every
case objected to such legislation. (Canada
in this regard has drifted into lines that
do not appeal to me as in the best interest
of the people, and in this regard 1 believe
we are unique in our legislation az com-
pared to any other countries where patent
laws- exist. I believe no Bill to reinstate
a patent which has expired has been paszed
by the United States in its history. I
believe that statement is correct also in
regard to Great Britain and other coun-
tries which I might mention. I have
taken considerable interest in endeavour-
ing to see what the patent legislation
was in other countries. I have Dbeen
led to do that because from time to time
this House has considered it desirable to
reinstate, and ‘has reinstated, patents in
Canada on applications from foreigners. In
this particular case the application is from
a Canadian company. That commends it
to my consideration more seriously than if
it were an application from a foreign com-
pany, and especially from a foreign coun-
try where no such reciprocity in legislation
would be possible. That is aside from the
particular Bill that is before the House.
But the principle involved is the same.
In this case I believe the lapsing of the
patent was due to non-payment of fees at
the end of the first third of the term of
eiohteen years. The law in Canada pro-
vides that when an inventor takes out a
patent he may, if he wishes, pay the one-
third of the terminal fee which is paid to
the Government, or he may pay two-thirds
or he may pay a third every six years for
for a term of eighteen vears. It may be
that the inventor thought that the value
of this patent did not warrant him in
going beyond the first of the three six-
vear payments, which is one-third of the
total. There are many vreasons which
might occur to him. It would appear that
there are four patents with reference to
process in lithographing work. Stone Lim-
ited is a lithographic company, and I pre-
sume it is in connection with their partic-
ular business that they apply, but I have
not seen the Bill. Once the patent has
lapsed the control of the device, or the
mechanism, or whatever it may be belongs
absolutely to the people of Canada.

Hon. Mr. DERBYSHIRE—Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir LYMAN JONES—It enables
the different organizations carrying out
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works of a similar kind to profit by the ex-
perience of some one who, through care-
lessness or because he did not think there
was value in the invention, or for some other
reason did not see his way clear to continue
the life of the patent. It enables all the
people that are engaged in that line of busi-
ness in Canada to profit by that new con-
dition—

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Without paying.

Hon. 8Sir LYMAN JONES—Without
paying, and properly so, because the
individual with his expert knowledge
of that particular device may have
allowed it to lapse, because he knew
that in his particular business it had
no value. It is true there is not in Canada,
nor I believe in any other country, one
patent in fifty which is of any real value.
The percentage is considered to be even
less than that. This may be a valuable
patent, but once it has come to be owned
by the people of Canada, they have the
free use of all the rights. They have in-
herited it from the carelessness of the pat-
entee, or otherwise if you like, but there
should be some substantial reason given
why the patent should be reinstated and
controlled by some particular individual,
before the Parliament of Canada says it
shall be taken from the people. On general
principles, that does not commend itself
to the Parliament of Canada. I have no
knowledge of the Bill, and I am simply
taking advantage of the occasion to say
what I have said before. For these reasons
I would ask the mover—and I am sure he
will be glad to acquiesce—to have it under-
stood that when the Bill comes up for
the third reading, and we know all the
details, we may have all the privileges
for discussing it that we would have on
the second reading, and then let the House
consider what action they should take.

Hon. Mr. McHUGH—I know just as little
in regard to this measure as any other
member. It was sent to me in the ordinary
way that Bills are sent to be presented
here. It is a private Bill, and if it is
sent to the committee and reported back
to us I do not think I or any one else
could prevent this House from dealing with
the report of the committee. It may come
in a different form from the present draft
and may be more acceptable. This House
laid down years ago the principle that where
these patents lapsed the applicants for re-

Hon. Sir LYMAN JONES.

newal had to show reasons why they should
be revived. There are cases where the
patent lapsed through no fault of the pat-
entee where hardships would be imposed
if relief were not granted. I notified the
solicitor that it would be his duty to appear
before the committee and give valid reasons
for the non-payment of fees to satisfy the
committee that the Bill should be passed.

Hon. Mr. SPROULE—I think the hon.
senator who has just taken his seat rather
misapprehends the duty devolving upon
any member of this House who takes
charge of a Bill. The second reading is
the stage at which some explanation ought
to be given as to the nature of the Bill and
why it is asked for, so that it will then be
in the possession of senators; but if, on
the other hand, a mere bald motion is made
that the Bill be read a second time, and
the next motion after that is that it be sentto
the Private Bills Committee, very few mem-
bers of this House will be in that com-
mittee room when the evidence is taken
in regard to the Bill. Then it is reported
back from the committee, and the next
motion is either for the third reading of
the Bill or that the report of the committee
be concurred in. No more explanation is
given to the House regarding the Bill than
there was in the first instance. Now, that
leaves members who do mnot attend the
meeting of that Private Bills Committee
absolutely in the dark as to what the
legislation is, or why they are sanctioning.
it. For that reason I spoke-yesterday, and
i repeat to-day that I think the proper
time for the Bill to be explained to the
House is when the second reading is moved.
Take this casé. We are asked to renew
four patents. There is no reason given
why we are asked to renew them. Gen-
erally you hear various reasons given. One
is, “These patents were in the hands of a
solicitor, and I sent him the money, and
he meglected to send in the money to the
department in time.” Well, that has been
regarded often, when it has been clearly
proven, as a substantial ground why that
particular patent should be renewed; but
there are many other reasons given. For
instance, we are told that the patent was
taken out for the term for which a patent
could be secured and one-third of the fee
paid. In the meantime nothing had been
done; the holder of that patent made no use
of it himself. Time runs on, another party
seeing that the patent has expired because
of non-payment of fees, takes it up, and
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develops it, and shows the people of the
country that it has a substantial value.
He commences to develop and use it.

Hon. Mr. McHUGH—If he does there
is a saving clause in this Bill to protect
the right of any individual who has started
to manufacture or in any way to use it.

Hon. Mr. SPROULE—I was going to
mention that. There is that saving clause,
and that is the only saving clause in the
whole Bill, and I have so often heard it
put forward as a sound reason why a patent
should be renewed that it has become very
commonplace to say the least of it, but it is
not satisfactory to my mind. One man
starts to use that patent and finds there is a
substantial advantage to the public in it,
and a great many others may be prepared
to take advantage of it, but they are at
once stopped. Some one finds that that
patent is valuable, and goes to the owner
to purchase it. The holder is prepared to
sell for a substantial amount, but the
patent has expired by the effluxion of time.
Finding that he can make money out of it,
he gets the patent renewed, and stops
others who are prepared to go into the
manufacture of the article, or to use the
device, and the public are denied the ad-
vantage they might receive from the bene-
ficial use of that patent because it has been
renewed, and no one can use it without
paying a very high figure for the privilege.
Let me illustrate a little further. My hon.
friend who is sitting beside me (Hon. Sir
Lyman Jones) is a manufacturer of agri-
cultural implements; here is an invention
which he could use to advantage, but the
patent has expired and his firm commences
to manufacture the article. ,The owner of
that patent gets it renewed and comes to
him and says: “You cannot use that unless
vou pay me fifty, or one hundred thousand
dollars for that,” and my hon. friend is
stopped from using it unless he is willing
to pay the price. For these reasons there
ought to be a very strong reason given for
the renewing of patents. It should be made
clear to us that the renewal is required on
account of circumstances over which the
owner has absolutely no control before feel-
ing justified in renmewing a patent. We
always insert the saving clause which is in
this Bill, that any one who has commenced
to manufacture a patent in the meantime
may go on and manufacture, but nobody
else is allowed to take advantage of it. It
seems to me the principle is bad; it is per-
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nicious. Take automobiles, farm imple-
ments, and machinery of all kinds, and
you find that one of the large items of cost
is the immense price that emanufacturers
have to pay for patent rights they are
using. It would be very much better if
our patent law made provision that just as
soon as a patent lapsed it expired for all
time, and any one could use it or manufac-
ture for the benefit of the users afterwards
without fee or charge.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—There are two sides
to this question. My hon. friend is quite
right in referring to the hon. senator from
Toronto, but I should judge that occasion-
ally he will wait until the expiry of a pat-
ent before trying to utilize it. I remember
some years ago that a patentee applied for
a renewal of a patent for what was known
as the Auer burner, that forms the mantel
for the incandescent light used in burning
gas. The committee were discussing this
matter, and it was shown that the burner
had not been perfected, and had that pat-
ent not been renewed I question very
much whether the public would ever have
got the benefit of the Auer burner. for the
inventor was still working on it. Hiz solici-
tor had neglected to pay the fee—and we
know that solicitors are proverbial for
keeping in their hands all the money that
they get. The public may suffer from not
renewing a patent where the patentee is
working to perfect it. He has the idea and
he wants to renew the patent for a second
term. I think these measures should be
referred to the committee. The Bills are
all posted in the corridor stating when they
are to be taken up by the committee, and
any gentleman interested in this or any
other Bill has motice to go to the com-
mittee and give his views, even though he
cannot vote.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—And the same in
the House. :

Hon. Mr. WATSON—And the same in
the House. I think we may suffer from
absolutely barring the right to renew pat-
ents. On general principles I agree with
the hon. gentleman, that so soon as the
patent expires if it is a useful device it
should belong to the community, but in
many cases you will find it a hardship to
the patentee if he is not allowed to pro-
ceed with his patent. This Bill should go
to the committee, and there we can hear
the arguments advanced on behalf of the

EDITION
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applicaut. This may be a patent that has
not been perfected. I do not know any-
thing about it, but we ought to give the
owners a fairgdeal, and renew the patent
if we think it in the interest of the public
to do so. If the patent is to be used by
the patentee for speculation, as described
by the hon member for Grey, I am not in
favour of renewing it, especially if others
are using -the device. Every inventive
genius should get the benefit of the patent
law.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—The hon. mem-
ber for Grey said that he did not want
to kill the Bill. Tf he does not intend to
kill it he should let it go to the committee.

Hon. Mr. SPROULE: All I asked was an
explanation of the Bill at this stage. I am
not finding fault.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—This is a technical
matter, and the hon. member who intro-
dueced the Bill (Hon. Mr. McHugh) told us
that he is not familiar with all the details
of a technical matter like a patent of any
kind. It has been admitted by all the
authors on parliamentary procedure that a
standing committee of this House is quali-
fied to deal with a matter of this sort, be-
cause they can hear evidence and can hear
the parties, which the House cannot do. If
no one here wants to kill the Bill, then let
it go to the committee. We have plenty of
time in the Senate for debate, but I see
no reason why we should discuss private
Bills as we have done in this case. Let it
20 to the committee where every one inter-
ested in the matter can be heard. The
Bill may never come back from the
committee, and in that case all this
discussion would be absolutely useless;
but if it should come back from the com-
mittee, any one taking objection to the Bill
can do so when the report of the committee
is before the House.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Does
not the hon. gentleman think that any one
in charge of a Bill in either branch
of Parliament should furnish an explana-
tion as to why the legislation is sought? I
could have read a page of explanation about
this Salvation Army Bill if any member
had wanted it.

* Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—The hon. mem-
ber for Hastings. gave a very lucid
explanation of the Salvation Army Bills.
but that is not a technical’ matter like
a patent. I believe if a brief on a patent,

Hon. Mr. WATSON.

involving a great many technical matters
of mechanism, were given to my hon.
friend, he would find it a very difficult
matter to give a lucid explanation of it
in this House. I therefore think the Bill
should go to the committee.

Hon. Sir LYMAN JONES—One of the
reasons the last speaker has given why
this ought not to be discussed here appeals
to me as the very best reason why it should
be discussed. @We are discussing the Bill
not upon the invention involved; no one in
this House has any knowledge of what
it is in detail; but it appeals to me to be
peculiarly suitable that the principle in-
volved in the renewing of patents should

be discussed in this House. I cannot
understand why the hon. gentleman
should say that he cannot see any

reason why it should be done unless it is
proposed to vote out the Bill on the second
reading if possible. I took pains to say
that I was not going to object to the second
reading, nor do I intend to, but this House
should consider the principles involved in
that class of legislation, and there is no
better time than this to bring up the mat-
ter so that members of the House may give
it thorough consideration. The hon. gentle-
man in charge of the Bill suggested—and
I am sure he did not intend to exactly
cover the ground he did in what he said—
that this Bill should go to the committee,
and that it may comé back to the House
materially changed. I think the hon.
gentleman knows, if he will give it a
minute’s thought, that there is no question
of any change in this Bill, and that that is
an absolute impossibility in this House.
The House is asked to . reinstate these
patents or not; they cannot amend a patent
on an article which some one has invented
and had in his possession for six years,
and then come to the House and get new
conditions either into or out of the Bill.
It is just a matter of reinstating the patent
and putting it where it would have been
if it had been properly renewed.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—You know this
House may renew it for three years or six
years.

Hon. Sir LYMAN JONES—No, it is sub-
ject to the patent laws as they stand in our
books and this House has no power to deal
with it in the way of either lessening it or
increasing it. I am sure the hon. gentle-
man (Hon. Mr. McHugh) in saying that

‘did not have in mind that he was convey-
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ing the impression that the committee
might adjust the situation and make it
more comfortable than the principle of the
Bill alone permits it to be. There is noth-
ing whatever in this Bill, or in any other
patent Bill which comes before this House,
except the principle of renewal. The hon.
gentleman points out that there is a clause
in this Bill which enables any one who has
undertaken to use this device in the in-
terim, that is, between the date of expiry
and this, to continue to use it.- I do mnot
know what opportunity there may have been
for that. It is true that there is such a pro-
vision in every patent which comes before
this House. But to my mind that is no
reason why the House should reinstate a
patent. The House is not here to protect
the second individual who wants to be
protected by it any more than the first;
the question is whether we should rein-
state and put back the patent in the hands
of the inventor or leave it to the public.
It is known to hon. gentlemen that in some
cases of this kind the patentee never made
use of his patent. It had expired, and the
expiry was for more than a year—con-
siderably more in one case. Some com-
pany had taken it up to develop it, and
had developed, and made a great success
of it, and as a matter of fact had gone
back to the individual patentee and
through him made an application to this
House to reinstate the patent, and the
patent was reinstated. The individual got
a small sum for the reinstatement, and the
corporation developed it and profited
enormously by the patent at the expense
of the country. I give that as one in-

dividual case within my own personal’

. knowledge. I am not coupling it with this
Bill. I am only taking occasion to say
this at a time when opportunity offers.
This House should be most careful in de-
ciding to put back in the hands of an in-
dividual something which by law he has
ceased to possess, something which by law
he had no more right to than any other
individual in or out of this House who is
a citizen of Canada.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—The hon. gentle-
man has just said that the company de-
veloped this patent after going to the orig-
inal man and getting him to apply for a
renewal. Why would they not be entitled
to get the patent? :

Hon. Sir LYMAN JONES—Because no
one can get a second patent on a similar
S—6%

device. If you are to get a patent, to be of
any value, it must be something in advance
of the state of the art at the period the
patent is obtained.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Why should they
not get it when they improve it?

Hon. Sir LYMAN JONES—They did not
have an improvement so far as I know. If
they could get an improvement that would
be an improvement on a dead patent,
it would be no use. I have had forty years’
experience of patents and know something
of the subject. What does a patent give
to a man in Canada? It gives him a
right to control his invention, if he can
establish it in the court. The reinstating
of this patent in no sense whatever trans-
fers to the individual the right to control
it. He gets the right to control it if the
courts of Canada will uphold him.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—What more do you

want? Everything is in that position.

Hon. Sir LYMAN JONES—When the state
of the art is looked into, if it looks as if
he had priority of invention and the inven-
tion is useful and unique, his patent wonld
be upheld by the courts and not otner-
wise. We are only holding to the prin-
ciple, and it is the principle I am dis-
cussing.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—How long is it since
the patent lapsed?

Hon. Mr. McHUGH—When this Bill was
sent to me I wrote to the solicitor about
it. I said the practice of the House was
to send these Bills to the Private Bills
Committee where they had the Deputy Min-
ister of Agriculture to assist them. I told
him that he must be prepared when the
Bill comes there to give evidence as to
why the patent was allowed to lapse; that
he must show cause, otherwise the com-
mittee would not recommend it to the
House. The hon. gentleman remarked that
I said it might come back in a different
form. It may not come back at all. Un-
less the Deputy Minister of Agriculture
approves of it, the committee will throw
the Bill out. Surely when we have the
knowledge possessed by the solicitor hand-
ling this patent for a patentee, and the
knowledge we may gain from the deputy
minister, who will be there to guide us,
when the Bill comes back to the House
we will be in a better position to dis-
cuss it.



84

SENATE

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—I do not oppose the
second reading of the Bill; I am simply
seeking information. I should like to know
how long the patent has been inoperative.
That patent may be vested property of
the public for years, and I do not believe
the committee is dealing rightly with this
House in furnishing us no information
whatsoever. This patent may have lapsed
for five or six years.

Hon. Sir LYMAN JONES—It lapsed the
10th of January, this year.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—I have not read the
Bill. What I surmised was possible does
not exist.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time.

The Senate adjourned until Tuesday next
at 8 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Tuesday, February 22, 1916.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Eight
o’clock. ! I

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PURCHASE OF OVERSHOES FOR
FIRST CONTINGENT.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. McSWEENEY inquired:

What was the price per pair of the overshoes
sent over to the first contingent in Great Bri-
tain and Flanders, who were they purchased
from, and were they one, two, three or four
buttons?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers to
the hon. gentleman’s questions are:

1. Price was $1.96 per pair.

2. Gutta Percha Rubber Company.

3. Two buckle.

PURCHASE OF MACHINE GUNS.
INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK inquired:

1. What was the total amount of money sub-
scribed throughout Canada by the people to pro-
vide machine guns for the overseas battalions?

2. What was the total amount received by the
Government for the same purpose?

3. Can the Government give a list of the cen-
tres at which subscriptions were taken up, and
the amount subscribed in each case?

4. What has been done with this money?

5. How many machine guns are supplied to
each overseas battalion at the present time?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers to
the hon. gentleman’s questions are:

HON. Mr. McHUGH.

. No information.
. $661,272.45.
. No
. 1t has been placed at Receiver Gen-
eral’s credit in a special account.

5. It is not in the public interest to give
this information at this time.

BANKS PARTICIPATING IN NEW YORK
LOAN.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. McSWEENEY inquired:

The names of the banks in the United States,
also the names of the banks in Canada who
bought or participated in the loan last August in
New York? The loans were on one and two
years notes, the amount of the loan was forty-
five millions?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers to
the hon. gentleman’s questions are: The
public offer of $45,000,000 New York loan
was signed by Messrs. J. P. Morgan and
Company, Messrs. Brown Brothers and
Company, Bank of Montreal, First National
Bank and National City Bank in the order
given. It is not known whether any of the
banks mentioned actually purchased any
part of the loan.

SECOND READING.

Bill (E), An Act respecting a certain
patent of Harvey Hubbell, incorporated.—

w00 B =

| Hon. Mr. McHugh.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (I), An Act for the relief of Lillian
May Dent.—Hon. Mr. Derbyshire.

Bill (J), An Act for the relief of Ida May
Woltz.—Hon. Mr. Derbyshire.

Bill (K), An Act for the relief of Cecily
Ethel Maude Farera.—Hon. Mr. Ratz.

RECONSTRUCTION OF PARLIAMENT
BUILDING.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. BOYER—Before we adjourn
may I ask the leader of the House to lay
on the Table a copy of the report of the two
architects who have examined the Parlia-
ment Building? There was a report laid
before the Commons last Monday, I believe.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I think the Min-
ister of Public Works made a statement.
Possibly a report was laid upon the Table;
of that I am not aware. I shall be very
glad to make an inquiry.

Hon. Mr. BOYER—I observe that the
report was laid on the table of the House.

°| 1f so, could we get a copy. =
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Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Yes.
very glad to make the inquiry.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—I asked the Min-
ister of Public Works to-day for a sketch
or plan of the reconstructed building, to
lay before the Committee of the Senate, of
which I am chairman, and was informed
that the architects had been instructed to
make a sketch, which he hoped to have
ready in two or three days, and he -agreed
to notify me when it could be had.

Hon. Mr. BOYER—A sketch?

Hon. Mr. WATSON—Those two architects,
along with Mr. Ewart, are preparing a
sketch which will be discussed between

1 shall be

the Commons and the Senate, I under-
stand.
Hon. Mr. BOYER—Is there any truth in

the report circulated in Montreal yester-
day that Messrs. Pearson and Marchand
have been entrusted with the rebulldmo of
the Parliament Buildings?

Hon. Mr. LOCGHED—I am not aware of
that.

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at
three o’clock.

THE SENATE.
Wednesday February 23, 1916.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’'clock. -

Prayvers and routine proceedings.

CONTRACT FOR TERMINALS AT CAPE
TORMENTINE.

INQUIRY.
Hou. Mr. MceSWEENEY inquired:

1. The names of the contractors on the ter-
minals at Cape Tormentine and Carleton Point,
P.E.I.,, is the work being doue by tender?

2. If so, what is the amount of the tender
accepted, or if on a commission basis, what is
the commission?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHFED--The answers to
the hon. gentleman’s questions are:

1. A. T. MacKie, Toronto, is the con-
tractor for terminals, Cape Tormentine, P.
EI.; Roger Miller and Sons, Toronto, are
the contractors for terminals, <Carleton
Point, P.E.I.; the work is being done by
tender.

2. Tender accepted for Cape Tormentine
at schedule rates, amounts to $571,590.56;
tender accepted for Carleton Point at
schedule rates, amounts to $949,250.

SALE OF SCHOOL LANDS IN NORTH-
WEST TERRITORIES.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. DAVIS inquired:

1. How many acres of school lands have
been sold in the year 1915, in Manitoba, Sas-
katchewan and Alberta, giving provinces?
What was the average price per acre received
for same?

2. How much money has there been received
on account of payments due and past due in
each of said provinces in the year 19157

3. How many acres are there under lease
in each of said provinces, and how many acres
was there leased in year 1915? What rental
does the Government receive per acre a year
for same?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers to
the hon. gentleman’s questions are:

1. Manitoba, 152°12 acres, average price,
$12 per acre; Saskatchewan, 1,240°31 acres,
average price, $14.60 per acre; Alberta, 146°46
acres, average price, $15.37 per acre.

2

Principal. Interest. Total.

Manitoba. .$158,550 00 $ 59,657 54 $218,207 54
Saskatche-

wan. . 246,200 89 121,242 52 367,443 41
Alberta. .. 107,941 43 53,930 24 161,871 67

3. Manitoba.—Hay leases, 153°97 acres at 25
cents per acre; Grazing permits, 16,627 acres at
6 cents per acre, issued in 1915.

Saskatchewan.—Hay leases, 432°60 acres at
25 cents per acre; Coal leases, 1,730'53 acres
at 30 cents per acre, 858 acres at $1 per acre.

Petroleum and gas leases, 17,492°15 acres at
25 cents per acre for first year, and 50 cents
each year thereafter.

Grazing permits, 893,480 acres at 4 cents per
acre, issued in 1$15.

Alberta.—Hay leases, 689°70 acres at 25 cents
per acre, issued in 1915.

Coal leases, 4,761 acres at 30 cents per acre,
20,690°51 acres at $1 per acre.

Of above arca, 68°80 acres leased in 1915 at
$1; Fire clay, 319,85 acres at $1 per acre;
Petroleum and gas, 457,492°05 acres at 25 cents
for first year, and 50 cents for each year there-
after.

Of this area, 7,250°25 acres leased for petro-
leum and gas in 1915.

Grazing permits, 535,921 acres at 4 cents per
acre, issued in 1915.

Special leases.

Saskatchewan.—4°78 acres at 35 cents per
acre per annum for Neudorf water supply;
624°06 acres at $1 per acre for Royal North-
west Mounted Police rifle range; 26°50 acres
at 1 cent per acre for Antelope water supply.

Alberta.—640 acres at $1 per annum for
section to Minister of Agriculture for Alberta,
dry Farming experiments; 35°70 acres at $1
per acre per annum, municipality of Wain-
wright for park and agricultural grounds.

ASSISTANCE TO IMMIGRANTS AND
UNEMPLOYED.
INQUIRY.
. Hon. Mr. DAVID inquired:

1. Were measures taken by the Government
to give effect to the resolution unanimously
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adopted by the Senate in the last session asking
that every assistance possible be given to in-
duce immigrants and unemployed and destitute
people to settle on our lands?

2. Have pourparlers taken place between the
Dominion and the Provincial Governments in
order to agree on the measures to be taken to
that effect?

He said: In order that the members of
this House may understand the answers
which will be made by the hon. leader of
the House to my questions, I thought it
proper to cite the resolution which was
moved by me last session and which was
adopted unanimously, which reads as fol-
lows:

That in order to provide larger markets for
our industries and remunerative traffic to our
transportation lines, and to increase our popu-
lation, and to promote the progress, the wealth,
and the best interests of Canada, every possi-
ble assistance should be given in order to secure
the development of our agriculture resources.

In support of that motion I made several
remarks which T do not want to repeat. I
tried to demonstrate that the development
of our resources was the surest foundation
of our national, moral and material wel-
fare. I insisted on the necessity of helping
the settlers, or would-be settlers, who would
like to settle on land, but had no means to
do it, and I cited the example of several
states in the neighbouring Union which
have taken measures to help such settlers,
and supply the means of buying the neces-
sary teams or implements to carry them
over one or two years until they could
malke a living out of the land, and I quoted
extracts {rom som2 of the most important
newspapers of Canada urging the Govern-
ment to do what has been done elsewhere
with so much success. I concluded my
remarks with the following words—

Hon. Mr. DOMVILLE—What is before
the House? I do not see any motion here.

The SPEAKER—There is an inquiry.
Hon. Mr. DOMVILLE—Is it debatable?

The SPEAKER—It is not debatable, but
the member who made the inquiry is ex-
plaining it.

Hon. Mr. DAVID—In concluding my re-
marks I said:

There may be differences of opinion on the
steps to be taken in order to give practical
effect to these patriotic views, but all agree
that the Government should assist all
those who are eager to return to the land
which they abandoned, but have not the means
of so doing, and give financial aid generally to
all those who would be pleased to settle on our

lands if they were able to get a living in the !

Hon. Mr. DAVID.

first or the two first years of their settlement.
Special consideration should be given to those
who want to settle in wooded regions where the
clearing of the land is so difficult. No money
can be better invested than the money spent
in increasing the number and wealth of our
rural population. Let the Government do for
colonization what they are now doing for agri-
culture. Let them include every year in the
budget a certain sum of money for colonization
purposes on condition that such sums of money
shall be used in assisting destitute settlers
in the manner best adapted to the needs and re-
quirements of each province.

I hope the hon. leader will be able to
express views and opinions which will be

acceptable to the country at large.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers to
the questions are:

1. The Economic and Development Com-
mission has been appointed to consider
amongst other questions the possibility of
“ increasing the acreage under cultivation ™
and ‘““of inducing the settlement of an
agricultural population upon the fertile
uncultivated lands in Western and Eastern
Canada.”

2. The commission will inquire into “the
means by which the lines upon which the
Federal Government, whether upon its own
sole initiative or in co-operation with
Provincial Governinents, can best carry out
an effective scheme of colonization.”

Hon. Mr. WATSON—What progress has
the Economic ‘Commission made:

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—It is making a
fairly comprehensive investigation into
these questions at the present moment. As
my hon. friend can very well understand,
it is not a small question with which we
are called upon to deal. This question of
colonization or settlement necessarily in-
volves a great deal of thought, and if car-
ried out upon the lines suggested by myv
hon. friend from Mille Iles will involve a
very large expenditure of money; but it is
hoped that at an early day there may be
some pronouncement on the question.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT—Will my hon.
friend tell us the personnel of the commis-
sion, if he has the names?

_ Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Yes, I can give
my hon. friend the personnel of the com-
mission. I may say that it happens that I
am chairman of it. The other members
are: Joseph Wesley Flavelle, of the city of
Toronto. Mr. Flavelle has recently been
appointed to the Imperial Munitions Com-
mittee, and the vacancy caused by his new
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appointment has not yet been filled. At
an early day it is hoped that it will be.
The other names are: William Farrell, Van-
couver, B. C.; S. Jean Baptiste Rolland,
Montreal; Edward N. Hopkins, Moosejaw,
Sask.; Hon. Wm. Benjamin Ross, Middle-
ton, N.8.; Dr. John ‘Gunyon Rutherford,
Calgary, Alta.; William Smith, Esq., M.P.,
Columbus, Ont.; James Cameron Waters,
Ottawa, Ont.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Are they all
_friends of the Government or are both sides
represented on that list?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I have not made
inquiries of those gentlemen. If they en-
tertain a friendly feeling towards the Gov-
ernment it would be evidence of their good
judgment and of their qualifications for
the work of this commission.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—Can my hon. friend
give us an idea how many members of the
commission are practical agriculturists or
farmers, or know anything about farming?
I know Dr. Rutherford, but not the others.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I should say my
friend Senator Ross from Nova Scotia has
a fair knowledge of farming inasmuch as
he has one of the largest farms in Nova
Scotia. Mr. Hopkins, of Moosejaw, I under-
stand, has been a representative farmer,
and has been president or vice-president of
the Grain ‘Growers’ Association of the prov-
ince of Saskatchewan. Mr. Smith, M.P.
for one of the Ontaric constituencies, is a
very representative farmer. I -might fur-
ther say to my hon. friend that there are
subjects other than that of agriculture
which have to be inquired into; very large
commercial, financial, transportation and
other kindred questions come within the
. scope of the inquiry, and I think he will
agree with me that it would be a rather
ill-balanced commission if the entire per-
sonnel were farmers.

REFINING OF NICKEL ORES IN
CANADA.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN rose to

Ask the Government if it is their intention
now, to take the necessary measures to pro-
mote the refining of nickel ores in Canada.

He said: My inquiry. has been on the
Order Paper for a long time, and it may be
difficult for the leader of the House to
answer it in its present form; if so, I shall
be quite content with any reply that he can

give. I am sure it is not the desire of any
one in this House to raise questions of a
contentious character or which might in
any way embarrass the Government at this
time.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The ‘Government
has taken up the subject of refining nickel
ore in: Canada, with the company that con-
trols those deposits in northern Ontario,
and negotiations are now under way—in
fact, I think they are almost completed,
for the erection of a large smelter for re-
fining as much of our mickel ore as can well
be done in Canada.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—My hon. friend re-
ferred to one company. I was under the
impression that there were two interested
in this matter. .

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I cannot speak
with authority on that. I was under the
inipression that there was only one large
company.

SALVAGE FROM PARLIAMENTARY
FIRE.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Before proceeding
wih the Orders of the Day, I should like
to call attention to a very noteworthy in-
cident that occurred during the recent con-
flagration at the Parliament Building. I
allude to the salvage work that was accom-
plished by a very small body of men,

young men at that. In the face of great-

difficulty and danger this small body of
men rescued from the flames very valuable
property, personal and otherwise. Not
only did they do that, but they rescued
from the flames valuable souvenirs of Can-
adian parliamentary and public life. Under
those circumstances, having rescued these
souvenirs which cannot be rteplaced by
money, I say that the people of Canada
owe them a debt of gratitude for their de-
votion in that perilous work in rescuing
from the flames the treasures of the Senate
and of the Parliament of Canada. For in-
stance, they rescued the paintings of our
Kings and our Queens which now grace the
walls of this assembly and make it so home-
like. They rescued a painting of incalcul-
able value, of Queen Victoria in her Cor-
onation robes which was hanging in the
Senate Chamber and is now in the House
of Commons. They rescued those paint-
ings which you see here of our ancient
Speakers of past days both before and
after Confederation. They rescued the bust
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of the Prime Minister, of the ex-Prime
Minister, Sir Wilfrid Laurier, and I may
add also that of His Honour the Speaker.
I have consulted expert authority on the
question of the material value of this salv-
age, and the answer was not in the tens
of thousands but in the hundreds of thous-
ands of dollars.
walls are masterpieces, or as they say in
French, chef d’ouvres, which cannot be re-
placed. One of them was painted by Eng-
land’s greatest painter, Sir Joshua Rey-
nolds. That body of young meu acted in
spite of orders from the military power, the
Dominion police, the civil power and the
city fire brigade to keep them out of the
building. The Gentleman Usher of the
Black Rod says that they were ordered
out of the building. It was in flames; the
roofs were falling; and the fire authorities
—military, civil and others—said to them,
“iGet out. ”” But a man, now on the floor
of this House, said, ‘““No, we will not
retire from the firing line until we save
what can be saved.’” And now we have
a homelike appearance in the Senate,
for which we can thank that body .of
young men, not more than eight or ten,
under his gallant leadership and his ener-
getic direction. Is it not fitting, under
these circumstances, that this honourable
House should recognize in some tangible
fashion services thus rendered on a fateful
occasion, let us hope never to be repeated
in the history of ‘Canada? I suggest most
respectfully to the leader of this House
and also to the Committee on Internal
Economy that they take this matter into
consideration and devise means whereby
the services of those faithful young men,
devoted to our interests, devoted to the
national wealth of Canada, may be recog-
nized in some handsome manner. In all
our large centres of population when a large
fire occurs, whether the sufferers are in-
dividuals or companies, what happens? The
day after the fire those who suffered loss
send a cheque to the fund for the relief
of firemen’s widows and orphans. Why
should we not follow such a humane ex-
ample of generosity and gratitude? I do
not suggest what should be done or what
amount should be paid, but the hon. leader
of the Government here to-day with the
Committee on Internal Economy should
- take the matter up and provide means to
- commemorate this memorable event. I sub-
mit one suggestion. I would have -the

Hon. Mr. CLORAN.

These paintings on our!

names of those eight or ten young men
engraved on a brass tablet to be placed in
the Chamber of this House as a reminder
that these faithful men saved the paintings
of our Kings and Queens; nay, more, they
saved the mace which now lies on the
table reminding us of the authority of the
King and of the loyalty that we owe to
him. This is not a matter for the Govern-
ment; it rests with this House, with its own
funds, to extend recognition to those young
men who were so devoted and. faithful to
our service.

Hon. Mr. BOYER—I am very glad my
hon. friend has brought up this question.
Speaking on this disastrous fire in another
House, a member of Parliament said that
the looting that night was disastrous. We
ought to take up the motion of my hon.
friend from Montreal and say to the world
at large, as far as the employees of the
Senate are concerned, they did their duty
nobly and well, and I think a substantial
reward should be given to them as an
encouragement for the future and an ex-
pression of gratitude from the Senate. My
first fear when 1 learned of the fire in
Ottawa, was that our valuable collection
of portraits of men that have helped to lay -
the foundations of the Dominion had been
lost, and great was my delight when I saw
that each and every one of these great
men’s portraits, which cannot be replaced,
had been saved, and remain the property
of the country. I regret very much the
destruction of the painting in the Railway
Committee room of the House of Com-
mons, entitled “ The Fathers of Confedera-
tion.” In that picture we had the portraits
of all the great Canadians who, from 1865 to
1876, helped to found the Dominion of Can-
ada: They were lifelike portraits. Unfor-
tunately there is no duplicate of the pic-
ture, and I am sorry to say that it is lost
for ever. The group was assembled in the
illustrious old Parliament House that stood
on the rock in Quebec. In the distance you
had the noble St. Lawrence and across the
river the fortresses of Lévis, and seated at
the table were such men as have given us
the constitution we now enjoy. That pic-
ture has been lost to the country. Too little
care is taken in this country of our record
of deeds of valour. We should inscribe in
our Minutes the noble deeds done by the
small staff of the Senate. We should do
s0, as a protest, against the words that were
sent broadcast throughout the country that
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the looting the night of the fire was dis-
astrous. None of our desks were touched.
None of us missed even a pen-holder from
his desk. Where the looting comes in I
am at a loss to understand. As far as the
officials of the Senate were concerned, I
think we should say that they did their
duty mobly and well, and it is our duty to
make this statement publicly so that it may
be sent broadcast over the country.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I quite join with
my hon. friend from Montreal who has
brought this matter up in the appreciation
which he has expressed of the services
rendered by the Gentleman Usher of the
Black Rod and other employees of the
Senate. I was present on that occasion
and witnessed what they accomplished. As
to any tangible recognition which we can
give to the officers and employees of the
Senate for their service on that occasion, I
cannot say anything at the moment, but I
shall be very glad to act upon the sugges-
tion of the hon. gentleman from Montreal,
and direct the attention of the Chairman
of the Internal Economy Committee, when
he returns to Ottawa, to the expressions of
appreciation which we have heard this
afternoon, and the desirability of some
recognition being given to the officers and
employees of the Senate for their services
on the occasion referred to.

SECOND READING.

Bill (F), An Act for the relief of Lena
Pearl Potter.—Hon. Mr. Derbyshire.

Bill (G), An Act for the relief of Robert
Napper.—Hon. Mr. Ratz.

Bill (H), An Act for the relief of Sher-
wood Norman Hill.—Hon. Mr. Ratz.

The Senate adjourned until three o’clock
to-morrow.

THE SENATE.
Thursday, February 24, 1916.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

COST OF SUBWAY AT MONCTON.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. McSWEENEY inquired:

1. What is the cost of the subway under
Main street, Moncton, N.B.? .

2. Who were the contractors, and what was
the contract price? 2

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers to
the hon. gentleman’s question are:

No. 1. One hundred and six thousand
nine hundred and sixty dollars and twenty-
seven <ents ($106,960.27) exclusive of prop-
erty. damage claims not settled. ;

No. 2. Soper & McDougall, Ltd., and
Rhodes, Curry Co., Ltd., schedule prices.

MAIL SERVICE BETWEEN QUESNEL
AND PRINCE GEORGE.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK inquired:

1. How much has the Inland Express Com-
pany received to date for carrying the mail
from Quesnel to Prince George?

2. Did the Government call for tenders for
the performance of this service?

3. When was the contract let, and for how
long?

4. Is payment made at so much per mile or in
a lump sum for the whole mail route?

5. To whom is the payment made?

6. Were any alterations made in the terms
and conditions of the contract for the year
1915 different from those in the contract for
the year 1913?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers to
the hon. gentleman’s questions are:

1. James C. Shields is the contractor for
the mail service in question, which is a
portion of the through mail route between
Ashcroft and South Fort George. The de-
partment is not aware of the amount paid
by the contractor to the Inland Express
Company for the portion of the-route re-
ferred to. ;

2. Tenders were not called for in the usual
way, but the contract was arranged for a
period of two years from the 1st October,
1913, after considering the offers of two
companies which, by their strength and
knowledge of thé® work, were in a position
to handle the contract in the public in-
terest.

3. From the 1st October, 1913, for a period
of two years.

4. A lump sum for the whole mail route.

5. The Royal Bank of Canada, attorneys
for the contractor.

6. The only alteration made in the terms
and conditions of the contract on the re-
newal of the service for the year 1915, was
a pro rata reduction made by the abolition
of that part of the mail service from Ash-
croit to Lillooet.

UNCLAIMED BALANCES IN BANKS.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE moved:

That an order of the House do issue for all
correspondence from the first of January, 1916,
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between members of the Senate, persons or
financial institutions and the. Government, the
honourable the Minister of Finance or Sir
Thomas White, personally, relating to the use
of unclaimed balances of moneys in the banks
for patriotlc fund purposes.

He said: In looking over the annual
statement of unclaimed balances in banks.
amounting to over one million dollars, it
occurred to me that just now, when in-
creased revenue is required to meet the ex-
penses ‘of the war, it would be well to give
this million dollars to the Patriotic Fund.
I find that there is a sum of over eight hun-
dred thousand dollars in the banks unclaim-
ed for many years. Moreover, there is a
further amount of over two hundred
thousand representing unpaid drafts and
cheques which have been accepted by the
bank, but never presented for payment.
These two items, unclaimed balances and
unpaid cheques, amount to over one
million dollars. I took the liberty to write
to the Minister of Finance, suggesting that
it would be a good thing to amend the Bank
Act and declare that after sixty days’ notice,
all the balances still unclaimed should go
to the Patriotic Fund. The answer from the
Finance Minister, unfortunately—for what
reason I do not know—was marked ‘‘ per-
sonal.”” The press of the country, French
and English, friendly to the Government.
stated that it would be a good thing to act
on my suggestion. !

Hon. Mr. DAVID—Under the law. have
the banks the right to confiscate these un-
claimed balances after a certain number
of years?

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—I do not think

so. That might be an amendment to the
law which should be made.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Has the hon.
centleman looked into the section of the
Bank Act making provision for the reversion
of these unclaimed balances to the Govern-
ment after a certain period?

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—That is what 1
am suggesting. ¢

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—My hon. friend
is aware that after a certain period goes
by these funds become the property of the
Crown.

~ Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—I was told that
it was after five years; at any rate, there
is a million dollars in the banks which the
Government can claim now if they will. As
I have explained, the Minister of Finance
marked his letter to me ‘ personal.” 1
asked him if he would allow me to make

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE.

the letter public., and he answered that
the matter had been brought before the
public.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Do I understand
that this million dollars is the property of
depositors?

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—Yes.

Hon: Mr. LOUGHEED—And that the
period during which these unclaimed bal-
ances may be withdrawn by the owners
has not expired?

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—Yes, the owners
can get the money if they show they have
a right to it, but they have not done so.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—It would be
equivalent then to confiscating the money
on deposit.

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—But the banks
are confiscating the profit. I may be told:
“It will be infringing on individua!l
rights if you take the money from the
banks.”” That may be true in one sense.
but the banks are infringing on the rights
of the people who deposited that money.
I asked the Minister of Finance to permit
me to make public use of his letter.
but he said the answer was personal.
Therefore I have placed this matter before
the House, asking for these documents, and
then the public can take notice of the
matter. This million dollars of unclaimed
balances produces large profits to the banks.
They loan the money at 6, 7 and 8 per
cent, and have the benefit of it as
though it were part of their -capital.
I have no objection to the banks making
money. If I were a shareholder of a bank,
which unfortunately I am mot, I should be
glad to get a good dividend; but in time of
war when everybody is to be taxed to the
utmost, these unclaimed balances should
be used to lighten the public burden. We
might amend the Bank Act, giving sixty
days’ notice before this money should be
confiscated. If instead of keeping the
money in the bank, where it is profitable
only to the bankers, it were transferred to
the coffers of the Government, it might be
paid back 1o those who could establish
their right to it. In this way the Finance
Minister, instead of borrowing money at
four or five per cent, would have this
amount at three per cent, the rate of in-
terest allowed by the banks. It should
be easy to devise some means whereby
this money can be made useful to the
public and those who mneed it. This

- \
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idea has appealed to the press of both
sides of politics; both the French and the
English press have thought there was some-
thing in the suggestion.

Hon. Mr. DAVID—I am inclined to think
that a good part of those balances has al-
ready been confiscated under the law, but
a good part of them might be disposed of
in the manmer suggested by the hon. mem-
ber from Grandville. It would be the most
patriotic use that could be made of the
money, and I think the suggestion deserves
the consideration of the Government.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—This question was dis-
cussed—at least I took some part in the
discussion of it—when the Bank Act was
under consideration some time ago. As
a matter of fact, the bankers of the country
did not bother themselves very much to
let anybody know that there were un-
claimed balances. On one occasion I read
the list of unclaimed balances in my own
town, and found there were 25 or 30
residents who had unclaimed balances to
their credit and did not know it. "The
banks had not notified them, but I told
them and they went and drew their money.
I think there is some legislation for con-
fiscating those balances or getting posses-
sion of them at the end of a certain time.

Hon. Mr. McSWEENEY—Is
legislation?

there such

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—I think there is. Now,
this money, after a certain time, belongs to
the Government, so it does not appear that
it makes much difference whether the Gov-
ernment give this money to the Patriotic
Fund or confiscate these balances. If they
have not carried out the legislation they
are to blame. The machinery is there to
take the money, and the Government should
take it because the banks have not shown
any desire to inform the people about these
balances. I suppose the banks wanted the
money to use.

Hon. Mr. SPROULE—Some years ago 1
was one of the members of the other House
who tried to get legislation that would
compel the banks to hand over these un-
claimed balances to the Crown, in the
same way that unclaimed property is
escheated. If an individual owning pro-
perty dies without heirs or there are no
claimants for the property, it becomes es-
cheated and remains the property of the
Crown. I know of instances in the province
of Ontario in which after protracted liti-

gation, that was the final decision, and
ever since the principle has been recognized
as a correct one.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—Was it adopted?

Hon. Mr. SPROULE—It was, with refer-
ence to real estate and personal property.
If there was no claimant and the heirs were
all dead, so far as known, the property was
escheated to the Crown. :

Hon. Mr. DAVID—That is a special case.

Hon. Mr. SPROULE—The banks often
become possessed of property belonging to
others. Sometimes parents will deposit
money in a bank for a child, and that
child cannot claim the money until it be-
comes of age. Through accident or sick-
ness the parent dies, and the child knows
nothing about it. The child may die, or the
family move away, but the bank takes good
care never to allow that information to get
out.

-Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. SPROULE—And they keep the
money for ever, for all practical purposes.
Many instances are known where the banks
have become possessed of money in these
and various other ways and have given no
information regarding it. I believe it is
an admitted principle of the banks that
they do not say anything to the outside
world about their accounts. Therefore
they kept these balances and the rightful
owners, knowing nothing of it, never got
the money. One of the hon. members from
the West referred to the effect in his own
locality of the publication of wunclaimed
balances under the Act passed many years
ago. The Bill was introduced for the pur-
pose of compelling the banks to hand cver
these unclaimed balances to the Crown.
The fight was kept up for a long time.
There were a few of us who were determined
to pass the Bill if we could, but of course
fighting banks is a pretty big contract.
We had a lively contest, and for some time
did not succeed. Finding that we were not
likely to accomplish our object entirely,
we had a conference with the Right Hon.
Sir John A. Macdonald, who suggested that
as half a loaf was better than no bread,
perhaps we had better be satisfied to let
the Government introduce a Bill to compel
the banks, after this money had remained
in their possession for five years, to pub-
lish the fact. That, he said, would
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require the preparation of an annual
report and the public would know, if they
troubled to look, if they had money in
the banks to their credit and would go and
get it. We decided to accept that because
we believed we were scarcely able to force
the Bill through the House. After that
return was made 1 know of several men
who discovered that there were unclaimed
balances in the very banks with which
they were dealing. Their original account
had been closed: subsequently they opened
accounts in the same banks in which
money was standing to their credit. In one
bank, to my knowledge, no mention was
made to them that they had money stand-
ing to their credit, although they had been
dealing there for years, until the list of un-
claimed balances was published. Then one
of the parties demanded his money and of
course got it. I merely cite that as an
illustration of how money was retained by
the banks although they knew the owners
very well, and it was only when the lists
were published and when the money was
known to be in their possession that they
handed it over. Did I understand the
leader of the House to say that the Bank
Act was amended to compel the banks to
give over this money after a number of
years? If so, I am not aware of it.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I did not say
that it was.

Hon. Mr. SPROULE—I have watched
this subject pretty closely -for twenty-five
years, but T have no remembrance of any
such amendment being passed. I never
could understand why if there is no claim-
ant or owner for a money balance it should
be dealt with otherwise than the law pro-
vides for real or personal property for
which no claimant or owner appears. In
the latter case the property is escheated to
the Crown and in my judgment the un-
claimed balance ought to be treated on
exactly the same principle.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—I will not ex-
press any opinion on the motion made by
the hon. gentleman from Grandville until
the matter comes up regularly on the pro-
duction of the correspondence. I only rise
to make this remark, that some hon. gen-
tleman has spoken of a bank having know-
ledge of a special deposit lying idle for
vears and yet doing business with the same
party on a current account. The unclaimed
balance may have been a savings account,

Hon. Mr. SPROULE.

and the party would not be notified by the
bank that he had a bagatelle, a few dollars
or a few cents, remaining of an account
that he had neglected to close. There should
be more precision in the affirmation that
the bank knew that a certain client had a
deposit that he seemed to have forgotten
all about. The bank is composed of the
manager and a number of employees. T
would affirm that the manager does not
know anything about these accounts ex-
cept as he sees them when the clerk brings
to him the accounts that have not moved
for the preceding five years.

Hon.
know.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—I know of bank
directors who had forgotten, until they
saw the published list of unclaimed bal-
ances, that they had themselves neglected
to deal with certain accounts which they
had in their own bank. To speak of a
bank having knowledge of an unclaimed
balance, and concealing the fact with a
desire to retain that account, is most
amusing.

Mr. should

GORDON—Well, he

Hon. Mr. GORDON—With regard to what
my hon. friend from Grey has said, T think
the Bank Act states that after a certain
length of time this money is paid over to
the Government, but even after that time
a depositor has the right to withdraw it.
With regard to what my hon. friend who
has last spoken said, even since the last
statement was issued, I know of at least
thirty, and perhaps forty, people living
in the very town in which they had deposits
to which they were entitled and . of which
they had never been notified by the banks.
My hon. friend claims that this is really
not an oversight, but attributable. perhaps.
to press of work on the part of the man-
ager; but T would just point out to him
that, according to the Bank Act, the bank
is supposed to notify depositors.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Would my hon.
friend read that clause in which the bank
is supposed to notify depositors that they
have money on deposit that they are not
claiming?

Hon. Mr. GORDON—Yes, if 1 have time
I may point that out to my hon. friend.
They are supposed to send notice to the
last address.
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Hon. ™Mr. MITCHELL—I think the
auditor has to do that periodically every
year, two or three times a year.

" Hon. Mr. GORDON—I am sure that they
have to send a notice to the }ast known
address of the depositor. I am satisfied I
can give my hon. friend-the section.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-—My hon. friend
is in error.

Hon. Mr. GORDON—If my hon. friend
wishes it T can give him the addresses of
twenty-five or thirty people living in a town
where they were well known by the bank
and the bank manager, who did mnot
receive any notification of those moneys
being there.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—What prevented
them from claiming that money or with-
drawing it?

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—They forgot they had
it. :

Hon. Mr. GORDON—They did not know
it was there. Only last year T had occasion
to write to as many different people as I
have mentioned with regard to this mat-
ter, pointing out that money was in the
bank—in some cases not to their credit,
-but to the credit, for instance, in one case,
of the husband of a lady to whom I wrote.
If notification had been sent to that
lady, who was living in the same town,
of course it would have been received; but
I claim that those notifications are not
being sent oui as they should be.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Was
the husband alive?

Hon. Mr. GORDON—No, he had died,
and the money was in his name in trust.
While on my feet I should like to say one
thing more—that 1 hope the next time the
Bank Act comes up for revision, provision
will be made that all this money which is
lying on deposit and drawing no interest
shall draw interest.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—It is drawing in-
terest.

Hon. Mr. GORDON—I do not think
does from the time the account is closed.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—No, it
does not.

Hon. Mr. GORDON—I think it should be
drawing interest for all that time, and even
when it is taken over by the Government.

it

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—I generally look for
light in the discussions in this House, but
I am in darkness just now. We have a -
gentleman from Nipissing, making plain
statements to the "~ House regarding the
statutes and the governing of the banks.
On the other hand, we have the hon. sen-
ator from De TLorimier, a director of the
Montreal Savings Bank, flatly contradicting
those statements. Which of the two men
am I to believe, the director of the Mon-
treal Savings Bank or the financier from
the county of Nipissing?

Hon. Mr. WATSON—Take your choice.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—"You pays your
money and you takes your choice,”’ That
is a nice condition of things to be con-
fronted with. Here are two hon. senators,
financially active men; one, knowing all
about banks, gives to this House a state-
ment of the records and government of
banks and depositors and the rights of de-
positors. He is flatly contradicted by
the hon. gentleman from De Lorimier. I am
still in darkness. I know that members
of my family have had accounts lying in
banks for 20 or 25 years, and I never knew
anything of them until I saw them publish-
ed in the press. I then ascertained that
some of my children had bank accounts
25 years old, several hundred dollars. I
saw my name one day in the accounts
published in the press of deposits in the
Montreal Savings Bank. I said, I have
no such account in the bank, it is one of
my children. There is something wrong in
all this.

General the Hon. Mr. MASON—It has
been stated that no notification is sent to a
depositor. On proper inspection of a
branch, the balances in the ledger must
be verified by depositors and a notice is
sent to each depositor. It has been said
that interest has not been added to the un-
claimed balance. With all due respect to
the hon. gentleman from Nipissing, I think
that is a mistake. Then, further, the blue-
book shows clearly and distinctly, the
bank, the name of the depositor, and the
amount of the unclaimed balance.

Hon. Mr. ILOUGHEED—I might say to
hon. gentlemen who are discussing what,
seemingly, to them is a very controversial
question, that if they will look at section
114 of the Bank Act they will find that it
throws upon the bank the responsibility of
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stating in their returns to the Government,
after the expiration of five years, the un-
claimed balances which they hold; that is
to say, if there has been no transaction con-
cerning a balance during that five yeass,
that duty is then cast upon them and also
the duty of notifying the depositor, if they
have his address, of that balance standing
to his credit. :

‘Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Is the bank obliged
to publish that in the press? Simply send-
ing it in a report to the Government is no
intimation to the depositor.

Hon. Mr. TESSIER—They have to notify
the party.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—They send iniorma-
tion to 108 St. James street, Montreal, for
instance, when the party might be living
in Timbuctoo or anywhere else. Is the
bank obliced to publish in the press the
accounts as contained in their ledger or
in their books? I am told that has been
stopped. How will a depositor know ‘what
returns are sent to the Government? He
might find out from the public press that
he had an account which by his own neglect
had been overlooked, ranging perhaps from
$1 to $100, and anywhere from that to many
thousand dollars. I hold that the banks
should be required to publish all these de-
tails in the public press.

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—There appears
to have been some contradiction about the
interest and about notices. The clause
which the hon. leader placed bkefore the
House is very clear, but there is one point
in regard to which there is no contradic-
tion whatever, that is the fact that there
is over a million dollars unclaimed which
is held by the banks. I ask the Government
to take that money and put it in the
Patriotic Fund, in order that the public
may benefit by it, and it is because notice
is not given the depositors that I suggested
that if such a law is passed to take the
money from the banks, the Government
ought to give 60 days’ notice in the Official
Gazette and the public press to all those
whose names appear in the list of unclaimed
balances, and that if these parties do not
claim their money in 60 days, it should be
assumed that they are willing the Gov-
ernment should take the money for the
Patriotic Fund.

Hon. Mr. SPROULE—With reference to
a disposal of this money, I do not know

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

if I understood the hon. leader of this
House. He said the banks made a report
to the Government.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Yes.

Hon. Mr. SPROULE—But they still re-
tain the money?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Yes.

Hon. Mr. SPROULE—I pray the indul-
gence of the House tp cite a case of which
I was given information. A father put
some money away for one of his children
until the child became of age. The father
was killed in a railway accident, and the
child afterwards died of a disease, and the
mother moved out of the country. Whom
would the bank notify?

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill No. 4, An Act respecting the Can-
adian Northern Railway Company.—Hon.
Mr. Watson.

Bill No. 11, An Act respecting the British
American Nickel Corporation, Limited.—
Hon. Mr. McHugh.

Bill No. 12, An Act respecting the Calgary
and Edmonton Railway Company.—Hon.
Mr. Talbot. 3

Bill No. 14, An Act respecting the Central
Western Canada Railway Company.—Hon.
Mr. Watson.

Bill No. 16, An Act respecting the Quebec,
Montreal and Southern Railway Company.
—Hon. Mr. Beique.

Bill No. 20, An Act respecting Queen’s
University of Kingston, and 'to amalgamate
therewith the School of Mining and Agri-
culture.—Hon. Mr. Taylor.

Bill (L), An Act respecting the Atlin
Railway Company.—Hon. Mr. Derbyshire.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (F). An Act for the relief of Lena
Pearl Potter.—Hon. Mr. Derbyshire.

Bill (G). An Act for the relief of Robert
Napper.—Hon. Mr. Ratz.

Bill (H), An Act for'the relief of Sher-
wood Norman Hill.—Hon. Mr. Ratz.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (I), An Act for the relief of Lillian
May Dent.—Hon. Mr. Derbyshire.

Bill (J), An Act for the relief of Ida May
Woltz.—Hon. Mr. Derbyshire.

Bill (K), An Act for the relief of Cecily
Ethel Maude Farera.—Hon. Mr. Ratz.
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SERVICE ON THE TRANSCONTINENTAL.

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE—Before the
House adjourns I wish to lay before the
House, and especially before the hon.
leader, a most important question relating
to the Transcontinental railway. A few
days ago the hon. gentleman from Mille
Iles (Hon. Mr. David) put the following
question to the hon. leader of the House:

Has the Transcontinental railway been
operated between Winnipeg and Quebec as a
through line, and will it be so operated in
~future?

And the hon. leader gave the following
answer: A

Hon. Mr. Lougheed: The Transcontinental
railway between Winnipeg and Quebec has
not as vet been operated as a through line, but
a. plan of such operation is being considered.

So far so good; we all know that there
is a kind of operation on that road. a train
three days a week as far as Cochrane. That
is better than nothing, and it is not that
to which I am objecting. Of course I would
prefer a daily service, but the public objects
to the character of the service and desire
that the Transcontinental be operated in
such a way as to give satisfaction. I have
in my hand articles from newspapers
friendly to the Government, stating that
people on that line are treated in a wav
that you would not treat cattle, and in
order to save time I shall read a few of these
remarks which have been reproduced in
the press. This is a Government railway,
and I must say that sometimes the Govern-
ment is unjustly attacked because the em-
ployees do not do their duty. People blame
the Government. The statements in the
document I am about to read are absolutely
true. This is an article published at St.
Maurice and reproduced in a Quebec paper,
and reads as follows:

The Service of the Transcontinental.

We can never give too much publicity to the
infamies committed on this railway.

We can never be made to realize the egotism
and the fanaticism that characterize the chief
officers of this road.

I went to La Tuque last week, and had a
nice experience during the twelve hours that we
had to wait in that repulsive box that is called
a passenger car on the Transcontinental.
This car, hardly good enough to carry the
Italians and the Poles when the road was being
constructed, was the only one lighted. The other
car was an old “colonist,” after the model of
1860, with wooden seats, the back of which
the weary traveller can turn over and then lie
comfortably for the night by twisting his legs
and coiling himself up. In this car there was
no oi! in the lamps and to find your way you
had to grope along with your hands outstretched

in the dark and liable to hurt the face of any
unfortunate being coming in your direction.

So we had chosen the box car, because it was
lighted. Many ladies had made the same choice,
I had been in there just a few minutes, when
a man with a good Irish face and by the name
of McLean came in front of me and said:
“Tickets.” I understood that he was asking
for my ticket. So I handed him the small
piece of pasteboard the agent had given me a
few hours before in the Hervey Junction sta-
tion.’

“Have you no better car than this one for
passengers?” I asked McLean. ¢

“J don’t speak French,” this man replied.

“How is that? You don’t speak French on a
train that runs between Quebec and La Tuque
and where seven-eights of the travellers are
French-Canadians,” said 1 speaking in his own
language.

“It is not my fault,” he explained, “I shouid
be on a baggage train, I would like it better.”

At least, here was an honest man who un-
derstood that he was not in the right place.

L * * * - *

And all this is of daily occurrence on the

Transcontinental. Once in a while things hap-
pen that illustrate better still the brutal acts
of those who manage this railway. One of
these incidents, so revolting that we can hardly
believe it, but which is scrupulously true, hap-
pened during the week of January the 17th.
' It is almost a drama. We are relating it, be-
cause we wish the public and the authorities to
know how this man Gorrie who is the superin-
tendent of the Transcontinental in Quebec, cares
for the public.

Our very good friend, M. J. A. Comeau, was
bringing to Three Rivers the remains of one
Mr. Bolduc. The train was crowded and six
hours late. Instead of a passenger train we
had two cattle-cars like those I mentioned
above.

Those cars were packed with Italians, Rus-
sians, Poles and above all with “lumber jacks.,”
and they were horribly dirty. You can have
some idea of the disgusting smell coming from
these men and their luggage, togetner with the
smoke of the coal-oil lamps, the tobacco and
the breath of drunkards. Aboard one of these
cars was Bolduc’s unfortunate widow, sick with
grief and who could not stand this poisoned air.
Not far from her, another lady coming from
Harricanaw, the wife of a lawyer, Mr. Houde,
if we are well informed, had been enduring this
torture for two days. Attached to the train,
were two beautiful private cars, carrying Mr.
A. Brady, general manager, and his secretary.
and Mr. Gorrie and his secretary. Two beauti-
ful private cars for two Englishmen promenad-
ing at the country’s expense, and for the
“ Canayens ” cattle-cars in which passengers
are packed like sardines, and are left most of
the time without heat, water and light!

This sounds abominable, but it is nothing.
Here comes the climax. One of the passengers
was delegated by sympathizing travellers to
Mr. Gorrie to ask him to take Madame Bolduc
in his car, explaining to him the painful state
in which the unfortunate lady was.

Do you want to know the answer of this
brvte?

“This is a private car.”

To have been treated in such a way for many
years on a railway belonging to the Govern-
ment is an unqualified infamy, and we wond 2r
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how a riot did not occur and that some of
those brutes were not clubbed to death.

A citizen of La Tuque to whom I made this
remark told me that a leader was the only
thing wanted. People are thoroughly exasper-
ated. Just a daring man to 'take the lead and
a riot is certain.

Mr. Blondin is the minister of our district.
He has never done anything to better the situa-
tion.—L’Echo de St. Maurice.

So hon. gentlemen will see that people
travelling on these roads are treated like
dogs. Those in authority do not care for
anybody, and this is a Government railway.
The Quebec Board of Trade have already
taken up the matter and I do not know why
complaints have not reached the ears of
the Government so far. I am not saying
anything against the Government, because
I think these matters are kept quiet and
de not reach them. I have too much faith
in the Government to think that they would
tolerate these things if they knew what
iz going .on. I have translated this letter
into English to put these facts before the
Government, and I hope some steps will be
taken, not only for the sake of .people
who have to travel on the line, but for the

- sake of the reputation of the Government. I
hope my hon. friend the leader of the Sen-
ate will take the matter up. I am inter-
ested in the progress of the railway and
interested in the development of colonization
along the line, but when it becomes publicly
known that things such as I have described
take place along the line of the National
Transcontinental railway the Government
cannot expect to colonize the country and
the railway cannot be made to pay. There-
fore in the interest of the country, the pub-
lic, and the Government, I hope this ques-
tion will be dealt with, and these officials
who refused to take the poor widow into a
private car should be discharged at once. I
do not believe the official referred to could
have acted as he did unless he had been
in a state of mind that he could not hear
the complaint. I know him personally, and
although I do not think he is the best man
for the position, he is a pretty good man.
These are matters which should be investi-
gated. If these statements which I have
laid before the House are true, I feel sorry
for these gentlemen, Mr. Gorrie and Mr.
Brady, who were in the private car.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—This is entirely
an irregular way of directing the attention
of the Government to any abuse. If we are
to have a general discussion upon a sub-
ject to which our attention has not been

Hon. Mr. CHOQUETTE.

called in a regular way, I feel it my duty.
without desiring to limit - discussion, to
object to this form of debate being proceeded
with. If my hon. friend desires to vindi-
cate the Government—and he apparently is
showing a very deep solicitude for the Gov-
ernment in its operation of the National
Transcontinental railway—he will follow
this up by putting a question as to whether
those statements are correct, and he will
receive an answer.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—I am a witness to
the facts related by the hon. senator.

The SPEAKER--Order; order.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—I know I am out of
order, but I am here in the face of a great
difficulty in the province of Quebec, and I
do not like the Speaker, who comes from
the province of Quebec, to interrupt me
when I am standing here for the rights of
the people referred to by the hon. gentleman
from Grandville.

The SPEAKER—The hon. gentleman will
take his seat. If he is really a gentleman
he will accept my decision.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—I am as much a
gentleman as the hon. Speaker.

The SPEAKER—The debate is quite ir-
regular. 7

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Why did the hon.
Speaker allow the leader of the Govern-
ment to make a speech?

The SPEAKER—The hon. gentleman from
Grandville rose to ask a question, and made
some remarks, and I could not deny the
hon. leader the right to answer.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN-—I am just as good as
the Government.

The SPEAKER—That is a debatable ques-
tion.

The Senate adjourned until three o’clock
to-morrow.

THE SENATE.
Friday, February 25, 1916.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings. .




FEBRUARY 29, 1916

97

SALVATION ARMY \INCORPORATION
BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. McHUGH, from the Committee
on Miscellaneous Private Bills, reported

Bill (B), An Act to incorporate the Gov- |-

erning 'Council of the S8alvation Army, Can-
ada West, without amendment.

-The report was adopted.

Hon. Mr. McHUGH moved that the Bill
be now read the third time.

Hon. Mr. DAVID—I would suggest that
the third reading of this Bill be postponed
until Tuesday next.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—There
is no objection to the Bill, the merits of
which have been fully discussed. There is
no opposition of any kind, and it was
thought better to have the third reading at
once in order that it might go to the House
of Commons before Tuesday or Wednesday.
We do not meet until next week, and I
think, when my hon. friend knows that
there is no objection to the Bill, he should
permit the third reading now.

Hon. Mr. DAVID—My idea was to give
an example o those interested in coloniza-
tion.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the third time.

THIRD READINGS.

BILL (A), An Act respecting the Govern-
ing Council of the Salvation Army in Can-
ada and to change the name thereof to the
‘Governing Council of the Salvation Army
‘Canada East.—Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell.

Bill (J), An Act for the relief of Ida
May Woltz.—Hon. Mr. Derbyshire.

Bill (K), An Act for the relief of Cecily
Ethel Maude Farera.—Hon. Mr. Ratz.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (M), An Act for the relief of Raymond
Conliffe Savage.—Hon. Mr. Derbyshire.

Bill (N), An Act for the relief of Harry
Lorne White Cunningham.—Hon. Mr. Mec-
Call. z

The Senate adjourned until Tuesday next
at eight o’clock, p.m.

Q-
e

THE SENATE.
Tuesday, February 29, 1916.

The SPEAKER took the ‘Chair at Eight
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

MOTHERSILL’S SEASICK REMEDY.
: INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. McSWEENEY inquired:

1 What was paid “The Mothersill's Remedy
Co.,” Windsor, for Mothersill’'s Seasick
Remedy ?

2. How many dozens were purchased, and
what was the effect?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers to
the hon. gentleman’s questions are:

1. $3,983.34.

2. (a) 1,667 dozen boxes; (b) no report
received. Presumably they were satisfac-
tory. g

SERVICES PERFORMED BY NIOBE

AND RAINBOW.
3 INQUIRY.

Mr. BOSTOCK inquired:

1. At what date in the year 1914 was H.M.
C.S. Niobe placed in commission, with a full
complement of officers and crew?

2. Is HM.C.S. Niobe in commission at the
present time, if so, what service to the country
does H.M.C.S. Niobe perform?

3. If not in commission, at what date was
H.M.C.S. Niobe put out of commission, and for
what reason?

4. What work are the officers and crew of
H.M.C.S. Niobe performing at the present time?

5. Was H.M.C.S. Rainbow in commission on
the 1st August, 1514, with a full compiement
of officers and crew?

6. Is H.M.C.S. Rainbow in commission at
the present time, if so, what service is H.M.C.S.
Rainbow performing for the country?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers to
the hon. gentleman’s questions are:

1. August 28, 1914.

2. Yes. Bhe is being.employed under the
advice of the Admiralty, but it is not ad-
visable at present to state the service on
which she is being employed.

3. Answered by No. 2.

4. Answered by No. 2.

5. Yes
6. Yes. Under Admiralty orders.
CARRIAGE OF MAILS IN BRITISH
COLUMBIA.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK inquired:

1. What services were performed under the
contract for carrying the mails made between

REVISED EDITION
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James C. Shields and the Post Office Department
during the fiscal year 1914-157?

.2. How much was paid the contractor for
this service?

3. What services are being performed by the
contractor during the present fiscal year?

4. How much will the contractor receive for
these services?

‘Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers to
the hon. gentleman’s questions are:

1. Asheroft and Clinton, tri-weekly; Ash-
croft and Lillooet, semi-weekly; Clinton and
Quesnel, semi-weekly; Quesnel and Bark-
erville, semi-weekly from May 15 to Octo-
ber 31; weekly from November 1 to May
14; Quesnel and Bouth Fort George, semi-
weekly; Alkali Lake and Clinton, weekly;
Alexis Creek and 150 Mile House, weekly;
Harper’s Camp and 150 Mile House, weekly;
Keithley Creek and 150 Mile House, weekly.

2. $131,045.70, including $6,045.70 for ex-
cess weight occasioned by the extension of
the parcels post system.

3. From April 1, 1915 to September 30,
1915, the services were the same as those
given in No. 1. From October 1, 1916 to
the present time the same services are
being performed except the semi-weekly
service between Ashcroft and Lillooet,
which was discontinued on that date.

4, From April 1 to September 30, 1915, at
the rate of $125,000 per annum. From Octo-
ber 1, 1915, to March 31, 1916, at the rate of
$111,691.58 per annum, being the pro rata
reduction caused by the discontinuance of
the service from Ashcroft to Lillooet.

It may also be stated that since the com-
mencen:ent of the present fiscal year to the
present time there has been no payment
for excess weight on account of parcels
post.

A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.
NOTICE AMENDED.,
The Order of the Day being called:

By Hon. Mr. Pope:

That he will call the attention of the Senate
to certain remarks said to have been made by
His Honour our Speaker, accusing the English
members of the Senate of being fanatics, and
saying also that he has a letter from the Prime
Minister which, if read, would force the resig-
nation of a member of the Cabinet.

Hon. Mr. MURPHY—The hon. gentle-
man from Compton desires to have this
notice amended by adding the following
words:

And inquire whether such remarks were made
by him. :

The SPEAKER—The only way'to accom-
plish the object aimed at by the hon.
Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK.

gentleman is to have the motion which
appears on the Order Paper dropped and
substitute the notice which the hon. gen-
tleman now proposes.

Hon. Mr. MURPHY—This was placed in
my hands with a request to have the notice
as it appears on the Order Paper amended.

The SPEAKER—We cannot do that. It
is not a motion.

Hon. Mr. MURPHY—Then I ask per-
mission to drop it, and substitute the
amended notice of inquiry.

THIRD READING.

Bill (I), An Act for the relief of Lillian
May Dent.—Hon. Mr. Derbyshire.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill No. 4, An Act respecting the Can-
adian Northern Railway Company.—Hon.
Mr. Watson. -

Bill No. 11, An Act respecting British Am-
erica Nickel Corporation Limited.—Hon.
Mr. McHugh.

Bill No. 12, An Act respecting the Cal-
gary and Edmonton Railway Company.—
Hon. Mr. Talbot.

Bill No. 14, An Act respecting the Central
Western Canada Railway Company.—Hon.
Mr. ‘Watson.

Bill No. 16, An Act respecting the Que-
bec, Montreal and Southern Railway Com-
pany.—Hon. Mr. Beique.

Bill (L), An Act respecting the Atlin
Railway Company.—Hen. Mr. Derbyshire.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill No. 3. An Act respecting the Burrard
Inlet Tunnel and Bridge Company.—Hon.
Mr. Bostock.

Bill No. 5, An Act respecting the Can-
adian Northern Ontario Railway Company.
—Hon. Mr Watson

Bill No. 7, An Act respecting the Farn-
ham and Granby Railway Company of Can-
ada.—Hon. Mr. Lavergne.

Bill No. 9, ‘An Act respecting the Peace
River Tramway and Navigation Company.
—Hon. Mr. Bostock. )

Bill No. 10, An Act to incorporate Les
Sceurs de L’Assomption de la Sainte-
Vierge.—Hon. Mr. Dandurand.

Bill No. 13, An Act respecting the Can-
adian Pacific Railway Company—Hon. Mr.
Watson.

Bill No. 15, An Act respecting the Pacific
Northern and Omineca Railway Company.
—Hon. Mr. Watson.
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Bill No. 17, An Act to incorporate the
Canada Indemnity Company.—Hon. Mr.
Watson.

Bill No. 18, An Act respecting the W. C.
Edwards Company, Limited.—Hon. Mr.
Watson.

The Senate adjourned until three o’clock
to-morrow.

THE SENATE.
Wednesday, March 1, 1916.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (O), An Act for the relief of Nora
Louise Jackson—Hon. Mr. Ratz.

Bill (P), An Act for the relief of Henry
John Thomas Wardlaw.—Hon. Mr. Derby-
shire.

Bill (Q), An Act for the relief of Robert
William Thompson.—Hon. Mr. Derbyshire.

RECRUITING IN COUNTIES OF PON-
TIAC, WRIGHT AND LABELLE.

INQUIRY POSTPONED.
The Order of the Day being called:
Hon. Mr. DAVID inquired:

1. Has the recruiting in the counties of Pon-
tiac, Wright and Labelle, forming part of the
3rd military division of Kingston, and included
in the district of Ottawa, been assigned to the
Military Division No. 5 of Quebec?

2. Are officers or recruiting agents of the pro-
vince of Ontario allowed or authorized to recruit
in the above counties?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Stands.

Hon. Mr. DAVID—I wish to say a few
words in order that the subject may be
better understood when the answer is given.
The counties of Pontiac, Wright and La-
belle, situated in the province of Quebec,
and forming part of the Third Military Div-
ision of Kingston, have been included for
recruiting purposes in militia division
No. 5 of Quebec. It is said that recruiting
agents and officers of Ontario have had
charge of the work in the counties of Pon-
tiac, Wright and Labelle, thereby depriving
the Fifth Military Division of an import-
ant portion of its territory. They were
charged at one time with not doing their
duty to the Empire, and they claimed that
the recruiting officers of the province of

. §—7%

Ontario were unjust to them. If their com-
plaint is well founded, I hope the Govern-
ment will do what is right and just.

The inquiry was allowed to stand.

APPOINTMENT OF DOMINION CUS-
TOMS OFFICER AT NEW YORK.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK moved:

That an order of the Senate do issue for a
copy of all the correspondence between the
Government and the British Columbia Boaras
of Trade, and also between the Government and
the Canadian Manufacturers’ Association, in
reference to the request made by the British
Columbia Boards of Trade for the appointment
of a Dominion customs officer at the port of
New York.

He said: The question which I want to
bring to the attention of hon. gentlemen of
this House to-day is not altogether new. It
is one that is very keenly exercising the
minds of the people of British Columbia,
and especially Vancouver, at this time. On
the 4th of November last at a meeting held
at Vancouver of men representing financial
interests and investments in British Col-
umbia, on behalf of principals and clients
in Canada, Great Britain, France and other
countries, a resolution to the following ef-
fect was passed:

Appreciating the facts that—

The development of the resources of this pro-
vince, especially the coast cities,

The exportation of products of this and ad-
joining provinces,

The importation of raw materials for fac-
tories now established and to be established
here,

As well as the importation of gools n:ces-
sary to be brought here for consumption, are
largely dependent upon our water facilities;

Realizing the great possibilities for the reo-
ple of this province, to be derived as a result
of the Panama canal route,

Realizing that these possibilities can' only
be converted into realities by placing ourselves
in a position to utilize the water facilities of-
fered,

Are resolved that we put forth the most vig-
orous effort to encourage shipping to come to
this coast, particularly at this time when the
Dominion Government are nearing completion
of the dock and grain elevator at this port, and
the prospect so bright for moving the prairie
grain through the coast ports in the near fu-
ture.

We further resolve that we heartily endorse
the request of the British Columbia Boards of
Trade to the Government at Ottawa for the
appointment of a customs officer at New York,
firmly believing that the opening of this new
channel of trade will bring to British Colum-
bia unlimited benefits.

That resolution was assented to by, T
may say, nearly all the important com-
panies, corporations and business men in.
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the city of Vancouver. The last part of it
which I read was moved to endorse the
action of the Board of Trade which had
been taken previously dealing with the
question of the appointment of a customs
officer at New York. The condition of
things generally in the province of British
Columbia to-day is not encouraging. The
fiscal year ending March 31, 1913, the ex-
ports from British Columbia amounted to
$27,087,369, and the imports to $66,596,479.
For the year ending March 31, 1914, the
exports had increased to $33,918,259,
and the imports had decreased to $57,922,-
481. Then for the fiscal year ending March
31, 1915, the exports remained about the
same, namely $33,627,009, but the imports
had decreased to $36,223,080; a reduction of
$21,699,401 in the imports alone. That will
give ‘hon. gentlemen some idea of the
condition of business on the Pacific
coast to-day. The bank clearings
also show a similar decline. In Van-
couver the bank clearings in January, 1915,
amounted to $24,842,677, and in January,
1916, to $21,924,554, showing a decrease of
$2,918,123.

In Victoria the bank clearings in January,
1915, were $8,139,927, and in January, 1916,
$5,729,678, showing a decrease of $2,410,249.
In New Westminster the bank clearings
in January, 1915, were $1,107,170, and in
January, 1916, $844,249, or a decrease be-
tween the two periods of $262,876. Out of
the twenty-three cities throughout the Do-
minion for which the Government give
statements, eighteen cities show an increase
in their bank clearings, and five a decrease,
in 1916 as compared with 1915. Of those
latter cities, four are in the West, only one
being in Eastern Canada, and out of those
four, three are on the coast of British
Columbia. Hon. gentlemen will realize
from these figures that the condition of
things in British Columbia to-day in a busi-
ness way is not by any means satisfactory.
Consequently, the business men of British
‘Columbia, who are looking to the develop-
ment of the country, do not want to lose
any opportunity of improving their con-
dition. In September last the Vancouver
Board of Trade took up this question and
issued a pamphlet pointing out the ad-
vantages to the coast, and to Vancouver
particularly, of transportation by water be-
tween New York and the Pacific coast.
The people of Vancouver have for a long
time been considering this matter, and
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have looked forward to the opening of the
Panama canal as offering improved means
of transportation. In a pamphlet. which
was issued for general circulation, they
pointed out the advantages offered by water
transportation from New York to the
Pacific coast to eastern manufacturers, en-
abling them to ship their produects in bond
to. British Columbia and thence to Russia,
Japan, China, New Zealand and Australia,
at minimum rates to compete with manu-
factured goods from Europe or the TUnited
States. The advantage to the manufacturers
of British Columbia would be that it would
provide the lowest cost of transportation
inwards for raw materials, as well as the
lowest rates for the export of products out-
wards, because certain classes of cheap and
heavy goods will not stand an all-rail haul
across the continent. They also pointed
out to the consumers of British Columbia
and Western Canada that a lower rate
to the coast would benefit them, as goods
could be landed in British Columbia and
certain points in Western Canada, and sold
cheaper than at the present time; further,
that the ports of Vancouver, Victoria, New
Westminster, and Prince Rupert, would
benefit by offering facilities to shipping,
especially from Britain, to call at New York
for Canadian goods billed to the
Pacific coast and from there to the Orient
so making ports of call of British Colum-
bia ports on a continuous sea route. As
the result of this action of the Board of
Trade the people of the coast paid a good
deal of attention to it, and one result was
that Mr. Blair, Secretary of the Board of
Trade, was asked to interview the Govern-
ment in Ottawa when he came down here
last September on a delegation which
was asked to deal not only with this
but with other matters affecting the
coast cities. It seems that, also as a
result of this action of the Board of Trade.
some of the officials of the Canadian Manu-
facturers’ Association had an interview with
the Government. Afterwards two of those
gentleman, Mr. S. R. Parsons, Vice-presi-
dent of the Canadian Manufacturers’ Asso-
ciation, and Mr. J. E. Walsh, manager of
transportation, made a trip to the Pacific
coast and arrived at Vancouver during the
time that Mr. Blair, Secretary of the Board
of Trade, was in Ottawa. They had several
interviews with the Board of Trade and the
business men of Vancouver to discuss this
question. At one of these interviews on
the 15th of October Mr. Parsons stated that
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he had interviewed the Premier and found
that Sir Robert Borden took the view that
if a customs officer were placed in New
York, once the Panama Canal route was
used by the coasting trade, a great deal of
merchandise would be diverted, to the dis-
advantage of the Canadian railways.

Of course the expression of that view gave
the people of Vancouver the idea that the
railways of Canada were opposed to this
action being taken. Mr. Walsh was also
present at this meeting, but his statement
was made more definitely at a later meeting
the next week. At this same meeting in
Vancouver a telegram was read from Mr.
Blair, secretary of the Board of Trade,
stating that he had had an interview with
Sir Robert Borden, Sir George E. Foster,
Hon. Mr. Reid and Hon. Mr. Burrell on
this question of a customs officer in New
York, and he claimed that they would not
decide the matter until the board had met
Mr. Walsh, and the Vice-president of the
Manufacturers’ Association. Considerable
sympathy apparently was expressed by the
members of the Government. They claimed
that the manufacturers had changed their
attitude on the question, and without the
Canadian manufacturers support the case
was hopeless; but at the same time a tele-
gram was read from Mr. Taylor, which
stated that the manufacturers had " not
changed their views. Up to that time it
seemed that the railways and the Manu-
facturers’ Association were opposed to the
adoption of this policy; but at a later date,
after Mr. Blair had arrived back from his
trip to the East, another interview was held
at which both Mr. Parsons and+Mr. Walsh
were present. Mr. Blair in that inter-
view stated: “As to the placing of a cus-
toms officer in New York, no definite prom-
ises were obtained, and the Government
would offer no argument against it, or give
a reason for the opposition to the pro-
posal.” So that, according to Mr. Blair’s
statement on that occasion, there was no
definite reason given to him as to why this
request of the Board of Trade, as repre-
senting the business interests of Vancou-
ver, should not be dealt with. At the sec-
ond meeting, which was also the final
meeting that Mr. Parsons and Mr. Walsh
had, with the business men of Vancouver,
it was stated by Mr. Parsons that they
could not make any definite promises, al-
though it was intimated that the railways
would have a proposition to off-set the dis-
crimination against the Pacific coast on
account of the Government not permitting

the business men to take advantage of the
Panama canal. Mr. Walsh was then asked
what intimation he had as to this question
of transportation, and he said they would
make rates to meet the situation—which
was just a general statement; he did not go
into any definite figures about the matter.
Later, at that same interview, Mr. Parsons
made the assertion, “Your location here
means you must have water transportation,
but when you will get it I do not know.”
From the statement it would seem that Mr.
Parsons realized that the request made by
the people of British Columbia was a rea-
sonable one, and one which should have
attention, but he seemed to think there
was something in the way which would
keep the people from receiving the facilities
for business that they ought to get. Later,
on the 22nd December, the Toronto
Globe had an article headed, ‘“British Co-
lumbia Needs Shipping,” and in that ar-
ticle quoted a long extract from the
Vancouver Province, a newspaper which,
as hon. gentlemen may know, has always
been connected with the transportation in-
terest, and therefore it is to be assumed
that anything the Vancouver Province
would say would not be in opposition to
the interests of the transportation com-
panies unless they thought that on this par-
ticular question the interests of Vancouver
and the coast generally were of paramount
importance The Toronto Globe, in quoting
from the Vancouver Province, says:

As a result of the war transportation has
been demoralized, the price of goods brought
here from all parts has increased, additional
duties have been assessed, and the cost of liv-
ing advanced, and while Canada’s exports now
exceed her imports, this does not apply to
British Columbia. Business throughout East-
ern Canada 1is exceptionally heavy. The
Prairie Provinces are also prosperous as a re-
sult of the very large grain crop, but in British
Columbia industries will be practically at a
standstill owing to a lack of ships to carry our
products to foreign markets, and as a result
these markets will be supplied from United
States Pacific coast ports, eastern and southern
Atlantic ports. It seems, therefore, rather ridi-
culous that hitherto the Federal Government has
not acted upon any recommendation for the in-
creasing of the shipping facilities to and from
British Columbia to relieve the situation. It
ig evident that a large proportion of the popu-
lation could be employed by the mills, lozging
camps, docks, elevators, tug-boats, etc, and
upon the land, through the full development
of our water transportation. .

It is preposterous to think that water trans-
portation is dependent upon recommen-lations
from ‘the BEastern <Canadian Manufacturers’
Association or upon what a member of P.rlia-
ment from the Prairie Provinces may say. If
he thinks that it might affect the jobbing nter-
ests of Winnipeg or Edmonton, evidently British
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Columbia is not to be allowed to use the ocean
route to British Columbia. What  would his
view be if the water transportation to Fort
William were prohibited? It should not be
necessary for British Columbia to present all
manner of reasons to the Ottawa Government
for tfhe ocean service asked for. The fact that
British Columbia considers this service neces-

sary should be sufficient, and yet it is sub-.

mitted to the judgment of some other indivi-
dual in whose opinion some eastern interest
might be affected. Surely British Columbia
should know better than any one else what is
required?

The Customs Act does not prescribe any pen-
alty against shipping Canadian goods through
a foreign port, neither does it provide that
this shall not be done. It only states that
transhipment must be done under the inspec-
tion of a customs officer. Has the Customs De-
partment any right to refuse the free entry of
these goods into Canada? If the Customs De-
partment thinks the transhipment should be
supervised by one of their officers it is up to it
to appoint him, otherwise there is nothing to
prevent goods being brought here without such
supervision.

The Globe adds, as a note at the end of
the article, that it has been given to un-
derstand that neither the railways nor the
officers of the Canadian Manufacturers’
Association opposed the granting of this
right to British Columbia, and they ask the
‘question, “Who, then, stands behind the
Minister of Customs in refusing it?”’ The
matter was also taken up in December by
a paper called Industrial Canada. In that
article they say, in part:

‘We cannot have too much transportation of
the kind that does not cost us anything. We
‘can have, and we already have, too much
transportation of the kind that loads us down
with interest charges and high freight rates.

The Panama canal is nature’s route for the
movement of staples from the Atlantic to the
Pacific. So long as it remains open they are
as certain 'to move by that route as water is
certain to run down hill. If obstacles are
placed in the way of Canadian goods using that
route, then the market will be supplied with
United States goods to which the route is wide
open.

That points out the disadvantage under
which we labour if something is not done
to facilitate the transportation of goods
from Eastern Canada to Western Canada.

The Vancouver Sun further states that
an offer had been made by the Maple
Leaf Line to carry out a transportation
service from New York to the Pacific coast
provided that arrangements could be made
so that goods from Eastern Canada could
be shipped that way. The offer was made
some time ago, previous to the action taken
by the Board of Trade in September 1915,
and the Vancouver Sun in dealing with
the question, pointed out that it would
provide cheap water transportation to
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Canadian goods to be used in British Col-
umbia, and furnish tonnage to the exports
of British Columbia. - They further say:

This cannot be accepted because the Minister

‘of Customs, the Hon. J. D. Reid, has by a let-

ter addressed to the customs official at the port
of Vaucouver prohibited the admission of Cana-
dian goods arriving by sea if they have passed °
by the short haul over the United States rail-
ways to such ports as Boston and New York.

All that is required is the withdrawal of this
letter and the placing of a customs officer at
New York to ship and recelve goods departing
from or arriving for Canada.

They then point out that the distance
from Vancouver to Halifax is 1,450 miles
greater than from Vancouver to New York;
that New York is nearer to the great manu-
facturing centres of Eastern Canada, that
Hamilton is 655 miles nearer to New York
than it is to Halifax. They further point out
that this request for the appointment of a
customs official to clear goods at another
port, to pass goods through in bond, is
nothing new, inasmuch as it is done at the
present time in Vancouver. The United
States maintain an officer there for the
purpose of dealing with tea and other pro-
ducts coming from Japan which are car-
ried through in bond by the Canadian
Pacific Railway, and handed over again in
New York. Further, that the same work
is done in Prince Rupert. Halibut and
other fish are put in bond on the trains
there and shipped through to the United
States, so that in asking that the Gov-
ernment should take hold of this question
and appoint an officer in New York to see
to the transferring of 'Canadian manufac-
tured goods to the ships in New York
harbour, they are not asking for anything
that is not already being done by the
United States.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Were
the fish which the hon. gentleman says
are being bonded at Prince Rupert, caught
in United States waters? Because if they
were not caught in American waters there
was no necessity to put them in bond.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—I understand the
majority of them are caught outside the
three-mile limit by American boats and
taken to Prince Rupert and put on the train
there. They used to be taken to Vancouver
until the Grand Trunk Pacific was built
to Prince Rupert. Prince Rupert being so
much nearer to Halifax, they transferred
their operations from Vancouver to Prince
Rupert. I hope I have made the situa-
tion clear and that it will have impressed
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on the Government the fact that the people
of the Pacific coast, and particularly the
business men of Vancouver and Victoria,
are anxious that something should be done
to help them in this matter.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
have paid some attention to the procedure to
which the hon. gentleman has referred.
1he principle of bonding godxds from
Europe through the United States to East-
ern Canada and from Europe through the
United States to British '‘Columbia, has
never been abrogated, as I understand it.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—I do not think it |

has been asked for in that form.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL—I do not know that
1 followed the hon. gentleman from British
Columbia very closely, but I did catch one
or two of the ideas to which he has given
expression, and it appears rather a curious
idea to come from an hon. gentleman es-
pecially on that side of the House. We
have been for several years building trans-
continental railways in Canada at very
great expense, in order to utilize the ports
of Canada for the importation and exporta-
tion of our goods, and avoid the very thing
which the hon. gentleman is advocating this
afternoon. In other words, he is advocating
that we wuse United States ports rather
than the ports of our own country for our
business. I for one do not agree with any
such policy as that. I am rather sur-
prised at the hon. gentleman, holding the
position he does in the Senate, and being
closely connected with the party which con-
ceived and carried into effect the great
National Transcontinental railway at enor-
mous expense, now advocating that these
railways, the Canadian Pacific railway and
the National Transcontinental railway run-
ning from the ports of St. John and Halifax
on the east, to Vancouver and Prince Rupert
and other ports in British Columbia should
not be utilized, and that all the money
spent on those roads, especially on the
Transcontinental from Winnipeg to Monec-
ton, should be completely thrown away.
Why should Vancouver or any other city
on the coast, after Canada has spent money
lavishly to connect the East and the West,
expect the people of Canada to divert
traffic from our own roads to ports in the
United States? I do not see the justice
or equity of any such policy. If we are
to have free trade in ports, the policy
should have been thought out and adopted
before we spent hundreds of millions of

dollars t0 open up our own country and
utilize our own trade routes. So far as
the policy which the hon. gentleman ad-
vocates this afternoon, is concerned, I think
it is going back entirely on the record of
his own political party, as well as the
record of the party at present in power.
With regard to the proposal to appoint a
custome officer in the port of New York for
the purpose of utilizing United States rail-
ways and United States ports for Canadian
business, I do not see <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>