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THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Tuesday, April 28th, 18585.

The Speaker took the Chair at three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PUBLIC AFFAIRS OF THE DO-
MINION. ’

ORDER POSTPONED.

The order of the day having been read,
that he (Mr. Alexander) will call attention
to the present state of the Public Affairs
of the Dominion, and will ask the Govern-

ment how they propose to remedy existing
evils ?

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER said: At
the request of different hon. members of
this House, I would ask permission to
postpone this motion until Friday, 1st
May.

The motion was agreed to, and the or-
der of the day was discharged, and fixed
for Friday next, '

THE SENATE DEBATES.
THE REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ADOPTED.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE
moved theadoption of the first report of the
select committee on the reporting of the
Debates and Proceedings of the Senate.
He said: Before propusing the adoption
of the report I wish to call the attention
of the House to a difference in the French
and English versions of this report. In

the English version—in the eighth clause
in the tender of the Messrs. Holland—it is
stated that for every page after the 6oo
pages they are to receive $2.50; in the
French version it is stated as being $3.50.
The arrangement actually made is for
$2.50. Therefore, this error must be
corrected.

Hon. SikR ALEX. CAMEBELL—The
French is to be corrected.

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE—
We propose an increase in the rate to be
paid to the contractors ; but on the other
hand, we have arranged that instead of a
minimum of 500 pages, it will be 6oo.
Instead of paying $3.50 for every page
extra it shall be only $2.50, and, in addi-
tion, the reporters are to arrange with the
proprietors of the Citizen and Free Press
to report and publish a synopsis of the
Debates in this House in their daily issues.
I simply move the adoption of the report.

The motion was agreed to and the re-
port was adopted.

THE COX DIVORCE BILL.
THIRD READING.

Hon. MR. READ moved the adoption
of the report of the select committee to
whom was referred Bill (H), “An Act for
the relief of George Brantford Cox.” He
said: The evidence is now before the
House and it is so conclusive that I think
there can be no doubt in anybody’s mind
that the conclusion arrived at by the com-
mittee was a proper one. If necessary,
the adoption of the report can be post-
poned for a day or two, as the evidence
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was only distributed to day; bu: if hon.
gentlemen have looked over it—it is very
short—they will see that there could be
no doubt at all in the minds of the com-
mittee. 1 may say the committee were
unanimous ; they did not occupy over an
hour, or an hour and a half in examining
the witnesses, and it is the most conclu-
sive case that has ever been presented to
the Senate, so far as I amn aware.

The motion was agreed to on a division.

Hon. MR. READ moved that the Bill
be read the third time presently.

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

WEST ONTARIO PACIFIC RAIL-
WAY CO’S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hox. Mr. O'DONOHOE, in the ab-
sence of Mr. Plumb, moved the second
reading of Bill (94), “An Act to incorpor-
ate the West Ontario Pacific Railway
Company,”

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

PAWNBROKERS’ BIL.L.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved 1tself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (R), “An Act
to make further provision respecting
Pawnbrokers.”

In the Committee.

Hon. MR, GOWAN—The first and
only clause in this Bill is very short.  The
House is already in posession of the
principles upon which this Bill is based,
and the enactment is short and simple,
and will provide a- remedy which has
been suggested by the court and judges
as necessary in order to secure those who
are very open to fraud aud impositions
from being defrauded and imposed upon
by persons who are disposed to do so.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—
What is the rate of interest authorized by
law?

Hon. Mr. READ.

Ho~. MR. GOWAN—I cannot exactly
say the rate; itrequires some computa-
tion. It is five-sixths of a cent per month
on sums not exceeding four dollars, and
I think, so far as I can state without com-
putation, it is equal to about 17 per
cent.

Hon. MR. DICKEY—The Committee
will be entitled to some further informa-
tion on this Biil. It evidently refers to
some existing law.  As far as I know there
is no law applicable to the whole Domin-
ion at present on our statute book. There
is the proposed consolidation of the sta-
tutesof the late province of Canada,andthe
acts passed in the province of New Bruns-
wick, but this is an act that applies to the
whole Dominion, and the reason I call my
hon. friend’s attention to it is that this
Bill provides that—“Every pawnbroker
who charges in respect of any goods
pawned any higher rate than is authorized
by law shall, on conviction be fined, etc.”
Now, as regards the application of this in
parts of the Dominion where there is no
existing law respecting pawnbrokers, it
would be nugatory and would introduce
rather an element of confusion into the
statute. I also submit to the Minister of
Justice that, with regard to this Bill, it
would very properly be an amendment to
the Act, or a clause to be introduced in
the consolidation of the laws, if there is a
chapter relating to this subject of pawn-
brokers brought in—I suppose on the
idea that it is within the purview of the
Dominion Parliament—and this, certainly,
would be a proper matter, if at all to
be dealt with, to be included in that
section.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—
Should it pass buth Houses, it will form
part of the consolidation.

Hox. MRr. DICKEY—I do not know
exactly about that.  Looking at the Bill
in its present form, and without knowing
whether the other chapters are to be
passed, it is very confusing and incom-
plete, because it speaks of charges now
entitled to be made by law, and at the
same time there is no law particularly ap-
plicable to that subject except the general
law of interest, and the law of interest
would be the one, in the absence of any
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law on the subject, that I presume would
regulate this matter.

Hon. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL—In
the absence of any other law. As to the
provisions of the Bill, I leave the hon.
member from Barrie to defend his own
measure ; but should theBill pass both
Houses of Parliament, the provision we
propose to put in the Act for making the
consolidation of the law would embrace
it, and would embrace any other change
which is made during the present session.
They would be included in the consolida-
tion and form part of it.

Hox.
pass.

Mr. DICKEY—Should they

Hox. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELT.—VYes.

Hox. MR, GOWAN—TI think my hon,
friend will find that the provision with
regard to the remuneration to he taken by
pawnbrokers is to be found in the consoli-
dated statutes of Canada, and applies to
Ontario and Quebec. It is also found in
the revised statutes of New Brunswick, I
am not aware that it is in the statutes of
the other provinces. It is the present law
of New Brunswick, and is so treated by
the consolidators.

With regard to the power of the
Dominion to enact laws respecting pawn-
brokers, it is quite clear ; it is a matter of
interest, and has been so treated by the
consolidators, in the consolidation. If
there is no law in force in the provinces to
which it will extend no doubt it would
not apply, but I rather think there is. I
have no objection to meet the views of my
hon. friend to say “by any act or acts
relating to pawnbrokers” if that would
help it at all, but I do not know that that
would make any difference. The Bill is
framed with a view to be worked into the
consolidation, should it pass both Houses.
‘The consolidators propose to make this
law general. In treating of the subject
they thought it was a valuable law, and
that there should be one law for the whole
Dominion, as the Dominion has power to
deal with interest, and they have consoli-
dated with a view to applying it to the
whole Dominion of Canada, and this Bill
is in keeping with that. Of course if it
passes it will be engrafted with it. I can-

Wi

not see myself any practical difficulty to
arise.

Ho~. MrR. ALMON—I may state that
there is no pawnbroker’s place of business
in Halifax, and I doubt if there is in Nova
Scotia. My hon. colleague will corrobor-
ate this ; whether he attributes it to the
National Policy which has taken away
poverty and distress, I do not know, but
that is the facc; there is no pawnbroker's
establishment in Halifax.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not think
there is any regular pawnbroker’s establish-
ment in Halifax.

Hox. MR, READ—That is the effect
of the National Policy.

Hon. Mr. POWER—They had not
any before the National Policy.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-—The hon. gentle-
man is mistaken. I remember when there
was.

Hox. Mr. POWER—That was before
I was born perhaps. There has not been
any within my recollection. I took the pre-
caution to inquire into this subject, as 1
said I should yesterday, and I have satis-
fied myself that there is not anything
wltra vires in the Bill

I rise now, in addition to corroborating
my hon. colleague, for the purpose of
suggesting that a few words might be
added to this Bill, which I think would
improve it. The object of the Bill is to
remove a defect in a chapter of the con-
solidated statutes. 'That chapter does
not provide any penaity for a violation of
the regulations which it makes as to the
rate of interest to be taken by a pawn-
broker. This little Bill provides a
punishment for violating that provision of
the statute, but I think it would be well
to add a few words. A party is liable to
a penalty not exceeding $50, and I think
we should add, “or in default to imprison-
ment for a period not exceeding 30 days.”
I think there should be that alternative to
enforce the payment of the $50. My hon.
friend probably thinks that is provided
for by other statutes. I looked into the
matter this forenoon, and I think it would
puzzle the proverbial Philadelphia lawyer
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to find where that provision is, and what
its exact meaning is when found ; and I
think it would make the law a great deal
clearer, and remove difficulty, if that
addition was made to the Bill.

Hon. MR. GOWAN—I have not the
slightest objection to accept the hon.
gentleman’s amendment, but I think it
would be covered by the clause to con-
vict summarily. I may say that I showed
the Bill to the Minister of Justice, and
that he thought these words would be
sufficient ; at the same time if there is the
slightest doubt on the matter there can be
no objection to adding the words suggest-
ed by my hon. friend.

Hon. MrR. KAULBACH—It seems
to me there is some doubt An appeal
has been taken, that I know of myself, in
the last year, in a matter very similar in
character to this, where the offence is not
enumerated under the Summary Convic-
tions Act.

Hon. MR. GOWAN-—TI am very much
obliged to my hon. friend from Halifax for
assisting me to pertect the measure, and I
accept his amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Ho~N. Mr. ARCHIBALD, from the
committee, reported the Bill as amended.

The report was concurred in.

Hon. MR. GOWAN moved that the
Bill be read the third time presently.

Hox. MRr. DICKEY—I think this
Bill ought to be further amended, unless
we are to pass our legislation in a very
slip-shod manner. This is an Act to
make further provisions respecting pawn-
brokers, and there is no provision now by
law with regard to pawnbrokers which ap-
plies to the whole Dominion. It appears
to me that the Bill, as it stands now, isan
absurdity on the face of it, both in the
enacting clause and in the title, when
there is no provision for pawnbrokers in
the Dominion, except in three provinces.

Hox. MR. POWER—If the consoli-
dated statutes become law, as it is intend-

Hon. Mr. POWER.

The Industries and [SENATE] Manuf’rs of Canada.

ed at present, at the expiration of this
session, under a Bill that has been
introduced in the other House, then
this chapter of the consolidated sta-
tutes will apply to the whole Do-
minion, and this Bill to amend that
chapter will apply in the same way, and I
do not think that the difficulty is quite as
great as my hon. friend supposes. There
is a good deal of force, however, in what
the hon. gentleman from Amherst says,
though I do not think it is a very serious
difficulty.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read the third time and passed.

THE INDUSTRIES AND MANU-
FACTURES OF THE DOMINION.

THE DEBATE CONCLUDED.

The order of the day having been called
for resuming debate on the Hon. Mr.
Macdonald’s motion, viz.:

That he will call attention to the Report of
the Commission issned by the Government
last year to enquire into the effect of the Tariff
of 1879, on the industries and manufactures
of the country, and will ask the Governmant
whether the report will be turnished to mem-
bers of the Senate and a certain number to
the country ?

Hox~. MR. McCLELAN said :—The de-
bateon this question has been so protracted
andthere have been so many adjournments
of the discussions, that anyone undertak-
ing to address this Chamber nowmust labor
under very considerable disadvantages.
The interest in the subject, I suppose, has
considerably flagged. When I was inter-
rupted some weeks ago in my remarks
I was then referring to the extraordinary
exodus of the people from Canada, and es-
pecially from the lower provinces. 1 pro-
pose, with the permission of hon. gentle-
men, to return to that question, and to
complete my remarks on that branch of
the subject ; but before doing so I would
like to refer to a matter, in my remarks on
which I was somewhat interrupted by the
junior member from Halifax, and in which
he made some reference to the character
of the petitionsthat have, of course, become
a matter of history, and which were
gotten up in the principal cities of Great
Britain, with a view to bringing about a
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change in her trade policy with other
countries. A good deal has been said
about the condition of trade in England
prior to the repeal of the corn laws.
Inasmuch as my hon. friend has mentioned
that as petitions are gotten up in a very
loose kind of a way, and that perhaps
they were not properly authenticated, or
deliberately signed, it may be well
to refer to “The History of British
Commerce,” by Leone Levi, a copy of
which I hold in my hands :

# The experience of France and of all coun-
tries which followed her policy, might, indeed,
have deterred Kngland from relying with any
confidence on the broken reed of protection ;
but no intelligent opinion was formed on the
subject, and the great works of Adam Smith
and other economists had remained sterile of
results, when, in 1820, the London merchants
entrusted Mr. Baring, afterwards Lord Ash-
burton, with the famous petition prepared by
Mr. William Tooke,which embodied a distinct
enunciation of tree-trade principles, and
prayed that every restrictive regulation of
trade, not imposed on account of the revenue,
including all duties of a protective character,
might at once be repealed.”

I might say that the William Tooke
abovereferred towas a prominent merchant
in London. 1 think he was engaged princi-
pally in the Russia trade. He was a son
of John Horne Tooke, a gentleman of
considerable celebrity, and he himself, on
account of his great literary attainments,
and his contributions to the literature on
trade and commerce, was subsequently
honored by having the endowment of a
professorship in the London University,
in his name, made up by contributions
from his admirers. Levi continues :—

*¢ As this is the first practical step in the
way of commercial reform, initiated by the
mercantile classes, it is well deserving of a
conspicuous place in any history of our mod-
ern commerce. * ¢ ¢+

“ The London merchants started from the
first cardinal principles of trade—that foreign
commerce 18 eminently conducive to the
wealth and prosperity Oiy the country, by en-
abling it to import the commodities for the
production of which the soil, climate, capital
and industry of other countries are best cal-
culated, and to export in payment those arti-
cles for which its own situation is better
adapted; that freedom trom restraint is cal-
culated togive the utmost extension to foreign
trade, and the best direction to the’capital and
industry of the country ; that the maxim of
buying in the cheapest market and selling in
the dearest, which regulates everv merchant
io his individual dealings, is strictly applica-

ble as the best rule to the trade of the whole
nation ; and that a policy founded on these
principles would render the commerce of the
world an interchange of mutual advantage,
and diffuse increased wealth and enjoyments
among the inhabitants of each state.

“The petitioners complained that the very
reverse had been and was more or less adopt-
ed and acted upon by the Government of this
and every other country, each trying to ex-
clude the productions of other countries with
the specious and well-meant design of encour-
aging its own productions; thus inflicting on
the bulk of its subject, who are consumers,
the necessity of submitting to privations in
the quantity or quality of commodities, and
thus rendering, what ought to be the source of
mutual benefit and of harmony among states,
a constantly recurring occasion of jealousy
and hostility.

“ The London merchants further argued, as
respects the numerous protective and prohibi-
tory duties of our commercial code, that while
they were all operating as very heavy taxes
on the community at large, very few were of
any ultimate benefit to the classes in whose
favor they were originally instituted, and
none to the extent of the loss occasioned by
them to other classes; that among the other
evils of the restrictive or protective system,
not the least was that the artificial protection
of one branch of industry, or source of pro-
duction against foreign competition, was set
up as a grouud of claim by other branches for
similar protection; so that, if the reasoning
upon which these restrictive or prohibitory
regulations were tounded, were followed out
congistently, it would not stop short of ex-
cluding us from all foreign commerce what-
soever. . * o . d o .

“ The petitioners then added that whilst
declaring their conviction of the impolicy and
injustice of the restrictive system, and in de-
giring every practicable relaxation of it, they
had in view only such parts of it as were not
connected, or were only subordinately so,
with the public revenue. As long as the
necessity for the present amount of revenue
subsisted, the petitioners could not expect so
important a branch of it as the customs to be
given up, nor to be materially diminished,
unless some substitute less objectionable be
suggested. But it was against every restrict-
ive regulation of trade, not essential to the
revenue, against all duties merely protective,
and partly for that of protection, that the
prayer of the petition was submitted to the
wisdom of Parliament.

« The Chamber of Commerce of Edinburgh,
in that petition, attributed in & great measure
the existing depression to the straightened
condition of foreign commerce, the heavy
duty on imports tending directly to lessen the
demand for the produce of this country.
They treated as erroneous the doctrine that
wealth is promoted by an excess of exports,
but alleged that, on the contrary, the profits
of trade are realized by an excess of imports.”
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With reference to these petitions, I might
notice that from that time forward the con-
tinued amount of pauperism, idleness and
depression  of trade existed in Great
Britain,and Levi in his remarks on the com-
mercial distress of that period, says :—

“In June, 1837, a large meeting was held
in Birmingham, to consider what measures
should be adopted, calculated to relieve the
appalling state of commercial distress. At
Nottingham a similar meeting was held,
thousands of operatives being there employed
on the roads by public subscription. At
Manchester there were 50,000 hands out of
employment, and most of those employed
were working only half time, In Scotland
there were many failures, and in Ireland the
state of trade was still worse.”’

I refer to these extracts as having a
bearing on remarks which were made
in a former stage of the discussion, and in
reply to the reasons alleged by Protection-
ists why, in the Mother Country, protection
was abandoned and free trade inaugurated.

I was speaking the other day of the
very great exodus from the Maritime
Provinces during the last four years,
though in many respect they were years of
prosperity-—an exodus which has been un-
precedented.  We are all perfectly aware
that a great many people are restless, and
shift their abodes from one country to
another without exercise of careful judg-
ment, but during my experience I have
never noticed so much unrest, and so
many people, not only single men and
women who are attracted perhaps by
larger wages in the United States, and
some of whom may return, but many
others.  Freeholders with their fami-
lies, many of whom have managed to sell
their properties at a sacrifice, have gone to
settle in the United States. This is a sad
condition of things, and I speak only of
what has come within my own observation.
Wherever I could persuade persons against
making such a change, I have, of course,
done so, but the removal of these people
from the land of their birth to a foreign
country to live under a foreign flag is
something which the Government of the
country should always endeavor, as far as
possible, to prevent. A great many evils
may afflict the country, evils that may be
considered very grave at the time, which
are after all only a passing cloud from
which the country can soon recover ; but
when the old residents lcave their home-
steads to settle in a foreign land, the loss

Ho~n. MrR. McCLEILAN.

is irreparable.  We are losing a portion
of our population which has been the
pride of our country, and when such a
population is once destroyed it can never
be supplied. In support of my view as to
the unprecedented number of people who
have left Canada during the last three or
four years, I shall quote some figures.
The condition of Canada is different
from that of an old country such as
England. We possess a large area of
undeveloped soil, and we are not running
the risk of being over.crowded, as the
hon. member from Lunenburg remarked
in his speech, or of over-crowding
the houses with families. There is no
danger of that in Canada. But the other
result is what we particularly dislike—the
dispersion of our people. In order to
corroborate my views with regard to the
decrease of the population by removals,
I may refer to the school statistics of New
Brunswick which it appears to me are a
pretty safe guide. The school system of
New Brunswick of late years has been
one under which every opportunity has
been afforded to build good school houses
and furnishaccommodationsothat children
can be sent to school without having to
travel a very long distance. Within a
few years past there have been grants
made to the poorer districts out of the -
provincial treasury, and that to a very
large extent has helped to provide school
accommodation for the poorer settlements ;
and, therefore, we would naturally have a
right to conclude that the registration of
pupils in those schools would increase
very rapidly, provided there was only the
natural increase of population, even with-
out any influx of foreigners ; but any gen-
tlemen who will examine the school records
of that province will find that in 1879
there were registered on the rolls 71,764
pupils, and in 1884, the registrar’s report
shows only 08,928, or a decrease of
2,836 upon the school registers of New
Brunswick. This confirms the conclusion
at which I had arrived from my own obser-
vation, and though it has been denied by
the newspapers in some cases, I am sorry
to say the denial has been incorrect.
There has been a continual stream of
emigration to Wisconsin, Washington
Territory, Michigan, and even to the
orange groves of Florida. We find in
many parts of the United States, New
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Brunswickers who have left the land of
their birth during the last four years. I
have not been able to place my hands
upon the school returns of the other
lower provinces, but I believe, from having
noticed them last year, that they will
indicate the same result. 1 believe the
result in Ontario is still more apparent.
In the province of Quebec, by a depart-
mental report presented to the legislature
of that province, by the deputy-regis-
trar only a few weeks ago, that the value
of real estate in that province in 1883, was
$2,000,000 less than it was in 1882, and
that officer attributes this decrease to the
emigration of the people. -

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE—Is
that a report by the deputy-registrar ?

Ho~x. Mr. McCLEILAN--Yes; one
laid before the legislature. 1 found the
extract in the Montreal Fitness of April
2nd. I will read what the Witness says :—

A very interesting departmmental report was
distributed here to-day. It bears the title of
“ Municipal Statistics or Municipal Returns
for the year ending the 3lst of December,
1883, and is especially valuable as showing
how utterly misleading as a reliable enume-
ration of our population was the de jure sys-
tem insisted upon by the Dominion Govern-
ment in taking the cen=us of 1881. The com-
piler is the Deputy Registrar of the Province,
and, in his introductory report to his depart-
mental head, the Provincial Secretary, this
efficient and independent officer, conscientious-
ly and boldly puts the case in its true light.
He says :—

“1 have already called your attention to
the freat discrepancies which exist, with re-
gard i to population, between the figures con-
tained in the municipal reports and those of
the census made by the Federal Government
in 1881. Since that date I have devoted my
special attention to investigating these dis-
crepancies, and the correspondence which I
have carried on with the secretary-treasurers
on this subject clearly shows  that their
figures giving the number of population are
correct. The difference between these figures
and those of the census arises from the diff-
erence in the system followed in making the
enumeration. The census gives the popula-
tion de jure, that is that which is considered
as having its_domicile within tke province,
while the municipal reports give the popula-
tion de faclo, that is the number of persons
actually residing in the country, Thus, in
the case of a family, three or four of whose

members are in the United States, the census
made by the Federal Government gives the
full number of the family, while the munici-
pal census gives only that of the members of
the family who actually reside in the country ®
Elsewhere, he aads, that on the whole the
municipal statistics he furnishes are as exact
as official statistics can be, and that the infor-
mation they contain can be relied on, and
that from the reports sent in to him, it
appears that the value of taxable real estate
in this province has decreased by $2,203,412,
or 1.13 per cent., that is to say, that it de-
creased from $197,230,170 in 1882 to $195,
026,758 in 1883, this decrease being unques-
tionably attributable to emigration from the
country, as was aleo the decrease of 34,468
acres, or 0.22 per cent in the number of
acres of land subject to assessment in 1883,
as compared with 1882, the latter being es-
pecially explained by the abandonment ot
Crown lands occupied by settlers,

So that the returns of pupils registered
in Prince Edward Island, New Brunswick,
Nova Scotia and Ontario, so far as I am
informed (I can only give figures from
New Brunswick), indicate pretty clearly
that the great object of introducing a high
protective tariff, in the way of keeping our
young men at home, and filling up the
country with industrious settlers, has not
been attained.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Have they
not gone to the North-West ?

Hon, Mr. McCLELAN—There is con-
siderable evidence to show that there has
not been anything like the number of
people entering into the North-West that
has gone from the south-east. More peo-
ple have moved away from the Maritime
Provinces than have entered the North-
West.

Hox. Mr. KAULBACH —There is no
proof of that.

Hox. MR.McCLELAN-Thepopulation
of the North-West is not definitely known,
but in the whole country there is not over
130,000 or 140,000 people, and judging
from the small percentage of the local
volunteers who are armed, and who would
be the most efficient troops to subdue the
unfortunate insurrection in that country,
one would naturally suppose that the
population had not reached beyond that
estimate at any rate. When one looks at

the appliances for settling that country it
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seems remarkable that so few have entered
there.  One cannot help reverting to the
arguments used, the statements made, and
the prophecies uttered as to the immense
population that would flow into that
country from the inauguration of the
Pacific Railway, and the discussion
which took place during the passage
of the Syndicate resolutions. One great
reason that was given why we should
not haggle with this wealthy synd-
icate was, that they had foreign agents,
foreign capital and great influence abroad,
and that, having retained alternate sections
of land and having an interest in the pro-
fits of the road, they would bring their
powerful influence and appliances to bear
in a way that would strengthen the hands
of the Government very much in filling
that country with population.  Then,
again we have the interest and influence
of the Hudson Bay Company, which
retained one-twentieth of the whole of
that country. It was stated that they
would assist in peopling the territories,
and we know very well that subsequently
the Colonization Company boom was in-
augurated. In fact every facility was
given for the formation of wealthy com-
panies in Germany, England and this
country, and colonization companies were
formed ; there were companies organized
by different Christian denominations, by
. the press association, and all through On-
tario there was more or less of this fever
for being connected in some way with a
colonization company. The Government
. possessed all these means of settling the
North-West, which we were told, was our
. great western heritage, but with all these
advantages combined with enormous ex-
penditure, and with the National Policy to
aid them, the settlement of that country
has not, I am sure, met the expectations
of any hon. gentleman even in this House.
The policy of rapid construction was, in
my humble judgment, against the
proper organization of a settled and
contented population in that country.
Unless you have a contented population
no government can succeed in their efforts
at colonization. If a settler has been
boomed in, if he has been brought over
by an assisted passage, if he has been to a
certain extent pauperized in the beginning
and made dependent, he goes there with
a false impression of the country. He

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN.

goes there to find that he has no immedi-
ate neighbors, and it is impossible for him
to have any within a reasonable distance,
and the discontent thus created is the
beginning of troubles, and difficulties, and
petitions of right, and claims of all kinds
set up, and difficulties arising which would
not arise if the colonization had been kept
within closer bounds—if the settlement
had been confined within narrower limits
—until such time as further area was
required for settlement.  The rapid con-
struction of the railway, it appears to me,
was not calculated to produce a useful
result. It is well known that a judicious
expenditure of money on a public work
will aid settlement, but a rapid expendi-
ture of money necessitates bringing in a
transient population from the United
States who simply work for gain and leave
for their homes when the work is over.
There wasnotthatsteadyexpenditure which
would have taken place if the road had
been pushed on in accordance with the
requirements of settlement only; hence
the occupation of the North-West is not
at all equal to our expectations. If it had
been according to our expectations we
would have been saved a great deal of the
difficulties which have occurred since, up
to the present time, and untold difficulties
and expense which may be entailed upon
us in the future.

Hon. MrR. KAULBACH-—-Wait until
the road is finished.

Hon. MR. McCLELAN—In addition
to the statement which I have brought
forward to prove the diminished popula-
tion of the country, T might make a pas-
sing reference to the increasing rate of
emigration of Canadians to the United
States, as shewn by the Bureau of Statis-
tics. In connection with this subject of
immigration, 1 was referring previously to
its effects upon values. We all know very
well that when more people are leaving a
place than are coming in, when there are
more sellers than there are buyers,
property will very greatly depreciate, and
that depreciation has, with some few ex-
ceptions, existed in almost every district
in the province from which I have the
honor of coming; and not only has de-
preciation taken place with regard to
farming lands, but it has also taken place
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with regard to ships, and to some extent
in the lumber trade, although not so
much. The price of lumber has not de-
preciated to the same extent as it did in
1878 and 1879; but considering that
investments in land have become unpro-
fitable, it was natural enough that a great
many people in casting about for places to
invest the surplus money they might have,
should put it in the savings bank. That
is not a point which any one need allude
to, because it proves nothing one way or
the other. It seems to be necessary and
proper to make some reference to it,
however, owing to the fact that it has
already been alluded to; but in my
humble judgment it is no proof of pros-
perity or the reverse.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Sir Richard
‘Cartwright said it was,

Ho~n. MRr. McCLELAN—I am not
speaking in any way for Sir Richard Cart-
wright. T am endeavoring to express my
own sentiments. Of course a large amount
of money in the banks of the country is
no indication of a surplus of money in the
hands of the people. I think, if my hon.
friend will examine the amounts, he will
find that many of them are to the credit
of individuals, the large proportion of whom
have deposited up to the full limit of
$3,000, and if he makes a close examina-
tion—I am speaking now so far as my
observation extends—he will find that
often more than $3,000 has been de-
posited by one individual in the names of
his sons and daughters. I have myself
deposited money at the request of some
persons in that way. They were not the
poorer classes; they were the wealthier
people, and many of them farmers, and
shipowners. With us there is a class of
people to whom I have already alluded—
young men who have become commanders
of ships. They are men who, it is well
known by hon. gentlemen from the lower
provinces, command very high wages.
Although the profits of those ships have
diminished, the rate of wages paid to
officers has not materially diminished, and
their earnings, consequently, are consider-
able. A very large amount of the deposits
have been made by that class of the com-
munity, forthereason, as I saidin my former
remarks, that the smaller vessels, the nursery

of our mercantile marine has been, by the
high tariff, cut off from return freights, and
they have found it unprofitable to invest
money in ships, in which they have always
taken a lively interest ; and hence, having
no way of making their investments profit-
able, in their judgement, they naturally
placed it in government savings banks, at
4 per cent, Speaking of this savings bank
question, I would call attention to another
fact, taken from the London Mai of
February 1gth, 1883, which I will read to
the House:

“ The total increase of deposite in the sav-
ings banks in Ireland for the year ending
December 31st, 1880, over the previous year
waes £1,732,503. The increase in Ireland just
now (1881) has a peculiar significance, the
amounts exceeding by £138,500 the total of
the previous year placed in the savings bank.
Ten thousand new depositors were also
enrolled; every county in Ireland contributing
its quota, and the increase in the eight
counties scheduled as distressed, amounted to
£8,448 over and above the growth of the

revious year, viz: £33,866 against £25,618,
Not bad for a starving country.”

So that the conclusion which some hon.
gentlemen have attempted to arrive at
from the fact that the deposits in the
savings banks have increased, must be
considered by this evidence, which cer-
tainly cannot be gainsaid, as utterly
refuted, and must fall to the ground.

Hox. MR. HOWLAN—Can the hon.
gentleman give us the particular classes of
people — whether servants, mechanics,
laborers, or agriculturists—who deposited
this money ?

Ho~., MR, McCLELAN—If my hon.
friend turns to his own speech he will find
a classification.

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN-T gave a classi-
fication of the deposits made in the
savings banks in this country; but we
want to know the classification of those
deposits in Ireland.

Hoxn. Mr. McCCLELAN-—I am unable
to give the classification of the deposits in
Ireland. This extract from the Mail
shows that the increase in the deposits in
the savings banks has becn greatest in the
distressed districts, and that ought to sat-
isfy my hon. friend, so far as drawing any
conclusion about the amount of deposits
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in the savings bank being an indication of
the prosperity of the country is concerned.
It simply indicates that in many instances
the state of the country is such that no
other kind of investment is profitable.

Hox. Mr. HOWLAN—It has no
bearing whatever on our case. Iam very
glad to hear that my countrymen had so
much money to deposit.

Hox. Mr. McCLELAN—I would not
refer to the question of savings bank de-
posits at all, but having heard it spoken of
so very often as being a matter of proof
of the prosperity of the country, I thought
it was only fair to make a passing reference
to it. Having got through that branch of
the subject which had reference mainly to
the savings bank argument, and having
referred to the relations of trade with the
prosperity of different countries, I beg
leave to make some reference to the opin-
ions of prominent men upon this question:
because, while one hon. gentleman may
express one opinion, and another hon.
gentleman may express another opinion,
very little result comes from it, as we may
be more or less moved by our political
antecedents, or by our political proclivities,
or by other considerations ; but the opin-
ions of distinguished men, who are not in-
fluenced by any personal or party consid-
erations, ought to have some weight. I
would not refer to this branch of the sub-
ject if it had not been that previous speak-
ers have made similar references, and
therefore I am sure the House will excuse
me if I quote from the remarks of some
gentlemen of distinction. In doing this,
I do not intend to refer to such writers as
Adam Smith, or to great reformers like
Cobden, Bright or Gladstone, or to such
a great authority as Beaconsfield. All of
them had very strong views on this ques-
tion of free trade.

Hox. Mr. PLUMB-—Beaconsfield was
not a free trader.

Hoy. MrR. McCLELAN—I will not
refer to remarks ot prominent politicians
in the United States, although my hon.
friend from Niagara thinks that the intel-
ligence of the public men of the neighbor-
ing republic is of a higher order than that
of the public men of England, and their

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN,

opinions would no doubt be listened to
with more attention than the opinions of
the British statesmen whose names I have
mentioned. It is not necessary perhaps
to refer to such prominent men as Presi-
dent Cleveland or Mr. Wells, who have
written so much on this great question,
and whose opinions are so well known ;
but there is one gentleman to whom refer-
ence has been made in the debate—Sir A.
T. Galt—I wish to refer to a speech which
he delivered some years ago to the mer-
chants of Toronto,

Hox. Mr. READ-—He has changed
his opinions since then.

Hox. Mr. McCLEILAN --In that speech
Sir A, ‘I Galt said :—

If we are to succeed in getting immigrants
into Canada, we must not lose sight of the
fact that it must be made attractive to them.
It must be a cheap country ; immigrants must
not find that it is as dear as other countries,
which perhaps offer more advantages. That
leads me to & consideration of the question of
the high duties on imports. High rates have
unquestionably made the United States a dear
country, and Canada is a comparatively cheap
country because of its moderate duties, which
afford perhaps the most direct compensation for
the naturaladvantages which the adjoining Re-
public possesses over the Dominion. (Hear)
I do not believe there is any advantage what-
ever in the doctrine of extreme protection.
(Renewed applause.) Ido not believe it is
possible to develop manufactures on any large
scale by high duties. Our market is too
limited, we have only four millions of people
to supp]{', and it must be perfectly clear that
the result of high duties would be to create
an artificial industry which does not rest on
its own intrinsic merit. It is to be observed
that protection—high duties—enhance the
cost of every other article, as well as that
in which a particular manufacturer may be
interested. It renders it more expensive for
every manufacturer to manufacture his
goods. If everything the boot and shoe
maker uses is protected by high duties it is
evident that his goods must be dearer. The
result would consequently be that the ex-
portation of our surplus goods to foreign coun-
tries would hecome absolutely impossible.
We cannot have an export trade if the goods
are artificially made dear in this country.
We have in the United States a most com-
plete example of that. That is a country
which ought to be the cheapest country in
the world, which has the largest amouut of
available land and -every material advantage
and yet by a wrong system of legislation an
economic policy the people have succeeded
for many years pastin making it one of the
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dearest countries in the world instead of the
cheapest. (Applause).”

Hox. Mk. KAULBACH—It has got
cheaper since then,

Hon~. Mr. READ—He has lived long
enough to see the error of his ways.

Hox. Mr. SMITH—I would ask the
hon. gentleman a question. He says that
the policy of our Government is driving the
people away from this country. I want to
know what country they are going to that
1s less protected than the Dominion? He
says that they are going to the United
States. If they are going to the United
States, they are going to a country where
the industries of the people are protected
to a much greater extent than ours are,
and therefore what country can they go to?
If they go back to England they will find
a worse condition of affairs prevailing
there under free trade—évery mechanic
has been impoverished by the free trade
policy, and they are beginning to find
their mistake ; the time is not distant
when they will have to come back to pro-
tection. The people who are leaving
here are going to the North-West.

Ho~. Mr. HAYTHORNE—The hon.
gentleman from Toronto, instead of inter-
rupting the debate, is making a speech.

Hox Mr. McCCLELAN—I am always
glad to hear the hon. Minister express his
views, but I may say to him that his speech
on this occasion is rather inopportune—it
does not come in at the right stage of my
remark, and it is not original, as that
question was put to me before by the hon.
member from Niagara.

Hon. Mr. PLUMB—And was not an-
swered.

Hon. MrR. MCcCLELAN—If 1 under-
stand the hon. Minister he says that it is
very strange that people leave this coun-
try because of the high protective tariff,
and go to another country that is more
highly protected. I cannot account for
the people going there.' Of course I am
sorry that they are going, but I am only
stating the fact that the National Policy
that was intended to keep them from

going out of the country, is having the
opposite effect. It was set forth in the
opening speech, and in the resolution of
the hon. gentleman’s own leader, that one
of the objects of the National Policy was
to keep the young men in the country.

Hox. Mr. KAULBACH —So it is.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—It was also
to bring about a reciprocity treaty be-
tween this country and the United States,
but we have seen very few steps taken by
the Government since that policy was
inaugurated to bring about reciprocity,
which the people of the Lower Provinces
anxiously await. When the 1st of July
comes greater anxiety will awaken that
some steps be taken by which reciprocal
trade relations can be secured with the
country with which we must trade, if we
continue to exist as Maritime Provinces of
this Union. It is impossible to cut us off
from that legitimate business to which we
have always been accustomed. But the
hon. gentleman asks why people are leav-
ing the country. I cannot undertake to
explain the reasons that actuate people to
leave one country and go to another.
Some, I trust very few, leave their country
for their country’s good ; but the greater
part of them who leave the country are a
loss to the country, and the Dominion is
vastly injured by it. We lose our best
settlers. There is one thing which, it
strikes me, might be considered by my hon.
friend in connection with the answer he
has compelled me to make, that the
United States, although inflicted with an
enormous, and disastrous, and cruel civil
war, by which their debt had largely in-
creased, are greatly reducing that debt.

Hon. Mr. READ—By a protective
policy.

HoN. MR, McCCLELAN—The policy
of our leading men is to increase the pub-
lic debt, and under that policy the debt
of Canada to-day, per capita, is greater
than the debt of the United States. They
have many natural and other advantages
over us; we have had some advantages
over them, and I trust that we will have
advantages still, which, in the future, will
be more developed ; but one of the ad-
vantages which this country possessed
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over the neighboring Republic, was that it
was a cheap country to live in.  Another
advantage, which I think we do possess,
is, that we are living under a flag which our
people were taught to revere, and we are
proud to look to the prestige of old Eng-
land, to her laws and institutions, to
follow her example in protecting the
liberties of the people, which she has so
well inaugurated ; and I trust we will yet
be glad to follow her example in her trade
policy.

Hox. GENTLEMEN—No, no!

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—We have
failed to follow the example of England,
and is it not natural that, having infringed
upon the principles of freedom, which
British statesmen have laid down, and
having abandoned every principle of trade
that is free and open, and increased the
burden of public debt to some $250,000,-
ooo,—and, according to present appear-
ances, before we meet here again it will
be $300,000,000—until we are more
heavily in debt, in proportion to our popu-
lation, than are the people of the United
States to-day, while ours is being in
creased, and theirs is being reduced, is it
any wonder, therefore, that it has resulted
in alienating the people, and sending them
from the country? I say that when
these things exist, and when this policy
exists, it s natural that many of our
people will say to themselves, that
of two evils we will choose the Iess.

Hon. MrR. HAYTHORNE — Hear,
hear.
Hox. MR. McCLELAN-—I have re-

ferred to the speech of Sir A. T. Galt,
which I think is conclusive.

Hon. MR KAULBACH—He has
«changed his opinions since then.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—-He had
thousand reasons for changing them.

ten

Honx. Mr. McCLELAN-—Yes, while
occupying his position as High Commis-
sioner at $10,000 a year and a mansion.
It is necessary, since it makes it more
interesting, to refer to the opinions of
other prominent men, and n pursuing

HoN. MrR. McCLELAN.

that line, I will refer to a manifesto that
was issued in the year 1849, and largely
signed.

Hox. Mr. READ—That
some of us were born.

is before

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—I am not
going any further back than the hon. gen-
tlemen who preceded me on the other
side—I am not going so far back. If
they undertook to go into history to
prove the relations of one country with

ranother—the trade relations, and give
ithe opinions of prominent men as far

back as Henry Clay—I think he was
quoted by the hon. gentleman from Belle-
ville himself, who said that Henry Clay
had been a free-trader, and had changed
to be a protectionist—I am justified in
referring to the manifesto of 1849, which
was signed by a great many prominent
individuals in this country, and that is the
reason why I shall give their opinions now:
it is quite relevant to the discussion of
this question. T am not finding any fault
with those gentlemen for the opinions
here expressed ; I merely refer to themas
a matter of history. It was a time of
depression ; it was a time at all events at
which a number of influential, prom-
inent, and astute people (the burning
of the Parliament Buildings at Montreal
happened under the same 7¢gime 1 believe)
apparently had a large public meeting, at
which a manifesto was drafted, by which
they were proposing to revolutionize this
country altogether, and in doing it they
went about it very systematically, and
debated one plan after another. It no
doubt went very much against the grain
of some of those hon. gentlemen at any
rate to cut themselves adrift from the old
flag. They had no doubt a considerable
amount of the sentiment of loyalty in
them, and although the times were hard
and they were not making so much money
in those years as before or since, still they
felt thac if they could recoup themselves
in any other way than by a severance
from England they would be glad to do
so, but they could find no other way, and
finding no other way they were prepared
to take the step—cross the Rubicon, and
unite with the United States. Yet my
hon. friend says that he wonders now at
individuals leaving this country for the
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United States, when on the occasion I
refer to nearly one thousand prominent
men said over their own handwriting
that they were prepared to come under
United States jurisdiction.

HoN. Mr. SMITH—Things are in a
very different state in Canada to-day.

Hox~. Mr. PLUMB—How manjy years
ago was that ?

Hoxn. Mr. McCLELAN—They under-
took to discuss the question of protection
—the revival of protection in the markets
of the United Kingdom; secondly the
protection of home manufactures. In the
remark on this they say that although this
might encourage the growth of a manufac-
turing interest in Canada, yet without
access to the United States market there
would not be a sufficient expansion of that
interest, from the want of consumers, to
work any result that could be admitted as
a “remedy” for the numerous evils of
which they complain. That was a sensible
and reasonable view which those wealthy
and intelligent men entertained at that
time. In the third place, discussing “a
federal union of the British American
provinces,” they came to the conclusion
that it would be no remedy, and it was
therefore abandoned.

Ho~. MR. KAULBACH —We hadonly
half the population then that we have
now.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—The fourth
proposition was the “ Independence of the
British North American Colonies as a
Federal Republic.” That was discussed
and found not to be a panacea. The fifth
proposition was ‘‘reciprocal tfree trade
with the United States as regards the
products of the farm, the forest and the
mine.” This they concluded ¢ if obtained
would yield but an instalment of the many
advantages which might otherwise be
secured.” The free interchange of such
prcducts would notintroduce manufactures
into our country. It would not give us
the North American continent for our
market. It would neither so amend our
constitution as to confer stability, nor
insure confidence in its permanence,
nor would it allay the violence of parties,

nor in the slightest degree remedy many
of our prominent evils. The sixth propo-
sition sets forth :

¢ Of all the remedies that have been sug-
gested for the acknowledged and insufferable
ills with which our country is afflicted, there
remains but one to be considered. It pro-
pounds a sweeping and important change in
our political and social condition involving
considerations which demnand our most serious
examination.  This remedy consists in a
friendly and peaceful separation from British
connection, and a union upon equitable terms
with the great North American Confederacy
of sovereign states.”

Hox. Mr. KAULBACH--My hon.
friend does not pretend to say that that is
the feeling in Canada now.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Did not the
late High Commissioner sign that mani-
festo?

Hox. MEMBERS—Read! Names!

Ho~. MrR. McCLELAN-—The signers
arranged alphabetically are very numerous,
but I will give you some of them. First
there is Abbott, J. J. C., (hear, hear),
Anderson, J. B., Grant, Glassford, &c.
Among the Macs is observed the name of
Macpherson, D. L., and others equally
prominent representing all shades of
politics.

Hox. Mr. KAULBACH —We had not
Confederation then and we had not a
National Policy. Does my hon. friend
say that the feeling in the country now
is in favor of annexation ?

Ho~. MR, McCLELLAN —I am merely
referring to the opinions of public men
upon a former occasion, when this mani-
festo was produced. I did not intend to
bring out so prominently the sixth propo-
sition in the manifesto, as others which
were rejected. They were opposed to pro-
tection, and thought that it would not in
the slighest degree remedy many of the
existing evils. At the risk of being con-
sidered tedious, I wish to refer to the
opinions of some other prominent men. I
will now read from a Prince Edward
Island newspaper of September 14th,
1878, the report of a meeting at Alberton :
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Hon~. Mr. PLLUMB—What paper is it
from?

Hox. MR. McCLELAN—The Patriot.

Hox~. Mr. PLUMB—It is a bad au-
thority.

Hox. Mr. McCLELAN—It is from a
report of a meeting held at Albertoq, 5th
September, 1878. It says that Senator
Howlan made a telling speech; that he
said he was always a free trader, and is
one yet. “Like others, he supposed, he
had a right to change his opinions on this
question, but he had not changed his.
(Hear.)”

A further and fuller report of the meet-
ing at Alberton, published on the 7th Sep-
tember, 1878, states :—

¢ After others had spoken, and in answer
to loud and repeated calls, Senator Howlan
took the floor, and upon stating that he had
only come to listen, proceeded, amidst loud
applause, to declare himself a free trader. He
entered briefly into the state ot affairs in
Canada, showing that absolute free trade, as
understood in England, was not possible in
Canada, and no pnblic men thought of it.

Ho~n Mr. PLUMB—Hear, hear !

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN, continuing—

“ He considered the tariff as already suffi-
ciently high, and deprecated meddling with it,
as tending to destroy the confdence needed to
encourage commerce.”

Hon. Mr. POWER—Hear, hear !

Hoxn. Mr. McCLELAN, continuing—

*“ He considered protection a curse to any
country. He had always been a free trader,
and was 80 still, although this was the first
opportunity he had to declare his views dur
ing this campaign. He expected to be called
to account for these remarks in another place,
and he was prepared for it.”

Hox. Mr. SCOTT—This is the place.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN, continuing—

“ While Mr. Pope and others had changed
their views, he had not doneso. Mr. Howlan
ridiculed the notion of reciprocal free trade
and said we might as well talk musical free
trade, or any other free trade ; the phrase was
meaningless. He entered at length into the
question, exposing the fallacy of the protect-

ionist argument, and fortified his position by
many telling illustrations. Mr. Howlan spoke
forcibly, and was frequently interruptesO by
bursts of applause.”

Hox. Mr. POWER—He always does.
Hox. Mr. McCLELAN continuing—

‘ After a lively passage at arms between
Messrs. F. F hite, and Mr. Hacket, the
following resolution was proposed by Ben-
Jamin Rogers, Esq., seconded by Captain M.
Foley ;—

. “ Whereas this meeting having confidence
in the trade policy of the Government, there-
fore—

«Resolved that this meeting will support
the two government candidates—Messrs. Yeo
and Perry at the coming election, and will
use every legitimate means to secure their
return to the Dominion House of Commons.

“On the vote, two only were found to op-
pose the resolution, out of an audience of
about 150, and with three cheera for the free
trade candidates, and three more for the free
trade Senator, the meeting which was well
attended and remarkably orderly adjourned.”

The report was signed S. P. Fielding,
secretary,

Hox, MrR. HOWLAN-—With regard
to the report of that meeting, I have
always denied its accuracy and repudiated
the statements attributed to me. But
suppose 1 had entertained those opinions,
there is no good reason why I should not
change them from the logic of events.
No public man should be bound by a
newspaper report like that.

Hox. Mr. DICKEY—In an election
campaign.

Hox. Mr. McCLELAN-—1 remember
reading his remarks at that time, and I
recognized him with delight, as being a
champion of the principles I maintain.
I quite conceive the applause which greet-
ed my hon. friend on that occasion.
According to the old Latin proverb, the
hon. gentleman, upon his own ground,
ought to have made an excellent fight. I
know from his ability, from his fluency
and his eloquence, the meeting was electri-
fied, as is evident from the enormous vote.
It is a compliment to the hon. gentleman’s
power of persuasion and the force ot his
argument, and his ability, at any rate upon
the stump, that such a remarkable result,
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such a unanimous result ensued after

that speech.

Hox. MR. KAULBACH—The hon.
gentleman says it is not a correct report
of his remarks,

Ho~N. MR, McCLELAN—It is the re-
port of the secretary of the meeting.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—It is a parti-
zan report.

Hox. MR, McCLELAN—For the pur-
pose of varying the matter a little, I will
refer to an English authority, and will
show that now, on the eve of an election
in England, when so much has been
attempted by certain parties to get a share
of the loaves and fishes, a great deal has
been said there about fair trade with a
view of seducing the farmers and hum-
bugging them and leading them astray on
this matter of trade. On the eve of a new
election, when they have had this plank
in their platform of fair trade, the Tories
of England are in full retreat on the ques-
tion, and are most ingloriously backing
down on the fair trade policy.

The farmers and the workers mn all
lines in England are unwilling to take the
bait. They know full well how to count
the cost of any duty on food and the
other necessaries of life. They remember
some of them the terrible times prior to
the repeal of the corn law.  Higher rents,
dearer bread, more costly products, and
consequently keener competition in the
markets of the world.

Now, I come to the point I wish to
make, and I will give the opinion of a
very prominent gentleman, I think the
leader of the great Conservative party of
England—1I speak of Sir Stafford North-
cote. At a great political meeting in
Somersetshire, to inaugurate the campaign
in the Conservative interest, Sir Stafford
Northcote was invited to attend, and re-
plied by letter, in which he advised them
to disclaim the “Protection Heresy.”
Said Sir Stafford :—

The Tory Premier, Peel, abolished the
corn duties, and a return of the protectionist
policy is impossible while the Conservative

arty lives to combat it. The idea that any
%ory Government would return to the tax on
cereals is groundless. Teach the English peo-
ple that.

Hon. Mr. POWER--When was that
letter writt n?

HoN. MR. McCLELAN—I have not
seen the letter, but I see it referred to in
an English paper.

Ho~N. Mr. KAULBACH-—What is
good for an old country may not be suit-
able for a new country like Canada.

Hon. Mr. McCLELLAN—The letter
from which I have quoted, was written to
a conservative meeting held quite recently.
With the permission of the House I shall
now read the opinion of Sir Wilfrid Law-
son, on fair trade, I quote from a report
in the London Maz#/ of September 23rd,
1881 :—

Yesterday evening anew Liberal club and
agsociation, which has been founded at Pen-
rith, was inaugurated by a public meeti&g,
held in the market-haI{of &at town. Mr.
Henry Howard, of Greystoke Castle, presided,
and among the speakers were Mr. E. Stafford
Howard, M.P., Mr. George Howard, M.P.,
the Hon. A. D. Elliott, M.P., and Sir Wilfrid
Lawson, M.P,

Sir Wilfrid Lawson, who on rising was
loudly cheered, said there had been a great
many conferences and congresses of late, but
a meeting such as they were holding that
night for the promotion of Liberal principles,
was more useful than any of them. The late
Lord Beaconsfield had explained some ten or
fifteen years ago what great trouble he had
had to educate his party; but now that he
was gone it seemed as if the Conservatives, or
some of them, were slipping back to some of
the practices of the old-world Toryism. Some
of them were crying for a returu to the pro-
tection of British industry. They did not call
it protection, they called it ¢ reciprocity,” or
a policy of retaliation. A man who had
aliases was generally a man of bad character.
(Laughter.) Here was protection skulking
about the country under the aliases of reci-
procity and retaliation, and that ought to be
enough to put people on their guard against
such dangerous characters. (Cheers and
laughter.) It did not do to ﬁ)ut this thing
down by brute force and call these people
fools because they were going in for protection,
Mr. Bright, in his righteous zcal, was vexed
with them, and he was not going to find fault
with him, but instead of calling them fools
they should argue with them. That was the
only way to treat anybody who you thought
held erroneous opinions. In the first place,
did they know what was the state of the coun-
try forty years ago, when the industry of the
country was protected ? There prevailed a
state of degradation and misery which were a
disgrace to the century and to the country,
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and who benefitted by it? There was hardly
a session of Parliament in which & squire or
nobleman did not move for a commission to
inquire into the distressed state of agriculture,
which was the result ot protection. Agricul-
tural laborers werc in a state of degradation
s.qd misery, and in the towns the weavers,
spinners, and manufacturers were in a State
of pauperismm and wretchedness horrible to
look back to. (Cheers.) All this was under
the system of protection which these wise men
wished to return to. The danger of such a
state of things was that it would produce dis-
content with the institutions under which we
live. The country had only been saved from
revolution by sweeping away the system of
rotection, monopoly,and cruelty. (Cheers.)
he result had been an enormous increase of
trade, a prodigious increase of shipping, and
an amazing increase of national wealth.
(Cheers.) In support of this view he quoted
Sir Stafford Northcote’s book, “Our Financial
Policy,” published in 1862, to the effect that
although there had been seasons of temporary
local and partial suffering, and the changes
had sometimes pressed hard upon particular
districts, yet, on the whole, the condition of
every portion of the community had been
reatly improyed by the new policy. (Cheers.)
t was a pity the principle which bad proved
s0 beneficial should be swept away because it
had begun to rain.”

Hon. MrR. KAULBACH—It shows
that there is an agitation for fair trade in
England.

Hon. MRrR. McCLELLAN—Yes, and he
is speaking against it. His whole speech
is interesting, but I do not care to take
up the time of the House reading it, be-
cause I have other speeches to which 1
wish to refer.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—My hon.
friend might see that we are in a new
country and that we ought to adopt the
policy which England followed when her
industries were in their infancy, too.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN — My hon.

friend referred four times, in the course of |

his speech, to the enormous crowding of
families in London, but I think it will be
a long time before the chief city of his
province, Halifax, is so over-crowded
under the National Policy. I had occa-
sion to refer, the other day, to the fact
that in 1870 some opinions were expressed
in this House on the subject of protection.
At that time there was a measure brought
forward to impose a tariff called the

Ho~. Mr. McCLELAN.

National Policy. The junior member
from Belleville is not very happy in his
memory of the history of this National
Policy, because he did not refer to what
was called the National Policy which
was introduced and carried in 1870.
There was a very close vote upon it in the
Senate. That National Policy did not go
so far in the way of protection as this one
does. It provided for the imposition of a
duty on coal, flour, salt, rice and a num-
ber of minor articles.

Hon. MR. PLUMB—And Sir Charles
Tupper said it was “ the thin edge of the
wedge,” did he not ?

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN-—He may
have said so. In the discussion which
took place in the Senate on that question,
the hon. Senator from Saugeen, who is
now the Minister of the Interior, moved
the resolution in amendment, which was,
practically, a three months’ hoist, and, in
the discussion on that, he took very
strong grounds against the thin end of
the wedge of protection, and that seemed
to be the danger which pervaded his.
mind—that it would lead to higher pro-
tection, and that the whole principle of
protection was wrong.

Hox. Mr. KAULBACH—A wise man.
may change his mind.

Hon. MR. McCLELAN—Certainly,
and I trust that my hon friend from
Lunenburg may change his ; it is perfectly
legitimate ; I am not imputing any im-
proper motives to anybody. I am merely
quoting the opinion of public men—dis-
tinguished men—upon this question. In
this connection I will refer to expressions
from a speech delivered by the hon. Sena-
tor to whom I have just made reference,
inter alia :—

<« He believed it to be exceedingly unsound
to impose a duty on coal and bread stuffs, or
any natural products that were now free.”

That is exactly in accordance with the
views some of us entertain to-day. Then
he continues—

“ Then the duty would be a great obstruc-
tion to trade all through the country, which
should, in accordance with the true prinei-

ple of commerce, be left as unrestricted as
possible.

“ Not only would the tariff be worthless to
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the L;eople of Ontario, but most burthensome
to the other sections, to the fishermen and
the great masses of'the people of Nova Scotia
and New Brunswick as well as Quebec, for it
was 8 well-known fact that a large quantity
of breadstuffs were yearly taken in the latter
province from the United States. Then as
a part of this great National Policy, a duty
was imposed on foreign coal, as a means of

ropitiating Nova Scotia. Nova Scotia, New

runswick and Quebec taxed to satisfy
Ontario! Quebec, Ontario and New Bruns-
wick were to be burthened to please a minor-
ity in Nova Scotia! Nothing could be more
calculated to create dissention and disturb
the harmonious working of Confederation
than such legislation.”

Almost prophetic.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—He has
lived to see his error.

Ho~x. Mr. McCLELAN—His words
were almost prophetic, if one reads this in
the light of the present day. Both in the
west and in the east, even in the province
from which my hon. friend from Lunen-
burg has the honor of coming—that pro-
vince which he was kind enough to assure
us the other day, was reposing in content-
ment, peace and happiness—

Hon. MR. KAULBACH—Hear, hear !

Hox. MrR. McCCLELAN—Even in the
legislature of that province, a resolution,
having for its object the dismemberment
of the Union, was introduced and adopted.
The sentiments expressed by the repre-
sentatives of that province, one reads
with sadness, but yet I have no doubt
they were largely the sentiments of the
people of that province.

Ho~n. Mr. KAULBACH—It came
from an effete Government that would not
allow the question to be decided at the
polls.

Ho~. MR. MCCLELAN—I hope the
hon. members of the Administration will
listen to the wise sayings of their col-
leagues :—

« He believed that a protective duty was
unjust and could not be supported on true
principles. He was also convinced that there
was nothing more illogical than that inci-
dental protection which some said was one of
the objects of the measure. The object of a
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tariff was revenue, and in order to protect
the manufacturers sufficiently it was necessary
to interfere with revesue. * * * He con-
sidered it a most unsound principle to diminish
the number of articles on the free list. The
policy of the country hitherto had been to
follow the example of England, &ec.

“ Was the House ready to subsidize every
little enterprise that might be established in
this country, without reference to the masses
of the people? If it was the wish of the
Government to encourage the salt interest
artificially, it was better to give it a direct
subsidy than to increase the cost of the
article by a tax on consumers; and the
same argument would apply to the coal of
Nova Scotia.”

Just as my hon. friend from Ottawa
made the observation the other day, which
I have no doubt was very correct. The
hon. gentleman from Saugeen continued:

«If it is the intention to encourage mon-
opolists at the expense of the people, then let
it be done directly out of the consolidated
fund, and we would soon know what it would
cost.

“ Far wiser to subsidize the few monopo-
lists directly out of the public revenues.

‘A benefit to a few non-residents—coal
mine owners of Nova Scotia—would not be a
benefit to the great mass of the people of Nova
Scotia. * ® The tariff, therefore, so far as
it touched salt and coal, was ounly intended to
benefit monopolists to the injury of the great
mass of the people.

¢“The inland shipping of Ontario would
also be injuriously affected * * and the
result generally injurious to our marine.

“Yet this was called a great ¢ National
Policy,” which was to prolect all interests
and please all sections, aus lead to the renewal
of reciprocity with the United States !”

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—TIt has done
all that.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN-—I was not
aware of it. It continues—

“ What was more absurd than to suppose
that an additional taxation of ourselves to the
amount of $200,000 was going to have the
effect of forcing the Americans to renew free
trade with Canada. If true, that a mutual
interchange of our products would be the best
for both countries, we should receive all that
we required from them untaxed, or in other
words at the lowest possible rates for our-
selves. (hear, hear)

“ What could be more illogical than tosay to
Americans—* If you will not untax what is
consumed by your people, we shall impose
a tax on what is consumed by our own.”

«“If we could make the Americans pay the
taxes, then there would be some reason in the
arguments of gentlemen opposite; but so long
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as we pay them ourselves, there could be
nothing advanced in favor of the tariff.”

Those, 1 think, are very sound words.

Hox. MR. SCOTT—Whose views are
those ?

Hex. Mr. McCLELAN—Sir David
Macpherson’s.

Hox. Mgr. SCOTT—Not the Minister
of the Interior, surely !

Hox. Mr. McCLELAN—The present
Minister of the Interior.  The hon. gen-
tleman from Toronto, Mr, Allan, on the
same occasion said :—

“ He had no desire to see the doctrine of

rotection revived in Canada, and more duties
imposed than were absolutely necessary for
the purposes of revenue. He objected to the
policy because it would not answer the pur-
pose its promoters claimed for it. He spoke
of the great injury that would be done to
the shipping and commercial interests of the
country,

“He believed the measure was in itself
inaugurating a mischievous system of legis-
lation.”

Hox. Mr. KAULBACH-—It shows
that the logic of facts has changed those
gentlemen's minds.

Hox. Mr. McCLELAN—I have also
the views of some gentlemen of Nova
Scotia, which are equally strong, as well as
more forcible and eloquent. I have given
the opinions of several prominent individ-
vals. T could go on and give a number
more. I could give also the opinions of
leading manufacturers of the United
States, because .they, like the manufac-
turers of England in 1830, and later on,
have come to the conclusion that even
they are not benefited by protective duties.
They are learning that very much to their
cost. We are getting a line of experience
in Canada which indicates that the wage
earners of the country are being taxed pro-
fessedly for their benefit, but that even
they are injured by the imposition. The
Finance Minister, when he makes his
Budget Speech, says that a tax, whether
levied on one article or another, produces
revenue —that if he does not tax cotton
wool, sugar, and other things which enter
into manufactures, he will have to raise

revenue from other articles of consump-

Hox. Mr. McCLELAN.

tion. When people pay duties on articles
of consumption, like tea, the money goes
into the revenue of the country. He
does not inform theni, however, that when
he puts a duty on articles which enter into
the manufactures of the country, not only
is a revenue derived from them by the
Government, but the people are com-
pelled to contribute to the building
up of factories for the advancement
of factory men and manufacturers, and
the result of it is to produce a spasm in
trade, and so much competition in some
lines that over-production, inflation, bank-
ruptcy andruin, and all the regular train
of results which naturally flow from the
cause, are witnessed in the country. The
result is that while the revenue is being
maintained by taxation, a large portion of
the money that the people are compelled
to pay does not go into the revenue, but
goes temporarily to assist men who arc
ultimately injured by it. It proves to be
an utter failure in its results in a great
many cases. As a consequence, the
money of the country becomes exhausted,
circulation decreases, and results follow
which are usually witnessed in all very
highly protected countries, and to some
extent in all countries, through changes in
the nature of trade ; so that the expression
of opinion from a manufacturer—I do not
refer to the opinions expressed by Mr.
Hewitt, and others in Congress last year,
though they were very pronounced, but
another gentleman, whose expressions are
of very recent date—will be interesting.
Mr. Hewitt is a manufacturer, and he
thought the trade policy was a mistake,
and would be very glad to inaugurate a
very different one; and it is necessary
that T should make some reference to
American authorities, because I under-
stood some speakers to say that they were
a unit there.

Hox~. Mr. KAULBACH--Hear, hear.

Hox. Mr. McCLELAN —My belief
is that if a poll were taken on the ques-
tion in the United States, the majority of
the people would adopt free trade as far
as their circumstances would permit.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—I will now
quote from a report of a speech recently
delivered in Detroit :—
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A very fine_audience assembled at the De-
troit Opera House last evening to listen to
the address of J. B. Sargent, of New Haven,
Conn., upon free trade. The auditorium
proper and the dress circle were thronged
with people, and the audience overflowed into
the gallery.  Prominent free traders occupied
seats on the platform.

Hon. W. G. Thomﬁson presided and intro-

duced the speaker, e was greeted with a
plause upon his appearance, and frequently
Interrupted with cheers. He said:
While the injury from the maintenance of
the war tariff to Detroit is in a sense local, the
injury to the best business interests of the
whole country is general, and has grown to
such alarmin proportions as to challenge the
attention of all. ’lpﬁe commercial failures of
1884 exceeded by far in amount those of any
previous year. Bradstreet has recently pub-
lished the result of an investigation of the
statistics of unemployed labor 1n the United
States, which shows that there were in De-
cember, 1884, 350,000 fewer operatives at
work than were employed in 1882, a loss of
14 per cent. The rates of wages are compared
with those of 1882, which shows that the in-
dustries protected by the highest tariff duties
are those in which the heaviest reductions in
wages have been made, and that these reduc-
tions are generally in proportion to the
amount of protection afforded to them. In
cotton and woolen mills the reduction has
been from 25 to 30 per cent., while there has
been no reduction in the wages of the unpro-
tected carpenter, mason, plumber and stone
cutter. The reduction of iron-mill workers
has been from 15 to 22 per cent., while the
pay of butchers, bakers, millers, tanners and
printers, has not declined at all, thus emphat-
ically controverting the proposition that a
high tariff makes high wages for the work-
ingman,

John Bright, in a letter written the 12th of

last March, says the price of labor in England
has advanced fifty per cent. since the free trade
movement commenced there, while the hours
of labor in many trades have been reduced.
. The tariff has destroyed the foreign carry-
ing trade of the United States; our flag has
disappeared from the oceau. We pay a tribute
of not less than $400,000,000 annually to
foreign vessels and are supporting 105,000
British sailors, every one of whom would be
an enemy 1n time of war.

The tariff prohibits imports that might pur-
chase the products of American labor. It has
cut down the sale of American manufactures
at home and abroad and depleted the returns
of American aﬁnculture, an industry followed
by more than half of our people. It has given
the absolute control of the commerce of Can-

a, Mex:co.and the republics ot Central and
South America—countries which by reason of

their contiguity we might easil —
trans- Atlantic msl:ioneg ¥ control—to

This is interesting to me, as showing
the cougze of things in protected countries,
I .

and proving that even in the United States
they are subject to the same difficulties
that we find here.

Hox. Mr. PLUMB
too.

Hox. Mr. McCLELAN—Mr. J. B.
Sargent then addressed the meeting and
said :—

I was born into a manufacturing family
and in a manufacturing community. The
settled policy of the whole civilized world
then was to collect the revenue for the sup-
port of governments largelz through taxes on
1mports, under the claim that it was protect-
ing manufactures, and that therevenue really
came from the foreign manufacturers or pro-
ducers--ascheme oftyrants to getfrom the peo-

le more money than the people would have
Eeen willing to pay by any kind of direct taxa-
tion. I became familiar with manufacturing
life in the manufacturing village ot my birth-
place, near which were factories for the man-
ufacture of cotton and woolen goods, the
operators being nearly all immigrants from
the manufacturing districts of England. The
manufacture of supplies for cotton and woolen
mills was the business that I, in part, inher-
ited from my father. I well remember the
discussions of manufacturing and business
men in my boyhood days concerning the
hazards of the manufacture of woolen goods,
the sales of which were confined to the one
market—the United States. The course of
the business was often described, and it ran
like this: The manufacturers started with
their business in good times and with only a
moderate capital, because wealthy manufac-
turers were scare and interest high, and
loans to manufacturers were hazardous.

Business would be brisk for about three
years from the previous hard times, and by
that time the market was fully supplied and
sales became few. It was expensive for the
manutfacturers to stop, and therefore they got
all the advances they could from their com-
mission merchants. Then, sales were made
at a reduced price to force the goods uKon
the market, then reduction of wages, then
short time, then suspension of work, then
failure and bankruptcy. The villagers were
almost dead for about three years till the
overstocked market became bare of goods.
Then the mills, under & new owner, were re-
paired. The card clothing and delicate parts
of the machinery that had been spoiled by in-
activity and rust were replaced with new.
Workmen were gathered into the mills and
manufacturing was started with a rush again ;
and after about three years of business pros-
perity the dullness of an overstocked market
came again, and then the failures.

I was raised in business as a merchant in
the dry goods business in Boston, and went
to Georgia as a merchant in 1843, that is
more than forty years ago. My teachings on

And in England,
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the tariff question were of the highly protec-
tive doctrines of the manutacturers of Massa-
chusetts in the comparative infancy of manu-
factures, and the same doctrines as so fully
set forth in the New York Z'ribune. In 1849,
1, s0ld out my business in Georgia and re-
moved to New York, and in 1850, became &
manufacturer in Massachusetts, with a store
in New York for the sale of my goods.

I had noticed how busy amgl rosperous
were the manufacturers and people of Eng-
land since the adoption of free the trade policy
there. I had noticed that the English-born
operators of the cotton and woollen mills of
my earlier days were missing,and their places
filled with the people from other countries.

I had noticed that emigration, since some
time prior to the war, had been very little from
the factory work-people from free-trade Eng-
land, and large from high-tariff Germany;
that there was almost universal content in
free-trade En%land, and almost universal dis-
content in all the high-tariff countries of the
continent of Europe. The more I thought
upon the subject, the more I could not see
wﬂ(; the people should be much interested in
paying us manufacturers from 35 to 100 per
cent. more for goods made by us, than the
foreign price—especially as the great West
and Sonth could pay in exports of produce of
their own raising. I knew that free-trade
England was our severest competitor ; but I
also knew that we got but very littte emigra-
tion from the manufacturing districts of Eng-
land, compared with that from the manufac-
turing districts of high-tariff Germany. That
looked as though the ¢ pauperism” was in
the high-tariff country rather than in the free-
trade country. I concluded to investigate in
Europe for myself. I spent four months of
each of the years 1873 and 1875 in Europe,
and looked up the ;lwlrotective theory with my
own eyes, in the light of my own experience
and observation as a merchant, and especially
as a manufacturer. I became thoroughly
convinced that instead of my having been for
80 man{ years a genteel and aristocratic
pauper, living and Ipros ring upon the chari-
ties of the people, I really had been one of the
deluded and oppressed victims of the Penn-
sylvania, Ohio and Lake Superior coal and
metal oligarchies, who, in order to pile up
illegitimate wealth, had so managed Congress
as to acquire, through high tariffs, substan-
tially & monopoly of supplying us with coal
and metals, and at e d‘m'ice very largely in ex-
ceas of the prices paid by our foreign competi-
tors. But 10 order to increase the demand for
their coal and metals—not that they care any-
thing for the manufacturers’ good, only 8o far
as we can be used to enrich them—they rob us
wanufacturers at wholesale, and allow us to
rob the people at retail. They take over sixty
per cent. on pig-iron from us foundrymen, and
allow us to rob the buyers of our hardware
from twenty-five to forty-five per cent., when-
ever we can combiue to keep up prices, so that
they feel tolerably secure in their monopoiiy
of supplying the metal in nearly all the hard-

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN.,

ware and machinery used in this country. I
found that onr woolen goods manufacturers
sustain about the same relations with the wool
growers that the metal goods manufacturers
do with the producers of metals. The wool
growers rob the manufacturers of woollen
goods and permit the woollen goods manufac-
turers to rob the people.

Provided the mannfacturers were relieved
from the tariff on raw materials, thev would
need no protection on their manufactures and
would be able to relieve the people engaged in
other employments from contributing to their
maintenance and protection through forced
tributes by means of high tariffs on impor-
tations.

What the mauufacturers need is simply to
be let alone, and be leit, each for himself, to
work out his own success or go under. They
do not need any favors through tariffs for pro-
tection nor through tarifis for revenue, if
relieved from the burdens of tariff on their
materials.

Who are the workers for wages in this
country ? Of what are they composed ? First,
of the native stock, originally coming largely
from the Puritans of the Anglo-Saxon race,
ready to dare and do anything for success,
willing to undergo any hardship and sufter
anfv privation on the road to success, and com-
pelled to use to the full extent all their powers
of mind and body in trying to exist and im-
Erove their condition. Other, and allied races,

ut with somewhat different characteristics,
came at the same time and soon afterwards,
nearly all in vigorous condition of body and
mind, and all imbued with the determination
of achieving success. Their descendants are
what we call our native stock.

They constitute a sort of reservoir of force
and & balance wheel and regulator in factory
labor. As inventors and mechanics they are
nowhere excelled. They know how to suc-
ceed and need no protection. Later, partly as
the cause and partly as the effect of our great
increase in agriculture and manufactures,
internal improvements and inter-state com-
merce, we have added to and made a part of
our working force an immense immigration of
the same and of somewhat different races.
Much of this immigration has been converted
into workshop and factory labor. We have
largely the Irish race in all its various char-
acteristics. Much of it ¢rude, but musculsr,
honest and ambitious. That race has well
done its share of the hard labor., The Irish
race i8 & large and almost indispensable
element in American factory labor.

The German race, often dissatisfied or irre-
pressible at home, hard worked on & poor
soil, or unskilfully managed in factory labor,
for years of their early manhood forced into
the army, their Jabor always largely reduced
in the fruits to them by the taxes necessary
to support royalty, nobility, and standing
armies ; has come to us bountifully and in
increasing numbers since the high German
tariff on raw materials of 1879, In the years
1875-9 there landed in the United States
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120,919 German immigrants. In the years
1880-4 920,215 were landed. The Danes and
Swedes have added largely to our working
force. This admixture of the most vigorous,
intelligent and ambitious of the workers of all
other civilized nations with our own native
stock, and by the skilful management of
emlf)‘OYers combined into one harmonious
and homogeneous whole, has produced a
working force nowhere equalled for intelli-
gence, skill, industry, willing endurance and
ambition. ‘I'here is'no tariff on imports of
European labor and never can be. Here every
workingman knows he is a part and parcel of
the commanity in which Ee resides, and of
the nation, with equal rights to advise, and
help direct in the local and national welfare.
He can take a part in deciding who are to
make or change the laws. He can takea
part in deciding the amount of revenue to be
collected and 1n indicating the purposes for
which it shall be expended. He can take a
part in shaping the policy in regard to educa-
tional and religious questions, and in all these
matters he knows that his vote is as weighty
as that of any man. He knows that all
avenues leading1 to education, to wealth, to
high eocial, civil or military positions, are as
open to him as to the proudest in the land.
* * * Farming in this country is
the great regulator of the rate of wa%es. Fac
tory wages will not long remain below what
can be earned on the cheap and fertile lands
of the Ereat and seemingly ever increasing
West. Employers of mining or factory labor
may cut down wages and hold them down
temporarily in dull times, but soon so many
will go to tarms of their own, or to farms
owned by otliers, that the ranks of the factoriy
worker will be 8o thinned out that wages will
return to or above their normal rate. Till
our lands are all occupied in farms and worn
out, till our forests cease to grow, till our
mines are exhausted, till iutelligence ceases
in the land and the {)eOple cease to rule, labor
in this country will enjoy advantages over
European labor so long” as Europe remains
politically and socially as now. Labor here
needs no protection and gets none.

of Eurosean labor with which American
laber would have, under free trade, to compete,
Mr. Sargent said, it was physically inferior
by reasons of wars and immigration Europ-
ean climate, in the manufacturin belt, is not
80 favorable; there is no land held by the
poor, and European workmen are kept on
scanty subsistence, of necessity, because wages
are low. These are the competitors that pro-
tectionists warn American laborers against.
They warn giants against trials of strength
with pigmies. I would rather have oneaverage
Immigrant worker from continental Europe,
after being combined into our American labor-
force and practiced in our methods, paid with
our pay, fed with our food, and filled with our
freedom, than an average three of those who
remain there under all conditions in which
they exist, and will exist, probably, for many
generations. We can afford to pay them here

twice as much per day as they got at home,
and then get rich out of their labor, provided
we can have raw materials, free of duty, to
enable us to sell our surplus merchandise in
the non-manufactuaing countries of the world.

The pauper labor of high-tariff continental
Europe may need protection from us. We do
not fromit. Thereare other classesofinferior-
ity in the quantity and quality of the product
of labor in Europe. The management there
ie less energetic and less exacting; work is
not pushed forward with so much zeal and
constancy, and more resting time is taken
during the hours of employment. The con-
dition and efficiency of labor in England are
much better than on the continent. Many
causes that stimulate it here, do so there.
Wages are thirty to sixty per cent. higher per
day than on the continent, and workmen do-
more and better work, making them cheaper
to their employers than on the continent.

This is the opinion of a disinterested
manufacturer in the United States, a very
intelligent gentlemen living in a country
where information is so generally diffused.
He has examined carefully the condition
of the laboring classes in Europe ; he was
a master mechanic himself, and his conclu-
sion is that not only are the English
workmen better fed, but the wages paid
in England are higher.

Ho~n. MrR. PLUMB—Higher than in
the United States?

Hon. MR, McCCLELAN—I am speak-
ing of wages in Europe, and the hon. gen-
tlemen who is clear headed certainly
ought to follow the line of my argument.
Mr. Sargent continues :—

¢“In some departments, we are hardly up
to the English in cheapness and quality of
machinery and in economy of management.
But free trade in iron and textiles would
remedy both these. American factory labor
roduces more in proportion to the w id
it than any other factory labor in the world.”

Mr. Sargent then discussed the com-
mon fallacy that low wages are cheap
wages. He thenturned to the wool tariff,
of which he said :—

The wool raisers with their high tariffs,
averaging on clothing and combing wools
over filty per cent., repress the manufacture
of the better qualities of woolen goods, by
prohibiting the importation of the better and
necessary wools of Australia, except at more
than fifty per cent. higher price to the Ameri=
can manufacturers than the English or
Belgium manufacturers pay for them. The
American manufacturers ‘would use only a
portion of Australian wool in their mixture,
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sufficient only to give the necessary strength,
elasticity and softness ; but the selfish and
short-sighted American wool growers try to
arbitrarily prohibit the importation of Austra-
lian wools, and thus they lose the opportunity
to supply any of the wool used in the manu-
facture of most of the good woolens worn in
this country. Because of the lack of Austra-
lian wool or its equivalent here, at a reason-
aple price, most of our better woolens are
made in Europe, and imported here. Yet
the wool growers pay no higher wages to the
little human help necessary to raise wool
than the same or any other farmer pays to
those who help him raise wheat or corn or
hogs. The protection that the wool tariff at
first gave to the wool growers, caused them
to be independent and negligent in the feed,
shelter and care of their sheep. The breeds
and their wool deteriorated, and east of the
Mississippi river, the number of sheep has
steadily decreased since soon after the adopt-
ion of the high tariff of 1856. The state of
Michigan had 4,028,707 sheep in 1867; in
1882, only 2,320,752. It is not always the
robber class that is the most prosperous in
the long run. The wool growers with their
high tarifts, may be compared to the average
easy-going young man born with a silver
spoon in his mouth—often an unfortunate
circumstance that does not prompt to any
energetic_effort except to get more of the
spoon. The wool-growers instead of improv-
ing their breeds of sheep—as the free-trade
Australians are obliged to do—are now band-
ing together for more of the tariff spoon.
They want more pay for the sheep’s labor in
walking about and eating grass. There is
certain%y very little human labor in growing
wool. * * * Michigan has gained glit.tle if
anything by the high tariff on wool, but she
has lost her natural position as a great com-
wercial state by forced disuse, under tariff
conditions. The great lakes that almost sur-
round her are but little more of value to her
now than a Chinese wall. In consequence
of tariff protection, commerce, except with
the States, is substantially barred out. Free-
trade, that has made this country what it is
(I mean absolute free-trade among the States),
is only at the south and west of Michigan.
If good when coming from the south and
west why not from the north and east—from
Canada ?”’

Mr. Sargent touched upon a number of
other protected industries, treating them
in an equally forcible manner. He then
gave a history of free trade in England,
and concluded as follows :— :

England’s foreign trade (exports and im-
ports) increased, in the first twenty-five years
of free trade, from $30 per each inhabitant of
England to $90; an increase of three-fold.
The foreign trade of the United States_is now
almost exactly, per inhabitant, what England
was, per inhabitant, at the beginning of free
trade. Ours is $30 per inhabitant, including

Hon. MR, McCLELAN.
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exports of breadswuffs, provisions of all kinds,
cotton and petroleum. and all exports and
imports. anufactures increased five-fold.
Prior to the passage of any tariffreform
measures in England, the working population
wer: kept so much in idleness, and their
earnings were 80 small and irregular that there
was much suffering, among even the able-
bodied, temperate and frugal, from the want
of the bare necessaries of life, which were
kept at a high price by protective tariffs. But
the circumstances of the workingmen were
gradually but rapidly improved by the tariff
reform measures; and at the end of the first
twenty-five years the yearly earnings doubled,
and the cost of a better living had decreased
to half what the poor living had cost twenty-
five years previous. Pauperism had dimin-
ished more than half. Convictions for crime
had diminished from one in 800 to one in 1,800
of the inhabitants per year. Under free trade
in vessels and navigation, the merchant
marine increased in tonrage a million tons,
and changed largely from sails to steam. Edu-
cation has kept pace with the material
prosperity of the people. England has no
advantages over us except in the enlighten
ment of her statesmen. We have many
natural advantages over her which we sup-
press by high tariffs. We are able to cope
with England in manufacture and commerce,
if on the same free trade basis, and would get
our share of the present commerce of the
world, and of its enormous increase under a
rivalry between the two nations.

HoN. MrR. McCLELAN—These are
the opinions of Mr. J. B. Sargent.

Hon. Mr. PLUMB—Who is J. B. Sar-
gent?

Hon. MR, McCLELAN—He is a
prominent manufacturer in the United
States who addressed an audience in De-
troit the other day. The hon. gentleman
must know where Detroit is?

Hon. Mr. PLUMB—Ves, I know
where Detroit is, but I do not know who
Mr. Sargent is.

Hon. MR. McCCLELAN—He is a mane
ufacturer, and expressed his ideas very
clearly and to the point, and I am sure
that they cannot be controverted by the
hon. gentleman from Niagara. I have
produced facts here in the same line with
those referred to by Mr. Sargent, as to
the trade relations of the different coun-
tries ; as to the expressions of opinion of
prominent men, and as to deposits in sav-
ings banks not being evidence of prosper-
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ity in the country, and I have adduced
the best possible proof of the position I
have taken, and I think the hon. gentle-
man from Niagzara will find it very diffi-
cult to controvert my statements, or the
statements of that Detroit manufacturer.
To show that there is not very much in the
arguments of my hon. friends, who give as
a reason why English statesmen were in-
duced to adopt a free-trade policy, that
the country had grown rich under a pro-
tective policy, I refer to Molesworth’s his-
tory of England, vol. 1, page 51.

Ho~n Mr. KAULBACH—We do not
want any book theories.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—Am I not
permitted to refer to history, to the stand-
ard authors ? This historian remarks :

*¢ Nor were these discontents without reason.
The people of this country had for some time
past been suffering cruelly, and had been
forcing themselves on the attention of their
law-givers in an altogether unpleasant and
unsatisfactory manoer. Statements of agri-
cultural distress, mining distress, and manu-
facturing distress, were made, echoed and re-
echoed. ~ Sometimes they were met by un-
qualified assent; scmetimes by vehement
contradiction; but still they continued to be
made. But let Governments and members of
Parliament say what they would, there was
distress, and very serious and terrible dis-
tress, too.  Agricultural laborers were found
starved to death, having tried in vain to
support nature with sorrel and other such
like food. In vain did landlords abate their
rents, and clergymen their tithes; wages con
tinued to fall, and had at length reached such
a point of depression that they did not suffice
to support existence.”

¢ The simple fact was, that wars, national
debt, increase of population, corn-laws, mal-
administration oF t{;e poor-laws and other
legislation or hindrance of legislation, had re-
duced the great mass of the ple, and es-
pecially the agricultural laborers, to the
verge of starvation and despair. They were
going mad with misery; and in their mdness
they did mischief by which they themselves
were sure 10 be the first and greatest sufferers.”

That shows—

Hon. Mr. PLUMB—What does it
show?  That the condition of the agri-

cultural classes of England was exceedingly
distressing.

Hon. MR. McCCLELAN—TI can show
by history that the statements that hon.

gentlemen have made, as to the cause of
England adopting free-trade, are not cor-
rect.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)—
That is fifty-five years ago.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—My
hon. friend seems to take a melancholy
pleasure in reading of this distress.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I rise to a question
of order. There are not more than a
dozen members on this side of the House,
and there are some sixty on the other side,
and although hon. gentlemen on the other
side are allowed, as a rule, to go on
without interruption, when three or four
members speak on this side they are
interrupted continuously, and in a most
discourteous way.

Tue SPEAKER—With regard to the
point of order raised by the hon. gentle-
man from Halifax, the hon. member who
has the floor has taken it so good-naturedly
that I did not care to interfere; had he
complained of it, I certainly should have
called hon. members to order.

Hon. MR. KAULBACH—1I do not
think my hon. triend from Halifax has any
right to say that those interruptions are
discourteous, so long as my hon. friend
from Hopewell has not complained.

Ho~n. Mr. PLUMB—When we ask
questions we do so to get information. If
my young friend, the senior member for
Halifax, had been in some other body, he
would have been taught something on
rules of order.

Tae SPEAKER—These remarks are
certainly out of order.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—It must be
remembered that there are very few in
this Chamber who advocate the views
which I hold, and of course it can scarcely
be considered that all public men must
think alike on this subject. This ques-
tion was not imported into this House by
the Opposition, but by a supporter of the
Government, and in the discussion hon.
gentlemen have gone too freely into the
subject.
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Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I did not
read from a book.

Hon. MR. McCLELAN—1I will remind
my hon. friend of a story that I have read,
of a scene down in the eastern country.
It was that of an unfortunate fellow who
was up on a charge for murder, and who
had employed a lawyer of some local cele-
brity to defend him. After the lawyer
had spoken for six hours in defence of
his client, the prisoner became weary, and
asked his counsel how long he intended
to continue his address. The lawyer re-
plied that he was going on for five hours
longer, when his client was ready to ex-
claim, with King Lear, “oh, torture me
no more, I will confess "—he offered
that if his lawyer would stop the argument
he would acknowledge his crime. The
poor culprit had to undergo the punish-
ment of eleven hours speaking, and suffer-
ed capital punishment in the end. I was
reminded of that story the other day, after
the hon. gentleman from Lunenburg had
reached the fourth or fifth day of his
remarks. I had hoped that the same
effect would be produced here—that the
Government would have admitted the
enormity of their policy, and would have
thrown themselves upon the mercy of the
country, if the hon, gentleman would dis-
continue his address.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—We
will now, if the hon. gentleman will give
up the five hours.

Hon. MR. McCCLELAN—I admit that
there might be some application of the
story if I were to go on for five days. But
I am not defending the government in
this case. 1 stumbled upon the Contem-
porary Review the other day, and—

Hon., MRr.
book ?

KAULBACH—Another

Hon. MR. McCCLELAN—Yes, another
book, and I am sure that the opinions ex-
pressed by the writer here are very much
more forcibly put than any remarks I can
make. Itisalot of tabulated information.

Hon. MR. DEVER—I think the hon.
gentleman has a right to be respected ;
he speaks * by the book.”

Ho~n. MR. McCLELAN-—Yes, I am
very much obliged to my hon. friend. 1
have heard it running through the
speeches of hon. gentlemen on the other
side from the beginning—through the
speeches of the hon. gentleman from
Lunenburg, the hon. gentleman from
Quinte, the hon. gentleman from Hamil-
ton, the hon. gentleman from Belleville,
and, I think, the senior member from
Belleville, particularly, told us, in advocat-
ing the high protective system, about the
cheapness of goods, leaving people to in-
fer that the very cheapness of the goods
to-day was the result of the National
Policy. Hon. gentlemen who use that
line of argument in their addresses, cer-
tainly are not complimenting the intelli-
gence of the people whom they expect to
read their speeches, when they suppose
that that will be a forcible argument, or
that the people will not be able to see
through the flimsiness of such statements,
as having any bearing at all upon the
issue, and hence I would refer here to the
reasons—to the great reduction of rates,
in the old countries, upon articles of con-
sumption, and the reasons for that reduc-
tion of rates. The author of the article I
refer to was Mr. Fowler, M. P, and he
compiles these figures from a legitimate
channel. He says:—‘“ A comparison in
figures of the prices as given in this table,
and of the prices of the same articles six
years later, will bring before the reader
the present situation more impressively
than any other mode of statement. It
will suffice to give the most important
article of commerce—prices in Jauuary,
1879, and in January, 1885 :

1879. Jan, 1884. Jan. 1885.

Coffee, per

cwt.(Cey-

lon) 65s. 70s. 57s. 6d.
Coals, per

ton..... 19s. 17s. 17s. 6d.
Wheat, per

qrecees. 39s. 7d. 39s. 32s. 6d.
Sugar, per

.cwt. (W.
India)...178t0 208, 16s.t019s. 9s.6d.to 12s.

And yet the inference would be that
the cheap rates of sugar in Canada now
all comes about through the National
Policy—that is if the hon. gentleman’s
speeches are to be considered of any im-
portance. He goes on to discuss the
reasons of those enormous reductions, and
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among other reasons he shows the differ-
ence 1n rates of freights, which is certainly
enormous. He gives the rates from
Chicago to New York as follows :—

AVERAGE FrergaT oF WHEAT FROM
CHicAGO TOo NEW YORK.

Year. :mﬁ)CIl‘l?\lr\\geL a'i\{l Il{;‘;f By.All Rail.
1868....2454  29. 426
1873....1919 269 33.2
1879....1160 133 17.3
1880 " '1227 157 19.7
1881 819 104 144
1882 789 109 14.6
183 840 115 16.5
Jan. to Sept. § 660 9.15 13.

The charges as to shipping are equally
remarkable. Freights for wheat sent from
New York and San Francisco to England
fell 5o per cent. between October, 1883,
and October, 1884 They have also
fallen heavily between India and the
United Kingdom. Since 1880, it would
be safe to say that freights have fallen
generally from 30 to 40 per cent. The
following rates were given last year from
‘Calcutta to the United Kingdom :

1881. 1882. 1883. 1884.
ViatheCape, Wheat, 623 6d 30s 258  20s 6d
Viathe Canal « 71e3d 35s 2683d 17s 6d

Hon. MrR. KAULBACH—That shows
the depression of trade in England.

Hon. Mr, McCCLELAN—TIt shows the
remarkable reduction in the cost of trans-
portation in the great productions of the
world which are required for consumption,
and it is no wonder, therefore, with such
largely diminished freight rates, and such
reduction in prices 1n the beginning, that
many of our staple commodities should
run so exceeding low. Hon. gentlemen
may think it very absurd of me to allude
to such a reason as that, because the
people ought to understand it ; yet hon.
gentlemen will seriously persist in uttering
such speeches, which are only calculated,
if they are meant for anything, to mislead
the people and teach them that under a
high protective tariff the prices of sugar,
‘cotton, and agricultural implements are
lower. There is a tendency of that kind
going on continually in the world, owing
largely to the introduction of improved
machinery and new appliances by which
«commodities can be grown, and produced,

and transported more cheaply than in previ-
ous years ; hence it is natural enough that
they should be purchased at lower rates.

Hox~. Mr. KAULBACH—Competition
in trade has done that.

Hox. Mr. McCCLELAN-—I have given
the opinions of some of our public men on
this question, and I would now suggest an
adjournment of the debate before going
into the other branch of the subject.

Hon. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL said

he would prefer that the debate should be
continued after six o'clock.

Hox. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE—I
understood the hon. member to say that
one effect of the depression in New Bruns-
wick, is that the attendance of school
children in the public schools has dimin-
ished, and I remarked in a low tone of
voice, that it was not so in the province of
Quebec : to which the hon gentleman
replied by quoting from a copy of the
Montreal Witness, in which the rates for
municipal taxation are shown to be lower
than the rates set forth in the census, in
which there was no taxation. I am going
to prove that I am right in saying that
such was not the case in the province of
Quebec. I hold in my hand a copy of
the report of the Inspector of Public
Schools for the province of Quebec, for
the year 1883-84.

Hon. Mr., McCLELAN—I did not
refer to the province of Quebec in my
remark as to school returns. I referred to
the Witness, and to the Deputy Registrar’s
report.

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE—
The hon. gentleman showed me a paper,
and I took it as an answer by him to my
remark. Here is what the report of the
Inspector says. I will take a comparison
from the year 1881 :—

Pupils on Average  Increase of
the School Rolle. Attendance Bchool Sec’s
1881-82 236,609 180,463 501
1882-83 242,723 185892 424
1883-84 250,000 192,852 110
showing an increase every year. The

same remark applies to the number of
schools ; the last increase was 110, there-
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fore the hon. gentleman was not right in
saying that in Quebec there was a de-
crease in the school attendance as well as
in New Brunswick.

Honx. Mr. McCLELAN—I did not
refer to the school attendance in Quebec,
as I had no returns.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (31), “An Act amend and con-
solidate the Civil Service Acts of 1882,
1883 and 1884.” (Sir Alex. Campbell).

Bill (61), “An Act to further to amend
the Acts incorporating the Richelieu
Navigation Company, and the Richelieu
& Ontario Navigation Company.” (Mr.
Pelletier).

It being six o’clock the Speaker left the
chair.

AFTER RECESS.

Ho~n. Mr. McCLELAN resumed his
speech. He said: I cannot close the
remarks which I have felt called upon to
make upon this important question, after
hearing so many eloquent addresses, with-
out making a few observations in reply to
the remarks which fell from the hon.
member from Lunenburg. The hon. gen
tleman in the course of his speech, made
the following among other observations :—

““ Depression exists, but prosperity gener-
ally abounds.

¢ The exports trom the farms and fisheries
have largely increased, and factories have
been developed.

¢ The taxes are not imposed on the neces-
saries of life, but on the luxuries, and the
masses do not feel them. They are no bur-
den on the peeple.

¢ The people of England are suffering from
a free-trade policy, and rushing in thousands
to the United States.

“8avings banks deposits show faith in the
Government.

A reciprocity treaty would be of question-
able advantage.

¢ The West Indies trade has been largely
promoted by the National Policy, and our
shi‘ps have been employed. .

““The fishermen and all industrial classes
are less taxed than ever before.

“The increased imports are due to the
National Policy.

¢ Coal is cheaper to the consumer.

¢ The fisheries have been developed by the
National Policy.

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE.

‘e No necessaries of life are dearer; but
rents, meats, and farm produce are higher, &c.

I recapitulate those in vrder to give
hon. gentlemen a general notion of what
the remarks are. My hon. friend says
that “depression exists, but prosperity
abounds.” The meaning of that I do not
exactly understand.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH--1 will ex-
plain it if my hon. friend wishes.

Hon. MrR. MCLELAN—I remember
the apostle Paul spoke of knowing how
to be abased and how to abound, but I
fancy he did not wish the Phillippians to
understand that he was both hungry and
full at the same time ; and therefore the
address which my hon. friend makes to
the Canadians must have a different signi-
fication. He says the exports of the farms
and fisheries have largely increased, and
the factories have developed. By the ex-
ports from the farms, I fancy he means
the exports of cattle, to a large extent. T
cannot conceive why hon. gentlemen
should allude to these exports as being
influenced by the protective tariff. The
products of the field are the mainstay of
the country undoubtedly; only for that
the effect of the National Policy would be
more disastrous than it has been. They
are not favored by the National Policy,
and neither is lumber. The Finance
Minister said, in one of his speeches, that
it was impossible to aid the lumber trade ;.
hence there is no possibility that any
argument can be made out of the increas-
ed exports of lumber and farm produce in
support of the protective system. One
cannot see how the National Policy would
make a large catch of fish.

Hon. MR, KAULBACH—By the pro-
tection of our fisheries.

Ho~N. MR. McCCLELAN—One cannot
see how the fisheries could be made more
productive by high taxation. I am sur-
prised that these things should go forth
from this hon. body as the matured senti-
ments of the hon. Senator. They must
be misleading, or they cannot possibly be
recognized as arguments on the question
presented to us for discussion. He says
that the taxes are not imposed on the
necessaries of life, but on the luxuries,
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and the masses do not feel them, and they
are no burdens on the people. He says
the fishermen and all industrial classes
are less taxed than they ever were before.
Thefishermen’sneeds (meaning, I suppose,
the requirements of their industries) are
not taxed.

My hon. friend from Lunenburg dwelt
very considerably on the favor with which
the Government had dealt with the fish-
eries under the National Policy. The
bounty system is not part of the protective
tariff at all. I fancy that that boon was
given to the fishermen largely because of
their share of the fisheries award, and no
doubt in that way it was some benefit to
them. But if given to them as compen-
sation for the losses they sustain under
the high protective tariff, they are not at
all recompensed, and I question whether
it is a fair compensation for their share of
the award. So, taking it either way, they
are scarcely recompensed by the small
bounty which they have been in the habit
of receiving. I have been favored with
letters from fishermen in Grand Manan,
and I hope I will be pardoned for giving
the expressions of practical men rather
than my own opinions on these subjects,
because those engaged in those depart-
ments of trade know more on subjects
with which they have to deal than we can
know, and when the hon. gentleman from
Lunenburg rises in this Chamber, and says
that the fishermen are more contented be-
cause their requirements for the fishing
industry are not subject to taxation, and
also from the consideration and favor
shown to them, I am satisfied that he
does not speak the sentiments of the fish-
ermen of Lunenburg.

Honx. Mr. KAULBACH—I have a
large interest in the industry myself.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—I have no
doubt the hon. gentleman has and finds it
remunerative, so far as he is concerned ;
but if these correspondents are correct,
there must be some discrepancy betweea
his views and theirs. These correspond-
ents are reliable, respectable fishermen.
I will read an extract from a letter from
one of them, dated Grand Manan, Feb-
ruary 22, 1885 :—

_  Asregards the tariff, oo one can say there
is one redeeming feature in it, as regards the

fishing interests—excepting fish-hooks, lines
and nets, as they come from the machines—
the duty on everything else the fisherman
uses has been gradually increased in almost
every case. Lines, nets and hooks, if duty
was 25 to 35 per cent., would not add a great
deal more to the burden, as the cost of them
is very small now-a-days. The poorest fish-
erman, the one who needs it most, gets some-
where about $2.60 bounty trom our Govern-
ment ; the one rich enough to own vessels
gets more, of course. The man getting $2.60
will wear out t#o pairs of rubber boots in the
year, at least, and more if he fishes in the
winter, which cost in the States $3.50; duty 25
per cent., making 874 cents; traders’ 20 per
cent. profit on cost, 17§ cents more, makes
the boots cost the fisherman $1.05 per pair
more than they should, which, it he uses two
pairs of boots only, will leave him 50 cents
out of his $2.60 so kindly given him by the
paternal Government. Three gallons of
kerosene oil will swallow up the rest, by the
increased cost from the effects of duty on it.
‘[hen he stands square with the Government.
After that, all the rest is one way—the manilla
cordage, sails for his boat, pork, lard, etc.
There is no use enumeratinﬁ. Everything he
uses i increased in cost by the protective
tariff, whether made abroad or at home.

It is a Government that evidently is trying
to conciliate the proprietor of what they ex-
pect will be their home in the next world, as
they tax Bibles and prayer-books, and admit
Brimstone free.

“Theincorrigible Sabbath-school scholar, if
he persists in it, must pay 30 per cent. on the
cards he or she uses: Eut the meek and holy
gambler, the devotional whist and euchre
player (if he buys a bang-up article), only
pays from 6 to 12 per cent. for his cards:
Thoughtful fathers of our country! On free
list are: Fish-hooks and diamonds, agates
and fish-nets, emeralds and cod-lines, rubies,
pearls, sapphires, garnets, and pure-bred
dogs ; opals, fur-skins—but not oilskin cloth-
ing for the poor mariner. But I won’t
enumerate further.

HonN. Mr. PLUMB—Why does he
not buy his rubber boots in Canada, where
he can get them cheaper ?

Hon. MrR. HOWLAN—Canvas and
duck are manufactured at Yarmouth, in
Nova Scotia.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I am surpris-
ed that my hon. friend would take up the
time of the House reading such nonsense
as that letter contains.

Hon. MR. MCCLELAN—I will read
another letter which perhaps will be more
pleasing to my hon. friend. This is dat-
ed 17th February 1885 :—
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“ You ask how the bounty works? Now
it works well enough for those it suits. Iwas
always opposed to it. Where do you think
the benefit is in giving a boat fisherman two
dollars bounty for fishing all the season in a
boat, clad in oil clothes and rubber boots, the
duty on which will cost him at least five dol-
lars for the year’s work. You may say buy
‘Canadian goods—that is where the shoe

inches. They are made and sold under
‘Government f)rotection. consequently poor
goods sold at a profit. If they had to depend
on the quality to sell them, better goods would
be made. The sum of $1 per ton.hezips very
little on & bad voyage—a good trip does not
need it. Government bad better spend boun-
ty in providing boat shelters, coast improve.
ments, &c.”

Now, if the fisherman of Lunenburgh,
about whom the hon. gentleman speaks
so freely, are as intelligent as these—they
will, without doubt, come to the same
conclusion, and will feel surprised to find
themselves so misrepresented by the
Hon. Senator in this Parliament.
I refer to those letters in answer to what
the hon. gentleman has said with reference
to the fishermen being remunerated for
all their taxes. Then the hon. gentleman
asks what benefit has the Dominion
gained by the expenditure of the present
‘Government in the way of aiding emigra-
tion? Thisis a very pertinent question
which he does not answer himself, and no
one else does. This country, in my
judgment, has gained nothing, but the
United States has gained. It has to a
large extent done more harm than good ;
It has provided for a lot of Government
favorites and there has been a large ex-
penditure, considerably over half a million
of dollars, and I should like to ask the
question which the hon. member from
Lunenburg has asked—what possible
benefit has the Dominion gained by it?
The savings bank deposits have already
been referred to. Then the hon. gentle-
man says reciprocity treaties are question-
able advantages. My hon. friend knows
very well that that was one of the professed
objects of the Premier in inaugurating the
National Policy. It was advocated chiefly
on that basis. I am sure my hon. friend
knows that that was one of the arguments
used in favor of the National Policy.

Hon. MR. PLUMB—The hon. gentle-
man is mistaken.

Hon. MR. McCCLELAN—In what way?
Hon. Mr. McCLELAN.

. Hon. Mr. PLUMB—You are mistaken
in saying that the National Policy was
advocated on the basis of reciprocity.

Hon. MrR. POWER—The hon. gentle-
man is mistaken when he says it was not.

Ho~N, MR. PLUMB--1 know what I
am talking about.

Hon. MrR. POWER—I doubt it.

HoN. Mr. McCLELAN—I will read a
resolution which was adopted in the
House of Commons, in 1877 :—Moved by
Sir J. A. Macdonald,—

“ That the Speaker do not leave the chair,
but that it be resolved that this House is of
oginion that the welfare of Canada requires
the adoption of a National Policy, which,bya
Jjudicious readg'ustment of the tariff, will bene-
fit and foster the aﬁricultural, the mining, the
manvfacturing and other interests of the Do~
minion; that such a policy will retain in
Canada thousands of our felfow countrymen,
now obliged to expatriate themselves insearch
of the employment denied them at home, will
restore progperity to our struggling industries,
now 5o sadly depressed, will prevent Canada
from being made a sacrifice market, will en-
courage and develop an active interprovincial
trade, and, moving, as it ought to'do, in the
direction of reciprocity of tariffs with our
neighbors, 8o far as the varied interests of
Canada may demand, will greatly tend to
procure for this country, eventually, a reci-
procity of trade.”

Ho~N. MR. PLUMB—Through a reci-
procity of tariffs,

Ho~n. MR. McCLELAN—The hon.
gentleman from Niagara must understand
that, while his ability is recognized, his
memory is not always above reproach. It
is sometimes defective—nctably so in this
instance—and like other people, he has
his failings, and therefore, I think he might
let me proceed. But my hon. friend from
Lunenburg differs from his Premier and
from almost all the gentlemen in the
Lower Provinces of his political stripe,
that I have heard discuss this question of
protection.  Almost all of them have
assured our people—the farmer and others
who are interested in this reciprocal trade,
and who are exceedingly anxious, I may
say, to secure reciprocal trade relations
with the United States, if possible, on
reasonably fair terms—on every occasion
I have heard them claim for this National
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Policy, that it was devised to bring about
that state of things, but it has not brought
about reciprocity.

Hon. MRrR. KAULBACH—I never
advocated to the contrary.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—I have never
had the pleasure of listening to the hon.
gentleman on the stump, and conse-
quently I do not venture to contradict
him. I simply say that the opinion to
which he has given expression is different
to that entertained by his party, and
differs entirely from that of another dis-
tinguished gentleman, Sir Alex. Galt, and
entirely from the opinions of those who
have changed from. free-trade to protec-
tion. All of them advocate, so far as I
know, a reciprocity treaty, and therefore
the opinions expressed by my hon. friend
from Lunenburg are exceptional. I hope
his opinions will not prevail There is
nothing visible on the surface of anything
being done during the last six years to
procure this boon which is foreshadowed
in this resolution, but I do trust that in
future some steps will be taken. We see
every evidence In the case of negotiations
tavoring Newfoundland, which is unfet-
tered by this Confederacy, that Mr.
Bayard, one of the Cabinet Ministers at
Washington, is quite in accord with that
view of things, that closer trade relations
should exist with bordering countries,
and in fact, according to Sir Ambrose
Shea, he indicated that while the Govern-
ment were prepared to consider the ques-
tion, they preferred considering it in its
relations to the whole British dominions
on this continent.

Hon. MrR. HOWLAN—Sir Ambrose
Shea was not acting for the Newfound-
land Government.

Hon. MR. McCLELAN—I have not
said that he was,

HoN. MR. HOWLAN—That was the
impression conveyed to the House.

Hon. Mr. MCCLELAN—J am giving
his expression of opinion in favor of
negotiating reciprocal trade relations
towards which we are all so favorable.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Have not
our Governments given intimations that
they are ready for a reciprocity treaty ?

HonN. MR. McCLELAN—They may
have given a great many intimations of
their readiness, but I do not see many re-
sults from it. Another observation was
that the West India trade was largely de-
veloped by the National Policy, and that
our ships are more employed, and my
hon. friend repeated it several times in
order to give it more emphasis. I feelin-
clined to take issue with him as to the
correctness of his statements. As far as
I have heard from that province, I would
come to the conclusion that the West
India trade of Halifax is greatly impaired
by the National Policy.

Hon. Mr. POWER—It is ruined.

Ho~N. Mr. McCLELAN-—The hon
gentleman from Lunenburg then refers to
the fishermen, to which reference I have
replied. He says Halifax is prosperous,
and has largely increased its exports; that
coal is cheaper to the consumer. That
was not the argument used by the gentle-
men from Nova Scotia in 1870, a2 number
of whose speeches I did not quote from
to-day ; some of them unfortunately have
departed from us, and others are yet in
this Chamber. That is not the argument
of Sir Alexander Galt. That is not the
statement, as far as I know, of anyone else
who discusses these trade questions. I
think the hon. gentlemen who repre-
sent the city of St. John would be able to
throw some light on the question, whether
the duty has increased the price of coal.
I think the people of New Brunswick
have some reason to feel that their taxes
are very considerably increased in conse-
quence of the amount of coal thev are
obliged to use that is increased by the ad-
ditional duty. And then my hon. friend
says that no necessaries of life are dearer,
but meat and farm produce are cheaper.
His argument is peculiar in this way; that
one end of his sentence differs from the
other, and therefore one end of it must
always be right. Then he goes on to say,
on several occasions, that bread is not
dearer at all—that the duty on flour and
corn meal does not tend to make any dif-
ference in the price,
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Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I did not
say corn meal.

_HoN. Mr. McCLELAN—My hon.
friend said that bread was not made any
dearer by the tax on flour.

Ho~. Mr. KAULBACH-—Your leader
in this House took the same view, in a
speech which he made a few days previous
to mine.

Ho~N. Mr. McCLELAN—TI have not
observed it. I differ altogether from my
hor. friends, and I differ from the Minis-
ter of Finance, and I think the Minister
of Finance differs from both of us, be-
cause he admitted in his speech of last
year, and his speech of the year before,
that the duty did increase the cost of flour,
but only in a limited way.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The hon.
member from Ottawa thought differently.

Ho~n. Mr. McCLELAN—I have not
been able to find any statement of that
kind from him ; but from my own experi-
ence—and I have been somewhat con-
nected with the flour business—I know
that the effect it has on flour is very pecu-
liar. There are generally two or three
periods in the year when we can buy
very much cheaper than at other times.
There is a drop in the price of flour, and
having a class of small vessels running,
we can buy flour cheaper in New York
than in Canada. The effect of this duty
is to remove from us largely that option,
or, if it does not deprive us of it, we are
taxed more by having to pay the duty.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—If you get
the flour in Canada, you have no duty to
pay on it. You can get Canada flour in
the United States.

Hon. Mr. McCCLELAN—But we are
virtually compelled to pay duty on imports.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—No.

Hon. MrR. McCLELAN—I have a
statement in my hand showing the duty
collected on flour, corn’ meal, etc., at diff-
erent ports in the Maritime Provinces.

The Industries and [SENATE]
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Hon. MR. KAULBACH—Separate the
flour.

HoN. MR. McCLELAN—TI will separ
ate it ; the statement is as follows :—

Dury CoLLECTED on Indian Corn, Corh Meal and Wheat
Flour, 30th{June to December 81, 1884.

PORTS, INDIAN CORN WHEAT
CORN. MEAL, FLOUR.

Amherst............... $159 $23200 $ 33850
Annapolis . 12 45 786 60 1,288 50
Antigonish ............ ...... 186 00 87 50
Anchat ...... .cooivennn oLl 180 40 860 00
Baddeck .......... o0 ..l 16 80 145 00
Barrington ............ 83 513 80 1,693 65
Bridgetown . ........... 2 41 110 00 347 00
Cornwallis .. 338 384 00 1,257 60
Digby ..... 7 50 729 00 709 25
Guysboro .. ...viieien oiann. 78 20 334 50
Halifax..... 4,268 90 1,475 20 6,876 50
Liverpool... 105 994 80 1,637 00
Lockeport ............ 2 55 562 80 801 50
Londonderry . 15 00 231 60 605 00
Lunenburg .........cee eeeses 1,422 40 2,919 00
Murgaretville ......coo0 veueen 42 00 301 75
North 8ydney. cees 78T 60 1,907 50
Parrsborough .....,.... 15 30 526 00 413 08
Pictol .......coiiiiinne wnenns 431 60 406 50
Port Hawkesbury. . 168 00 1,108 50
Port Hood ..........c. oeeil L. 5
Hort Medway..... 48 60 114 00
>hetburne 284 80 631 00
Sydney ....... 455 20 653 50
Truro .... 230 00 658 50
Weymouth 1,592 80 2,062 50
Windsor. .. 1,442 80 2,428 75
Yarmouth 3,799 20 4,160 50

$4,375 05 $17,707 20 34,088 50
Wheat Flour...... 34,088 50

Corn Meal........ 17,707 20
Indian Corn...... 4,875 05
856,170 75

Therefore, my hon. friend will see that
he is mistaken in the statement which he
made.

Hon. MR. KAULBACH—I say I am:
not mistaken, because when there is a
surplus of flour in the United States, and
it is very cheap, they go and buy there.

Hon. MR. POWER—Order! Order !

Tue SPEAKER—While the gentleman
who has the floor is not displeased with
any interruptions, no question of order can
be raised ; but if an hon. gentleman, when
speaking, objects to an interruption, of
course I must rule on the question of
order.

Hox. Mr. McCLELAN—The hon.
gentleman from Lunenburg in his speech
remarked that the excuse made by the
War Department in England for sending
to America for their pumps for the Soudan
was that they could get them more quickly
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and with greater facility in the United
States than in free trade England ; and
further on he remarks that France has to
go over and buy from a free trade coun-
try, England, the ships used in their own
trade. In one case the hon. gentleman
points to the deficiency in pumps as a
proof, and in the other case to the surplus
of shipping as a proof that British trade is
decreasing under free trade policy.

Hon. MR, KAULBACH—And both
are correct.

HoN. Mr. McCLELAN—The hon.
gentleman remarked that he believed
farming to be the basis of all industries,
and without it we could not get along and
prosper.  The hon. gentleman is right at
last; he is in accord with that distin-
guished gentleman, Daniel Webster, who
spoke of commerce, agriculture and manu-
factures as being the three great pillars on
which is based the prosperity of a country
—the greatest of which is in the centre;
the greatest is agriculture, and there
comes in the great evil of these high
protective duties with which the farmers
are handicapped, and which hinders
the development of the cattle trade in
the Lower Provinces. My hon. friend
must know that to carry on stock feeding
successfully in Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick, the farmers must import
corn or other produce to feed theirimmense
herds. It would be well perhaps, if they
had a level country, to raise this produce
themselves; but they do not do it, and
they have to import the corn which, to a
great extent, they use in fattening their
stock, and which is subject to this vexatious
duty. He spoke of the great facilities
that were given for the transportation of
cattle by shipping to foreign markets. I
understood him to say that there has been
a reduction of freight. I do not know
that anything of the kind has been
secured by the action of the Govern-
ment; I do not think they have in-
terfered with the shipping rates in that
way, or that they have done anything
to facilitate transportation ; but what they
have done, in order to have an argument
for putting a duty on corn and flour, they
carry the coal from Nova Scotia to

Montreal at a nominal rate—almost free ; !

at all events, it is not more than one-sixth
or one-fifthy at the outside, as much per
mile per ton as is charged for transporting
farm produce. I have not got the figures
here to substantiate that statement, but I
believe it to be correct nevertheless. I
believe that the owners of the Spring Hill
Mines, some of whom I believe have
become rich, do not pay more than one-
eighth of a cent per mile per ton to trans-
port their csal for 700 miles—from Spring
Hill to Montreal—and I believe it costs
a farmer for his cattle, his hay and grain,
and the lumberman for his supplies or
products, five times as much for any
transportation done for them. And why
is that ? Simply because the farmer is not
in a position to come up here, like the
president of a large corporate body, or the
manager of a factory, and demand * pro-
tection,” as they call it. The farmers are
simply at the mercy of the other interests.
Their interests are handicapped and
injured by the demoralizing effect of
a protective policy, and yet there is money
in the savings bank ; still the farmers are
progressing—the cheese industry is pros-
perous ; but that state of affairs has not
been brought about in any way by the
National Policy. It has been brought
about, and is continuing in spite of the
National Policy, and the disadvantages
which that policy has created for the
agricultural interests.  Agriculture is the
industry that is developing and sustaining
the country ; it is the central pillar which
is maintaining and keeping up this Do-
minion, and when the time of depression
comes, as perhaps it has come to a limited
extent at present, the farmers will have to
bear the burden, and the poor operatives
who are turned out of doors without a
knowledge of any other business will be
dependent upon the farmers for subsist-
ence. Such has been the case in all highly
protected countries, as the hon. gentleman
well knows.  So it is with the lumber in-
terest. The lumber interest is not pro-
tected ; no one pretends thatitis, The
Finance Minister himself stated that it
was not—that it could not be protected ;
that everything the lumberman buys for
his business—his plant, his supplies, pork,
flour, beans and everything which he re-
quires in the way of supplies and clothing
for his men, 1s naturally advanced in price,
and notwithstanding this drawback the
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lumbermen of New Brunswick last year
exported a large amount of lumber,

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Our farmers
provide the lumbermen with nearly every-
thing they require in the way of supplies.

Ho~x. Mr. McCLELAN—By the ex-
ports of the farm and the forest, and 1
dare say of the fisheries also, it will be
seen that those three lines of industry
have developed, and to that extent the
country has certainly prospered, but not
because of the National Policy. The
hon. gentleman from Lunenburg contends
that cotton is cheaper in Canada now than
it was when this country was a slaughter
market for the manufacturers of the
United States. We all know that; but
cotton goods would be cheaper anyway.
They are cheaper all over the world; the
raw material is cheaper ; the production
of the raw and manufactured material is
cheaper ; transportation is cheaper, and if
it were not for the duty imposed by the
National Policy, we could get twice as
much cotton, twice as much sugar, and
twice as much of many other articles to-
day for our money as we do. Yet my
hon. friend and other hon. gentlemen who
hold the same views are accustoming the
people of this country, through their
speeches and through the press, to con-
sider that it is all through the National
Policy that goods are cheaper to-day than
they were five years ago. The hon.
gentleman, departing from the subject
before the House, referred to Mr. Glad-
stone as an able man and leader of a great
party in England ; he referred to his
policy as being “a shilly-shally policy ;”
and but for the vacillating policy of Glad-
stone, Gen. Gordon might have been alive
to-day. What has that to do with the
National Policy ? That was a contingency
that might have arisen in any country, and
it was a very hard accusation to make
against Mr. Gladstone, and had no con-
nection with this debate whatever. If the
hon. gentleman wishes to indulge in that
kind of reference, I think there are
events occurring in our own country ; the
blood of Canada’s sons is crimsoning the
snows of the western prairies, they also
are entitled to the commiseration of the
hon. gentleman; and if he wishes
to indulge this fancy, and allow his ima-

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN.

gination to roam so as to attach responsi-
bility for such contingencies upon anybody,
he can indulge it at home without refer-
ring particularly to Mr. Gladstone, who is
at the present day the most distinguished
man in Great Britain, if not in the world.
Referring to the cotton industry, the hon.
gentleman contended that the duties on
cottons were not a burden on the people.
A correspondent of the Manchester Exam-
iner and Times, seems to understand the
cotton business of Canada pretty well, and
replying to another correspondent who had
writtenover the signature of “Verax,” says :

¢ No one knows better than ¢ Verax ’ that
protection also robs the Treasury, but few
perhaps of the general public know to how
great an extent this is the case. Of certain
classes of cotton goods the Canadians import
none; and the reason is not far to seek. A
cotton spinner made this calculation, namely,
that their protection would pay all the wages
of the mill hands. Here, then, the Treasary
is completely robbed, and the people of Cana-
da would be as rich it they i(f these men
and women (the mill hands) their full wages
for doing nothing. And this is not all the
case against these high duties. The mill-
owners have made no money, but have lost
heavily, and if one could only now ship the
mills and machinery to Lancashire, they
could be had cheap, even for Lancashire-
prices. No doubt there are other classes of
goods no longer imported into Canada. The
high protective duties in great part, pay for
the wages of the workpeople. Thisis the way
our friends in Canada burden themselves
with a poor-rate for mill hands, tax the con-
sumer, and rob their Treasury.”

In answer to another observation of my
hon. friend, in which he spoke of the in-
creased imports from England, and the de-
creased imports from the United States,
the following figures taken from the trade
and navigation tables of the Dominion
show how our trade is shaping—they give
the value of goods from Great Britain and.
the United States entered for consumption
during the last five fiscal years, and the:
amount of duties paid on them :

GREAT BERITAIN. UNITED STATES.

Imports. Duties, Imports.  Duties,
1850~§34,451,224 6,737,007 $20,846,048 4,521,311
1881-- 43,583,808 8,772,050 85,704,112 5,667,298
1882— 50,503.341 10,011,811 48,280,052 7,082,722
1888— 52,062,466 9,897,785 55,082,338 8,188,628
1884— 48,418,018 001,371 00,499,826 7,420,462
Total $224112,858 43,421,014  $320,865,2T1 82,889,811

Now, I am reluctant to state this as
authentic, because it is exactly the reverse
of the figures given by my hon. friend in.



The Industries and [APRIL, 28 1885] Manuf’rs of Canada. 767

his speech, and one or the other must be
wrong.

“Ho~N. MR. KAULBACH-—I must be
right.

HoN. MR. McCLELAN—The article

in which I happened to notice this state-
ment, further says :—

“ How completely our fiscal policy has fail-
ed in its professed objects, is shown by two
facts: (1) that there is a decrease in the
amount of Knglish imports, and an increase
in the amount of American imports; and (2)
that taking the totals of the five years the av-
erage rate of duties on English imports is
19.37 per cent.,, and on American importe of
onlly 14.80 per cent. .

he marked tendency to trade with our
neighbors is here shown so clearly that he
may run who readeth it; and with such a
palpablé fact before us, who can doubt that
the real interest of both Canada and the
United States lies in cultivating the freest
possible trade relations between them ?»

My hon. friend from Lunenburg twice,
in his address, remarked that agricultural
implements are no more expensive any-
where in Canada to-day than they were in
1878. If he will allow me I will read to
him something that I think will convince
him to the contrary, as well as other hon.
gentlemen who alluded to the same sub-
ject, and who mentioned particularly that
they were not dearer in our North-
Western territory. I shall read from a
newspaper published in the North-West.

Hon. MrR. HOWLAN—What is the
name of it ?

Ho~N. MR. McCLELAN—The name
of it is the Regina Zeader ; and the editor,
I see his name at the top, is Mr. Nicho-
las Flood Davin. That ought to be a
good authority for the hon. gentleman.

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—I am glad that
you are pleased with him.

. HoN. Mr. McCLELAN—The atticle
in gestion is in the form ot a letter, but
given in the editorial column. It is from
a gentleman who was formerly a resident
of New Brunswick, and who was standard
bearer for the Conservative party in the
county of Sunbury, at the last general elec-
tion. Being unsuccessful in the contest, he

moved to the North-West a short time ago.
He was a very strong supporter of the Gov-
ernment, and of their general policy, and
especially of the National Policy, with all its
embellishments. He says :(—

1 first have to say I did not make a gen-
eral slaughter of the National Policy. In
speaking of the National Policy, I said that
many articles were cheaper, including cotton
and woollen goods, and that living to-day
was cheaper in Canada than at any former
period.”

Hon. gentlemen must see he has the
same sound that they have ; he must be
“true blue.”

Ho~n. Mr. HOWLAN—What is the
date of that paper?

Hon. MR. McCCLELAN—TIt is the 17th.
March of this year. He continues :—

It is true I did take exception to the tariff
on agricultural implements as being against
the interest of the settlers in the North-West,
and I am firm in that opinion, Mr. Wright
notwithstanding to the contrary. If my
memory serves me aright, I did not ask for a
change in the tariff, however desirable sucha
thing might be on some articles. I only sug-
gested that inasmuch as we were not, and
never could be, a manufacturing people, that
we should have some consideration given us
in lieu of the high tarift on implements. Cer-
tainllly, there could be nothing radically wrong
in that.

Further on he remarks :—

It is said there is a great deal in a name,
These men who had to pay the larger price
were “small farmers.”” In the name in this
conpection the matter is reversed, the bi
farmer paying the small price and the sma
farmer vice versa. Jmplement firms put a

remium on big farmers’ patronage, and the
v‘i’gtarm golici wag the policy that got Mr.

right his binder so cheaply. Now, the
N. P. as a national policy for the Dominion
of Canada I am in favor of, and always have
been ; but I do not think it is advantageous
to the North-West, and I am at a loss to see
how any man can think it is. We can’t man-
ufacture a siugle article, not even an axe
handle; we are left entirely at the tender
mercies of the Ontario manufacturers. I
have always been under the impression that
the N.P. was to encourage home industries,
and in the Eastern Provinces it has done 8o
hence my remark that it was life to the east.

Hox. Mr. PLUMB—Hear, hear!

2 «I am aware that no country canghave two
separate and distinct tariffs; but I do think,
inssmuch as the high tariff on implements
and several other articles we are compelled to
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purchase largely of, must vecessarily make
those articles dearer, that we should have
some adequate consideration given us for it.
Many are the opportunities in ‘which the
Government could assist us, which would be
taken kindly by the people. Forty-five cents
is the highest price paid to-day for the best
of wheat, and it takes, on an average, about
six bushels of the best wheat that nine out of
ten farmers have to sell, to buy a bag of flour.
I saw a farmer yesterday who had brought a
load of wheat in here (Wolseley) for sale, a
distance of fitteen miles, and he sold it for $10.
He said it would make sixteen bags of flour.
His complaint was loud and bitter. Now, as
bonuses are the order of the day, I would sug-
gest that the Government bonus some grist
mills in this country, and save the munici-
palities from incurring a debt that will be
oppressive on them, as they have enough to
be taxed for in_the ordinary course ot things.”

Of course, that is the order of the day,
‘that the Government should bonus the
grist mills of this country! And why not?
"Why should they not bonus the grist nills,
when they give a bonus on pig iron and
other things? Mr. Perley concludes his
letter by saying:

“In conclusion, I have to say, that while
I am free to confess that I am a party man, I
am, nevertheless, free to defend the rights
and best interests of my country, or rather
my home. And my politics are—first my
country, the North-West; next, the party.

Ho~. Mr. KAULBACH—I am afraid
my hon. friend cannot get much comfort
-from that letter.

Hov. Mr. HOWLAN—It is a very
good letter. Were there any comments
'by the editor of the paper, on that letter ?

Ho~. MR, McCCLELAN—That would
.come better from your side if there are
any. :

Hox. Mr. HOWLAN—Give us the
.editor’s opinion on that letter.

Hox. MR, McCLELAN—I am willing
to give the opinion of a supporter of the
Government on the question of the duty
on agricultural implements, and I am
willing to pass the paper over to my hon.
friend from Alberton, and let him see
what the editor says. The hon. gentle-
man from Lunenburg gives as an instance
of the depressed state of trade, and the
poverty of the working classes in Eng-
Jand, the fact that in the city of London

Hox~. MRr. McCLELAN.
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alone there are 60,000 families to-day
that have only one little room or garret
for each family, and all the high moral
feeling of that hon. gentleman seemed to
well up in describing the unhappy, the
unsatisfactory, and the degrading circum-
stances under which those families are
huddled together. I have made some
reference to this statement before. The
area of the countrybeing small,and the city
of London of immense size, with a concen-
tration of people there, growing out of the
enormous trade that they have, and largely
made up of people of all nations in the
world, it is not suprising under the cir-
cumstances that tenements should be so
crowded, and I have no doubt that bene-
volent people in London are constantly
trying to alleviate any distress which may
prevail ; but under the high tariff and
with the enormous exodus of people from
Nova Scotia, it will be a long time before
that complaint of overcrowded tenements
can be made by the hon. member from
Lunenburg, as far as Halifax is concerned.
Then he says the people of the United
States are a unit in demanding protection
for their industries. Does my hon. friend
still adhere to that ?

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH——Yes.

Honx. MR. McCLELAN—I am sur-
prised to hear it. Then he says that there
were 11,000 miles of railway under con-
struction or projected in the United
States last year. How far he may be
accurate in that I will endeavor to show by
referring to an article from the London
Mail of January toth, 1885, headed
“New Railways in the United States,”
which shows that the number of miles of
railway built in the United States last year
was 3,729. ‘

Hon. MrR. KAULBACH — That is
constructed—1I did not say eonstructed ;
I said under construction or projected.

HonN. Mr. McCLELAN—The article
in the Mail is as follows :—

¢ According to the Railroad Gazette, the
total mileage of railways constructed in the
United States during 1884 amounts 3,729
This is not much over half the mileage of
1883, and a little over one-third of that of
1882. There were constructed during the
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revious twelve years:—1883, 6,130 miles;
882, 9,922; 1881, 7.870; 1880, 6,139; 1879,
3,801 ; 1878, 2,263 ; 1877, 2,019; 1876, 2,278;
1815, 1,333; 1874, 1,844; 1873, 3,630; and
1872, 7,160 miles. These figures include
main track only, no account being taken of
second tracks or sidings.”

The point which my hon. friend must
have intended to make was that their
business was flourishing, and that they
were increasing the constructionof railways.
That, however, is not correct, according
to this, because the mileage of railways
constructed during 1884 was not much
over half the mileage of 1883, and only a
little over one-third of the mileage of
1882. 1 do not see that he can draw any
conclusion in favor of his view that a
highly protected country is progressing
more rapidly than a free trade country.
My hon. friend said that the New South
Wales bonds are higher than ours. In
that he is correct.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I showed
the reason why. .

Hon. MR, McCLELAN—I think he

said it was because they had an agent in
London.

. Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—An agent
in London, to boom them.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—It is well
known in England that New South Wales
1s one of the Australian colonies that ad-
heres strictly to free trade, and hence they
havelaid thebasis of alarge prosperity which
Victoria, Tasmania and surrounding colon-
les do not possess, and I can inform the
House that there is a marked difference in
the development of their trade. I was
favored with a letter from a clergyman of
the Church of England—I am sorry I have
not 1t In my possession now—a very intelli-
gent and well-written letter, describing the
trade policies of those colonies, and the
better Pposition in which New South Wales
stood in consequence of their trade policy
as compared with that of the adjoining
co}omes, and with how much more rapid
strides they were progressing and increas-
ing their wealth and commerce, and that
there was no disposition in New South

Wales to recede from the English pl f
free trade. REish pan 0

Y

Ho~n. Mr. MACDONALD—Does the
hon. gentleman know what the taxation
is per head of New South Wales?

Ho~N. Mr. McCLELAN-—No.

Hon. MR. MACDONALD—It is $35
or $40 per head there.

HoN. Mr. MCCLELAN—I am speak-
ing of this letter from the clergyman, He
supposed his views on political questions
differed from mine, and he thought that
I was wrong,but when I answered him I was
able to concur in his opinion. Heisa
clergyman and not a politician at all.

Hon. MR. MACDONALD—New South
Wales is prospering although the taxation
is high,

Hon. MrR. McCLELAN—The hon
gentleman referred to the great expansion
of the coal trade in Nova Scotia, as a
result of the National Policy, of course. It
was in that connection that this statement
was made. Now, if my hon. friend will
revert back to the history of Nova Scotia,
say four decades—4o0 years—and look at
the output of coal during each decade, he
will observe that the increase was greater
during former decades than during the
period in which this National Policy has
been in operation. I have a report of the
mines of Nova Scotia, according to which
the output was one-third more inthedecade
ending 1860 than in 1850, and in 1870 it
was a little more than twice as much as in
1860. In 1880 it shows only an increase
of about 50 per cent. over 1870, and for
the last fouryears it has not come upeven to
the same average.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—My hon.
friend must see that during the five
years that his party were in power it went
down, while during the last five years it
has gone up.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—But the con-
tention of the hon. gentleman is that it
has increased latterly at a greater ratio
than ever before, and I think the figures
which I have furnished do no bear out
that conclusion. Then my hon. friend
referred to the great contentment which
exists in Nova Scotia. 1 would again
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mention the debates in the House of
Assembly, during the late session of the
legislature, and also a resolution condemn-
ing the action of the Dominion Govern-
ment a year ago—the session before last
—couched in very strong terms. I have
not the resolution here, but my hon. friend
from Lunenburg must remember it, and
therefore I think the statement that perfect
harmony prevails in Nova Scotia, is
scarcely a correct one to make. My hon.
friend from Belleville who is not in has
place—it is exceedingly difficult to make
references to those speeches when my
hor. friends refuse to listen, and I am
very sorry to do so—

Hon. MrR. PLUMB— Do not stop on
that account.

Hox. Mr. McCLELAN—The hon.
gentleman makes a reference to the fact
that he had a good deal to do with the
first inception of the National Policy. It
turns out that there are others laying
claim to it also, but I suppose he is like a
good many inventors of patent medicines
and other devices for extracting money
from people—they run very well, but
come to grief sooner or later. St. Jacob’s
Oil was very well to trade with for
a while, but old St. Jacob himself, like the
inventor of the National Policy, remained
in obscurity. The hon. gentleman from
Belleville spoke about the export of
cheese. He says that it is greater now
thanin 1877. In 1877 there was 81,834 1bs.
of cheese imported from the United
States, and the duty paid on it was $2,455 ;
in 1884 the imports were 104,240 lbs.,
valued at $17,560, and the duty paid on
it was $3,127. So the statement of the
hon. gentleman is simply erroneous. My
hon. friend from Lunenburg says that this
country once sold cows to the United
States and we bought their cheese ; but look
at Canada now, hesays. Well, we are now
purchasing more cheese than we did then.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH —We are
better able to do so.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—Of course
we are; but why should the hon. gentle-
man make such statements ? It must be
apparent to himself that they are not
borne out by the facts.

Honx Mr. McCLELAN.

Hox. MrR. KAULBACH—Do we not
consume more cheese ?

Hon. MrR. McCLELAN—I am not
speaking of that. Myhon. friend from Belle-
ville speaks of there being no clamoring for
work. Well, if the Ottawa lumber trade
was depressed and the Chaudiere mills
were shut down, and two or three influen-
tial gentlemen with prospects of promo-
tion—and who subsequently were pro-
moted—if they, with the desire of pleasing
a strong party, chose to adopt the course
which is open to them, I venture to say
that any Government in Ottawa under any
circumstances would find a crowd of peo-
ple gathered in the streets demanding
work. Those individuals who participated
in manipulating that gathering, have gone
to their reward—I mean their political
reward, of course. The hon. member
from Belleville might have referred to an-
other crowd, to a number of people better
dressed than they were perhaps—but after
all, probably, no better in many ways—
many of them very good and respectable
men, and they were not content with com-
ing once, or twice, or thrice, but they are
coming every year. They are in a posi-
tion to come with power, to demand that
the people shall be taxed to benefit them
and fill their pockets, and their prayers
are heard. According to their judgment
they get what they fancy will benefit them
because it will hurt somebody else—be-
cause it restricts other people’s liberty of
trade, and compels them to buy their pro-
ducts and stocks. It is a great delusion;
it is a manifest delusion. 1 am not glad
for their misfortunes, but I do hope that
experience will teach them, like the man-
ufacturers of Lancashire, where 10 per
cent. of the mills were shut down, to come
to the same conclusion, that after all it is
better to let trade run in its own natural
healthy channel, and not undertake to
force others—the lumbermen, the farmers
and fishermen—to build up vast concerns
only to be tumbled down in times of de-
pression. It is an act of legalized injustice.
Those are the crowds of people to whom
the hon. gentleman might well have di-
rected his attention. My hon. friend from
Hamilton spoke about sewing machines,
and he explained how it came to pass that
the makers of sewing machines in the
United States, since the adoption of the
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National Policy in Canada, reduced their
price—that they sold lower by $6 apiece
to Canadian customers than they were
willing to sell to their own customers. If
that practice is pursued by them, one
yvould supoose that their own customers
in the United States would find it out and
not be too well pleased. It is just an in-
stance of making their own people pay
more than what is fair for thelr manufac-
tures, in order that they may be able to
supply them to foreigners at a lower price.
In this way the hon. gentleman explains
why it is that the sewing machine manu-
facturers of Hamilton are doing a less
profitable business under the National
Policy than they did before under free trade.

Hox. Mr. TURNER-—I explained
“how the increased importation was,

Hox. Mr. McCLELAN—There are
more sewing machines imported into than
exported from Canada.

Hox. Mr. TURNER—No.

Ho~x. Mr. McCLELAN—My hon.
friend remarked that if he was in Scotland,
he would be a free-trader, as he was
before.

Hox. MrR. TURNER—I did not say

that. T said I would be a free-trader
under the same circumstances.

Hox. M&. McCLELAN—I was struck
withthatobservation. It maynot have come
to the notice of my hon. friend that some
of the largest concerns engaged in manu-
facturing sewing machines in the United
States have invested immense sums in
putting up establishments in England for

the manufacture of sewing machines.
Why ?

Hox. Mr. KAULBACH-—Because
they make so much in their own country
that they can afford to do it.

Hox. MR. MCCLELAN—It is simply
because they find the materials and labor
cheaper in that free-trade country, and
they can manufacture the sewing machines
more cheaply than they could in their
own country, and thus are enabled to
supply foreign markets.

Ho~n. MrR. MACDONALD—But labor
is dearer in England, you told us.

Ho~x. MR, McCLELAN—No; I said
dearer in England than on the contine
ent. So, my hon. friend if he was a free-
trader in Scotland, will come to the con-
clusion that he should be a free-trader in
Canada, too. But he says we have com-
menced to develop our North-West. We
in the east have had a most glowing de-
scription of that country and that is one
reason why there is so much unrest,
because young people become dissatisfied
with their own farms and homesteads and
come to the conclusion that they must go
west, but unfortunately they do not go to
the North-West, but they go to the West-
ern States.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Oh no.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN +— My hon.
friend says, “ Oh no,” but I am aware that
they do to a very large extent. I know of
few families in the North-West who have
moved there from New Brunswick. It
would be much better for Canada if we
could keep our own people for our own
country. I have no doubt, we have a very
good soil in the North-West, and that it is
a very desirable country to settle in, but
so far as launching out into the prairies
and developing the North-West is con-
cerned, and in two decades hence seeing
a population there which will astonish the
world, I only hope it will be true, but it
will not come to pass under the railway
policy, protective policy and land policy
of the present Government.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—That is just
what will do it.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—I do not be-
lieve that it will be so under the policy
pursued by the Minister of the Interior,
and the Minister of Railways and the Gov-
ernment of this country. We had state-
ments made on the resolutions for the
union of British Columbia by gentlemen
whose faces I do not see in this Chamber
this evening. They said by the time the
railway was constructed there would be
7,000,000 of people in Canada. I am
very sorry to say that our country is not
keeping even natural increase. There is
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no income of people into Canada; they
have gone away as fast as they have come
and I have adduced proof which, to a
large extent, confirms that statement. I
say it with 1egret, but because it is the
trath, I do not see why it should be with-
eld. Therefore, I say that the prophecies
which have been made by gentlemen re-
presenting the Conservative side of the
House during the time I have had the
honor to occupy a seat in this Chamber,
have not been fulfilled. They have not
told us the truth. They have not fulfilled
their own expectations in any degree, and
the country to-day, from one end to the
other—from British Columbia, which has
formed a vigilance committee to drive out
the Chinese, to Nova Scotia which has in-
troduced resolutions for disruption—

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—That is the
work of a few discontented Grits.

Hon. MrR. MCCLELAN—And Prince
Edward Island, which petitioned the
Queen against the policy of the Dominion
Parliament.

Hon. MR. HOWLAN—Prince Edward
Island has not petitioned against the policy
of the Government ; it has petitioned the
Queen to have the terms of Confederation
carried out.

HonN. MR, McCCLELAN—Part of the
policy of the Government is to provide
increased accommodation across thestraits.
That has not been done, according to the
Legislature of the Island, and hence they
have appealed to'the Queen. That, cer-
tainly, is a fact.

Ho~n. MR. HOWLAN—They endorse
the policy of this Government.

Hon. MrR. McCCLELAN—I wish to make
references now to the question which is
more particularly under the consideration
of the Senate, and to that I would have
confined my observations if the hon. gen-
tlemen on the other side had done so.

Hon, Mr. KAULBACH—I did so in
my remarks,

Ho~N. MrR. HAYTHORNE —Irise to a
point of order. The hon. gentleman from

HoN. MR. McCLELAN.

Lunenburg is constantly interrupting the
hon. gentleman from Albert.

THE SPEAKER—It is altogether out
of order for any hon. gentleman to inter-
rupt another who has the floor.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—I should like to
see this debate finished to-night, and we
could do soif it were not for the inter-
ruptions, and interjections of people who
only want to be prominent,

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I admit that
my interruptions have been out of place,
but from what 1 heard from the hon. gen-
tleman himself I was under the impression
that he did not object to them. He said
he was going to confine himself to the
question before the House, and that he
would have done so, if hon. gentlemen on
the other side had set him the example.
I merely remarked that if he referred to
me, I had confined myself to the question.

Hon. Mr. PLUMB—I wish to say on
the point of order that in other places it is
quite common to interject an objection to
a statement made in a speech. If the
hon. gentleman had himseif objected to
such interruptions, nobody of course could
say a word.

ToE SPEAKER—The point of order
was raised, and I have stated my opinion.

Hon. MR. McCLELAN--Before re-
ferring to the commissioners’ report, there
is one other subject to which I wish to
refer. When the hon. gentlemen who dis-
cussed this question on the other side,
became exhausted for statements, they in-
variably fell back on the assertion that the
popular verdict had been in their favor.
The electors—those public committees to
which the hon. member from Alberton re-
ferred—had decided in favor of the present
condition of things. That is an argument
to which it is much more difficult to reply.
I only make a reference to it now, because
I do not wish to entirely pass it over. My
hon. friends are entitled to any consola-
tion and benefit they may get from it, and
I dare say they may get a good deal of
consolation and benefit. There is this to
be said about it, that during the boom
that came on as a result of this National



The Industries and [APRIL,

28 1885] Manuf'rs of Canada. TT8

Policy, no doubt there was a great deal of
delusion and strong feeling evinced, stim-
ulated, as it was in high quarters, by
the statement that there was a great deal
of money to be made by investments in
North-West lands, and new industries ; a
good many were deluded and were unwise
or wise enough to make such investments,
and the consequence was that there was a
good deal done in the way of building,
and much stimulus given to manufacturing
industries ; there was an undue and un-
healthy stimulus given to certain lines of
industries. In the midst of all this, the
election was held, and the issue was not
fairly put before the people—I am
speaking of the last election. The liber-
ties of the people were largely taken from
them, and a fair and honest expression of
opinion could not be got in consequence
of the Gerrymander Bill. That was an act
of the Government which savored of des-
potism. It restricted the liberties of the
people still more than any policy they had
inaugurated, and yet the time for
holding the election, and the manner in
which they guarded against the free action
of the people in the matter indicated that
they themselves were skeptical as to the
result of their policy. There were a great
many other considerations and influences
in the progress of events in this Canada of
ours, which certainly placed in the hands
of the Government of the day a great deal
of power, provided they chose to use it in
an unscrupulous manner. The arrange-
ment with the Canadian Pacific Railway
and the enormous allowances made to it,
and the perquisites which belonged to it,
practically yielding up the country to that
corporation, in some degree made us
all subject to its behests.  Then the sub-
sidizing of a number of other railways,
using up the large revenues of the country,
which the people are compelled to pay in
addition towhatthey contribute to the man-
ufacturers; using up the revenues which
this very restrictive tariff has enabled the
Government to secure; they have subsi-
dizedrailroadsand appointed officialsevery-
where.  With our small population, the per-
centage of officials, place-hunters, contrac-
tors, etc., is very large relatively to the num-
ber of voters. Then of course there is in the
hands of the Government the great public
domain, the timber limits, the land grabs,as
theyaresometimes called,colonization com-

panies, which I believe have been denounc-
ed bythe organ of the Government as being
composed of fools ; the cattle ranches, the
coal limits and the contracts in connection
with public works, the enormous amount
of money in Dominion notes—$r1,000
notes available for any special purpose
—bribery brigades, commissions, negoti-
able and non-negotiable ; there is also the
mighty influence of all those protected
magnates who have an idea that they not
only have got a lot of money out of the
policy, but may get more. It is not sur-
prising, looking at all these applianc es, that
the Government are maintained by a system
which is like a despotism—a species of
bossism or one-man power. We can see
every day what is passing around us, and
the leaders vainly imagine that they can
so dam up the liberties of the people that
there can be no outbreak ; but there will
be an outbreak certainly, and all this will
come to an end. They may use their
resources in such a way as to restrict the
liberties of the people; but in the end it
will surely result in their overthrow, or if
not I despair ot the future of Canada. I
wish now to make some reference to the
report of the Factory Commissioners about
which the inquiry was made by the hon.
member from Victoria, and the speech
which he made I must say was confined to
that particularly and was an able and pro-
per one, about which I have very little to
observe ; but he says in one part of his
address “that some of the newspapers of
the Liberal party -have endeavored to
impugn the accuracy of the report and
neutralize its effects in the country; but
that they had not been able to place their
finger on one figure, or group of figures,
and say that it is wrong.” With reference
to that particular statement of my hon.
friend I take issue most distinctly. His
enquiry relates to the circulation of this
book, which purports to be, on the back of
it, areport on the manufacturing industries
of Canada. That is not the fact, because
a very important province, British Colum-
bia, is not mentioned in it at all.  Surely
in the province of British Columbia under
the National Policy there should be some
manufacturing industries.

Hon. MR. MACDONALD—The com-
missioners say that they have not gone
over the whole country,
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~ HonN. Mr. McCLELAN—Then the
title is wrong. The last page of the work
shows that the commissioners have re-
ceived $3,000 and upwards, and expect
considerably more ; that no doubt is cor-
rect, but the parts between these two ex-
tremes 1 think are exceedingly inaccurate.

Ho~n. MR. MACDONALD—Will the
hon. gentleman name some of the inac-
curacies ?

Hon. MR. McCLELAN—Yes, I will
refer to some of them. I have not read
through the report on the Ontario and
Quebec factories. It only takes up 33
pages anyway, while the report on the
Maritime Provinces takes up all the rest,
or 167 pages. In Mr. Blackaby's report
I see he refers to the Kingston locomotive
works, and says that the manager of these
works was unfortunately not at home, and
therefore he could not get correct data.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD—AnNd for
that reason it makes the report less.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—TIt is a pity
he could not have got the information
from some of the clerks. He says :—

«The Kingston lLocomotive Works em-
ployed in the neighborhood of 150 hands
m 1878, and is now only furnishing employ-
ment to about 30.  The manager of these
works was, unfortunately, away from home
during the time the Kingston works were
being visited, and for that reason no reliable
data was obtained with reference to the
works.”

I have no doubt at all that there were
other manufactories where the managers
or proprietors were not at home at the
time. I merely read this because there
are many gentlemen in this Chamber who
know more about the Kingston locomotive
and car works than I do, and I daresay
they will understand better than I can,
why the manager was not in. Hon. Mr.
Willis, formerly editor and proprietor of
St. John Morning News, a strongly Lib-
eral and Free Trade paper up to 1878, be-
came slightly readjusted in his editorial
opinion about that time, and his old
patrons not appreciating so rapid a change
of base, the newspaper became a “ waning
industry,” and ultimately was abandoned.
It was quite a proper proceeding that he

should be employed for this special pur-
pose to assure the people that they are
doing well, whether they are or not. In
his general remarks, he says:

< Taking a note of the work done, the indi-
cations are plain that there has been, on the
wh.ole, a llla}'ked advance ir industrial pur-
suits, and in material progress generally.
Even in 8t. John, notwithstanding the excep-
tional circumstances which surround the year
\Vl'th which 1884 is contrasted, evidence of
fair progress is not wanting, though the busi-
ness stringency of the year just passing away
makes it difficult for persons unacquainted
with industrial methods to give fuil credence
to the statement.”’

That sentence certainly expresses a
great deal, and much of it is no doubt
true, or as nearly true as “the exigencies
of party ” admit. He continues :

. “ Anything which sheds light on the subject
in a fairly accurate form and the statements
furnished are as nearly correct as anything of
the kind can well be made, must prove useful,
at least to those who appreciate at its proper
worth the value of statistical information.””

That is a very good preface. He says,
however, of the lumber industry, in two or
three places, that it has been a losing one,
and that the evils which have come upon
other industries have been brought about
through that cause.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)—
Which cause ?

Hon. MrR. McCLELAN—Heattributes
to the low prices for lumber, and the de-
pression in that trade the troubles which he
speaks of, and if my hon. friend will read
the tabular statement showing the number
of hands employed in and about St. John,
he will discover that the commissioner
states that there were more hands employ-
ed in and about the mills, and in connec-
tion with the lumber business in St.
John last year, than there were in 1878.
Then again he says it is not the hard
times that has brought about depression
in the lumber trade, but it is the fact that
the ship-building industry has gone down.
If my hon. friend will examine the tables
again he will find that there were more
men employed in the ship-yards last year
than there were in 1878. He says, speak-
ing of the industrial life of the city of St.
John :—

“ Compared with its state a quarter of a
century ago, the shipbuilding interest except-
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<d, it contrasts as does the giant oak with the
sapling juniper.’

Now, this is a metaphor I do not under-
stand.  Which year represents “ the giant
oak ” and which’year represents the “ sap-
ling juniper?” This must be understood
to know what the commissioner means by
this paragraph. While he is disposed to
attribute all the difficulties to the depres-
Sion in the ship-building and lumbering
Interests, he actually sets forth in his
Statement the fact that there are more
men employed in those industries chan
there were in 1878. Then he speaks of
the bad crops of the past two years. In
the speeches put into His Excellency’s
hands the past two years, at the opening
of Parliament, we are told what fine crops
we have had ; but the commissioner sent
out by the Finance Minister to report on
all those things, says that the crops have
not been good. In his remarks on the
cotton industry the commissioner says :—

“ Thias industry has for some time been in
rather an unhealthy condition. The decline
is due to & number of causes. First, to the

failure of certain important crops fora couple

of years, and to the depression In the lumber
‘trade,”

1t is a singular fact, however, and I
wish to call the attention of the hon.
gentleman from Victoria to it, that the
lumber export last year has been very
large. It was not very remunerative, but
the freights were very low, and spruce
logs sold at about $7.50 per thousand
feet at St. John, whereas in 1878 they
were only worth $5 per thousand feet. 1
mention that as a very significant fact,
-and yet we are told by the commissioner
that the decline in the lumber trade is the
cause of the depression in the cotton
industry. That cannot be the cause, be-
cause the lumber exports have been large,
according to the return, and the number
of hands employed were larger last year
than in 1878. The commissioner goes on
to give a second reason for the depres-
‘sion in the cotton trade, as follows :—

¢ Secondly, to the miscalculation of manu-
facturers as to the consuming powers of the

world’s cotton centres in a time of short crops
-and general business depression.”

Some of my hon. friends who have in-
vested largely in the cotton industry, will
-examine this statement with great care ; it

will require a great deal of study in order
to understand it. He continues :—

¢ Thirdly, to the large sameness 1n the
cotton product of the Dominion, and the
shortsightedness of usually shrewd men, in
overlooking the variety requirement when
taking advantage of the stimulating influence
of the tariff; fourthly, to the too great de
pendence placed upon special centres to dis-
tribute the manufactured goods, and the
inadequate efforts to secure more extended
markets ; fifthly, to the high price ruling for
raw cotton, due to the shortness of the cotton
crop of the past year or so, and the brisk de-
mand for raw cotton by producers, who,
blind to a state of facts with which they
should be familiar, kept glutiing the market
and burning their fingers; and lastly, to the
depression in trade generally all over the
world.”

The tariff is not blamed for anything.
Then, referring to the boot and shoe in-
dustry, the commissioner reports :—

“The boot and shoe business in New Bruns-
wick and Nova Scotia is not so flourishing as
in somne former years. The general depression
hasretarded its progress, and over-production,
which gives rise to keener competition, has
cut into prices. Employers and workmen
suffer in consequence, and the general public
enjoys only a seeming benefit. Complaints
among employers as to the National Polic
are neither very numerous nor very serious.”

The boot and shoe industry was a
healthy, prosperous business before the
National Policy was introduced, but our
province has been made a kind of sacri-
fice market for the surplus stocks of the
Montreal manufactories, and the New
Brunswick manufacturers probably suf-
fered thereby. The complaints among
the employers, he says, are neither very
numerous nor very serious ; but he admits
enough to show that the manufacturers
are not satisfied with the result of the
tariff. Referring to the clothing industry,
he says that that trade “1is affected
injuriously by the general depression, and
to a very considerable extent” Com.
menting on the bread, biscuit and cake
industry of St. John, the Commissioner
says :—

« The bread and biscuit bakers, in some
few instances, object to the National Policy
in toto; but, in the majority of cases, they
only look upon it with disfavor so far as it
affects the iprice of the material used in
bread-making, for which it is alleged, they

realize no adequate return from the con-
sumer.”

The hon. gentleman from Lunenburg
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says that the tariff does not increase the
price of bread. The baker says it do
and the commissioner confirms it. Pe
sing on to the lumber trade the comm -
sioner reports :—

“The lumber trade has been passing
through a longer critical period than almost
any other, The glutting of the English mark-
ets, upon which our spruce deal manufac-
turers have largely depended, by our own
manufacturers as well as by the manufacturers
of otker lumber producing countries, and the
under-consumplion to which the world’s busi-
ness troubles have given rise, have brought
down upon the lumber producing countries
unpleasant resalts. Depression in this indus-
try means depression in every branch of labor
to the sustalnment of which it contributes,
and for a year or two this condition of things
has prevailed.”

Now, I venture the statement that the
Trade and Navigation Returns will show
that there has been a large export of lum-
ber for the year 1884, and I stated a
moment ago, myself, the prices which pre-
vailed for logs in St. John, in the years
1878 and 1884. Then, in the execution
of his duty, which under his commission
was

¢ To procure information as to the manu-
facturing industries in existence in the mari-
time provinces of the Dominion of Canada, as
regards the number of persons employed, the
amount of capital invested, the output there-
of, the date of establishment, and the progress
of the several factories,”
he goes on to particularize, and in
order to make a good showing, he drags
into his tabulated statement of the indus-
tries in the city and county of St. John, the
‘“artists, barbers, bakers, butchers, black-
smiths, florists, fishermen, horse-shoers,
ice-dealers,” as benefiting by the National
Policy. The ice business is not an
industry that has been injuriously affected
by the National Policy, certainly not this
winter. He goes on to give, amongst the
rest, *joiners, jewellers, laundrymen,
milliners, painters, photographers, printers,
shipbuilders, shipsmiths, sawfilers, stone
cutters, sausage makers, seamstresses un-
dertakers, umbrella-repairers, barbers,”and
50 on, as new industries which are benefit-
ed bythe National Policy. Amongst others
he includes saw-millmen. The Finance
Minister said that the millmen were a class

that he could not reach at all with his|*

National Policy, but the commissioner
brings them all into his list of the indus-
tries and manufactures which have devel-

Hon. MrR. McCLELAN.

oped in consequence of the adoption of a
high tariff. I am sure that my hon. friend
trom Victoria would have eliminated from
the report, if he had seen it, the men em-
ployed in the saw-mills. Speaking of
Sackville—TI shall give the commissioner’s
own story, because the style is rather
unique, he says :—

¢ Sackville, the only other place in West-
moreland county which, in the time at my
disposal, could be visited, is unquestionably
a town of great length, great resources and
much wealth; the abode of a faculty of
learned professors, the resting place of some
illustrious dead, the birthplace of a noble
educational institution, the home of a happy
and contended people, and last, but not least,
the headquarters of one of the most successful
stove foundries in the Lower Provinces.

Well, that stove foundry is a good thing,
and was prosperous many years ago.

Hon. MrR. MACDONALD (B. C.)—
What is false about that statement ?

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—Nothing ; I
am merely reading it as a matter of infor-
mation. He says that milliners are in
good request in Moncton. No doubt it
is a good advertisement for milliners who
are in search of situations.

Hon. MrR. KAULBACH—It shows
the prosperity of the country, or the peo-
ple would not be able to indulge in such
luxuries.

How~. MR. McCLELAN—Referring to
Ambherst, the leading town in Cumber-
land county, the commissioner says, it is
quite a manufacturing centre, some dozen
or more factories being in active operation
within its limits. He adds :—

¢ There is about the place a smart busi-
ness-like appearance, and abundant evidence
of the well-to-do condition of its people. It
is famous, among other things, as being the
place around which political gladiators, in
the olden time, delighted to hover, its rostrum
furnishing the battlefield for many keen orator-
ical encounters. The most prominent of the
town’s industries are the stove foundry of A.
Robb & Co., the sash, door, blind and wood-
en-ware factory of Rhodes, Curry & Co., the
coffin and casket factory of Christie Bros. &
Co., and the spacious works of the Amherst
Boot and Shoe Company.”

Although the scene of another battle-
field, Amherst does not seem to have any
illustrious dead like Sackville, a notable
example of the survival of the fittest and
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most illustrious, That isall very useful infor
mation no doubt, for which the commis-
sioner should be well paid. He also made a
small circuit of Prince Edward Island,
and of one of the towns there, he says :—

“There is not much doing; however, the
people of Summerside are not apprehensive
about the future,

“ They cultivate a_cheerful spirit, and look
hopefully ahead. They will always be able
to claim for their own town and vicinity
Preeminence as a pleasant summer resort.”

That is cheerful at any rate, and is
calculated to console everybody from that
beautiful island, whether it flourishes under
the National Policy or not, Further on
he quotes the opinions expressed by some
of the gentlemen on whom he called—

¢« Mr. N. Powers, undertaker, reports the

neral health of the city good, probably better
than in 1878. He adds, with grim good
humor :—Times are somewhat tough, but
then this toughness is not common to St.
John; it affects the world at large. My
business, like most other trades, is affected
by hard times, inasmuch as people call for
cheaper work than in prosperous times.”

Then he callson Mr. John J. Munroe,
who owns a trunk factory, who reports
“business this year is very good—better
than last year, and better than 188.”

Of course it is ; people are going away
from the province, and I can well under-
stand that trunks are in demand every-
where. I have no doubt at all that the
trunk factory is flourishing.z Then he
gives a statement of Messrs. Stewart &
White, furniture manufacturers. Those
gentlemen report that trade is dull now,
and add :—

¢ The tariff is unjust to furniture manu-
facturers who use fine goods, for the manu-
facture of which there is not now, nor likely
to be, any provision in the near future.”

1 have marked a number of passages
that have a certain degree of interest, but
time does not permit of my referring to
them all. T think the commissioner has
tried as far as the “exigencies” of the
circumstances have allowed, to make as
complete a statement as possible; but it
is a very confused report, contradictory in
its parts, and fictitious in some particulars,
though I have no doubt not through any
bad intent.

McNichol & Russell, merchant tailors,
are reported as saying in reply to the
comm:issioner’s inquiries :—

¢¢ Business not 8o booming as in 1878, noras
good as last year. The general depression
and diminished work for t%xe laboring classes
causes business to languish. Confederation
hasn’t helped our business. It enables the
Montreal and western dealers to overload our
market with the goods of the same description
as we make, and at prices below competing
figures.”

Edward Hayes, a biscuit baker, says :—

¢ The National Policy is not helpful to
my business. I use about two-thirds Ameri-
can flour. The American article is preferred
because of its strength.”

Then there is quite an interesting report
from Mr. John Parks, of the Park’s, or
New Brunswick, Cotton Mills, who
says :—

“ Business this year is the worst I'have seen
in my experience, especially during the last
three months.”

At Frederictan, McFarlane, Thompson
& Anderson’s foundry, started 13 years
ago, is reported to be prospering. They do
not know that the National Policy hurts
them much in a general way. In one
respect, however, it operates to their pre-
judice. They say. their market to buy is
in the United States ; but the tariff forces
them to go to Ontario for malleable cast-
ings, at a much larger first cost, and much
higher freight charged than they formerly
paid to foundries in the Republic. They
add :—

“ The Londonderry Iron Works make very
good iron, but at present there is little or
nothing being done there. We find it better
to import our pig and bar iron from the old
country. Most of the iron we now use is
Scotch pig.”

When the commissioner comes to report
on the Londonderry Iron Works, he makes
out that there are a large number of hands
employed, and I do not see how that com-
pares with the statement of the foundry-
men above alluded to, who say that
“there is not much doing there.” The
Londonderry iron is protected by a high
duty in the first place; then there is an
additional bounty put upon the pig iron,
and after that they had almost nominal
rates for the transport of coal, and after
that they had the credit of the Gov-
ernment for the _transport of the coal
—and a long credit, too, I think. I might
go further on through this report, but I
do not propose to do so. T am sorry to
weary hon. gentlemen, but this subject has
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been very ably referred to by my hon.
friend from Victoria, and he mentions
this report as being very exact and accu-
rate in all its statements. He will find,
however, that the tables are totally unre-
liable. I will call his attention to page 74
and page 134. He states on page 74 that
the town of Woodstock has 14 new indus-
tries, started since 1878, employing 113
hands, whose yearly aggregate of weekly
wages amounts to $510,010. That would
be an average of $4,513 a week. for each
hand, and yet my hon. friend says that
the Liberal press is entirely wrong when
it says that this report is inaccurate.

Hox. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)—
It is a printer’s mistake evidently.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—The same
statement appears in two different places,
and if a typographical error the totals
would not correspond, but they do in the
report, and it requires a great deal of
exertion sometimes to counteract the
effects which such statements produce. I
have been trying all the evening myself to
correct palpable errors of the hon. gentle-
men opposite. To send the report all over
the country with such mis-statements would
be positively delusive and misleading, and
therefore the statement of my hon. friend
that the newspapers were wrong in their
criticisms is not justifiable.  This report
would be about as useful and reliable, so
far as the information which it professes
to contain is concerned, as the Arabian
Nights, or some other work of fiction. It
is not exactly what the Government or
anybody else wanted, but if it is reprinted
I would suggest that it be printed in the
Chinese language. Many of us will
remember the legend of the old piper
.of Hameln. When that ancient city
was infested with rats, which the people
heartily desired to get rid of, they agreed
to pay the old piper a certain sum of
money to do so. The piper by his music
and charms, and the grotesqueness of his
dress, induced the rats to follow him, and
they were destroyed.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD—That has
been the effect of the hon. gentleman’s
speeeh on the House. It is decidedly
thinned out.

HonN. Mr. McCLELAN.

Hox. MRrR. McCLELAN---No, the
members did not come in, and I am un-
able, like the piper, to attract them. What
I was going to say to my hon. friend is,
if it is proposed to re-print this report it
should be printed in the Chinese language,
with his additional endorsement of its
absolute correctness, in figures and groups
of figures—and I can imagine my hon.
friend, leading the way through the defiles
and canons of the Rockies, with the entire
following of the Mongolians wending their
way to this Mecca of high wages in Wood-
stock, N.B., where they would each earn
$4,513 a week for wages, and I am sure
if my hon. friend would adopt that course
he would be favored by the extermination
of the Chinese of British Columbia, and
then the occupation of the Vigilance
Committee will be gone. I trust that my
hon. friend will be very much better re-
warded if he adopts the suggestion, than
the piper to whom I have just alluded as
indicated in the sequel to the old story.
I am satisfied, however, that my hon.
friend will undoubtedly receive proper
consideration for the ability which he has
displayed in bringing this important sub-
ject to the notice of this Chamber, and
seeing to it that this report is re-published
and circulated everywhere, even in British
Columbia ; but I say, notwithstanding all
the credit which I am disposed to give
the commissioner who has been employed
to go round and make those inquiries and
compile this report, it will scarcely answer
any practical end that I know of, unless it
reaches the hands of the Mongolian in the
manner I have suggested.

I have to apologize again for trespassing
so much on the time and attention of this
honorable Chamber. I felt that it became
my duty, as a representative from one of
the Maritime Provinces, and knowing the
evils that are springing up amongst us by
the inauguration and continuance of this
policy, which I know to be invidious and
hard to be borne, to state its effect not
only there, but in Nova Scotia and Prince
Edward Island, and in fact throughout the
Dominion of Canada. Whatever hon.
gentlemen may say, and whatever a
majority of this House may say, and what-
ever they may reiterate, it is a policy
which is contrary to English precedent ;
it is a policy which is calculated to de-
grade and injure, and lower the interests
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of this country. It is a policy which is
not suitable to this progressive age. Itis
a policy which properly. belongs to feudal
times and a past age—one which the
Government, when they come to consider
the Hl-effect of it, and cast aside those in-
fluences by which they surround them-
selves with power—when they take a
patriotic view of those things, and work

more for the country and less for
their party, will see is not in the
best interests of the Dominion. The

Minister of the Interior, in reply to my
hon. friend from Ottawa, spoke about that
lucky star that guides this Government.
He spoke of the sunshine in which
they are basking. I may say to the Min-
ister of the Interior, that I hope the time
may speedily come when the sunshine
will not alone fall upon this Government
entrenched as they are on the treasury
benches, that the dark clouds will break
and the whole people of this country will
get the benefit of that sunshine ; when the
laborers and farmers, and the lumbermen
and fishermen of this country will reap the
full advantages of their toil, and will not
be compelled to contribute from their re-
sources further than is necessary for the
purposes of government.

HoN. MR. DEVER—I am sure after
the long and labored debate that has taken
place on this great subject it would be the
height of bad taste on my part to desire
to continue it much longer. It must be
a matter of pride to all to see the manner
in which the debate has been conducted.
It must show to the country that it was
the desire of the Senate that a subject
affecting the true interests of this country
should be debated in the most intelligent
and able manner. I feel, myself, notwith-
standing the length of this debate, that
after all, the jury to determine this ques-
tion will be the country. Whether one
party or the other may fancy they get the
victory in this House matters not ; it will
not have the slightest influence on the
people, The arguments pro and con as
affecting our commercial interests and our
true prosperity will be sifted thoroughly,
and I think an accurate judgment will be
arrived at by the people. Notwithstand-
ing the great ability displayed on the part
of some speakers who took part in this
debate, I took notice of what may be

called a heresy in political economy, that
has been indulged in by both sides in de-
bating this subject. I could not help
feeling somewhat surprised that statements
should be made that vast quantities of
money had been lost to this country by
investments in manufacturing industries,
It was said that the stockholders had lost
their stock and that factories which had
cost some $260,000 or $300,000 were
a total loss and that business was
crippled in consequence of this capital
having been taken out of its legitimate
course and virtually lost to the country.
I take exception to this statement at
once. I think I have studied some of the
laws of political economy. I think I have
been taught to be lieve that when money is
taken from the banks or taken from private
individuals and put into actual labor in the
country, that instead of its being lost to
the public it is simply displaced and put
into circulation in the hands of the laboring
classes. It enters the business of the
shop-keepers, the tradespeople, doctors
and lawyers and various citizens who
dwell in our country. It is true it is tak-
en from one and goes into the possession
of another, but still not one dollar is lost to
the country. A gentleman who took the
opposite side of the argument seemed to
think that that proposition was a fair one ;
he did not think it was wrong. Men go
into business and lose their capital. He
took it as a matter of fact that the capital
was lost, and that men in the lumber
trade, for instance, lost their money in
the woods, and went into bankruptcy.
Now the two cases, according to my view
of the strict rules of political economy,
are not similar. In the first place, if
money be invested in getting lumber, it
has to go to a foreign country ; and if the ex-
penses incurred are not met by the amount
realized by the sale, then of course there
is a loss to the country of the difference
between the cost and the amount received
from the sale; but in the other
case where the work is  going
on in our own country and the money is
paid for labor, I think it will be found on
reflection that the statements of hon,
gentlemen on the other side are not cor-
rect. I do not know that it is necessary
for me to go much further into the ques-
tion ; in fact I do not know that I could,
if I tried, go over the grounds that have
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already been covered. The subject has
been ably discussed in all its branches.

We have a grand future before us, if
we be true to more than our own private
interests, and not be like the Roman
guards, who sold at auction, to the highest
bidder, the throne of their country.

My own views on the tariff question are
steady, and ever have been since I had
the honour of a seat in this Chamber.
But desiring to bow to the will of the
people, I sink them, and acknowledge
that the present policy was sustained at
the polls.

Until the same people give me to un-
derstand that they have changed their
minds, T will carry out their views right
loyally. Instead, though, of playing
“Vicar of Bray,” I would rather point
out that there is danger ahead, and that
the people here, like the people of the
United States, are not going to be ridden
to death by politicians. One stroke of
the pen would let go the whole excise
goods of the United States. I would like
to know what would become of the fron-
tier of Canada if we had to watch the
flood of smuggled goods that would then
come in at half the price ours would cost.

But, gentlemen, I have no desire to go,
or appear to go, deeply into these matters.
The problem of political economy, as
applied to the wants of the different
countries, is an exercise for statesmen, not
for every pretender to tariff making.

I think it is perfectly safe to leave the
operations of the present tariff and policy
in the hands of the Government. There
is a man at the head of the Government
who is a statesman as astute as any on
this continent. = When that statesman
considers that the true interest of this
country demands an alteration in the
tariff, he has sagacity and patriotism
enough to adopt it. I think it is perfectly
right and safe for us to wait until we see
the necessity for a change in our system
before making one. I may, perhaps, be
igclined to think that a change will take
p‘ace bydegreesin the near future ; but until
a change shalltake place in public opinion I
am satisfied to bow to the will of the people.

Ho~. MrR. TURNER—In the absence
of the hon. member from Belleville, I
should like to say a few words in reply to
the hon. member from Hopewell, on the

Hox. Mr. DEVER.

cheese question. Before the National
Policy was adopted as a general principle,
there were to my knowledge three articles
to which the protective principle had been
applied. These were vinegar, tobacco
and cheese, in all of which articles we con-
trol our own market, and, as regards the
latter, we are now large exporters. I can
recollect—it is not very long ago—when
there was no merchantable cheese made in
Canada. There was a duty of 3 cents
put on cheese, and from that time the im-
provement dates. Prior to that the duty
was nominal. This increase in the duty
was followed by the establishment of
cheese factories, and an extraordinary in-
crease in the production, and I now say it,
and assert it boldly, that the basis of the
improvement in the production was this
increase in the duty imposed.

Hon. MR. MACDONALD—I do not
know that it is worth while for me to
discuss the question any further. The
debate has been a long and a tedious one,
and the hon. gentlemen who have fired
their shots and spoken in the negative on
the question have left the House. Many
of their arguments I should like to review,
but as they are not present I shall refrain
from doing so ; however, I will say a very
few words. I will take New Brunswick
first, as from that province comes the
deepest and loudest howl. We have
heard of the condition of affairs there;
but the assertions to which we have
listened are not borne out by the facts;
anyone who looks at the imports and
exports for the last five years will see that
the condition of trade in that province is
not as bad as it has been represented.
The hon. gentleman from Albert made
some allusion which I did not under-
stand about the Chinese in British Col-
umbia. He imported that question into
this discussion, though I cannot see what
bearing it has upon the trade policy of
the Dominion ; but I will say this that
there are Chinamen fully as intelligent
and as well informed as he is, in many
parts of British Columbia and in China.
The hon. gentleman did not confine him-
self to the question at issue, the trade
policy of the country, but went beyond it
into abstract questions which it is per-
fectly impossible to answer, and if it were
possible, would be of no benefit to any-
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one. I have no intention to answer the
long arguments of the hon. gentlemen
from St. John and Albert. Whenever
they approached the question at issue
what course did they pursue? They
merely tried to asperse the reports of
the commissioners, but they have failed
to show in what respect they were defec-
tivee Even the hon. member from
Albert had to pay a tribute of respect to
the commissioner for New Brunswick.
He could only discover a typographical
error, which was apparent to everyone.
The New Brunswick commissioner gives
both sides of the question, and makes a
statement which may, therefore, be taken
as more credible than if it had been a
party report altogether. The hon. gen-
tleman from New Brunswick said that
the National Policy was driving the young
people from that province, because their
trade relations were hampered. How
can that be the case if there are more
people employed in 1884 than there was
in 18787 It shows that there is more
employment in the country, and if young
men are leaving the province, it is from
other causes than the National Policy.
The hon. member from Albert says that
the National Policy interferes with the
farmers. I deny that it does. Nearly
all the goods that our farmers use are
manufactured in the country ; so that the
National Policy can in no way interfere
with them, unless it is to benefit them,
because it gives them a larger home
market than they formerly had, on ac-
count of there being more people employed
and getting higher wages in the different
manufacturing establishments, than they
did formerly. Hon. gentlemen laid great
stress on the duty on flour and Indian
corn brought into the country. What
does that duty amount to? One-fifth of
a cent on the pound for Indian corn.
Suppose a family were to use 5 pounds in
a day, the duty upon that would be only
1 cent a day. The duty on flour isa
quarter of a cent per pound, and these
are the infinitessimal taxes to which
he has referred as grinding down
the people. , He says that trade should
be conducted on the old lines. The
old lines have fallen to pieces.
From 1873 to 1879 the trade of the
country was ruined. There was a howl of
‘despair all over the country, and new

lines of trade had to be originated. A
new line was struck out and has brought
prosperity. Hon. gentlemen have not
been able to say that the National Policy
has not succeeded. The hon. member from
Prince Edward Island (Haythorne) did
not contend that at all. He did not say
that the country was not more prosperous.
He could not say so, and, therefore, he
wisely let it alone. He confined himself
chiefly to a long dissertation on abstract
questions. The hon. gentleman from
New Brunswick made a great handle of
the increased prices of manufactured
articles up in the North-West. As a
matter of course that must be the case.
The transportation to that country must
add to the cost of those articles, and if
they are dearer than in Ontario and
Quebec, which are nearer hand, it is only
what we must expect as a matter of trade.
The hon. gentleman from New Brunswick
also said when arguments failed that we
remarked we have the people with us.
We are proud to have them with us ; they
have twice over ratified the policy of the
Government and have sustained the
National Policy. If the hon. gentleman
had that argument on his side what would
he say? What has he brought forward
when argument failed him? He has
brought forward two or three letters from
obscure fishermen ; he has taken the state-
ments of different people in the United
States and other parts of the world ; he
has read history 55 years old about the
trade of England; he has told us about
the low prices of sugar, coffee and tallow
in England, and he has quoted from
speeches made by free traders in the
United States, and speeches made in
Toronto many years ago which have noth-
ing whatever to do with the question at
issue. Our contention is that the trade of
the country has increased and improved
in every way, comparing 1884 with
1878 ; that was the question that
was brought before the Senate. Now
we will take the revenue derived
from New Brunswick during the five years
from 1875 to 1879 and the five years from
1880 to 1884. The figures show a wonder-
ful evenness over the whole ten years,
The difference amounts to about $84,000
a year for the last five years. From 1875
to 1879 the duties collected were $6,066,-
274, and from 1880 to 1884 $6,489,056.
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The highest point reached by the revenue
during the Liberal administration was
$1,454,000, and the highest point under
the present tariff was in 1883 when it
reached $1,520,000. a difference only of
$66,000. Then the exports are wonder-
fully even also for the ten years, $28,059,-
736, under a Liberal Government, and
$30,600,702 under a Conservative Govern-
ment, showing an excess ‘during the last
five years under the Conservative Govern-
ment of $2,540,966. Now a country which
has exported that much over the previous
five years under the Liberal Government
cannot be in a very bad condition. These
figures relate to articles the produce of the
country, and in 1884, in addition to the
produce of the country, $1,000,000 worth
more was exported of imported goods ; so
that whatever the hon. gentlemen from
New Brunswick may say for party pur-
poses, the condition of affairs in their
province is not as bad as they try to make
out.

Hon. MRrR. DEVER—I beg to differ
from my hon. friend.

Hox~. Mr. KAULBACH—I rise to a
question of order. The hon. gentleman
has no right to interrupt.

Tue SPEAKER—The hon. gentleman
has the floor and should not be interrupted.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—I simply wish to
explain that these exports are the natural
products of the province, and not increased
by the National Policy.

Hon. MrR. MACDONALD—The hon.
gentleman referred to the exodus from
New Brunswick. If that hon. gentleman
and others continue to decry the country
in which they live, and to old up the
United States as a more desirable country
than ours, people, of course, will leave
Canada. The leaders of the party to
which the hon. gentlemen belong continu-
ally extol the United States, and decry
their own country. The hon. gentleman
from New Brunswick also alluded to the
wonderful wealth which England had
accumulated under a free-trade system.
No one doubts the wealth of England, and
no one would think for a moment of com-
paring the wealth of that country with that

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD.

of any of the colonies; but comparisons
are made between the taxation of the two
countries, and such comparisons are very
favorable to Canada. The taxation in
England is $3.23 per head higher than the
taxation in Canada, and with regard to
the large accumulation of trade in England.
it has been chiefly or largely due to the
civil war in the United States. That war
threw the whole shipping trade of the
world almost into the hands of Ergland;
and the manufacturing for 42,000,000 of
people besides, and English manufacturers.
reaped immense fortunes from that war. It
sweptthe United States commerce from the
seas, and all the ressources of the United
States were taxed to the utmost in the
struggle with the rebellions states, so that
they could not manufacture tor themselves.
That is one reason of the great prosperity
of the free-trade England, between 1861
and 1873 ; but since the latter date things.
have been very different. Trade has been
in a very depressed condition indeed, and
thousands of men are starving ; hundreds
of mills are closed, and manufacturing
could not be in a worse condition, I am
sorry to say. Allusion has been made to
the Mother Country, and her prosperity
and her wealth, but her poor manufactur-
ing people are anything but prosperous.

Hon. MR. PLUMB—I should like to
remind my hon. friend that he is speaking,
entirely under the indulgence of the
House. There is no affirmative motion
before us, and as it is getting late I would
remind the hon. gentleman that he is.
entirely out of order.

Hon. MR. MACDONALD—Iamaware
that I am speaking with the consent of the:
House; we have been speaking all along
under the indulgence of the House. If L
am called to order I will at once sit
down.

Hon. MR. PLUMB—The ;hon. gentle-
man is making a speech.

Hon. MrR. MACDONALD—I am only
replying to the arguments of other hon.
gentlemen.

Hon. Mr. PLUMB—The hongentle-
man is keeping us here to a late hour.
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Ho~n. MR. MACDONALD—The hon.
gentleman is not obliged to remain.

HoN. Mr. PLUMB—If 1 did not re-
main there would be no quorom, and I am
sitting here as a matter of courtesy to the
hon. gentleman.

Hon. MR. DEVER—The hon. gentle-
man is out of order, and I wish to make
an explanation about New Brunswick.

Hox. MrR. MACDONALD--The hon.
gentleman from Ottawa, who I am sorry
to see is out of his seat, discussed the
question with a great deal of warmth and
excitement. He accused me of taking an
unparliamentary advantage of this House
by referring to a report which was not in
the hands of members. The hon. gentle-
man should not have made a charge of
that kind. What has been the custom of
this House? Has it not been to move
for papers and speak of them before they
are brought down? The hon. gentleman
said also that I had not given sufficient
notice. I gave five days notice on my
motion, and delayed it five days further,
and what is the fact? The papers were
not in my hands five minutes before they
were being perused by the hon. gentleman
from Ottawa, which gave him the oppor-
tunity to prepare and deliver a very able
speech, though it was one with which I
did not agree. The hon. gentleman also
said I had chosen a very inopportune
time for bringing this matter forward.
I think it was a very opportune time;
it was a comparison with one’s year of
depression, 1878, with another year of de-
pression, 1884.
with 1883 I would have been told that I
had taken a special year and that the com-
parison was not fair. The hon. gentleman
said also that I was away from the coun-
try and therefore could not have known
what was going on. In reply I can only
say that if the hon. gentleman was himself
in the country he must have closed his
eyes and made very poor use of his time
if he could not ascertain what was going
on and see the progress of the country.
The hon. gentleman from Ottawa made a
very ungenerous speech; he could not
deny the progress and the increased pro-
duction of the courtry, and yet he would
not give one single iota of credit to the

If I had compared 1878|"

party whose policy had caused the im-
provement, although on the other side we
are prepared to allow the hon. gentleman
and his party credit for all their acts, good
or bad. The hon. gentleman alluded to
the importations and exportations of the
country as being in excess ot what they
were in former years. Is not that an evi-
dence of wealth? If we have been able
to consume the increased importations
and the large home manufactures that is
surely an evidence of increased wealth in
the country. I will just tell hon. gen-
tlemen what the difference has been in
exports. It is something wonderful.

Mon. Mr. PLUMB--OA, no, it is too
late ; hand the figures in to the reporter.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD—The
statement shows an excess during the five
years that the National Policy has been
in operation of $85,150,292. That is no
evidence of poverty, and the imports have
increased as well by $43,000,000 in the
five years.

Total exports for -the five
years under Liberal Gov-
ErNMeNnt...coevureeecnnanss, $392,681,048
Total exports under Conser-
vative Government for
five years, 1880 to 1884. 477,831,340

DowminioN IMPORTS,

1875...... $123,070,283 oo
1876...... 94,733,218 0O
1877...... 96,300,483 oo
1878...... 91,199,577 o0
1879...... 81,964,427 oo

$487,267,988 oo
1880...... 71,782,349 oo
1881...... 105,330,840 ©o0
1882...... 112,648,927 oo
1883...... 132,254,022 00
1884.....- 108,180.644 oo

$530,196,782 oo

Anincrease of $42,928,794.00imports in
five years, under the National Policy,
compared with five years under a revenue
tariff.

- As hon. gentlemen are so impatient, I
will merely say, that those who have taken
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the negative side and have chosen to be
unbelievers on the question, have not
succeeded in disproving any one of the
statements made by these commissioners,
or in refuting the arguments they have
‘brought forward.

Hon. Mr. PLUMB—TI think it is due
to the hon. gentleman who has just taken
'his seat, to say that his opening speech
was compiled with great care, and contain-
-ed much useful information. It has given
rise to a most interesting, even if somewhat
prolix, debate. I hope he will not con-
sider that, because at this late hour we
have become a little restless after hearing
a very long speech, and many tedious read-
ings in another quarter, and because I drew
his attention to the fact that he had no
right to reply, and was speaking entirely
with the indulgence of the House, that I
had not full appreciation of the value of
the information which he has given us.
For one, I thank the hon. gentleman very
sincerely for having brought the question
before the House. I declined to speak
upon it, because it has been a subject of
-exhaustive discussions in another quarter,
.and in those discussions I took an active
part there and on the hustings. There
was nothing, and could be nothing, new
in the general argument, to one who had
watched very closely the whole of the
‘National Policy debates and speeches for
the last eight years. For that reason I
did not feel inclined to take any part in
the discussion here, but I was perfectly
willing to listen, and I have remained, not
without a trial of patience, here this eve-
ning to listen to arguments which contain-
ed nothing that I had not heard quite as
forcibly stated often before ; but I felt it
due to the hon. gentleman, as I had
suggested to him that he was making a
speech which was a little out of order, to
make this explanation, which I trust he
‘will accept.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—I wish to make
an explanation. The hon. gentleman
from British Columbia is, certainly, en-
titled to our thanks for the manner in
which he has brought—

Hon. MR. KAULBACH—I rise to a
.question of order. This is not an ex-
planation.

Hon. MrR. MACDONALD.

THE SPEAKER—The hon. gentleman
is certainly out of order in what he is say-
ing now. That is not an explanation.

Hon. MR. DEVER—I may not have
taken the proper course to make an ex-
planation, but my object is to say that
while the hon. gentleman from British
Columbia is entitled to our thanks for the
manner in which he has brought forward
this question, I cannot agree with him—

Hon. M. KAULBACH-—I rise to a
question of order. This is not an ex-
planation.

Hon. Mr. SMITH—I move that the
House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Senate adjourned at 11 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, April 29th, 1585.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

OFFENCES AGAINST THE PER-
SON BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (S), “An Act
to amend an Act respecting Offences
against the Person.”

HoN. MR. GOWAN—I beg to move
the adoption of the first and only amend-
ment that I have to propose to this Bill,
to strike out the words ‘‘ and compellable *
in the 11th line. I do so in deference to
the strongly expressed opinion of my hon.
friends opposite, who consider that it
would be better not to compel the
wife under such circumstances to give
evidence. I myself am not very strongly
struck with the force of the objection, but
1 do not think I would be justified in
pressing it in the face of their opinion.
Every member owes a debt to the pro-
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fession to which he belongs, and my hon,
friends opposite and myself are endeavor-
ing to repay it by placing on the statute
books, good laws and proper amendments
to the existing laws and if there is not a
complete accord between us on all points,
I think we should always be prepared to
give way.

HonN. MrR. DICKEY—May I be al-
lowed to ask my hon. friend if that is the
only amendment he proposes to make?
On a former occasion, I suggested the
desirability of permitting the husband to
give evidence.

Hcen. MR, GOWAN—TI myself did not
propose to make any.other amendment,
but if hon. gentlemen desire to discuss
the point, I should be happy to consider
it. That is the only amendment I would,
without hesitation, assent to.

Hon. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—I do
not think the amendment suggested by
my hon. friend from Ambherst is necessary,
because the Bill only relates to cases in
which the husband fails to provide for his
wife and family. There is no probability
of an action being taken by the husband
against the wife, so there is no room for
such an amendment. I do not see how
the husband could come in, in any way.

HoN. MR. DICKEY—It may be a
prosecution against the husband and the
question is whether he should be allowed
to be a witness. My hon. friend who has
charge of this Bill is perfectly aware of
the general rule with regard to the -hus-
band and wife—the general rule in crimi-
nal matters is that the busband and wife
are not allowed to give evidence either
for or against each other, for the reason
that if they testify for each other their
interests are identical. They are not
allowed to give evidence against each
other, on grounds of public policy, for
fear of creating distrust and sowing dissen-
sions between them, and occasioning
perjury. That is the rule of the law. We
have been pointed to an exception made
by this parliament in 43 Vic.,, an Act res-
pecting summary proceedings for common
assault. In that Act there is a provision
that- the husband or wife shall be allowed
to be a witness in such action. In analo-

Z1

gous proceedings to this the husband is
allowed to be a witness, and there is a
provision also that the wife of the defend-
ant shall be a competent witness on be-
half of her husband, but there is no
provision in that Act,as I read it, to
make her a competent witness against her
husband. In this Bill it is proposed, for
the first time, to make the wife competent
to give evidence against her husband.
Now, that is a point very well worthy of
being considered, because we had it up
the other day. We should proceed very
cautiously in these criminal matters. This

is the first instance of this kind,
as far as my experience goes—I
may have overlooked some instances

in our criminal legislation—except those
cases in which the wife’s evidence has
always been allowed (such as adultery, or
proceedings where the husband had used
violence to her, where, from necessity, she
might be a witness), on the ground ex
necessitate. ‘This Bill is contrary to all the
previous precedents of our legislation, and
I think the committee should pause be-
fore allowing such an enactment as thisto
make the wife a competent witness against
her husband. I refer my hon. friend to
the Act 43 Vic., where it is stated that in
any such trial the wife or husband shall be
a competent witness on behalf of the de-
fendant—not against, but on behalf. In
this Bill, it is stated that the wife shall be
a competent witness in the prosecution on
her own behalf ; but it does not allow the
husband to give testimony in his behalf.
Surely he should be allowed to defend
himself if the wife is allowed to be a wit-
ness against him. The precedents have
only gone so far as to allow the wife to be
a witness for her husband ; if we allow
her to give evidence against her husband,
I think the husband should be allowed to
be a witness on his own behalf.

Hon. MR. GOWAN—I think my hon,
friend is mistaken in supposing that it is
the only case in which a wife may be
called upon to give evidence against her
husband. However, that scarcely touches
the point in this case. The offence that
this is intended to cover relates to an act,”
certainly not of violence against the wife,
but of cruelly witholding from her the
necessaries of life. There is a distinetion
between acts of feasance and of none
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feasance, and it was on that ground that
the court held she was not a competent
witness, the majority of the court differing
from one of the learned judges before
whom the question came up, who held that
she was a competent witness, and that the
Act would be futileand valueless—as 1 have
already observed in moving the 2nd read-
ing of the Bill—unless her evidence is
admitted. I do not myself think the sug-
gested amendment of the Bill is necessary.
There is this, however, to be said in favor
of what the hon. member from Ambherst
has referred to, and perhaps the only point
to be said in its favor ; it may be that the
husband is not in a position to procure
the necessaries of life for his wife, and he
may be the only person who could give
full evidence on that point. That, it
seems to me, is the only point in favor of
the contention that he shall be allowed to
give evidence on his own behalf. Ido
not myself think it necessary, but I am
quite in the hands of the House. Ido
not desire to press any point that may not
be thoroughly well founded. I am mak-
ing an humble effort to improve the law in
points where it has been pronounced to be
quite defective by the highest judges in
the land, and I am always glad and grati-
fied to receive any assistance that can be
given to it by those who have, as T have,
only a desire to place on the statute book
the best and most suitable laws for the
circumstances of the case. If my hon.
friend chooses to move an amendment in
the direction he has indicated, he can do
so, but I do not myself feel disposed to
place it on the statute book.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I hore the
hon. member from Amherst will not move
in the direction of allowing the defendant
to give evidence in a case of this kind. 1
think we have gone far enough in allowing
defendants in cases of assault and battery
to give evidence. If we go further we
may be in the position to which the hon.
member from Halifax objected, with
regard to a bill introduced the other day.
It is rather going in that direction. I
think the bill should be amended this far,
that the evidence of the wife herself should
not be sufficient alone to convict the
husband. There should be some corro-
borative evidence to find the party guilty.
But to allow the husband to give evidence

Hon. Mr. GOWAN,

in a matter of this kind, when he neglects
a duty which is imposed upon him by every
law, human and divine—to provide food
and lodging and clothing for his wife and
children—I do not think he is a right
person to give evidence. As regards his
not being able to provide for his wife, I
think that fact might be easily proved
apart from himself altogether. If he is a
pauper, there are many means by which
evidence of the fact could be given to the
court, but I really hope the hon. member
from Ambherst will not move in the direc-
tion of allowing the defendant, in a case of
this kind, to give evidence on his own
behalf.

Hox. Mr.. ALMON—The profession
of which I have been long a member does
not give me much knowledge of the law,
but it gives one a knowledge of human
nature. I am convinced that a woman
bringing a case before a court against her-
husband, the moment she is allowed to
give evidence, will give it in her husband’s
behalt. When he is charged with failing
to provide her with clothing, she will be
ready to say, “I have plenty of good
clothes at home, and a first rate dress at
the dressmaker’s to be taken in or let out,
as the case may be.” I am not a chief
justice, but I once saw a case which would
serve as an illustration of this—that of a
man who had shot his wife with a rifle. The:
ball had gone through her, and she ought
to have died, but did not. He was.
prosecuted for the crime, and she came to.
me, asking me to try and get him off I
said, “ he is a scoundrel, and ought to be:
punished.” She said, “I know he is, but
suppose he is sent to penitentiary for-
seven years, who will provide for my
family?” I think the punishment pro-
vided by the Act which this Bill is intended!
to amend is ircprisonment for three months.
in a workhouse. Will that enable the:
husband to give his wife better clothes, or
is he more likely, when he is discharged
from the workhouse, to supply them? I
think not. If this Bill is passed, the poor-
woman will be worse off than she is, and.
I think it should be thrown out. If the-
hon. gentleman wishes to improve the.
laws, I will suggest an amendment. In.
the case I have mentioned I was examined:
as a witness; I had been the medical
attendant of the prisoner, and I was asked:
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if he had told me why he had shot his
wife. I refused to answer, on the ground
that any conversation I had with him was
as a medical man, The judge said, “ you
are wrong; a medical man is bound to
relate all he knows, and more than that, a
priest or clergyman is obliged to relate
what is told him, even in the confessional.”
Whatever the law may be, I knew that
common sense was against it, and I was
not afraid at all of being compelled ; but
1 asked the judge on that occasion, and 1
ask the hon. member from Barrie, why, if
a lawyer cannot be made to tell what his
client has said to him, the same privilege
is not extended to clergymen and doctors ?
I trust that the hon. gentleman will give
them the same privilege that the law now
grants to the lawyer.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do not concur
altogether in the view of the hon. gentle-
man who has just taken his seat. The
hon. member who introduced this Bill
does not speak as an advocate or counsel,
but from a much higher standpoint—as a
judge who has been for 40 years entrusted
with the administration of the laws. During
along and very active life, in which he has
acquired a very valuable training for
making the laws of the country, he has
discovered that there are certain defects
in the laws, which shouid be remedied.
No one supposes that our laws are perfect,
even when they are consolidated. The
laws of the country are perpetually chang-
Ing, as experience dictates, from time to
time, and it is really only from experience
that one can judge what is best to be
adopted. 1 feel that it is not wise to de-
part f:rom the maxin festina lente, particu-
Tarly in laws of this kind, but, no doubt,
experience is the most valuable educator
In furnishing improvements, more particu-
larly in the criminal laws. The suggestion
made by the hon. member from Lunen-
burg, is, I think, the correct one—that is,
that no conviction should be complete on
the evidence of the wife alone. 1t should
be.suppo.rted by corroborative testimony.
It is the invariable practice of judges to
hear the statement of the husband in such
cases. He does not make it under oath,
but he is allowed to make it to the court,
He is always catechised as to why he has
failed to support his wife or child, and
the case is not exactly as my hon. friend

from Amherst has put it, because it is not
a complaint of the wife alone, but it is
the wife and child, or children. Those
children may be of such tender years that
they cannot be examined, and I am dis-
posed to believe that there are not many
casesin whichthe wifecomplains against the
husband where therearenochildren As far
as my own observation goes, when women
who have no children to support are ab-
andoned by their husbands, or their hus-
bands refuse to support them, they gener-
ally rely upon their own exertions, and
are able to support themselves ; but when
there are minor childern, perhaps it be-
comes an unfair tax on the wife, and she
naturally appeals to the laws of the country
to enforce the obligations which her hus-
band assumed to support his family. I
think, therefore, the suggestion of my hon.
friend is a very proper one, that no pro-
secution should be permitted under this
Bill on the unsupported testimony of the
wife, but that her evidence should receive
such substantial corroborative evidence as
the courts may think necessary. With
those words added I think the danger
would be averted, and this very useful
provision, removing the question of doubt
as to whether the wife is a competent
witness, might become law.  There is no
one so well fitted as the wife to explain
to the court and jury, if necessary, what
the neglect complained of has been. Very
often no neighbor is cognizant of the
facts. Take the case of a family who live
isolated from neighbors. How can they
know whether the husband turns his wife
out of doors or fails to provide her with
food? In such cases 1t is extremely
difficult to procure a conviction. A father
may be guilty of acts of tyranny which
should subject him to punishment, but
unless there are grown up children there
are no witnesses. Where they are of
tender years, say under eight or nine, they
are not eligible as witnesses, and therefore
this sort of treatment may go on for years,
and be utterly incapable of proof unless
the evidence of the wife is admitted. We
know the tendency of all judicial minds,
and in fact of every fair mind, is to heal
up domestic difficulties. It 15 not de-
sirable that a wife should have resort to
an action of this kind, and it is the ex
perience of courts that it is infinitely better
in such cases to postpone the hearing. I
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know that the feelings of judges,
who have had such cases before them,
is to suggest that some other reference
should be made, and that the wife
and husband should not quarrel, at the
same time intimating to the husband what
his legal responsibilities are, and what
would be the consequence of a continuance
of refusing to support his wife and children.
Therefore, we need not be at all uneasy
that the judges will hastily punish the
husband unless there is such strong testi-
mony as makes it clear that he should be
punished—having themeans at his disposal
to support his wife and minor children,
and wilfully refusing to do so. For these
reasons, I would be disposed to believe
that the amendments proposed by the hon.
member from Lunenburg would remove
any objection that otherwise would be
made to the Bill.

Hon. MrR. POWER—The principle of
the Bill was adopted at the second reading,
I take it, and it seems to me that the
committee have agreed upon one point,
that is that the wife shall not be compel-
lable to give evidence. I think it might
be as well to make the amendment which
has been suggested by the hon. gentleman
in charge of the Bill first, and then consi-
der the other question as to whether the
husband should be a competent witness or
not. I agree with the hon. member from
Ambherst that he should, but we might
make the amendment that we all agree to
first.

The amendment was adopted.

Hon. MrR. GOWAN—Having heard
what my hon. friends on the other side
have said, I must say I do not think that
I would be justified in resisting the pro-
position made by my hon. friend from
Lunenburg, that some testimony in cor-
roboration of the wife’s should be heard,
but beyond that I do not feel disposed to
go. I think it would be unwise to allow
the husband to be admitted as a witness
in the matter, and I think it would be
opening the door to a very objectionable
practice. My hon. friend, the junior
member from Halifax (Mr. Almon) seems
to consider that members of the profession
to which I belong are utterly incapable of
forming any judgment whatever with res-

Hon. Mr SCOTT.

pect to the matters on which he touched ;
that we have no opportunities of doing so,
and that we are incapable, in fact, of
forming an opinion upon them had we
such opportunities. No doubt he is
thinking that as certain trades render men
liable to certain diseases so a certain
course of life renders men liable to fall in-
to wrong impressions on various subjects ;
but with respect to the profession to which
I have the honor to belong, I beg to in-
form him that he is quite mistaken.
Lawyers have very nearly, if not quite, as
good opportunities of forming a judgment
as medical men. The hon. gentleman has
constantly referred to matters touching
members of the profession, and perhaps
he has not quite studied some of the pecu-
liarities of his own profession—an honor-
able profession of which, I believe, he isa
distinguished member—but they occasion-
ally fall into errors like other men. Now,
I know as a fact, from reading and from
my own observation, that they form cer-
tain theories—they receive a little light and
get enamoured of their own concepticn;
they form theories and generalize them
and apply them to every case. I remem-
ber, it 1s not long ago, that a physician
pronounced every disease which came
under his notice was suppressed gout. If
a man had a pain in his elbow it was sup-
pressed gout ; if a man had a boil on his
back it was suppressed gout. Myhon. friend
the junior member from Halifax, is not
exactly, perhaps, in favor of that view, that
suppressed gout applies to every case, but
he is quite a believer of the view that sup-
pressed Scott Act applies to every Bill
His remarks to-day, and on the motion
for the second reading of this Bill, point-
ed to the Scott Act, so, really, he hasa cer-
tain moral disease—I say it with all res-
pect—which is suppressed Scott Act.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—I wish it were
suppressed.

Hon. MR. GOWAN—I should like to
hear the amendment, if the hon. member
from Lunenburg will kindly formulate it.

HoN Mr KAULBACH—I move that
the following be added to the end of the
clause, “In all such prosecutions, the
evidence of the wife alone shall not be
sufficient as against her husband.”
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Hon. MR, GOWAN—I accept that.

Ho~N. Mr. POWER — Before that
amendment is moved, I propose another
which would render that unnecessary if it
carried. The section of the Act of 1869,
which my hon. friend proposes to
amend, provides that whoever, being
legally liable to provide for any person,
wife. child, &c., necessary food, clothing
or lodging, and without any lawful excuse,
refuses or neglects to provide the same,
shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, &c.
Now, hon. gentlemen will see that the
offence set out here is not in the nature of
what is commonly regarded as a crime ; it
is simply the neglect of the husband to
perform a duty which, as a husband, he is
bound to perform ; and it is really, as I
said when the Bill was at its second read-
ing, toall intents and purposes, a civil action
to compel the husband to do this, and, in
addition, to punish him for not doing it.
Where the husband and wife fall out, and
their relations become such that the wife
brings a criminal prosecution against her
husband for not providing for herself and
her children, the woman must have lost the
feelings which ordinarily actuate wives to-
wards their husbands, and, instead, prob-
ably feelings of bitter hostility fill her mind
and her heart, I think that the wife
In such cases is very likely to be an
exceec}ingly unscrupulous witness. Now,
here is the husband accused of hav-
Ing neglected to supply the neces-
saries of life for his wife. It may be
simply that he and she have had
a quarrel and she is very angry and bound
to make him suffer. She comes into
court and tells her story under oath. If
you allow her to tell her side of the story,
the husband should be allowed to come
In and tell his. I think that is a perfectly
fair and reasonable proposition. Where a
man is charged with adultery his evidence
is admitted, and I think that as this is a
case of failure to discharge his duty as a
husband in another way, his evidence
should be admitted also, as it is in the
other case. I propose by this amendment
to strike out all the words after * child ”
in the 1oth line, and insert the following
Instead : ¢ the accused and his wife shall

be competent to give evidence either for
Or against the accused.”

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—My hon.
friend will see that by the amendment
which I have proposed the ewidence of
the wife will not alone be sufficient.
That will accomplish what he wants by his
amendment. There must be other evi-
dence besides that of the wife, and, really,
if the facts are I said before, that the
husband is such a brute as to refuse to
supply his wife—

Hon. MR. POWER—My hon. friend
has prejudged the case, as a jury might
do. They make up their minds that the
husband is a brute before they have heard
his story, and that is why I think he should
be allowed to state his case.

Ho~n. MR, KAULBACH—They come
to the conclusion from evidence in addition
to the statement of the wife. I should be
sorry to go any further to allow the defend-
ant in a prosecution to give evidence. 1
think it is dangerous legislation.

Hown, MrR. DICKEY—TI am very glad to
find that the suggestion which I made
to the hon. member in charge of this Bill has
been received by him in a proper spirit.
My object, equally with his, is to secure
good legislation. The only Act that has
been referred to which has made an ex-
ception to the rule I have mentioned is
the 43 Vic,, which applies to cases of
common assault and battery. In such
cases you allow the wife to be a witness
for the husband and the husband to be a
witness for himself, but there is nothing
said about the wife being a witness against
her husband. Now, as far as that goes, I
stated the only ground upon which it
could be allowed, as I thought, was from
the necessity of the case. If, ex necessitate,
that provision is required that the wife
shall be allowed to be a witness against
her husband with regard to this matter
for not providing food and clothing,
let it be so. For my own part, I
am willing to give way on that point if the
hon. gentleman will put the two parties on
the same footing—in the same position that
they occupy in the Act 43 Vic. Thatisalll
ask,and Thavenotasyetheardasinglereason
whythe husbandshould beplacedin a worse
position than the wife. It is quite true,
as the hon. member from Lunenburg ex-
plained, that his amendment does, to a



790 Temperance Act, &e.,

[SENATE] Amendment Bell.

certain extent, meet the difficulty, because
it requires corroborative evidence, but at
the same time my hon. friend will see
that the mouth of the husband is shut by
this Bill. He allows the wife to tell her
story, but will not allow the husband.
There is no fair play in that, and there is
10 reason why we should not legislate in
exactly the same lines as we did on as-
sault and battery, and allow both parties
to tell their stories. I really do not see
‘why that should not be done. If my hon.
friend will take that course I for one shall
be perfectly willing to abandon the objec-
tion I have to the wife giving evidence
against her husband. That is met by the
amendment of my hon. friend from Lun-
enburg, but the husband should be put,
as a witness, on exactly the same footing
as the wife.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN—I must say that
I think the amendment moved by my
hon. friend from Lunenburg completely
meets the whole case, and I should be
unwilling to allow the entering wedge of
permitting a party liable to be indicted
for a misdemeanor—because it is a mis-
demeanor by the statute for which he is
liable to three years imprisonment—to
give evidence on his own behalf. It is
true there is a distinction between this
and other cases, the charge being one of
omission and not of commission, but still
the principle is the same, and the same
rule which would apply to one case
would also apply to the other. I accept
the amendment of the hon. member from
Lunenburg, and I think it will really
cover all that is necessary to provide for
the security of a person indicted on such
a charge. He requires that the evidence
of the wife shall, in effect, be corroborated—
that no man shall be convicted on the
unsupported evidence of his wife,

The amendment to the amendment
(Mr. Power’s) was declared lost, and the
original amendment was adopted

Hon. Mr. DEVER, from the commit-
tee, reported the Bill as amended.

Hon. MR. GOWAN moved concurrence
in the amendments.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I would suggest
that as the amendments are material, it

Hon. Mr. DICKEY.

would be better to postpone concurrence
1n the report of the committee until to-
morrow, In order that members may have
an opportunity of considering the Bill in
its present shape.

Hon. MR. GOWAN—I move that the
amendments be taken into consideration
to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

CONTAGIOUS DISEASES AFFECT-
ING ANIMALS BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (41), “ An Act
respecting Infectious or Contagious Dis-
eases affecting Animals.” He said: This
Bill is to make some changesofnovery great
importance in the Act respecting con-
tagious diseases affecting animals, amend-
ments which have been found by experi-
ence to be desirable in the interest of the
protection of the general flocks and herds
of the country, against infectious diseases.

Hon. Mr. POWER—After the very
lucid and elaborate explanation of the
provisions of this Bill made by the Minis-
ter, there can be no hesitation on the part
of the House in adopting it.

Hon. S;ir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
will explain it all in committee.

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

CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT AND
LIQUOR LICENSE ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

ORDER OF THE DAY POSTPONED.

The order of the day having been called
that the House resolve itself into a com-
mittee of the whole on Bill (92), “An Act
further to amend the Canada Temperance

Act 1878, and the Liquor License Act
1883 "—

Hon. Mr. VIDAL said: I have just
received from our colleague, the Hon.
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Mr. Flint, whose interest in this matter
we all appreciate, a request that, if possi-
ble, the putting of the House into com-
mittee on this Bill be deferred until to-
morrow, and I therefore move that the
order of the day be discharged, and that
the Bill be referred to committee of the
whole to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I would like to
suggest this; that the amendments of which
I have given notice, should be moved
when the order of the day is called, and it
may be there will be some discussion on
that,and after that discussion we will go
Into committee on the Bill, and the hon.
gentleman from Belleville will then have
an opportunity of being present when the
Bill is being discussed in committee.

THe SPEAKER—I take it for granted
that the calling of the order of the day
means putting the question before the
House. There is no motion before the
House now until the order of the day is
put before the House by motion.

Hon. MR. DICKEY—That has been
the usual practice, I think, to make a
motion, but really after all it is not of
much consequence. I put it to my hon.
friend whether under the circumstance of
the committee being put off, as that has
been so cordially responded to on this side
of the House, he will be ready with the
Bill, in its future stages, to have a full con-
sideration of it. He has met us in the
same spirit from the beginning in this Bill,
-and T should certainly support him in this
motion to postpone the order of the day
under the circumstances. I do not under-
stand my hon friend from Halifax to
object to that at all ; he merely objects to
the mode of proceeding.

) H_ON. MR. ALMON—I do not think it
IS wise to postpone the consideration of
the Bill. 1 shall be very happy to pair off
with the hon. member from Belleville, as
dar as the voting is concerned.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL—It is not the mere
pairing off on the vote; the hon, gentleman
from Belleville wishes to address the
House, and I am afraid that my hon, friend

‘Opposite will hardly represent him in that
Tespect.

The motion was agreed to and the
order of the day was discharged.

The Senate adjourned at 4.20 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, April 30 th, 1885.

The SpEAKER took the Chair at three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
BILL INTRODUCED.

“An Act respecting the North-West
Mounted Police Force.” (Sir Alex.
Campbell.)

TREATIES WITH THE INDIANS
IN THE NORTH-WEST.

INQUIRY.

Hon. MrR. READ rose to call the
attention of the Government to the trea-
ties made with the Indians in the North-
West, and ask if it is the intention to
make any further treaties of the same
nature ?

He said : I have been led to give notice
of this motion from certain discussions in
the public press of the country, in relation
to the Indians and the troubles in the
North-West. After the able address that
was delivered to us by the hon. gentle-
man from Winnipeg, lately, I suppose
there is not much to be said as to the
condition of the Indians; but we must
be quite aware that our relations with the
Indians in the North-West at the present
time are engaging the public mind to a
very great extent. I was led to look into
this matter from a statement of a very
extraordinary nature that appeared in one
of the leading journals of this country, the
Toronto Globe. 1 thought it was not
possible that such a statement could have
been made by the gentleman to whom it
is attributed; and for fear that I should
not do him justice, I wrote to him on
Monday and have his reply. 1 think it is
as well to read what he is reported to

have said and then give his answer. The
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gentleman is the Rev. E. R. Young, and
the statement to which I refer appears in
a report of a lecture delivered by him in
the  Bloor street Methodist Church,
Toronto. When we see in a paper like
the Globe, a statement purporting to have
been made in a Wesleyan Church, in
Toronto, we are likely to believe that it
was made as represented. However, I
could not conceive that it was possible
_such an assertion could have been made,
and I will read for the information of the
House what Mr. Young is reported to
have said :—
¢ Those men who had been sent out to deal
with the Indians had tried to make as good
a thing out of it as possible for themselves
while there,
¢ Within the past few years the country has

spent over a million dollars on the Indians.
Allowing that there were 33,000 Indians in the
North-West, this amountcd to about $30 per
head. But the Indians only received $5 per
head, and the country had been paying $25 a
head per Indian to the officials who distribut-
ed this allowance.”

This quotation is embodied in an
editorial based on the report of the lec-
ture, published the day before. T asked
myself, can it be possible that such a
statement was made? I am well ac-
quainted with the gentleman who is said
to have made the statement. He is a
minister of my own church, and he has
lived eight or nine years in the North-
West. I wrote him a letter asking him if
the statement that I had seen in the report
of his speech in the Glode of Friday was
substantially correct. His reply I will
read to the House ; it is as follows :—

“In reply, I beg leave to state that the
report of my lecture in the @lobe of last
Friday is about as correct as such reports

enerally are, which is not saying a great

eal. The leaving out of a great deal, and the
futging of such a sentence as that about the
ndians only getting $5 per head, and the
country paying $25 a head per Indian to those
who distribute this allowance,is very mis-
leading.”

That is all he said on that question. I
have looked into the papers since to see
if over his own signature he has denied
the statement, and I have not been able to
find that he has done so through the press.
If he did not make the statement that
was published in the Glode, 1 think he
ought to deny it. The rev. gentleman
knew what he was talking about, because

Hon. Mr. READ.

he stated the number of Indians there were
in the North-West, or about the number,
and he also knew the amount of money
the country was expending, It amounts to
$33.50 per head for each Indian man,
woman, and child that receives assistance
under the treaties.

Hox. Mr. DEVER—In what way ?
Per annum ?

Hox. Mr. READ—Yes, $33.50 per
head is the amount paid by the country
per annum. This gentleman states in his
letter the amount of money which is ex-
pended. He has evidently taken it from
the Public Accounts, because he says the
actual figures are $1,025,605.80, and of
this large sum he says the Indians only
receive the sum of $170,749.50. I cannot
find there is any truth in that statement. [
cannot charge him with saying anything
more, only when people lecture in a church
where their statements cannot be confront-
ed it is well that they should at least know
what they are talking about, especially
when they are dealing with such subjects
as this ; because if this report in the Gloke
were read to the Indians in the North-
West in their present excited state, and
they were told that the press of the coun-
try was saying that the distribution of the
Indian money cost $25 a head, while the
Indians are only getting $3, it would be
very apt to excite them, especially if there
was any truth in it. It would be well to
consider where this money goes. I think,
from everything I can gather, having tak-
en some pains to look into this matter, it
has been rightly expended. If there was
any dereliction of duty, or if any direct
charge could be brought against any of
the officials under the Government, it
would be the duty of the Government to
investigate it at once. But these state-
ments go abroad and people are led to
think that possibly there may be some
truth in them, unless they are denied. 1
think that is a sufficient reason, if there
was nothing more, to bring this
matter before the House and the
country, because, before I am through,
I will show where this money goes and
will prove that this $1,000,000 money is
not thrown away upon officials, but that it
is honestly distributed amongst the In-
dians.
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INDIAN EXPENDITURE, 1884.

Annuities. ...ttt $170,749 50
Agricultural Implements.......... 22,172 69
b ) 3,589 28
Cattle ... 15,459 75
Seed grain.................... ..., 10,786 45
Ammunition and Twine ........... 7,770 70

payments ..................... 48,269 20
Provisions for destitute Indians.... 499,325 50
Clothing .......................... 4,906 50
Schools ................. 12,133 40
Surveys............... 19,443 09
Farm Wages........ 44,023 93
Farm Maintenance 27,007 12
SCoOW.eenrrininnnnnns 459 63

General Expenses...
Commissioners, House and Offi .
Industrial Schools,................

$1,025,678 68

We have entered into seven treaties with
the Indians since we acquired the North-
West Territories. The first was made
with the Ojibways and Swampy Crees by
Mr. Simpson, Mr. Dawson and Mr. Robt.
Pether. By that treaty each family re-
ceived 160 acres of land, and the Govern-
ment agreed to maintain schools, to pro-
hibit liquor on the reserves, and to give
an annuity of $3 per head and a present
ot an equal amount per year. The second
treaty was made by Mr. Simpson, Lieut.-
Governor Archibald and Mr. McKay.
The terms were very much the same as in
the former one. The Indians had the
opportunity of hunting and fishing, and
they lived in a couhtry where game
abounded.  Subsequently, after other
treaties had been made, the terms of these
two were reconsidered and amended on
the 3oth April, 1875, to conform to more
recent ones, and the annuity was increased
to $5 per head, and other things in pro-
portion.  The chief gets $25, each head
man $15, Indians $5 each, and amongst
other things schools are maintained on the
reserve. The next treaty, No. 3, is known
as the North-West Angle Treaty. The
commissioners were Governor Morris, J.
N. Provencher, and S. J. Dawson. It
was with the Ojibways, and the terms
were, a square mile for each family, a pre-
sent of $12 to each person at the signing
of the treaty, schools to be maintained on
the reserves, the sale of liquor to be pro-
hibited, each Indian to receive $5 an-
nually, and $1,500 2 year to be divided
amongst them in ammunition and twine,
and also tools and implements were to be
delivered, seed grain, a yoke of oxen, a

bull and four cows; each chief received
$25 a year, each head man $15, and each
member of the tribe $5. This treaty,

1| No. 3, is called the Model Treaty; the

four treaties made afterwards were of the
same character. The fourth treaty was
made with the Salteaux and Assiniboines,
on the 15th of September, 1874, the com-

‘missioners being Governor Morris, Gov-

ernor Laird and Wm. J. Christie. Each
tamily of five was to receive a mile square
of land,and where the family waslargerthan
five, the quantity was increased propor-
tionately. The annuities paid to the
chiefs, headmen and members of the tribe
were the same as in treaty No. 3. Treaty
No. 5 was with the Salteaux and Swampy
Crees. The commissioners were Lt.-Gov-
ernor Morris, Hon. James McKay and Mr.
Christie. Treaty No. 6 is the Carleton
and Pitt Treaty. This is where we have
the present difficulties. The treaty was
made in August, 1876, by Governor
Morris, Hon. George McKay and Hon.
Wn. Joseph Christie—I think he was the
agent of the Hudson Bay Company in
that locality.

Hon. SirR ALEX. CAMPBELL—Yes,
he was.

Hon. Mr. READ—BYy that treaty each
family of five was to have a mile square of
land, each Indian received $12 at the
signing of the treaty, schools were to be
maintained, liquor to be prohibited, and
$1,500 worth of useful articles to be distri-
buted each year ; but there is nothing in
all these treaties about supplying food.
and when we come to look into it, we
will see what is the explanation of it, be-
cause a shorthand reporter was present at
the conference, and took down everything
that was said by the Indians and the com-
missioners. This treaty was with the
Plains and Woods Crees and some of the
Stony tribes. The last treaty, No. 7, was
made on the 22nd of September, 1877,
the commissioners being Governor Laird
and J. F. McLeod. It was made with
the Blackfeet, the Piegans, the Sarcees
and other tribes close to the international
boundary, and near the .Rocky Mountains,
They were to have a mile square of land
for each family of five, $12 each at the
signing of the treaty, $25 for each chief
per annum, $15 for each head man, and
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‘$5 for every other member of the tribe.
They were to be supplied with other arti-
-cles in the same manner as the Indians
under the other treaties.

Hon. Mr. 0'DONOHOE—How much
tobacco constitutes a present—how many
-pounds ?

Hon. MR. READ—1 have not the in-
formation as regards the present of tobacco
-at all. I have read over all the reports
of the treaties and the public accounts,
and I do not see anything that will give
me that information.

Now, what are we doing? Are we
-carrying out our agreements with the
Indians? From the Public Accounts, and
from all the information I can get, we are
doing so to a much greater extent than
ever was expected—certainly to a greater
extent than the terms of the treaties
-demand. At the present time, and for
some years, we have been spending
about a million dollars annually. It was
not quite so much five or six years ago,
and I think it was a little more than a
million, a year or so ago. At all events,
it is now $1,025,000. How has that
money been expended? The Indians
are distributed as follows :—

Treaty No Chiefs. Headmen. Indians.

I 9 33 3323
2 6 25 864
3 29 83 2493
4 35 96 5614
5 10 27 3,118
6 39 135 7,983
7 9 46 6,616

137 448 30,011

In all 30,01t that received $5 per
head; 448 headmen, who received $15
each; and 137 chiefs, who received $25
each per annum. Each chief every three
years had a suit of clothes given him. I
do not know whether the headmen get
clothing in the same way.

The industrial schools, I may say, are
for the instruction of Indian boys, and
others who wish to learn trades, such as
blacksmithing, shoemaking, carpentering,
&c., which will enable them to earn their
living. Many of the articles which the
Indians receive are specified in the treaties,
such as oxen and cows, and our agreements

Hon. Mr. READ.

were made to give them more where
ranching could be carried on, and less
stock in parts of the country not so well
suited for cattle raising; but each band
received a yoke of oxen, a bull and three
or four cows, etc. I think that is one of
the reasons why the expenditures a year
or two ago were more than they are now.
I have looked through the accounts and
it appears to me they are all regular. If
the money has gone in an improper man-
ner there is no evidence of it. Everything
is expensive in that country, no doubt, but
still the system that the Government have
inaugurated is one that any business man
would have adopted, and 1if there was any-
thing wrong it would soon be found out.
The Government get most of their supplies
by contract. Advertisements are published
in the press throughout the country calling
for tenders, and there is a great deal of
competition. Every one knows how
anxious people are to deal with the Gov-
ernment, because if the prices are at all
reasonable, the money being certain the
contract is generally profitable. The con-
tractor delivers his supplies to the Indian
agents, at the different. agencies. The
receipt of the agent is taken in each case,
upon which the contractor receives his
pay. After that, each agent distributes to
the different farm instructors in his agen-
cy, and each farm instructor has to give
a receipt for everything he gets, and has
to show what becomes of the supplies. I
think that is a sufficient check. I cannot
conceive why, if anything should go wrong,
it would be anywhere but with the farm
instructor who lives amongst the Indians,
If he has pork and flour, and other sup-
plies to sell it will soon be found
out. The Indians would see it. His
accounts have to be correct, and he
is the only man who is responsible for
their accuracy. I doubt if there is much
dishonesty. The farm instructor may use
some of the supplies ; but he cannot sell
them, and I do not see how the accounts
can go far astray. But, besides that, there
is a rigid inspection every year. The ac-
counts are inspected and checked, and
they have to correspond as regularly as
any mex:chant’s books must balance, and
if there is anything wrong it is rectified at
once. That, I think, is a sufficient guar-
antee to the country that at least the food
is distributed properly, and in a business-
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like manner. We cannot say that two
thousand miles from here nothing is
wrong, but every precaution is evidently
taken that food and supplies are distri-
buted properly. If the farm instructor
does not do so, the starving Indians, see-
ing him in possession of supplies of pork
and flour, would soon take steps to have
their grievances redressed. I do not
know that more precaufion could be
taken. We see things hinted at here and
there, but why do not people make a
specific charge? I was in conversation
last year with a gentleman, in the Russell
House, who travels a great deal, a very
important man in this country, who knows
what he is talking about. He told me a
great many stories—that he had seen pork
at Fort McLeod that was rotten, and was
not fit for use.

Hon. MrR. ALEXANDER—That was
last September ?

Hon. MR, READ—Yes; that he had
seen rotten pork, diseased pork, and every-
thing of that sort. I did not ask him then
where it was, but to-day I met him on the
street, and he said to me very jocularly
““this is the gentleman who thinks the
Indians are not cheated.” 1 said, “I do
not know ; I have yet to have evidence of
it. Can you tell me where you saw food
Aissued to the Indians that was not fit for
use?” Hesaid “Yes.” Iasked “Where?”
He said “Fort McLeod.” Iasked “When?”
He said ““Last September.” That was a
plain statement. I made it my business
‘then to euquire about it—in fact I went
to the office—and I have a letter here from
‘the Inspector which it will be well to read.
"The Inspector said that ‘‘there is a rigid
‘inspection of the food every year; I have
heard nothing about this case, but this is
-a specific charge, giving a specific time
-and a specific place, and I will make en-
‘quiries.” He did so and the result he gives
1n this letter :—

OTtTaWa, 30th April, 1885,

81r,—Referring to_that portion of my an-
‘nual report, at page 143 of the printed Report
-of the Department of Indian Affairs for 1884,
T have the honor to state that I inspected the
‘several agencies in_Treaty No. 7, in July and
August 1884, and that I found all the provi-
8ions on hand of excellent quality. The bacon
«on hand at Fort MacLeod, and at the Black

foot Crossing, is a portion of 120,000 Ibs. de-
livered under contract in November, 1883.

I happened to be in Treaty No. T when the
bacon was being delivered, and am able to
say, positively, that it was of as fine a quality
of clear side gacon as it was possible to fur-
nish—in fact it was of the very best quality.

Up to the date of my last inspection, it had
not appreciably deteriorated in quality, a fact
of which I satisfied myseif but cutting into
every tenth side inspected, finding the meat
firm and the fat sweet and white.

The condition of the bacon in question was
found to be the same at all the points in
treaty 7, where it was stored.

I am also able to state from personal know-
ledge that all the beef supplied to the Indians
of that Treaty is of excellent quality, the ani-
mals killed being fat steers ot from three to
seven years old.

(Signed) T. P. WADSWORTH,
Inspector of Indian Agencies,
N.W. T,
L. Vaxrotcaxer, Esq.,

Deputy Minister of Indian Affairs.

That, I think, disposes of those bold state-
ments that people make. There is noth-
ing like pinning them right down when we
find them. The people know that they
are expending a large amount for those
Indians; they expend it willingly, and
when statements like this are made—that
the Canadian people provide the means
to supply the Indians with food, which
the officers appointed to distribute it
amongst them turn to their own use,
while the Indians are starving, and that is
the cause of this uprising—it should not
go uncontradicted, if it is untrue. While
it is generally supposed that the Indians
are not very sharp in making their bar-
gains, it will be seenthat in all thosetreaties
they made very large demands on the
Commissioners, and asked that they
should be fed. It is evident that Chief
Beardy has been a troublesome Indian
from the commencement. The year be-
fore this treaty was made with them, the
Rev. George Macdougal was requested
by the Government to visit all the tribes
and notify them that the following year a
treaty would be made with them for their
lands. He had been a missionary among
the Indians for several years, and was
frozen to death on the plains the year
after this treaty. He notified all the
Indians in the North-West that the Com-
missioners would be there the following
year, to make a treaty with them. When
they came near the Duck Lake district,
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Chiet Beardy was very troublesome. The
Commissioners had appointed Carlton
as the place at which the treaty would be
made, but Beardy pointed out another
place; he said he had a vision that the
treaty was to be made on such a hill,
and not at Carlton. The Commissioners
did not approve of it, and went on to
Carlton, and he did not attend at the
treaty. Then the Commissioners sent a
messenger to him, and he states the cir-
cumstance as follows :—

<1 sent a messenger, Mr. Peter Ballenden,
to Duck Lake, to inform the Indians that I
would meet them at the encampment of the
Carlton Crees, about two miles from the
Fort. On the 17th, on his return, he in-
formed me that the Chief said, ¢ he had not
given me leave to meet the Indians anywhere
except at Duck Lake, and that they would
only meet me there.”

Beardy did come in, I believe, fin-
ally, and joined in the treaty, but he has
been a troublesome Indian, When the
telegraph people were going through that
country he unloaded their carts and threw
their stuff away, and the Government had
to pay the contractors some $600 for
damages. He has always been trouble-
some. It is as well to read a little from
the report of what wassaid at that treaty.
They asked that food should be given to
them. The report says :—

“ A spokesman, the Pond Maker, then ad-
dressed me, and asked assistance when they
settled on the land, and further help as they
advanced in civilization. I replied that they
had their own meauns of living, and that we
could not feed the Indians, gut only assist
them to settledown. The Badger, Soh.ah-
moos, and several other Indians all asked
heip when they settled, and also in case of un-
forseen troubles in the future. I explained
that we could not assume the charge of their
everyday life, but in a time or & great national
calamity they could trust to the generosity of
the Queen.”’

In all the correspondence there never
were any hopes held out to them that
they were to be fed. There was a short-
hand reporter there, and everything was
taken down that was said. And in no
part of the report will it be found that the
Commissioner held out to the Indians any
hope that they were to be fed by the
Government. Now, what are we doing ?
In addition to giving them farm imple-
ments and instructors, and furnishing
them with seed and industrial schools
and cattle and all those things, we have

HonN. Mr. READ.

been spending half a million of dollars an-
nually for food, and that food is distribut-
ed in this manner :—There are certain re-
serves where pork is distributed, and other
reserves where beef is given. The
latter are in the ranche country,
to the south west where they have been
in the habit of using beef or buffalo meat
altogether, and there the Indians are fed
with beef. There has been some little
trouble about some pork having been sent
there. The Indians for a time did not
like the pork ; but they want a ration of
pork once a week now. There was some
little jarring at that time, but since it was
discovered the commissioners had given
them beef. They give each Indian a
pound of beef a day, and half a pound of
flour under Treaty No. 7, for every man,
woman and child. Itis issued three times
a week. The system is to give the food
to the aged and infirm and the widows
and orphans regularly—all those who can-
not help themselves, BRut the Indian that
will not do anything on his own land, or
do anything to support himself and his
family, the farm instructor is directed
not to give him rations. If the Indian
works on his own land, and does some-
thing towards earning his own living, then
he receives his rations for himself and his
family the same as the others in the tribe.
Those are the instructions to farm jnstruc-
tors, and I cannot tell you how they are
carried out.  The instructions seem to be
reasonable, and it does not seem to be any
cause for this rising,. The Indian is given
oxen and a plough, and seed grain and
implements and cows, and he has his land
to work, and if he will only do something
towards earning his own living and cuiti-
vating the soil, he gets his rations regu-
larly. The Indians in the Edmonton and
Fort Pitt district get a pound of flour per
day and one-third of a pound of pork for
each man, woman and child. That seems
to be a very fair ration when it includes
every little papoose.  This bacon that is.
distributed is all meat and no bone, and 1
think that amount of food is quite suffici-
ent for the Indians to subsist on. That.
is the condition of affairs, and we cannot
conceive that there is any real cause for
thisuprising. No doubt the Indians have
been misled. We cannot divest ourselves.
of the idea that they are children toa
certain extent; that they are easily led
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away, that they have not the foresight that
other people have to provide for the
future. The British Government have
always, since they have had anything to do
with the Indians of this country, made it
part of their policy to take care of them
and to protect them, and up to the present
time we do not know of any difficulty
that has arisen under that policy. We
find them in the war of 1812 fighting side
by side with the whites against the enemies
of England, and up to the present time I
do not think we have had any difficulty
with them, and would not to-day if they
had not been badly advised. I hope the
time will soon arrive when they will peace-
ably take to their reserves and devote
themselves to the cultivation of their
lands and try to support themselves.
It is a serious question what we are to do
with the Indians, and it is one that has to
be met by Parliament. I do not advocate
feeding men who are not willing to do
anything for themselves—able-bodied men
who could work if they wished to do so.
The Rev. Mr. Young, who has been re-
ferred to, has lived amongst the Indians
for a number of years, and he advises that
they should be all moved to the north, to-
wards the Beren’s River. I should like to
see the Government try to drive those
people to the north—to drive them away
from where they were born and brought
up, and their fathers before them ! If they
were driven north, I do not think they
could be kept there very long. Mr. Young
says zoo policemen would be able to take
care of them if they were all put together
in the north. However, I think they will
find it a difficult matter to keep them
there ; they would be like a flock of sheep.
When one would break out the rest would
follow. In the spring of the year the farm
instructors are authorized to give the
Indians who will work on their land to-
bacco and tea.  That is a present to en-
courage them to provide for themselves. It
might be well perhaps for hon. gentlemen to
hear what is the cost of this food that is
provided in the different localities. It is
no secret, but many would be surprised
to learn how expensive it is :

TREATY NO. 4.

Flour. Beef. Bacon.
Birtle ........ .04c. .16¢.
Indian Head .. 02 4%

TREATY NO. 6.

Prince Albert. . .03 a17Y%
Carlton . ...... .03 1734
Battleford . .... 04 Y 18

Pitt .......... .053% 1834
Snake Hills. ... .06 %5 1834
Edmonton .... 0614 1810
Peace Hills.. .. 061 18%

TREATY NO. 7.
Blood Reserve.... .04{c..11}4c¢. .15%)

Piegan Reserve... .04}/ .1114 .15%,
Blackfoot Reserve. .03% .11%5 .147/)
Sarcee Reserve... .03} .12 14%10

Those seem to be very high prices, but
everything in that country is expensive,
and has to be paid for at high prices. No
doubt, in the near future, this will be
changed as the country is settled and
farm produce becomes more plentiful and
the Indians raise more produce of their
own, and the Government will be able to
give them more tood for the same amount
of money. I have often wondered why it
is that in the North-West country, where
grain is so plentiful and so cheap, the
farmers have not taken to raising pork
more than they have done. However,
they manage their own business, and I
cannot manage it for them. This Indian
question is of vast importance now, and if
I have detained the House a little by my
remarks I hope hon. gentlemen will excuse
me. It is desirable to have the informa-
tion which is the subject of my inquiry, and
I will conclude by asking the Government
whether they intend to make any more
treaties in the North-West of the same
nature as those which have been made up
to the present time ?

Hon. MRr. OGILVIE—Before anything
further is said, I would like to confirm a
great many of the statements of the hon.
member from Belleville. There was a
difficulty about bacon and pork at the
Blood reserve just about the time I was
there, in August. I then saw good bacon,
meat that any of us would be glad to have
on our tables, distributed to the Indians,
and I have seen the Indian chiefs look at
it and pitch it contemptuously away from
them, saying, “ no good, no good.”

HoN. MR. KAULBACH—Where was
that ?
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Hox. Mr. OGILVIE--That was on
the Blood Reserve. I have seen the beef
distributed to them, and if there was any-
thing wrong with the smallest piece of it,
they would not take it, and they acted
very badly indeed. They.get good prov-
isions, and from what I saw while out
there of the agents who are doing the
work, they did it well and honestly. They
had a kind of stockade built, to which the
Indians had access through a narrow pas-
sage way, made with heavy posts, through
which one man could go at a time. They
tried to get me to go in through it, but I
could not ; it was too narrow, and the In-
dians laughed at me. The beef is cut in
pieces, weighed, and given out to the
Indians, and they take it away with them.
They get first-rate rations indeed, and are
treated a great deal better than most of
our laboring men in this part of the
country.

Hox. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)—
The trouble is they are fed too well.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—I have been on
several of the reserves myself, and from
what I have seen I have come to the
conclusion, that, if they had not been
treated so well as they have been, we
would not have so much trouble from
them to-day. The hon. member from
Belleville spoke of Fort McLeod Indians.
Those we saw about Fort McLeod were
tew in number, and they had just as good
rations there as the Mounted Police had
—nothing could be better. In my opin-
ion, this rebellion has originated in a de-
sire to get possession of the country.
The Indians have been led to believe,
and I have known it for months, that if
they can once get possession of it again,
they can hold it forever.

Hon. Mr. FLINT—I have been ac-
quainted with the rev. gentleman who has
been accused of making the statement
which appeared in the Globe, from his
boyhood, and I know him almost as well
as I know anyone. I believe him to be a
man of honor and integrity, and I know
that he must have made a great sacrifice
when he gave up a comfortable home to
go into the North-West country amongst
the Indians, where he remained eight or
nine years, endeavoring to do them all the

good he possibly could, and I do not be-
lieve that he is a man who would make a
statement at variance with the truth. I
think, in whatever statements he has
made, he has been influenced by a desire
to do what is right, and I hold in my hand
a letter of his, which is published in the
Methodist Magazine, of Toronto, for May.
With the permission of the House I should
like to read it. I think it is no more than:
fair to the rev. gentleman that he should
be put in a right position. I do not be-
lieve in the Globe myself. 1 do not be-
lieve much of anything I see in its.
columns. Its object seems to be to doall
the damage it can to the present Govern-
ment, by publishing articles that will have
a bad effect upon them. This letter by
the Rev. Mr. Young, is as follows :—

¢ The Indian question has suddenly come
to the front, and, as is quite natural, a large
number of persons are emerging from the ob-
scurity where they had, according to their
own imagination, been reading the ¢signs of
the times,” and with their <Y told you so,’
and ‘I had long foreseen this,” and ¢the
Government ought to have done this,” or ¢ it
ought not to have done that,’ are adding to
the agony of the occasion, and making matters
more mixed and confusing to a long-suffering,.
patient reading gublic, who patriotically wade-
through their effusions.

< It is said that the author of ¢ Life on the:
Ocean Wave,’ never went to sea, and that he
who wrote ¢ Do they miss me at home ?’ never
left home. 8o the less some people know
about a thing the more assurance with which
they write about it.

““At the earnest request of the editor, I add
my share to this generous dish of Olla Podri-
da, not that I profess to know 1nore than what
has been written, but from the fact of having:
been within a few hundred miles of the scene
of conflict, and having had a partial acquaint-
ance with some of the notorious characters
thathave lately spru:g, into an unenviable pro-
minence, I have had the honour conferred
upon me. )

¢« Ag Canadians, we have, most assuredly,
received a rude shock by these stirring events
which are transpiring in our own Dominion.
Our vanity is wounded, our record tarnished,
and we, Britons, who on Yankee platforms
and in the press used to wax eloquent, in our
own eyes, 88 we with much assurance con-
trasted, always to our own advantage, the
methods of treatment pursued in reference to.
the Indians by the two nations, seem to have
reached a period in our national history when
we can sit down and ruminate on the proverb
that they who live in glass houses should not
throw stones.

“ But is it not humiliating that these things
should be? that with a past record so honour-
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able and satisfactory, we should have this rude
awakening, and be obliged to open our eyes to
the startling fact that we are really engaged
In & war of no mean dimensions with halt
breeds and Indians ; and that it should oceur
now, when nearly everybody was of the opin-
ion that satisfactory treaties had been wmade
with the Indian tribes, and that the claims of
the half breeds had been met by a liberal
1esue of scrip, makes it the more extraor-
dinary. :

“If it had occurred years ago, when these
now feeble tribes were mighty and could
muster their thousands of proud free warriors,
who revelled with delightin the very thought
of war and carnage, we might have partially
understood it ; but in those days all who
visited any of those tribes, no matter whether
north or south of the boundary line, if they
came with the proud distinction of being
British subjects, were always received as
trusted brothers, and were ever assured of a
very cordial welcome.

“ Now our hearts are saddened by the sick-
ening details of precious lives lost, fair homes
destroyed, and a spirit of unrest and disquiet-
tude aroused that will not subside for years.

“Many are anxiously asking, was there
sufficieni cause for this unhappy state of
things ; if so, what was it, and what is the
remedy ?

. “ First, then, as to there having been suffi-
¢ient excuse for this uprieing and defiance of
aw, we most emphatically say, no.
There have been no grievances mentioned,
wen by the most bitter and rebellions of the
€tis, to justify them in the lengths they have
%011(‘9» and for the valuable lives they have
aken, and for the injury they have inflicted
On“the country,
in ﬂueor a long time, however, there have been
risin nceﬁ.at work which have made this up-
poss . ]V{vt ich is really a conflict of races, a
Inherit :iy. Many of these French half-breeds
the ited both the traditions and feelings of
timepait' They well knew that there was a
e vvf en their French ancestors were the
of thoirom Quebec to the Mississippi. Some
foll Weilr forefathex:s, with the humiliations
brah:g the English victory on the Plains of
Quebes m, (;md the subsequent surrender of

e and then of the whole of Canada, had
there am‘i’g;tyt hlnto the vast wilderness, and
life had kept 319 excitement of almost savage
of thei > 8l1ve In the hearts and memories

eir children and grandchildren, as the

Kears rolled by, the story of their fears and

atred of that race, which had made the Fleur-
de-Lis of France 80 down before the Red Cross
of England. Living under the semi-patri-
archia rule of the Hudson Bay Company
whose requirements were few, ‘and making’
their living more by hurting and trapping
than by farming, they kept themselves aﬁ)of,
except for purposes of trade, from the Scotch
half-breeds and others & aking the English
language, and were muclll)emore French thau

nglish in their prejudices and feelings.

““With jealous eyes, and bitter feelings, they

watched the incoming waves of Anglo-Saxon
civilization. They chated and fretted, and
then with Riel—the dreamer, the egotist, the
coward—they made that desperate attempt in
1869 and 1870 to retain their supremacy,.
which has become a matter of history. Into
those events we cannot here enter, but vividly
burned into memory’s tablet are some of the
scenes and incidents of those days, when the
dear €Old Flag® was for a time in the dust,
and when the snow in front of the old Fort
Garry was crimsoned with the life-blood of:
Scott, a moral, honest, temperate young man,.
a communicant of the Presbyterian Ciurch,.
who was foully murdered for his outspoken.
loyalty, and for his contempt of the man who.
hwil’dared tc dishonor the flag he loved so.
well.

“ With the half-breeds of Manitoba, the
Government dealt most honorably and lib-
erally. Hundreds of thousands of acres of
good land, most advantageously situated,
were allowed them; and in addition, scrip,
which was a kind of a deed for much more,
wag granted them. They threw the scrip.
upon the market, which was almost glutted:
with it for a time. Soon after the opening of
the country, when emigrants began pourmi
in, the restless spirit of the Metis manifested:
itself, and many of them, getting rid of both
their gerip and farms, left their province and.
wended their way to the distant Saskatche-
wan and other places, where many of their-
class had gone before: Now, instigated by
Riel, and soured by their straightened cir--
cumstances, the direct result of their own.
improvidence, they are found in open rebel-.
lion; and with arms in their hands, on.

round stained with innocent loyal blood, are
gemanding theirrights. The demand is pre-
posterous in the extreme. It is still an open.
question requiring candid consideration,.
whether or not those who can prove that
they have not been sharers in the Manitoba
allottment, but have been and are settlers in
those western settlements, have any just
claims or rights beyond what they now
enjoy. Common justice says: ¢@Give them
the patents or deeds to the farms on which,
as bona fide settlers, they reside—but we fail
to see that they have claims beyond this
which may not be as justly demanded by all
loyal emigrants going in as settlers, be they
English, Irish or S8cotch.

““But the great cause of the present trou-
ble is the scarcity of meat since the destruc-
tion of the great buffalo herds. Both Indians
and half-breeds well know that the extinction
of these animals is due to the coming of the
white man, with his superior fire-arms, and
his wanton slaughter for the mere excitement
of the chase, anﬁ also his greed for the pro-
fits on the sale of the robes.

“The buffalo was ever regarded b
Indians as the special gift of the Kiche
Maneto, the Great Spirit. His nutritious
flesh furnished the best of food ; his hides
gave them their tents, bedding, clothing and
moccasing ; the sinews were easily made into

the
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the stronFest of thread. With pleaty of
buffalo, thev hardly needed anything else.
Travellers who visited those broad prairies
yearsago have given as glowing descriptions of
the vast herds that then roamed over those
fertile regions; literally, the cattle upon a
thousand hills. Strict laws, very similar to
our present game laws, were rigidly enforced
by the Indians to prevent the unnecessary
slaughter of these useful animals. Spears
and bows and arrows were the only weapons
with which they hunted them. But this is
all changed. The pale face has come, and in
his mad frenzy to kill he has ignored all the
wise laws for their preservation, and so the
wholesale slaughter has gone on until now
the buffalo is, or very soon will be, classed
among the extinct animals. A few years ago
as many as 160,000 were slaughtered for the
robes alone. When killed in the fall of the
year for meat, their robes are about worthless,
but during the winter when they are in prime
condition as the robes of commerce, the flesh
is poor and hard. The result is there was a
double slaughter, to obtain meat and to obtain
robes.

«Ig it any wonder that under such whole-
sale slaughter, those plains that once teemed
with plenty, should now be so devoid of life;
and that the half-breedsor Indians should, from
their present half-starved condition, wish they
could see those days return again ? Iremem-
ber once, when conversing with the late hon-
ored Rev.George McDougall on the expensive-
ness of getting in supplies to my northern
mission, hearing him say that the matter of
obtaining provisions for his own, and son’s
families, the previous fall, was a very simple
affair. He said that he and one of his sons,
with their pockets full of bullets, with their
powder horns on their necks, and with their
guns in their hands, bad mounted their well-
trained buffalo runners, and during the
afternoon’s sport had killed fourteen fa
buffalo cows, which furnished them with
abundance of fresh meat all through the
winter.

¢ The great yearly event in the life of the
half-breeds was the great fall hunt of the
the buffalo. When their little crops were
secured, like a great mllitary procession they
wended their way westward towards the vast
feeding grounds of these animals. Wives and
children followed afterin thequaint, capacious,
ungreased, and consequently noisy, vehigles,
known as the Red River carts. undreds of
buffalo used to be killed, and thousands of
pounds of dried meat and pemican, and tallow
and hides would be secured. This, with the
produce of their little farms, although they
made miserable farmers, gave them abundance
of food.

« 80 vast was the quantity of meat secured,
that great portions of it were sold for a trifle.
The %
forest regions, where the buffalo roamed not,
when their; fisheries or deer huntings were
poor, could get all the buffalo meat they
wanted at cheap rates in exchange for their

Hox. Mr. FLINT.

ndian tribes, who lived in the outside]

fyrs. Now, all this s changed. With
hungry looks, and gaunt forms, we have
heard them talk of those bygone times, and
mourn over the present state of things. From
our standpoint, of course, we could see that
these things were inevitable, that as the
Anglo Saxon wave of civilization rolled west.
ward those fertile prairies were too valuable
to be kept as mere buffalo preserves. But
many of these half-breeds and Indians do not
thus see it, and hence their bitterness and
discontent. Hungry men are naturally apt
to be unreasonable and quarrelsome. rue,
we have made arrangements and treaties with
them, but the most advantageons treaties do
not give them a tithe of what they once had.
What is five doilars a head, with a little
twine and ammunition and a few rations, per
annum on their now desolate prairies, com-
pared with what they had in those days when
the thunder of the tread of the vast herds of
buffalo constantly sounded in their ears.

“ There is no use disguising the fact, tha
these people are in a wretched, half-starved
condition. The transition has been too sud-
den, theold life was too deeply ingrained to be
forgotten in a year, or even adecade. Placed
on their reserves or settlements, they have
never felt contended, and it will take lon
years and much patience and firmness in deal-
in with them.

“If there is one thing more important than
another, it must be the selection of the men
who represent our Government among them.
What ever else is done, let us not introduce
the American system of giving some political
hack an Indian agency, in order that he ma
be recouped for some service rendered to his
party. Already there are facts that have
come to light that are humiliating. What
seems very much like Texas steers have beer
furnished where well-broken plough oxen
were promised. Miserable ploughs and bass-
wood whi;wle-trees were sent in to one large
reserve. hat would be rejected by some
Feople as chicken-feed was sent to one place
or seed wheat. True, these and other things
were done by subragents; but the fact that
they could done at all shows that our
methods need overhauling.”

Hon. MR. READ—Those oxen that
wers sent in were refused, and others
were sent in to take their place.

Hon. MRr. SCOTT—How does the
hon. gentleman know ?

HonN. MrR. READ—I know from infor--
mation received at the Department.

Hon. Mr, FLINT—My object is not
to say whether they were or were not, but
merely to give the reverend gentleman’s
letter as it is, and'to let the House see it
for themselves, and decide whether the
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reverend gentleman is as much to blame
as the Globe newspaper would represent
him to be in making a statement which
does not appear in this letter, and, I thiuk,
in this at all events, his views are more
likely to be correctly represented. The
letter continues :—

‘“My article is already too long, or I would
endeavor to show how I think our who'e
8ystem of reserves is, a failure, and a great
mistake. My theory is the formation of a
large Indian province north and east of Lake

nnipeg, in which all our Indians could be
more advantageously placed, both for their
own happiness and welfare, and for the future
progress and safety of the great prairie re-
glons, which we hope to see yet filled with
millions of people, who will till the soil and
live happy ‘and contented on its resources,
and now is the time to promptly attend to it.

he uprising of the Indians has destroyed
the confidence of the whites. They can
Never again live in peace and content-
ment with the Indian. Reserves, as they
now are, acattered all through the white
Settlements. < Heroic treatment’ must be

the order of the day, if we expect settlers to

come in after what has occurred. The strong
arm of the law must punish the half-breeds;
the Indians must be removed.”

Now, I do not think it would be right
for the Government to force the Indians
10 go into a certain part of the country to
settle by themselves, but if they could be
persuaded to do so, no doubt it would be
the best thing that could happen. I be-
lieve, with the rev. gentleman who is the
author of this article, that there will never

€ peace in that country until the Indians
are sufficiently civilized to live by agricul-
ture. I would not have detained the
House so long if my hon. friend from

uinte had not come to me to obtain the
addre.s§ of the rev. gentleman with a view
'O writing to him, and he showed me the
report in the Globe. 1 had no faith in the
accuracy of the report then, and I have no
faith in it now. I believe this article
which T have read, contains just what the
Tev. gentleman would have written to the
Government, and he should not be blamed
for the report in the Globe, although he
has not contradicted it. I feel that I have
been doing a simple duty not only to the
rev. gentleman, but to the country, in sub-
mitting this article to the Senate.

HoN. Mr. BELLEROSE—I am thank-
ful to the hon. member from Quinté for
the way A:n which he has explained this

2

question to the House. I thought when
he took his seat that there would be no
other speeches on the subject. I felt that
I could add very little to what he had
said, except to endorse the greater part of
it. I suppose it never entered the head
of any one in this House that the Govern-
ment, after making treaties with the In-
dians, had failed to carry out their part of
the agreement. The hon. member from
Quinté said nothing more, but merely
tried to show from the blue books and
public accounts that the Government had
done their duty, but the hon. member for
Alma has been, on this occasion, a little
too zealous. I regret that this discussion
has taken place, because we are no more
capable of arriving at a correct conclusion
upon it than a blind man would be to
judge of colors. We are ignorant of
the facts. Some hon. gentlemen de-
nounce the rebels, although no one
in this Parliament can say why they
are in arms. They put other gentlemen
in this House in this position, that knowing
sométhing more on the subject, they are
forced to deny the assertions which are
made, and then the trouble begins. I
think it would be miuch better to let those
questions rest for the present, until Parlia-
ment is in possession of the whole of the
facts. Surely, we have a right to expect
that a majority in Parliament will prefer
the public good to personal prejudice, and
if it be found that the Government have
done wrong, I am sure a majority of the
House will be ready to condemn them.
If it should be proved by public documents
that the rebels are not as wantonly mis-
chievous as some represent them to be, I
hope that there are men who are conscien-
tious 2nough to admit that these unfortu-
nate people are not such wretches as some
believe them to be. I rely upon the
honor of our public men to wait until they
see what is at the bottom of these troubles
before condemning anyone. If the hon.
member from Alma were not my repre-
sentative, I would not say a word on this
subject ; but in this instance he does not re-
present my view of the matter, because lam
far from believing that those who are now
in arms in the North-West, are influenced
merely by a desire to be the sole proprie-
tors of that country. They may be wrong
in their views, but there are other reasons
behind their movement than those which
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have been stated here. If they were ani-
mated by any such sentiment as the hon.
member has stated, why did they remain
peaceable and law-abiding for ten or twelve
years ?

Hox. MRr. OGILVIE—The tribes were
fighting each other.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—No country
could be more peaceable than the North-
West was until this spring. It is easier
for the Government to send an army into
that country now, when the Pacific Railway
is nearly completed, than it would have
been three or four years ago, and if the
Metis had been prompted by a desire to
keep that country for themselves it would
have been much easier for them to fight
Canada then, than it is to-day. It shows
how little foundation there is for any such
assertion. I ask why prejudice public
opinion on this subject?  This is some-
thing more than a question of pounds,
shillings and pence; it is a question of
life—a question of even more than that ;
it is one of the public good of this Dom-
inion. There are men in this country
who are not ready to believe all those
charges that are made against the half-
breeds. Itis well known that in 1837
and 1838, when the officials of the Imper-
ial Government went to the other side of
the Atlantic, none of them confessed they
were wrong. After having injured our
country in many ways, they returned to
England and raised the cry that we were
wrong ; that we were a people who could
not be managed, and that they were right.
But it was satisfactory to usto hear some
years later, as I heard from a governor
who was sent out here, that if England
had known at the time how those Imperial
officials had treated Lower Canada, there
would have been no rebellion, because we
would not have had any cause to complain.
It is because I remember all these events
that I now say, ‘“let us wait; let us not
prejudice public opinion.” But if any one
wishes to precipitate a discussion on-the
matter, I am ready to fight it out in my
own way. But for the sake of our country,
for the sake of peace and harmony, let
the matter rest while our men are fighting
and spilling the best blood of Canada in
the west; let us admire, but let us also
keep quiet ; let us help them if we can to

Hon. Mr. BEL LEROSE.

terminate the insurrection, but let us do
nothing more.

Hon. MR. POWER— The other day
when I made some reference to the dis-
turhance in the North-West my hon. friend
from DeLanaudiere rather chid me for
introducing a subject here which might
lead to a somewhat heated discussion.
Now, I have the right to retaliate on the
hon. gentleman. As I understand it, the
question of the half-breed grievances is
not before the House. The hon. gentle~
man who brought this matter before us
did not deal with the half-breed question,
but solely with the Indian question. Of
course it is a cognate subject, and it is.
very hard for gentlemen to deal with the
Indians without speaking of the half-breeds.
too. I do not know that I should have
said anything about this subject had not
the hon. gentleman who introduced it to
the notice of the House taken occasion,.
as some members of the Senate so often
do, to introduce party politics, and to:
read from the Glode,; and his speech was
to a certain extent a reply to the editorial
comment in that newspaper on an address.
delivered by a Wesleyan clergyman. The
hon. gentleman undertook to tell us, and
the hon member from Belleville (Mr.
Flint) also undertook to tell us, that what
they read from that reverend clergyman
showed that the Glode report was wrong.
I did not so understand it. If I caught
the figures given by the hon. gentleman
from Quinté as furnished to him in the
letter of the Rev. Mr. Young, that gentle-
man stated that while some $170,000 was.
expended in feeding the Indians and
giving them necessaries

Hon. MrR. READ—No, the amount is.
$170,000 in bounties.

Hon. MR. POWER — $170,000 in
bounties, $80o,000 odd were expended
for other purposes. That is pretty nearly
the proportion of 5 to 25, and the state-
ment in the Globe is not so far out of the
way. Not knowing as much as the hon.
gentleman from DeLanaudiere does about
the merits of the difficulties between the
Indians and the Government or their
agents, I cannot undertake to say to say a
great deal on the subject; but I shall say
this, and I think it is something that must.
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strike everyone. Canada has been deal-
ing with Indians for a great many years.
Ever since 1763 the government of this
country has been obliged to deal with the
Indian tribes, and I think this is the first
time that we have bad any serious diffi-
culty with any of them. It may be that
the Indian is not exactly the sort of indi-
vidual that he is represented by Cooper
and other novelists ; but as far as one can
gather from persons who have been
amongst the Indians, and others who have
had dealings with them, they are people
who, if you keep your word with them and
deal fairly with them, are not at all diffi-
cult to manage, and are not likely to make
trouble. Up to a very recentadate the
Indians were always fairly dealt with, and
I think there must have been recently
some alteration in the mode of dealing
with them to lead to this change in their
conduct. No doubt the failure of the
buffalo has been a very serious element in
the question, but that is not all—there
must be something else. One fact must
strike every one who has read anything
about this matter, or who has talked with
people who have been in the North-West,
or have had anything to do with the In-
dians there, that is that there is throughout
the whole of that North-West country—
amongst all those Indians—a most aston-
ishing want of respect for and confidence
In, the Indian Commissioner. One never
hears a good word said of Mr. Dewdney

Y anyone who speaks of that country. I
have talked with people who have been
up there and had a good deal to do with
the Indians, and I have never heard one
of them yet who did not speak in the
same tone of the feelings which the
Indians entertain towards him. When
we find that a whole race of people, who
are not unreasonable, entertain the same
feeling towards an officer who has to deal
with them, there must be some reason
for that feeling. When Mr. Morris, a
gentleman appointed by hon. gentlemen op-
Posite, was Governor of Manitoba and In-
dian Commissioner, there was never any dif-
ficulty in the administration. The Indians
had confidence in him, and when he said
a thing they believed it. Mr. Laird spent
a number of years there and the Indians
entertained the same feeling towards him.
He never said anything that he did not
mean, and when he made a promise it

was fulfilled. The Indians knew and felt
that, and had the highestrespect for him ;
and I have very little doubt that if the
present Indian Commissioner had been a
different kind of a man from what he is,
this difficulty might have been, to a very
considerable extent, avoided. We have
heard the opinions of clergymen read,
and it happens that I have been furnished
with some clerical authority, too. The
first is a letter which is published under
date of March 3ist.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—What paper
is that ?

Hox. MrR. POWER—The Daily Times
of Moncton, an extreme Conservative
paper. The letter from which I propose
to read an extract is written by a Church
of England clergyman. He says :—

< As to the Indians, all persons who know
anythin§ about them state that they have
been badly treated through the rascality of
agents.

¢«The government rations are scanty
enough, but it is openly stated that they do
not get even these in full quantity. There is
no doubt that Governor Dewdney must be
held respousible if there is an Indian outbreak
for he and the agents have not representeé
matters at Ottawa ag they were.” .

Then later on in the letter this reverend
gentleman says :—

¢ The Indians are hungry and desperate,
They have no confidence in Dewdney, and a
little more delay in getting control of the out-
break will prove disastrous, and will send
them over to Riel by hundreds.”

Unfortunately the prediction made by
that gentleman on the 3ist of March has
been verified, so far as to their going over
in considerable numbers to Riel. Now I
will read an extract from a paper by the
Rev. James Seiveright, a Presbyterian
clergyman, which was published in the
Canada Presbyterian. He says:—

« Armed rebellion must be crushed by force.
The causes that led to the uprising are far
deeper than cannon or rifles can reach. A
wise and conciliatory managemeunt of the
Indian Department would have prevented the
whole trouble. Had the Controiler ot Indian
Affairs been of the same stamp of Governors
Laird or Morris, the volunteers might have
been peacefully pursuing their wonted voca-
tions, and the country spared a large expendi-
ture of life and treagure. The redmen of the
North-West have substantial grievances.
Degrived of their hunting grounds and the

buffalo—their main means of subsistence—by
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the advent of the whites, they are often re-
duced to the verge of starvation by the scare-
it{ ofgame. Over thegravesof Indians buried
while I was in Prince Albert, might truly be
inscribed: ¢Died of starvation or diseases
caused by want of food.’”

This from a clergyman who has recently
come down from the Prince Albert
country. He adds:—

¢ The muskrat is the main reliance in win-
ter, When it is scarce, famine stare the red-
men in the face. Indians are shiftless, disin-
clined to hard. steady work ; still, men inured
to the chase, and nothing else, have a right
to be ted by those who took from them lands,
their means of subsistence; a right to at least
as much food as would keep soul and body
together.”

Further on he says :—

“The Indian problem can never be rightly
solved by mere speculators like Lieutenant-
Governor Dewdney and some of the officials of
the Indian Department. No one can conjec-
ture to what extent rebellion may spread
among famine-stricken men.

This shows that people who were up
there do not quite agree with my hon.
friend from Quinté in thinking that the
Indians have no substantial reason for
being troublesome.  The Government
are not directly responsible, because they
have been spending money and doing
their best in that way to keep those In-
dians quiet ; but I think the Government
have suffered to a certain extent, for the
shortcomings of their.agents. It is to be
regretted that these agents were not
called to account earlier. The hon. gen-
tleman, who brought up this matter, refer-
red to the supplies, and to the way in
which they are furnished. He says that
tenders are called for, and the supplies
are furnished bty contract. I am not
finding any fault with the way in which
the Government have been procuring the
supplies ; I presume they are procured in
the same way. that they have been ob-
tained all along, but I wish to point out,
as a matter of information, that there are
very serious drawbacks to that mode of
furnishing supplies. For instance, the
Government call for tenders for the sup-
ply of a certain quantity of hay to all the
different posts ; and the same way with
regard to fuel and other necessary articles.
Naturally enough, none but those who
have the means of conveying goods over
all that country, can tender with any
chance of success. The consequence is,

HonN. Mr. POWER,

that the Hudson Bay Company, having
stations all over the North-West, and
having the means of carriage in their pos-
session, are in a better position, as regards
a very large portion of the country, than
anybody else to furnish those supplies.
Now, hon. gentlemen will see how this
operates. I quote from a letter written
by a settler up there, a William Millar,
who went from New Brunswick up to
Prince Albert, and writes from there
under date of March 2oth.

Hon. MrR. KATJLBACH—What paper
is that?

Hon. Mr. POWER—It does not make
any difference what paper it is. Itis the
Moncton Zranscript.  This letter was
written before the outbreak of the troubles.
He says: —

“ We have to depend on a local market.

The Indian and police supplies have all been
given to the Hudson Bay Company.”

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
statement is not correct, because the sup-
plies are not all procured from the Hudson
Bay Company.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I did not say
they were all; I said as regards some
things they had a great advantage.

Hon. S;ir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
refer to the statement of the writer; he
says they are all procured from the Hud-
son Bay Company. Thatis not correct.

Hon Mr. POWER—That is at Prince
Albert. Of course one takes these state-
ments for what they are worth ; no doubt,
as they are made by a person laboring
under natural excitement, they are some-
what exaggerated.

Hon. Mr. PLUMB—Hear, hear.

Hon. MR. POWER—The hon. mem-
ber for Niagara says, “ hear, hear.” That
hon. gentleman, when there is no reason
to be excited, often speaks in an exagger-
ated way here.

Ho~n. MR. PLUMB—I do not think
the hon. gentleman has a right to make
any such statement. I call upon him to
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explain what he means when he says that
I'speak in an exaggerated way.

Hox. Mr. POWER—I mean what
I say.

. Hox. Mr. PLUMB—You have no
right to say that, and it is not correct.

Hox. Mr. POWER—We had an illus-
tration of it the other day when the hon.
member ventured to correct my hon.
friend from Albert, and was inaccurate.

Hon. Mr. PLUMB—The hon. gentle-
man 1s out of order.

Hox. Mr. POWER—In what way?

Hox. Mr. PLUMB—The hon. gentle-

Mman has no right to refer to a previous
debate.

Honw. Mr. POWER—That is a very
small point. I shall now read this letter :

1 ‘ We have todepend on a local market. The
ndian and police supplies have all been given
to the Hudson Bay Company. That means,

nearly all the money goes out of the country.”

N Hox. S1r ALEX. CAMPBELL--Now,
that statement 15 not correct.

. HoN. MR, POWER—The letter con-
nues -

“It is put into their i
power to pay usin
;':ag)eihan they have taken the advantage of
o, ié‘ ntmost. I will give an instance or
o= hey let 500 cords of wood, by private
2 oact, to Hudeon Bay Company at $3.50
ﬁfb cgrg. I would have liked to have had the
wel]ab 2.00 ger cord, and would have done
b .Zdt t did not cost them $2.00 per
the Hudson Bay G or Y, 2t $20 per ton,

. a i i

and paying botlg,in ‘i?&ﬁ‘é”»’v paying 87 for it
thIlca“ the attention of the Minister to
! elast sentence particularly. It is per-
wet? y clear that settlers at Prince Albert,
Hod were obliged to supply hay to the
A u l:]on Bay Company at $7 per ton
H?::l feel it a sort of grievance that the
& son Bay Company were getting from
e Government for that same hay $25
5:31' ton. That little fact will show how
the Indian supplies have cost more than
d_ey should, _As I have said, I am not
Irectly blaming the Government, for the

system has been for some time in existence
there. I simply mention this as indicating
the feeling in that country.

Ho~. MrR. ALMON—What does wood
cost?

Hon. MrR. POWER—$3.50 per cord.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—1I do not consider
that a high price. Labor up in that
country must be high. A man would get
probably $2 a day, and he would not cut
more than a cord in a day.

Ho~. MrR. POWER—My hon. friend
perhaps knows better than William Millar
who is living up there. I do not pretend
to know anything about it ; I merely read
Mr. Millar’s statement.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—1I do not consider
that $3.50 per cord for wood is too high.

Hon. MrR. POWER—While it is un-
fortunate that the Indians appear to be in
a somewhat ill-tempered and dissatisfied
frame of mind just now, I do not think
they have had any very serious grievances
to complain of, nothing to justify them in
taking up arms as they have done. But
the Indian has nothing to do ; he has not
the same occupation in the way of hunting
that he formerly had when the country
was in a state of nature, and before it
passed into the possession of the Domin-
ion, The different tribes also amused
themselves in those days by fighting with
one another. That they do not do now,
and when there is a fight going on I sup-
pose they have the feeling that is attributed
to the typical Irishman, that they want to
have a hand in it. There is one reflection
that occurs to me with respect to that
fight ; it might be, perhaps, a wise policy
for the Government to secure the services
of a certain number of Indians—say the
Blackfeet—as scouts.

Hon. Mr. PLUMB—Nothing could
be more disastrous than to employ them
in any way.

Hon. MRrR. POWER—That is a
matter on which opinions may differ. I
offer a suggestion ; and I know that a
great many men who have been up
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there and are well
the Indians are of the same opinion—that
a warlike tribe like the Blackfeet are
very likely to get into the fight if it con-
tinues for a certain time. Now, if a certain
number of them were selected—I do not
suggest that they should be taken as part
of the forces exactly—but if 150 or so of
them were utilized as scouts they would
be of very great service to the troops and
would prevent anything in the nature of a
surprise by the other Indians or half-
breeds ; and the fact that a number of

would keep the remainder of the tribe
loyal. It may be that that is a mistaken
view altogether, but I think there is a
good deal to be said for it.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—1
think the hon. member from Quinté has
done the country good service 1n calling
attention to the incorrect statements made
by the Rev. Mr. Young; evidently those
statements are incorrect, as read. Whether
the Rev. Mr. Young did make them in
the language in which they are quoted, or
whether the subsequent paper read by
my hon. friend behind me (Mr. Flint)
more correctly represents his views, at all
events the statement that appears in the
paper conveys an erroneous impression—
that the larger portion of the money which
is given to the Indians by Parliament is
applied, not for their benefit, but for the
purpose of paying agents and others who
are the intermediaries between the coun-
try and the Indians. That, in the degree
which is mentioned there, is an enor-
mously erroneous statement.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—What statement ?

acquainted with

| NEWSDApPers was erroneous,
those men were in the service of Canada

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
statement that out of every $30 voted by
Parliament for the Indians, only $s5 finds
its way to the Indians, and the other $25
is lost among the officers of the Depart-
ment employed to distribute the fund to
the Indians, That was the statement.
Upon the reverend gentleman being
applied to, he does not seem to have
taken the opportunity, as I should have
hoped he would have taken it, of saying
that the statement as it appeared in the
because a
statement of that kind on the face of it is
incorrect. No one could read it without
seeing that it is wrong. I hope and trust
that the reverened gentleman was misre-
ported and that he did not state anything
of the kind ; but it is very desirable and
important that attention should be called
to the statement, and that the contradic-
tion which the hon. gentleman has given
to it should become public, and that the
people should know that although the
Rev. Mr. Young has been in the North-
West eight or nine years, if he did state
this he was grossly incorrect.

I have brought down with me the in-
formation which the hon. gentleman has
given to the House. I did not know that
he had gone into the subject so thoroughly,
and I had brought down the information
in order to supply the statistics which he
has given to the House. I need not
read them. The only information I can
supplement is a statement which my hon.
friend has not procured, of the manner
in which beef, bacon and flour are distribu-
ted under treaties six and seven, and the
quantities of these various articles that
these Indians have got. The following is

A STATEMENT showing the number of Indians in Treaties 4, 6, and 7, in the
North-West Territories, and the quantities of Flour, Beef and Bacon distri
buted to them during the year ended the 3oth June, 1884 :—

ProvisioNs DISTRIBUTED.
Number
of ) ; ) Daily Rations.
Indians.| Flour. | Beef. | Bacon. | Fish.|Potatoes
1 tbs. | lbs. | lbs.| Ibs.
1 1b. of Flour, and
Treaty No. 4] 5,700 | 504,500 7,800 }136,771 when Beef is given
1 1b. of Beefor § lb.
« No.6| 8,00 | 328,700 2,000 | 82,150 | 60,000 of Bacon.
“« 4 1b.of Flour & 1 1b.
No. 7| 6,400 | 497,900 (2,341,903 | 141,021 38,422 } of Beef.

Hon. Mr. POWER.
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It should be stated that, in addition to
the above, the Indians themselves raise
considerable quantities of grain, roots and
vegetables. Intreaty No. 4, rations are dis-
tributed to all working and destitute In-
dians, in the proportion of one pound of
flour, one pound of beef, or, in lieu of
beef, one-third of a pound of bacon per
diem, the distributions occurring once a
week. In treaty No. 6, the number of
working and destitute Indians rationed is
proportionately less than in treaty 4, owing
to the fact that game and fish are more
plentiful, and that hunting and fishing are
very generally followed by the Indians.
In treaty No. 7, all Indians remaining on
the reserves receive a daily ration, the dis-
tributions occurring every other day.

I thought that the House might like to
see the ground covered by these treaties.
I have brought down copies of the treaties
to which the hon. gentleman from Quinte

as already alluded, and I need not trouble
the House with them, but I have a map
here which I will lay on the table of the
House showing the different areas covered
by the several treaties. The territory
covered by each treaty is marked with a
different color.

With ret’grence to the general question,
1 agree with my hon. friend from De-
fornau(?lere that the time has not arrived
duc: ddlscussmp of the grounds which in-
to takthe Indians or the half-breeds there
adoprs g- the course which they have
wiseP; o It seems to me that it is the
from I-(I)ulr'?'e’ and I think my hon. friend
decisiona Hax will ultimately come to that
reason y ;‘0 refrain from .dnscussmg the
until § they have, or think they have,

U all the facts are before us. The

gg;:;rpenth. :;:‘e responsible for the
In which th i
have be e affairs of that country

have be ::nconducted, and if those troubles
daty ocen caused py any dere:hcnon of
oy ty €Ir part, it will be time to fix
that responsibility, anq punish them for
ll:, when all the i:acts are before Parliament ;
ut I do not think it fair to drag into this
discussion, with the little intormation we
have before us, the name of the Lieutenant-
‘Governor of the North-West Territories.

Hon. Mr. POW

. ER—T1t j
right to do so. R—It is perfectly

Hon. S1r. ALEX. CAMPBELL—How

do we know what course Lieutenant-Gover-
nor Dewdney has pursued, or what he has
done, or what he has omitted todo? The
hon. gentleman speaks only from what
he has seen in newspaper correspond-
ence.

Hon. MrR. POWER-—I have read those
letters, and I have read other articles be-
sides ; and the Minister of Justice forgets
that I'stated alsothat I had had conversations
with numbers of persons who had been
through the North-West, and that I found
one universal chorus of complaints against
that officer.

Hon. Sir. ALEX. CAMPBELL—Sup-
posing the hon. gentleman has had
that in addition to the newspaper
articles and letters, I ask him is it
fair to use the name of the Lieu-
tenant-Governor in the way he does,
at all events with the paucity of informa-
tion which he has upon the subject, and
upon a motion of this kind, when nobody
supposed that the name of Lieutenant-
Governor Dewdney was to be brought in-
to this debate? The hon. gentleman
from Quinte, in drawing attention to this
question of the treaties with the Indians,
described what those treaties were, and
mentioned what was agreed on our part to
be furnished to the Indians on behalf of
the public, and how those supplies were
distributed ; and then said that he had
found in the newspapers a statement of a
gentleman who had been up there, and
said so and so.

HoN. Mr. POWER—And he then
drew a picture of the Indians reading the
Globe, which was very amusing.

Hon. Mr. READ—I did not speak of
the Indians reading the Globe, but I spoke
of the effect that would be produced by
someone reading such articles as that in
the Glode to the Indians in their present
excited condition.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—And
I suppose it is a barely possible thing.
Putting the Government to one side, it is
injurious to the conntry that such reports
should go abroad that we are not doing our
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duty,and that we are not keeping our plight-
ed faith with the Indians, that the money
voted by Parliament for the Indians has
been squandered, and that we are distribut-
ing bad food amongst them. Putting the
Government on one side altogether, it is in-
jurious to the country to have such reports
sent abroad, and therefore, I think the hon.
gentleman from Quinte, did good service
in bringing before the notice of the House,
the intormation which he has given us.
Hesaid nothingabout Lieutenant-Governor
Dewdney or anybody else doing anything,
or having done anything, and made no
charges. When the facts are all before
us, the Government will be anxious to
facilitate all inquiry and will endeavor, if
possible, to get at the very bottom of the
cause of the present troubles in the North
West. As far as the Indians are concern-
ed, I apprehend the cause of their rising
is the scarcity of the buffalo. There may
be other things that have irritated them ;
there may have been, occasionally, mis-
conduct on the part of some officers of the
Government that they do not approve
of ; but let us wait until we ascer-
tain the truth and find out who is to blame
and then let us hold that person or those
persons strictly to account, and no one
will be more ready to do so than the Gov-
ernment. But, until then, it is better in
the interests of the country to refrain from
discussing these matters. I desire to say
in reply to my hon. friend that it is not
the intention of the Government at present
to make any new treaty with the Indians.
The territory which is now covered by
treaties is a very large territory, and runs
as far north as there seems tobe any neces-
sity for making arrangements about in the
meantime. This policy was arrived at in
the early part of 1884, and a letter was
then written to the Bishop of St. Albert,
communicating to him the fact. He
seems to have asked of the Superintendent
General whether new treaties were to be
concluded or not, and to have asked that
question on behalif of the Indians north of
the country we have now acquired, .and
who seemed to be desirous of having a
treaty made with them. The letter is
dated the 28th of May, and is as follows :
DePARTMENT OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Orrawa, May 29th, 1884.

Right Rev. Sir,

With reference to your letter of the 28th of

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL

Treaties with the [SENATE] Indians in the V.- West.

July last, relative to the desire of the Indians,
whose hunting grounds are situated north of
the northern boundary of Treaty No. 6, to
enter into treaty relations with the Govern-
ment, and also referring to the document
signed by the Indian Chief on behalf of the
Indians of Ile a la Crosse on the same subject,
I am directed by the Superintendent General
of Indian Affairs to inform your Lordship that
having caused enquiry to be made into the
matter, he is of opinion that the negotiating of
a Treaty with these Indians may be postponed
for some years, or at least until there isa like-
lihood of the country being 1equired for settle-
ment purposes.

I have the honor to be,
Right Rev. 8ir,
Your Obdt. Servant,

(Sd.) L. VANROUGHNET,
Deputy of Supt. Gen’l of Indian Affairs,
The Ri%ht Rev.

Bisnor or S1, ALBERT,
St. Albert, N.W.T.

That would show that the Indians who
have not had treaties made with them are
desirous of coming under them ; I think,
in the meantime, at all events, we should
be willing to assume that the faith of the
country has been kept with the Indians;
that they have got all that the treaties se-
cured to them, and we know in many
cases they have got more, and those
stories about bad pork and bad beef should
be taken with great allowance and great
care, because it is the duty of the Govern-
ment, and the interest of the Government,
to see that the Indians are fairly dealt
with ahd get good rations. Until the
contrary is proved, let us believe that the
officers employed by the Government have
done their duty. It is a source of great
mortification to the Government, as it
must be to every lover of his country, to
find that there has been a change in the
feeling of the Indians towards us. It has
hitherto been a matter of pride to us, and
I have sometimes boasted of it in this
House, that the Government of Canada
have been able to manage the Indiad
tribes so well, that they have hitherto been
peaceable and law-abiding citizens. That
they have been so, is owing mainly, I think,
to their faith in the Hudson Bay Company,
and the fact that the Hudson Bay Com-
pany had always carried out their pro-
mises with the Indians ; that gave us, as
their successors in the government of the
country, the high standing we have had
amongst the Indians to this time, That
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good feeling, and that confidence in the
Government, were a heritage that has been
left to us. It was a heritage that was de-
served, and I think we still deserve it,and
if any of the officers of the Government
have done anything towards forfeiting that
high character for fair dealing, they should
be held strictly to account, and if the
Government are to blame they should be
held strictly to account, and I trust and
believe the country will always hold us
strictly to account for our treatment of the
Indians of the North-West.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)—
I think it is perfectly clear, from the state-
ment made to the House by the hon.
gentleman from Belleville, that the Indians
have been treated more than justly.
Treaties were made with them, and terms
and payments were made, and beyond
those terms and payments, they received
large quantities of food.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
tIhm}c my hon. friend is not quite in order.
think when the reply to a question of

this kind is given by the Government, the
debate should close.

Hon. Mg,
ot debate | R. ALEXANDER—Freedom

Hox. S1r ALEX. CAMPBELL—I ask

th
¢ House Whether it is not proper to

;‘(lzo?e ;11. 1Scussion of this kind when the
Py has been made? 1t seems to me

that to continue the debate woul

wander into a long diuussio%u :10 ?v(;li(t:g
there would be no end. We ha;;e gone as
far as We ought to go under the usage
and pactice of Parliament, which enable
a question to be put and explained by the
mover and by others, who desire to speak
on the subject, and then replied to by the

gentlemen who represent th
the occasion. e Crown on

Hon. MR. ALEXANDER—I submit
to the House that the leader of the Gov-
ernment ought to have waited—

Hon. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
call the hon. gentleman to order,

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD—I am
perfectly willing to forego any remarks

that I wish to make, in deference to the
wish of the House.

Hon. Mr. READ—I wish to ask a
question regarding the Bishop, whose
letter has been quoted by the leader of
the House. Where does that Bishop
reside ?

Hon. Sir. ALEX. CAMPBELL—At
St. Albert.

Tue SPEAKER—I desire to say with
the regard to the position of this question,
that I do not consider that it is strictly
out of order for any member to continue
this discussion, although it is very unusal
after the Government has given the reply.
However, it is in the power of the House
to control the whole subject, and if any
member desires that the discussion should
not proceed further, and makes a motion
to that effect, I will close it.

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER—I am very
glad that the Chair has ruled in accord-
ance with what I am sure is the desire of
the people of this country and the desire
of the House.

Hox. Mr. MACDONALD—Irise to a
question of order. I was prevented from
speaking on this subject, and there is no
question before the House, and I object
to anyone continuing the debate.

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER--I will
simply observe that I quite agree with the
views expressed by hon. gentlemen before
me, that we should be able to discuss this
matter more intelligently if we waited until
fuller information was placed before us;
but we have this fact, that an insurrection
has taken place ; and we have further, the
fact that an alarming statement has
appeared that the Indians in different parts
of the North West may possibly rise and
join the half-breeds. ~With such a fact
before Parliament, surely we should not be
discharging our duty to the people of this
country if we did not, according to the
information that we possess, endeavor to
find out what could have led to this
state of dissatisfaction amongst the Indians.
If we take up the reports of the Indian
Department, and I have done so, and
read them carefully, I cannot find from
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‘those reports that there should be any dis-
turbance amongst the Indians. The
reports of the special agents speak of the
instructors having done their duty, of the
Indians being trained to cultivate the soil,
-of their being supplied with rations, and
that everything was going on peaceably.
‘Then, T ask if that is a reliable report, how
-does that tally with the events which have
transpired since the insurrection of
the half-breeds, and how does it tally

with the rumors which appear in
this morning’s journals? It is proper
that we should inquire into and

-endeavor to ascertain what is the cause of
those troubles. We know that Parliament
grants upwards of $1,000,000 towards
feeding and instructing those Indians. I
-do not desire to make any charge against
Lieut.-Governor Dewdney, for whom I
have always entertained great respect. 1
was surprised this morning, after having
perused the report issued by the Indian
Department, to meet the owner of an ex-
tensive ranche in the North-West in the
streets of Ottawa, and touching that subject
he said, “One cannot wonder that there
should be discontent amongst the Indians.
When I visited my ranche, a short time
ago, I found them giving damaged pork
to the Indians—pork that was not fit for
a dog to eat, which led to much murmur-
ing.” When I meet a loyal citizen who
states that fact of his own knowledge, I
am led to inquire is this report that we
have from the Indian Department reliable ?
I do not blame the Lieut.-Governor of
the North-West, but I say there is some-
thing wrong—that while Parliament votes
$1,000,000 the different tribes of Indians
should still be dissatisfied. The fact of
their being in a state of insurrection to-
day convinces me that there is something
wrong in the distribution of that money.
I have lived much amongst the Indians,
and my experience has been that if you
only keep faith with them, and show that
you take an interest in their welfare, you
would never have an insurrection amongst
.them. But if the Government continue
to appoint, as a previous speaker has
said, mere political hacks as agents
amongst those Indians, it is one of the
fertile causes of the trouble, men who
have been sent out there merely
to provide them with officee. They
may not be men of principle, and

HoN. Mr. ALEXANDER.

how do we know that those officers have
distributed the food faithfully amongst the
Indians? The Lieutenant-Governor may
not know whether those men bave not
appropriated the food that was intended
for the Indians, to other purposes. The
Government may try to check all the
debate on this subject, but the future of
the country depends on the appointment
of proper, upright officers to administer
the affairs of the North-West, and not
political hacks, who are not worthy of the
position. The policy in dealing with the
Indians ought to be one of paternal care
and kindness, and if such were acted upon,
we should not be troubled with an insur-
rection in the North-West.

|
|

RICHELIEU & ONTARIO NAVI-
GATION CO’S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. PELLETIER moved the
second reading of Bill (6), “An Act
further to amend the Acts incorporating
the Richelieu Navigation Company, and
the Richelieu & Ontario Navigation
Company.” He said: This Bill has
passed through the House of Commons,
as presented there, without any opposi-
tion, and I do not expect that any opposi-
tion will be made to it here. The only
parties interested in the Bill are the share-
holders themselves, and I do not think
anyone can have any objection to it. A
certain number of shares were purchased
on the open market for the company, and
the purchase was made in part out of
funds borrowed for that purpose.  Since
then some doubt has arisen as to the val-
idity of the purchase ; the Bill legalizes
that purchase, and provides for the pur-
chase of the balance of the shares which
remain on the open market, at a price
not exceeding 6o per cent. upon its par
value, and for the issue of debentures to
the amount of $200,000 for a period not
exceeding ten years, bearing interest at
six per cent.  Great precautions are
taken to secure the interests of the
shareholders by saying that such pur-
chase of the balance of shares shall only
be made after one month’s notice shall
have been given to each shareholder of
the intention to purchase. Such deben-
tures are to be a first mortgage and pri-
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vilege on all the company’s property, but
they are not to be issued until all existing
claims on such property shall have been
previously paid and extinguished. The
last clause provides that the quorum of the
board of directors shall hereafter be a
majority of the number of directors con-
stituting the board.

Hon. MR. READ—Is there any pre-
cedent for a company issuing debentures
to buy back its own stock ?

Hon. Mr. PELLETIER—I am not
prepared to give any precedent now, but
I have no doubt I can do so when the
Bill goes before the committee.

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

OFFENCES AGAINST THE PER-
SON BILL.

AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

. Hon. Mr. GOWAN moved concurrence
In the amendments made in committee of
the whole House on Bill (S), “An Act
t0 amend the Act respecting Offences
zlgnamSt the Person.” _He said: The
in f’{dmeqt§ made to this enactment are
to gi:;se Position, that the wife is competent
A evxdenge, but it must be fortified
TToborative testimony. I need not

dWellfupon the subject as the matter has
n fully discygsed,

th:;hr):' hMR. POWER—I understood
amend¥n on. friend wanted some slight
Ave int made.. Severgl gentlemen
beforepct)h:n IEIO me since this matter was
'seems to be use yeste'rday, .and there
that oS a very decided impression
el 15 N0 reason why a husband
sh not be alloweg tq give evidence on
k!s own behalf op occasions of this
ind ; and I move that the amendments
not now concurred in, byt that the Bill
be rf:ferred back to a committee of the
whole for t.he. purpose of amending the
same tiy.strlkmg out all the words after
saggxl? ”in th?j 1oth line to the end of the
1d clause and i i ing i
Ty gse and nserting the following in

“ The accused and his wife
> 8 shall be com-
Petent to give evidence as witnegs either !x::r
Or against the accused.’

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I think we
had this matter thoroughly before us yes-
terday, and discussed in committee, and
that there was a general consensus of
opinion in favor of the amendment then
made, that a woman’s evidence was not
sufficient to convict her husband. That,
it seemed to me, met with general approv-
al, and I hope that the House will not de-
part now from what was the evident feel-
ing of the committee.

Hon. MrR. GOWAN—I think that when
the matter was discussed in committee of
the whole, my hon. friend opposite, from
whom I am very sorry to differ, proposed
his resolution, and it was passed upon by
the House. I cannot accept this amend-
ment except the House pronounces upon
it. I think it is just the entering of the
wedge to a most objectionable principle of
allowing the prisoner to give evidence on
his own behalf. While ‘there are some
exceptions perhaps to be made in a case
like this, still it is a dangerous point to
begin with, and I should be sorry if the
House assented to the proposition.

Ho~x. Mr. O'DONOHOE—I do not
agree with the very strong desire on the
part of my hon. friend that the husband
should, in a case of this nature, be unable
to give evidence. This is different from
ordinary cases. I do not think it should
be allowed that the wife can bring her
husband into court, and say just what she
pleases under oath, while the husband, the
party charged, as between himself and his
wife, is to have his mouth closed. I do
not think it is entering the thin edge of the
wedge as against any established law. I
have not had the long experience of my
hon. friend from Barrie, but I have had a
good deal of experience in criminal courts,
and from that experience I conclude that
it would be a most dangerous thing to
enable a wife, who may in a moment of
passion, or excitement, or in a state of jeal-
ousy, be prepared to do anything against
her husband. There is nothing to which,
under any of those conditions, she might
not pledge her word, and against her hus-
band, for whom, when she cools off, she
would gladly lay down her very life. We
should give her no chance to create such
a state of feeling between herself and her
husband, as might render the differences
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between them for ever atter irreconcilable.
The husband who has been bound to her
for years and years, and who has a family,
may be charged by her, in one of those
moments of passion, with not being willing
to support herself and her children, and
he, who alone can tell of his means to do
that, or give evidence of it, is not allowed
to state his case. Which of the two is
more likely to tell the truth, or to give the
best evidence under such circumstances—
the woman who lodges the information
against the husband, or the husband
against whom the complaint is lodged ?
From my experience, I would attach much
more consequence to the evidence of the
husband than I would to that of the wife.
I am very reluctant in saying a word
against the Bill, or against the view of my
hon. friend, for whom, and for whose ex-
perience, I have great respect, but I can-
not allow any respect for the person, or
for his experience, to stand in the way of
discharging what I feel to be the duty of
the House. I believe it is proper that in
such a case as this, the husband should be
allowed to explain the reasons why he is
brought there, and in giving him that lib-
erty I believe that you add very much to
the chances of diminishing the number of
such cases. 1 shall, therefore, vote for the
amendment of my hon. friend from
Halifax.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—My hon. friend
who has charge of this Bill objected to
this proposal on a previous occasion, to
allow the husband to be placed on the
same footing as his wife, by saying that it
would be an entering wedge in the crimi-
nal law. But who started the entering
wedge? It was my hon. friend himself.
When he brought in this Bill he intro-
duced the thin end of the wedge by
asking that the wife should be allowed to
give evidence against the husband, when
my hon. friend knew that that is contrary
to all principles of criminal law. When
this Bill was first before the House he gave
as his reason that it was only following
out the legislation which we had two or
three years ago made in the case of com-
plaints for assault and battery. Then,
when I called his attention to the fact
that we only ask to proceed on exactly the
same lines as that, he shifts his ground
and says it is entering the thin end of the

Hon. Mr. O'DONOQOHOE.

wedge into the criminal law, and that it
will be applied to other cases. I wish to
call my hon. friend’s attention to the fact
that in this very session we have refused
to legislate any further in that direction,
and I think he might trust the House, with
the benefit of his assistance, to keep itself
right in that respect.  If we were to act
upon the objection which he takes, we
would not consider this Bill at all, because
it is the thin end of the wedge that he
introduced himself, and we have foregone
our opposition to that.

We say here we are perfectly willing to
let the Bill go if you make it conformable
to the only Act on our statute book
which is a precedent for it—that is the
Act passed three years ago by which both
husband and wife are allowed to give evi-
dence for each other in cases of assault
and battery. The feeling of the House
at that time was that we could go no fur-
ther ; the feeling of the House has been
evidenced since by what has taken place
this session, but my hon. friend persists in
pressing this Bill forward and insists on
objecting to the husband in the cases
covered by this Bill being put on
the same footing as the wife. Why should
he not? There has not been a single
reason given to the House why the hus-
band and wife should not be on the same
footing. The hon. member who has just
sat down has put that strongly. I putiton
the simple ground that if it is right for the
wife to give evidence in such a family:
quarrel as this—and 1 doubt whether it is
good policy, but I am willing to forego
my opinion on that—if it is right to give
her that privilege, surely it is right to give
her partner, the other party to the squab-
ble, the same right. It is difficult,
looking at the question logically, to get
over that. The hon. member from Lun-
enburg yesterday moved a very good
amendment, as far as it went, to prevent
the wife coming in and telling her own
story, and getting a verdict against her
husband without corroborative testimony,.
but my hon. friend knows very well, from
his experience as a criminal lawyer, that
where a woman would undertake to con-
vict her husband, if she were unscrupu-
lous, she would very easily get someone to-
come forward and confirm her statement.
The amendment is, therefore, no great
protection after all. But I do not see
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why that amendment, good as it is, should
interfere with the one which I propose,
because that only provides for a case where
the wife comes to give evidence against
her husband, and it is no answer
at all to what we contend for, that
the husband should be put on the
same footing as the wife, and be allowed
to give evidence in his own defence. As
far as my experience goes, I have never
seen a plainer statement of a ground for
proceeding as we are doing in asking this
amendment. It is logically correct ; it is
in conformity with the legislation of three
years ago, and I have not heard a single
ground upon which the House should be
called upon to give this advantage to the
wife and withhold it from the husband.
The object of testimony it to elicit the
truth, When a woman comes forward to
glve evidence against her husband she is
subject to feelings which require her
evidence to be confirmed ; when the hus-
and comes forward to tell his tale he is
likely to be swayed by the same feelings,
and his evidence will be taken for what it
1S worth, and no more; but to shut the
door against him and say we will allow
the wife to tell her story and bring forward
Witnesses to support her statement, per-
aps a mere child, is to my mind most
unfair.  The very statement of the case
shows the impropriety of it. I hope the
On. gentleman who has charge of the
Bill wilt accept the amendment which I
have proposed,
. ne House divided on the amendment
which was adopted by the following vote :

CONTENTS:
Hon, Messrs.
Alexander, MecClelan,
mon
Archibald, Moy
aillargeon, McMi l’an,
cotsfo s 0’Donohoe,
arvell, Ogilvie,
D_ever, quuet,
ickey, Power,
Girard” Toneh:
Haythérne. I

Noxn-CONTENTs:

Campbell (8 Hon. Mesers.
‘mpbell (Sir Alex.), Mill
Flint, ) N els%l;lfspeaker),

wan Odell

Kaulbach s Pllfm’b,
I%Innes, Scott,
¢Donald, Vidal.—12,

The House resolved itself into a com-
mittee of the whole on the Bill to make
the proposed amendment.

In the Committee,

Ho~n. MR. GOWAN-—I accept with
respect the decision of the House, though
I am not convinced, and I therefore beg
now to move that the amendment be
inserted.

The motion was agreed to.

Ho~n. MR. HAYTHORNE, from the
committee, reported the Bill with the am-
endment.

Hon. MR. GOWAN—I move that the
report of the committee be concurred
in,

Hon. MR. ALMON—I move in amend-
ment that the House do not concur in
the amendmer.t, but that it be concurred
in this day three months. The Bill has
been so changed and patched that it is
hard to say what the effect of it will be,
and I think it will be better to reject it al-
together.

Ho~n. MR. POWER—I think my hon.
colleague would more properly make this
motion at the third reading,

Ho~n., Mr. ALMON—Very well, I
withdraw my motion for the present.

The third reading was fixed for to-mor-
TOW.

CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT AND
LIQUOR LICENSE ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

REFERENCE TO COMMITTEE OF THE

WHOLE POSTPONED.

The order of the day having been
called,—

Committee of the Whole House on (Bill 92),
The Canada Temperance Act 1878, and The
Liquor License Act 1883, further amendment
Act.

Hon. MRr. VIDAL said : At the request
of several members, but very much against
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my own wishes, I move that the consid-
eration of this Bill be postponed until
Wednesday next, then to stand the first
order of the day.

The motion was agreed to.

- The Senate adjourned at 6 o’clock.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Friday, May r1st, 1885.

The Speaker took the Chair at three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

The House was adjourned during
pleasure.

BILLS ASSENTED TO.
At 3.30 p.m. the House was resumed.

The Hon. SR WiLLlaM  JOHNSON
Rircuig, Knight, Chief Justice of the
Supreme Court of Canada, Deputy Gov-
ernor, being seated in the Chair on the
Throne ; the Deputy Governor was pleased
to command the attendance of the House
of Commons, and that House being
present, the following Bills were assented
to, in Her Majesty’s name, by His Honor
the Deputy of His Excellency the Governor
General on his behalf, viz :—

An Act to provide for the appointment of &
Deputy Speaker of the House of Commons.

An Act to provide for the taking of a Census
in the Province of Maniioba, the North-West
Territories and the District of Keewatin.

An Act respecting the River St. Clair Rail-
way Bridge and Tunnel Company.

An Act respecting the Canada Southern
Railway Company and the Erie and Niagara
Raiiway Company.

An Act to reduce the stock of the Federal
Bank of Canada and for other purposes.

An Act for the Relief of Amanda Esther
Davis.

An Act respecting the Sault Ste. Marie
Bridge Company,

An Act to amend the Acts relating to the
Great Western and Lake Ontario Shore Junc-
tion Railway Company.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL,

An Act to incorporate the Synod of the
Diocese of Qu’Appeﬁe and for other purposes
connected therewith.

An Act further to amend the Act to incor-
porate the South Saskatchewan Valley Rail-
way Company.

_An Act respecting the Canada Congrega-
tional Missionery Society.

An Act to amend the Act to incorporate the
Wood Mountain and Qu’Appelle Railway
Company.

An Act to incorporate the Lake Erie, Essex
and Detroit River Railway Company.

An Act to incorporate the Brantford, Water-
loo and Lake Erie Railway Company.

An Act for granting certain powers to the
International Coal Company (limited).

An Act for the relief of George Louis Emil
Hatzfeld.

An Act for the relief of Fairy Emily Jane
Terry.

An Act for the relief of Alice Elvira Evans.

An Act to amend An Act to incorporate
the Sisters of Charity of the North-West
Territories.

An Act to incorporate the Pension Fund
Society of the Bank of Montreal.

An Act respecting the Annuity and Guar-
antee Funds ggciet_v of the Bank of Montreal.
An Act respecting La Banque du Peuple.

An Act to authorise the Royal Canadian
Insurance Company to reduce its Capital
Stock, and for other purposes.

Ap Act to amend the Law respecting
Bridges, Boome and other works construct
over or in Navigable Waters under the
authority of Provincial Acts.

An Act to amend the Acts respecting the
Department of the Secretary of State.

X: Act to continue An Act respecting the
Albion Mines Savings Bank.

An Act respecting the Canada Co-operative
Squlv Association (limited).

n Act to amend the Act forty-fifthVictoria,.
ohapter Seventeen, to encourage the construc-
tion of Dry Docks.

An Act respecting certain advances to the:
Provinces.

An Act to incorporate the Canadian Pacific.
Employes’ Relief Association.

An Act to incorporate the Hamilton,Guelph
and Buffalo Railway Company.

An Act respecting the Ontario Pacific:
Railway Company.

An Act to incorporate the Synod of the
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Canada.

"An Act respecting Explosive Substances.

Anp Act to amend the Act to incorporate the-
Bank of Winnipeg.

An Act farther relating to the Central:
Bank of New Brunswick.

- An Act respecting the Hamilton Provident
and Loan Society.

An Act respecting the Huron and Ontario-
Ship Canal Company.

An Act to incorporate the Fredericton and.
St. Mary’s Railway Bridge Company.
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WEST ONTARIO PACIFIC RAIL-
WAY COMPANY’S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE,

Hox~. Mr. DICKEY, from the commit-
tee on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors,
reported Biil (94), “ An Act to incorporate
the VYest Ontario Pacific Railway Com-
Pany,” with amendments. He said: I
may explain that the first material amend-
ment is to be found in the sth clause, from
Which these words are struck out—*and
shall hold office from the st February.”

hat refers to the appointment of directors.

n the next clause, the appointment is to
€ made on the first Tuesday in February,
and there would necessarily be a hiatus
Fetween the two dates unless the first of
Tebruary happened to be on the first

Uesday in the month. The Bill is
amended so that the directors shall remain
In office until their successors are appoint-
E] The next amendment is in the r1th
) i‘lse, where the company ask power to
ti e lands.. As these powers are given by
we Consolidated Railway Act, and there
c]ere other amendments to the Bill, that
c r?)?esil Was struck out. The next material
the hdment is in the clause which enables
landcompany to convey or to lease their
numsl; There was no provision for any
at sucﬁr of shax:eholders to be representegi
was 59 2‘1 meeting ; and as we thought it
sition 0';‘_ osely connected with the dispo-
editn the ‘whole property, we consider-
other g%esmw to do as we had done in
repns llls, to provide that shareholders
sh!()ml?jentmg at least one-half in value
pros be present, or represented by
o thy, gt the meeting. The next relates
el ﬁ uilding of lines of telegraphs and

onps (l{féeS, pursuant to chapter 67 of the
N Cacr)1 ldat?d Statutes of the late province
other Z ta ; but it had no reference to any
words act, (aind we, thereforq, inserted the
which and the Acts amending the same,”
e Was a necessary amendment. The
2 _clause asked for powers to build,
be?m;e and work elevators, and the mem-

5 - of the House of Commons who ex-
Plained the Bill, asked for increased
Powers to hold docks and wharves,
sidC:use this rall'way terminating on one
iveat SLake Erie, and on the other at
new T St Clair, rendered it absolutely
€ssary that they should have those

powers, and we inserted that amendment
m the Bill. He also asked for powers to
construct and operate a steam ferry on the
River St. Clair, in connection with the
lines on the other side, so that they could
exchange their traffic backwards and for-
wards, which was also a reasonable amend-
ment. We, therefore, gave the company
additional powers to construct and oper-
ate a steam ferry across the River St.
Clair. The last clause fixed the time for-
the commencement and completion of the-
work, but it made no provision that the
charter should be null’ and void unless
that work was done. We, therefore, add-
ed, by consent of the promoter of the Bill,
at the end of the clause which did so pro-
vide the time, the following—* otherwise
the powers granted by this Act shall be
forfeited.” These are the only important
amendments to the Bill.

Ho~n. MrR. PLUMB—As there have:
been some amendments to the Bill, with a
view to bring it into conformity with other
railway legislation of this House, perhaps.
it would be as well to move that the:
amendments be considered on Monday
next.

The motion was agreed to.

WINNIPEG AND PRINCE ALBERT"
RAILWAY BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Select
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors, reported Bill (91), “An Act to-
incorporate the Winnipeg and Prince
Albert Railway Company,” with certain
amendments. He said : The first amend-
ment is in the section which gives power-
to construct the road, but, as it came up-
from the House of Commons, it gave
no power to operate the road. In.
amending the clause, we give the com-
pany power to construct and operate the-
road. The next amendment is in the 4th
section, which asks for power to increase -
the stock of the company as provided by
the Consolidated Railway Act. That
clause was struck out, for the obvious.
reason that the company had the power
under that Act. The 7th clause is struck
out for the same reason. It asks for-
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power to take grants of agricultural lands
in the North West. As they had already,
by the Consolidated Railway Act, power
to take lands, this particular provision was
rather narrowing their power, because it
confined their right to take lands, to agri-
cultural lands wholly.  Therefore, we
struck out the clause by the consent of
the promoters, leaving the company power
to operate under the general clause of the
Consolidated Railway Act. There is an
amendment in the gth clause, which is of
some importance, because it relates to the
first meeting for the election of directors,
and to subsequent meetings. The amend-
ment provides that, besides the notice in
the Gazette, as this covers a large district of
.country, the notice shall be mailed to the
different shareholders, as far as their ad-
dress can be known. The 13this the
bond clause, in which we have provided,
as we havein similar other bills, that at the
meeting for authorizing those bonds,
shareholders representing at least one-half
in value of the stock shall be represented
in person or by proxy. The note clause
has been amended to bring it into harmony
with similar clauses in other bills of this
kind.

Hon. MR. GIRARD-—As the amend-
ments to the Bill have been communicated
to, and concurred in by, some of the pro-
moters of the Bill, I move that the report
be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. GIRARD moved the third
reading of the Bill.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the third time and passed.

RUSH LAKE & SASKATCHEWAN
RAILWAY & NAVIGATION
COMPANY'S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Har-
bors, reported Bill (79), “An Act to
incorporate the Rush Lake & Saskatche-
wan Railway & Navigation Company. He
said : The amendments, although numer-

Hox~. Mr. DICKEY.

ous, are not very important, except in two
or three instances, which I will explain to
the House. I may state generally, that
the Bill, as it came to us, appears to have
been copied from an old Act which was
passed four or five years ago, before steps
were taken to bring the language of our
Acts into something like harmony, and to
strike out all unnecessary verbiage, as far
as we could. In consequence of that,
several of those amendments are simply
verbal, or transposing the sentences, so as
to bring them into conformity with our
other legislation. These amendments
were made with the entire concurrence of
the member of the other House who had
charge of the Bill there. He expressed
his complete satisfaction with the manner
in which the Bill had been amended. The
first amendment is in clause 6, in which,
strange to say, power was asked to build a
double line ot railway, but now power is
taken to build a single line of railway. It
was amended to give power to build either
a single or a double line. In the 1ith,
the promissory note clause, an amendment
is made to bring it into conformity with
other bills of this kind. The 12th, is the
bond clause, which requires that at least
one-half of the stock shall be represented
at -the meeting called to authorize the
issuing of bonds. In the rgth clause, an
amendment is made for striking out the
power which is asked for to make regu-
lations for facilities for running arrange-
ments with other companies, inasmuch as
that power is already given by the Consoli-
dated Railway Act. Under the 23rd
clause, as the Bill came up to us, the rail-
way was to be commenced in two years
and completed in three years. When
the wide stretch of country which this rail-
way proposes to cover, was considered,
the promoter of the Bill asked us to ex-
tend the time for the completion of the
railway for two years longer, and we,
theretore, made the completion of the
railway to extend to five years from the
passing of this Act. These are the only
amendments, but perhaps the House
would prefer that they should be printed,
and appear on the face of the journals
before they are adopted. I, therefore,
move that the report be taken into consi-
deration on Monday next.

The motion was agreed to.
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PUBLIC AFFAIRS OF THE DOM-|selves for the discussion, and make
INION. up their own minds as to the course they

will pursue with reference to that particular

ENQUIRY. subject. That pratice has been followed

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER rose to call
attention to the present state of the pub-
lic affairs of the Dominion, and to ask
the Government how they proposed to
remedy existing evils. He said: At a
moment when such troubles have been
brought upon the country by misrule, I
only propose to touch very briefly some

the more important evils which the
Party now in power have brought upon
us, but before proceeding I will—

_Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
fise to a point of order. The point of
order which I desire to raise is under the
rules of the House which regulate the
OCcasions upon which a Senator has a
night to address the House. The rule
which I invoke is rule 21, which says :—
“ A Senator may speak to any question be-
tore the Senate or apon aquestion,oran amend-
ment to be proposed by himself,or upon a ques-
Lion of order arising out of the debate, but not

€

0|'~herwise without leave of the Senate, which
shall be determined without debate.”

. This is the rule of the House, and this
1s the rule which has been observed in the
ouse of Commons. Certain exceptions
have been engrafted on this rule by the
Usages of Parliament,and more particularly
by the usages of the House of Lords and
the Senate. 1In the House of Commons,
in England and in this country, questions
are put briefly and answered shortly. In
the House of Lords and in this House, a
certain latitude has been allowed to mem-
ofirs' who put questions. That latitude
atig:\nany confined them to such explan-
S as were necessary to elucidate the
question they were about to put. By
cgrees that latitude was enlarged, and it
X }%11:, (Ii-imng late years, been the practice in
notic ouse of Lords and here to give
this ce,has the hon. gentleman has done in
atten:'he’ that he will on such a day draw
the GIO!\ to such a subject, and will ask
notic overnment such a question : but the
genere HIS, Intended to give the House
ot ;lh_y Information as to the precise ob-
whe | ich the hon. member has in view
©1s about to put the question, in or-

€r that members may prepare them-
2

in this House. An instance of it occurred
here yesterday, when the hon. member
from Quinte drew attention to treaties with
the Indians and asked the Government
whether it was intended to enter into any
new trcaties with the Indians.  Another
notice was given by the hon. member from
Niagara,who drew attention to the practice
of the House with respect to Bills coming
before us, and asked whether the Govern-
ment would take any steps towards endea-
voring to improve the practice, and that
is constantly done : but in all these cases
there is a specific notice, and there is a
specific question.  The rule is laid down
very plainly-—better in Bourinot than in
May or Todd—and I will read it_to the
House. It is put very clearly, tersely and
correctly in Bourinot, “ Questions put by
members,” as follows :—

It is an established rule of Parliamentary
practice, and one that should always be
strictly observed, that no member is to ad-
dress the House, unless ‘it be to speak to a
motion already under debate, or to propose
one himself for discussion. A practice, how-
ever, has long prevailed in Parliament, and i8
now established in the Senate and House of
Commons, of putting questions to Ministers of
the Crown, concerning any measure pending
in Parliament, or other public matter, and of
receiving the answers or explanations of the
persons so interrogated. This deviation from
the general rule respecting motions has arisen
from the necessity that experience has shown
of obtaining for the House material informa-
tion, which may throw light on the business
before it, and serve to guide the judgment in
its future proceedings. The procedure in the
Senate on such occasions is quite different
from that of the House of Commons. Much
more latitude is allowed in the Upper House,
and a debate often takes place on a mere
question or inquiry, of which, however, notice
must always be given when it is of a special
character. Many attempts have been made
to prevent debate on sucE questions, but the
Senate, as it may be seen from the precedents
set forth in the notes below, have never
practically given up the usage of permitting
speeches on these occasions—a usage which
is essentially the same as in the Lords’ House.
The observations made on such occasions,
however, should be confined to the persons
making and answering the inquiry, and if
others are allowed to offer remarks these
should be rather in the way of explanation, or
with the view of eliciting further information
on a question of public interest. The more
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regular, and now the more common practice,
is for a member, in cases requiring some dis-
cussion, to give notice that he will call atten-
tion on a future day to a public matter, and
make an inquiry of the Government on the
subject. Then ‘it is perfectly legitimate to
discuss the whole question at length, as the
terms of the notice show the intention of the
person who puts it on the paper. This prac-
tice of the House of Lords has been followed
in the Canadian Senate since 1877.”

Now, that pre-supposes a notice of an
intention to call attention of the House
to a specific matter and to ask a specific
question. The hon. gentleman in this
case has not taken that course. He has
not taken a course which would give the
House any information concerning the
matter which he proposes to discuss, and
the very object of a notice is that the
House may be prepared to consider what
he brings before them. The notice in
this case is :—

¢ That he will call attention to the present
state of the public afairs of the Dominion,

and will ask the Government how they pro-
pose to remedy existing evils.”

Now, calling the attention of the House
to the existing state of public affairs may
mean anything and everything. It may
mean all the policy of the Government
from the time they became a Government
to the present day. It means all the
affairs of the North-West; all the affairs
of the Pacific Railway; the tarif—any-
thing and everything the hon. gentleman
chooses to talk about: and then his ques-
tion is, “ How they propose to remedy
existing evils?”  What an inquiry that is,
and how impossible it is for any Govern-
ment to speak in reply to such a question !
The hon. gentleman’s view of what are
existing evils differs, very likely, most
materially from the view I entertain, and
probably the view of the majority of the
House as to what are existing evils; and
therefore to say that he will draw attention
to everything—because that is substan-
tially the notice he has given—to draw
attention to everything and ask everything
does not come within the rules and usage
of Parliament, even as that usage has
been interpreted of late years. Therefore,
I think the hon. gentleman has no right
to address the House and make the
inquiry of which he has given notice. 1
submit the question of order for the con-
sideration of the House.

Hon. Sir ALEX., CAMPBELL.

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER—Knowing,
from extensive reading, the procedure of
Parliament both in the House of Lords.
and the House of Commons in England,
I never supposed that the leader of the
Government in this House would possibly
raise any objection to the motion of which
I have given notice. If I had anticipated
that he would do so, I could have brought
twenty different cases in point both in the
House of Commons and the House of
Lords, and I would only respectfully solicit
the Speaker of this House to delay his de-
cision on the point of order until Monday,.
that I may have an opportunity of pre-
senting to this House numerous preced-
ents, as I am prepared to do. When the
affairs of a nation or a country are drift-
ing into an alarming condition it has been:
the privilege of any member of the House
of Lords or the House of Commons to re-
fer to the subject and to touch upon any
questions in which the public interests are
involved. If I had the least idea that the
leader of the House, who seems always.
disposed to block—

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The:
hon. member is out of order.

THE SPEAKER—The hon. gentleman
is not in order. The only argument he
can use is as to the question of order.

Hon. MrR. ALEXANDER—Then I
merely rise to respectfully solicit the Chair
to delay the decision on this question un-
til Monday. I will bring to his attention
numerous precedents of motions in the
House of Lords similar to this one which.
I have placed on the paper.

Tue SPEAKER—The postponement
proposed by the hon. member does not
rest with me. If the House desire that
the question should remain over until
Monday, 1 am perfectly willing to postpone-
it.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I should think
that the feeling of the House would be
that the matter should be decided now, if
his Honor is prepared to give his decis-
ion.

Hon. MR. POWER—I do not agree
with the hon. member from Amherst. As.
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1t happens the hon. gentleman from Wood-
stock stands in a somewhat peculiar posi-
tion in the Senate.

Hox. Mr. PLUMB—Hear, hear.

Hox. Mr. POWER—He is the leader
of the third party in the House, and I
believe constitutes the third party himself,
and I think that, being in such a small
minority, he is entitled to every consider-
ation from the members of the two regular
parties.  Now, the hon. gentleman has
Stated here in his place, that he can
Produce several precedents to justify the
action which he proposes to take ; and I
think that as a matter of courtesy to an

Oon. member of the House, he should
ave an opportunity of doing so. If the
House should decide not to give the hon.
Mmember that opportunity, which I hope
they will not do, I think, even looking at
the authorities cited by the Minister of
ustice, there is nothing out of order in
the notice of the hon. gentleman, and the
manner in which he proposes to speak.
It is true that the subject is a somewhat
extensive one, but there is no limitation
laid down in Bourinot or the authorities
to which he refers as to the extent of a
subject. The Government, I think, should

€ prepared always to defend their policy
at all points.

Hon,

hear Mr.

ALEXANDER— Hear,

Hon. Mr. POWER—TI think that it is

the duty of the Government to be pre-
Ppared.

Hon. Mg, ALEXANDER—T
afraid of 3 debate, hey are

o H,ON. Mgr. POWER—The hon. gentle-
n an's notice has been on the paper now
ec:.r something like a month, and the Gov-
thx(:ment have had every opportunity, if
: T€ were any weak piaces in their de-
ehces, to strengthen them, and I do not

::‘i{nk 1t could be pleaded that they are
tal en by surprise ; that is the only object
making the notice definite, to "prevent

th h A
2 v‘Scivemment being taken by surprise.

remember that, when this proced-
ure of calling attention to g matE:r, and

then asking a question, was first introduced

into this House by the hon. gentleman
who is now Minister of the Interior, the
hon. gentleman gave a notice which really
did not inform the House as to the extent
of the ground that he proposed to cover.
I remember that in 1877, the notice given
was an inquiry of a limited character,
and the hon. gentleman travelled over a
great deal of ground that was not covered
by the notice. In the next session, 1878,
the hon. gentleman gave notice that he
would call attention to the financial con-
dition of Canada. Well, the financial
condition of Canada is a very wide sub-
ject. Now, where is the House going to
draw the line ?

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD—That was a
specific motion,

Hox, Mr. POWER—This is a specific
motion. It was customary some years
ago to move the House into Committee
of the Whole on the general state of the
provinces, and practically this notice is
intended, I presume, to bring about sub-
stantially almost the same result as the
motion to go into a Committee of the
Whole on the general state of Canada.
Considering, as I said before, the extreme
numerical smallness of the party which
the hon. gentleman leads, and the fact
that there is ample time just now at the
disposal of this House for a discussion of
the general condition of the country, the
rule ought to be construed in the broadest.
and most generous spirit.

Tue SPEAKER—1I am quite prepared.
to give my decision on this question now,.
and if it is the pleasure of the House 1
shall do so.

HoN. MR. ALEXANDER—I call for
the yeas and nays whether the Speaker
shall give his decision now, or delay it un-
til Monday. I do not believe that any
six or eight members should dictate to this
House. (Order.) It is contrary to every
rule and precedent of Parliament.

Tue SPEAKER—When the motion on
the paper first attracted my attention, I
thought it was of an unusual character.
It has been on the paper now for several
weeks, and for my own part, I have no
idea at the present moment, although it
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has come every day under my eye during
that time, what the object of the hon.
gentleman is in placing the motion on the
paper. The practice of asking information
from the Government is a very useful one,
and prevails largely in both Houses; but
the practice of the Senate is very different
from that of the House of Commons. In
the House of Commons, no such latitude
as members enjoy in the Senate is at all
permitted. Here, following the practice
in the House of Lords, a very great lati-
tude in debate is allowed on notices of
this character. Our practice is altogether
controlled by the example and precedents
of the House of Lords. The rule of the
Senate regulating the right of Senators to
address the House, I need not repeat, as
it has been read by the Minister of Jus-
tice. I will, however, read from May on
the practice generally of putting questions
in Parliament, before referring to pre-
cedents that I intend to quote on this sub-
ject. May says that:—

<« By the practice of both Houses, questions
are frequently put to Ministers of the Crown
concerning any measure pending in Parlia-
ment, or other public event; and to particular
members who have charge of a bill, or who
have given notices of motion, or are otherwise
concerned in some business before the House,
a question may be asked concerning the in-
tentions of the Governmeut, in any matters of
legislation or administration, but not as to
their abstract opinions upon general questions
of policy. When a question affects the char-
acter of a member, or reflects upon the con-
duct of other persons, it is more properly the
subject of the motion which can be conveni-
ently debated. Notice is usually given of
such questions in the votes, unless they relate
to some matter of urgency, or to the course
of public business. All questions should be
limited as far as possible to matters immedi-
ately connected with the business of Parlia-
ment, and should be put in such a manner ag
not to involve opinion, argument, or'inference;
nor are any facts to be stated, unless they be
necessary 1o make the question intelligible.
In the same manner,an answer should be con-
fined to the points contained in the question,
with such explanation only a8 will render the
answer intelligible, without discussion ; buta
certain latitude is sometines permitted, by
courtesy, to Ministers of the Crown. It is
irregular to refer to past debates, either in a
uestion or answer, but a departure from this
rule has been occasionally permitted, in order
to clear up misunderstandings. When a ques-
tion has geen fully answered, 8 memwber will
not be allowed to repeat it. Where notice has
been given of an irregular question, it is either
corrected at the table, if possible, in conference

THE SPEAKER.

with the member himself, or wholly omitted
by direction of the Speaker.

_‘“Sometimes, when an answer has been
given, further questions are addressed to the
Ehmster on the same subject, but no observa-
tions or comments are then permitted to be
made. In the Lords, a greater license of
debate is permitted, in putting and answering
questions, and commenting upon them, with-
out any question being betore the House. In
}867, the Lords’ coramittee on public bus-
iness, while recognizing and approving this
practice, resolved that notice of questions
should be given in the minutes, except in
cases of urgency. And on the 2nd April,
1869, it was resolved, ‘that it is desirable
when it is intended to make a statement or
raise a discussion, on asking a question, that
notice of the question should be given in the
orders of the 3ay and potices.”

It is well understood that by the 112th
rule of the Senate, that in cases unpro-
vided for the House is governed by the
rules, usages and proceedings of the
House of Lords.

Bourinot, on the same point, has this
clear and emphatic language with regard
to the necessity of a notice in repect to a
question to be submitted to the House for
discussion :—

¢ The more regular, and now the more
common practice, 18 for a member in cases re-
quiring some discussion, to give notice that
he will call attention on a future day to a
}éublicmatter, and make an inquiry of the

overnment on the subject. Then, it is per-
fectly legitimate to discuss the whole subject
at length, as the terms of the notice show the
intention of the person who puts it on the
papel‘.”

Now, to my mind, the terms of the
question of the hon. Senator from Wood-
stock, do not show what question the hon.
member intends to ask the Government.
With regard to the practice on this sub-
ject, I wish first to refer to the precedents
of the House of Lords on which our prac-
tice is founded, and I shall cite out of in-
numerable cases which I could mention,
one or two showing the practice of the
House of Lords on questions of this kind.
The first one is in regard to the subject of
Railway Amalgamation in 1872 :—

¢ The Earl of Airlie called attention to the
question of Railway Amalgamation, and in-~
quired whether Her Majesty’s government in-
tend to appoint a Royal Commission, or to
move for a Committee for the purpose of in-
vestigating the question of aRailway Amalga-
mation; or whether they intend to pro
further legislation on this subject during the
present session ? »’
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Here the subject of the inquiry is clearly
and specifically stated ; what the noble
lord wished to call the attention of the
House to, and the question which he in-
tended to ask is as clearly indicated. I
Will only cite another out of the many

€ases which I could mention. It is as
follows :._

re“ Lord Chelmsford called attention to the
sep't.‘:t of the Marriage Law Commiission pre-
edn . (jj to the House 1n the year 1868, and ask-
tio’ v IEthe:: the Government have any inten-

0 of taking steps to carry out the recom-

;nendatlons of the commissioners for the
mendment of the law 77

Here, again, the subject to which it was
the intention of the member to direct the
attention of the House, was clearly and
Specifically indicated, and the question
Which it was intended to ask the Gov-
fmmenﬁ is just as clearly foreshadowed in
mE Notice. These questions should and
" st form precedents to govern our prac-
Ce. It has been said, however, by the
On. member from Halifax, that questions
Very similar to the one now before the
hi?l?ese have been put in this Chamber
atls arto. 1 differ from the hon._ Senator,
simil St T have scarched in vain for any
'lar motion being made in this House.
ro; Cfise 'alludgd to by the hon. Senator
we b al_lfax, 1s the first instance which
Casiozve In our books. It was on the oc-
on M_Of_ a similar motion made by the
it Inister of the Interior, who was the
T ucer of this practice into the Senate.
€ question was :—

“The hon, Mr. Macph
; . Mr. pherson called the at-
:’)ef“t‘}‘)‘;n‘;)f the House to the public expenditure
whicy, § O)mlmon, especially that portion of it
ministrsfarge]y within the control of the ad-
ow 5t i& 1on, and inquired of the Government
twe 8. broposed to restore the equilibrium
€0 1ncome and expenditure ?”

perlx-}i?:e the subject was the public ex-
iy thure of the Dominion, and specific-
omin? controllable expenditure of the
overs ;n, and the Question asked of the
reston ‘hent was how it was intended to
e t ¢ equilibrium between revenue
expenditure.  In the next year, a

i i ar QUeStion w
. . as l ut

rior on -
ject, as follows . the same sub

[1
‘The Hon. Mr. Macpherson having called

the attention t i
penditure of (:heth]e)oﬂouge ' ihe public ex-

: . ne Dominion, es 1
portion ofit which is | argely \;ith{): :‘l;:l c):mtt};z}

of the administration, with a view to inquire
of the Government how it is proposed to re-
stored the equilibrium between 1ncome and
expenditure ?”

Here we have again the subject intend-
ed to be brought to the notice of the
House clearly indicated. The House was
not taken by surprise; the Government
could not be taken by surprise in the
answer they would have to give to the
question.  But I may say that these two
questions put by the hon. Minister of the
Interior exhibit a greater latitude in regard
to the subject than any others I think to
be found either on our journals, or on the
records of the House of Lords. I do not
know that it is necessary for me to weary
the House with further precedents. I
have, however, another precedent from a
very excellent authority which I must
quote. A question was put by the hon.
member from Halifax in 1883, as follows :

““Hon. Mr. Power called the attention of
the House to certain objectionable features in
the management of the line of steamshiﬁs
wrich now carry the mails between the
United Kingdom and Canada, the desirability
of making changes in the terms of the exist-
ing contract 8o as to render the operation of
the contract more beneficial to Canada, and
the necessity of terminating the present con-
tract ; and ask the Government whether they
have given or propose to give, notice to the
contractors of their intention to terminate the
said contract, and if so, what is the nature of
the changes which the Government propose
to make in the terms of the said contract?”

This question, I think, might be very
safely adopted as a model by hon. mem-
bers desiring to put inquiries of this kind.
It is the most specific form of question
perhaps on our books, and neither the
House nor the Government could at all
be taken by surprise either in discussing
or in answering it. I think I may be
permitted to say that the practice has gone
quite far enough in this House with regard
to inquiries of this character. We have
gone beyond the precedents of the House
of Lords from which we have taken this
practice. In the House of Lords, no
notice of an inquiry of this kind can be
adjourned, as is often done in this House,
because there being no substantive motion
there is nothing to found an amendment
upon, and a motion for the adjournment
of the debate from day to day must be, in
amendment to the main motion. Such
motions are never made in the House of
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Lords. If, however, motions of the des-
cription of that which has just now been
taken exception to are permitted, I am
afraid that our practice will become very
loose, and the use of a notice on the paper
may almost as well be dispensed with.
My opinion clearly is, that the question of
the hon. Senator from Woodstock is out
of order.

PARLIAMENTARY RETURNS.

Ho~. MrR. POWER—Before the orders
of the day are called, I should like to ask
the Minister of Justice if he can inform
the House what time the reports of the
railway surveys, asked for some consider-
able time ago, will be brought down.
When I asked the Minister a few days ago
he said that he thought they had been
laid on the table of the other House. But
that would not be an answer to our reso-
lution, and I imagine that the reports, if
brought down, would have been printed
before now and distributed amongst mem-
bers of this House.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
inquired the day after the hon. gentleman
put the question to me, and I found that
the report had been in the possession of
the Minister of Railways, but had not
been laid on the table of the other House
by him. He told me, however, that he
would either give them to me to bring
them down here, or would lay them on
the table of the other House himself, and
I do not know whether he has since
brought them down to the other House
or not.

A SUGGESTED ADJOURNMENT.

Hox. Mr. POWER-—Before the orders
of the day are called, I should like to
suggest to the leader of the Government
the advisability of adjourning this House
over for some time.

Hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear !
Oh,oh! No,no!”

Hon. MR, POWER—The work of this
House has been kept up very satisfactorily
up to date ; there are no arrears of work
before us, and it does not seem likely that
any work will come from the other end of

Tue SPEAKER.

the building to us for some weeks ; and
there is at least as much reason now for
adjourning over for three or four weeks
as there was in an earlier part of the ses-
sion. It is unfair to keep members here,
when there is nothing for them to do.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELIL—The
hon. gentleman is probably more in the
secrets of the Opposition as to the course
they are pursuing in the other branch than
I am. The hon. gentleman, I think, is
mistaken in saying that there will be no
business up from the other House for
three or four weeks. I am sure that un-
less the party with which he is connected
obstructs the business very much in the
other House, in a short time there will be
work enough before us to keep us occu-
pied, and I think we should remain, be-
cause we do not know how soon the policy
of the Opposition may change.

Hox. MR. ALMON.—If the leaders in
this House, in conjunction with the Min-
isters in the other House, will issue an m-
junction that no books are to be taken out
of the library, I think it would shorten the
session of Parliament very much. The
practice of reading long extracts from
books, which has been carried on in the
other House, and which has lately broken
out here in a slight degree to the left of
Mr. Speaker, should be disallowed, and
we would get through the business of Par-
liament much sooner, and get home to our
families,

OFFENCES AGAINST THE PER-
SON BILI.

REJECTED ON THIRD READING,

Hon. MrR. GOWAN moved the third
reading of Bill (S), “An Act to amend ‘An
Act respecting Offences against the Per-
son,’” as amended. He said: This Bill
has already been spoken to very fully. I
would only shortly observe that the enact-
ment is one of a very beneficial character,
a wholesome enactment, intended to pro-
tect the weak and helpless. The law as it
stands, is insufficient to do so, and I would
simply quote two extracts from a judg-
ment of Mr. Justice Armour, who lately
gave his decision in respect to the com-
petency of a wife to give evidence against
the husband. He said :(—
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“The law under which

. the prisoner was
ndicted s, P

to my mind, a most wholesome
tnactment, and ‘it must, in my opinion in
nearly every case like the present, be a dead
etter unless the wife, against whom the
offence is committed by her husband, be per-
mitted to testify against him.”

In winding up his judgment he said :—

“I do not think that we ought, by declar-
v g the wife to be incompetent, to render the

€ry salutory Act under which the prisoner
Was convicted ‘vain and useless.’ ”

¢ NOthing that I could say would add
OTCe to these remarks, but I may say, and
0 s0 most emphatically, that the Act
be a dead letter unless the wife is
allowed to give her testimony in any
charge preferred by her against the hus-

and. T bow to the decision of the House.
Th?y desire that the husband also shall be
2 Witness, and in the face of the vote that
as been giver, ] feel it would be improper
0 contend against it.

in

will

t

Hox, Mr. BELLEROSE—I would
ask the hon, gentleman to allow the third
Teading of this Bill to stand until Monday,
as the Bill is very important, and there is

}:ﬁ'erence of opinion as to the effect of
the amendment,

ceef}ipN. MR. GOWAN—I would be ex-
o Ingly pleased to meet my hon. friend’s
egglesuon, but I have been called sud-
imn Y home on a matter that will make it
Possible for me to be here on Monday.

mHON. Mr. ALMON—I have a great
wg}ly reasons for moving the resolution
realgh I now do, that this Bill be not now
b the third time, but that it be read

1s day three months. In the first place,
cri('::'nmder that all amendments to the
isterm::ﬂ lawf should come from the Min-
patcho ]ustlce.‘ I think that this kind of
Patd work—brmgmg in a Bill to alter the
wentmal law, when we do not know what
_ beforq this amendment, or what
N €s after it, 1S not advisable. It only

uOlqped out during the debate, that the
gnntlﬁhmept for the husband, if convicted
o i 1s evidence, is three months imprison-
ent. The hon. gentleman himself has
] _sit told us that this Bill, as amended
Wil be a dead letter if jt becomes law,

Hox. Mg POWER—-NO, no.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—If the wife is not
competent as a witness.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—If the wife is not
a compellable witness under the law ?

Hox. MrR. GOWAN-—What I said is
this : I quoted the language of one of the
learned judges of Ontario, Justice Armour,
and what he said was this: that unless
the wife was permitted (he was in the
minority and differed from the judges
who held that she was not allowable
as a witness) the law would be a dead let-
ter, and a very salutory enactment would
fall to the ground, dead and useless.

Hox. MR. ALMON—This is a piece
of patch-work on the law as it stands.
The Bill has already been so amended
and patched by the hon. gentlemen and
the lawyers who have been hackling at it
since it has been before us, that it has at
last got to be like a tramp’s trousers—you
cannot tell which is the original, and
which are the emendations. When it was
introduced, it provided that the wife
should be a competent and compellable
witness against the husband ; then it was
moved that the husband should also be
an allowable witness in his own behalf.
I may say that the hon. gentleman from
Halifax lopped off one limb; the hon.
member from Lunenburg lopped off
another, and the hon. member from
Ambherst cut off another, and I think the
Minister of Justice cut off another. With
his pleasant smile, the father of the little
Benjamin now asserts a doubt whether he
recognizes his own child ; in fact, I think
he knows as little about it, as he did
about the seat of that boil that he alluded
to a few days ago as having escaped the
notice of the medical men. We know
that eventally that boil came to a head,
but where it originated we know not.

Hox. MR. SCOTT—The hon. gentle-
man perhaps is correct in stating that there
have been one or two changes made in
this Bill, but in its present shape it is an
extremely simple measure, and I am quite
sure when he hears it read, he will agree
with me in the opinion that it is as sim-
ple as 1t can possibly be made. It is as
follows : — .
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“In any prosecution of any person under
this section for refusing or neglecting to pro-
vide food, clothing or lodging for his wife or
children, the accused (that is the Lusbaud)
and his wife, shall be competent (not com-
pellable) to give evidence as witnesses either
for or against the accused.”

Nothing can be simpler than that. It
allows each one to go into the box, and
allows the husband to tell his own story,
and the wife to tell her story. Those
stories always reach the Bench, whether
under oath, or not under oath. In my
judgment, in cases of this kind, where
both parties have such a direct interest,
there is very little difference whether they
are sworn or not sworn ; because a judge,
in a case of this kind, which is a domestic
matter, naturally asks the husband to give
his explanation. Tt is presumed that the
explanation he gives in a crisis of that kind
is the same as he would give under oath.
I think it is always extremely important
that the wife should be enabled to give her
statement.

Ho~n. Mr. ALMON-—It leads to per-
jury.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I am quite pre-
pared to agree with the hon. gentleman
in that, but there seems to be an opinion
abroad that in the administration of the
criminal law we should follow the lines
laid down in the civil law, to allow the
parties to a case to be examined under
oath. A Bill was brought before the
British House of Commons the other day,
and was passed there, which allowed the
accused in all cases, not only in misde-
meanors, but in felonies, to give evidence
in his own case. If there is a case in
which the accused should be allowed to
give evidence in his own behalf, it is in
one of this kind. As the Bill now stands
there can be no objection to it; both
parties will be heard, and no doubt there
will have to be corroborative evidence
before a decision will be given for or
against the accused.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—No doubt,
as the hon. member from Barrie has the
support of the leaders of the Government
and of the Opposition, he will not fear the
fate of the Bill. I may say that I regret
that my hon. friend, the junior member
from Halifax, has brought in this motion,

HonN. MRr. SCOT'T.

because I am forced to support him from
my own convictions, notwithstanding the
fact that the learned gentleman from
Barrie is the personification ot justice, and
I am disposed to give a great deal of
attention to everything he says. When
the hon. gentleman introduced this Bill,
I was in favor of it, with certain amend-
ments. I was opposed to anything that
would have the tendency to sever the tie
between husband and wife. I believe it
is a tie recognized in law to be so close,
that they have never been allowed to give
evidence for or against each other, and
this seems to be the first departure from
that salutory and, I believe, just rule, and
I consider it to be vicious in its tendency
and effect. If we allow a measure of
this kind to become law, under which the
wife and husband can give evidence for
or against each other, I believe it will have
a dangerous tendency, and it was with
that feeling in my mind I moved the
amendment at another stage, that the
wife’s evidence should not be sufficient as
against her husband without corroborative
testimony. If the Bill had remained in
that position, with my amendment accep-
ted, as I thought by the House, I should
have been satisfied to vote for it in that
way ; but when the amendment was pro-
posed yesterday, and carried, that the
husband and wife should both be com-
petent witnesses, I considered it was a
departure from ail the principles that I
believe to govern the rules of evidence
with respect to charges between husband
and wife. Although there may be some
reason why such a law as this should be
enacted, I do not think that the wife
is exactly in the position my hon. friend
says, in all cases. She usually has scme
connections or sympathizing friend. She
is not isolated from everybody, and there
will be some friend who will know of her
condition if she is in want and suffering,
and any merchant or neighbour will pro-
vide her with the necessaries of life, the
husband can be made responsible for
those necessaries in a civil action. There-
fore, while - this civil remedy exists, I see
no reason for a law of this kind, the ten-
dency of which will be to weaken that
close relation which should always exist
between husband and wife, and to lead to
perjury. My hon. friend from Ottawa
has given us the strongest reason why
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this Bill should not become law. He says
;)t Is immaterial whether the wife and hus-
and are sworn or not ; that the Court

would pay very little attention to their
evidence.

Ho~. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentle-

“:‘:“ from Ottawa did not put it in that
y.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—If I am mis-
Tepresenting the hon. gentleman from
ttawa, he can correct me himself. He
said he considered it of very little import-
ance whether they were sworn or not,
bec_ause he considered there would be
Perjury somewhere, and the court would
Pay little attention to either of them.
Shoatl 15 a reason why I consider they
witud not be brought into a court as

hesses when we feel that such would
ee the result. Having had considerable
XPerience in such matters in my practice,

Cannot allow this Bill to pass without
f‘:lg’i glsapproval. With the 'amendment
acc: I proposed, I was quite ready to
wife,pt It, because then it was not the
was Sbev1dence alone that the conviction
. ased on, but upon that evidence
u,ﬂPOrtP:d by independent testimony. The
iy rid, }?s It stands, is vicious in its tendency,

as my unqualified opposition.

The House divided on the amend-

m . r
0t which was lost on the following
Ivision :—

CoNTENTS :
Hon. Messrs.
AAlrl.I:]on, Glasier,
B ‘"and, Kaulbach,
Bal argeon, McDonald
Belllierose, McKay, ’
Bgtsl?)g(’i McKindsey,
Chatrds Montgomery,
. :}'8, Nelson.
Clergom’ Plumb,
Coop W, Read,
2%1;?:6’ Trudel,
Fergu so’n, Turner.—23.
Nox-ConTenTs :
Hon. Messrs.
Alexande
Archibaldr ; onel,

. 0'Do
g,'l‘i';‘tpbe“s Sir Alex.),Pelle?igi},oe,
» Poirier,
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Girard, Power,
Gowan, Scott,
Grant, Smith,
Haéthorne, Stevens,
MecClelan, Sutherland,
MclInnes, Vidal,
Macfarlane, Wark.—23.
Miller (Speaker),

The House then divided on the main
motion, which was lost on the following

division :—
CONTENTS :
Hon. Messrs.
Alexander, Miller (Speaker),
Archibald, 0’Donohoe,
Campbell (Sir Alex.), Pellet er,
Dever, Poirier,
Flint, Power,
Girard, Scott,
Gowan, Smith,
Grant, Stevens,
Haythorne, Sutherland,
McClelan, Vidal,
Mclnnes, Wark.—23.
Macfarlane,
NoN-CONTENTS :
Hon. Messra.
Almon, Glasier,
Armand, Kaulbach,
Baillargeon, McDonald,
Bellerose, McKay,
Bolduc, McKindsey,
Boteford, Montgomery,
Chaflers, Nelzon,
Chapais, Odell,
Clemow, Plumb,
Cochrane, Read,
DeBlois, Trudel,
Ferguson, Turner.—24.

The Senate adjourned at 5:15 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, May ¢th, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at three

o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

CIVIL SERVICE ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

SECOND READING,
Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL moved

the second reading of Bill (31),*An Actto
amend and consolidate the Civil Service:
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Acts ot 1882, 1883 and 1884.” He said:
This Bill proposes to introduce some
changes into the present Civil Service
Acts. 1 do not find that the changes are
very important. The first that I notice is
in the third clause; it is to apply the
‘Civil Service Act to the officers and em-
ployes of the Government in the North-
West Territory. That has been rendered
necessary by the increased forces which
the Government are obliged to employ
there. The sth clause enables the Gov-
ernor-in-Council, from time to time, to
make rules and regulations respecting the
appointments and promotions of civil
servants. Sub-section 2 of the same
clause provides that the supernumerary
clerks shall not be eligible for increase of
salary. Section 7 provides that anyone
who is a member of the civil service at the
time of the passing of this Act shall be
classified in the class in which he has
been appointed. The next clause pro-
vides that the Board of Examiners shall
he supervised by the Secretary of State,
and the 4th sub-section of the clause fixes
the salary of each menber of the board at
$600 per annum.

Hox. Mr, SCOTT—How much have
they now ?

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL.—
‘They have so much a day, and it comes,
in the course of the year, to about that.
Each examiner receives $8 a day. There
is another sub-section which allows mem-
bers of the board their travelling expenses.
The seventh sub-section provides for the
appointment of a secretary to the board,
at a salary not exceeding $i,000 per
annum, with a clerk to assist him. One
of the examiners now discharges the
duties of secretary, and with the number
of persons coming to be examined it is
impossible for him to take his part in
holding the examinations ; therefore, it is
proposed to appoint a secretary. The
47th clause of the Bill provides that when,
from a temporary pressureof work, the assis-
tance of temporary clerks becomes neces-
sary, the Head of the Department may, on
requisition of the deputy head, select from
the lists of qualified candidates the
necessary clerks, but such persons are not
to be continued after the period in which
a preliminary or qualifying examination is

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL.

held, unless they present themselves for
examination and obtain certificates. I
think that is a very good amendment.
Then sub-section @ of section 50 has been
changed to enable the deputy head to
suspend an official from performance of
his duty, or receipt of his salary, for mis-
conduct or negligence. It sometimes
happens that it may not be desirable to
suspend an official from the performance
of his duty, but it may be thought advis-
able to punish him for some neglect of
duty, as, for instance, a mail clerk who
has been careless, and this is to enable the
Head of the Department, or his deputy, to
punish the offender by saying to him,
“you shall go on with your duty, but you
shall pay a fine for what you have done.”
Sub-section 2 of section 51 provides that
when an officer of inferior rank performs
the duties of a superior officer he shall
receive the same pay; I think that is
eminently fair.  Section 52 is as follows:

Any officer, clerk or employe who has re-
signed, shall be eligible, without examination,
under the authority of an Order-in-Council,
to re-enter the service, at the same salary in
the class in which he was gerving at the time
of such resignation, and provided that funds
are available for the payment ot his salary.

I know of two instances of this kind—a
man has left the service, believing himself
to be unfit to discharge his duties through
some threatening complaint, who turned
out afterwards to be fit for work. This
clause enables the Government to avail
themselves of his services.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Somebody else
may have been appointed to the position
in the meantime.

Hon. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—
Then he could not be employed again in
that position. Clause 53 provides that all
payments of money to permanent em-
ployes, other than salaries, shall be made
only under the authority of the Governor-
in-Council. That is a provision to remedy
a difficulty which sometimes occurs, and
which certainly should be put a stop to.
Sometimes -a clerk stands well with his
principal, and an endeavor is made to give
him additional salary, and an item for that
purpose is put in the Estimates. The
Estimates are often made up somewhat
hurriedly, and this item, with others, re-
ceives the sanction of Parliament, and this
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cler]c gets the money without the matter

aving had the consideration of the Gov-
ernor-in-Council.  This is to provide that
€ven under these circumstances, although
Parliament may have voted the money,
yet the intervention of the Governor-in-

ouncil will be necessary, and then, of
course, their responsibility will becomplete.

How.
It would
from the

MR, MacINNES (Burlington)—
be a further protection if 1t came
Treasury Board.

- How. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
i reasury Board only makes recommenda-
100S to the Governor-in-Council. The
thoverno.r-in:Council throughout act in
at, as in kindred matters, by referring to
poitrl Teasury Board and adopting their re-
in t}; There are some novelties, I thml_(,
mome schedules. I do not know at this
2 sy ént of more than two. Qne is that
a Perintendant of letter carriers may be
PPointed at a salary not exceeding $8oo.

Hon. Mg, SCOTT—A new office ?

. Igém SIR ALEX.CAMPBELL—A new
as b In name at all events. The duty
ceeen. dlscharged in some qf the larger
nOs~m Montreal I believe, in Toronto,
man Vlv‘by a c.lerk.‘ There are a great
%o befflgter carriers in a place like Toron-
in’g Witt;) leve upwards of 100, and in deal-
that somso many employés it is desirable
to seq the one man should be the master
t the at they got out with their letters
Propes tproper hour, that they return in
st Ime, that they take all the letters
n tl[:erwse In that way the letter carriers
duties (Itoglplete performance ot their
now .to bt as been fou_nd, in Toronto I
sulte ,and eil attended with very good re-
undér e the work has peen done, not
ter Carr: s na];ne of Superintendent of Let-
and oo er}sl, ut a clerk has attended to it
o N that they carried out the rules of
maimai[:lrément, that discipline has been
duty, If and that they were all fit for
that bras l}f a complete supervision over
that this'c of the service, and I believe
o 'S a very valuable improvement.
-argerycit‘?m obtains only in 6 or 7 of the
soos les. There is also g change in
) Part of the Bill in the number of

Persons who .
: ay be appoint
Without examination, Ppointed to office

0

Hon. Mr. POWER —That is the
deputy-collector of Inland Revenue. He
is substituted for the collector. It is in
clause 37, sub-section 2. It is an improve-
ment as far as it goes.

Hon. Sikr ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
collectors are responsible for the correct
discharge of their duties, and require a
technical education. For instance, they
must know how to calculate the strength
of liquors, and know the various qualities
of cigars, &c. Technical knowledge of
that kind would be required by the col-
lector, although the deputy-coliector may
be brought in without examination and
without reference to the rules for promo-
tion prescribed in the Act.

These are the changes ; the House will
perceive that they are not very great. The
Bill excited a great deal of interest in the
other branch of Parliament, but I think
that was because the other House saw
proper to discuss the measure, as though
it were an entirely new matter, and the
civil service system was being introduced
for the first time. The House will see
that the changes are of no great import-
ance in themselves, and perhaps the more
convenient way would have been to have
introduced a separate Bill containing only
the amendments. However, there is
something to be said on the other side
even in that respect, because it is desirable
in a bill of this kind to have it presented
in whole. I hope the House will not
object to the amendments which have
been proposed. They are sought because
experience has shown that they are desir-
able in the interest of the civil service.

HoN. Mr. MacINNES (Burlington)—
As this Bill is founded mainly upon the
report of the commission which was ap-
pointed in 1880, and of which I happened
to be a member, I think I shall make a few
observations with reference to it. The
commission was appointed to inquire into
the needs and condition of the civil ser-
vice, and the plan which we adopted was
something like this: we summoned wit-
nesses from all the different Departments
of the inside service for the purpose of
obtaining their evidence. A small sub-
committee was appointed by the com-
mission also to visit the various offices of
the inside service, to examine into the
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system of accounts. That sub-committee
consisted of Mr. Barbeau and myself, and
we made as thorough an examination into
the system of accounts as we possibly
could. Committees from the commission
were also appointed to examine into the
condition of the outside service in the
various cities throughout the Dominion—
Halifax, St. John, Quebec, Montreal,
Toronto, Hamilton, and I am not sure
whether London was visited or not; but
all these important points were visited for
the purpose of examining witnesses and
finding out the condition of the civil ser-
vice in all of them. We had also placed
before us by the Government documents
relating to the civil service of Great Bri-
tain and France, and other countries. We
had these various reports and documents
published along with the report and evi-
dence taken, and they will be found in the
Sessional Papers of 1880-81, and will be
interesting reading to anyone who takes an
interest in the subject. We thought it
would be convenient to publish them in
that form, so that they will always be ready
for reference in the Parliamentary Library.
We found a good deal to reform in the
various departments of the service. We
found that the general expense, in a great
many cases, was needlessly increased,
mainly by salaries which were paid in
this way: we found that officers of the
higher grade were performing duties which
ought to have been assigned to third-class
clerks, and in that way the expense of the
service was needlessly increased. Wealso
found that the structural arrangements of
the Departments was very inconvenient,
and it also needlessly added to the ex-
pense, because of so many small rooms
which cause unecessary subdivision of the
work, and strong recommendations were
made by the commission on that point.
However, it isexcessively difficult to change
the structure of buildings after they are
erected ; but as the Government are now
about to erect new offices in Cttawa, no
doubt attention will be paid to that im-
portant point, because it is very important
that clerks shall be in large rooms where
they will come under the supervision of
their superior officer. We found that the
system of appointment by successive gov-
ernments was defective ; that the best men

were not always appointed ; that, in fact,

Hon. MR. MacINNES.

they were largely selected through political
influence and personal favoritism.

Hon.
hear!

Mr. ALEXANDER —Hear,

Hon. Mr. MacINNES—We found on
reading over the documents which were
submitted to us that up to the end of
1855 the civil service of Great Britain
was in a deplorable condition, arising, as
we read, from the same cause—from the
manner in which appointments and pro-
motions were made in the service. So
great was the evil that leading statesmen
of both parties united to bring about a
reform in that respect, and a commission
was appointed, on whose report a system
was adopted under which the civil service
of Great Britain has, from being one ot the
most defective, become one of the most
efficient probably in the world. Having
that example before us, we deemed it our
duty to recommend the adoption of a
system which had brought about such
satistactory results for our Mother Country.
For we are British Canadians, or Canadian
British, but above all things we are British,
and we felt that it ought to be the desire
of every one in this country to perpetuate
British institutions on this continent;
therefore we were very largely guided in
our recommendations by the system
existing in Great Britain. On the recom-
mendation of the Civil Service Commis-
aion in 1880, an Act was passed under
which all persons entering the civil service
must pass a preliminary and qualifying
examination, and there was also a period
of probation insisted upon—a period of
six months before permanent appoint--
ment, in order that the fitness of the
party selected might be ascertained If
found efficient and useful he was ap-
pointed permanently; if found to be
inefficient he was not appointed. We
also recommended, and this Bill before
us embodies that recommendation, that
promotion by merit should exist in the
service, and a system of examination is
adopted before making promotions, in
order to ascertain the fitness of the officer
for promotion. Then, with reference to
the salaries, a good deal has been said on
the point of annual increments—that s,
the third-class clerk to be appointed at a
certain salary, and he gets a certain
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advance annually as here stated in the
Bill. The question is which is the better
System—a system of that kind in which
the clerk gets an increase every year, or a
System of paying so much as a mean. In
the United States, I think a third-class
clerk gets $1,000, and his salary contin-
ues at that. My own opinion is in favor
of our system, because if a clerk only re-
Mains a short time in the service and gets
’ghe $1,000, of course the country is pay-
Ing more for his services; if he remains
vunder.ou‘r system we are paying less, and
then it is an encouragement for him to
Perform his duty. Then there has been
i:tiiogmd deal said about the superannua-
tedn. Our Superannuation Act is admit-
o o be a very good Act. My own
.agijmon is that it is an excellent Act,
lar e:Iln‘operly a(_imlmstered can be made
egs Y to contribute to the economy of
Stategmce' For example, as I have already
ceivin We found superior officers, men re-
fetior glsupenor pay, doing the work of in-
shou] dC %rks. It is manifest that a change
officer ¢ made in that respect ; that an
low o larszcewmg high class pay for doing
it wous wox;k, should be re;moved ; but
him with be fa great hardship to remove
annuag Out compensation. The Super-
get rig 0? Act enables the Government to
that o 'tl}e services of the inefficient in
ent ay; 1t is only a question of judg-
can beand discretion, how far that power
n Greexerm_sec}, or should be exercised.
entire] 3t Britain, the superannuation is
e Y paid by the Government : that s,
e)’s Ylnake no reductions whatever from
paid all) al’yhof the civil servant ; it is wholly
tion thy the Government. It was a ques-
at was discussed in the House of

ommons in England, very th hl
and very ably, 5 c% it ended in a syssers
being adopte};i £ the Gavommens oiem

of the Government paying
the cost of the superannua-
Servants.  Qbjections are
ﬁ‘ﬁ:kteo our Superannuation 1J&ct, because
childre : 1o provision for the widows and
should } of deceased civil servants. It
never ine borne in mind that the Act was
ind; o tended to do anything of that
to civ] Was only intended as 3 pension
missian se%rvaqts themselves, The com-
chatron : tw}uch I had the honor of being
Provisian’g 0ok up the question of making
Servan. or widows and orphans of civil

. Wediscussed it at great length,

the whole of
tion of ciyil

and gave it a great deal of attention, and
we recommended the Government toadopt
a system of life insurance for the civil
service, and making a deduction from their
salaries to pay for their premiums, in the
same manner that the superannuation de-
ductions are now made. Our recom-
mendations were not, however, adopted.
1t is a very difficult question—a question
that has been discussed elsewhere, as well
as here ; but it appears to me to be a very
important matter indeed, that the widows
and children of deceased civil servants
should have some provision made for
them, if the officers themselves do not
do so; and as a rule, I fancy it is more
honored in the breach than in the
observance. Then, with reference to the
expense of superannuation, I think there
is a great deal of misapprehension with
refereace to it. The cost of the state of
superannuation is not so large as it is
generally supposed to be. The statements
which are laid before Parliament yearly,
are incomplete. They simply show the
amounts received from the civil servants
by those deductions, on the one hand,
and on the other they show the amounts
which are paid out for superannuation.
No account is taken, however, in those
statements, of the indirect savings to the
country, which the Government are en-
abled to make owing to the Superannu-
ation Act. Take for example, an office
that is found to be needless, and it is,
therefore, desirable that it should be
«bolished, and that the officer occupying it
should be disposed of in some way. It
would be cruel to discharge him altogether,
but under the Superannuation Act he is
provided for and the office is abolished.
In a case of that kind it is a clear gain to
the Government, which the Superannu-
ation Act enables them to make. Then
there are other cases where an office is
abolished, the holder ot which was receiv-
ing high pay ; but his services can be dis-
pensed with under the Superannuation
Act, and the difference between the
salary paid him, and his superannuation
allowance, is saved to the state. The
Civil Service Commission in 1880, re-
quested the different departments to pre-
pare statements of the working of the
Superannuation Act in that way, and hon.
gentlemen will find in the Sessional Papers
of 1880-81, those statements along with
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the report and the other statements to
which I have already alluded. There can
be no question that the different Acts
which have been passed since the report
of the commission was made to Parlia-
ment, are the best we have ever had in
this country. They have not, perhaps,

gone the length of the recommen-
dations made by the commission,
but it appears to me that the
Act is quite abreast with public

opinion. I cannot sit down without stat-
ing that the Act itself, and the improve-
ments made in it, are very largely due to
the leader of this House, and the leader
of the Government as well. When we
were appointed to perform this duty we
were left perfectly untramelled ; it is our
own report ; we had no suggestions made
to us from anybody ; we simply went to
work and made as thorough and con-
scientious an inquiry into the condition of
the civil service as we could, and made
our report accordingly,and upon our report
the Acts of 1882, and the amendments
thereto, were founded. When this Bill is
in the committee, there are some clauses
to which I shall consider it my duty to
ask for some amendments.

Hon. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
hon. gentleman from Ottawa asked what
the present salary of the Board of Ex-
aminers is, and I said that it is $8 a day,
and that it would amount to about the
same sum as is provided by this Bill, but
I see that it does not. The present vote
is $5 a day, but the time is not to exceed
60 days—in all, that would be only $3c0.
The gentleman who is a member of
the examining board, and who is also
secretary, gets the salary now that it is
proposed to give by this Bill, so that there
is no additional salary there.

HoN. MrR. ALEXANDER-—This Bill
introduced to amend and consolidate the
Civil Service Act, as far as I have been
able to investigate the matter, appears to
be drawn with care, and its provisions in
general appear to be in the public interest.

Hon. MR. MacINNES, (Burlington).
Hear ! hear!

HoN. Mr. ALEXANDER—If the
provisions of the Act were only faithfully

Hon. MR MacINNES.

carried out, I do not think there would be
much to complain of. The salaries of
the officers of the civil service are cer-
tainly not excessive.  We desire that
gentlemen holding positions in the
different departments should be able to
live respectably, and that they should be
enabled to educate theirfamilies and clothe
them respectably, and in every way live
in a manner becoming their position.
There are one or two clauses in the Bill
to which, when the House goes into com-
mittee, I will venture to move amend-
ments. I think that one of the crying
evils of the system is the abuse of the
Civil Service Act, and not the carrying of
it out faithfully. As was observed to me
the other day, when walking along the
streets of Ottawa, by a Conser. ative Sena-
tor, while we met a number of super-
annuated officers in the full vigor of life,
superannuated upon salaries of nearly
$2,000 a year—* Good God, it is dreadful
to meet such men, in the full vigor of life,
superannuated for some object, probably
for some political purpose.” It is simply
dreadful to see such men superannuated
on large salaries, causing a large waste of
public money. This is a fact that is not
denied. It may be alleged by the present
Government that their predecessors did
the same thing. However, two wrongs do-
not make a right, and I protest against
government after government perpetuating
such a system. What are we here for as
members of Parliament, if it is not to en-
deavor to check this system of selfishness
and corruption, and waste of public money
from year to year? Another crying evil
is, that we have found the Government
violating the principles of justice and
right, bringing their own relatives into the
service and placing them over the heads
of old public officers who have served for
forty years in the public service, because
of their political power. What sort of
justice is that? I find in this Bill a very
objectionable clause. I refer to No. 5,
one of the new clauses, which I hope this.
House will expunge. It provides that the
Governor-in-Council may, from time to
time, make general rules and regulations
not inconsistent with the provisions of this
Act, respecting appointments and promo-
tions of the officers in the civil sarvice,
*‘and all other matters pertaining thereto.”
Why should the Government have this
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Power? What is the use of our enacting
2 measure if we are to give the Govern-
ment full power to do as they like?

Ho~. Mr. POWER—Not to do any-
thing inconsistent with the Act.

Hox Mr. ALEXANDER—Does not
that clause bear the impress that they
Want to use that power in contravention
of the Act, and for political objects?

hen they want to reward some one who
has rendered political services, either by

nibing the electors or in some other way,
that they will be enabled to place him in
Some public office, and make a vacancy
for that purpose. If he is a man who
has sacrificed honor and principle for the
iake of party, they may then be enabled

Y this Act to compensate him. Could
any clause be better drawn to enable

€m to corrupt the people of this country ?
U appears to me that for some time there
eaS been an effort on the part of the Gov-
Thment to lead the multitude to look for
%ﬂice.. We find from end to end of

fntarlo—-I cannot speak for the province
of Quebec or the Maritime Provinces—
ﬂ;l; there is a prevailing feeling amongst
. se that are unfortunate to look to the
obzllsters to give them office, so they may
ore :m their sustenance from the public
an :ury. This reminds me very much of

emt\ecdote: a British nobleman visited
tuck ¥ Clay at his beautiful place in Ken-

) ¥, on which occasion Mr. Clay, one
wo);ilfter breakfast, asked his guest if he
thei d take a walk over his domain. In
" I' ramble they came to a shady grove,
wh:;el&ley found a number of troughs,
grain . Clay took from his pocket some
on }?nd salt, which he scattered in the
a Whgistsl and giving a loud, shrill sound from

ogs cae which he carried in his pocket,
tion ume towards him from every direc-
the . tE;on whxc‘lz Mr. Clay remarked to
multitudeer?an— do you see that swinish

ungry Oﬁice"sl;giy are typical of the
resident of it ers that surround the

e he United States aft
Presidential election.” And s(e)s we e:'lns

:lli zc;\;;xtry full of hungry office seekers,
thoue ec:.:s(liy entered their appearance at
onorg;f S eémonstrations last autumn in
at by e first minister of this country
ontreal and Toronto, | do not mean

t
0 say that all those who participated in

those demonstrations were such office
seekers, but one ot them came to me at
the Queen’s Hotel, Toronto, after the
grand demonstration there, swearing and
saying, “I have spent a iarge amount of
money going to those demonstrations, and
I have been humbugged long enough with
promises ; I will not go to another.” We
have thus some idea of the nature of those
public demonstrations, which might thus
be composed of 2,000 office seekers
crowding after him, just like the multitude
that came to the shrill sound of Henry
Clay’s whistle. I have nothing further
to say with regard to this Bill.

Hon. MrR. POWER—I think what the
Minister of Justice said with respect to the
form of this Bill is sound ; but there was
a reason for introducing it in the shape in
which it has come up. If the minister
will look at the chapter of the consolidated
statutes respecting the civil service, he will
see that the Bill, as introduced in the
other House, was a transcript of that
chapter, with the desired amendments
inserted. T suppose the object is to sub-
stitute this for that chapter in the consoli-
dated statutes.

Hon. SirR ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
amendments are inserted in italics.

Hon. MR. POWER—As a matter of
mechanical convenience, it was a wise
course to take. We have had several
discussions on civil service bills; and
this time we are fortunate in having pre-
sent, and taking part in the discussion,
and giving'us a great deal of valuable in-
formation in connection with the matter,
the hon. gentleman whom we may look
upon as the father of this system. I could
detect running through the hon. gentle-
man’s speech, however, a certain melan-
choly strain ; and I do not wonder because,
looking at the report which he made as
chairman of the commission, and at the
law in which that report is supposed to be
embodied, I think the father finds it diffi-
cult to recognize his own offspring.  Un-
less I am misinformed, the commission of
which my hon. friend was the head, re-
commended that admission to the civil
service should be by competitive exami-
nation. That I think is the essential
feature of a really good civil service sys-
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tem; but, unfortunately, that essential
feature is omitted from the system as we
have it here. The hon. gentleman said,
.and he stated it as a melancholy fact, that
at the time this commission was appointed,
political influence had a great deal to do
with the appointments.

‘Hon. MR. MacINNES—Hear, hear.

Hon. MrR. POWER—I am glad to know
-that I did not misinterpret my hon. friend.
The fact is, that under the present system,
political influence makes the appoins-
ments just as it did before ; but there it
this improvement now, that political influ-
ence cannot appoint a man who is utterly
ignorant. That is the only change.

Hon. Mr. MACINNES—A man must
be of the requisite age.

Hon. MrR. POWER—VYes.

Hon. MR. MAacCINNES — And they
were formerly appointed without being of
-the requisite age.

Honx. MRr. POWER—There is that
little improvement—the candidate must
be of the requisite age, and must possess
a certain amount of information.

Hon. Mr. PLUMB—That is a good
deal.

Hon. Mr. POWER—It is something ;
but the essential feature of a good civil
service system does not exist. A hundred
candidates go up for examination under
the present system, and the examinations
as a rule are easy. The Government, in
making an appointment, may take the low-
est man who passed, and appoint him to
fill the first vacancy that occurs. I am
not aware that there are any cases where
the political leanings of the candidate have
been overlooked. So far as political in-
fluence is concerned, it is felt almost as
much as ever.

Hon. Mr. MacINNES—It is an open
competition.

Hon. Mr. POWER—My hon. friend
has stated that he proposes to move one
amendment. 1 hope it will be to that

Hoxn. MR. POWER.

clause of the Bill, and that he will move
that in future the persons who come out
best in the examination shall be appointed,
and then we shall have competitive exam-
inations and get clear of political influence.
The hon. gentleman also referred to an-
other matter which does not come direct-
ly before us ; but it is a matter of a good
deal of consequence and one which has
been discussed in this House on two or
three occasions—the question of civil
service superannuation. It appears that
the Government did not adopt what
the commission recommended. The re-
commendation must be recognized as a
very much better system than the one
which now prevails. That is a system re-
sembling life insurance, under which the
widows and children of servants who die
in the Government employ, should receive
something.

Hon. Mr. MacINNES-—No, we did
not recommend such an amendment.
That is an entirely different Bill from the
one which is before us.

Hon. Mr. POWER—But that system
was recommended.

Hon. Mr. MACINNES—We made no
such recommendation to amend the Civil
Service Act, as it stood then, or as it
stands now. ‘

Hon. MR. POWER-I understood that
my hon. friend recommended that system
of life insurance, and did not think it was
to be in addition to superannuation. It
is to be regretted that some such system
has not been introduced ; because now it
is sometimes thought desirable to dispense
with the services of an officer for one
knows not what reason, and he is super-
annuated with a large allowance ; and we
find him, as the hon. member from Wood-
stock stated, looking for employment in
other ways, quite energetic, active and
able to do his business, though drawing a
large amount of public money ; while in
the case of a servant who dies in the public
service, who has saved nothing whatever,
and leaves a helpless widow and children,
the law makes no provision. It must
strike everyone that this is a most unsatis-
factory and inequitable system. There is
no doubt that this superannuation has
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been abused ; we have discussed that
fore. If you look at the estimates this
year you will find that there are about
200,000 estimated for superannuations
alone. That is a tremendous sum for a
Poor and thinly-peopled country like this.
t 1s about one-fifth of the whole money
Paid for civil service purposes. That is
Clearly an abuse, and it hon. gentlemen
Will look at the returns which have been
brought down from time to time they will
See that what was intended to meet an
€xceptional case, the provision that a num-
€r of years should be added to the period
of service of an officer who is about to be
Superannuated, has been made the general
Tule, and that in very few cases have offi-
cers been superannuated on the allowance
to which they were strictly entitled. I
have ventured to say so much on the
general question ; although perhaps strictly
e ought to deal only with the new matter
In this Bill—at least that might have been
E;Or};:? convenient for the Government. As
s the new portion of the Bill, I wish to
3y this, that most of the amendments
Which have been mentioned by the Hon.
;réqlster of Justice, in my humble opinion,
tam‘“‘lprovgments. The two most impor-
v alterations that this Bill makes in the
matt service law.y gre—ﬁrst,_that the whole
s er of the civil service is put under the
Pervision of the Secretary of State.

,noP.I°N- Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—Oh,
3 only the examining board.

‘beHON' Mr. POWER—The board shall
Supervised by the Secretary ot State.

s Hon. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL—That
only the Board of Examiners.

HoN. Mr. POWER —That i '
Portant matter, ’ s

o l(‘)lON. MRr. PLUMB—1; merely gives it
Ne man instead of the Council.

Hon. Mr. MacINN i
: .l ES—F 1
was the Govemor-in-Counci], ormerly 1t

mulg}?x. Mr. POWER—I should have
whi, l;r:ore confidence in the Board of
ber the Minister of Justice was a mem-

» than T would have in a single officer

su
ch as (t‘,he gentleman who is to supervise
2

this board now. It is most desirable
now, following out the intentions of the
commission of which the hon. gentleman
behind me was chairman, that this exam-
ining board should be kept as free as
possible from every suspicion of political
influence ; and I think the fact that the
board is to be directly supervised by the
Secretary of State is calculated to increase
rather than to diminish the political in-
fluence over the examiners. That is one
change which does not deserve approval,
and the other is the change in the mode
of payment of the examining board. The
cost of this examining board is very
considerably increased. @ The utmost
amount that one of those examiners
could get under the law as it has existed,
was $300, in addition to his travelling
expenses. Under this Bill, each mem-
ber gets not merely the maximum that
he could get under the old system, but he
gets double the amount of the old maxi-
mum, $60o. There is to be a secretary.
Under the existing law the secretary
was to be a member of the board
of examiners, so that there were only
two members and a secretary, receiving
$1,600 in all. Now, there are to be
three members, receiving $60o each,
and a secretary whose salary is fixed
at $1,000, so that the expense of the
board has been about doubled. I think,
when we come to look at the actual posi-
tion of affairs, that increase will appear
the more objectionable. The fact is that
under the examinations which have already
been held, a larger number of candidates
have passed than will be required to fill
places for the next two or three years.
As the law existed before, there need be
very little expense incurred, if it was
deemed unnecessary to hold examinations.
I do not see the necessity of holding
some four examinations each year when
there are so large a number of persons
who have qualified.

Hon. Sik. ALEX. CAMPBELL—
There are only two examinations per
annum.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Supplemental
examinations are held.

Hon. MR. MACINNES— We are as-
sisting to educate the people.
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Hon. Mr. POWER—The matter of
education has been left to the local gov-
ernments ; I do not think it is our busi-
ness to educate men. If these examin-
ations had no other effect than to educate
these young men, there might not be so
much objection to it. We may educate
them, although I doubt if we do; asa
rule, I think they receive their educations
elsewhere, and after being educated they
come to pass these examinations. The
result of holding out inducements to
young men to pass these examinations is
that we make them waiters upon Provi-
dence.

Hon. Mr. MacINNES—Hear, hear !

Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gent-
leman seems to be amused, but it is a
serious matter. There are, I understand,
about 1,200 young men who have passed
these examinations. = Here are these
young men who, but for the inducements
held out by this system, would go to make
their livings at some independent enter-
prise, who are now trusting to Providence,
or trusting to the good will of the Govern-
ment which we have been told is a par-
ticular friend of Providence, for something
to do bye and bye. 1 think that is a very
unfortunate state of things.

Ho~n. MR. MacINNES—Large num-
bers of these civil service candidates who
have passed the examinations are picked
up by outsiders, such as banks, insurance
companies and others, just as the best of
them are in Great Britain. They see the
list of the young men who have passed
those examinations, and they immediately
avail themselves of the opportunity of
picking them up and giving them em-
ployment. :

Hon. MR. PLUMB—It answers as a
first-class recommendation ; they are well
known everywhere.

Hon. MrR. POWER—I am glad that
my hon. friend’s experience has been of
that kind ; I cannot say that my own has.
It may occasionally happen that a young
man who passes this examination is taken
.nto the service of a bank or an insurance
company, but I presume that they would
have taken him at any rate. The banks

have never found much difficulty hereto-
fore in getting clerks, and I do not think
that it is our business to supply them.
This Bill examplifies a tendency which is
too strong in Canada altogether, that when
a comparatively trifling expense would
have enabled the Government to hold ail
the examinations necessary, they fasten on
the country an expensive piece of machin-
ery, which, whether the work is necessary
or not, will go on turning out candidates
who are not required at all, at great ex-
pense to the country. I think that this.
particular alteration in the Act is a change
altogether in the wrong direction, and I
am very sorry to see it. I presume, as to
the details of the Bill, that there will be an
opportunity to discuss them in committee..

Hox. Mr. SCOTT—I intended to ad-
dress a few remarks to the House, but the
subject has been pretty exhaustively treat-
ed; I may, however, say something more,
at a future stage. I have not taken
much interest in civil service legislation,,
because 1 have never had the smallest
faithinit. It is a very good thing in
theory, but it is not really carried out.
The chief objection I have found to it is
the very one to which the hon. gentleman
who has just taken his seat has adverted ;
that is, it is stimulating a large number of
young men, all over the country, to believe
that, by passing an examination, they wilk
get an appointment to the civil service.
They have come in hundreds and passed
the examination, and that has been the
end of it. When the Government want
to make an appointment, they do not look
to the large number of young men who, at
very considerable expense to themselves,
have passed examinations, but appoint
somebody who has political influence—
someone who has been put in as a super-
numerary clerk, and told to work up and
be prepared to pass the examination.

How. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The:
hon. gentleman should not say that the
Government disregard the law—that when
they want a supernumerary clerk they take:
him from outside the list altogether.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do not like to
make a strong statement, but I venture to
say, if we could get now the names of
those who had been employed during the-
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la}St vear, we would find that a very con-
siderable number have been put on as
€xtra clerks, who have not passed the
€xamination. The Government can pass
an  Order-in-Council by which, for a
limited time, supernumerary clerks can be
Paid, and thus they can override the
Auditor General.

Hon, Si1r ALEX. CAMPBELL—The

rder-in-Council can only be for one
month,

Hon. Mgr. SCOTT—Only for one
month at a time ; they can pass another
Order-in-Council for the next month, and
another, for the next.

Hon. Sk ALEX. CAMPBELL—
There are supernumerary clerks who
Were employed anterior to the passing of

the Civil Service Act, and those have been
kept on.

Hox. Mr. SCOTT—For the reason
which I have given, I have never taken
much interest in the Civil Service Bills. 1
Was rather interested in the speech made

Y the hon. Senator from Burlington in
Wwhich he told us in very glowing terms of
:.nclthe trips the commissioners had made
vas; all the sittings they had held in the
matf)us towns of Canada, collecting infor-
it hlon. I'should have felt more gratified
car © suggestions he had made were being
e brl'?d out in the same spirit as the system
shaﬁlf,g carried out in Englqnd, but we
of th ave to move very considerably out

. € political circle in which we move

Te before we arrive at the condition of

211s that prevails there ; becauseit cannot
younor a moment imagined that all the
the Cgo men in the country are on
youn nservative side—that there are no
are ﬁgt fmen on the Liberal side who
vice 0; appointment to the civil ser-
app(;int e fact is, we ﬁnd‘ that the
aton :r}:ent§ are made entirely from
venm% € friends of the Government. 1
of 2 ¢ o say that if you take the number
had TPointments made from those who
aPPoilr)x:::legt t}llle ou il Defore they were
Percentage | all, you will discover that the

8¢ 1s very, very small. I do not

suppose there would be anything like 10
per cent. ; so here we have go per cent. of
the appointments made from persons who
were not examined before their appoint-
ment, and not from amongst the young
men of the country who have been led by
false representations to look for Govern-
ment positions, and have been waiting on
Providence, looking to the Government
and believing the time might come when
they would receive an appointment. I
have, myself, frequently been appealed to
by gentlemen, who have said “I have
passed the civil service examination and
I want an appointment.” I have invariably
said, “ unless your application is backed
up by two or three strong friends of the
Government, your have no chance of get-
ting an appointment.” It is new to me to
hear that the banks and other prominent
institutions of the country pick up those
young men who pass these examinations.
I should be very glad if that were the case,
but no instance of the kind has come un-
der my observation. There may be iso-
lated cases, but I doubt very much
whether these examinations form a pre-
liminary to the appointment of young men
to banking or commercial houses. I
should be very glad to hear that it was the
rule; it would have an excellent effect,
but those companies generally select their
men from the best material they can find
at hand, whether they pass civil service
examinations or not. 1 was not aware,
though I should be very glad to hear that
it was the case, that a certificate from the
Board of Examiners gave a young man
a status in the country. However, on
that point I may be wrong, but
I repeat, not a single case has
come under my observation in which
passing the civil service examination has
obtained a situation for a young man.
The hon. gentleman from Burlington in-
troduced the subject of civil service super-
annuation and justified the system. 1 do
not propose to go into the subject further
than to point out this fact, which is
patent, that year by year this amount is
swelling up enormously, and it is out of
all proportion (and the proportion is be-
coming greater each year) to the moneys
paid in. I have not had time to look
over these returns, but I think it is in the
neighborhood of $175,000 or $180,000
that was paid last year. Does not that
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seem a monstrous sum, particularly with
the knowledge that there are men all over
this country who feel that they are capable
of earning a living for themselves, who
are enjoying very handsome annuities,
from $8co to $1,800 a year. I could
name several men who are yet in their
prime, but who have been disposed of
simply to make room for some favorite, or
because they did not get along, perhaps,
with the deputy head or some one else in
the Department, and consequently they
had to be shunted. There is no doubt
about that. If we run over the names of
those who are on the superannuation list,
we will find a very considerable proportion
of them fit for public service—quite as fit
as many who are in the service now. My
hon. friend points out that there is some
advantage gained, because an office has
been abolished or you are getting another
man to perform the service at a lower
salary. 1 only point out that the sum
that we are paying year by year is enor-
mously increasing ; that we are paying
more to the employes of the Government.
The figures during the last six or eight
years have been increasing continuously,
by 10 or 15 per cent. and that is consid-
erably added to by the superannuation
allowances. You are employing two
men to do the work that one did before,
and that is adding very considerably to
the cost of the extension of civil govern-
ment in this country. Of course it is a
question that ought not to be discussed
now, because hon. gentlemen have not the
figures before them, but the hon. member
from Burlington,in his anxietyto say a great
deal in favor of the commission and the
recommendations they had made, has
chosen to speak of the subject of super-
annuation, which I think is not deserving
of the favor that he asks for it, because I
think it is a serious blemish on our sys-
tem that we pay so many men now, who
are quite capable of serving the country,
a handsome annuity in order that others
may be put in their places.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—With re-
gard to competitive examinations helping
young men to obtain situations, I can
endorse the remark of the hon. member
from Burlington.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—How many cases
do you know of ?

Hon. Mr SCOTT.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I know
only two cases of my own knowledge,
both in Montreal. In one the young
man was appointed to a commercial
house, and in the other to a bank, in
consequence, I believe, of having passed
this examination. How many others
there may be I do not know. 1 believe
the examination is a very stringent one,
from what I have been told by those who
have failed to pass it. It is a great pro-
tection to the public in the appointment
of civil servants. No doubt there may be
some young men who wait for the sweet
bye and bye, until their friends get into
power, but I think generally those who
pass the examination find their way into
other occupations, waiting for the time
when they may have a chance of getting
an appointment to the civil service. No
doubt there is some trouble in these civil
service superannuations. Perhaps ten
years may be allowed to a man to get rid of
him, in order to abolish the office or
something of that kind. I believe the
system is open to corruption, though how
far it has been abused by this Government
or any other I do not know; I have
never inquired into it. I think the civil
service examinations have blocked the
overdue influence which was exercised on
the Government for appointments to the
civil service. No doubt the public offices
had been crammed by persons not quali-
fied for such positions. I believe that
the public service might be performed as
efficiently as it is now done, with two-
thirds of the present number of civil
servants. Many of them are only an
incubus on the service of the country, and
I hope the Government will be able to
get rid of them.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—Talking about
superannuation of officials, reminds me of
a matter with which I am quite familiar.
I do not wish to say which class of poli-
ticians the matter happened under, but the
incident to which I am about to refer
occurred some ten or eleven years ago.
I know three cases. The first is that of a
gentleman who was superannuated, for
age I understood, and if I wanted a man
to go to the North-West to-day to lead a
company to put down the rebellion, I do
not know a man in the province that I
would prefer before him.  He is walking
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about the streets at present, unoccupied,
and he must be now tor ten years at least
Tecetving an allowance of $808.56 a year.
His salary had been $1,250 a year. I
refer now to another gentieman, who is
récetving an allowance of $1,400 2 year.
His salary had been $2,000. I think he
Was superannuated about the same time
as the one to whom I have just referred.
€ 1s a gentleman, and always was a
gentleman, but I do not see that he should
ave the public money for nothing any
Mmore than anyone else ; but he is receiv-
Ing it, and has been receiving it for the
ast ten or eleven years—at all events I
think it was under the previous Govern-
ment that these were superannuated.

Ho~. Mr. SCOTT—Hear, hear.

b Hown. Mr. DEVER—He was replaced
Y another gentleman, who received a
Salary in the neighborhood of $2,500 or
d3,°°0 a year to do the work that his pre-
ecessor had done for $2,000 a year. 1
50 know another gentleman who was
3ppointed in the place of one of those
Superannuated officers, and instead of
8iving him what the former officer had, he
80t some $2.000 a year for doing what had
aeen done by the party who was super-
rnm_lated for $1,250. The man who
1_:CelVfEd the $2,000 a year was perhaps the
OSt unfit that could be picked out of the
POpulation of St. John for such a situation.
a iwas an old man when he was appointed,
€lpless man, unfit in every respect to
tOtaltlhe office he was appointed to, and
w Y unfit to be a substitute for the man
© had been superannuated.

Hon. Mr, KA LBACH--
380 was thay 2 U C How long

prelgi?)?;.s Nék. DEVER—It was during the
whe wasa ministration, That gentleman
some receiving $2,000 a year was by
allowa :ans or other superannuated on an
A citizene of $500 a year, and he is now

en b of the United States, and has
ing o several years, though he is draw-
menti, t}sl\.\perannuat.lon allowance. 1
what o ose three instances to show to
may b e};ttent this superannuation system
whe area used. Men are superannuated
and oy quite competent to do their work,

€rS are put in their places.

Hon. Mr. PLUMB—Is there anything
about superannuation in this Bill at all?

Ho~N. Mr. DEVER—I have no refer-
ence to this Bill at all; I am only telling
you what came under my notice, in reply
to some remarks that had fallen from an
hon. gentleman in reference to the abuse
of this superannuation clause. I say that
those things have happened, and they are
going on now, and there is a waste of
public money in consequence.

Hon. MrR. HAYTHORNE—I wish to
draw from the hon. gentleman from Bur-
lington, if possible, some explanation with
reference to the examinations. As he has
been chairman of the commission, no
doubt he is in a position to state to the
House how those examinations are con-
ducted, and what becomes of the exami-
nation papers of the candidates. It is
manifestly a matter of great importance
that the Government should obtain the
services of the most competent candidates,
and that their names and qualifications
should be known to all the world, and to
the candidates themselves. I think that
the end contemplated by competitive ex-
aminations will not be attained, unless the
full results of those examinations are made
public. Hon. gentlemen have stated that
large numbers of both candidates remain
for a lengthened period after the examina-
tion waiting for appointments which never
come, so they take employment as it offers
in other businesses. In the meantime, per-
haps, vacancies occur in the public ser-
vice, and the list is taken up and a random
selection is made from the well-known
supporters of the Government. Now, ifa
system of this sort prevails, and continues,
it is obvious that the civil service will, in
a comparatively short time, be filled by
men who arc supporters of the existing
government, particularly if that govern-
ment happened to be long in office, and
that I conceive would be a manifest evil.
The remedy for this state of things is that
the best men should be appointed, and
that all the candidates should have their
papers returned to them, in order that
they may see how many marks they re-
ceive at the examination, wherein they
failed, and how they came to fail. If this
system were pursued there would be no
complaint of injustice, so far as examina-
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tions are concerned, and all the candidates
would know precisely how far the attain-
ments of their fellow candidates extended.
I have risen to give the hon. gentleman
from Burlington an opportunity to clear
up this doubt, and I think many members
of this House would be grateful for this
information, and I am sure a great many
candidates who have not heretofore ob-
tained Government situations, will then
understand how it came about that they
failed.

Hown. MR. MAacINNES (Burlington)—
With reference to the candidates who
come up to be examined by the civil
service commissioners, the hon. gentle-
man will of course understand that they
belongto all classes—to his side of politics,
as well as to our side, so that there is no
selection in that respect. It is open and
competitive as far as that is concerned.

Ho~n. Mr. HAYTHORNE — How
about the marks and the papers ?

Hon. M. MACINNES—First of all I
will point out to the hon. gentleman that,
according to the present Act, immediately
after the examination,a listof the candidates
who have passed is made out and pub-
lished in the Canada Gazette.  As regards
the examination papers, they are, I think,
written papers which are sent to the office
of the Secretary of State.

HoN. Mr. HAYTHORNE —There is
the evil

Hon. MRr. MAcCINNES—Where is
the evil? What are we to do with them ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There is no rate-
ing ; they are all put on an equal basis,
though they are not equal as to marks.
Some must have been very much better
than others; some must have had more
marks than others, and I think the most
pertinent proposition is that the world
should know which candidates passed the
best examination, just as they do now in
the Military College examination. There
is an illustration ; the Imperial Govern-
ment give commissions to the four best
graduates each year. Why not adopt an
examination of that kind? It is a star
chamber business now ; the examinations

Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE.

are made, the board decide, and the pub-
lic never see the papers—no one ever
sees the papers except the government.

Hon. S;1r ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
marks can be seen, if any person desires
to see the papers. The examination
papers are kept for a year and then de-
stroyed. The names of the successful
candidates are published in the Carada
Gazette. It would not be fair to publish
the names of unsuccessful candidates, and
therefore they do not do so; but the
names of the successful men are published.

HoN. MRr. SCOTT—I understood that
they were put in sections. Those who
secure up to 6o marks are put in one sec-
tion ; all up to 7o are put in another ; all
up to 8o are put in another, and so on,
and the highest grade is put at the head
of the list.

Hon. Sir. ALEX. CAMPBELL—That
I believe to be the case. As to the publi-
cation of the names of the successful
candidates, that is provided for by the
34th clause.

Hon. Mr. POWER—It does not say
in the order of merit.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—No,
but that I believe to be the case—that it
is in the order in which they passed that
they are published. "It would be manifest-
ly unfair to publish the names of the un-
successful candidates. It is no hardship
to those young men to go up for examina-
tion. It is an episode in their lives. Ifa
young man goes to a bank or to a railway
company and does not get employment
he tries his chance for the civil service,
and he goes through the examination. If
he does not get employment then it does
not waste his time, it does not make him
dissipated, and it does not damage him
in any way. He simply tries his chances
for the civil service, and what harm does
it do him? The hon. gentleman says
that a number go away disappointed.
There is no help for that. You cannot
appoint 500 because 500 candidates have
succeeded in passing. The hon. gentle-
man says we ought to open the civil
service to those who are qualified ;
but he does not suppose that all
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the men who have passed the civil

service examination—some 1,500 up to
the present time—are waiting to be em-
ployed, still resting on their oars, and do-
Ing nothing ? There is no suggestion of
that kind,” This only means that they
take their chances for employment in the
¢vil service of the country. They pass
the examination, and if it fails they try
Something else. It does them no harm,and
only fastens in their minds the knowledge
that they have, and qualifies them better
far other employment.

Hox. Mr. HAYTHORNE—Both the
leader of the Government and the hon.
8entleman who was chairman of the com-
mission, have, I think, shrunk from
answering the point which I brought to
their notice,

How. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The

on. gentleman did not ask me any
Question,

Hox. Mr. HAYTHORNE—That is
Dot the question in this case; it is the
Position of the candidates. The examin-
€IS may place the candidates where they
Dlease, and the public has no opportunity
Of knowing how the candidates got there.
h'he candidate may be conscious,

Imself, that he has passed a successful
exammthn, yet he finds himself far down
on the list. The only check on that sort

Of thing is the return of the papers to the
candidates, pap

HoN. Mr. PLUMB—The all know
what the resylt is. Y

leaI;iION' MRr. HAYTHORNE — The
mal"er fof the _G.overmpent and. the chair-
aors ;J }:he civil service commission have
Dl'ovisic ed on that point, nor is therg any
arrn on 1n the Bill for this rational
Too g:m;lent. If hon. gentlemen would
as tha the results of such examinations
aminaf'e of Sandhurst and Woolwich, ex-
exact alogs conducted upon the most
very rin'dfalr principles, as well as being
numberglf, they would find there the
in the & f; marks made by every candidate
well kn0 umns of the szes,.and it is also
resuls fown that the commissions which
mosy] Tom those examinations are given

Y to men who have stood at the

head of the list, without fear or favor ; but
under this system there is no security that
the man who passes a good examination
will stand high on the list, or that he will
obtain employment. This is a state of
things that ought not to be permitted to
endure.

Hon. Mgr. POIRIER (in French)—I
was pleased to hear what the Minister of
Justice said concerning the manner in
which the lists of the successful candidates
are made. That being the case, there
should be no difficulty in adding to clause
34 such words as would embody his de-
claration—that is, directing and obliging
the Board of Examiners to put those who
pass the most successful examination, and
secure the greatest number of marks, at
the head of the list in the order of merit.
This would be an inducement to aspirants
to work for the position, and would at the
same time enable the Government to
select at once the very best of the candi-
dates for positions in the service.

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

INFECTIOUS OR CONTAGIOUS
DISEASES OF ANIMALS
BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (34), “An
Act respecting Infectious or Contagious
Diseases affecting Cattle.”

Hon. MR. POWER—Clause 29 says
that * every such regulation shall have the
like force and effect as if it had been em-
bodied in the Act.” Is it not possible
that under that clause a regulation, which
was inconsistent with the Act, would be
made to override the Act? Because we
expressly say that the regulation, without
any limitation at all, is to have the effect
of law. I think these regulations should
be such as are not inconsistent with the
Act.

Hon. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL —The
hon. gentleman will see that the subjects
on which regulations are to be made are
definitely mentioned in the various sub-
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sections of clause 27. These are the only
ones about which Orders-in-Council shall
be passed. We might make the amend-
ment which the hon. member suggests,
but I do not think it is necessary.

Hon. Mr. POWER—T only asked the
question ; I did not urge it. I would ask
the Minister if he does not think that the
4oth clause is very stringent—* every per-
son who moves, or causes or allows to be
moved, &c ?” It provides a severe penalty
tor any one who ‘‘allows” any of these
things to be moved.

_ Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—That is only
In cases where a person has power to pre-
vent, and does not prevent the removal.

How. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—That
would only apply of course to railway and
steamship companies, and the evil is so
great and so much to be deprecated that
1 do not think we should hesitate to pass
the clause.

Hon. Mr. NELSON, from the com-
mittee, reported the Bill with amend-
ments, which were concurred in.

Hon. Sir. ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the third reading of the Bill

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

NORTH-WEST MOUNTED POLICE
FORCE BILL.

SECOND READING,

Hon. Sir. ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (T), “An Act
respecting the North-West Mounted Police
Force.” Hesaid: Thisisa Bill to put the
members of the Mounted Police, when they
are serving with the militia, under Military
Law. As it is now, the members of the
Mounted Police are enlisted under their
own Acts. A doubt has arisen whether
they are amenable to the Military Law or
not, and this is to remove that doubt and
to place them in the same position as the
other men who are serving in the militia
under the Queen’s regulations.

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

Hon. S1rR ALEX. CAMPBELL.

WEST ONTARIO PACIFIC RAIL-
WAY COMPANY’S BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. PLUMB moved that the
amendments made by the Committee on
Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors, to
Bill (94), “An Act to incorporate the
West Ontario Pacific Railway Company,”
be concurred in. He said : The chair-
man of the Committee on Railways ex-
plained, in the House last Friday, that
some amendments had been made to this
Act, none of which are of importance. It
was deemed best, however, that they
should be left over until to-day. T can
explain the amendments as they were
made if the House desire it.

Hon. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—They
were explained on Friday.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was then read the third time and passed.

RUSH LAKE AND SASKATCH-
EWAN RAILWAY AND NAVI-
GATION COMPANY’S BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. MR. GIRARD moved that the
amendments made by the Committee on
Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors to
Bill (79) “An Act to incorporate the
Rush Lake and Saskatchewan Railway
and Navigation Company,” be concurred
in. He said: I do not intend to go into
the details of these amendments unless the
House desires an explanation. I have
carefully examined the amendments, and
I find in them nothing which would
render them objectionable to the House.
They are rather an improvement in the
interests of the public than anything else.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was then read the third time and passed.

The Senate adjourned at 5.45 p.m.
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THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Tuesday, May s5th, 1885.

, THE SPEAKER took the Chair at three
O'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
THIRD READINGS.

The following Bills, reported from
Standmg committees without amendment,
were read the third time and passed.

. Bill (74), “An Act respecting the Man-
ltob?. & North Western Railway of Can-
ada.” (Mr. Girard).

Bill (6r), “An Act further to amend
the Acts "incorporating the Richelieu
avigation Company, and the Richelieu
Ontario Navigation Company.” (Mr.
elletier),

DOMINION GRANGE FIRE INSU-
RANCE ASSOCIATION’S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HoN. Mr. ALLAN, from the Com-
Ittee on Standing Orders and Private
ls, reported Bill (55), “An Act for
granting certain powers to the Dominion
N Tange Mutual Fire Insurance Associa-
T(l):'l’ with amendments.” He said—
1s Bill is for the purpose of granting
Certain powers to the Dominion Grange
wh\{tual Fire Insurance Association,
tailCh was incorporated under cer-
N Acts of the province of Ontario, for
prg Purpose specially of insuring the
nop“?rty of members of the Association,
this l{l as the Patrons of Husbandry. By
extendcetd they seek to _have -their power
inion to other provinces of the Dom-
their and in doing so they wish to have
yearspdlc'es limited to a ‘term of three
came The wording of the Bill as it
effecy to the committee would have the
woulq of limiting—or we supposed it
) have the effect of limiting—them to
POwers they possessed under the Act

:fe:::‘es tI;:’lO\rince: of Ontario. Those words
that undeCk out and it is simply provided

T this Act the Association should
only jssye Policies for three years.

That
15 the only amendment.

HonN. Mr. PLUMB moved that the
amendments be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was then read the third time and passed.

LANDS IN THE NORTH-WEST
TERRITORIES.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. WARK rose to call attention
to the arrangement recently entered into
by this Government with the Government
of Manitoba, and inquire whether the
Government intends to set apart and re-
serve a portion of the lands in the terri-
tory purchased from the Hudson Bay
Company, in order to apply the funds
arising from the sale thereof towards liquid-
ating the debt now being incurred on be-
half of said territory? He said: It will
be remembered that some years ago it
was proposed to set apart 100,000,000
acres of land towards the building of the
Canadian Pacific Railway. I do not know
whether any steps have been taken with
regard to that or not, but my attention
has been called to the subject recently, in
consequence of a return which was laid
before Parliament, being an agreement en-
tered into by the Dominion Government
with the province of Manitoba, settling all
claims up to the present time. Some
years ago, I remember seeing that the
Provincial Government put forwarda claim
to all the lands within the province, and
I think they have since not only claimed
all the lands but the moneys arising from
the sales of the lands that have been dis-
posed of. Comparing the position of this
province and the new provinces about to
be erected in the North-West, so far asre-
gards the endowment of land, it strikes
me that the older provinces have very
considerable claims on these lands before
they begin to be distributed. I do not
know that Manitoba is one of the largest
provinces. When it was originally erect-
ed into a province, it contained only g,500,-
000 acres, but it has since been enlarged
to ten times that amount. Tt has now g6,-
000,000 of acres. Assuming that 6,000,000
of those acres have been granted, which I
suppose is an outside estimate, there are
still 90,000,000 of acres in that province
that are ungranted. The population at
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‘the last census was 63,950. Assuming
that it is now 100,000 the ex-
pense, as stated in the arrangement

“made with the Government here, which
has been incurred in that province, is put
.down at $28,650,000. Now, 1 only look
to our own province, so far as regards this
expenditure, We have '/,; of the popu-
lation of the whole Dominion. I think I
may fairly assume that we pay fully /.5 of
all the burdens that fall upon the people
ot this Dominion. At that rate, we have
.expended at least $2,000,000 in the pro
vince of Manitoba. Now, I think we are
-entitled to some consideration for this. I
am not authorized to speak for the Mari-
time Provinces generally ; but I may re-
mark, en passant, that the Maritime Pro-
vinces contain 1,5 of the population, and
consequently their expenditure, taken alto-
gether, in Manitoba, would be $5,730,000.
I am disposed to deal with this young
colony, as I think all young colonies ought
to be dealt with, in a liberal manner, but
at the same time the interests of the older
colonies, or provinces, are to be consid-
ered, and must not be lost sight of. Be-
fore this expenditure in the North-West is
.ended, I have no doubt, it will reach be-
tween $100,000,000 and $150,000,000,
and I believe that a very considerable
portion of the lands of the Dominion in
the North-West ought to be set apart to
liquidate this debt, else it will be a very
serious burden on us for all time to come.
Suppose we set apart 20,000,000 of acres
in each province, say in Manitoba, Assini-
boia, Saskatchewan, Alberta, and Atha-
baska ; that will make it 100,000,000
acres of land, and it will be a very small
proportion of the lands contained in these
provinces. The people in the North-West
claim these lands on the ground that the
older provinces were permitted to retain
all their lands, but I wish to show to the
House what lands New Brunswick has and
how it came by these lands. I may ob-
serve first, we had only 17,393,000 acres
in our province altogether. Of that, now,
there is nearly 10,000,000 granted. There
is a little over 7,000,000 left. When our
province was first established, our first
Legislature met in 1786. A number
of loyalist families had come to
the province and they obtained grants,
certainly not extravagant, from the Crown ;
but from that time those emigrants that

Hon. Mr. WARK.

came out to that country had to pay for
every acre of land that they received.
There were no free homesteads or free
lands; every man who wanted roo acres
of land had to pay tor it. There were no
roads or bridges; the immigrants had to
make these themselves. The Crown re-
tained the sole control of the lands for
fifty years. Although they had a Legisla-
ture, it had not the right to sell an acre of
these lands, nor even a tree off the land.
A commissioner was sent out by the Im-
perial Government, who had the sole con-
trol and management of the lands, and the
proceeds arising from them were retained
for the payment of the civil list. The
Crown kept the control of the whole.
Again, when grants were made they re-
served the best timber on the land, and
they reserved a quit rent. The parties
who received the grant were liable to pay
a quit rent, and there was a reservation of
certain mines and minerals; so that all
the right the purchaser had was to culti-
vate the surface of the soil.  This state of
things went on for fifty years, and then a
good deal of dissatisfaction being felt,
especially among the representatives of the
people, and two or three delegations hav-
ing been sent home to treat with the
Government on the subject, a bargain was
made by which we agreed to take over the
whole civil list, the Imperial Government
giving us control of the public lands ; and
I suppose at that time there was not more
than eleven or twelve million acres of land
left. We had to pay for that, the salaries
of the lieut.-governor, his private secretary,
the surveyor general and the indoor estab-
lishment expenses, the provincial secretary,
the chief justice and three puisne judges,
the attorney general, the solicitor general,
the auditor general and the receiver
general. We undertook to pay all these
salaries, and the amount which was ex-
acted from us was £14,500, or $58,000.
Just about that time, we had established
the Court of Chancery, with a salary to
the judge of $3,200. He frequently
applied to have his salary placed on the
civil list, but never succeeded. That sum,
added to the bargain made with the
Government for the land, whether we
received it from the land or not, was a first
charge upon our ordinary revenue, and
payable quarterly. We, therefore, had
$61,200 to pay, and we paid that from the
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time this arrangement was entered into in
1837, down to Confederation. In that
time we paid $1,836,000, and here is the
land we have now left for that heavy
Charge upon the lands that were transferred
to us; so that it will be seen that we paid
Pretty dearly for all the lands we have. I
d not mention that among the sums
Which were chargeable on the civil list, was
1,000 sterling to endow our university,
and that was given on condition of our
8ranting out of the ordinary revenue
£1,000 additional to meet it.  Both
those charges we have still to pay, and
Justly, too, I may remark, in referring to
the university, that that worthy man, King
eorge the Fourth, thought he was
€xceedingly generous when he endowed
Our university with 5,950 acres of land,
and not of the best quality. I see by the
arrangement proposed to be entered into
With Manitoba, that the Government pro-
Pose to give them 150,000 acres, twenty-

Ve times more than the endowment we
Teceived,

Hon. MR, BOTSFORD—ARd better
lang,

_ Hon. MR, WARK—And far better
land, The Civil-list Act that they passed
o secure the Government was very
Sttingent. The money was to be paid
Quarterly, and we were bound not to sell
an acre of the land but what was set up
and sold by public auction; and this was
4 very wholesome regulation. If the
JOminion Government ever propose to
8lve control of the lands to the new
Provinces they cannot do better than
t?now this example. If we were selling a

mber berth it had to be advertised, and

Sold at public auction, and the lands
the Same, .

HoN, Mr. BOTSFORD—And an
Upset price fixed.

priI:ON. MRr. WARK—VYes, and an upset
€ ﬁffed, as my hon. friend reminds me.
'°I€ is another matter 1 ought to refer
lar;dwe had probably 9,000,000 acres of
. when we came into Confederation.
N ad to subsidize a railway which took
0;" ]°»°°o acres, nearly three-quarters of
and, small as the portion of lands we
SSessed was, And I may now remark,

1t over with his colleagues.

en passant, seeing the Government have
been so liberal to railways, and are endow-
ing railways in the different parts of the
Dominion, it would be a graceful act on
their part, I might say a generous act, for
the Government to buy this land from the
company to whom it was granted, and
hand it back to our province. I hopethe
Minister of Justice will note this, and talk
Now, if the
province of Manitoba, and those other
new provinces, get the proceeds of the
large portions of land which would be
left after the deduction which I have re-
ferred to, they would have an income
from these lands for a century, or centuries
perhaps, after our small income from our
lands is exhausted. This may be a very
trifling question to the large provinces of
Ontario and Quebec. Their revenues
from lands will be almost inexhaustible ;
but it is very different with the Maritime
Provinces—very different with us in New
Brunswick, and if this heavy debt is to re-
main as a dead weightuponuswhilewehave
no revenues of this kind, it will be almost
intolerable ; consequently, I feel satisfied
that these lands ought to be set apart, and
the proceeds of them strictly kept for no
other purpose but to reduce the debt.

Hon. MR. POWER—Hear, hear.

Hon. MR. WARK—I am satisfied New
Brunswick will not have less of this burden
to bear than $8,000,000 or $10,000,000.
It will not come on us directly, but it will
come indirectly, and we ought to con-
sider it, and try to get quit of this part of
the public debt in order to enable us to
get along more comfortably with that por-
tion of the debt which we must bear. We
came into Confederation with a small debt.
We increased it a little by what is consid-
ered a part of the contract. We had our
share of the expenses in constiucting the
railway. We did not object then in the
Maritime Province to the deepening of
the canals, but when we got that far we
thought we would stop and try to pay all
our debts instead of incurring more.
There is the debt to the Hudson Bay
Company. There is the expense of this
enormous undertaking, the Canadian
Pacific Railway, and the expense of keep-
ing up the North-West Mounted Police.
For all those things, the lands ought to
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contribute the principal part of the ex-
penses. I need not take up further the
time of the House, but would just ask the
question of which I gave notice.

Hon. Sir. ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
scheme which my hon. friend prop.:ses
has not been considered by the Govern-
ment. We had no intention of setting
apart any particular lands, because the
proceeds of the sales of all the lands were
going into a common purse, and any con-
tribution to Manitoba is paid out of
that common purse; but the idea
suggested by the hon. gentleman is—and I
understand it now for the first time—that
to take those moneys out of the common
purse is, to some extent, unfair to the
smaller provinces. I think that is the
point he makes. I will take care to bring
it under the notice of the Premier and my
colleagues, and, perhaps, will take occasion
hereafter to refer to the subject again;
but the answer to the hon. gentleman’s
question, in the meantime, is that we have
not deemed it necessary, so far, to take
such steps as he suggests, because all the
proceeds of the lands sold go into a com-
mon purse, out of which the payments to
Manitoba come.

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER—If I under-
stand the object of the hon. gentleman’s
motion, it is this : the Federal Government
have made collossal expenditures to
accomplish the development of our North-
West Territory, probably amounting to
ninety or one hundred millions of dollars,
and they have thereby increased the public
burdens of the older provinces. We
remember very well after Confederation,
and upon our entering upon these very
large expenditures for the construction of
the Canadian Pacific Railway, the solemn
pledge or statement made by the first
Minister and other members of the Gov-
ernment, that the whole amount thus ex-
pended would be recouped from the sale
of the public lands, and my hon. friend
from Fredericton is perfectly correct ; he
takes a tenable position when speaking on
behalt of his province ; he says that the
province of New Brunswick have a perfect
right to demand that that solemn pledge
or assurance should be faithfully carried
out by the Government of the day. If I
understand his view, as expressed, he

Hon. Mr. WARK.

demands that the Government should set
apart 100,000,000 of acres in the North-
West, to which the Minister of Justice has
replied (if I heard him correctly) that
nothing has yet been done in that direction.
The proposition is that the proceeds of the
sales of these lands should be kept as a
special or sinking fund to carry out that
solemn assurance given by the Government
to the people of the older provinces. I
do not suppose that my hon. friend who
has brought this matter before us has the
very slightest hope that the present Gov-
ernment will make any effort to fulfil that
pledge.

Hon. MrR. WARK—Oh, yes.

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER-—Knowing
their ways, knowing as I do their record
for the last four years in the management
of public affairs, it is a hope which I do
not entertain. The hon. gentleman will
remember that for some time Parliament
has really and truly, as it were, surren-
dered its judgment to the First Minister
upon such leading public questions. The
Parliament of the country has not been
directing the public expenditures, but a
large majority of the House of Commons
and a very large majority of this august
body, worshipping the First Minister as
never any idol was worshipped in Assyria
or ancient Greece, placing such entire
faith in his prudence and astuteness, have
surrendered their judgment and allowed
him to take his own course, thinking he
would act with wisdom and care, and that
everything he would do would be wisely
and properly done. That is the position,
and I defy any member of this House to
gainsay that position—that the Parliament
have not tried to control and guide the
First Minister, and we now see the result.
Parliament, composed as it is of the first
minds of the country, has ceased to con-
trol and check the executive government.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—He is the leader
of the expedition—old Agamemnon.

Hown. Mr. ALEXANDER—The First
Minister is a most extraordinary man.
The country has never produced, and
may never again produce, his equal for
astuteness, but what about the means he
adopts—his Gerrymandering Bills, and
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his Franchise Bills, brought in to control
arliament, which the rules of Parliament
will not allow me to characterize as they
ought to be characterized ? 1 think the
Country now begins to feel, and I mistake
very greatly if the Parliament of the coun-
try does not now feel, that their faith has
en misplaced ; and if they do not feel it
now, I am sure they must feel it before
Six months have passed. Whether from
age or other causes, the First Minister is
no longer a reliable leader, especially in
Questions of finance. He is an astute
wyer and parliamentarian ; he knows
OW to manipulate men, but has become
latterly a danger in the state, and the
Country will reap a most bitter experience
from the fact of its Parliament having sur-
Tendered their judgment and left him to
guide public affairs. It is bec