OFFICIAL REPORT

OF THER

DEBATES

OF THR

HOUSE OF COMMONS

OF THE

DOMINION OF CANADA.

FIRST SESSION—SEVENTEHE PARLIAMENT.

54-55 VICTORI.AS, 1891.

VOL. XXXIL
COMPRISING THE PERIOD FROM THE TENTH DAY OF JULY TO THE TWENTIETH
DAY OF AUGUST, INCLUSIVE.

‘ OTTAWA:
PRINTED BY BROWN CHAMBERLIY, PRINTFR TO THE QUEEN'S MOST
EXCELLENT MAJESTY.

1891.






MEMBERS OF THE GOVERNMENT

T 10N, SR 0

OF THE

I\

AN

ALD.G.UB,

AT THE OPENING OF THE

FIRST SESSION OF THE SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.

1891.

Minister of Railways and Canals (Premier)
Minister of Public Works -

Minister of Customs -

Minister of Militia and Defence

Minister of Agriculture -

Minister of Inland Revenue

Without Portfolio - -

Secretary of State -

Minister of Justice - -

Minister of Finance - - -

Without Portfolio - - -

Minister of Marine and Fisheries - . -
Postmaster General - - - -
Minister of Interior - - - - -
President of the Council

*Right Hon. Sir Joux A, Macpoxawnp, G.C. B, &ec.
+S8ir Heetor Lovis Laxceviy, KLC MG, C.B.
Hon. MackENziE BOWELL.

Sir AporpHE P. Carox, K.CALG.

Hon, Jonx Carnina,

Hon. Jonx Costicax.

Hon. Fraxk Syrri.

Hon. Joserit ApoLPHE CHAPLEAU, ‘
NivJons Searrow Davip Trompesoxn, K.COMLG.
Hon, Grorce Evnas Fostek.

*Hon. Jons Joserd CALDWELL ABBOTT.

Hon. Cuarres Hieeerr Trvervee.

Hoi. Joux GranayM Hacearr,

Hon. Ebcan DewbpNEY.

Clerk of the Priry Council -

Joux Josern MeGeg, Esq.

OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS:

Hon. PETER WHITE - - -
JoseErH (. H. BeraceRrox, M. P.
Jonx G. BovriNor, Esq. -
DoxarLp W. MacpoxkLn, Esg. -
Fraxcors Forruxatr RovLeav, Esqg.

- - . - Sywaker,

- - - - Deputy Speaker.
{'lerk of the House.
Serjeant-at-Arms,

Clerk Assistant.

OFFICTAL REPORTERS:

GEORGE B. BRADLEY - - -
STEPHEN A. ApBOoTT -

E. JosepH Duccax -

ALBERT HORTON

F. R. MaRrceEav - - -

J. 0. MARCEAU - - -
Thaos. Joux RicHAarDsox - -
Thos. P. OwEeNs - - -

Jxo. CHas. Boyce - - - -

*Died 6th June, 1891.
tResigned Portfolio, 7th September, 1891.

R - - - )

- - - -

‘Chief Reporter.

>Reporters.

Assistant to Chief Reporter.

*Accepted Portfolio (President of the Council and Premier) June 16th, 1891.






ALPHABETICAL LIST

CONSTITUENCIES AND MEMBERS

OF THE

HOUSK OF

FIrsr SESSION OF THE SEVENTH PARLI

COMMONS

AMENT oF THE DoMiNioN oF CaNapa.

1891.

!
AppiNGTON--George W. Dawson.
ALserRT—Richard Chapman Weldon.
ALBERTA-~Donald Watson Davis.
ALGoMA—CGeorge Macdonell.
AxNaroLis —John B. Mills.
ANTIGONISH--Hon. Sir John Thompson, K.C.M.G.
ARGENTEUIL—Thomas Christie.
AssixtBoia, East—Hon. Edgar Dewdney.
AssiNiBoly, West—Nicholas Flood Davin.

Bacor—Flavien Dupont.

Bravce—Joseph Godbout.
BravaarNois—Joseph Gédéon Horace Bergeron.
BELLECHASSE-~Guillaume Amyot.
BerTuier—Cléophas Beausoleil.
BoNaveENTURE—William Le Boutillier Fauvel.
BotnwErLL—Hon. David Mills,

Bra~xt, N. Riding—James Somerville.
BraxT, S. Riding—William Paterson.
Brockvinne—John Fisher Wood.
Broye—Eugene A. Dyer.

Bruce, E. Riding—Reuben Truax.

Bruck, N. Riding—Alexander McNeill.
Bruee, W. Riding—James Rowand.

e Rueraw_ | Heetor F. MceDougall.
Cark Brerox \ David McKeen.

CAarpwELL—Robert Smeaton White.
CarLetoN (N.B.)—Newton Ramsay Colter.
CarLeTox (0.)—William T. Hodgins.
Caripoo—Frank S. Barnard.
CuamBLY—Raymond Préfontaine.
CHamPLAIN-—Onésime Carignan,
CHarLEVOIX—Henry Simard.
CHARLOTTE—Arthur Hill Gillmor.
CHATEAUGUAY—James Pollock Brown.

Crrcorring ANp SacUENay—P. V. Savard.
CorcnestEr—William A, Patterson.
Comprox-—Rufus Henry Pope.

CorNwWALL AND STorMONT—Darby Bergin.
CeaBerraNxp—Arthur R. Dickey.

D1y~ Edward Charles Bowers.
DoxrcuesTER—Cyrille Emile Vaillaucourt.
DrUMMOND AND ARTHABASKA—-Joseph Lavergne.
Duxpvas—Huge H. Ross. .

Durnaym, E. Riding—Thomas Dixon Craig.
Dueruam, W. Riding—Robert Beith.

Erciy, E. Riding-—Andrew B. Ingram.
Encix, W. Riding-—-George Elliott Casey.
isseX, N. Riding—William McGregor.
EssEx, S. Riding—Henry W. Allan.

FroxtTexac—Hon. George Airey Kirkpatrick.

G aspE—Louis Zéphirin Joncas.
(iL.excaARkY—Roderick R. McLennan.
GLotvcesTER—Kennedy F. Burns.
GREXVILLE, S. Riding—John Dowsley Reid.
Grey, E. Riding—Thomas S. Sproule.
GRrEY, N. Riding—James Masson.

GrEY, S. Riding—CGeorge Landerkin.
GuysBorouGH—Duncan C. Fraser.

HavLpivaxp—Walter Humphries Montague.
fThomas E. Kenny.

\John Fitz-William Stairs.
Hartox—David Henderson.

. [ Alexander McKay.
HamiLrox— | Samuel S. Ryckman.

Haxts—Alfred Putnam.
Hastings, E. Riding—Samuel Barton Burdett.

Harirax—



LINT

OF MEMBERS OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

Hastines, N. Riding—Hon, Mackenzie Bowell.
HasTixgs, W, Riding-—Henry Corby.
Hocuernaca—Alphonse Desjardins.
Hu~tivcpox--Julius Seriver.

Huerox, E. Riding—Peter Macdonald.

Huroxs, S. Riding—John McMillan,

Heroy, WL Riding—Malcolm Colin Cameron.

IsErvILLE—Francois Béchanl.
INvERNEss—Hugh Cameron,

JAacqUEs CARTIER—Désird Girouard.
Jovierte-~Urbain Lippd.

Kavorraska—Henry George Carroll.

Kext (N.B.)—Edward H. Léger.

KENT (0.)-—Archibald Campbell.

Kine's (N.B.)-—Hon. George Eulas Foster.

Kixe's (N.xO)—Frederick W, Borden.

Kls(:‘s (P. PI)"’:I\q:;ﬁh\tlliil’:t(l;?m Macdonald.
Kiveston—Rt. Hon. SirJohu Macdonald, G.C.B.

Layerox, E. Riding--George Moncerieff.

Lasveron, W. Riding--James Frederick Lister.

Laxark, N. Riding—Joseph Jamieson.

Laxakk, S. Riding—Hon. John Graham Haggart.

Larraikie—-Louis Conrad Pelletier.

L AssomprioN—Joseph Gauthier.

Lavai— Hon. Joseph Aldric Onimet.

LeeDs axp GrENVILLE, N. Riding—Charles Fred-
erick Ferguson.

Leens, 8. Riding—George Taylor.

Lexxox-——David Wright Allison.

LEvis—Pierre Malcolm Guay.

Lixcony axp Niacara—William Gibson,

Liscar-—-Arthur Wellington Ross.

L’IspEr-~Louis George Desjardins.

Loxpox-—Charles Smith Hyman.

LorsiNtErRE—Come Isaie Rinfret.

Lexexprre—Charles Edwin Kaulbach.

MakquerTrE—Robert Watson.
MaskiNoNGE-—Joseph Hormisdas Legris.
MEcaNTic—Louis J. Coté, alias Frichette,
Mivpreskx, E. Riding—Joseph Henry Marshall.
MippLesEX, N. Riding—William H. Hutchins.
MivprLesex, S. Riding—-James Avmstrong.
MibbLesex, WL Riding-~William Frederick Roome.
MissisQuol—George Barnard Baker.
Moxck--John Brown.

MoxTteany—Louis Dugas.
MoxTyaaNy-—Philippe A. Choquette.
MoxT™MorENCY—]T, Isra¢l Tarte.

MoNTREAL, Centre-—John Joseph Curran,
MoxsTkEAL, East--Alphonse Télesphore Lépine.
MoxTrEAL, West—Sir Donald Smith, K.C. M.(:.
Meskoka—William Edward O'Brien.

NariervitLE—Dominique Monet.

New WestsmiNsTtER--Gordon E. Corbould.
Ni1cor.er—dJoseph Hector Leduc.

: NorroLk, N. Riding—John Charlton.

NorroLk, S, Riding--David Tisdale.
NORTHUMBERLAND (N. B.)—Michael Adams.
NortneMeerLasp (0.) E.R..—Edward Cochrane.
NGRTHUMBERLAND (0.) W.R.—John Hargraf4.

Oxtario, N. Riding—Frank Madill.

ONTario, 8. Riding-—James 1. Davidson.
O~Tario, W, Riding-—James David Edgar.

f Charlex Herbert Mackintosh.

L Honoré Robillard.

Orrawa (County)—Charles Ramsay Devlin.
Oxrorb, N. Riding—.James Sutherland.

1 OxrorD, N, Riding —-Hon. Sir Richard Cartwright,
i K.C.MLG

| PerL—Joseph Featherston.

i Perti, N. Riding—James Nicol Grieve.
FPERTH, S, Riding-- James Trow.
' PrrERBOROUGH, E. Riding---John Burnham.
Pererrvorovan, W. Riding—James Stevenson.
f Hon. Charles Hibbert Tupper.
“LJohn McDougald.
Poxrtiac-—Thomas Murray.
PoxrrNevr--Arthur Delisle.
Prescorr—Isidore Proulx.
Proxcr(P. B L)-- | Junisins Fo Perny:
Prixce Epwarp-—Archibald Campbell Miller.
Provescuer—Alphonse A. . LaRiviere.

Orrawa (City) --

‘ Preroc-

i
i
{

Qrerke, Centre—Francois Langelier.
Quegpke, East—-Hon. Wilfred Laurier.
Quenec, West —Hon. Thomas MeGreevy.
Querkc (County)-—lules J. T, Frémont.

QueEN™s (N.B.)-—George Gerald King.
QUEEN's (N.N.)—Fraucis Gordon Forbes.

Quees's (PE.L)—- { Lows Henry Davies.
Rexrrew, N. Riding—Peter White.

RexrreEw, S, Riding-—-John Ferguson.
REesticoveHE—John MceAllister.
Ricneriet--Hon. Sir Hector Langevin, K.C. M.G.
Ricuyoxn (N.S.)-—Joseph AL Gillies.
Ricumoxpaxnd Worrk (Q.)—Clarence C. Cleveland.
Rivorski--Hon. Sir Adolphe Caron, K.C. MG
RovvinLe-- Louis Philippe Brodeur.

RussELL— Williwm Cameron Edwards.

S1. Hyacintue—Michel E. Bernier.
ST Jons (NUB.) City—Ezekiel McLeod.

- " J. Douglas Hazen.
Jous(N.BYCity ¢ 7.---[' o .
O (\ l) )(J‘t) Uld(,() 1Chas. l\- bkllmel‘.
Jonx's (Q.)—Francois Bourassa.
Mavrice—Francois Sévére L. Desaulniers.
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LIST OF

MEMBERS OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

SaskaTcHEWAY —Day Hart Macdowall,
SELKIRK—Thomas Mayne Daly.
SHEFForRb—John Robhins Sanborn.
SHELBURNE—Nathaniel W. White.
SHERBROOKE—William Bullock Ives.
Siycor, E. Riding—Philip H. Spohn.
Sixcor, N. Riding—Dalton McCarthy,
Sicok, S, Riding—Richard Tyrwhitt.
SovLaxcEs—Joseph Octave Mousseau.
StaNsTEAD—Timothy Byron Rider.
Stvxsrry—Robert Duncan Wilmot.

TEMIscov ATA—Paul Etienue Grandbois.

TeERREBONNE—Hon. Joseph Adolphe Chapleau.

Turee Riveks—Hon. Sir Hector
K.C.M.G,

ToxroxTto, Centre—-George Ralph R. Cockburn.

ToroxTo, Emerson Coatsworth, jun.

Toroxto, West--Frederick Charies
C. M. G

Two MovsTtaiNs—dJean Baptiste Daoust.

Langevin, |

Denison,

YaNcotvER Isnaxp—David William Gordon.
VavpretiL—Henry Stanislas Harwood.
VeRrRcHERES—Hon. Felix Geoftrion.

SELECT COMMITTEE APPOINTED TO SUPERVISE

|
: Vicroria (B, C)—

%

f Edward Gawler Prior.
\ Thomas Earle.
Vicroria (N.B.)-— Hon. John Costigan.
\ 1croriA (N.S.)—John Archibald McDonald.
! \ 1ctoria (O.) N, Riding-—John Augustus Barron.
i Vieroria (O.) S. Riding—Charles Fairbairn,
! WarekLoo, N Riding—Isaac Erb Bowman.
| WatkkLoo, 8. Riding--James Livingston.
1\\ ELLAND—William M. German.
L WELLINGTON, Centre Riding—Andrew Semple.
[ WeLLINGToN, N. Riding—James McMulien.
P WeLLINGTON, N, Riding—James Innes.
E\VF\‘TW(')I\TII \' Riding—Thomas Bain.
\\ ENTWORTH, N, Riding-—Franklin M. Carpenter.
i LW ESTMOREL. \\n—-J osiahh Wood.
LAWiNN1eEG-—Hugh John Macdonald.

Yare—John Andrew Mara.

Yanaska—Roch Moise Samuel Mignault.
YarvorTH—Thomas Barnard Flint.

York (N.B.)—Thomas Temple.

York (O.) E. Riding—Hon. Alexander Mackenzie.
York (0.) N. Riding-—-William Mulock.

York (0.) W. Riding-—~N. Clarke Wallace.

THE PUBLICATION OF THE

OFFICIAL REPORTS OF THE DEBATES OF THE HOUSE.

BEcHARD, Mr. Frangois ( Ihercillc ).
BeauvsoLkiL, Mr. Cléophas ( Berthicr ).
CaMeroxN, Mr. Hugh (Inverness).

CraRrvrTON, Mr. John ( North Nurfulk ).

Davin, Mr. N. F. (West Assiniboie ).
DEssarping, Mr. Alphonse ¢ Hocheluga ).
INNES, Mr. James (South Wellington ).
LARIVIERE, Mr. Alphonse A. C. ( Provencher ).

Priogr, Mr. Edward Gawler ( Victorie, B.C.)
SCRIVER, Mr. Jules ( Huntingdon ).

SKINNER, Charles N, (St. John City and County. )
SOMERVILLE, Mr. James ( West Bruee).

TavrLor, Mr. George (South Leeds).

WeLbox, Mr. R. Chapman (Albert ).

WHiTE, Mr. Robert Smeaton (Carduwell ).

Chairman :—~MR. ALPHONSE DESJARDINS ( Hochelaga ),






LIST OF PAIRS DURING THE SESSION.

Sir JoN ThHoMPs0N's amendment {(six month's hoist) Ministerial.

to Mr. Cameron’s (Huron

motion for second

reading of Bill 8 (Franchise Act Repeal) 20th - Mr. CURRAN.

May :--
Ministerial.

Mr. CORBOULD.
Mr. KENXNY,
Mr. GRANDBOIS.
Sir DONALD SMITH,
Sir JOHN MACDONALD.
Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds).

On Sir Hecror LANGEVIN'S motion (to ad journ debate)

to Mr. Davin's proposed resolution (re Second

Homesteads, N.W.T.
Mr. CLEVELAND.
Mr. DESAULNIERS.
Mr. JONCAS.
Mr. CORBY.
Mr. DYER.
Mr. PELLETIER.
Mr. STEVENSON,
Mr. WOUD (Brockville).
Mr. COATSWORTH.

Oppoxition.
Mr. CASEY.
Mr. LIVINGSTOXN.
Mr. SCRIVER.

i Mr. MACDOWALL.
S Mr. COATSWORTH.
Mr. MoKEEN.

Hon. Mr. DEWDNEY.

Hon. ALEX. MACKENZIE, : Mr. PRIOR.

Hon, Mr. LAURIER.
Mr. BORDEN.

) 1st June o

Mr. CARROLLL.

Mr. LEGRI=.

Mr. CHOQUETTE.
Mr. GIBSON.

Mr. LAVERGNE,
Mr. LANGELIER.
Mr. SCRIVER.

Mr. HARGRAFLT.
Mr. FEATHERSON,

On Sir Joux THoMPsON'S amendisent (six months’
hoist) to Mr. Edgar’s wotion for seeond reading |

of Bill 4 (Electoral Franclise Act) 4th June :—

Mr. TAYLOR.

Mr. O'BRIEN.

Hon, Mr. DEWDNXNFY.
Mr. PRIOR.

Sir JOHN MACDONALD.

M. TROW,

Mr. BARRON.
Mr. MULOCK,
Mr. HYMAN.

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE.

On Mr. Lavrier’s proposed resolution (Censuring the !

High Commissioner) in amendinent to motion for

Commiiitee of Supply, Sth June :—

Mr. O'BRIEN.
Mr. SKINNER.
Mr. IVES.

Mr. BARRON.
Mr. KING.
Mr. FREMONT.

| Mr. RYCKMAN.
| Mr. STEVENSON.

June —

M IVES.

Mr. STEVENSON.
Hon, Mr. CHATLEAU.
Hon. Mr. FOSTER.
SirDONALD SMITH.
Mr. RETD.

Mr. BAKER.

Mr. POPE.

Mr. BURNHAM.

. Hono Mr. OUIMET.
Mr. WILMOT.

!
i
|
l
i
5

i Hon. Mr. TUPPER.

i Mr. IVES.

| Mr. MeCARTILY.

Sir DONALD SMITH.
Mr. STEVENSON.

: Mr. BERGIN.

Hon. Mr. CHAPLEAU.
Mr, DESAULNIERS.

Mr. MASSON.

Opposition.,

Mr. DESTARDINS (Hoch.) Mr. AMYOT,

Mr. DEVLIN.

Mr. CHARLTON.

Mr. FEATHERSTON,
Mr. LIVINGSTON,

SirJOHN MACDONALD. Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE.

Mr. MULOCK.
Mr. HYMAN,
Mr. McMULLEN.
Mr. EDGAR.

On Mr. Lavriers motion (to adjourn the House :

Want of Confidence in Government)  22nd

Mr. FREMONT,

Mr. WoOOD (Westmorelund) Mr. FLINT.

Mr. SCRIVER.

My JONCAS.

Sir RLCARTWRIGHT,
Hou. Mr. MACKENZIE.
Mr. CASEY.

Mr. BERNIER.

Mr. LEGRIS.

Mr. PREFONTAINE.
Mr. BOURASSA.

Mr. GIBSON,

On Mr. Murock's proposed resolution (Repeal of

Dury on Binding Twine) tith July :—

Mr. DAVIES.

Mr. HYMAN.

Mr, PREFONTAINE.
Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE.
Mr. SCRIVER.

Mr. LISTER.

Mr. SIMARD.

Mr. LEGRIS.
Mr.McMULLEN.



X LIST OF

On Sir Riegard CARTWRIGHT S amendient (Reduc-
tion of Duties) to Mr. Foster's motion to concur
in resolutions reported from Committee of Ways
and Means, 28th July :—

Oppaxition,

Mr. WELSH.

Mr. PREFONTAINE,

Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE,

Mr. GIBSON.

Ministerial.
Mr. BARNARD.
Mr. McCARTHY.
Sir DONALD SMITH.
Mr. McGREEVY.

On Mr. DestarbDIN's resolution (Commercial Union
between Canada and the United States) 4th
August :—

Mr. BARNARD.

Mr. McCARTHY.

Mr. WELSH.
Mr. PREFONTAINE.

Sir DONALD SMITH. Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE.
Mr, ADAMS, Mr. COLTER.

Mr. McKFEEN. Mr. BORDEN.

Mr. KENNY. Mr. FORBES,

Mr. MONCRIEFF. Mr. LISTER.

Mr. BURNS. Mr. GERMAN.
Mr, PATTERSON (Colly  Mr. EDGAR.

Mr. TISDALE. Mr. ARMSTRONG.
Mr. WILMOT. Mr. BURDETT.
Mr. SKINNER. Mr. CARROLL.
Hon, Mr. CHAPLEALL AMr. CHOQUETTE.

Mr. MACKINTOXH. M- SPOHN.

On Mr. CHakpToN's proposed resolntiom (Timber
Licenses, &e.) in amendmens: to maotion for Com-
mittee of Supply, Hth August i

Mr. BARNARD. Mr. WELSH.
Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. PREFONTAINE.
Mr. ADAMS, Mr. COLTER.

Mr. McKEEN. Mr. BORDEN.

Mr. KENNY. Mr. FORBES.

Mr. MONCRIEFF. Mr. LISTER.

Mr. BURNS. Mr. GERMAN.

Mr, EDWARDS.

Mr. YEO.

Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE.
Mr. CARROLL.

Mr. HYMAN.

Mr. EDGAR.

Mr. BURDETT.

Mr. ROSS (Lisgar).

Mr. McLEAN.

Sir DONALD SMITH.

Mr. SKINNER. ,
Hon. Mr. KIRKPATRICK.
Mr. BERGERON,

Mr. PATTERSON (Col.)

On Mr. CaMekrox"s (Huron) proposed resolution (Tay
Canal Construction) in amendment to motion for
Comuinittee of Supply, 12th August :—

Mr. BARNARD. Mr. WELSH.

Mr. McKEEN. Mr. BORDEN.

Mr. McDOUGALL(C.B.) Mr. FAUVEL.

Mr. KENNY. Mr, FORBES.

Sir DONALD SMITH. Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE.
Mr. SKINNER, Mr. BRODEUR.

Mr. McALLISTER. Mr. BARRON.

PAIRS DURING

THE SESSION.

On Mr. LAURIER's proposed resolution (British Colum.
bia Settlers’ (Grievances) in amendment to motion
for Commniittee of Suppiy, 18th August :—

Opposition,

Mr. WELSH.

Houn. Mr. MACKENZIE.

Mr. FAUVEL.

Mr. FREMONT.

Mr. CHARLTON,

Mr. BOWMAN,

Mr. CHOQUETTE.

Ministericd,
Mr. BARNARD.
Sir DONALD SMITH.
Mr. EARLL.
Mr. IVES.
Mr. CORBY.
Mr. McKAY,
Hen. Mr. CHAPLEAU.

On Mr. Amyor's proposed resolution (The Baneroft
Tender, Kingston Graving Dock) in amendment
to motion for Committee of Supply, 20th August :—

Mr. BARNARD. Mr. WELSH.

Mr. EARLE. Mr. FAUVEL.

Mr. CORBY. Mr. CHARLTON.

Mr. McKAY, Mr. TRUAXN.

Sir DONALD SMITH. Hon, Mr, MACKENZIE.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Mr. CAMERON (Haron),

Mr. TISDALE, Mr. MULOCK.

On Mr. Davies” (PE.L) proposed resolution {West
Indies Steamship Subsidies) in amendiment to
motion for Committee of Supply, 20th August :—

Mr. BARNARD. Mr. WELSH.

Mr. EARLE. Mr. FAUVEL

Mr. RYCKMAN. Mr. DELISLE.

Sir DONALD SMITH. Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE.

Mr. WOOD (Westml'd). M. KING.

Mr. POPE. Mr. PATERSON (Brant)
Mr. MACDOWALL. Mr. SUTHERLAND.
Mr. McLEAN. Mr. YEO,

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds).  Mr. SPOHN.

Mr. BURDETT.

———

Mr. McCARTHY.

On Sir RicHARD CARTWRIGHTS propused resolution
(Governor General's Warrants) in amendment to
motion for Committee of Supply, 27th August :—
Mr. BARNARD. Mr. WELSIHL

Mr. EARLE. Mr, FAUVEL

Mr. MACDOWALL. Mr. PATERSON (Brant).

Mr. McKEEN. Mr. KING.

Mr. POPE. Mr. FREMONT.
Mr. CURRAN. Mr. DEVLIN.
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. SUTHERLAND.

On Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT'S proposed resolution
(Census) in amendment to motion for Cominittes
of Supply, 3rd September :—

Mr. BARNARD. Mr. WELSH.

Mr. EARLE. Mr. FAUVEL.

Mr. McKEEN. Mr. BOWERS.
Mr. ROSS (Lisgar). Mr. PATERSON (Brant).
Sir DONALD SMITH. Hon. Mr. MACKENZEB.



LIST OF PAIRS DURING THE BSESSION. xi

On Mr. PatersoNs amendment (Sugar Duties) to
Mr. Foster's motion for third reading of Bill 165
(Customs Act) 10th September :—

Ministeriol. Oppoxition.
Mr. BARNARD. Mr. WELSH.
Mr. EARLE. Mr. FAUVEL.
Mr. CURRAN. Mr. MURRAY.
Sir DONALD SMITH. Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE.
Mr. WELDON, Mr. BEAUSOLEIL.
Mr. MARA. Mr. LANGELIER,
Mr. JONCAS. Mr. TARTE. -
Mr. McKEEN. Mr. BORDEN.
Mr. MONCRIEFF. Mr. LISTER.
Mr. DYER. Mr. SCRIVER.
Mr. DU AS. Mr. DELISLE.
Mr. LEGER. Mr. BOWERS.
Mr. ROSS (Lisgar). Mr. BOWMAN.
Mr. CORBOULD. Mr. BURDETT.
Mr. MACDOWALL. Mr. DEVLIN.

On Mr. CaveroN’s (Huron) ameudment (Minority
Report re Mr. Cochrane, M.UP.) to Mr. Skinner’s
motion to concur in the Majority Report of Sub-
Cimmmittee on Privileges and Elections, 17th Sep-
tember :—

Mr. BARNARD. Mr. WELSH.
Mr. EARLE. Mr. FAUVEL.
Mr. WHITE (Shelburne).  Mr. FORBES.
Mr. MACKINTOSH. Mr. HYMAN.
Mr. McKEEN. Mr. BORDEN.

Sir DONALD SMITH. Hon, Mr. MACKENZIE.
Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. EDGAR.

1
i
!
{
!

On

Mr. LisTER’S motion for Select Committee (re
Charges against the Postmaster General) and Sir
John Thompson's amendment (to proceed to the
Orders of the Day) 23rd September :—

Minixterial. Opposition,
Mr. BARNARD. Mr. WELSH.
Mr. EARLE. Mr, FAUVEL.
Mr. WHITE (Shelburne). Mr. FORBES.
Mr. McKEEN. Mr. BORDEN.
Mr. MONCRIEFF. Mr. LISTER.
Mr. POPE. , Mr. PREFONTAINE.

On Mr. Davies’ (P.E.L) amendment (Minority Re-

port re Public Works Contracts) to Mr. Girouard’s
motion to concur in the Majority Report of Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections, 24th Septem-
her:—

Mr. BARNARD. Mr. WELSH.

Mr. EARLE. Mr. FAUVEL.

Mr. WHITE (Shelburne), Mr. FORBES.

Mr. McCKEEN., Mr. BORDEN.

Mr. MONCRIEFF. Mr. LISTER.

Mr. MeDOUGALL (C.B.)  Mr. FRASER.

Mr. TISDALE. Mr. CHARLTON.
Sir DONALD SMITH. Ilon. Mr. MACKENZYE.
Mr. CORBOULD. Mr. BURDETT.

Mr. MACDOWALL. Mr. DEVLIN.

Mr. MARA. Mr. FREMONT.



House of Commons Bebates.

FIRST SESSION—SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.

The SixTin PARLIAMENT of the DomiNtox, which I
had been provogued from the 16th day of May, 1890, |
and thence from time to time, was dissolved by Pro-
cluation on the 3nd day of February, 1891, and,
Writs having been issued ané returned, a new
Parliament was summoned to meet for the Despatch
of Business, on Wednesday, the 29th day of April,
1891, and did accordingly meet on that day.

ITOUSE OF COMMONS.
WeEnNEespay, 20th April, 1891,

On which day, being the first day of the meeting
of the First Session of the SEVENTH PARLIAMENT,
for the Despatch of Business,—JonuN (. BoGriNoT,
Esiuire, Clerk of the House of Commons, Doxawn
Wirniayd MacpoNenL, Fraxcors Fortexar Roe-
LEar, and Hexky Harrsey, Esquires, Commis.
sioners appointed by Dedimus Potestatem for ad- |
ministering the Oath to Members of the House of |
Commons, all attemding according to their duty ;—
NSaMmren Ko ST 0. Ciareeac, Esquire, Clerk of the !
Crown in Chancery, delivered to the said Joux G.
BockriNoT a book containing a List of the Numes
of the Members returned to serve in this Parlia-
ment.

The aforesaid Commissioners did administer the
Oath to the Members who were present, which
being done and the Members having subscribed the
Roll containing the Oath, they repaired to their |
seats.

A Message was delivered by Réné Edouard Kim-
ber, Esquire, Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod,

Gentlemen @

The Honourable Sir Winntax Jonsstose Ritenir,
Deputy Governor, desires the unmedl:'it.(.- attendance of
this Honourable House in the Senate Chamber.

Accordingly, the House went up to the Senate,
when the Speak ot of the Senate said :

Honourable Gentlemen af the Newstte:, and
ticntlemen of the House of (Commons :

The Hononrable Sir Winniay Jouxstoze Ritenig,
Deputy tiovernor, does not see fit to declare the caunses
of summoning the present Parlinment until a Speaker |
of the House of Commons shall have been chosen aceord-
ing to law, but ro-morrow. at three o'clock in the after-;
noon, the causes of calling this Parliniaent will be
declared. :

And the House being returned,

ELECTION OF SPEAKER.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Bovrivor,
I rise to move:

That Peter WHITE, Esquire, the member representing

the Electoral District of the North Riding of the County
of Renfrew, do take the Chair of this House as Speaker.

i people.

To those hon. members who have sat in previous
arlinments I need not say one single word as to the
merits of Mr. White, or as to his fitness to perforin
the duties of this office, this high and important
oftice, with due dignity, and not only with dignity
of manner but with impartiality and ability.  Mr.
White has been in Parliament for fourteen or tifteen
years, und from the time he tirst entered it he took
a very considerable position. even when a very
voung man: and we all know the assiduity and
ability with which he performed his part and his
duties as & member of the House of Commons of
Canada.  He was always in his place, always ready
for his work, enjoying and earning at a very early
period the respect and esteem. and, I may say, the

: friendship of his associates in Parliament, whether
s sitting on the right or left of the Speaker ; and he

vindicated the judgment of his constituents in
electing him as their representative, for we all know
how well he performed his duties as a member
of this House. I do not know on either side of the
House any hon. member who would prove, from his
demeanour, conducet and ability, more acceptable,
withoat reference to political questions, than my

i friend the member for the North Riding of Ren-

frew. Without further remark, I move the resolu-

i tion, seconded by Sir Hector Langevin,

Mr. LAURIER. Mr. BovriNor, it is the privi-
lege of the Administration, at the opening of every
new Parliament, to suggest a member whom they

i believe to be worthy of presiding over the delibera-

tions of this House and competent to discharge the
important duties of the oftice of Speaker. [t is
not unnatural to expect that the Administration,
in secking for such a person, will look exclusively
into the ranks of their own followers, however
attenuated, diminished, decreased, thinned or de-
cimated they may have been by the verdict of the
It would be the vight, nay, it would be the
duty also, of the Opposition, if the person thus
offered to the House did not meet with their appro-
hation, to express their dissent by their words,
and, if necessary, by their votes. In the present
circumstances, 1 cannot say that I am altogether
disappointed at the choice of the right hon. gentle-
man, and, for reasons obivious, I am rather disposed
to agree with his choice.  But the right hon. gentle-

iman has developed of late such a sense of loyalty

to British institutions, such a deference for British
precedents, that I supposed he would be glad to
agree to come back to British practice and to follow
British precedents, by suggesting to this House the
continnation of the late Speaker as the present
Speaker of this Parliament.  The right hon. gentle-
man is aware, and more aware than I am myself,
that, according to British precedents, my hon. friend
from Laval (Mr. Ouimet), who was the incumbent -
of the office of Speaker during the last Parliament, .



should be the choice of the House on the present
oceasion.  But, Sir, 1 knew before to-day  that
Conservative loyalty to British institutions shines !
and glows at clection times, and when the elections
are over it is put under a bushel to serve again;
when the oceasion arises.  If, however, British |
precedents are to he discarded, T woulld have suy-
gested that with great propriety my hon, fr iend
from Brockville (Mr. Waod), who was Deputy
Npeaker for the List Parliment. and who had dis
charged the duties of the otlice with admirable skill. |

as everyone will agree, would have heen worthy of |

Idoi

the honour of being Speaker of this House.
not say this. M
impugning the qualitications of the hon. gentleman ;
who is now suguested to the House as the future
Speiker. I am disposed to say on behalf of the
Oppuosition --of the Loyal Opposition of Her Majesty :
loyal, Nir. in every sénse of the word, loyal to the

Crown. Toyal to the people. loyal to this House : !

even loyal to the majority of this House, and ever
reindy to accept a goond suggestion from the majority

when on the few and rare occasions @ good sugges- |

tion comes from them---Taumn disposed to agree with
evervthing that has been sadd by my nuht hon.
friend in reference to the hon, member f«u North
Renfrew (Mr. White), the nominee for the ottice of
Speaker.  Everything  the right hon.  gentle-
man has said is tull\ “endorsed 1\\ his Lu"ul('nc\
in this House.  From past experience of the T,

gentleman (Mr. White) Tam sure that heis endowedd |
with a thorough knowledge of the practice and busi- |

ness of this House. and we know from experience
that he ix also endowed with a sound judgment,
a tirm spirit, and 1 should say, a great mulqn n-
dence of character. My hon.” friend will pardon
me, [ hope. if T remind him that perfection is not of
this worlid,  He would not be of the human race if
he did not allow me to tell with perfect candour
that he cannot be altogether free from fault, 1
must. however, say that the only fault I have ever
founid with him was that I believe. that he is en-
dued, nay saturated, with a  certain political
heresy which at one time was very prevalent in this
country, but which under the lessons of a sad ex-
perience is now fast disappearing, and which will
be long remembered by a long-suffering people as
the National Policy. Tam t-l.ul to say that I am
sure that tlnshuu\ which unnll impair the use-
fulness of the hon. member on the tloor of this
House, if he had a scat in common with all of us,
will not affect him at all while he is sitting in the
Speaker’s chair. I am sure that when he ascends

to the chair he willleave asile all party proclivities |

and all political professions, and that in the high
station to which he shall be callel by the unani-
mous choice of the House he will stand upr ight and
dmpartial, holding the scaies evenly between con-
tending parties without fear of any one, with favour
to none, and with fair play to all.

The motion being put to the House,

Mr.
affirmative, wemine  contradicente;  and
WHITE, l‘sq., Member for the Electoral District of
North Renfrew, duly clected to the Chair of the
House.

Mr. Warte was conducted from his seat in the
House to the Speaker’s Chair by Sir John A. Mac-
donald and Sir Hector Langevin.

Mr. LAURIER.

[COMN

Imt riNer, with any intention uf;

BovkiNoT declared the motion carried in the |
PETER

e

IONS]

Mr. SPEAKER ELECT. 1 have to tender my
grateful acknowledgment to this House for the high
honour it has conferred upon me in electing me to
} the position of Speaker. It willalways lwm\ cirnest
i hope to deserve the contidence that has heen reposed
in e, and 1shall endeavour to discharge the duties
of the high position to which you have clected me.
with firmness and impartiality. Lam tully sensible
of my unfitness for the position, but I shall rely
ipon the co-operation of the hon.  gentlemen
f upon both sides of the House to assist me in main-
taining our Rules and Orvders, in vindicating our
rights and privileges. and in preserving the freedom
and dignity of debate according to established
usiges.

The Serjeant-at-Arms then placed the Mace on
the Table of the House.

Sir JOHN AL MACDONALD woved the al-
journment of the House.

Motion agreed to: and House adjowrned at
p.n.

3.30

HO L\' L ()l C(_) \I \I

Tirrspay, 3oth .\pnl Is

The SpEakER Eleet having taken the (.]mlr,

A Message
Kimber, Esguire,”
Rod :—

Mg, SPEAKER.—

His Excelleney the Goveryor Geveiral desires the
immediate attendance of this Honourable House in the
Semnte Chamber,

Aceordingly the House went up to the Senate
Chamber.

was delivered by Réné Edouard
Gentleman Usher of the Black

Then the Hosovreapne PETER  WHITE..

NPEAKER ELECT, said

May 1t rLEasE Yore ExceLLesey:

The Hotise of Lummnn- h wve elecied me ag their
Speaker. thongh T am but litile abie o fultil the tmporr-
ant 4,:!\]0 tnth v“l"ht“l 10 e,

IfL in the pa rlormance of those dusies. I should at any
time tall into error, 1 pray that the faal: may be impured
to me, and not to the Commons, whose servan: Tam, and
who. through me., the beiter to enable them to discharge
their uty to their QUEEN amld comntry, hinnbly elaim all
their nmloubred righis atd privileges, es specially that they
may have freedom of Speceliin their Debates, acecess to
)nm Excelleney™s person at all seasonuble umc-. and
thiis their proceedings may ree eive from Your Excelicney
the most tavourable consideration,

The Honourable the NSeearer of the Senate then
| said :

M. Speasre.—

[ am commmded by His Excelleney the Goveksogk
 GENERAL 1o declare 1o yon that he hu'l\ confides in the
duzy and attachment of the House of Commwons to Her
Majesty’s Person and Government, awd not doulbsting that
their proceedings wiil be conducted with wizgdom, remper
and prudence, he grant=, and upon all nu:m-uN will
recognize il .nlluw their constirntional pl'nlnc;zo~

Tam commanded alzo to assure yvou. that the Commons
shall have aceess 1o His Excelleney upon all seasonable
occasions, and that 1heir pmu:mlm,_.:. as well as your
wonds amd actions, will eonstantly reeeive from him the
most favenrabie construetion.

Then His Excellency the GovERNOR (GENERAL
was, pleased to open Parliament by a Speech from
the Throne.

And the House being returned,

Mr. SPEAKER. 1 have the honour to state
that the House having attended on His Excellency
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the Governor General in the Senate Chamber, 1
informed His Excellency that the choice of Speaker
had fallen on me, and, in your names and on yow
behalf, I made the usual claim for your pnvllcues,
which His Excelleney was pleased to confirm to
you.

CONTROVERTED ELECTION.

Mr. SPEAKER laid before the House a judg-
ment bearing date the Sth November, IS0, of the
Hon. Mr. Justice Armour, one of the judges select-
ed for the trial of clection petitions pursuant to

the matter of the clection petition for the Electoral
District of the County of Halton, by which the then
sitting member was declared duly elected.

ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS OF OFFICE.
Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD introduced Bill
{(No. 1) respecting the Administration of Qaths of
Ofttice.
31l reasd the first time.

SPEECH FROM THE THROXNE.

Mr. SPEAKER. 1 have the honour to inform
this House that when the House attended His:
Excellency the Governor General this day in the:
Senate Chamber, His Excellency was pleased to:
ke a Speech to hoth Houses of Parliament, and.

i
|

3

to pre\'u\t mistakes, I hive obtained a copy of the

Speech, which is as follows :—
Honowralde Gentlemeon n_l -‘7(0 Senete :
(GGontlomen of the Honse of Commaons :

T am giad to weleome you to the duties of the first
Session of 1 new Pariinment. which Lhope will he memar- |
able for wise deliberations, and for measures adapted to
the progress aml development of the Dominion,

The seazon in which yon are assembled has opened
auspicionsly for the industrics of our people.  Letushope
thar their labours may be erowned with fruittul returans
from land and sea, and that the great resources of Canada
may continue to reward the toil and enterprise ot its
inhabitants.

My advisers. aviailing themselves of opportunicies
which were presented in the elosing months of last year,
cansed the Administration of the Unired States 10 be
reminded of the willingness of the Gevernment of Canada
to join in making effores for the extension and develop-

ment of the rrade between the Republic and the Domin-:

jon,
of an internationa} charaeter which vemain nnsettled. I
am pleised to say that these represeutations have resulted

in an assurance that, in Qctober next, the Government of ;

the United States will be prepared to enter on a Con-
ference to consider the best meuns of arriving at a
practical soluiion of these important questions.

pipers relating to this subject will be laid before you,

as well as for the friendly adjustment of those matters !

-4, On Mizecilancons

quiry has heen made as to the ineidents of that trade. in so
far as this country is concerned. The evidence elicited
on this enquiry will be laid before you. While L am glad
to learn that our shipping is free from reproach in thur
regard, your attention will be invited to a measure which
will remove all reasonable apprehensions of abuses aris-
ing in the future in connection with so important a branch
of our comnmerce.

The early coming into toree of the Imperial Statute re-
lIating to the Viee-Admiralty Courtz of the Empire has
made it necessary to revise the Laws in foree in Canada

i respeciing our Courts of Maritime Jurisdiction, and a

the Dominion Controverted Elections Act. IS74 in 1y e ire will therefore be Il before you, designed to

reorganize those tribunals,

A Code of the Criminal Law has heen prepared in order
that this branch of our jurisprudence may be simplified
and improved, to which your best aztention isinvited,

Measures relating to the Foreshores of the Dominion
and to the obstruction of its navigable wuters, will be
submitted to you, and you will also be uszked to consiler
amendments to the Aets relating to the North-West Ter-
ritories, to the Exchequer Court Act, aud to the Acts re-
Lting 1o Traode Marks.

1 (v eutlenen o the Howse o Compinns

The Accounts for the past year wiil be submitted to you.
i The Revenue, after providing for the serviees to which
Svou appropriated it, hasleft a surplus tor the works which
Fvouw designed to be earried on by Capital expenditure.

The Estimages for the coming year will be laid hetore
vuu atan carly date.

llu.urll)'u/;/l (Fentlemen of the N nate:
tientlomen of He Hans, of Connmons »

I pray that in the eonsideration of these matters, and
in the performance of all the labours which will devolve
on you, yvour deliberations may be Divinely aided, and
that your wisdom and patriotizsm mway enlarge the pros-
perity of the Dominion, and promote in every way the
well-being of its people.

Sir JOHN A MACDONALD moved that the
Specch of His Excellency the Governor General to
hoth Houses of the Parlinment of the Dominion of
Cunada be taken into cousideration to-morrow.

Motion agreed to,
SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.
Nir JOHN AL MACDONALD moved :

That Select Standing Committees of this House, for
the present Session, be appointed for the fullowing ur- -
|m~c~:—-l On Privileges and Eleetions 1 20 On Expiring
Clawsg B On l‘.n.\\ne. Canals and  Tel (.-'ruph Anes:
Private RBills 1 5, Oun m.mdm"
Orders: 6. On Printing: 7. On Public Accounts: 8. On
Bankine and Commeree: 9, On Immigration .md(nimu-
n!:nn.-——\\hu h =il Commitrees shall severa 1y be em-
powered 1o examine and engnire into all suelh matters

- amd things as may he reterred to them by the House s and

The !

Under these circumstances, aud in the hope that t_hc;

propused Conference may result in arrangements bene-
ficial to both countries, you will he called upon to econsider
the expedieney of extending,
principal provisions of the protocol ansexed to the Wash-
ington Treaty, 1883, known as the Modus Vivend:.

A disgposition having been manifested in the United !
Kingdon to impose on sea-going ships engaged in the
cattle trade increased safeguards for life and greater
restrictions against improper treatment, a careful en-

o,
-

for the present seasou. the ;

to_report trom muc i time their nl»cr vations and
P opinions thereon, with power to =end for persons, papers
and reconds,

Motion agreed to.
NSir JOHN AL MACDONALD moved :

That a Specinl Commirtee of seven members he ap-
pointed tu prepare and report with all  conveniem
speed, lists of members to compose the Seleet Standing
Committees ordered by the House this day, and that Sir
John A, Macdonald, \lr Heetor Langevin, Sir Rlchard
Cartwright, Sir John Thompson, and Messrs., Bowell.
Lourier and Mills (Jothwell) do compose the said Com-
mittee,

Motion agreed to.



REPORT.

Mr. SPEAKER luid before the House the Report
of the Joint Librarians of Parliament.

SirJOHN AL MACDONALD moved the adjourn-
ment of the House.

REPRESENTATION OF CHICOUTIMI.

Mr. LAURIER. 1 would eall the attention of
the Government to the fact that the returning
otticer for the County of Chicoutini has not yet
made his rveport to the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery, and the present member elect, Mr.
Navard, ix deprived of his seat.  The election took
place on the Sth of March, and there can he no
reason why the report should not have been in a
long time ago,

SirJOHN AL MACDONALD. The Clerk informs
me that it ison its way. It has heen telegraphed
for. I do not know the cause of the delay.

Motion agreed to: and House adjourned at 3.35
p.ue

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

Fripay, Ist May, 1891,

The Sveakir took the Chair at Three o'clock.
PravERrs.
NEW MEMBER.

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that the
Clerk of the House had received from the Clerk of
the Crawn in Chancery. a certiticate of the election
and return of Pavn ViLyoxn Savakp for the Elece-
toral District of Chicoutimi and Saguenay.

OFFICIAL REPORT OF THE DEBATES.

Mr. BOWELL. With the consent of the House,
I desire, before the Orders of the Day are called,
to mave the usual motion for the appointment of a
Joint Committee to supervise the Report of the
Deliates. There are but few changes. 1 propose to
substitute Mr. LaRiviere for Mre. Vanasse and Dr.
Cameron of Inverness for Mr. Tupper, who wishes
to he relieved of the duties pertaining to this com-
mittee, and to place Mr. Skinner on the committee
justead of Mr. Ellis.  The motion is as follows :—

That a Seleet Committee be appointed to supervise
the Oflicial Reports of the Debates of this House during
the present Session, with power to _report trom time to
time; to be ecomposed of Messrs, Béchard, Cameron (In-
verness), Charlton, Davin, Desjarding (Hochelaga), Inues,
LaRivicre, Prior, Scriver, Skiuner, Somerville, Taylor,
Weldon, and White (Cardwell).

Mr. LAURIER.
enough to mention this matter to me, and at the
moment I saw no objection to the names he pro-
posed, but, on hearing the changes he proposes, I
find that the proportion of the two purties on this
connnittece is somewhat altered from the proportion
last year. 1 find that the Opposition has one
mewber less on the committee than it had last
year, and it seems to me that if any change were
made, it ought to be made in the other direction.

Sir Joux A. MacooNacp.

[COMMONS]

The hon. gentleman was kind |

8

I would, therefore, suggest that the motion should
be left over until to-morrow.,

Motion postponed.

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIN EXCEL-
LENCY'S SPEECH.

The House proceeded to the consideration of His
Excellency’s Speech at the opening of the Session,

Mr. HAZEN.  In rising to move the Address in
reply to the Speech from the Throne with which
His Excellency the Governor General has heen
pleased to open the Fivst Session of the Seventh
arliament of the Dominion of Canada, I feel that,
as a young member of the House. an:l as i niem-
her without experience in parlinmentary matters,
I may well be pardoned if I follow in the weli-
worn foatsteps of gentlemen who, in previous Nes-
sions, have preceded e in this duty, and pursue
the time-honoured custom of asking the kind induly-
ence of the House in the remarks which I am
about to make. It is well understond that the
formality of a Speech from the Throne—a formality
which, like many of our iustitutions, is derived
from the mother country--is intended to enable a
brief reference to be made to matiers of adminis-
tration and to convey to Parlinment an idea of the
important measures which will he submitted for
their consideration, and though, in the Speech with
which His Excellency opened this Parliament yes-
terday, the subjects veferred to were not very
numerous, they-have yet, I feel, so important a
bearing and so comprehensive a view in regard to
the welfare of this country of ours that of this
Speech it cannot be said, as has been said in
criticismm of others in the past, that it is more
remarkable for its omissions than for what it
contains,  With the two first paragraphs of that
Speech T feel satistied that hon. members of this
House, sitting on either side of your Honour, will
agree, and that the sentiments expressed in them

jwill strike a responsive chord in the hearts of all

who have heard them. It is very important indeed
in all legislative hodies that the deliberations should
be carried on wisely, harmoniously and in a spirit
of fairness, and it is especially important in a
young country like this Canada of ours, stand-
ing, as I may say, on the very threshold of
its career of welfare and prosperity, that the
i legislation should be not only of a progressive
{ character, but should be along the lines which have
{ characterized the legislation of this country for the
}past, twelve years, and which have resulted in the
development of its industries and natural resources
Fand the amelioration and the betterment of its peo-
iple. Tt is pleasing to know that the season w{:ich
i has just opened has opened so auspiciously for the
Linterests und industriesof the peopleof this counfiy.
i 1t is pleasing to hear the reports made from every
{ part of this Dominion, from the north and the south,
i from the east und the west, that there is every pros-
pect that thefarmers and the husbandmen of Canada
will have their labours abundantly rewarded by the
yield of a splendidbarvest. With us inthis country,
as in every other country where agriculture is the
mainstay of the population and the true basis of
the nation’s wealth, the guality of the harvest
is the guarantee of the wealth of the people, and
it is of the utmost importance that the crops
should be successful. It is, therefore, to be hoped

thut this season will justify the hopes expressed
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by His Excellency, and that its result will be as
beneficial as its opening is auspicious.  We will
all agree, no matter on what side of the House our
fortune, or our misfortune, may have placed us. in

the wish that the lubours of the manufacturers, the

farmers, thetishermen, the miners and the lumberers
of our conntry, the men whose labour and toil
really make the country and produce its pros-
perity, may have their labours crowned with
suceess, and that their endeavours may geuerously
rewarded.  The policy by which the North-West
Territories were acquired by this Dominion and
were subsequently opened up by the building of a
splendid line of railway extending from ocean to
otean, has been the means of allowing civilization
to spread its beneficent arms over the great West,
and has added vastly to the area of our agriculiural
and settlement lands and has added very much
to the greatness and the prestige which this coun-
try enjoys to-day in the eyes of the world. In
view of this, T think that the visit of the tenant
farmers to this country, whose admirable reports
have been printed and published throughout

England and Scotland, will be of great benefit to
this country, as these practical men who came;
here to view the country for themselves and to:
give the result of their examination to the people

of the country in which they live, will have the
result—they being practical men and known to
be such, and their reports being scattered broad-

cast amongst the people—of doing great service to

Canada, and their visit will do more good than a

hundred paid immigration agents, and, I think, will ;

prove to be no small factor in attracting to our shores
the population of the old world whoare thinking of
making for themselves a prosperous home in the
new. I think we will tind, as the result of this
visit, our great western country peopled by men of
good means, and becoming, as it ought to be, the
happy homé of many millions of prosperous free-
men in the near future. I have read the pamphlets
which have been cast broadceast on this subject, and
I have read them with a great deal of pleasure.
There is one report written by Mr. J. T. Woaod, a
tenant farmer who lives near Liverpool in Great
Britain, and this is a sample of what he finds as
illustrating what energy and intelligence can ac-
complish in this great Dominion. He says :

* One of the best managed farms in the neighbourhood
of Brandon i3 that of Mr. Sundison; and although his
success must be taken as much above the average. it
nevertheless shows what is possible in a good district
when a farmer is thoroughly master of his_work, and
understands the muunagement of ‘the soil. It is Mr. San-
dison’s pride to relate how, in 1884, he, as a_tarm Ia-
bourer, entered the North-West, hiring himself as a ser-
vant at Carberry, and saving money until he was in a
rosition to gradually and_quiectly acquire land : how, in
1886, he commenced tarming on a half-section (320 acres),
and being fortunate with each suceeeding erop, has added
annually to his area, until in 1890 he has 2,000 acres
under cultivation, the purchase price of which is nearly
all paid ; he has 70 men who are housed and fed on the
rremises, and during the harvest season just ecompleted
12d 40 horses and 14 selt-binding machines. Mr, San-
dison's cn:r of wheat, oats and barley (principally wheat),
aggregated 60,000 bushels, and he estimates the value of
his {gresent property at £10,i00, giving quite as much
-eredit to the wonderful soil und climate as to his own
luck and clear head. Mr. Sandison maintains that
- Manitoba compares more than favourably with Dakota,
and that its superior advantages will soon be universally
recognized.

In the face of these facts can we have the slightest
doubt about the prosperity and the success which
will, in the near future, attend the western part

vef this Canada of ours? It was, I think, most
; expedient and very proper that the advisers of His
. Excelleney, late last year, should have reminded
"the Government of the great Republic 1o the
south, of our willingness to join with them in
tdeveloping the trade between the two countries.
i In doing this the Government of the day were
s simply following out the policy which we have pur-
- sued m this country ever since the year 1879, when
- they caused that policy to be embodied in an At
; which was then placed upon our Statute-hook.
“Now, Nir, it must also be very gratifying to this
. House to know that, our Government having re-
nminded the Government of the United States of
their willingness to treat with them, a time has
heen fixed in the month of October next for holding
a conference for the purpose. not only of consider-
ing trade matters, but for the purpose, also, if pos-
sible, of arriving at an amicable settlement of all
satters in dispute between the two countries, in-
cluding the fishery guesion and the Behring Seadis-
pute. That conference, I believe. will be watched
: with very great interest by the people of the whole
of this North American Coutinent. The relations
and the interests of the people of the two countries
which compose the northern part of this continent.
Pare, in a commercial way. ina social way, and in a
friendly way, closely interwoven in many respects.
iamd 1 helieve that if a fair reciprocity treaty can he
; effected along the lines of the old Treaty of 1854, it
will be of considerable benetit to both conntries.
and that it will meet with favour from all parties
in the Dominion of Canada.  But while 1 say that.
 and while I believe that the people of this Dominion
fare willing to go a considerable distance for the pur-
i pose of negotiating a reciprocity treaty on terms
i fuir and honourable to Canada, and on terms fair
‘and honourable to the United States, at the
same time I think I am voicing the sentiments of
a great majority of the electors of Canada, as was
shown by the recent election, when I say that so
long as we maintain our British connection—as 1
i trust we will continue to do for all time to come
—as long us we continue under the protecting wgis
of the British flag, as we have been for the past
200 years, as long as we have the strong right

arm of England at our back, and enjoy the
protection of her army and navy—as long as
that is the case, I thiuk. as I said before, that
the people of this great Dominion will not
approve of an arrangement which would hand
over the control of our taritt to the American Con-
gress at Washington, and which would discrimi-
nate against the mother land in favour of a foreign
country, however much we may esteem the people
of that country. As this conference is to consider,
not only the trade relations between the two coun-
 tries, but the other outstanding difficnlties hetween
i themaswell, it is only fit and proper that the provis-
ionsof the modus rirendi should becontinued inoper-
ation for another year. That modus virendi, as, of
course, the hon. members of the Houseall know. was
agreed upon for the purpose of giving the Senate
of the United States time to ratify the Treaty of
1888. That treaty, as we know, Sir, has not been
atified by the Senate of the United States : bue I
feel that at the present time, in view of this con-
ference to be held at Washington, nothing should
occur which would in the slightest degree cause
any friction, or which would mar in any way the
friendly relations existing between the two coun-
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triex.  Thevefore, 1T think that hon. members on
both sides of the House, seeing that this conference
will shertly take place. will appreciate the impor-
tance of continuing the operations of the medns
cieendi for another year, i order to prevent the
pussibility of anyvthing ocenrring which would mar
the friendly relations which at present exist be-
tween the twoconntries.or which would present any
inereased diflienlty to the representatives of the two
countries when they meet at Washington to con-
sider the different matters that are in dispute. A
constleration of the wedus vivepds reminds me of the

[COMMONS]

it refers to what may be called the lowd-liue legis-
lation of the Imperial Parliiment in the year 1860 ;

“und as there are some hone gentlemen here who

he arbitrarily

question atlecting the tisheries of this country 3
aned s 1 ocome from a maritime constitueney in'

which there are wmany hardy tisherwen, T know
that the House will excuse me for devoting a few
monients to that suhject,
titne Proviuees. probably appreciate the tisheries
of the Dominion of Canaedic more highly than do
the people of the western Provinees, These tish-
erivs are of great importance, and e e great
source of emplovinent o a very lirge number of
twen, and vield to this country every yvear the st
of .
dollars. Now. it ix only right el proper that we
should in every way protect and preserve tor oug
own people that iagniticent heritage which Provi-
dence bas plieed upon our shores and in the sei
surrounding owr country, It is of the utmost im-
sortanee that the people of o foreign country
2honld not be allowed o come into our waters anl
teke our fish unless they pay an equivalent, or

Weliving in the Mari- .

n [uu]ul Illll.l‘u as, | '!cll('\l --.I'nllll 17 williom .

miy, perhaps. not  thoroughly  understand  this
question, 1 may take a few moments to explain the
legislation now existing on that subject.  In 1800
a Bill was introdueed ito the Imperial Parliament
toamend the Merchints” Shipping Act regding
load-lines, which Aet was passed in I8 76 That
legislation provided for a compuilsory lu.ul-lim-. 10
ixed for all vessels sailing  the
British flag by the Board of Trade, either by their
own oflicers or hy the officers or survevors of any
other corporation -such, forinstance.as Lloyds, Tt
i felt in the Marvitinie Provinees espaecially that
that legislation wonlid militate against the interest
of our ship-owners, Onr tonuage in Conada is neole
up principally of wooden vesse s, entirve Ay dditferent
in wadel and construction from the iren and steel
vessels  which  make up the tonmage of  Great
Britain.  Owr vessels are shorters of decper hold
aned broader bewme and better dend weight carriers.
aed few, ifany. cisualties have ever oceurred o
them from over-loading, and it was felt that they
were likely 1o be affected, prejudiciously. by any
loael-line  arbitvarily fixed by the survesvors of
the Board of Trade or of Llovids, who  waould
apply to them the =ame rale that they apply in

Aixtng the lowd fine on the stenn sndd ivon <hips of
cGreat Britain : and xo great injury waorld Tee done

“'l\ 3 snnwthm" in return for the pn\llt"'c of -.nm-"

It is, moreover, it scems 1o me, the -lut\
expecially of the Marine wnd Fisheries Department
of this country. =0 to watch over and protect
those fisheries that there may be nnodanger of
their being essened at any time,
may continue to viell the magniticent return.
the  maniticent haevest, if T may SN
which they bave yielded in the past. I this con-
nection, I wish to dreaw the attention of the Min-
1=tet

sy,

s,

anel that they -

of Marine and Fisheries to o comdition of -

things which exists. ax Iam informed by tishermen

inwy own locality, in regod to the hcnuw fishery
in tln, Buy of I mul\. -\lnn'r the islands in Char-
lotte County. in the Provinee of New Brunswick,
in Grand Manan, Canpobello and other islands,
and .nlun" the coast, [Lu-'c weirs,

weirs, are erected for the pnrpose of catching small
tish, which are then taken across to Eastport, in

to the shipping interest of the Maritime Provinees,
Consequently, petitious were sent up from all the
principal ports in the Maritime Provinees---from
Halifax. Picton, Sto John and other plices, asking
the Minister of Marvineaud Fisheries to endeavour to
have that legislation changed in the interest of tie
ship-owners of Camula. The Minister of Marine
corresponded with the High Connnissioner. the High
Commissioner corvesponded with the British Goy-
ernment, amd after considerable correspondence
between the High Commissioner aned the Bitish
Government, and between the High Comissioner
aml the Minister of Marine, s @ concession to
Caninlic o clunse was inserted in the Bill provid-

sing that if in any British pessession enactiments
were framed for the marking, tixing and registering

tof the lowd:line on vessels owned -uul re -'Nvu-cl in.

:such British possession, such lcvhl.ttlun wanld be

l'-l"lll lll uxh PN

sutisfuctory to the Board of Trande, providing the

Cenactients were based upon the same pring Ipll. s

the State of Maine, and sold there to sardine fae- '
tories for the purpose of being manufactured into

sardines. I wmn told by the lhhclnwn along that
part of the coust, that "this prictice is «lnnw greit
injury to the hunn-r tishery in the Bay ot ¥ undy,
that this wholesale destruction of small tish is not
only endangering the herring fishery, but is also
injuring the larger fish, the col, Taddock anid
hake. which follow  these small fish and live
upon them as fod. In this way, the practice
which I have referred to is doing an injury to
the generad fisheries of the Bay of Fundy, and I
w lsh. on this oceasion, to call the attention of the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries to these facts,
and to ask that they may veceive, in the future,
hix most cureful consideration.  The next matter
which is referred to in the Speech of His Excel-
lency. is one of very deep interest to the people of
the Maritime Provinees and to all those in Canada

who are interested in the shipping of our country ;
Mr. Hazex.

was the enactinent contained in the Imperial Act.,
In consequence of such condition of alfairs, a Bill
will be submitted for our consideration during the
present Nession, providing for the tixing of a Toad
line om our Canadian vessels @ and | c«mh«lcml\

thope and expeet that such legislation will he so

framed as not o prejudicially interfere with our
vessels or place them at a disidviantage in compe-
tition with the soft-wond vessels ~.u!m-r under the
lags of other countries which have no such re-
striction, because,  if they were placed at a dis-
advantage in that regard there would be danger
that our vessels mwht be forced under the ﬂ.wa
of nations where no such restriction exists.  No,
coming from a constituency where many of the
]wnplc are interested in vessels employed in the
coasting trade, I desire to express the hope that,
in the foad-line legislation to be submitted. our
vessels engaged in that trade will be exempe
from its provisions. Hand in hand with the
legislation concerning the load-line is the legisla-
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tion concerning the Admiralty Courts of the coun-
try.  This lc"h].ltlfm hecomes necesary in conse-
quence of lmpuml legislation.  On 25tk July. 1840,

a Bill became law in Great Britain, entitled =+ An
Act toamend the law respecting the exercise of
Admiralty Jurisdiction in llu Majesty's Dowinions
amd  elsewhere, out of the United  Kinglom,”

Clunse 3 proves as follows :---

[N
any ulnnl.ll Tw—

--(“
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paidd by this country since the days of Confedera-
tion, It must be a matter of supreme pleasure
to hou. members to find that the eredit of the
country stands so high in ll.t, money markets
of the world, that we are able to borrow money at
a less rate than ever bhefore, and our eredit, placed
side with that of other countries of the

fworld, does not suffer by comparizon. Concerning

The Legislature of 3 British possession may by

Dectare wny voury of unlimited eivil jurisdiction, !

\\.u-lhu original or appellate. in that pussession, o lwe o .
Colouial Court of Ndmiralty. soned provide tor the exereise |
of such eourt of irs jurisiliction under this Acio sl Ty

limiz. territorially or otherwise, the extent of such jnris-
dlietion s aud
") Couter upenr any jnferior or sabardinate eonrs in

that possession st i pit vl inl ur limited Ahiratty juris-

diction nnder sieh re sidazions and with suel sappeat G
ny admay seem i
Y Provided that .m\' such (u.mu 1l Low shiall uot coanfer
any jurisdicion whiich i= noo by this Aet conterred upon
# Colonial Conrt of Admiraliy.”
Acta Bill

Under these conditions of the Inperial
will be introduced into this House conferring juris.

L feeount.
. have heen completei. now that the

the tinanees of the current vear, T will contine my-
self to stating that it will be found that the wade
of the country has been well maintained, that the
credit of the country his been sustained, that the

various services hive been genevously supplied. that
the ditferent sources of revenie lave provided nog
only for the ordinary expenditures but have fur-
nished a handsome sueplus to be carvied o capital
Now that the great trunk lines of railway
ciuit] svstem
has been almost copleted, now that the greatest

ceapenditures for public works neeessary to he un-

Cdertaken for move than halt @ century
s nnitle,

diction on certain of our courts whicl will suet s

Courts of Admiralty and try suits arvising out of
collizgions and otherwise, which are now dealt with
by the Viee- Admiralty Conrts of the country. At
present there ix anappeal from the Viee- Ao triraley
Conrt to the Privy Council.
intraduced  there will e anappeal from the Ad-
vty Court to our appellate courts and also to
the Privy Couneil tand T oruste in framing the Bill,
due regard will b il to the convenience of the
difterent localities in which the Viee-Adwiralty

have heen
we vy congriatnliae oueselves that the
wldivion to our permanent debt from yer ve year

Wil not L o large smount, at least not more than
 We iy reasonably expect in years to come, with
our increased populiation, to he able to bear with-

fnut
Uneler the Bill to e

Cowrts are situated at present. and in which the

shipping interests ire centreld,

Another picee of ;1

legislation of importance that will come before the
Pdoing my dnty to the people T represent  did | not,

House is o Bill for the eoditication of the Criminal
Laws of the Dominion.

Conde, which has given such
the members of the bench amd the har, sl all
interested in criminal matters in Great Brituin,
It will contain the common law relating to cerim-
inal law and procedure, as well as the ] provisions
of existing statutes.  This will be a matter of very
great importunce to the community, and will act
very bencticially in like mimner as the consolida-
tion of the different Aets refating to hills of ex-
change and promissory notes whicii took place lust
Session. and we know” what great convenience has
resulted from that Act in its present form. 1 do
not wish in any way to anticipate the renrks
which the hon. the Minister of Finunee will address
to this House when hie comes to deliver his Budget
Speech, and, therefore, as regards the finanees of
the country. I will content myself by simply ex-
pressing the opinion that when the aceounts for
the past yeur are laid before the House it will
be found that the tinauces of the Dominion are in an
exceedingly healthy coudition, It will be fonnd,
aong other things, that during the year the rev-

enue of the count y has been .unplv to meet the or-

dinary c\pt_.ullt.urw, and also to carry over a large
amount to eapital account as well ; that dunng
IS0 we paid in interest SSO04, 1.6 us against
20,192,995, 44 paid in 1889 ; and also that :lunn-r
the year ending 1st July, s‘m we paid in interest
a sum less than in any of the four preceding
years, It will be «mufnng to the House to know
thas tlw average rate of interest for the past year
was 350 per «,cnt., or a less rate than has been

The coditication will be !
along the links of the SirJames Fitzjunes Stephen’s |

sreat satisfaction to:

burdening  the tax-payers of the country.
There ixa matter outside of the four corners of
the Adilress to which 1 wish to refer before 1 ticke
my scat. Itmay notbe the usual course to follow,
but, coming from i constitueney of  the Maritime
Provinces, which have heen most grossly and most
unjustly assailed by an hon. gentleman whe ocen-
picsithigh position in this Houseand aleading place
in the conneils of his party, T feell os a representa.
tive of the Maritime Provinees, I shoukd not be

on the loor of Parliiment, take the tivst opporL-
nity atforded me of denying and resenting the
statements which that hon, gcmluu.mhm Yot broadd-
cast through the country., to the diseredit of the
people of The Maritime Provinees. In a letrer
addressed to his constitnents by that hon, gentle-
man, who for many years has occupied & conspicu-
ous plice in the political history of the country., in
an wwldress signed by the hon, gentleman amld ‘sent
browdeast tlnuu"lmut the Dominion by imeans of
the newspapers, as the clouds of the recent elec-
tion were clearing away, L tind the people of the

Maritime l’m\mu:\ have heen  most drossly
insulted and most unfairly dealt with,  In thit
letter, written by the Lon. member for South

Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). the following
HPPRSLES 1--

* Onr opponenis® array. on the other band, is mostly,
literally. o thing of ~hmd~ and pate Jiees, ui; ade up ol ringree |
remmants from halt o dozen minor Provinees, the sres
majority of whem do not even preiend o be actuated by
any prineiple save that of seenving o goml slice of b v
fur themwselves wd the sections or constituencies they
respeetively represeut, aned who Know besides that pope:-
lar feelingin those very provivees iz strongly il diztine -
I¥ in favour of vur policy, though actual cash in haold
urln the shape of railway sthsidies has proved oo mue.
fuor lhc virtue of o ierity of the vating poprlation i
many instanees.”

The hon, gentleman nods his hewed in assent to
that statement. 1 might have made excuses for
the hon. gentleman, considering the state of his
feelings just after the recent elections 5, for we know
that ** hope deferred maketh the heart sick,” and
I, for vne, would be glad to know that in his cooler
mowments he shoukl be ready to repudiate such a
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gross slander on the people of the Maritime Pro- :
vinces.  When 1 first read that address, had 1 not :
known that the hon. gentleman was a man of
education, and.a man who understood the full |
force and ineaning of his language, I would have
believed he could not have understood the full |
import. the full meaning, and the full insult to the |
people. that are contained in the pavagraph 1 have |
Just reivl. 1 wish now tosay from my seat in this
House, that the people in the Maritine Provinees—
the Provines of New Brunswick for whom I speci-
ally speak- -have just as much regard for principle,
just as much regard forthe right, and just as much |
respect for what is honourable in political matters
as the hon, gentleman. who speaks of them as if |
they were dirt beneath his knightly feet, himself
has for those principles.  During the recent elece-
tions in the Provinee of New Brunswick there was
never a mention made of a railway subsidy, from
one end of the country to the other. 1 speak:
with special  reference  to the Province from
which 1 come. and T speak for the largest:
and most important constituency in that Provinee,
the City and County of St. John, which T have the |
honour to represent.  In the recent contest in that |
constituency there was, from beginning to end,
but one question discussed hefore the electors on
the public platform, by the different candidates :
and in the public press. and that question was: |
Is unrestricted reciprocity. as defined by the hon.
gentleman himself, as defined by the hon, leader !
of the Opposition, as detined by the leaders of the
Liberal party, and as defined by Mr. Wiman in;
the Nowth Admerican Rerier, is that policy. of un-
restricted reciprocity in the best interests of the !
country, or is it not ? That, Sir, was the sole!
question at issue.  We asked the electors: Ave:
you in favour of unrestricted reciprocity, when the -
logical results of such a policy must be as they ave ;
defined to be by its authors ; or are you in favour |
of attempting to obtain a moditicd form of reci- |
procity while still cherishing our British connec- |
tion¥  That was the one question discussed on
every platform and ju the columus of every news-
piaper in the Province of New Brunswick. I ven-
ture to say that the gentlemen who were our
opponents in the constituency during the recent
contests—one of whom is a gentleman who was for
many years in this House, and who held the esteem |
and personal good-will of the hon. members on:
hoth sides of the House-—I say that our opponents
in that contest will not contend that there was a
single side issue introduced ; they will not say that
the constituency was bribed : they will not say
that the people had cash in hand or promises of |
ailway subsidies, but they will admit that the
contest was fought fairly and squarely on the
question  before  the electorate, even though
their votes were contrary. to the wishes of:
our opponents.  In the City and County of St. John
the majority for the successful candidates was so
large that it is simply idle talk tospeak about cash !
in band and railwaysubsidies. Inthe county repre-
sented by the hon. member on my right (Mr. Woao, |
Westmoreland), who came back with a majority |
of nearly 2,000 votes, it is idle to speak about the
offer of bribes and railway subsidies. Taking the ;
Province as a whole,the popular majority,fairly and |
freely given by the people, amounted to over 5,000 |
votes, the largest popular majority ever obtained !
in the Province by any political party. In view of |
Mr. Hazex,

:wick, that we are the people of a
. country,—I regretted to tind that he should en-

these facts, 1 need say but little in repudiation of
the slanderous statement the hon, gentleinan has
published in the other provinces concerning the
Province of New Brunswick. Inorder that I may
show the proper lesson to be drawn from the resuly
of the election in the Maritime Provinces, I wish
to read a statement of aleading Liberal in my con-
stitueney : the statement of a gentleman who is a
personal friend of iy own, hut who, I regret to say,
does not see eye to eve with me on political ques-
tions,—-I speak of Mr. Allan Juck, the Recorder of

: the city of St.JJohn, That gentleman was one of our

strongest opponents on the platform during the
recent campaign, and on the 27th day of March,
he wrote a letter to the Toronto Weel giving his
views on the elections in the Maritime Provinees.
That letter concluded as follows s —

* Upon the whole, and entirely outside of party eemsider-

- atious, the result of the cleetions in the Maritime Pro-

vinees may be regurded as signifieant proof that the
various sections of Canada are bhecoming more consoli-

sdated, and that some description of British eonnection

with the Dominion is strongly desired.”

: That, Nir, is the fair opinion of a gentleman who

was one of our most active, vigorous and able
opponents in the campaign. I ask you to place it

 side by side with the letter addressed to his con-
i stituents by the member for South Oxford (Sir

Richard Cartwright), and to take your choice as
to which statement you will approve of. Now,

isir, I feel I have taken up the time of the House

for too long a time in dealing with this matter, for

fit may be considereld outside the four corners of

the Address, but 1 feel it my duty as one of the
representatives of the Maritime Provinces to avail
myself of the first opportunity to show how actually
destitute of foundation in fact is this statement
which has been circulated by the hon. gentleman
in the Province of Ontario.  As a young man

i coming to this House, desirous of forming right
i ideas on the madels of the leaders of parties, I did

regret to find that & man who aspires to be the
leader of a great party in this conntry, instead of
attempting to solidify the different Provinces

of the Dominion, instead of attempting to
draw us all together and to make us fecl.

as we do feel in the Province of New Bruns-
‘conimon

deavour to raise sectional cries and to make re-
ference to certain proviunces of this great Domin-

“iom, repudiating us and insinuating that those

provinces have not the same rights as a part of this
Dominion, which our larger provinces have. 1t
appears  to e, that true statesmanship in this
country should be directed along the lines of heal-
ing up any ditferences that might have existed at
the time of Confederation, and of cnabling our

. people (whether we belong to the wealthy Pro-

vinee of Ontario, to the historic and populous Pro
vince of Quebec, to the Prairie Provinces, to the
Maritime Provinees, or to British Columbia), to be
able to say with heart and soul upon all occasions,

: that we are citizens of this our common country,

and that we are proud of the distinction of being
Canadians. I am glad to say, Sir, that this is the

“spirit which is actnating the young men of the

Province of New Brunswick to-day : the young
men to whom we owe the recent great victory at
the polls. These young men are forgetting the
battle of Confederation, they arve forgetting the
differences of the past, and they arve realizing that
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they are citizeus of a country of which they are
proud, and a country of which they will be
prouderin the future,as it prospers and grows great,
along the lines of nationality within the British
Empire of which we form a part. T desire, Mr.

Speaker. to thank the members of the House for

the very attentive and patient hearing they have
given me. 1 desire on my own behalf, and on he-

half of my constituency, and especially on behalf

of the young men of that constituency, to thank
the Government for having done me the honour of
asking me to move the Address to-day.
Address is moved by one who represents a consti-
tuency, the boundaries of which are washed by the

blue waves of the Atlantic Qcean, and it will he .

seconded by an hon. gentleman who represents a
constituency 4,000 miles away on the shores of the

peaceful Pacific. Could any greater demonstration |

be afforded, could anything more clearly show the
vast extent, the vast resources, and the vast capa-
bilities of the Dominion of Canada?
ing. Mr. Speaker, I think I may. be allowed to

quote the concluding paragraph of His Excel-:

leney's  Address, and to express the hope that
our *‘deliberations may be Divinely aided, and

that our wisdom and patriotism may enlarge the !
prosperity of the Dominion and promote in every

wity the well-being of its people.™

Mre. CORBOULD.  Mr. Speaker, in rising to
second the Address in reply to the Speech from
the Throne, I fully appreciate the honour which the
right hon. the First Minister has conferred upon me
in requesting me to do so. T am fully aware of my
untitness amd inability to perform that important
duty, and I must, thercfore, crave the indulgence of

the hon. members of this House, and depend upon .

their generosity in extending to me that kindly
consideration which is usually shown to new and
inexperienced members. 1 observe in the Speech
from the Throne that His Excellency has caused the
Administration of the United States to be reminded
that the Government of Canada are willing to open
negotiations for the extensionof our trade relations
with that country, Canada for the last thirty-six
years has heen trying to obtain a satisfactory trade
treaty with the United States. I am aware, Nir,
that Canada was very prosperous under the Treaty
of 1834—s0 much so that the United Ntates Govern-
ment thought proper to do away with that treaty.
Since that time Canada has always been willing to
enter into a treaty based upon the terms similar to
those set forth in the Treaty of 1854, but all her
efforts have met with refusal upon some pretext or
pretension on the part of the Washington Govern-
ment. I think, Sir, we may congratulate ourselves
upon the tirm stand our Government has taken on
this question ; for although Canada has always heen
willing to enter into a reciprocity treaty with the
United Staies, still the Government of Canada has
notheenwilling tobarter away our political indepen-
dence and our British connection to obtain it. I am
sure, Nir, that both sides of this House will read with
pleasure that part of His Excellency's Speech in
which it is stated that the differences of an inter-
national character between Canada and the United
Ntates are to be speedily settled. As to the Behring
Neau question, it is one in which the provincein which
I have the pleasure to reside is, perhaps, more in-
terested than any other province in the Dominion.
A larger amount of capital has been invested in

That

In conclud-:

. the sailing fleet of British Columbia, and it is some-
- what hard for the gentlemen engaged in that busi-
ness to stand by and see their ships, their furs and
i their all seized and taken from them without the
i slightest cause by a foreign power upon the high
seas, and not resort to force to maintain their
rights.  This House and the people of this Domi-
nion ought to give great credit to those hardy
sailors for the good sense they have shown and the
s patience and forbearance they have exercised, in
i waiting for an amicable settlement of this question.
T may, therefore, venture to hope, Sir, that with
the prospect of a speedy settlement of this ques-
tion in view, this House may see proper to adopt
the measures to be brought forward dealing with
;it.  Whatever measure is brought hefore us relative
v to the jurisdiction of the Admiradry Court, Ihope,
with the honourable mover of the Address, that due
i regard will be shown to the various circumstances
fexisting in the different provinces. I amalso par-
ticularly glad to see that the Government intend to
! bring down a measure to simplify and improve the
crimmal law of Canada.  There have heen many
i miscarriages of justice, particularly in connection
i with proceedings before justices of the peace, and
any measure that will simplify the law in this
direction will bewelcomed by those people who have
charge of the administration of justice in country
places. where books and legal advice are hard to ob-
' tain. One of the most importaut measures promised
in His Excellency’s Speech is that relating to the
foreshores of the Dominion. 1 hope to see the
property in these foreshores vested in the provin-
ces, 50 that they may have the control and manage-
ment of the surveys which it will be absolutely
necessary to make in the near future. Unless
those foreshores are placed in charge of the
provinces, 1 am sure that a great deal of litiga-
tion will arise, and the decisions given may
not always be satisfactory. 1 notice that His
Excellency has made mention of proposed amend-
ments to the Acts relating to the North-West
Territories. It is to be hoped that the promised
measure will effectually deal with the liguor ques-
tion, for I think it is of vital importance to the
people residing in those territories, surrounded as
they are by Indians, that effective legislation should
be at once adopted on this question. I have no
doubt that the proposed amendments will also
deal with the question of the dual languages,
{upon which a resolution was passed by the late
Parliament last Session, and [ venture to
hope that that question will he dealt with
in a manner satisfactory not only to those terri-
tories, but to the country at large. T would like,
| Sir, to say a few words relative to the Provinee of
British Columbia. I would like to see the mem-
bers of the Government pay more frequent visits
to that Province. I would like to see every member
of this House pay a visit to British Columbia. It
requires a personal knowledge of that province to
realize its beauties and its richness, and to under-
stand what a prize the Dominion of Canada secured
when British Columbia cameintothe Confederation.
I think I may safely say that that province is to-day
the most prosperous in the Dominion. Qur lumber
business, our coal mines, our fishing and agricul-
tural industries, are all in a flourishing condition,
and year by yearare increasing in prosperity. The
people of my own district wounld particularly
welcome a visit from the hon. Minister of Marine
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those which have disgraced the late election,

knowledge of the salmon-canning industry, and ;I fail likewise to sce any reference to the convey-

jwlge for himself what rales and’ ru'ul.ltmus are !
necessary  to govern that nnpolt:mt husiness. |

It has been said by the Opposition press that -the ;

Government is losing power in this country. 1
think that remark does not apply to the Provinee
of British Columbia, for out of the six represen-
tatives returned by that Provinee to this honour-
able Houseo two were returned by accliunation,
the opponents of three lost their’ deposits,
the sixth was opposed by a Conservative,
that DBritish Columbia did her duty, and  she
will b prepared 1o do it again when the oceasion
arises. 1 have much p]c.lsmu Mr. Speaker, in
sceotnding this motion.

Mr. LAURIER. The hon, gentlemen who moved
aml secowded the resolution, Mr. Speaker, now in

vour hands, mightwell havedispensed with claiming

the nulul"uu,c of the House, because they cer taml\
stood in no need of it
resolution. though young in years, displayed all
the art, and, 1 mwht ])ulhd]b aled, all the agres-
siveness of an ol stager. and 1 have much plm:,un,
in extending to hine, as well as to the seconder of

and
1 thml\ :

The hon. the wover of the

H
|

the Address. my very hearty congratulations on the |
manner in which they hiwve both discharged the

Jduties they undertook. The ** manner,”™ 1 say ad-
visedly,  The langaage. the delivery, the pitriotic
cflusions with which their remarks were sutfused,
were all very enjoyable and thoroughly enjoyed hv
the House, T aun sorry, however,

speeches ar the facts—rather what were given amd
aveepted by the other side as facts —and The argu-
ments dvawn from those facts, or vather the long
stretehes of imagination which sapplied the pl.u,c,
of arguments and facts. Ido not say this in any
spirit of disparigement—far from it. It secms to
me the hon. gentlemen deserve great eredit for.the
manner in which they contrived  to build upon
such slender material : I appeal to the vight hon,
gentleman to admit. as 1 am sure—if he “has not
[ost all sense of rvight——he must admit, that this
verbose  document. known as the \pu:dl from
the Throne upon the present occasion, is a very
dry  skeleton. The rvight hon. gentleman, on
a former oceasion, characterized the Npeech from
the Throne as shining in omissions.
ever wis i Npecch w vhich shone by omissions, it is
the present one, It is literally bristling with
omissions, [ fail, for instance. to see in it any
reference to the causes of the dissolution of the late
farlinment. So far, we have never hadany explana-
tion from a responsible Minister, why Parliament
wias dissolved, and we n.ltm.lll\ c\pmtul that, at
least on the present oceasion, this omission would
be supplicd. and somie of the reasons given which
were urged upon His Excellency as excuses for
chawl\m:r the late Parlinment. I submit to the
House, that this keeping the country in ignorance
as to why Parlinment was dissolved, is a bhreach of
the constitutional law. 1 fail likewise to see any
reference to the repeal of the Franchise Act,
the. uselessness of which has been thnmugll)
demonstrated, since it has been made clear
that an clection can take place without an annual
revision. I fail likewise to see any reference
to an amendment of the electoral law, which
would prevent a recurrence of outrayges such as
Mr. CorsorLp,

[ think if there !

that -cannot
extend the same encompumn on the matter of their!
relating
P IS

Faml

Pance of mails fxum this country to Europe. For
the last forty vears until now, the mails have heen
carried from tln.s colony to the mother land in
Canadian bottoms.  Two yewrs ago the Minister of
Finance told us that this system was antiguated,
and that he was about to provide us with a hetter
system—with a system as good as any then in ex-
istence-—and the vesult of his efforts has heen that
the antiquated system has ceased but has not heen
replaced by any systemn at all. - Would the House
believe it, the hon. the Postmaster General is to-
day .sendmg the mudls of this loyal country, this
country bristling with sentiments of loyalty. to the
mother land, through the United States w0 the
port of New York. [ denounce the Postmaster
General as a traitor, whether veiled or unveiled |
shall not say, for Iian not sutlicieutly posted in thwe
ethics of lu\.llt\, as they are umderstood hy
the Conservative party to do so: but, accond-
ing to my blunt judgment, and aceording to the
views laid down by hon. gentlemen themselves,

the Postmaster General s a traitor  whot
I denounce to the indignation of the loyval men
true who stand  around him. By way
of compensation, however, we are  promised
measures - ~for what ¥ For the transfer of the juris-
diction formerly belonging to the Viee-Admiralty
Court to some other court : for the codification of
the Criminal laws ¢ for lc'flsl.tt,mn concerning the
foreshores of the Dowinion, the  North-West
Territories. the  Fxchequer Court and Trade
Marks.  Well, with the exception of the Bill
to the North-West  Territories. which

“uovery important  measure indeed, all the

"other measures are very dry bones : and it would

be almost uscless for the llgln; hon, gentleman, az
it was uscless for the hone gentlenien who movedd
amd seeomded the Address, to clothe with tlesh,
sinews and veins such hones as these and to hreathe
into them the breath of life.  But the hon, gentle.
men early took the opportunity to depart from the
four corners of the Speech, as was said by one of
them, and to launch at once into the sea of Con-
servative exultation and Conservative laudation,
When the debate was opened, 1 was prepared for
much, hut 1 did not expect that the hon, gentle-
man from St. John (Mr. Hazen) would have had
the cowrnge to hoast of the continued contidence of
the wmm\ in the present: Administration as ex-
hibited in the late election.  The continued con-
tidenceof the country inthe present Administration
—where is it ?

Mr. WELDON.

Mr. LAGRIER.  Certainly not in this House.
When this House last met the Ministerial ranks
were not only filled up on the opposite side but also
on this, 50 as hardly to leave us a small corner.
But where are now the scrried ranks of the Min-
isterial party *  Where are they 7 Battered, shat-
tered, crushed, simply from their contact with
the \ull the mind, and the heart of the people.
Why. it seewed to me, when I heard the pivan of
the lion. the mover of the Address in priise of the
Conservative triumph, that he must have felt. as did
King Pvrrhus, when congratulated on a victory by
his t.l'(mp: over the lemons of Rome, and could say
with him: Another such victory and we are undone.
Hon. gentlemen opposite may applaud any reference

Right here.



to the continued confidence of the people in the
present Administration, but they know full well,
every man of them, that such lm.utmg is simply
souml and nothing else.  Why, there is not a sup-
porter of the Government who would dare to lay
the policy of his party—that hazy. misty, undula-
ting, fluctuating, shifting mass of contradiction,
which constitutes the pnlu,v of the Conservative
party—-before the people, unless the people had heen
in advance wgrged, as gagred they were in the last
Ll(&.tlﬂll—--\!'... u*wvrctl shackled and manacled—

gagged, shackled and manacled by ininitous laws !

—uagged, shackled and manacled by aws which

hav(- mutilated the boandaries of counties so as to |

wamp the voice of the people therein, by laws

\\hu h left the pxqmmtwn of the lists of voters in
wovernmment, by laws which left

the hands of the ¢
the printing of the lists in the hands of the Gov-
ernment, by laws which have allowed the Govern-
nu nt to appoint the revising ofticers of those lists,
by laws which allowed the Govermnent to appoint
most unblusbing partizans to that office, by lawr
which allowed them top crpet atethe most disgrace-
ful frands in favour of the Government from whom |
they have received their appointments.  The hon.
gentlemen speak of the continned contidence of the
country in the Government.  That confidence to
which they refer is only expressed by the aids of
such iniquitous measures as thase to which 1 refer,

supplemented by other iniquitons modes of ln‘ﬂvm«r
constituencies, worse than ever known in any
country, and that is what they call receiving the
continued confidence of the people. but they have
never received the continued confidence of  the
people of the country. If the hon. gentleman i
sincere in his belief that he had at the Tate elections
the continued contidence of the people of the;
country, let him repeal these iniguitous Acts,—
let him repeal the Gerrymander  Act, let him
repeal the  Franchise Act, and then  dissolve
Parliament, and we will meet im face to face
hefore the country on even ground, and then. I
venture to say, his majority of to-day will be wiped
out and not even enough will be left to form a
corporal’s guard. Thena again, Lask, why was there
a dissolution?  The power of dissolution is one
which should at all times be sparingly exercised,
and  should unl\' he exercised for cause. The
duration of Parliament is tived by l.m, and, while
the power to dissolve Parlinment is certainly left
to the Crown, it is not left to the whim or the
caprice of the Crown, but has to be exercised on the
advice of the Ministers, and those Ministers are
responsible to the penplc of this country. The
reasous which are given to His Excellency. advising
himi to dissolve l’.uh.unent, slumld be communi-
cated at once to Parliament.  That is the spirit of
the Constitution ; that is the spirit of the British
Constitution for which hon. gentlemen opposite
profess so much admiration, and to which they
profess so much devotion, hut they never hesitate
to stab it if, by stabbing it, they can gain a party
advantage. But 1 ask, of all the reasons which
were lll'wed upon the Governor General 1o induce
him to dissolve Par limnent, did we ever hear any
reason given to Parliament, did we ever hear any
reason cmmug from the lips of n Minister of the
Crown? Never, to this day. It is true that we
have had some reference made to it in the Minis-
terial press. For instance, in the month of February
last, the Montreal Gazette, one of the leading organs
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of the Administration. had this despatch, which
was evidently inspired from Ottawi :
* Ottawa. February 2nd.—The Sixth Pavlinment of

Canaea is at an end.  Acting on the wdviee of his respon-
sible Ministers, His Excelleney the Governor General

s heen pleased to dissolve thv' Honse of Commons
amd is=ne his writs fora new Parlinment,  Nominations
will take place on Thursday, February 26, polling «n

Thursday, March i The writs are to be dated February
1, .mu m.ulv returnitble on April 25

‘I view ntthrtnu'"mn«fnm-mt‘tm statement the ques-
tion will naturally be asked, what arve the reasonz which
has induced the Government to appeal to the conntry at
Cthe present time ? It is understond that the Dominion

;(nn\cumu-ut had. through Her Majesty's Governmes

s iade certain proposals to Il"- Unired States tor newgo! 1.|-
tions looking to an extension ot her commeres with that
country.  The proposals have been -nlrmlgtl-«! to the
P President for hix congideration, and the Cantdian Govern-
ment isof the opinion that it the pegoritions areto resals
ina rreaty, which must be ratified by the Parlisment ot
PCanmda. it is expedient that the Government should be
able 10 deal with a Parlimnent fresh tfrom the people
rather than with a moribund House,

We have some reason to helicve, though every-
i thing stated here is not true, that the hulk of the
i ~mtcuwm is true, and that the advice tendered to
 His Excellenc y to dissolve Parlinment was because
the Government desived to obtain power in order
to obtain a renewal of the Reciprocity Treaty of
1854, We have also been favoured with a commu-
nication which consists of the correspondence he-
tween His Excelleney the Governor General and
“the Tmperial authorities, and we find there a docu-
ment Jdated the 13th December last, as follows ;-

i

“GoviErNMENT Horsg,
O1rawa, 14th Dee., 1890,

“ Ay Logp.~T have the honour to send to yonr lord-
hip to-day a telegraphic despateh m cipher of which the
following 1 the substance :

* With reference to my telegram of the 10th inst.. the
Government is desirons to propese a joint commission,
to dea) withont limitation and to prepare a treaty repro-
senting the tollowing =abjects:

* (1) Renewal of the Reciproeity Treaty of 18547

But even if the reason urged upon His I,x-.dlcncy
for dissolving the C\htmu arliiment was this,
we find umuuh.ntdv h.lt there was a change of
front, because, afew days afterwards. the hnn. gen-
tleman issued a manifesto to the people of ( .m.ul.x.
and in that manifesto there is not a4 word to he
found in regard to that reciprocity treaty. 1
have the manifesto her ¢, anel this is the first part
of it :—

S quthe Klectors of Canada :

“GrxTLEMEN,—The momenious questions now engaging
public attention having, in the opinion of the Ministry,
reached that stage when it is desirable that it upporii-
nity should he given to the ]wuplo ot L\]u’v«mg at the
polls their views thereon, the Governer tieneral ln~
been advised to terminate the existence of the present
Houze of C.,mmum andd to issue writs summoning a new
Parliament.”

Sir, you will see that not a word fram the first to
the lust, if you read that manifesto through. is
used about any conference with regand to ohtain-
ing a new reciprocity treaty, how Timited soever
it un«'ht be. \What was the reason given to His
L\u.,llcnu for dissolving Parliament * [t is stated
that it was to nem»u.uc a treaty, and yet, in the
manifestn, not a wmcl was said of the tx'oatv but
the whole argument to which the hon. tmntlcnmn
devoted hnn-mlf was one of favour nf the con-
tinuance of the National Policy. The reason for
this is clear and obvious. There are two principal
classes in the Dominion of Canada. There are
farmers on the one side and manufacturers on the
other. The hon. gentleman will pardon me for the
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simile which I aumn about to use, of the bat who one
day fell among the birds and the other day fell
amony the rats.  When he fell among the birds he
sitid : Look at my wings, I am one of your tribe.
When. the next day, he fell among the rats he said:
Look at my claws, T one of your tribe.  So the
hon. gentleman says. when he is among the farmers:

1 want to soar like the birds to reciprocity—here |
is the correspondence which T have brought down. |

But when he gets ianong the manufacturers, and

particularly among the monopolists, he says: Look |

at my claws, I am one of your tribe : and, like you,
1 have still the people of this country to prey upon.
Tiere wax another argument produced in  the
manifesto of the hon. gentleman.  In that he
appeiled to the people of this country on their
prejudices, and on the worst prejudices that could
possibly be used against an Opposition.  The only
Pplea, the only argument he had was to say, that the
policy of the Opposition wax a disloyal policy, that |
it was likely to lead to annexation, and it was:
hostile to Great Britain, Loyalty ? I am reminded !
here of the words of Malame Roland when she was
led to the scattfold.  She was one who had contri- |
bated to the French Revolution, and she fell a:
victim to the passions she had aroused but could
not control. When she was led to the scattold and :
was compelled to how to the statue of Liberty, she |
excluimed : ““Oh, liberty, how many crimes ave |
committed in thy name””™ We in Canada have to!
ask how many crimes are committed in the name:
of lovalty. But, if the reason given to His!
Excellency for dissolving Parliament was the !
reason given in the ministerial press. namely,
to obtain power from the people to initiate:
a new treaty on the grounds of the Treaty of
1854, that was merely a pretence and nothing
else. Tt was certainly no gnod reason.  There |
never was a minute since the year 1866, when the
Iate treaty was terminated, when every Gov. |
ernment in this country had not ample power to!
negetiate another such a treaty.  There never was
a public man in this country, whether on that side .
of the House or on this side, who was not prepared !
at any moment to negotiate a treaty on that line.
Yes ; there was one exception, the late President ;
of the Council, Mr. Colby, who has just paid the
penalty for such unpatriotic opinions.  Why, Mr. |
Speaker, there is more than that. The National |
Policy even was a means to an end, that end being |
the renewal of the reciprocity treaty. The resolu: !
tion has heen quoted more than once in this House, !
but the memory of hon. gentlemen opposite is so
treacherous, it is so defective, that I feel bound to
repeat the language of the right hon. gentleman
himself. The famous motion upon which the appeal
to the country was made in 1877, after having
recited what the National Policy would do, went
on as follows :—-

“That this House is of opinion that the welfare of

Caqudu;. requires the adoption of the National Policy
which, " —

And so on.  And then it states :

*In moving as it ought todo in the direction of a reei- !

procity of tariff with our neighhours, so far as the varied
mterests of Canada may demand. will greatly tend to

procure for this country eventually, a reciprocity of

trade.’

It has been contended by hon. gentlemen on the

other side of the House that this policy hail been

endorsed three times over by the people of Canada

—in 1878, 1882 and i887. If that is the case, was
Mr. LAURIER.

i it not simple mockery, was it not an insult to the
 Crown, to ask for power to dissolve Parliament on
i that issue, when the policy of the Government had
i been endorsed again and again, and atfirming the
"mecessity of such a treaty”  Sir, it was a mere
pretence. The true reason was that the policy of
the Opposition was gaining ground and the Gov-
ernment took fright. The only reason was that
! the sense of what the country needs is developing
{in this country in favour of greater freedom of
trade, in favour of the view that however satisfac-
tory unrestricted reciprocity might have been at
one time. it would he more satisfactory at the
present time.  Nir, the right hon. gentleman is a
good judge of weather: he can scan the political
horizon ax well. and perhaps better, than any man
living. He foresaw that the tide was rising, imn-
petuous, irvesistible, in favour of greater freedom of
trade. He saw that his only hope of reaching
port, if he wanted to reach port again, was to put
to sen at once, for if he were to wait till the tide
had reached its height, he knew very well that his
leaky craft would be shattered to picces under the
surging indignation of a long, long-suflering peo-
ple. I suy that is the reason, and the only reason.
Nir; I do not give my own statement alone on this
point, I have the authority of hon. gentlemen
opposite. T speak by the book. because I speak
after Sir Charles Tupper himself. In an interview
with the London correspondent of the Toronto
Glolw had lately with Nir Charles Tupper, that hon.
gentleman was reported to have made the follow-
ing statement :--

** If the Liberal party in Canadi had adhered to Mr.,
Blake's Malvern speech, and the election hind been post-
poned for another vear, the Liberals would have gnine
a mujority in the House of Communs.  The Government
ha:d triumphed frumm their opponents' blunders.”’

You have it here stated by Nir Charles himself,
that if the election had been postponeld for another
year the Liberals would have trinmphed. 1t is
true that Nir Charles Tupper stated immediately
afterwardsthat the Govermment trinmphed through
the blunders of their opponents: but I think we
all know Sir Charles Tupper sutliciently well to
understand that when he speaks of the blunders of
his opponents. he means exactly the reverse.  The
Opposition blunderel, but still it was necessary to
prevent these blunders from having their effect
upon the country, but if the Government had
allowed the Opposition to blunder one year longer,
s the former were undone, and it was to prevent
i the effect of the Opposition’s Llunders that the
; Government charitably came to their rescue and
ordered the elections at once.  Sir, if the Opposi-
tion were blundering, what shall we say of the
i policy of the hon. gentleman who, with all the
[blundering of the Opposition, with the iniqgui-
i tous, Franchise law at his disposal, only trinmphed
by the skin of his teeth™ T would not object to a
: disgclution in itself. If I object to this dissolution,
i it is simply because there was no fair play in the
dissolution at that time. A dissolution would
‘have been welcomed at any time, but there was
ftreachery in the dissolution at the time it took
! place. More than that, not only was there treachery
i in the dissolution, but I have no hesitation in say-
{ ing that, coming as it did, it was an outrage,
inay, a crime against the dignity of the Crown,
tagainst the rights of the people. It was an out-
‘rage against the dignity of the Crown, because

i
i
1
i
H
1]
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we had had the pledge of the Crown that:

no election would take place until the lists
haul been revised according to law.
is one thing which ought to he sacred, and is

sacred to-day, it is the pledge of the Crown to the |
people of the country. The hon. gentleman knows

better than I do that if there was one thing more
than another which alienated from King James
II the heart of his subjects, it was the duplicity

with which, again and again, he broke his word to -

a
0

the people : and since the flight of James, the word

of the Sovereign of Great Britain has always been
held to be as immovable as the vocks upon which :

the Island of Great: Britain rests.
England to-day, but it is no longer true in Canada :

it is not true in Canada so long as the word of the !
Crown isin the keeping of the present Ministers of

the Crown. Sir, we have a Franchise Act and it is

not a jewel ; on the contrary, it is a monster. That :
Act was framed and revised for the benetit and |
advantage of the Conservative party, but although

it was framed for the benefit of the Conservative
party, it is so cumbrous, it is so expensive, that it
has been a nightmare to every member of the Con-
servative party. Everyone wants to get rid of the
annual revision of the list, because 1t is so enm-
brous and so expensive : and last year the hon.
gentleman anticipated the wish of his followers,
and he proposed a measure to dispense with the
annual revision of the list. The measure was in the
hands of the Secretary of State, and T will remind
the House of the langunage he used on that occasion :

““ Nohody will deny that a revision devolves a great
deal of anxiety, trouble and expense, both to the members
already representing constitueneies ad to the would-he

candidates for those constituencies.  If we had a revision
thix yearit must be admitted that it would take place in
very unfavourable circumstances L . .
But is there no other reason why that revision should not
take place? We have not yet reached the end of this
Parlinment : according to law this Parlinment will cease
in the beginning of 1892,

Then the hon. gentleman goes on to speak about
Behl g
the census, which is taking place now :

U Ifin July, 1801, the eensus shows that the representa- |
tion must be changed it will become necessary to have
new elections soon after the census; and those elections

should take place at the beginning of 1802, by the natural
death ot this Parliament according to the constitution,
The question which presented itself to me was this: By
the experience of the past. could a revision beginning in

June, 181, be satistactorily made, and would it be resly
There is no;

for the eventuality of elections in 1892,
reason to doubt it.”

Here is, therefore, the pledge of the Crown that

there would be no election till the list had been
revised in the present year. according to the terms
of the law.  Of course we know very well that it
is always open to the Crown to wlvise a dissolu-
tion, and I do not suppose that at that time the
hon. gentleman contemplated a dissolution : there-
fore, I saw that it was his duty at that tinic to
say : ** Gentlemen, remember that there may be
a dissolution at any time, therefore you must be
reauly to take the consequences.™ If the hon.
gentleman had used that lunguage of course every
man would have said : ¢ There must be a revision
of the list at once, because we must have a perfect
clectorate.” \When the hon. gentleman introduced
that Bill and carried it with the sanction of the
Crown, it was a pledge to the people that there
would be no election until the list had been per-
fected. But six months afterwards the (Govern-
ment decided to have an election, and they did
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Sir, if there |

That is true in!

not scruple to trample upon the (dignity of the
Crown in order to gain party awdvantage over their
opponents.  But the cllcctiuns have taken plave.
PAnd now I ask, what is the policy of the tovern-
ment with respect to the main issne of the
double issue which was submitted to the people
of the country® If the elections meant any-

H
1
I
'
i
1
i

“thing. they meant this: that a delegation,
can official delegation, was to go to Wash-

ington immediately after the elections.  Yet
. nothing of the kind has been done. because I coung
for nothing the officious, not the official delegation,
which visited Washington, comprising two impor-
tant members of the Administration, chaperoned
‘hy Nir Charles Tupper.  Like Cusar they went,
they saw: but, unlike Cwsar, they did not con-
quer.  They came back without having achieved
fanything. It has been asserted in some quarters
that those gentlemen were treated with discourtesy
by the American authorities. I do not believe it,
“and hon. gentlemen opposite have taken care to say
s that the delegation were received with every cour-
tesy : but I do not hesitate to say that, even if
{ they had met rebuffs, those gentlemen would only
{have received the treatment for which they scemed
! to be yearning, because nothing could be se offen-
i sive to international courtesy as the langnage used
i by some hon. gentlemen on the other side of the
i House, and I am sorry to say that in this respect
i the right hon. gentleman, who is usually &utious
| and prudent in matters of international import, set
[ his followers a very bwd example.  The language
[ . R

| used by that hon. gentleman in a speech delivered
“at Halifax last fall was unpardonable.  Speaking
tof our relations with the Republic to the south of
fus, the right hon. gentleman said :

i *“Ttisa great conntry, and will be greater, but like all
“young countries it will have its vicissitudes, its reverses
sand its revolutions. Do not we see already tfrom the
tmass of foreign ignorance and foreign viee that has
poured into the Umted States, how uncasily the working
populition move in the great lubour ceutres? Do not vou
se¢ communism, and socialism and atheism. and every
other ism there? That the United States will rixe supe-
i rior, and out_of these heterogeneous particles form one
great people, I have no doubt.”

Sowe hon. MEMBERS.

Mre. LAURIER. T commend the hon. gentleman
for that charitable sentiment ; but listen to what
follows.  The hon. gentleman continues :

1

Hear, hear,

* But depend upon it they are going tu have their revo-
Intions and upheavals, while we shall sit calmly under
the protecting flag of Great Britain aud enjoy the magni-
i ficent country that God has given us and ook with philo-
! sophic eyes at the struggles of a ficree and discordant
tdemocracey.” ’

Nothing could be more contrary to the amity
which weowe to the neighbouring Republic. There
was hostility in this, as there was hostility in the
relations of the Canadian Government towards the
American authorities during the Civil War. At that
time also we looked with ¢ philosophic eyes at the
struggles of afierce and discordant democracy™ and
i the result was that we lost the Reciprocity Treaty
of 1854, and we wish to Heaven that our similar
action now will not cost us another treaty. But
after all that has taken place we shonld have bheen.
told in the Speech from the Threne not only that
the Government is about to send commissioners to
Washington, but the basis on which they are going
to treat with our neighbours. Will it be unrestricted
reciprocity, will it be restricted reciprocity, or reci-
procity at all ; or will the negotiations be confined.
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only to the fishery question, whether in Behring
Sea or the Atlantic?  We do not know, and, if 1
speak my own mind, I do not believe at the present
moment hon. gentlemen opposite know their own
minds on this subject.  They may agree on the
question  of rvetaining oftice, but  when they
come to deliberate on this question, confusion worse
confounded will arise in their councils. A confusion
of tongue will prevail, hecause we have heard all
sorts of language from members of the Administra-
tion on this subject. We have heard the Necretary
of State at one election speak of unrestricted reci-
procity in a manner which cheered and delighted
the heart of cevery patriotic Canadian.  We have
heard the' Minister of Finance upon the tloor of
thix House declare that the only policy of the
Govertmient  was  the National Policy @ and, as

regards the Prime Minister, sometimes he advanced

and then receded, then he advanced again and again
receded,

Lust summer he oftered reciprocity in coal, but, at:
the remonstrance of the Minister of Marine and |

Fisheries, he had to swallow that offer ; and if

members of the Administration cannot agree even ;
on an offer of reciprocity in coal, it is not surpris-

ing that they should fail to agree upon any pro-

gramwme to be submitted to their Conunissioners.

But whatever may be the poliey of the present
Government upon this question, 1 assert that the

people @f Cauada to-day want a change, and a
In I87% the hon. gentleman ;

change there must be.
(Sir John A, Macdonald), in the most emphatic
manner denounced the Government of my hon.
friend to my left, because at that time there were
00,000 Canadians in the United States. He
declared it was a shame, a burning shame, that
with our good climate, equitable laws and fertile
soil, the Government coulid not retain our own
people. T believe the hon. gentleman on that
occasion did not speak mere empty, idle, unmean-
ing words. 1 hold that he spoke the sentiment of

his heart, and if he was not speaking simply as an ;

intellectual device, T wish him tolook at the record
of his work for the last ten years and sce whether
it has borne good fraits or not. The evil of which
he complained then has been intensitied tenfold.
Nir, we must have a change, and it must be in the
direction of greater freedom of trade. This is
admitted on all sides, by all parties, and it is
admitted even by the staunchest of all Tories—the
Tmperial Federationists,  While they commit the
mistake of basing their trade policy upon uni-
formity of allegiance and a mere sentiment, we of

the Liberal pprey maintain that the policy of this

country must be based not upon sentiment bhut
upon business principles ; and, fresh as we come
from the people, I say that the only policy which
will benetit this conutry is unrestricted reciprocity
and continental freedom of trade.  Sir Charles
Tupper says in an article published a few days ago
in the North American Reréer, that the delusion,
as he calls it, of unrestricted reciprocity was dead
and buried. Dead and buried ! I am as good an
authority on this subject as is Sir Charles Tupper,
and I say it is more alive than ever. I am prepared
to say much more. I am prepared to say that
when Sir Charles Tupper went to Washington a
few days ago, in company with the Minister of
Justice and Minister of Finance, he was ready to
offer the American Government unrestricted reéi-
procity. Sir, I am going to break the hearts of
Mr. LAURIER.

[COMMONS]

We know, for instance, that dJduring
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men who are loyal and true, who have been led to
believe that the Liberal party want to give up this
country to the Americans by carrying out a policy
of unrestricted reciprocity : but they must be pre-
pared for a greater shock still, because this abomin.
ation of desolation has entered the holy of holies.
The hon. gentleman (Sir John A, Macdonald)
shook his head & momert ago when 1 said Sir
Charles Tupper was ready to offer unrestricted
reciprocity.  Does the hon. gentleman not read the
Montreal Gazette 2 1 read it every day. (n 10th
April, the tJuzefsi: published an article, in answer
to the (i/ob:, which had asserted that the visit to
Washington had been a failmre.  The (fazette, the
organ of the hon. gentleman opposite, spoke as
follows :—

“The Toronto f7lule speaks of the failure at Washing-
i ton as though the Cunadian delewates were in some
funexplained  way responsible tor it, anil asks: ° How
: (:mll«llthe Canadian Ministers hope to negotiate a treaty
; of reciproeity  with the Washington Administration?”’
But the failure was on the part of Mr. Blaine. No.
negotintions were afloat ; thematter had not yet reached
that siage.  Ludeed, Mr. Blaine flatly objected to the ap-
fpointment of a formal Commission until he Iearned upon
what basis the Canadisans proposed to treat.and it wasto
assure the American Seerctary of State that the Canadian
Government is willing to disenss the question on the
broadest lines, even on the basis of unrestricted reei-
procity, that Sir Charles Tupper returned to Washington
: with Sir John Thompsou and Hou, Mr. Foster.™
{ Have the pure fallen from grace ?  Here is treason
ampant, and who is to indict the traitors when
the Minister of Justice himself is cither a vaitor
or connives at treason?  Reciprocity dewd and
buried ! Tt is only three years ago since we com-
menced  this  agitation, and already we have
trinmphed in the two leading provinees of the
Dominion.  Already we have the fact that many
American statesmen arce prepared to treat with us
upon that basis.  We have the opinion of Mr.
Blaine, we have the opinion of Senator Sherman,
we have the opinion of Mr. Hitt, and we have the
Lendorsation of the Boards of Trade of New York
city, of Boston city, of Chicago city, and of
several others of the northern cities in the United
States.  Reciproeity dead and buried ! Why, Sir,
we never yet have been met with arguments from
the Government against reciprocity.  The right
hon. gentleman has never himself dared to offer
any argument against us.  In the manifesto which
i he issued he never discussed the question, but sim-
¢ ply appealed to the prejudices and passions of the
i people.  He appealed to their prejudices and pas-
sions, and he stated that unrestricted recipro-
reity would lead to annexation. 1 deny that
 proposition.  Of course, Sir, I know very well that
there are men in this country who believe, and
who honestly believe, that, perhaps, unrestricted
reciprocity  would be the first step towards annex-
ation. I do not dispute any man’s conviction; but
1 ask these men to exert their reason.  If we have
reciprocity at any time, as we shall have it, I
believe, before very long, these men will not then
be denied the right of suffrage, for they will have
the right to vote against annexation, if annexation
is proposed by any person, the same as they would
have the right to vote against anmexation, if it
were proposed to-day.  Shall we be so diffident of
our manhood that we dare not do what we think
best for our interests, because, forsooth, some one
might be dragged away from his allegiance to his
country in favour of American citizenship? What-
ever may be the fears of the Conservative party on
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this question, I have no fears for the Liberals of
Canada. We ‘o not hoast of our loyalty, but we
have it in our hearts, and not upon our lips as the
hon. gentlemen opposite have it, and we do not
fear that we shall be seduced away from what
we believe to be right in principle.  The right
hon. gentleman said that this policy was hos-
tile to Great Britain.  Again 1 deny it: but.
Sir, I am free to admit, that I, for one, when I
made up my mind in favour of this policy,
looked up first and last to the interest of Canada
and not to the interest of England.  1am a British
subject and I never forgot it yet ; but while I am
a British subject I remember that T am also a
Canadian and I sit in the Canadian Parliament.
Let the PBritish subject who sits in the British
Parlimment look after the interests of England.
When this Confederation was organized (and no

one knows it better than the right hon. gentleman |

himself), it was organized with a view of forming
a nation of this United Canada.  The hon. gentle-
man must have foreseen, since this was to e a
nation, that some day or other the interest of this
voung nation would come in contact with the in-
terest of the motherland. It is absurd to suppose
that, situated as we are, the interest of Canada
will always be identical with the interest of Great
Britain.  Some day must come when these in-
terests will clash, and whatever the hon. gentle-
man may be, for my part whenever it comes to
that, and, however much I must regret the ne-
cessity, I will stand by my native land.  Let-me
ask, Nir, why did your ancestors, and why did
my ancestors, leave their native land?  Nothing
is 5o dear to the heart of wman as the land where
he first saw the light of the world. the land which
is associated with his family ties ; but. Sir. did your
ancestors leave their motherland in Great Britain
and Ireland, and did my ancestors leave France,
because they loved their motherland less? No,
Sir: the truth is they were not satistied with the
condition of their own country, and, therefore, to
make their condition better, and for the happiness
aml comfort of their families, they parted from
their native land, not because they loved it less,
but because they loved Canada more.  Now, Sir,
we are agitating, and we have agitated this policy
of unrestricted reciproeity, becanse we believe it
is in the best interests of the country, and not
hecause we love England less, but because we love
Canwla more. I have again and again affivmed
for my part that I amas fondly attached to British
institutions as any man of English blood, but 1
have never hesitated to say, and 1 again repeat,
that whether for ill or for good, whether for my con-
demmation or my justification, whether for right
or for wrony, as long as there is in me the breath
of life, my guiding star, and iy only guiding star,
shall be @ Canada first, Canada last, and Canada
forever.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, I
have listened with great interest to the speech of
my hon. friend. It has much of his eloguence,
much of his facility of language and much of his
happiness of expression, but it has a tone of bitter-
ness and a tone of exasperation which is not usual
in the speeches of the hon. gentleman. I can, how-
ever, quite pardon the feeling which has induced
and prompted that speech. Tf there ever was a
party disappointed, and if there ever was an hon.
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member or a public man disappointed in the result
of the late election, it is my hon. friend. The
certainty which he had in his own breast, the con-
fidence which he had that the country was with
him—a contidence in which his pirty all joined—
wits 5o great, that the disappointment must have
been dreadful. The hon. gentleman went to bhed
on the night of the 4th of March confidently
believing that he would be sent for in a few days
to form a Government, but the illusion disappeared
by nine o'clock on the following morning. I can
pardon, thercefore, the feeling the hon. gentleman
has, and the only thing that T feel personally
agarieved at is his assertion that there was on the
part of the Government a dishononrable abandon-
ment of the statement in this House on the
subject of dissolution. It was known by every-
body, it was stated by myself, it was stated
by my colleagues, that we had no intention
of dissolving--that to all appearances  Parlia-
ment  would last for its whole termn: and,
therefore the postponement of revising the lists
was announced.  But, if the hon. gentleman will
follow up the debite, he will tind  that, after my
hon. friend the Secretary of State made his speech,
I stated distinetly to the House, that T would
mitke no pledge that there would nat be a dissolu-
tion ; I stated that it would be unconstitutional
to make any such pledge.  One thing, however, is
clear, that the hon. gentleman and his friends did
not like the dissolution : and it ix strange that
they should not like it when he was so confident
that the vesult would be a trinmph of his party.
andd the defeat forever of the Liberal-Conservative
clique that had so long misgoverned the country.
ut the hon.  gentleman, perhaps, has not the
advantage, or the happiness rather, of bringing all
his friends with him. I think the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) stated
on two separiate oceasions that he had no objections
to a dissolution, because the voters lists were all
on his side.  Is it not so that that statement was
made ¥ And it is the fact. Mr. Speaker, that if
either party has suffered from the delay in the
revision of the voters® lists, it is the party of which
IThavethe honour just now to be the leader. Yes, M.
Speiaker, we have won 3 it is a Pyrrhic victory to
he sure @ itis the forerunner of defeat. so the hon.
gentleman says.  Welll I think my friends and the
country can put up with a prognostication of that
kind, which is to be fulfilled five years hence
unless there is to he another dissolution.  The
hon. gentleman knows perfectly well, because 1
can see that he has been looking into the authori-
ties. that it is quite understood among public men
that the propriety or impropriety of a dissolution
is not discassed in Parlianment: the prerogative of
the Crown is admitted. While a dissolution is
threatened, if Parliament is sitting, there can be
remonstrance against the proposed dissolution, but
when once it is granted, the prerogative of the
Crown is admitted, and admitted without a
remark.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Legally #
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

‘ By general consent the alternatives of resignation of
office or of dissolution of Parlianment are now left to the
discretion and responsibility of Ministers,”’—

And so on. The whole tenor of modern parlia-
mentary decisions is this: that an appeal to the

As Todd says :
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people is always in order. The hon. gentleman says

he does not say that the country was taken by sur-

prise, but 1 say this, that if any party were taken
by surprise, it was the Conservative party : because
they never had any intimation, or an inkling of
any kind from any member of theGovernment that
there would be a dissolution.  But according to
my hon. friend. we were going to postpone the
dissolution to the Greck calends. He says there
onght not to have been a dissolution until the
Franchise Act was repealed.  That Franchise Act
wis ai At of the Canadian Parlimment.and doesthe
hon. gentleman mean to say that there should he
no dissolution until the party in power, the party
having the majority, should repeal the Act which
they thetselves laid before the country, and which
“arliiment and the country have approved of 7
Then the hon. gentlenian says there should have
been no dissolution until the law respecting the
clections was altered, und until the frauds, the

disgraceful frauds, which were practised under that !
law were made impossible. Who passed those laws, !

Mr. Speaker® It was the Government of Mr.
Mackenzie : and if there were any frauds under
them, those frauds were in consequence of the
imperfections of the Act introduced for the pur-
pose of preventing the occurrence of any such
frauds. Now the hon. gentleman is very much

[COMMONS]

pleased to ring the changes upon the word ** loy- !

alty.” He says we are very loyal men in phrase,
but look what we do: We have actually sent
the mails by way of New York. We have,
utterly regardless of our position as British sub-
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had been paying yvear by yeur to the Allan line,
because it did not, and was unable from its lack of
speed to perform the duties for which it was ori-
ginally subsidized. That, Mr. Speaker, is our
disloyalty.  But, returning for a moment to the
question of dissolution, the Lon. gentleman says
that we never announced what our policy was, and
he says that our policy is a shifting policy. If ever
there was a permanent and fixed policy 1t is that
of the party of which 1. for the preseat. am the
leader. We went to the country, Mr. Speaker, on
that policy,—-the old flag, the old policy, aye., and
the old chief. And with all my sins of owmission

fand commission of twenty years, the country re-

sponded to the call. The hon. gentleman says that
we are a minority in the larger Provinces, Weare
not a minority in the Province of Ontario,

Mr. LAURIER. Not much to boast of.

Sir JOHN AL MACDONALD.  In the Province
of Ontario, of which I am a representative in this
Parliament and in the Government, we are in a
majority : and if some of my friends—and I regret,
deeply regret the fact—have fallen in the field of
battle, most of them believe and know that they
will have a joyful resurrection. The hon. gentle-
man says that in my manifesto T did not say a
word abont unrestricted reciprocity.  Why, there
was no necessity for me to say a word about it.
The hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) said enough about it. The whole

fcountry kuew that the attention of the next session
of Parliament would be absorbed in the considera-

jects, utterly regardless of our oaths of alle-!

wiance, utterly regardless of our pretemsion of
being the loyal party—and we do pretend and con-

tion of that great question. Hon. gentlemen oppo-
site travelled from one end of the Dominion to the

s other announcing unrestricted reciprocity as their

tend that we are the loyal party—forgetful of all .
our pretensions, we have sent the mails by way of :

New York.
the lines rumning from Canada are rather anti-

Well, the fact is. Mr. Speaker, that:

policy.” They called the attention of - the country
to the necessity of an immediate change to save
this country from ruin and all the rest of it. They

s announced from every hustings, on every platform,

quated : they are too conservative in their practice : :
and the Government of Canada have spared no:
pains, and have run some risk in asking Parliament :
cof Parliament. And. Mr. Speaker, we knew that ;

to vote half a million of money, in order to get a

line to run from the St. Lawrence in summer and |

the Maritime Provinces in winter that will equal

in_every respect those lines which are the glory:
and the pride of New York : and if we have failed |
in carrying out that arrangement it is not our:
i - the trade questions but the various other questions
but the state of the money market in England has

fault.  We did make a provisional arrangement,

been suchh that we have hitherto not been able to
But that is going

succeed in getting a contract.
to be, I hope and believe, of very short continu-
ance : amd with the vote that Parlinment has
alrewdy given us, I hope and believe—I might
almost say 1 know, although that is too strong a
word—hut I hope, and believe, and trust, that we
shall have a line of which we may be proud, and
which will relieve us of the charge of disloyalty
brought by the hon. gentleman. The fact is that
the steamers, which were originally equal to any
of the lines which ploughed the Atlantic, have
become antiquated, and the owners of those
steatners did not feel themselves able to undertake
the work of competing with the lines running
into New York. The consequence is that for
some time a large proportion, scinewhere near two-
thirds of the mail matter, going from Canada and
coming to Canada, went vid New York, and we
were actually throwing away the money which we
Sir Jou~x A. Macpoxarr.

on every stump they could find to stand upon,
that unrestricted reciprocity was a matter to be
considered in Parliament and in the next session

and we knew also that a door had heen opened for
a friendly series of coomnunications with the Amer-
ican Govermmnent on that subject, and that, for the
first time in many years, we wonkl have an oppor-
tunity of discussing the various questions—not only

which disturb the harmony between the United
States and Canadi. So long ago as November last
we had the tirst intimation : and upon that—trying
to open communication and knowing that all those
communications would be froitless if held in the
lust days of the last Parliament—we took the
course of appealing to the people, and the people
responded to our appeal. It is true that in some of |
the constitnencies of Canada we have been defeated
—not by the National Policy, but by the McKinley
Bill. Some of our agricultural friends were naturally
alarmed at the exclusion of their products from the
American market ; and through their not being
fully instructed on this (uestion, we, and not hon.
gentlenien opposite, lost by the dissolution. Some
of our agricultural friends fancied that in counse-
gquence of the McKinley Bill they would suffer
greatly in the sale of their agricultural pro-
ducts ; and it is said that in one or two places,
the day after the elections, when the defeat of un-
restricted reciprocity was assured, some of the
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farmers hurried across the boumdary with their
hay and other products in the belief that they
could sell them free of the McKinley duty. The
hon. gentleman  denied-—and from his point of

view, I dare say he was right in denying, as far as:

his intention is concerne:!—that unrestrictesd reci-
procity will cause any political change in Canada.

He therein differs from his late great leader, Mr.
Blake, thegentleman whom he followedmost—TIwas :

going to say blindly—bnt most completely and
without any shadow of dissent, without any
appearance of variance of opinien until that gentle-
man resigned the leadership.  Mr. Blake held a
different opinion and consequently deserted the
party. He retired from public life. of which he
was an ormunent. and retived, apparently forever,
into private life, because he could not follow a
course which he believed, in its logical consequence,
to use the expression of my hon. friend, must lead
to annexation to the United States.  The houn. gen-
tleman talks about our shifting policy. Why, he
will find, if he ever comes to press his policy in the
manner he has announced just now it is his inten-

tion to press it, supported as it will be by the

speech of the hon. member for South Oxford, that
it will not receive the support of all those who are
nominally the supporters of the hon. gentleman,
and really his supporters on most questions, but
certainly not on that. The hon. gentlensan says
we ought not to have had any dissolution until we
repeiled the Gerrymander Act.  Why, what
woulld have become of the hon. member for South
Oxford (Niv Richard Cartwright) if there had heen
no Gerrymander Act. He would have been non-
existent ; he would have heen wiped out of exist-
ence.. But even in the benighted riding he repre-
sents, helieved to be hopelessly Grit—so hopelessly
Grit that it was charged against the Government
that it was made a Grit hive—even there the light
has begun to penetrate ; and the majority of the
hon. gentleman is but half what it was at the last
election. No you see, Mr. Speaker, even in the
darkest localities, the deepest dens of Grit—I was
going to say ignorance—Grit obstinacy, the light
is beginning to penetrate. We have achieved a
Pyrrhic victory which will last five years, The
hon. gentleman had better take care that the
Pyrrhic victory in South Oxford will not become a
defeat at the end of that period. The hon. gentle-
man did, in the first portion of his speech, rather
sail around the question of unrestricted reciprocity;
but at last he mustered his courage up. I could
see he hadl to stiffen his nerves when he came out
with the expression that he was in favour of con-
tinental free trade. That is another term for
unrestricted reciprocity. He did not like even to
use the expression *‘ unrestricted reciprocity.” He
knew it was unpopular. He knew it was un-
popular in this House and in the country. He
knew he could not stand up with any hope of
carrying the country if he acted upon the term
in its naked deformity of unrestricted recipro-
city. So he calls it °¢ continental free trade.”
Very well. That policy, the shifting policy which
the hon. gentleman attributed to us, I can cast
across the floor to him. Now, in regard to * com-
mercial union,” which is the term they have used
as they have used ‘‘unrestricted reciprocity,”
and lastly *‘ continental free trade.” After all,
no matter what name you give it, it is merely, as
Mr. Farrar said, hiding behind a mask-—it all
A :

-l
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i means annexation to the United States. as we all
tknow,  The three names with which they have
s ttdorned their policy will not conceal or hide what
i the policy is, and the fact of their changing the
name so frequently reminds me of the fellows who
i are brought up in the police court and are found
- to have a number of aliases ; so the hon. gentlemen
have a great many aliases.  The hon. gentleman
has stated that my language at Halifax was un-
i friendly and impolitie, with reference to the Gov-
i ernment of the United States.  ©adhere to every
word 1 said then. I saiil then, as I say now, that
i the United States is a great nation and will be a
greater nation, that there is no limit to its future
greatness, but I spoke in the same sense as the
best and the ablest and the most patriotic citi-
zens of the United States now speak.  Look at

fany of the writings of their  political men ;
look at the writings of their literati : look

at the opinions expressed hy all those men who
ought to be more than they are, [ am sorry to say,
leaders of public opinion in the United States, and
: you will find that they have all the one cry of the
approaching danger to the United States from the
various circumstances to which I very shortly
alluded.  But I said T knew that country would
overcome all those difticulties.  Was it not a pa-
triotic and also a common-sense expression of
opinion of mine that, if history is of any value, if
history is anything more than a mere almanac,
the United States, like all democracy, must pass
through the perturbances which are incildental to
all democracies.  Look at the history of the world,
and you will see that all democracies have had to
pass through a period of perturbance. I believe
that, with the manliness of the vast majority of the
wces Who inhabit the United States, they will
overcome all their dithiculties, but my ¢common-
sense statement was this : Why should we who are
free from these dangers, why should we who have
not the same causes of apprehension as the people
of the United States have, why should we who are
as yet free not only from the cause of socialisin
brought from Kurope, anarchy brought from.
Europe, atheism brought from Europe, mix our-
selves up in these questions—above all, why
should we mix ourselves up in the consequences of
the negro question, to which I did not allude
at that time ? All their writers agree that
they are in great danger, and they are using
their bdst intellects to see how they are to
avoid the great dangers which are so imminent,
and from which, under the flag of England, we
have been free.  We have no Carbonari here, we
have no Mafia here, we have no sewerage from
European countries, we have not here the hordes
from Europe who fly from the majesty of the law ;
we have not the Hungarian, who is semi-civilized,
though he belongs to a fine race. While we find
these men convulsing the whole of the United
States, we do not find them coming to Canady as
yet, and, if they do, I hope they will come in small
numbers amd under strict supervision and investi-
gation as to their previous character. I have
nothing to take back of the language I used at
Halifax, and I could tell the hon. gentleman that
I have had sympathy and support from great men
in the United States in regard to the expressions
I then used.  There is one other statement of the
hon. gentleman to which I object. He stated that
there was a great hostility in Canada to the
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Northern States during the civil war, I say there
never was a more unfounded statement made.
say there is no evidence of hostility to the United
States.  So far as our population went, it wag
proved by the fact that from 20,000, at the mini-
mum. to. as some say. 40,000 men went from

Canadda to fizht the battle of the North. Some

few men, some way or other, got through
the Northern States and  joined  the south,
but from 20,000 to 40,000 Canadians  joined

the ranks, and fought and fell and died in the
ranks of the Northern Army : and I undertake,
now that the statement has been made, to bring
down to the House and to show to Parliament the
repeated thanks which the United States Govern-
ment gave for the way in which Canada hehaved
during that war.
had behaved well, and he wished to God that the
mother country had behaved ialf as” well as
Canada.

neutrality during that unhappy war. I can show

that we went ln,\uml the obligations imposed by |

the law of nations. We had to spend our money
in order to prevent Canada from heing made the
hasis of operations along the frontier.  We had
10,000 volunteers watching the frontier in warlike
array, men taken from their homes for months and
months, and we caamot be charged with having
been neglectful of our duties. 1 speak with know.

ledge on 1 this subject. and I know that we, members
of the Government, were determined, l]l.lt by no
action or sympathy on the part of Canada should
the mother country be brought into a contlict, or
into a hostile or semi-hostile position with regad
to the United States.  That Tavow, and that I can
prove.  Now, Mr. Speaker, T can only say, with
respect to the statement that it is a disastrous
victory, that we ave satistied. I ought to be satis-
ficd. because at the end of this pr esent Parliament,

if it lives, 1 shall be some cighty-two years of age:
aned I can say that we are going to last that time, |
unless we «11~~u1\'c I tell ny friends and T tell my
foes: Jy suis. 7y weste. We are going to stay
hicre, and it will tike more than the power of the
“hon. gentleman, with all the phalanx behind him,

to disturh usor to shove us from our pedestal.
omitted to make the usnal complisnent to the mover
aml seconder of these resolutions.
necessity for my doing so.  They have at once
stamped themselves as men that this Housé will be
prowd of—men that have a great political fa-
ture.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker,

I hadd supposed when the First Minister took the
as stomatter of come

floor. that he would at least.
mon parliaentary etiquette, have deemed it right
to give something like an intelligible and satisfac-
tm\ answer to the objections w hich were raised by
my -hon. friend to the very extraordinary use of
the prerogative which led to the dissolution of the
last Parliament and the assembling of the present
one. 1 certainly expected, still more, that the hon.
gentleman who devoted the one important para-
graph of his speech to a description of the hopes
which the Government entertain of a speedy set-
tlement of the question that so long engaged the
attention of the country, the hope of obtaining ex-
tended trade relations between Canada and the
United States—the. hon. gentleman who has
Sir Joux A. MacpoNaLp.

Ii

Secretary Seward said Canada !

I can say that Canada was painfully |
- . t
anxious to perform her duties and to prescerve her

There is noi

deemed it right through the mouth of His Excel-
leney, to congratulate us on the fact that six
months from the present date, or thereabouts, an
andience will be aceorded to the Ambassadors of
Canada. if they go to Washington, would have
heen kind enongh to have shel o little Jight on a
certain recent trip which was made by ]nmmmnt
members of his Calinet to the same ity of Wash-
ington-~or possibly it may  be, Nir, that in the
mind of the hon. gentleman. trips to Washington
are so associnted with treason of the extremest
dye, that he is afraid to tell the House that twao
distinguished members of his Cabinet made a trip
to Washington—an ofticions, not an official visit
as my hon. friend will say @ that they went one
thousand miles down to interview these pestilent
{ Yankees, and returned the next day, one thousand
¢ miles from Washington to Ottawa. Sir, 1 think
that undder the cireumstances it was tlu. duty, and ix
the duty, of the hon, gentleman and his colleagues,
to tell us why and wherefore this visit was planned
and madde. To the best of my recollection the hon.
gentleman did not even allude to the fact with
which all Canada was ringing, with which all
North Awmerica was ringing. that a few dayvs ago
he sent two members of his Cabinet and my” Lord
the High Commissioner down 1o Washington, aml
that these hon, wcntlumcn were obliged to retirn
here. having achieved and effected —what 7

Mr. LANDERKIN.  Nothing.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Oh. yes. they
did. Let not my hou. friend tike away from them
what they «dill. They achieved and effected an
appointment six menths hence, oran interview, an
informal interview, appirently, with the hon,
Seeretary of State of the United States. Nired 1
think the hon. gentleman owes it to the House to
state the nature of the circumstances and how these
| things came about. T was surprised, for my part. to
| find that the hon. gentleman steered entively clear
of that subject. Weunderstand the hon. gentleman’s
position.  We understand that he stands hetween
i three tires on this question. . We know quite well
that the hon gentleman found it very hard indeed,
mftc sending that mission to W .uhmwtun to
| account to his taskmasters and paymasters of the
i ¢ Red Parlour,” and to explainwhat he was doing at
{ Washington with his ambassadors. W hy, Sir, we
know it was reported, from one end of this country
to the other, that Sir Charles Tupper had rushed
in fiery haste from Ottawi to Washington—had
bulldozed  the Cabinet, and had taken  with
thim two of his trusted friends and gone back
to Washington—and we know enough of Sir
Charles Tupper’s previous action, we know enough
of whatoccurred in this House: we know cnough of
thereasons whichsevered him fromhis U)“L-U'IIC\ on
i certain memorable occasion, to know that Sir
Charles Tupper—and I say it to his eredit and not
tn lu~ discredit-——was Jetermined, if he went dewn

» W .tslnmrmn. not to return with empty hands,
manufactures or no manufacturers. But these
gentlemen were suspicions, as well they might be,
as soon as they knew of the approaching mission
to Washington, and there was a flight of vultures
from all parts of the Dominion, there was a flight
of those gentlemen here to tell the Government
that they br(m;_.,ht them in—no, Sir, they bhought
them in—and they were not dlapnsed to be de-
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prived of their pound of flesh: that they knew
their interests were imperilled, and that if the
Gavernment receded from enforcing the sacred
right of taxing the people of mada to the hare
Tone, then thc) would have to account to the men
who put them there, and T may say to the honest
votes of the people of Canada,”

Nir JOHN A, MACDONALD. Ohb!
Nirt: RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.  The hon.

gentleman had another very important rewson for
not slealing with the question. The hon. gentleman
has had his lesson, and 1 hope it was not entirely
thrown away upon him : he knew right well that
it would he a very periloas thing indeed for him to
give an account, or to make the pretence, of the
llt"'ﬂ[hlllulla going on at Washington, which may
mt havesguared str ictly and c\.u,tl\' with the facts.
The hon. gentleman knows, and the House knows,
how certain extraordinary statements made--if not
by himself, at any rate on ' his authority ;andthrough
his subsidized press—were dealt with almost -
mediately on their  delivery by some of the
authorities at Washington.  The hon, gentleman:
knew in the thind pluce. and hon. gentlemen on
both sides of this House know, that it wonld be
an extremely dangerous thing for him to allow it
to he understood, after what had passed during the:
lute elections, after the promises which were inalde
by many of the hon. gentleman’s supporters, after
the statements made Ty his press-—it would he an
extremely dangerous thing for him. on the other
hand, to stute ht)m:\t]\ anl canelidly 1o these men't
—-what he knows perfectly well in spite of all
his gascomude—that if free trade with the United
States or extended trade relations with the United |

States. are to be obtained at all I)\' the ]wnpl(‘?

of Canada, it is only on the lines laid down by my :
hon. friend—as Luid down by the Liberal party of
Cimada.  All those things the right hon. gentle-
man knew rvight well, and, therefore, although he
knows, wnd none hetter, how earnestly the people
of Canada are looking for a distinct and plain ex-

position of what the Government. meant by their:
Pwhich their lenders in former times possessed,
" Nuch is the kinduess of the hone gentleman that 1
verily helieve it [ myself were translated from this

recent trip to Washington, of what the Govern-
ment meant and propose to do on their return to
Washington a few months hence. the hon. gentle-
man tonk right good care to indulge in a few
specious generalities, and, ws usual when  hard
pressed, to take nfutfv in assertions about. his
loyalty anl his Jdevotion to British connection.
Well. Nir, T have designated the valne of the hon.
m,nt]un‘m lovalty on other occasions.  His is the
lm‘.nlt) that  pays, and so long. as it pays Her
Majesty Queen Victoria will have no more faithful
subject than the right hon. gentleman.  But T ean
recollect, aye. 1 have seen in old times communi-
cations from the hon. gentleman which show that
when he sat on the Treasury benches his loyalty
was, to say the least of it. of a very much cooler
description than it is at present.

man talks and has talked elsewhere
party of Canada as the party of annexationists,
and elsewhere T have told the hon. gentleman, as
now on the floor of the Parliument of Canada I
tell him, that his chosen friends from his youth up
have each and everyone heen annexationists. Never
in all his life did this super-loyal gentleman form
a Cabinet, and he has formed many Cabinets, in
which he did not have ome. hut usually two or

The hon. gentle- :
e of the Liberal |

three specimens of the annexationists foremost in

23

-

the ranks of the Cabinet : and even at this day,
forty or tifty vears afterwards, he possesses one or
two still. ~ The hon. -rcntwm.m says my hon.
friend (Mr. Laurier) is a. disappointed” man.
My hon. friend stands in the proud  position
that for the first time I believe since Confedera-
tion, he. the Liberal leader, stands at the head of
a Liberal majority from the Provinee of Quebec.
As regands the Proviuee of Ontario, the n'fht Lom.

wcntlcnmn did suceeed in obtaining a bare majority

iy as many votes as you can count on the fingers
of one hand. and as many individual votes as you
can count om the tingers of one hand to form the
right hon, ;_funth.m.m majority.  But dil he
secure @ popular majority * Not a bit of it
the reconds wo to prove that there was a clear
popular majority of all the voters of the great

Province of Ontario arrayed hehind my hon,
friend (Mr. Laurier). and  on bhehalf of  free
travde with the United States. The right hon.

gentleman deckures that a door was upuu-d in
\munlnl last for friendly communications with
the United States. There is a0 difference of opin.
tion on thut point, which [ will come o presently.
Certain men as dikely to know what the opinions
of the United States ave, certain men at least as
well advised as the First Minister of Canada is. as
to the views of President Harrvison aned his Cubinet,
have expressed wn opinion which 1 think the hon,
gentleman will tind very hard indeed to reconcile

with that statement. But he brings it as a
charge against my how. friead heside e that
he differs from his former Jeader, Mr. DBlake.

" Now I have noticed. and T dare say the House has

noticed, that ax soon as it comes to pass that a
Liberal leauder. whether my hon. friend who usually
sits besideme (Mr. Mackenzie) or Mr. Blake orany
other hon, gentleman is deel and gone or practi-
cally away from the political arena. then all at onee
the right hon. gentleman discovers wreat virtues
in him : then all at once the right hon. gentleman
is preparald to say to those of us who remain alive
supporting the Lilweral parry © Wello these men
have fallen away from the high and ofty principles

sphere he woulil not hesitate to canonize me. always
providing 1 wis well out of his way and I could
not do any mischief. If the hon. gentleman and
Wis friends desire to know what Mr. Bluke thinks
about the causes which may Iead to the annexation
of Canada I recommend him to read certain preg-
the letter

mant aml powerful  paragraphs in
which has been gunoted, in which Mr. Blake
shows with the greatest  possible  perspicuity

that. the continnons corruption, misgovernment
and mismanagement of the right hon. gentleman
aml his Government have all Imt  rendered it
absolutely impossible to carry on government
in Canavda. It may be that ouwr friend put Q
a little too stromgly his view of the case: but I
comeml to my “hon. friends around me these
paragraphs, and I ‘suggest. and 1 hope they will
act on the suggestion, “that on all oceasions when
hon. «fcntluucn opposite choose to allude to opinions
as those of Mr. Blake, but which he says he did
not express on this \llh]u.t. will give them 2
eatenso the full benefit of the valuable and true
facts which Mr. Blake has set forth touching the
corruption and misconduct of hon. gentlemen op-
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posite. The right hon, gentleman goes on 1o -
declie that he wdheres to his language used at
Halitax. The hon, gentlenni, however, went on
toapologize for it aftera fashion. 1an very sorry,
indewl, for his sake, and for the sake of the people
of Cauubie that the hone gentleman dill not ke
thix opportunity at onee, and manfully to apologize -
for, and retract, the extremely indisereet and mis-
chievous linguage he was guilty of using on that
oceasion. 1 have no doubt whatever that the !
Lungnigre used by the First Minister has had avery :
prejusticial effect in the United States aned on the
Government of the United States. [t is pot in;
aceordance with international comity, it is not in;
accordance with connnon prudence and diseretion, :
for the chief  Minister of a friendly  power!
to ddeclare that the people of Canada, forseoth, ;
will - look with philosophic eyes at the struggles of ;
a tieree and discordant democraey.™  Does not the
First Minister know that to.day in the United .
States there are more than OO0 of the bhest
bload of Canada to he found * Does not the hon.
gentleman know that in almost every portion of
Canda there is hardly a fiuanily to be found which |
his not a son, brother, or near relative in some:
portion of the United States 7 And can the First
Minister tell us that we can look with philoxophic |
eves on revolutions which will tear and convulse
the United States? I have a better doctrine to !
preich than that. T orell the hon. gentleman this,
and every true Canadian, whether of the Liberal
party or of the Conservative party, will endorse
my sentiment, that the prosperity of the United
Ntates is, and ought to be, next to that of ourown
country, de toevery true Canadian, for the reason |
I have stated : and 1T tell him more, and hon.
gentlemen beside me know it well, that no great
misfortune can overtake the people of the United |
States. circumstanced as the two countries are to
one another, without greatly injuring the general
prosperity of the people of Canda, too. 1 suppose
the hon, gentleman is sincere, although Iam not
certain, looking at his acts and the language used
by his followers, in saying that he and his Govern-
~ment desive the  prosperity and success of the
people of the United States : but they have taken
i very curious way of showing it.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker lefv the Chair.

- After Recess.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.  Mr. Speaker, |

before the House vose T had takeén occasion of
calling attention to the very remarkable omission
on the part of the leader of the Government to;

offer an explanation to this House of the reason !

which had induced him to send several prominent
members of his Government to Washington. T had
intimated some of the difficulties which appeared
to my wind to have presented themselves to the
hon, gentleman and which probably prevented his
giving these frank expluations to the House of
the reason of that remarkable mission, which no
doubt he would otherwise have been glad o do. I
may say that for my own part it appears to me
utterly and absolutely bpossible : I cannot for one
maoment helieve, I refuse for my part to believe,
unless there be . positive documentary evidence in
the hands of the Government to the contrary, that
these hou. gentlemen went 10 Washington, under
the circumstances which I have described, on the
Sir Ricwarp CARTWRIGHT.
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invitation of the American Government 3 1 cannot
believe that such a thing is possible. T would he
very loth indeed te think that any Government,

Smueh less the Government of the United States of

America, should have invited a deputation from

“our Government to confer on important matters,

amd who on theiravrival found it utterly impossible

Sto obtain any awlience on the subject-matter for
, which they were invited to go to Washington.

It appeirs tome that these hon, gentlemen must, to
say the least of it, have gone there self-invited sand,
further, it appears to me, when we come to consider
certain correspondence which we have seen. that if
they wercinvited at all they had been invited to stay
away, unless they were prepared to discuss the sub.
ject on eertain conditions, by no manner of means
obscurely intimated o them, or to the British
ambassador cither, by the American aunthorities,
I take it that the real position of the matter was
this : the Government, as was adimitted by the First
Minister during his xpecch, and as was stated by his

Cpress, had committed themselves to the assertion

that they had good reason to believe that they
would be allowed to enter into negotintions with
the Government of the United States. For that
assertion [ am sorvy to say there appears to have
been no warrant whatever,  Nevertheless, having
made the assertion, having to a very considerable
extent conducted their canpaign on the assumption

;that they were warranted in decluing ehat they

were prepared to deal with the American Govern-
ment, it was impossible for them to face Parliament,
umler these circumstances, without having made
some attempt to show that these assertions of theirs
were justitied. It appears to me very much indeed
as if these hon. gentlemen had hoped to entrap the
Government of the United States into a discussion
which wonld give an excuse for saying to the people

fof Canadiand to the Parliinent of Canada that, as

there were negotiations going on with the United
Ntates, it would be highly inexpedient for us to
discuss the question of the trade relations on which
these negotiations in future were mainly to turn.
Here is t?le statement: which these hon, gentlemen
are good encugh to make to the House and o invite
the House to acquiesce in :

‘ We are pleased to be informed *? ——

They ask us to say —
—* that His Excelleney’s advisers, availing themselves

:of opportunities which were presented in the closing
*months of last year, causeld the Administration of the

United States to _be reminded of the willingness ot the
Government of Caunada to juin in making efforts for the
extension and development of the trade hetween the
Republic and the Dominion, a= well ns for the friendly
adjustment of those martters of an international characier
which remuin ungettled. I am pleased to say that these

i representations have resulted in an nssurance that, in
: Octoher next. the Government of the United States will

be prepured to enter on a Conference to consider the best
means of arrviving at a practical solution of these jm-

: portant gquestions.”

Sir, it dues appear to me that the hon, gentlemen
are to be commended upon one point; it appears
to me that taking into consideration the character
of their utterances as to the Government and the
people of the Unitel States during the late
campaign, and on many other oceasions, they are
to be commended for having shown such a cheerful
disposition te acquiesce in the treatment which they
seem to have received at Washington, I shall give
themn as much credit as they deserve, but T have
got to say this: A new question, and an important
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(question, is opened for us in consequence of this
identical mission to Washington. My hon. friend
heside me told the House, and he told it truly, that
the Ministers themselves, in their proper persons,
havl uteerly amd wholly failed to assign any sub.
stantial reasom of any kind whatever for the dis
solution of Parliament.  Although the Ministers
may not in so many words have said so, there is no
doubt whatever that they communicated to their
subsidized press throughout the country a state.
ment in which, and by means of which, they cn-
deavoured to induce their supporters all over the
Dominion to believe that they had entered into
negotiations with the United States: that they
had ground to believe that these negotiations
wounld result favowrably, and that if only their
hands were strengthened, if only the people would
give them a reasonably strong mandate, there was
every reason to believe that they would suceeed in
coming to satisfactory terms with the United
States.  What they stated was as follows,—aund
they stated this, be it remembered, on the very
day, I believe, on which the dissolution was
announced :---

*8ir John Macdonald’s Government not long ago,
made a definite proposal to the Washington authoerities
for the xertlement of all exisring differences hetween the
two countrics on a basis of an extension of the trade
between the two countries, [t involves partial recipro-
city, the enumerated articles to include quite a number
of natural products. But the proposition discards any

idea of commereial union or unrestricted reciproeity, |
Morcover, these propositions were invited and suggested |

by the Waghington authoritiex.  Commissioners from
sanada and Great Britain will stare for Washington on 4th
March the date of the opening of the new Congress.”
The House will observe that these proceedings,
accorling to this communication, had gone so far
that the British Government were to send commis-
sioners along with ours ; and they were to start on
the 4th of March—-

**The result of the Canudian elections will be known on
Gth Murch, the day the commissioners: reach Washington.
In order that thiz commisgsion may have no uncertain
sound, Sir John Macdonald hag decided to appeal to the
country and ask for judgment on these proposals ot his
to the Washington authorities.”

He had made definite proposals, of which not one
person outside of his Cabinet, either friend or foe,

knew one word ; and he had decided to ask the:

opinion of the electors on these proposals, which
they could neither approve nor condemn, because
none of us had the slightest idea of what they
were.  Well, Nir, unfortunately. communication
is quicl" and communication is free as yet after a
fashion hetween Canada and the United States :
and these statements having been circulated in the
United States, had, as was naiural, attracted con-
siderable attention there : and whereas the First
Minister told us to-night that a door for friendly
communication haedd heen opened as fur back as
November last, 1 notice that a person, who
presumably knows as much as he does about the
tentions of the Uniteld States Government, writes
in the following fashion to a member of the United
States Congress :---

* DEar M. Bagge,—I authorize you to contradict the !
rumours you refer to. There are no negotiations whatever |

on foor tor & reciproeity treaty with Canada, and you

muy be assured no such scheme for reciprogity with the

Dominion, eonfined to natural products, will be enter-

tained hy this Governinent. We kuiow nothingz of Sir
Charles Tupper's coming to Washington,
* Very truly yvours,

“ JAMES G. BLAINE,
“ Seoretury of Stute fur the United States,”’

: Now, Sir, which ix to be believed, the statement
cthat we have hearl that there was o door of
Hriendly  communieation opened  as fir hack as
“ November last, or the assurance of My, Blaine over
s his own signature that there are no negotiations
fwhatever on foot with Canawda?  Let the hon.
cgentlemen reconcile these two statements as best
i they may.  Let them, if they dwre cither the hon,
First Minister or his colleagues, singly or collect.
Sively, vontradict the statement of Mr, Blaine, Let
- them dare on the loor of this Parliiunent to state
s that the Sceretiry of State of the United States
“put his name to a false declaration.  Sir, in view
of the fact that the statement. which was the only
reason assigned for the dissolution, has been tatly
i contrivdicted by the highest authority in the United
s States, it appears to me that there can be haedly
cany raom for doubt ihat a very grave frand was
: committed both on the peaple of Canada and on
i Hix Excellency if he was induced to grant the dis-
'solution on the grounds set forth in the memoran-
fdum 1 have just read.  As to the people, we who
itook part in the last election all know that,
i whatever may have been done in certain indi-
fvidual cities, in scores and scores of constitu-
encies  the argument  was  used  that if the
people would only sustain  the First Minister
fon the present occasion, he had the best possible
ireasons for believing that he would negotinte
it treaty with the United States, and obtain, in

i particular, a repeal of the obnoxious clauses of the
McKinley tarift. Tsay this dissolution was obtained
m false pretences.  There were strong reasons
against it plain and palpable em the surface. There
is no doubt that the House, when it refused a
revision of the voters” lists last year, did so on the
implied understanding that there was no reason-
able chance or prospect of a dissolution being had
until there was an opportunity to revise those lists.
Then, it was perfectly well known that the census
of this country must he taken at or about the Ist
of April this year. It was known that under our
constitutional act, if there is to be any waterial
chinge in the representation to he given to the
several Provinees, there is the strongest possible
ground for requiring w new election to be had in
“order that the people may be properly represented.
It was known per}cctly well to the hon. gentleman,
and to every member of the House, that the lists
on which we voted were notoriously defective,
many of them being based on assessment rolls
three or four years old. It was known that many
iof the young men of this country, prolably
fone-eighth, and certainly one-tenth of all the
felectors, would be disfranchised by the use of
i those lists.  The Government, we were told,
desired to obtain a full, free and unequivoeal
expression  of the opinion of the people. aund
they wmndertook to obtain it under  circum-
stances that made it physically impossible that all
of the people should vote, and under circum-
stances which rendered it certain that there woulid
he found on those lists an cnormous proportion of
men who had quitted this country, and whe if
brought back would have ceased to feel any  vital
interest in the good Fovernment of Canala.
Neither is it a witling consideration that it was
well known, too, that there was at least one Minis-
ter of the Crown resting under grave suspicion,
and linble when Parlinment met to be indicted for
grave malversation in office : and there was pretty
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goud reason on the part of the hon. First Minister | abandon that, and made up their minds to propose
and his colleagués, at any rate, for striving to ! a wider measure of reciprocity, then what grounds
avoid incurring an expression of the opinion of the ! have these hon. gentlemen for attacking and sland-
House on the conduct of that hon, gentleman. * ering hon. gentlemen on this side of the House for
And lastly, Sir, and this goes to the root of the ! proposing to doprecisely what theGovernment knew
whole matter. it is notovious that there was o ! they \\'mﬁclhu\'c to do if they wanted to obtain any-
serious division in the Cabinet. It is notovious ! thing at allz What have these hon. gentlemen
that one member was opposed to reciprozity,  done?  To all practical intents and purposes
even in matural prodocts, and to do him justice, | they have succeeded only in -making themselves
I regaoed his position as the only logical :nd; the langhing-stock of the United States.  Two of
consistent position of the whole of them ; while ! those han. gentlemen who went to Washington
it ix cqually well known that another member  are present. The other, for satisfactory reasons,
of the Cabinet belonging to the sume Provinee, ' I fancy, has found it convenient to retreat on
belicved that it was in the highest degree in i London, where. by .the-bye, Lam rather pleased to
theinterest of the country. and especially of his | hear he is getting the warm reception such as some
own Provinee, to obtain reciprocity in those sime ! of his conduct and speeches deserve. Let these
natural products. How was the country, under { gentlemen, however, who are here, explain why it
these cireumstunces, to ascertain what the position i was they went to Washington,  Various pretexts
of the Government was on this question ¥ Siv, if - have been put forward by their press to explain
ever there shoill have been another Session of | the reception they met.  One day we were told,
Parliiment, and if ever the Government should ; forsooth, that a message postponing the conference
decle distinetly where they  stood on these i was, by some inexplicable misunderstanding, or
questions, ad should  give us an opportunity | owing to some unaceountable confusion or delay,
to appetl to the penple 1t a time when their ; not telegraphed from Washington or not received

will coulld be clearly expressed, it was under
the cvircumstances  which  existed at the time
this dissolution touk place. Now, I say  that,
in this cowlition of things, only in case of
downright overpowering necessity could a dissolu-
tion be granted at all. What was the over-
powering neeessity ¥ [t was, according  to the
stutement nude at the time, that these hon, gen-
tlemen should go to Washington on the Gth of
Miwrch, in order to confer with the British Ambas-
sidor and the American Government.  But the
fact is, not only did they not go on the Gth of
March, but there is not the least chance of their
ohtaining an andience with the American Govern-
ment at all until kute in the autumn. We cannot
refrain from helieving that His Excellency was
very grievonsly deceived by his wdvisers, and that
a most gross abuse of his prerogative took place
when he granted a dissolution without any better
reason than has been assigned cither by the First
Ministér or the press which usually suppores
him.  More, T say that the conduct of the Govern-
ment in sending  this embassy  or delegation,
or whatever yon please to eall it, to Wash-
ington, requires a pretty considerable deal of
explanation.  The Government had heen noti-
field expressly of what the United States Gov-
crnment . would not accept.  They knew per-
fectly well that if they went to Washington to
offer reciprocity in natural products only they
wauld not ebtain a hearing.  Now, if those hon.
gentlemen adhere to the position, whatever it was,
they originally ‘laid down ; if they adhere to the
position luid down by Mr. Colby last Session on
the Hoor of this House, and which I understood
the right hon. gentleman to indicate this afternoon
he is disposed to maintain: if they have no
intention of offering to the United States anything
but .that meagre limited reciprocity which the
United States Government have declared they will
not entertain, then to send delegates to Washing-
ton to confer with the United States Government
was o piece of mockery, under the - circumstances,
little s‘hort, of a deliberate and premeditated farce.
But if, on the other hand, they have altered their
position ; if, as there is considerable reason to

lieve, they found themselves compelled to
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chere in time.  Then we were told that this was
i precisely what the Government desired—that they
i did not want to meet at all ; that all they wanted
i was to have an excuse to prevent discussion on the
iMloor of thizs Honse.  And [ saw some ecomjectures,
fhoth in a portion of the United States press and
sour own, that the treatument acceorded to the
PCanadian envoys  was dictated by a desire of
i Mr. President Harvison to snuli Mr. Blaine.
+ It reminded e of the custom weare told existed in
i the olden day=, when a whipping-boy was always
fprovided for royalty who would receive on his per-
- son the castigation for the offences conmmitted by
. the youthful prince, and thus the ends of justice
twould be served and the privileged skin of the
i original offender saved. If it be true that the
j vauge of this somewhat unceremonions reception
iand the retirement of our commissioners was due
: to the fuct that President Harrison wanted to snub
i Mr. Blaine, I congratulate our delegates on the
i lofty and elevated position which they attained.
: I notice another explanation, so ingenious that it
freally deserves a word of passing attention. We
fare told that the whole' business was a collusion,
a put-up job between Mr. Blaine and our High
Commissioner. Our High Commissioner was
wanted in London to deal with these rebellious
Newfoundlanders ; and it was intimatedgto Mr.
Blaine that it would be highly convenient to our
High Commissioner to bring the business to an
abrupt termination, so that he might he enabled to
transfer himself to Londen and there -protect the
interests of Canada against the Newfoundlanders.
I say it is time for us to consider the situation,
which is a grave one. I cammotaccept, for my part,
cither the silence of the right hon. the leader of
the House or the excuses made by his friends
and supporters.  What has happened, to my mind,
is this: The Government of Canada have heen
told emphatically, in a way no man can pretend
not to understand, and to which it is idle for us
j to affect to shut our eyes, that they are not wanted
tat Washington. And they have been told more s
I they have bheen told that they will have to learn
their own minds, that they will have to learn to
submit a reasonable and fitting proposal before
they are likely to meet with any consideration at
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I
all.  Im looking at the way in which this business :
has been conducted, we are obliged to consider !
what has been the conduct of the Government of |
Canada with regard to its relations to the United ;
States. The Government have told us, through the ;
mouth of His Excellency, that they have caused
the Administration of the United States to he!
rensinded of the willingness of the Goevernment of ¢
Canada to join in making efforts for the extension |
and development of the trade between the Ameri-
can Republic and the Dominion.  That is a most
extraordinary stutement. It will sound very extra-
ordinary, indeed, inthe minds and the ears of those
who bave paid the slightest attention to the conduct
and policy of this Goverzment during the last tive,
years. What has heen their course ever since 1885 %
[ am not going to enter to-night into a discussion of
the technical merits of their conduct in respect of
the fisheries, but I have to say that, whether that
comduct was right or wrong, if they had any desire
or the slightest hope or intention of making auy
friendly reciprocity with the United Ntates, their
conduct in 1886 was ill-advised to a degree. We
know, from the testimony of their own colleagues
and the Ministers themselves, that it had the effect
of exciting and annoying the whole people of the
United States to an extreme degree. It had the
citect, according to Sir Chavles Tupper himself, of
bringing us to the verge of non-intercourse with
the United States--of bringing us within a few
hours of commercial war with that country.  And
one would have thought that the knowledge that
Canada hald escaped so great a peril and injury
would have brounght these men to a better mind.
But how did these men, who have dared to tell us
that the Govermuent of Canauda have reminded the
United States of their willingness to treat with
them, meet the proposition from this side of the
Housé, inviting, begging, praying the Government
to endeavour to ascertain on what terms we coulid
vbtain reciprocity with the United States® How
was this proposttion met?  Why, in ISSS, I my-
self moved that it was highly expedient we shoulid
enter into uegotiations with the United States, 1t
was open to these gentlemen, if they thought my
proposal too broad. to have amended it.  Did they
commence tegotiations with the United States to
see what could be done? Did they raise their little
finger or make the slightest exertion to obtain
reciprocity ¥ No: they met us with the explicit
declaration that they would have no reciprocity
with the United States unless the interests of the
small minority of protected manufacturers werefirst
considered. That was their stwe qua non—to protect
our good friends the monopolists and the combines.
Do not let our paymasters be disturbed. Do not
let those worthy gentlemen who supply the funds
for election purposes in disputed counties be dis-
turbel.  We must be sure that these worthy
gentlemen are not in the slightest degree to he
interfered: with. Then there is also our policy as
enunciated in 1889. They met us at that time
with a blunt negative, and they backed up that
negative by even refusing to entertain our pro-
position that we should have a representative of
our own at Washington who might save us from
such intolerable auu.}f disgraceful fiascoes as those
in which those hon. gentlemen have taken part
lately. In 1890 what did they do when I brought
forward for the third and last time a proposition

of that kind? They voted it down, and they

appemted to their vote a declaration which was
made on the floor of the House by Mr. Colhy, the
President of the Council. who appeared as the
spokestnan of the Government, for whose utter-
ances they are responsible, for they did not dis-
own them—a statement made by him that veci-
procity in natural products wonld be the greatest
misfortune that could hefall the people of Canada.
These are the evidences of the desive of the
Government of Canada to develop our trade
relations with the United States. I ask this
House, I ask especially hon.  gentlemen who
have not had scats in this House before—-for
those of us who have had seats before do not
neeld to be told—to look at the records of
the debates of the past few years and then to look
at the tone of the specches and at the language
used by Ministers and by their supporters.  They
will find that, ull through their speeches, there was,
to say the least of it, w tone of veiled hostility
towards reciprocity with the United States, that
they considered it in any case a matter of insigni-
ticance for the people of this country, that it was
almost unnatural, if not wicked and disloyal, for
us to trade with a people whose houndary line
runs for three thousand miles along our own.
What was their attitude when the McKinley
Taritt Bill was introduced, which they profess to
deplore?  They were warned from this side as to
the result. They were told that there was o party
in the United States opposed to the provisions of
that Bill.  They were told that, if they chose at -
that moment to inflict increased taxation on agri-
cultural products coming into this country, they
would destroy all chance of that party succeeding
in ameliorating the terms of that Bill and would
simply rivet the chains on the people of Canada.
What was theresult 7 Before the Bill became law,
more than six months before that Bill received the
President’s sanction, our Minister of Finance, our
Governmment. and our Parliment, enacted a taritf
inflicting very heavy duties on large quantities of
American produce which previously had come into
Canada at moderate rates or free, amd by that act
they told all the friends of moderate taritls in the
United States that they could not count upon

them for assistance. and  they rendered it
impossible  for that party in the American
Republic  to obtain any  madification  of that

McKinley Bill. If that Bill is on the United
States Statute-book to-day, if any of the people of
Canada suffer from its provisions to-day, they
have more reason to thank the Government of
Canada for that result than any other cause. This
action was taken against repeated warnings which
were given to the Government from this side of
the House. Everyone knows how the English
Government responded to the assurances that
these hon. gentlemen had not feared to give to us
that they were in perfect line with them in the
action they took in regurd to the fisheries. We
know very well why Mr. Chamberlain was sent -
across the Atlantic, and we know very well what
he dill on the commission to which he was ap-
pointed. He made it evident that his instructions
were that, codfte que codte, whether the Canadian
Government chose, or whether it did not. some
such measure was to be adopted as was indicated
in the modus rivendi which was put in force. Ido
not object to the modus vivendi ; I never did ohject
to the modus vivendi ; but, if it was proper for the
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Government to aceept that, and it invelved no | When I find them further going on to say :
loss to the l"-"’l’]“ of Canauda, then the conduct of * That the Confederaiion which was effeeted in accord-
this Government iu ISSG wits most nn]mhtlc and | ance with the strong desive of Her Majesty’s Govermment

in 1867 hind always “heen viewed with untriendly feelings
s NS .
unstatesmanlike. Tt is only necessary to call the by a latge portion of the people of the Uniteld States
attention of the House to” what their own High | who continne, with ereat reason, 1o regard it asa m(uuh

Commissioner had to tell nx as to the action of | of consolidating British power in North Ameriea.’
these hon, gentlemen who, mind you. have always § When 1 tind statements of that sort made ina
been anxious to cultivate trade relations with the | State paper. statements for which these hon. gen-
United States. Here is what Sir Charles Tupper | tlemen have no sort of foundation, statements
hiud to say in regard to his worthy eolleagues : which are made absolutely and entirely, 1 believe,
“T would like to draw the attention of the House to | without one particle of basis--when I find state-
w }ll'l” hus bev N -'t‘“'"'y“ |'(‘"' ""]'}"‘t(l‘ 'l‘h""";)l lll‘dl\i '1 ments like that, I caunot fail to see that all this is
« youu in whai position Uitnaeda Sstood i with regard to . N . .
the Unital Staies of Ameriea before the initiation of | PEL of premeditated plan on the part of thes
these procecdings, 1 iold you that we stood faee to fage | gentlemen—a premeditated scheme and design on
:\'lll}l\ .Im enaetme ¢ which had :‘w('n put on ”tw l‘~1l.|’urlc L their part, entirely to conceal from the ln.np]q, of
LLETA] LA ] uuanimons voie of ONYETEess, ratifice w o the e ) .
President, providing for nen-intercourse. between the (..umd.t tl"" ""“.l position in which they stannl. fm'l
United Stazes mud Canaeda. T need not tell you that that | 10 prevent, so far aswmisrepresentation can prevent
Bill meant ¢commerein] war, that it meant not only the | it. an honest verdict heing given by the people on
ordinary suspension of friendly feclings and intereourse § o, questions which are u.nll\ at issue hefore them,
between the twoe eountries, but that it invelved much \ o what 1 U ‘Hected for these |
more than that, I that Bill had been brought into opera- | NOW. Niry what has all this cfiected tor these hon,
tion by the proclumsiion of the President of the United | gentlemen?  Well, T will tell them.  In the tirst
:(tillt:.;)lll l;"‘l"h':" l“"l';':l"(:":l' 't':\“‘t“‘" il}:‘lll: ‘x‘c :{";"l.;" 'll“l‘ plduc, if they have any sense of self-respect left
REeL [ i gre: oluntry ol con eren var, an . . s . .
the line is very narrow which separates # commerci: ,1 war they mmnst feel humiliated and disgraced by the
between two countries from an actual war,  * reception they  expericnced thd\. and by the
" Yesterday we stood tace to face with a nom-intereourse § knowledge that they have deserved it. But they

Bill sustainéd by the mited action of the Senate and . the hee .
House of Representatives. snstained hy almost the whole have done worse than that ; the y have heen inflict-

press, Republican and Democratie. of the United States, | ing great injury upon ( -Uhl'h- and have prejudiced
sustained, with few exceptions. by a prejudiced, irritated the suceess of future negotintions by the course
;nu.llg:.'1~|u-r.ucd people of ~1\t\ millions l\‘mf' on our i ¢ hey have heen ill-ndvised enongh to pursue. Ia-
"”“ urs ' cidentally I may observe that in this, as in other
T'here is the testimony of their own colleague, | cases which h.ucunuuwuunl\' to our notice, there
their own trusted mllcwuc. the man who, to do appears to me to he the clearest proof of llu‘ Wis-
him justive, twice saved them from ruin, as to ! dom of the proposition long ago advanced by the
what these wise statesinen who desire free inter- | Lileral party. thut the time T come in the in-
course with the United States 'nl'ull\’ht [$))] ‘l.]lh‘tc ests of Canada when we should have i resi-
country a few yeirs ago. One \\uulclh.x\cthuu«rht dent of our own at Washington “’\l"’““] Je to
that an expericnce of this kind would have de- Canada, responsible to the Canadian Government,
terred those hon. gulllltllltll from the foolish and who \ll()lll(l l\(,(f]) them advised of the c]l,l"lq-, and
mistaken policy which they have since followed ; { yutations of American sentiment, who slmulcl he
but what was their whole pnlu,\ aried conduet and | qhle to keep them in lOll(:h, as they ought to e
argument during the elections? It consisted of kept in touch, with what is going on in that great
one prolonged  serics of slawder of the Liberal | conutry beside us. 1 tcllthc hun. gentleman th.lt
party as being traitors to their country, and the ! yneil and unless that is done, it is idle for them to
First Minister himself wis not ashamed to declare expect to maintain such friendly relations as onght
to many public audiences that it was not. possible j 1o be maintained between ourselves and our neigh-
for any man to advocate free trade with the ; hours on the other side of the line. Now, I say
United States without desiring to obtain political there is only one way for these gcntlcrﬁcn o
-St.pdl'.lll‘)ll from the mother Ullllltl\. get out of t])c" (llﬂlblllt\' I sy thelr ]d_"l’fud(ru
Some hon. MEMBERS.  Hear, hear. and notably the language used by the First Min-
. . o L ) ister in the speech quutcal by my hon. friend —and
Nir ]) I(_ ” '\RI) (\R']‘\\ l\ I(']['I .[ ﬁll(] lliS : “']lll,h Wwas n"]\ one uf HY \'L‘l\ l.'n!l\lllt‘l‘.ll)lt, ]nllu])t‘l'
friends here are willing to cmlmw that. 1 wish ! of similar expressicns used l»y himsclf and others
him and I wish them J”\ of it. I tind they went ! iy the course of the c:unp.u«ﬂ:-—[ say that, as these
further: I find that in State papers these hon. words contain, . in my ]mlgmunt. i puhhc insult to
gbllﬂb"!b" used language very nearly as improper,  the United States, it was his duty who hiul mile
very nearly as “llf""ll‘lt‘d and unw.uw.mtul, 0% | them-—and he admitted making them this after-
thu chose to use during the campaign.  Now, 17 hoon—it was his duty to have retracted them as
am willing to make '“*“""“l’l" allowanees f""E]»lllylicl\' as he made them.  But what do we tind
words which are used in the heat of a ]l()ll“(.ull.!hinl .]‘;inu? We tind him illh’tif\'ill". defendines
contest, but when I'tind in grave despatches from - ghem, nmointainimr that there was n:thin«' in the
the Priv v Council smtcmulta like these, which: slightest degree out of the common course in the
appear to have heen made no longer ago than tlu,:i Minister of a fr iendly state darving to express the
9th December : Phope—becanse it amounted  to “that—that the
“The MeKinley Tariff Bill is in faree and is avowed to; United Ntates, that ficree democracy, would he
be designed 1o teaeh Canadiaps thay_they eannot avail i torn by revolution, while we would sit looking
ot thHoince ok o Sapemc e | philosophically on.” Then iy second duty, o
\\"hcn I find them repeating : a very important duty it is, in my opinion,
was to state  clearly amd  distinetly  to the

* That this would be 8 most effectunl method of impress- : House v : . : Giov
ing on the minds of the Canadian people the lesson that ! House what they ]"”]w“d to do with the Gov-
they cannot be British subjects and enjoy the American | €Tunment at Washington. T do not ask for minute

warkets,”! | details, but we have most assuredly a right to know
Sir RicHakp CARTWRIGHT.
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the general lines of their policy, what they propose
to do on this mission, what they propose to doin
auny mission they may hereaftersendto Washington.,
No far, the policy of the Government is only one
mass of
annoaneed in one Provinee, that even one policy
was preached in one part of one Provinee and
another policy preached in another part of the same
Provinee.  We have the President of the Coun-
cil. formally and publicly, in the most empha-
tic manner, in reply to my own speech on the
question, saying that he was opposed to reciprocity
in natural prodaicts. We had the Seeretary of State,

a very intluential member of the Government, also
coming from the sume Provinee, on the public,
hustings, severing himself from his colleagnes and |
declarving that the McKinley tarit! was a calumity

toour country. declaring strongly iu favour of reci-
procity in natural products, and 1 believe he went

further, and declared that if that could not he got
in any other way, he was prepared to consider a

proposition for the freest possible trasle. Then we

had the First Minister himself, aye, the First Min-,

ister. venturing to hold friendly communication
with American citizens ; we had him addressing a
private letter to an American citizen, desiring this
private Awerican citizen to lobby individual mem-
bers of Congress on this behalf, desiring him to tell
them that the Canadian Government were prepared
—1 will read what he said :

** That the Canadian Government iz fully assured that
the Parlinment of Canada would be ready to take off all
Customs duty of cual. ores and lumber imported from the
United States, whenever Congress wiakes those articles
free of duty.™
Now, Sir, we have a very pleasing proof of the
harmony which prevails among the Cabinet. of the
permanent and fixed character of their policy —
that is what the hon. gentleman calls it.  We have
the Minister of Marine taking the First Minister
to task publicly, and declaring that he was hound
to reconstruct him, and that he woulld teach him
not to trifle with the great interest of coal.
Apparently the Minister of Marine did reconstruct
him. for apparently the Minister is still in the
Cabinet.  Sir, we know perfectly well all over
this country that there were private assurances
made to men in almost every rural constituency,
that the Government desired reciprocity. 1 have
pointed out the language which was used in the
press, and I have pointed to the excuse which was
made by the Government for dissolving  Par-
liament.  We find them giving private  assur-
ances to certiin men that they desired reciprocity,
and making other private assurances to other gen-
tlemen that they did not want reciprocity atall,
We have the word of a gentleman well known to

my hon, friends here, it was Mr. Cockshute, I be- !

lieve, of Brantford, whostated in my presence that
he had assurances from six Cabinet Ministers that
the Government would not have a reciprocity treaty
at any price.
the United States would not treat.  Why, Sir, I
suppose on twenty hustings I was intervogated to
know whether there was any chance that the
United States would treat. T was told by the
friends and supporters of the hon. gentleman that
there was no chance whatever of obtaining a treaty
on any terms with the United States : yet these
gentlemen declare that they dissolved the House
m order that they might treat with the United

contravlictions. We tind one policy was !

Then we had statements made that
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Ntates.  We were told by some of these hon.
gentlemen that they were sure to get the MeKiuley
tarift repealed. T have seen that assertion wile in
cat least w seore of the Conservative newspapers.
And we were told by others, and, 1 think, we were
- told on the tloor of the House, that the McKinley
tariff was the hest possible thing for Canada, that
Jit wonld teach onr people self-relianee., that it
cwould open new markets, markets in the West
Indics more particularly, aud it was likely to
redound in the highest degree to the benetit of this
ceountry. Lastly,we were told by the First Ministes
fon several occasions that he was determined to
stand by the old policy : and yet at the same time
the aforesaid First Minister sends an embassy to
Washington, which I have repeatedly stated will
he an outrage, faree and mockery. if he is going to
staid by his old policy. Then there is another
cresult of this artitude which 1 commend to the
attention of hon, gentlemen,  The First Minister
Sdeclared over and over again that all persons who
favonred free trade with the United States were
annexationists, he would make no  exceptions
. whatever : no one coulid oppose his policy, no one
i could oppose him, I suppose, without incurring
i the pains and penalties of high treason. 1 recol:
ileet that the First Minister was good  enough
fto intimate at Toronto that he was about to
thring to trial certain persons who had presumed
[to contravene or interfere with the policy he
Pwas about to carry out: but the hon. gentleman
tdid not find it convenient or expedient to carry
i that threat into execution. 1 called his attention
tto the matter on more than one oceasion, hut 1 fear
Phe did not read my speeches with the attention
i they deserved, and the references escaped him.
But what isthe result? According to the First
Minister all who favoured unrestricted reciprocity
are annexationists. Welllif that be correct. the hon,
gentleman knows that to-day itdecisive majority in
the Provinee of Quebec favour unrestricted recipro-
city and support my hon. friend (Mr. Laurier),
and, consequently, they are annexationists.  If
he will take the trouble to add the figures of
the returus of the Province of Ontario, he will
find a clear popular umajority of the people of
Ontario supported unrestricted reciprocity, and,
therefore. aceording to the hon. gentleman’s show-
ing, they are annexationists.  So, according to the
hon. gentleman’s logic and theory, he has hrought
things to this pass: that in the two great Provinees
which constituted Old Canada, there is, to-day, a
clear majority of annexationists.  Now, I have this
to say : I have probably gquite as great objection
to altering our form of government for the
American form as has the First Minister: but if
annexation should unhappily become a live issue,
if annexation should become a question in the
politics of this country, it is just such ill-advised
language, such reproaches shamefully Hlung against
rothers quite as good as ourselves, which may, and 1
should regret it extremely if it does, give life and
substance in Canada to any such movement. 1 al-
ways felt, and 1 felp it from the first when the hon.
sgentleman and his friends adopted a slavish copy
of the American high-protective system, that they
had gone a long way to create an annexation feel-
ing in this country : and I say this, if there be one
maode more likely than another to prevent such «
result coming about, if there e one mode to re-
i move any temptation existing on the part of some
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persons to unite oursclves politically with  the
United States, it is by adopting just such a policy
as we on this side of the House advocate, which
might give us, what we have a right to ask and to

ohtain if we can seeure ite the advantage of free

commercial intereourse with the United States,
withour in any way disturbing or altering our own
form of government. There is another act which
the hion, gentleman did, but which no hon. gentle-
man with the slightest respeet for British insti-
tutions would have presumed to do,

support of the National Poliey. under which various
vile monopolies were empowered to tax the people
for their own private awd individoal benetit? The
hone gentleman has dared to teail the British flag
in the dust and to launt the British tlag as the flag
under which these sione monopolists are protected.
If there is one thing settled in the United King-
dom more than suother it is that they shall have
free trivle. That is a settled part of British policy
I may say it isalmost part of the British Constitu-
tion. and all leaders of the great parties without
exception have declared again and again that so
fur as Great Britain is concerned the policy of
free trade is tixed and will remain forever. But,
unfm'tlul:ln.'l‘\‘. there are no doubt amony s, as
there are elsewhere, ignorant men who may be led
to connect the protection of these vile monopo-
lies with allegiance to the British flag, and if in
the future evil conscquences should result they
will he due to this canse more than any other
that the First Minister sought to use as a justifi-
cation for maintaining a policy which is as vu-
British as it is possible to conceive the improper
allecation that it was in the interest of Great Bri-
tain that this policy which has cnormounsly reduced
British impores. that this policy which was deli-
herately designed to prevent British merchants
having free intercourse to our markets is, forsooth,
necessary in order to maintain onr connection with
the mother connury. The hon. gentlenan is face to
face with the fact that he has made no progress
whatever in his negotintions with the United States,
The hone gentleman cannot even get an andience
with the United States Government.  What sug-
wgestion has he or his friends to make? They
know right well that the people of this country at
the present moment are suffering very materially
from the effects of this same McKinley tariff to

which I have alluded, and for which we have

largely to thank the present Government.  What
do they nropose * They propose simply this : To
maintain these monopolics, to impose mure taxes
on the people, to further burden the farming and
other producing classes ; and having done so, and
having driven hundreds of thousands out of the
country, then, perchance, they will endeavour to
negotinte what they are pleasedto call fair extended
trade relations with the United States.  Our duty
is clear. It is first and foremost to unmask these

deceptions, to show to the people of Canada how |

utterly false were the pretences on which the late
decision was given.. We are also bound to make
the people of Canada understand the situation, to
make them see clearly and distinetly that it is
utterly impossible, and the Government know it is
utterly impossible, to obtain material modifications
in our present strained relations with the United
States, except on a vastly wider basis than the
hon. gentlemen appear in the least degree disposed
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.

[COMMONS]

What is the i
ground work on which the hon, gentleman bases his |

|

i to offer. If the hon, gentleman is disposed to adopt
i the policy whichwe, on this side of the House, have
Fadvocated. 1 ocan assure him we will support him
s in carrying out snch a proposition. He has nothing
to fear from this side of the House, if he only
Peomes ont and declares boldly and frankly that,
; having foun  thatthere isnopossibility of obtaining
Preciprocal trade relations with the United States,
Fexcept on the basis 1 have indicated, he feels it his
fduty in the interest of the country to aceept it.
i We donot care whether the hon, gentleman re-
nains in otlice for three, or four, ortive, orsix yeors
longer ; but we do cire a great deal that the policy
we havewldvoeated, and which we believe to be the
sole and only poliey which can really relieve the
people of this conntry, should become the Taw of
the land.  Now, Sir, 1t is idle talk about interrupt-
ing negotintions @ there are no negotiations toin-
terrupt : there have been no negotiations to inter-
rupt. and I tell the hon gentleman that, so far as
the vade policy is concerned, there will be no
negotintions to interrupt, unless and until he is
prepired to accept the policy which is laid Jdown
from this side of the House. However this may
be, I madutain that the country atany rate has the
clearest right to know where these  gentlemen
really stand on this gquestion. Our position is
pliin enough @ our position has been thrice detfined
and thrice enforced by vote on the floor of this
Parliiment. The hon. gentleman knows it : the
hon. gentleman has had the assurance of the leader
Pof the Oppositionaedas it was so it is to-day @ bat
where are the Government? - Are the Government
to be found with my hou. friend the President of
the Couneil s are they determined to have no recipro-
city at all 1 are they disposed to declare ax he docs
that reciprocity in natural products is the worsg
thing that could happen to the farmers of Canada g
are they with the Secretary of State, who declares
that he ix disposed to go to the very utmost limits
for the purpose of obtaining w vepeal of the
McKinley triff' s are they with the First Minister
in his offer to exchange free coal, or are they with
the Minister of Marine in his declaration that no
such thing shall be done, First Minister or not to
the contrary notwithstanding.,  Are they with Sie
Charles Tupper, who, according to his own state-
ment, was willing to make an nnrestricted offer of
reciprocity  to Mr. Bayard, as long as four years
Pago, wid who could not e induced, although he
was Minister of Finuncee at the time, to appear in
this House and argne for one moment against the
proposition which I brought forward in IS88, Are
they with him, or where in the world are they ?
This I have got to point out. to the Govermment.
If they really only desire reciprocity in natural
products ; if that is their policy, if they are not
prepared to include manufactures, then what
business have they sending embassies to Washing-
ton at all? They have had the emphatic declara-
{ tion of Mr. Blaine that the present Government of
the United States will not listen and have not the
-slightest intention of listening to any proposition
for reciprocity in matural produets only.  That has
been reinforced by the authoritative declaration
of Senator Carlisle, who, the First Minister well
knows, is a very prominent leader of the Democra-
tic party which now control the House of Repre-
sentatives, For the matter of that, Sir, if time
permitted me to quote, I have the authority of the
First Minister himself, announced several years
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ago, that he was puerfectly well aware that there | tuke care that whether they like it or not so
Was no use, no chance, and no hope for negotiating ! soon as the forms of this House will permit they
w treaty for reciprocity in natural products with [ will be compelled to make some sort of an expla-
the United States. I repeat that if the hon, gen- | nation, they will be compelled to make some
tlemen are vendy to include manufactuved gowds, [ definition, if it only be a negative one, of their
if that is part of their policy—amd without that it { position on this question.  They certainly will not
is iddle and useless for them to go to Washington { concilinte the United States by their present con-
to discuss trade relations-——then. Sir. how dare they | duct. nor will they conciliate their own followers.
presume to attack us, who from the fivst. seeing and | If the issue were one less important, if there
knowing the necessity of this, have had the courage | were any less grave questions at stake. I woulild
of our convictions.and have told the people of i say that the whole position and attitwde of the
Canada that if they wished to have reciprocity | Government was simply a subject for ridicule,
with the United States they must perforce and by [ hut as it is 1 must admit that it is a matter
necessity inchule all United States manufactures, | for profound regret to me, profound regret to every
If the home gentlemen, at this present moment. tind | member of this House who cares for the dignity
themselves ian unhappy position, if they tind that fand hononr of Canada, to see the position in
the United States Government entertain very great | which we have been placed by the lack of straight-
distrust of their propesals, if they tind that ! forwardness andthelack of statestnanship exhibited
even their own supporters entertain a great i by these gentlemen. At this present moment there
distrust of their proposals, who on earth have ! can be no doubt whatever that the position of onr
they to blame, when hardly two of theivown selves ! country in the eyes of the people of the United
can be found at one and the suome time making the : States is very far indeed from what it should be.
siune statement on this iimportant question’™ I Our self-respect is very gravely injured by such
desire the House to consider the position, It is? proceedings as these to which the hon, gentlemen
perfectly idle to imagine that we can stand still iu have recently been parties. More than that, Nir,
our present situation : it is perfeetly idle to imagine ; they did material injury to s cause which might,
that we will be able toremain as we are now. One | by proper management on their part, hiave heen in
of two things is certain to oceur : - Fitheron the one Du fair way to he redressed, and this injury is likely
hand  you will have free trade with the United © to he perpetuated for a very unneeessarily long time.
States, you will have free trade all over this con-’ So far as it is possible for us to judge. from their
tinent, or, on the other hand. what Sir Charles  own recorded declaations, and from the statements
Tupper has predicted is extremely likely to oceur, | they have made in various places throughout the
and vou will have, sooner or later, in one form | country, what the Government are now doing is
or another, a practical suspension of intercourse” continually  wavering amd halting hetween two
between this country and the United States. We o opinions. One day the High Commissioner gets the
know well on what terms the first great hoon * better of the sitmition and suceeeds in persnading
can be obtained by the people of this country, i the Government to send envoys to Washington : the
amd we have the right, [ think, to ask a plain : next day a representation from the  Red Pavlonr”
ves T or ne.” That is all we demand as to ! convinees the First Minister that of two dangers
the policy of the Govermment of Canada on this | or evils he had better choose what he considers the
question,  There can be o doubt whatever, for it - least, and continue to support those gentlemen to
is plain to every man who has bestowed a second { whom he owes his position here s and, tinally, we
thouzht on the question—no man knows it better | find that when those hon, gentlemen do go down to
than the First Minister himself—that if vou want } Washington, they are to all intents and purposes
to have free trde relations or “extended trade {denied an audience. We tind that they are even
relations with the United States you must be ! told to go and learn theirown mind, and within six
prepared to admit their manufactures free. Unless ) months afterwards when they have made up their
you are prepared and ready to do this it is worse ; minds what they are going to propose, they may,
than waste of time, it is merely exposing Canada | perchance, be permitted to state it to the Seeretary
to needless humiliation and disgrice to semd mes- {of State of the United States. 1 have never been
sengers to Washington who are known to he:blind, Sir, to the ditliculties of carrying out such
predestined to fail.” The wanufacturers of this | measure as this : T know that they are neither few
country--at any rate the protected mamfactu-  nor slight : but [am bound to say that however
rers--know this just as well as we do, the Gov. ! dithcult the position may be, in my judgment it
ernment  know it, their parliamentary supporters { will be intinitely more diflicult of remedy unless
know it, and it will be our business and onr duty ; the Government of Canada are prepared to make
on the tloor of Parliament, through the publicjup their mind toaceept the only terms on which it
press, on the hustings, and in every possible shape | is possible for them to obtain relicf for the people of
and way, to take care that from this time out the i thiscountry. One thing I must say, andthat is this :
seople of Canada are also made aware of the real | If it were the object of the Government of Canada
fucts of the case ; that they shall know how, and | during the last five years to :lc.?tr«_'y El—“ cha!p.:c
how only, reciprocity with the United States can ! of a reasonable settlement or of making a fair
be obtained ; that they shall know how, and how ! treaty with the United States, I cannot conceive
only, they can be relieved from the extreme piws- | that they conld have acted in any other way than
sure which is now being inflicted on many parts of i they have done. I cannot conceive that they
the country by the injudicious McKinley tariff to § conld have taken any other steps to prevent the
which the hon. gentleman has alluded. I must say { people of the United States from accepting the
that I can coneeive no reason nor no ground why | propositions made by them other than they have
hon. gentlemen should shift and evade on this i seen fit to take. Twice, Sir. within the last four
question. Most assuredly they will not escape | years, they have brought things to such a pass that
discussion in this House, most assuredly we ,will | we have been in imminent peril of seeing ourinter-




course with the United States practically  sus-
pended.
phatically of the danger of the course they have
been pursuing.
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-whether there is or can be any one step which he

Twice they have been warned very em--

I would be glad to believe. even:

at this hour, that the hon. gentlemen had awakened |
to the read sense of the situation, and were pre- .

pared to take the only step which, as I have said,
can be taken with any reasonable chance of success
for the purpose of doing what they deckuoe in the

or any man can suggest which is more likely to
bring about that desirable result than the poliey
which the Liberal party, through my hon. friend
and myself, has often propounded, namely, the
fullest, freest and most friendly relations that can

i be obtained with the people of the United States.

Speceh from the Throne they have always been
sintimation very early in the session that whatever
tions with the United States on such a footing

desirous of doing, namely, ¢stablishing our vela-

that they are not likely hereafter to he disturbed,
There can be no doubt whatever that the line
which the hon gentlemen have chosen to pursue,

through their press and their advocates in Parlia-

ment. is of all others the one most caleulited
to  destroy  all  chance  and  opportunity
obtaining such a treaty.
well that the people  and the
the United States are singularly  well informed
of all that occurs on this side of the line.  Our
linguage is the same: our press is freely ex-
changed with theivs: they have a whole army of
consuluar agents in this country : and 1 can tell
them that every jingo speech. every jingo article,

every foolish sneer by the hon. gentleman or his

friends at the people of the United States, is of
necessity re-echoed in the press of that country,
and  will of necessity exercise @ most prejudicial
infuence on any negotiations which he or others
may originate. T hold any man in this country.
be his place or position what it may, who chooses
to foster that foolish and silly prejudice which
exists in the minds of some portion of our people
against our kinsmen in the United States. is in the
highest degree a traitor—a traitor to Canada, a
traitor to the British Ewmpire. a traitor to the
British race.  Thase are my opinions on that sub-
ject, and I think T have a far better ground for
stigmatizing as traitors those who for the last few
years have been for their own party purposes creat-
ing bad bload between the people of this country
and the people of the United States, than those
hon. gentlemen have had to so stigmatize myself
and my hon. friends on this side of the House be-
cause, forsooth., we desire to trade freely with our
neighbours, and to bring back as far as we can the
people of the United States into that friendly
and: cordial union with Canada and the British
Empire. on the furtherance of which ohject 1
venture to say  the best
depend.  That is my view of the relation that
ought to exist between the two countries. 1
have said for the last twenty years that there is
but one real and important service which Canadian
statesinen can render to the British Empirve, and
that is in every possible shape and way they can
to bridge over the gulf which for the last hundred
yuars has unfortunately subsisted between the two
great divisions of the English race. '
that if the hon. gentlemaa even now were to apply
himself to that noble end he might, in spite of all
he has done in the other direction, in spite of all
the mistakes he has made and the foolish language
in which he and his friends have indulged, estab-

lish a much bhetter claim than he has ever done to |
the thanks of his country and the thanks of the!

hopes  of humanity :

of !
They all know  right -
Government of |
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Nir, 1 helieve ;

Mr. FOSTER.  Mr. Speaker. the hon. gentle-
man who has just taken his scat has given us the

may he the wishes or the thoughts of members on
this side of the House, we are not going to escape
full discussion. 1 think the speech of the hon.
gentleman. and the discussion upon the Address.
which has taken place upon that side of the House
to-day, is suthcient evidence of that without an
express declaration in so many wonds.  But if the
discuscion to which we are to be treated through-
out the length of this session, be it long or short,
is to be so discursive and iterative as the speech of
the hon. gentleman for the last hour has been, 1
think we shall not be very heavily hit or very
badly hurt thereby. I have listened to the hon.
gentleman when he has heen happy in his remarks
—I mean happy from his point of view-—strong,
cris», connected and terse ;. but the boundless
iteration, the going round and round and the
coming back to the only three points he has urged

in the two or three hours he has been speaking,

has been somewhat surprising, and has shown that
the labours and toils of the clection have not yet
heen fully recovered from.  Well, Sir, what has
been the hurden of the two speeches we have heard
from the other side” TFirst, that the Government
and  their party have been badly shattered :
sccondly, that we—that is the Opposition—have
been heaten : thirdly, that we have been beaten
unfairly : fourthly, that the proposed negotiations
have been a sham from beginning to end, His Ex-
cellency has been imposed upon, the people of
Canada bhave heen treated to o fraud, and that
there is only one way out of this humiliation which
the Government have brought upon themselves
in Canada, and that is by adopting “ our ™ policy ;
and, Sir, I leave it to the members of this House whao
have listened to the hon. gendeman’s long speech to
say Whether he has by any one sentence intimated
cleary and definitely what is the policy which he
invites us to adopt-—what are its main essentials
what are even its principles ?  With regard to
the stutement that the Government have come hack
badly shattered, any way we are here. and if hon.
gentlemen will turn up the records of the election
of 1887, they will find that the Government to-day
has come stronger out of the last contest than it
did out of the election of 1887, And I think they
will adso find—although this is alittle in the line of
prophecy—that as the years roll on, the same
process will be repeated from 1891 to 1895, which
hall place from IS8T to 1891 @ and the only

fhasis on which T rest that prediction at present

people of the British Empire whom he professes a

desire to consolidate ;s and I Commend to him and
bis Government the consideration I now ofter,
Nir RicHakDd CaRTWRIGHT.

- every platform where he has taken his stand.

is this. that the grounds hon. gentlemen opposite
have for- appealing to the people are not a whit
stronger to-day than they were in 1887, but, on
the contrary, are weaker.  The hon. the leader of
the Opposition declared that his party was beaten
by unfair tactics.  He bewailed the fact that dis-
solution took place. He has bhewailed that fact
ever since the order went forth for an election, on

He
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has attributed his defeat to theenactment known as
the Gerrymander Act. Is that the case * There has
been no Gerrymander Act passed sinee 1882, The!
very saime Act is on the Statute-book to-day detin-
ing the limits of the various electoral districts’
which was on the Statute-book in 1882 and 1887,

Mr. MULOCK.

Mr. FOSTER. TFrom 1882 to the present there
has not been a day in which political speeches -
have not been miude by hon gentlemen opposite
challenging us to go before the people, and in no .
case did they insist on a previous repeal of the |
Gerrymander Act. But the astounding fact is this,
that the very plices in which they have been most
badly routed are those sections of the Dominion— |
shreds and patches some may call them, but integ-
ral and important parts as I think--where thej
Gerrymander Act of 1882 has no footing.  How du?
the Opposition account for their overwhelming ;
defeat in British Columbia, the North-West and
Manitoba z  How do they account for the break
made in their hitherto solid ranks in the little .
Island of Prince Edward? How do they account
for the thirteen to three which New Brunswick
semds up against them ? How do they account for
the strong contingent which Nova Scotia has sent !
against them?  Can they account for all this by the
Gerrymander Act?  Not at all, because that Act!
had no force or effect in those sections,  This, Nir,
is simply a pretence to hreak their fall, to enable’
them to case down, if possible, before the country
the defeat which they experienced, instead of the .
triumph they so contidently usserted they would ;
achieve at the polls.  No, Mr. Speaker, you are:
not to look to the Gerrymander Act for the cause of -
their defeat. It lies deeper than that.  You have
to con their policy for the last five or ten years:
you have to look to their so-called statesmanship ;
“you have to consider their vacillating, wavering :
policy from I8I8 to the present; you have to:
consider the stone which they vainly offered to the
people instead of bread. These, and not the
Gerrymander Act, are the causes of their defeat at |
the polls.  The hon. gentlemen who have spoken
have given as another reason of their defeat that :
the lists were not revised.  Why, if any are en-
titled to complain of that they are the Conserva- |
tive members. It is wellknown that the Conserva-
tives had not attended to the lists, and if there
was one cause for the boasted confidence of the
Opposition before the elections it was, as they |
openly  stated, -that the lists were in their favour.
Neither were they taken at any disadvantage. In
1887 they began their propaganda ; and from 1887 |
to the time of the election not a month rolled by
which did not tind their members at work, in
which their pamphlets were not circulated through- ;
ous the country, in which their orators were not
holding forth on the stwnp, and in which their
friends on the other side of the line were not
keeping them provided with sinews of war.  Taken
at a disadvantage ! Why, the hon. member for
South Oxford wuas busy running through this
country from one end of it to the other, six
months before the election, and assuring his'!
friends in the cities, as he came back Yrom one
country constituency after another, that there was
a revolution abroad, that the whole people were up
in arms against the (Government policy, and that
all the Liberal party had to do was to stand

Was that a fair one ¥
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together and they were certain of victory.

; formation on which he speaks

smentary truth.

Let
the Government, he said, bring on the elections as
soon as they please.  Well, the elections were

: brought on, and the hopes of hon, gentlemen oppo-

site have faded away : and now they seek for sone
paltry excuses to tone down their defeat. Well, 1

“can tell hon, gentlemen opposite that so long as
_they cling to those methods they will not meet with
Csneeess,

Tcan tell them that until they meet in
solemn, sensible conclave, and decide on a rational
policy to lay before the people, a policy which
will have the flavour of common sense and Canadian
independence, they will remain where they are.
Another ground of attack to-night on the Govern-
ment has been the Washington negotiations.  The
bon, member for South Osford  (Sir Richard
Cartwright) has not scrupled to say deliberately
that a fraud was perpetrated upon His Excellency
the Governor General and the Canadian people.
On what does he base that charge?  When you

“come to think of it, Nir, is it not oane of the most
“absurd spectacles that could he imagined ¥

My

hon. friend is a statesman of many years’ standing

cand of lomg experience, and, when he speaks,
he is supposed to speak for his party.

It is a

historic  pavty, a party which has a future

‘hefore it of one kind or another, and you

woulld think, Sir, that the hon. gentleman,
before committing himself to so serious a public

:statement, would have had some definite infor-

But what is the in-
1 Mere suppositions,
a_ bundle of extracts from various newspapers.

mation on which to hase it.

4

; Hour after hour he consumed in concocting possi-

bilities, in devising imaginings, in scizing what
this one and that has said, when, in the Speech

from the Throne, there is the promise that if he

will wait a day or two he will have the very papers

Cand documents which will make all this matter

plain.  Is the hon. gentleman afraid of his case”
Was he afraid that if he waited three or four days

cuntil these papers came down he would not be
: able to make the specch he has just made, and so

decided to forestall the papers and get his sur-

i mises spreaxd throughout the country hefore they

could have & chance of being confronced by docu-
It does seem to me that a states-
man of the experience of my hon. friend. a leader
of his party, should have contained himself for a
day or two until the documents were hefore

thim, when he could read them and base his

criticisms on truth, and not on surmises and
rumours gathered here and there.  This he neyg-
lected to do, but rather of all possible odds and
ends he has: concocted a very nice theory, and he
has come to the conclusion that we were all wrong,

i that we had no invitation to Washington, that we

were kicked out, that we were bumiliated, that
we have prejudiced Canada in the face of the
United States, and that, as T said before, nothing
is left for us but to take his policy ; and he is so
kind and considerate as not to overwhelm us with
any definite statement as to what that policy
really is. If the hon. gentleman will ullow me, I
will say to him that it would be well for him to
cultivate some faith in Canada and in the Cana-
dian people. I know there is no man on the floor
of this House, I do not think there is & man in
public life in Canada to-day, who has said harder
things of the yecomanry of Canada than that hon.
gentleman. He distrusts them. He has no faith



59

[COMMONS]

60

in their intelligence. He has no confidence in
their virtues.  He distrusts them altogether, and
he is not content with distrusting them, but he
flaunts his distrust in the face of the people of
Canada.  Consequently. when there is an alterna-
tive, when the Minister of Justice makes a solemn
statement in Toronto, when he gives official utter-
ance, speiking ax o Minister of the Crown. as to how
these negotintions were commenced and how they
were carried on, and on the other hand there is a

letter sent hy Mr. Blaine to a Mr. Baker saying’

some things that were true and not stating others,
the hon. gentlenim suys: = I believe M. Blaine and
not the Minister.”™

to helieve Mr, Blidne.  He bhelieved Mr. Bliine,

aned he stays home with a majority of nearly a

thonsand against him. T think. it my hon. fricul
will allow me to tell Iiim <o, it would he well for

kim to trust the Canadian people a little more,

and even to trust the Canadian Ministers when

they makegrave statenients on their responsibilities |

ag Ministers of the Crown,  The position of the
Government is consistent throughont.
fricmd may go back in the history of trade nego-

tintions with the United States from carliest times.

and he will find that the policy of the Liberal-
Conservative party has been entirely consistent. .

There has been no period when the Conservative
Government has nat heen in favour of a fair and

equitable reciprocity treaty. such, for instance, as
We.
Attempt  after:

we believe the treaty of IN34 to have been.
staned  still om that  platfirm.
“attempt has been mavde to obtain such a fair
awd equitable arrangement,

of that treaty of IN34  attempts have hdn

maule—I suppose half a dozen of them --to get

the United States to disenss with us the question
of trade relations on the ground of what we le-
lieved to be fair and equitable.

tion of the George Brown  Reciprocity Draft,

which met with an ignoble fate in the Senate of

the United States, from that time to the present
the United States Government has not intimated

any desire to make arrangements of a satisfactory
nature for trade relations with the people of |
In IS87-85. when the plenipotentiavies :
were in Washington to negotiate a treaty in reged :
to the fisheries. the proposal was made by Nir!
Charles Tupper to settle all ditienlties on the basis
of an cquitable trade arrangement, and it was:
The papers will show that last Novew-

Canala.

rejected.
ber an opportunity dild arise, a door was opened,
no matter what my hon. friend has said to-night

to the contrary, by which Canada had the oppor. -
tunity to remind the United States, not simply !

that it was in favour of reciprocity, but that it
always lid been in favour of reciprocity, and that
it haul not changed it mind = and, if my hon. friend
had studied the oflicial papers as he seems to have
studied the emanations from the party press, he
would have seen « document passed by the Govern-
ment of Canada, the Order in Council -which was
sent home to Great Britain, which was sent by
Great Britain to the United States Government,
which was the basis up:n which we proposed to
enter upon the negotiations for trade arange-
ments. I think that has appeared in almost every
newspaper in the country.
Mr. Foster.

A similar statement was made !
in the city of St John by a0 late collengue of the
hon. gentleman who is no longer in this Heuse, |
who referred to the same matter and said, T prefer

.\l)' hon. :

Nince the abrogation

With the excep-:

I

| Mr. CHARLTON. When was that document
i laid before the United States Government

|

i Mr. FOSTER. If my hon, friend will contain
i himself @ little. he will get still more informa.
tion thon he has now. and which, if he follows the
“lines followed by my hon. friend from South
;Oxford  (Sir Richard Cartwright) this evening,
P he seems to be in need of. That docament em.
"hodies the basi= upon which the Government of
CCanada proposes to enter upon negotiations with
Vthe United States. That has been before the
| Government of the United States for menths, and
Pupon that have followed the other steps in the
negotintions. I wish to say. witheat coing inte
particulars as to what the papers will show, that,
notwithstanding all the pleasatitvies of 1y hon,
riemd, we did not go down 1o Washington with.
out invitation, lat we went on the very oday ol
“at the very honr when we wore invited to go there
by the Seeretary of State hinself. Whatever may
have arisen afterwards, however it wmay have been
thought desirable to postpene the negotiations to
the 12th October or any other date, the Canadion
“Government is not responsible for that and the
Liberal-Conscervative LA RASKETHI T hee bl for
it.  The Government showed itself consistent, in
the tirst place. by declaring that there was a dewr
open for negotiations, and that a delegntion wonld
be sent to Washington after the 4th Mareh, and,
furthermore, by sending o delegation and bejngs
Tprepaved to go again on the 12th October o do
what ne Caniedian Government has heen asked to
do from 186G to the present time, that is. to talk
over the triele matters and relations existing he-
tween this country and the United States. with a
view to their better and tinal settlement.  This
cstatement which I make will be borne out by the
papers, and T cannot see where we have been in-
reonsistent or where we  have  prejudiced  the
pinterests of Canadacor have done anght which any
Govermnent in favour of reciprocity onght not to
 have done. Wherever the door has heen apened
we have entered it. If the negotiations have uot
" progressed so fur as to show tangible vesults, the
Government is not at fault. There may be some
reasons behind, which may be brought out later.
why =uch negotintions have not been more gunickly
brought to asuccessful conclusion.  Now, my hon.
friend evidently had before his mind the facet that
a large number of the members of this House are
here for the first time, and he also appears to re-
member that they had probubly never read one of
his speeches, aml consequently he thought it was
“his duty to-night to retail the hetter’ purts of
some four or five speeches that he had made in
this House in order to fortify their minds.  These
have been answered, it s not necessary to
janswer them again,  He has taken up the course of
- Camiuda with reference to the United States, and
fhas s triven to show from his standpoint. from his
: place of ‘@rave utterance, from his position which
i commuinds the attention of the people here and of
; people in the United States and in other parts of
the world—he has tried to show that Canada, that
| the Cangglian Government, has been the aggressor,
rhas been in fault, has tried to prejudice the
F relations between the United States and Canada,
fand has done so almost with malice prepense and
{ aforethought, and has by that means made it im-
i possible for the United States to meet us in nego-
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tiations for trade relations on anything like terms
that can have a successful issue. Nir, the doings
in 1866, in which I hal some share, and the doings
from 1866, in which other members of this Govern-
ment have had more nearly a share than myself,
have been plain and patent to this House and to
the country.  Not only in discussions here, but in
nublic documents and through the press, they have
wen patent and open to the observation of all.
Sir, 1 stand here to make the assertion to-night that
no unprejisliced man can study the course of nego-
tintions and the dealings of the Canadian Govern.
ment regarding  them, without coming to the
conclusion that the British Government came to,
and came to heartily, that in all these things
Canada had done her simplé duty, and had not

exceeded her rights and responsibilities, ad the -

duty which, under those rights and responsibili-
ties, she owes to herself.

allowed them one scason’s  free
gave it to them
the prospect of an agreement upon this mat-
ter.
tection of the tishery rights guaranteed to us by
the treaty of 1818, the care and forethought, the
spirit of courtesy and forbearance, and the general
luck. on 50 long a coast and over =o wide an area,

fishing,

of any acts which ought fairly to irritate or to!
annoy, are evidences of the spirit with which this*
Government carried out it dealings in that eritieal :
amd important time, so that, while not abating .
anything of the rights of our country, and keeping |
that for the country which was justly its due. she-
has not given any reasonable cause for irritation to’

the great country to the south of us.  Now. Nir,

there has been a good deal of criticism of the
May I just go back and ask:

Government's policy. L
i question in return?  Will the Opposition be kind
enongh to tell us what their policy is* Weare

anxions to learn. If there is anly one way out. we
If you have got that:
way do not lock it up and keep it. hut let us have
it. und let us have ivin all its plainness and fulness
of detail. A gond deal has been said about divisions |

wiant to know what it is.

on the question in the Conservative ranks.  Is
there no division in the ranks of the Opposition ¥
My hon. friend bas stated that that policy should
be unrestricted reciprocity, free trade with the
United States. involving discrimination against
every other country,  Hedoes not deny it to-night.
My hon, friend who sits a little behind  him
and who is just now coming to his seat (M
Seriver), declures in w public assembly hefore the
electors in his county that if it mcans discrimina-
tion aguinst Great Britain, he for one does not
believe in that policy.  Is there not a chance for a
friendly conference hetween the hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) and the
lewder of the Opposition. and the member for
Huntingdon (Mr. Scriver) to know what shall be
the outcome, and how they are going to bring this
thing out exactly ¥ Sir, they talk about changes
and shifting in the canvass. I know what took
place in the Maritime Provinces, I know what
took place in the city of St John. 1 know that
# the city.of St. John, hefore the contest had been
three days on, the candidates, in Opposition, were
i;oing about from store to store, from place of
business to placeof business, saying to the atfrighted
merchants ** don’t be frightened, we don’t believe

It wax no evidence'
of animus against the United States that we!
and :
cordially for the sake of

All through that issue. and in the pro.’

| that all those fellows up there say. you are not going
it be hurt, we will look after your interests, :m«!i
i there is to be no discrimination against Great
¢ Britain.” - You will find Mr. Weldon's stutements
(in point. He declaral over and over again that
{ the party did not intend to diseriminate against
. Great Britain, and if he had not done it, aml if
ithe lenders in the Provinee of New Brunswick
‘had not put out several different  planks for
i their followers to stand upon. they would not
: have sent back here even their corporal’s guard
"from the Provinee of New Brunswick. That suane
{thing is true in the Province of Nova Scotia. 1
I have not the least Jdoubt.  But. Sir. we are told
s that they have a majority from the Provinee of
i Quebiee. Well, now, Mr. Speaker, they have a
majority from that Provinee. aml they have well
fup o o magority, but not quite, in the  Pro-
vince of (mtario : they have a majority in the
Province of Prince Edward Island, aned that ends
it. But will they consider the facts and say whether
in any Dominion contest that has ever tiken place
i xinee Confederation, the Dominion Government hal
such an ageregation and combination of powers, s
St hadd to deal with in the Provinee of (nchiee and
fin the Provinee of Ontarin 7 Has it ever heen
'kuown before that the Premier of one of the
Estromgest Provinees unites hands with the Pre
micr of the second strongest Provinee, and that they
were leaguad with the Premiers in two other Pro-
vinces. and these all together, with thelr immense
political patronage. united in a sworn ewdeavour
to oust the Dominion  Government  and  put
their friends in power? It is well that their
former leader is not here to-night, it e were he
woull certainly rise in his seat and condemm the
degenerate remnants of his party whe have gone <o
fir back ou his teachings, when he pleaded most
“eloquently, when he argued most cogently and
i laboriously against the iniguity and against the
wronyg of Provineial Govermments and Dominion
partics nuiting  together in Dominion contests.
Yet. Niro you fini what * A wjority in Quebec,
got at what expense ? An allinnee with the Pre.
mier of the Provinee of Quebee who. if he he
noted for many other things, is not noted for
his ecomomy in public expenditure : a Premicr who,
i wishing to float a loan of ten millions, wanted
i levernge to do it with @ and when the Dominion
clections were announced, was happy o helieve
that he had found the leverage with which he could
ao over to Europe and tloat the loan, and tell the
tinanciers that he had whipped the Liberal-Con-
servative party and got a promisefrom my hon.
friend opposite for an addition of 400,000 0 year
subsidy, and so he conlil go to the money markets
of Enrope and show how he expected to meet the
interest on his new loan.  And yet the leader of
the Opposition hoasts of & majority from the Pro.
vinee of Quebee. 1 woulld not boast of that if 1
were the leader of an Opposition, who has in-
veighed during all these years of opposition agminst
the extravagance of the Dominion Government
against piling up the debt, who has hemoaned the
bardens of the tax-payer, amd who has promised
his best endeavonrs for a tunnel in one Province
and an increased egualized subsidy in all the
Provinees, if he got back into power, terms which,
if carried out, would have entailed millions of
dollars of interest upon this country, many mil-
lions of permanent debt, and would have weighed
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down the country, and, worse than all. would
hiwve been a perpetual moudement sl promise to

the Premier of the Provinee of Quebee to go on

with lavish expenditure to whatever extent he
pleased, and when it was piled up too high to
make o combination with & Dominion
amd get it sivldled on the General Governiment.

If a majority of four or tive in a Provinee had been

obtained at such a terrible expense of consistency

and right 1 would not have the face to stand in .
Parliament and hoast of such a majority and so -

unwaorthily obtained. I think I have occupied all

the time that is necessary, although I might take

up other points and mike remarks upon the.
For instance., the hon. member for South Oxford (Sirv
Richard Cartwright) assails the numufacturers.
He has always called them monopolists s he has
leirned apother term. and now he calls them vile
monopolists, and he declares it is un-British to
have a protective policy in Canada, the result of
which is to foster those vile monopolists. And yet
he has heen urging throughout the length and
hreadth of the country a taritt twice as high, which
will breed vile monopolists twice as large and
numerous. It is said to be un-British to have a
taritt of 30 per cent. which does not discriminate
against British manufacturers an iota——

My, MILLS (Bothwell). Not at all.

Mr. FOSTER—but it is thoroughly British when
you illow the United States manufacturer in free
and raise the tariff up to 40 or 50 per cent. against
Britain. The British manufacturer now makes
waollen goods and brings them to Quebee, where he

pays a certain duty upon them : and the American ;

manufacturer, making the same grade of goods,
brings them to Montreal and pays precisely the
same duty on them.  There is no discrimination,
But there is a diserimination which is mischievous,
which is unnatural hesides being un-British, when
you allow the American manufacturer free ingress,
and place against the British manufacturers’ duties
of 40, 30 or 60 per cent.  There ure some great
difficulties for hon. gentlemen opposite to reconcile
hefore we can take their policy of unrestricted
reciprocity plus continental free trade. They have
to show us where the revenue is to cowme from.
They have never done so.  They have to show
what kind of a taritl we are to have, and who are
to make it. They have never shown that either.
They have t; show us whether or not theinevitable
tendency of such a state of things would not be to
drift us into political union with the United
States. 1 givemy opinion dittidently on that point.
But Mr. Blake says that a rift commenced between
him and his party in 1887, and it rapidly widened
year by year until after repeated admonitions,
when the clections were ordered on, he thonght it
his duty to give vent to his feelings and to express
his views, but from the sympathy he had with the
old men of the party who had worked with him
and acted under his leadership, he left the perforin-
ance of what he considered to be his duty to his
country until he should see whether his party car-
ried the clections or not. Then his statement
appeared, and these three points to which I have
referred were made by Mr. Edward Blake with
a terseness and force which has not been answered
and cannot be answered by hon, gentlemen oppo-
site. No they have to reconcile these flifticulties.
These have to be cleared away before they can
Mr. FosTER.

party

“hope that the people or hon, members on this side
of the House will aceept their nostrum of unre-
stricted reciprocity and continental free trasle. 1f
“hon. gentlemen opposite want to know what the
Government will not do or will do, T can tell thew
in a few words.  “he Government will not wego-
“tiate a reciprocity treaty with any country, which
treaty would shut us ont from every other country
in the world., Great Britain included.  The Gov-
crnment will not uegotiate a treaty which would
place the framing of its il in the hands of a
-more powerful amd greater country. and woulkd
enable that country to pliace upon us a tariff entirvely
{ inordinate aud entively unfitted to our needs,  But
i regards the peaple of the United States and their
j institutions, together with the continnance of the
i peice, the prosperity aml progress of the American
! people, no member on this side of the House who
: thinks, and we all think on this side of the House,
this amy other hope or wish than that they may
. become consolidated and stable as a people, that
D their prosperity may be great, and that they may
(continue to thrive and grow and beeome an in-
i creasing factor in aid to the general civilization
i of the workl,  But alongside of that wish is the
P thought of hon. members an this side of the House,
tand of the people of the conntry largely. that we
fare now in too strong a pesition, that we have
Psacrificed too much to gain it, and have too great
| prospects in the future, to be willing to prejudice
it, and, moreover, that we are not in a position to
necessitate a choice as between Canada and Great
Britain and the interests of each, but in a position
where the hest interests of Canadic can be most
wisely and constitutionally maintained in connec-
tion with the best interests of the mother land.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It is not my intention
to closely follow the observations addressed to- the
House by the hon. Minister of Finance.  The hon,
gentlenmn has discussed a number of topics that
cun more appropriately he discussed at a later
period of the session, and these I propose to pass by
this evening. The hon. gentleman has complained
of a combination between a Local Government and
the Liberal party in this House. 1 am not aware
any such combination existed.” But I do remember
that a short time ago the hon. gentleman’s prede-
cessor, who was a member from the same Provinee
as himself, took an active part in the provincial
elections inanother Province. That course, I think,
no other hon. member of this House, much less an
hon. gentleman while & member of the Govern-
ment, ventured to pursue. The Minister of Finance
says the Government are here. I dare say the
Government as a corporate body are present in
this Parliament, but I think there were two col-
leagues of the hon. gentleman who sat in the Hounse
of Commons in the last Parlinment, immediately
hefore dissolution, who are not present this even-
ing, and it was hardly in good taste on the part
of the Minister of Finunce to indulge in the boast-
ing which characterized a very considerable por-
tion of his speech. The hon. gentleman has told
us that it is true the Government may not be quite
so strong at the present time as it was
in the Parliament that immediately preceded.
this one, and he invites us to wait and see
how strong the Government may become. The
hon. gentleman predicts that four or five years
hence the Government will become quite a strong,




65

[MAY 1, 1801.]

66

one. In that respect we
speak for itself.
man that I do not attich much faith to his pre-

will let the futnre’
I may say to the hon. gentle- -
. of five years.,

dictions, for I think I have often hewnd him in®
this House indulge in predictions which have not

been veritied,
we wre asking for unrestricted reciprocity with
the United States aned that this is the chief plank
of our platform.

The hon. gentleman says that

He says that we are asking the

support and confilence of the conntry upon that
ground, and yet after that declaration he tells us |

that he does not know what our policy is, and he

which we adhere.

onr policy, but he does not know what it is.  The

He says the country is against ;

America Act to see that it is dJdeclared that the
Commons of Canada shall he clected for a period
It is true that this is subject to the
prerogative of the Crown to dissolve Parliiment ;
1t ix subject to a power which in its terms is aliso-
lute. but the power of dissolution is not arbitrary ;
it is a power that is to be exercisal aceording to
the rules aned principles of our constitution.  The
hon. gentleman knows that in this respect it does
not ditfer from any other prerogative possessed by
the Crown, It is in the power of the Crown to

1 : refuse assent to, or to reserve for the asseut of Her
asks us to define for his information the policy to

hon. gentlemin told us that, a few years ago, Sir:

Charles Tupper made an attempt to negotiate a
treaty of reciprocity with the United States, and that
M1, Bayard, the predecessor of Mr, Blaine in otlice,
refused to entertain iny proposition for negotiation.
I o not think that the hon. gentleman in making
that statement was quite candid with the House.
The hon. gentleman knows very well that when Sir
Charles Tupper proposed what he called an unre-
stricted offer of reciprocity, he proposed it as part
of a scheme for the settlement of the dispute with
regard to ourtisheries, with regard to the extent of
these fisheries and the interest that the American
people had a right to claim under the Convention
of INIS.

that oceasion informed him. as we'all well under- |

stood, that they would not undertake the negotia-
tion of any commercial arrangement in connection
with any part of that settlement instead of deal-
ing directly with the question, and interpreting

The Government of the United States on

by nmtual agreement if possible, the right of the:

respective Govermments under the Treaty of 1818,
That was a wholly different proposition from the
one which the hon. gentleman wounld lead us to
suppose that Mr. Bayird had madde.  Mr. Bayard
did not say that he would not uandertake negotia-
tions with regard to the commercial arrangements
hetween the two countries, but he did say that he
would not undertake them as the means of putting
in abeyance a dispute between the two countries
with reference to the fisheries.  Now, Sir, the
right hon. gentleman has told us that we have not
faith in the futire of Canada and that this is one
of the reasons of our failure. That is not the fact.

We have faith in the future ‘of this country : we
think it a great misfortune that the aftairs of our:

country have not been in more competent hands :
we believe that the condition of the country shows
what it has suffered in this particular, butitis not
a want of faith in the country we have exhibited, it
is a want of faith in the gentlemen who sit on the
Treasury benches, a want of faith in the capacity
and zeal and titness of the hon. gentlemen for the
positions which they hold. The hon. gentleman

as siid that we have bewailed the dissolution. We
have not done so.  We have said that the dissolu-
tion of Parliament was a gross violation of the
principles and conventions of the constitution,
We still adhere to that propoesition, and I think
there will be very little ditliculty in showing to
this House, and in convincing the country. that
when hon. gentlemen advised His Excellency
to dissolve Parliament they advised a course which
was entirely at variance with the spirit of the
constitution under which we live.  We have only
to look at the H0th article of the British North

3

Mujesty, every wmeasure that is carvied through
this House, but if His Excelleney the Governor
General, acting under the powers conferred upon
him as representative of the Crown under the S5th
article of the British North America Act, shonld
disallow every Act or reserve every Act that is
carried through this Parlinment. every one knows
that if such a course were adopted it would he a
gross violation of our constitutional rights and
privileges, although it would be in strict accordance
with the letter of the constitution. When we look at
the provisions of our constitutional system and the
practices thathave ocenrred underit, wetind that the
power of dissolution isa harmonizing power. It is
conferred for a special purpose. It is conferred for
the purpose of bringing into harmony the ditferent
powers of the State when the powers of the Ntate
ditfer from each other. Take, for instance, the
differences which may arise between the Crown and
the House of Commons. If differences should
arise the power of dissolution may be exercised for
the purpose of hringing the advisers of the Crown
and the House of Commons into harmony again.
But I would ask any hon. gentleman upon the
Treasury benches to mention in the whole history
of England where there has been a single case of
an Adwministration dissolving Parliament when thit
Administration enjoyed the contidence of the House
of Commons and when no conflict had arvisen het-
ween the two Houses of Parlinment.  Let us take
the instances which have oceurred in English parlia-
wentary history.  In 1784 the Crown, upon the
advice of Mr. Pitt the younger, dissolved Parlia-
ment. Under what circumstances was  Parlia-
ment dissolved ¥ Pitt did so when the House
of Commons refused supplies, when the India
Bill was defeated, and when a large number of
the House had again and again voted against him,
but when he was defeated by a majority of one
he appealed to the country and the country sus-
tained the dissolution. There was in this case a dif-
ference of opinion between the advisers of the Crown
and the House of Commons, and it was for the pur-
pose of bringing these two into harmnony again that
the dissolution took place. Take again the case of
1834 when William IV dismissed the Melbourne Ad-
ministration and formed a Government under Peel.
A dissolution tuok place then, and why ? Because
the Government that the King had constituted was
in & minority and did not enjoy the conficlence of
arliament. The election was brought about for
the purpose of bringing the House of Commons
into harmony with the Administration for the time
being.  We tind in every case that the prerogative
of dissolution is exercised for this purpose. It is
not a fact that the Crown has an arbitvary discre-
tion in this matter. It is troe that if the Crown
digsolves Parliament upon the advice of the Ad-
ministration the Administration is responsible for
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the dissolution, the constitution makes that dis-
solution effective, bt it is not the less a violation
of the principle of the constitution when the
Crown is =o sudvised, if there s o
bhetween the House of Commons auld the Govern-
ment of the day. Why, Sir the vight hon. gen-
tleman was nor defeated in the last Parliianent.
He had not proposed any measure whiel he had
failed 1o carey @ there was nothing which he had
sugrgested orasked at the hands of that Parliament
which he coull not have suceceded i carrying.
Then, 1 say that there was no precedent for the
corrse the hone gentleman took, Ttis true, in 1854
the Government of Lord Derby dissolved  Parlia-
ment. and he appealed to the country, not for the
purpuse of ascertaining the opinion of the country
on any legislative o administrative measure of the
Government, bt he hadd been called into office by
Her Majesty.
existed by forbearance : and he gave as a reason
for dissolution that if he resigned his opponents
woull be unable to form an administration that
woull command the majority of the House.  So
he appealed to the country. asking the country,
under the existing ciremmstances, to give to Her
Majesty an administration which might he able to
arry on the governmment  effectively.  Sir. the

principles upon which Parlianent may be dissolved

and an appead had to the country are very well set

out by Professor Dicey in his recent work on the
I will read a paragraph or:
two from that work. the effect of which is this :

English constitution.

That in every instance where o dissolution is had,
it is for the purposc of harmonizing ditferences that

exist between the Government and the House of |

Commons.—i condition of things that did not exist

in the circumstances of this country when the:

recent dissolution took place.  Professor Dicey
says @

* The diseretionary _power of the Crown oceasionally
may be. and aceording to congtitutional precedents
sometimes ought to he, used to strip an existing House
of Commons of its anthority.’

Assuming that the House of Commons may have

so far gone wrong —may have so far exhibited a.

spirit contrary to the best interests of the country,

and so much at variance with the popular senti- .

ment, as to justify the Crown in its dissolution —

* But the reason why the House can in aceordance with
the constitution he deprived of power and of existence is
that an vceasion has arisen on which there is fair reason

to suppose that the apinion of the House is not the apinion .

of the electors.”
Do the Government say that that was the. case

here, that the late House of Commons did not!
fairly support the policy or opinion of the Adminis- |

tration or retlect the popular sentiment, and that
they diszsolved the House for the purpose of ascer-
taining - what the popular sentiment really was, and
for the purpose of fairly and honestly giving
expression to that popular sentiment in a new

House * That T apprehend the hon. gentleman .

cannot fairly argue.  Prof. Dicey goes on to say :

= A dissolution is, in its essence. an appeal from the !

legal to the politieal sovercign, A dissolution is allow-

able or necessary whenever the wishes of the legislature

are, or may fairly be presumed to be, different from the
wishes ot the nation.’

Did the hon. First Minister ever argue that, ac- !

cording to his view, the opinions and sentiments

of the recent House of Commons were at variance

with the sentiments and opinions of the nation,
Mr. MiLLs (Bothwell).
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and that on that ground the dissolution took place ¥

Professor Dicey again says :

** Admit that the eleetars are the politieal sovereigns
ol the state.and the vesult appears naturally to follow
thut un appenl to them by wmemns of o diszolution is
constitutional, whenever there is valid and reazonable
ground for supposing that their parlinmentary represen-
tatives have veased to represent their wishes,”
.Now, who has argued that  the late House of
CCommeons ceased to represent the wishes and sen-

timents of the people of this conntey - And if the

Government did not think so, it ought not to have

diszolved it had no constitutional vight or autho.

rity for advising dissolution : and ] say that in the
Spolitical history of Eoglmd it will be found in
every instance that differences had arigsen between
- the two Houses, or the House of Commons and the

Government,and the dissolution wias for the purpose
. of correcting those variances, and once more restor-
ing harmony between the House of Commons and
“the Administration.  Let me next read an observa-
. tion made on this subject by Sir Robert Peel, whom

the hon. gentleman will addinit to be a high con-
stitutional anthority.  No one in his day knew
- better what the principles ol spirvit. of the con-
“stitution were, and perhaps no one in his day
Sadhered more strictly to what he believed to e
- the principles and the xpirvit of the constitution than
he did.  Now, Sir Robert Pecl says with regard
.to the advice to he given to the Crown on the sub.
jeet of a dissolution :

4 We have advised Ter Majesty to aceent onr resigna-
tion at onee withont adopting that alternative to which
s we might have resorted, mamely. recommeuding to the
“Crown the exereise of its prerogative and the dissolugion
“of the present Parlimment, 1 do not hesitate to avow,
: speaking with a trankness that T trust will effend no one,

that it Her Majesty’s Governmnent had failed in earrying,
in all their integrity, the main measures of commereial
tpoliey which it was my duty to recommend. that there is
- no exertion that I would not have made—no sacrifice that
I would not have incurred—in order to ensure the ultimate
suecess of these measures, or at any rate to give the
country an opportunity of pronouneing sopinion on the
subjeet. For such a purpose. T should have felt jnstified
in advising dizsolution : heeause I think the continnance
cof doubt and uncertainty on such important matters,
"woulil have been a greater evil than the resort to a con-
stitutional mode of ascertaining the opinion of the nation.
But there has heen fortunately no neeessity for a dissulu-
tion of Parlinment upon thur ground. Thoese who dis-
zented most strongly from our commercial poliey, with-
- drew all factious and ungeemly opposition, and, protesting
ARAINSL bUr measures, they have finally allowed them to
pass. Those measures having thus hecome the law, I do
not feel that we should be justified. for any subordinate
considerations, fur the mere interests of Government or
arty, in advising the exereise of the prerogative to which
I 1 have referred. and the dizssolution of Parlinment. 1 fee!
fvery strongly that no Administration is justified in
i wldvising the exercise of that prerogative, nnjess there he
u reazoninble presumption, i stroug moral convietion
findeed, that after dissolution they would he enabled to
“administer the affairs of the country through the support

of a party =ufliciently powerful to earry their mensures,”

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Hear, hear,

¢ Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).  The hon. gentleman
“says ** hear, hear.,” but what is the point of the
whole speech ¥ That the Government make this
tappeal because in the existing House of Connuons
i they cannot get on, and because they believe the

-sentiment of thé country differs from the senti-
iment of the House, Tt is for the purpose of recon-
teiling the variation that exists between two
ipowers in the State. here between the Gov.
fernment and the House of Commons, and for no
-other purpose whatever. There is no instance in
: English history of a dissolution such as that which
j the Government advised on this occasion, and no
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misuse of the prerogative could he more gross
than that under which that dissolution took
place.  Nir Robert Peel goes on to say :

* T do not think a dissulution justifiable for the purpose
merely of strengthening a party. The power of disso-
lution is # great instrument in the hands of the Crown :
and it wonld have u rewleney to blant the instrument it
it were employed withont grave neeessity.  1f the pur-
pose were to enable the country to decide whether minis-
ters had been justified in proposing the measures of
commereial policy bronght forward at the beginning of
the session, those measnres having passed into a law, {
do not think sueh a purpose alone would he a suflicient
ground for a dissolution.  There ouzht also to be y strong
presumption tha afrer a new election there would bhe

returned to this House a pavey with strength sufticient to |

enable the Government, by their support. to carry that
system o publie poliey of which it approved.™

Now, some vears later. another dissolution took
plice. o dissolution under the Government of Lord
Derby @ and on that oceasion, Lord Joln Russell
expressed his opinion upon the subject of that dis.
solution.  Lord Derby’s Government had  heen
defeated.  The dissolution was not for the purpose
of simply strengthening his party but for the pur-
pose of restoring harmony between the Administra-
tion and the House of Commons.

Commons had defeated a weak Administeation @ it
hied defeated the Government of Lord Derby, and |
he said that as his political opponents were divided ¢

it was impossible to constitute a govermment in a
House so divided. which could be assured of the
continued support of the Commons, and so a dis-

solution took place for the purpose of furnishing !

Her Majesty with o government and a House of

Commens whose sentiments would he in accord.
Lord Jolm Russell on that oceasion nuude this state- §

ment :

* It appears that the right hon, gentleman told his -

constituents that iff & majority of this House had voted a
cenzure _upon Her Majesty’s Government they would
have to detend their opinions upon the hustings, Now,
beg leave to remm«f the

sing the confidence of the Crown, They have thought
where there was a great question depending. upon which
no satistactory conclusion would

tireat Indin Bill of 1784, upon the Reform Bill of 1831,

upon the question of free tride in 1841 —that the: solution :
of any such question should he sought in an appeal to the !
Bat it is ozie another:

electors of the United Kingdom, ' ]
matter when the question is whether a particular prime-
minister, or a particular party should

And when Sir Robert Peel in 1845, explained his conduet !

in thix Honse on resigning office, he stateld that he had
declined to propose to, or to advise Her Majesty to
disgolve this huuse. hegause it was his opinion that that
was o most delieate and saered prerogative of the Crown,
and ought not to be exercised for the purpose of any

individual who might be at the head of atfairs or for the :
Now that entirely agrees with my |
offered my resignation to Her Majesty

purpose of any party.
opinion. and when I
in 1852 I deelined to offerany advice to Her Ma sty to
dissulve the then Parlinment. But there seems to be an
opinion acqniring weight, which ITam sorry to observe,
that upoen any sceasion when a ministry has not o majorit
he may have recourse to that which Burke ealled, and
think rruly culled, 2 penal dissolution
may not only put the members of this House to the great
trouble and expense of an eleetion, but may expose them
to the dangers of any misrepresentation to which they
may be subject in the performuance .of their dnty., Now
that. I think. ought not to be the relation between the
Crown and the members of the House of Commons,*’

It appears that the right hon. gentleman told his
constituents that if a majority voted a censure upon |
Her Majesty’s Government they wonld have to!
defend their opinions on the hustings.  Now, I'bey
leave to remind the House what have been the !
maxims on this subject of other statesmen while |
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) ] House what have been the:
maxims on this subjeet of other statesmen while posses-

_be obtained in this;
Houge—when the House and the Ministers of the Crows .
were decidedly at variance, sueh as was the ease upsi (he -

remain in office. ¢

that is to say, he !

[}

0

: possessing the confidence of the Crown. They have
i thought when there was o great question depeml-
[ing. upon which no satisfactory conclusion conld
i be obtained in this House, when the House and the
F Ministers of the Crown were decidedly at variance,
such as was the cise upon the great India Bill of
1784, or when the House of Londs defests the
P measures supported by the House of Commons,
Pas uptn the Reform Bill. The House will see
i by this quotation that Lord John Russell, on that
s occasion, assumed that even thendissolution would
Ponly be advised in ease a difference had arisen

‘hetween the majority in the House of Commons

camd the Administration. T have alrédy alluded to
the circumstances wieler which Lord Derby wlvised
the dissolution of Parlivment in 1S3 upon the
defeat of his Administrationon the proposed Reforin
Bill : aned lest it might be supposeld thaz the senti-
ments which he expressed in any way support the
Government here onthis oceasion, Iwill read a sen-
tence or two from his speechinthe Houseof Lords, in
defence of the wlvice he had given, and also a sen-
tenee or two from the speech of Mr. Disracli. who
wis then Chancellor of the Excheguer and leader
It
fwill be seen from both these extracts that neither
Minister supposed fora moment, that there conld he
Pany advice given pointing to a dissolution except
i there was aditference between the Govermment and
the majority in the House of Commons, which
mirde it impossible that the work of administration
“and legislation could besucessfully carvied on. Lord
Derby.on the oceasion I havereferred to,said this:

“Wedo not appeal to the conntry on the subieet of
“Parliamentary Retorm, still less do we appeal to the
deountry on the particular provisions of that Bill. We
;u)pcal to the country on a mach !:I raer and broader ques-
tion. whether the present state ot the House of Commons,

split up as it is into hundreds of rcny parties,any one of
. which i1s unable to conduet the business of the country,
but which are able hy combining together, to obstruet
any Govermment that may be formed. shall receive the
continued support and countenance of the people of
England. We appeal to them as men who bave endeav-
oured faithtully todischarge the duties of vur oflice, who
rave endeavoured todeserve the confidence which the
Houge of Commons has withhelid and the confidenee which
- our Sovereign has been pleased to repew to ns,™
Thet was the ground upon which Lord Derby, in
1859, based his appeal to the country, and defended
i the advice in favour of the dissolution which he
Majesty on that occasion.  Amd Mr.
 Disracli, in speaking to the House of Commons on
the same occasion, said :

* Believing that this state of affairsi= prejudicial to the
repute of Parlimanent and injurious to the best interests
of the evuntry, and helieving, too, that it iz of the utmost
importance ut_this moment that _the authority of the
Government should be supported by the authority ot

Parlinment. and not heing conseions that during the time
we have exerciseldl power we have done anything to
forfeit the good apinion of vur fellow-vountrymen, we
; have thought it our duty to advise Her Majesty to exereise
her prerogative and to dissolve this Parlinment.”

i Here you see again the ground of dissolution is a
| ditference which existed Letween the House of

: Commonsand the Administration for the time being,
{ In 1868, the Government of Mr. Disrieli was de-

feated upon Mr. Gladstone’s motion for the Dises.
tablishment of the Irish Church: and on that
i occasion Mr. Disraeli intimated to Parlinment that
he would advise the dissolution of the House. Mr.
Gladstone, in speaking against the proposition of
dissolution, said that there was a majority of sixty
or sixty-five against the Administration on the two
motions upon which they had been defeated, and

- for the Government in the House of Comnmons.

fuave Her
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that. in the face of so large a majority, it was, in his itself. T find that by Low each department has for
opinion. contrary o constitntional  practice to;its head o particular Minister who is appointed by

advise Her Majesty to dissolve Parliunent. He

also went on to state the circunmstances under:

which he thought an Administration would be jus.
titiced in sedvising the Crown to dissolve.
pressed his opinion as follows ;.

* There are two eonditions, as it appears to me, which
are neeessary inopder o make ap appeid (o the vountry

Ly aGovernmen: whose existenee is menaved, o lesitimate : Phae is not from the foree of any law : but the con-

appeal. The first of them is that there sheald e anade-
qitate cause of public policy: and the second of them is

; those duties.
He ex-:

commission under the Great Seal, whose duties
are specitied by law, and who issworn to discharge
Yet we know that heis interfered
with by his colleagues.  We know that the Prime
Minister may override his judgment, or he may e

interfered with in Council. aned his opinions may

have togive way to these of his colleagues in otfice.

“ventions of the constitution nuke it so, and those

that there shonld be a rational prospeet of a reversal of |
. i theotice of First. Minister, but that is an office not
The Government must be menaced—-that is his:

the vote of the House of Commons,”

tirst proposition.  Was the Government of Canauda

menaced here

What measure did the Govern-

wment propose to the late Parlinment which they |

felt assured they could not carry? Upon what

question were they here defeated

The CGovern-:

ment were not menacedand there was not a rational

prospect of a reversal of the vote of the House of
Commens, because there was no question of ditfer-
ence between the House of Commons and the Admin-
istration. 1 say, then, that there is not a purticle
of ground for the course the Government have
taken. Thereis no constitutional precedent. There
was nothing whatever to warrant the Administra-
tion in advising His Excellency to dissolve the late
Parlinment.  The law says that Parliament shall
last for tive yeurs. The law has entrusted to the
Administiation & great power—a power which, in
their hands, is a great trust.  They have the power
of shortening that period of five years when the
nevessity arises.  What is that necessity ? The

principles, the practices and the maxims of parlia- :

mentary government point out when that necessity
arises and when that advice may be constitutionally
given. It may be given when the Government
are defeated In the House of Commons. It
may he given when they find it impossible to
get on in the House of Commons. It may be
given to obtain from the political Sovereign a
mandate to the Upper House when it has stood
. in the way of necessary legislation. But that

was not the condition of the Administration
here, and the dissolution of Parliament on
their part was a imost unwarranted exercise of
power. It is not to he supposed that because cer-
tain power is vested in tllnc Crown, there is no
restraint upon the exercise of that power. Every
power possessed by the Crown is to he exerciseil
in a particular way. We know perfectly well under
what circumstances the power of disallowance will
be employed.  We know perfectly well what mea-
sures are likely to be reserved for the consideration
of the Imperial authorities. The power is not

limited in point of law, but it is limited in point:

of convention, and in this couutry the conventions
are as forcible as the law itself. What does our
constitution begin with? it begins by declaring
that we have a constitution similar in principle to
the constitution of the United Kingdom. If, there-
fore, there is anything inthe constitution of Canada
which agrees with wne constitution of the United
. Kingdom, the strength and binding character of the
rule is in favour of our constitution, because the
preamble gives the force of law to the conventions
themselves, and this makes it less excusable to
depart from the well-settled principles here than it
would in the United Kingdom. Look at the well-
settled conventions in regard to the Government
Mr. MiLLs (Bothwell).

conventions rule.  The hon, gentleman himself tills
under the law.  His otfice is unknown to the law,
The hon gentlenian assents to that proposition.
Yet he knows that his power is paramount to that
of his colleagues.  He may dismiss anyone of his
colleagues, or he may alvise the Crown to do so.
If anyone of his colleagues resigns, that does not
break up his Government: but if he resigns
the Ministry is at an end.  Aceording to law
cach of his colleagues is as much an adviser
of the Crown as he is, but the conventions arrange
the matter o that his power is superior to theirs.,
There is no convention or rule by which the Crown
can dissolve Parlinment under the circumstances
which existed under which our dissolution took
place.  The hon. gentleman said he was appealing
to the people for the purpose of ascertaining their
opinions, upon what? [ listened to his speech
and [ could not ascertain. I listened to the
observations addressed to the House by the
Minister of Finance, and he did not tell us. It
wits not for the purpose of condemning our policy,
for he dild not know what it was, and, if be did,
that would be irrelevant to the issue. It was
not to sanction the negotiation of a scheme
between the United States aud this country, be-
cause we do not know to this hour what that
scheme is, or what negotintions have taken place.
But he suys that this House is summoned to de-
cide on the policy, the papers in reference to which
are to be submitted a few days hence. The hon.
gentleman assents to that statement. But that
wlicy and the papers were s much concealed
rom the country as from us. Then what did
the elections tuke place for? - The hon. gentle-
man has always held it to be a most unconstitu-
tional |l'n'oceuling to dissolve Parliament in order
to decide npon a question which is in the future.
Does he remember what he said in 1874, in regard
to Mr. Gladstone’s appeal to the country * Does
he remember reading and approving an article
from the Speetaror which accused Mr. Gladstone of
having proposed a bribe to the conntry by propos-
ing a change of taxation. and declared that it was
improper to ask the public to decide, not in regard
to the past but in regard to the future? Does he
remember that he did not appeal to the country in
regard to our present constitution .on the ground
that there was then a Parlisment that hwd no
mandate from the people? Does he remember

that the question of the Union of the Provinces

was never submitted to the people in any shape
It is true that on that question many eminent
English statesmen have differed from the ground
taken by the hon gentleman. It was on different
ground that important changes in the constitution
vught not to be made without popular sanction,
that Mr. Disraeli justitieid the dissolution of Parlia-
ment on thequestion of the Sepuration of Churchand
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State in Ireland.
from a specch of Mr. Disracli on that occasion,
maintaining that Parliament -had not a right to
deal with this question without an appeal to the
country, becanse, he said, you might change the
whole constitution or the whole basis of society
without an appeal to the people at all.
his words :

*Thiz iz one of the gravest questions which can be
hrought before the eonsideration of publie men. Youare

I have in my hand an extract”

documents to which the hone geutleman referved,
and which I have no doubt, as he savs they existed,
did exist, were documents prepared witha view to

“dissolution, as an excuse or pretext for dissolution,

The dissolution wasx not for the purpose of sceing

“whether the people appreved what the documents

These are -

contiined, but they were prepared to assist the

fGovernment in successfully appealing to the conn-

public men: yorr arve men all of great intelligence il .

many of you of eminence,

You make a Senate that the .

world speaks of with pride, while it reeognizes your.
atiributes with consciongness that your conduet elevates | L
alarm them, and instead of calling Parlinment to-
gether they reverted to the original proposition and

the general character of human nature.  But remember
thai yeu ure something more than Senators. You are
represeutatives of a nation, and of an ancient nution, and

Tdeuy your moral competencee to come to a decision such
ax that which the bhon, member tor Birmingham has .
i

recommended, and such as the right hon, gentleman. the
member tor South Laneashire, is prepared practically to
carry ont—J deny your moral eompetence todo that with-
out an appeal to the nation. i
svhich the country can alone decide, particularly under
the circumstances at which we have now arrived. Yon
snnot come on i sudden, and without the country being
the least informed of your intention, to a decision that

will ulter the characterof England and her institutions.”
That was a declaration in reference to radical
changes in the constitution, in reference to
altering the comstitution which had stood for
centuries, and in regard to an appeal for ob-
taininyg the suanction of the nation to a change of
very grave and  great importance.  There was
nothing of that sort here.  There was no great
proposition submitted by one party and opposed
by another, which the hon. gentleman was not
able to carry through the House of Commons, and
‘upon which he thought it necessary to take the
opinion of the country. And so there is not in
the whole history of England, in the whole history
of parliamentary government in England, a single
precedent for the course which the hon. gentleman
has taken. Why. if any one will look at Professor
Hearne's book on the English system of Govern-
ment, he will find there a chapter on the means
provided under the English constitution for har-
monizing the different powers of the State. Now, he
deals with this subject of dissolution in that chap-
ter, and he makes the exercise of the power of
dissolution subservient to one purpose, that is, the
purpose of bringing the House of Commons into
harmony with the advisers of the Crown, or
with the Crown itself, or with the House of
Lords where that body has rejected an im-
portant measure : and when a ditference has
arisen we can sce a rational reason for the
exercise of that power.
there for a dissolution here?
the reasons assigned by my hon. friend to my

left—the Government saw that the current of
public opinion was setting in against the policy |
which they had advocated, and they thought to

But what reason was:
Why, Sir, simply

- here to-night, and appealed to the country.

try. if it was thought safe to make the appeal av
all.  The Govermment seem to have changed their
minds, to have given up the idea of dissolution,
Their intention was to call Parliinent together
again, but many things had transpired to further

issued a new manifesto, which the hon, gentleman
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) has read

All

“the time they were hesitating hetween the question

1 say it is a question upon :

: They were not very sure.

of the National Policy and the question of recipro-
city—whether they should support reciprocity or
whether they should support the National Policy.
The right hon. gentle-

s man asked that the old flag, and the old policy,
- amd the old gentleman himself, should he supported.

anticipate it and obtain a verdict from the country :

before opinion was formed irretrievably against
them. The hon. the Minister of Finance has
referred to negotiations that he stated were begun
in November, Why, Sir, we remember a visit of
the hon. gentleman in November to Halifax. We
remember the hon. Minister of Justice was feeling
his way in the Province of Nova Ncotia, and when
the Minister of Finance visited the Province of New

Brunswick, many of us anticipated a violation of :
. i
>arliament. | has given a verdict in favour of this unknown

the constitution by a dissolution of

Now we understand all that.  That was not reci-
procity, that was the National Policy, it was the
adherence to the old policy : that was the appeal
made.  But when the hon. gentleman and  his
friends came amongst the electors, they found that
that was a very unsife ground upon which to stand,
and so they issued a new proposition and recipro-
city was added.  The hon. gentleman’s policy re-
minds me of the cartoons that appeared yearsago in
Punch, T think it was in 1851 or 1852, in which
Disraeli was represented asa chameleon uponwhom

i free trade and protection were written, but written

so intermixed that it wasimpossible to tell whether
it spelled free trade or whether it spelled pro-
tection.. And so it became impossible in many
constituencies to sauy whether the right hon. gen-
tleman and his friends were infavour of reciprocity
or whether they were in favour of the National
Policy. That they could not favour both, every-
body can understand.  The hon. gentleman says
that he is in favour of free trade in coal. Why, 1
learn in the west that he has also made a proposi-
tion in favour of free trade in petroleum.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD.  Not yet.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That is one of the
things that is to come.

Nir JOHN A. MACDONALD.  We will see.

Mr. MILLN (Bothwell).  Yes, we shall no doubt
see precisely what the policy of the Government
will be.  An hon. friend near me says the country
will Lave no opportunity of passing upon the

policy.  The Government do not intend that they
should.  We do not know. the Government do not

know, what their policy will he.  They tell us
now they will know some time after the 12th Octo-

!her, and so when we meet here again, if the Gov-
: ’ (=

ernment survive until that time, then we on . this
side, and the hon. gentlemen on that side who
support the Administration, will be able to tell
what the policy of the Administration upon the
industrial and fiscal atfairs of this country will
veally he. At present no one knows.,  Minis-
ters cannot say; yet we are told the country

The Government were fecling their way. The| thing. Now,.the hon. gentleman has said that he
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is in favour of a measure of reciprocity.  He is
in favour of free trade in nutural products, and,
perhaps, gdus X He thinks that will not endanger
British connection. but he thinks if we have free
trade iv manufactured articles, it would endanger
British connection, it would interfere with our
political relations  with owr neighbours to the
south and with the mother country.  Why, then,
was the mission to Washington undertaken ?
The hon, gentleman says that you may raise a
horse and sell him to an American, you may send
him across the border, and the institutions of this
country. as British institutions, willnot heimpaired :
bt if vou manufacture a harness and put it on
that horse and send the horse and harness together
across the horder, without either being taxed, there
is danger of the constitution being pulled down.

You may send a hide across the border amd no
political injury will follow. but if vou convert that ;

hide into leather and send it across the border irse-
parable mischief will be the consequence.  You
may semd wool and no harm is done. hut if it is
spun and manufactured into cloth and sent wcross
the border, what -—it will wear down the constitu-
tion. That is the argument that the hon. gentle-
man, with a good deal of vehemence. addressed to
the clectors of this country, and he seriously asks
this House to accept it as conclusive on this
question of our political relations with our neigh-
hours.  Sir, [ donot hold the right hon. gentle-
man’s views. T have greater faith in the common
sense of the people of this country. I say that
from the course the Government have pursued
during the last twelve years, property has greatly
depreciated in value, the income of the population
has largely diminished, the people have become
discontented, and, in my opinion, poverty and dis-
content are more powerful contributors towards
revolutionary changes than are any of those im-
portant fiscal changes which we have spoken of
from this side of the House.  The hon. gentleman
knows that one-fifth of the population of this coun-
try has crossed the houndary line, and so far as
they are concerned. anmexation is an accomplished
fact. They have not taken the territory, but they
have taken what is more valuable than territory,
they have taken the brains, and the muscle, and the
sinew, and theenergies which wouldserveto build up
and contribute to the greatness of this country ; they
have taken them abroad and made them a part and
parcel of a neighbouring nation.  The hon. gentle-
man should also bear in mind another thing that
flows from what has taken place : he should hear
in mind that when you have one-fifth of those
horn in Canada on the American side who have
become citizens of the United States, you have
done a great deal towards making the two peoples
one people : you have associated - them in per-

sonal interest, as they are associated in personal

affection and in all those feelings that relation-
ship creates. It is of ull the more consequence,
and the impression is growing stronger in this
country that it is of great consequence, that we
should becorne commercially, as far as possible, one
people, as we have become one in blood, and in kin.
and in domestic association. Then there is another
thing that should be horne in mind : that while
commercial relations, extended as they would be un-
der a system of free trade, would do a great deal
towards the. abolition of ill-feeling and national
rivalry between this country and the United States,
Mr. MirLs (Bothwell).
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i and would sofarcontribute towards union, they also,

by increasing the prosperity of our people, would
comtribute to their contentment. and contentment is
rever a powerful instrument in the production of
revolutionary changes. When the people are more
contented revolutionary changes are moreditticult.
Wearefar less likely toalterourpolitical relations if
we hecome more prosperous in consequence of our
wore intimate relations with the United States, than
we would by remaininginacondition of isolation and
a condition of poverty. There is much foree in the
observation made some yvears ago by Prof. Goldwin
Smith, that Canada was, to some extent, the ragged
edge ent off from the Awerican Republic.  We
are not a continuous country as is the United
Ntates ;. we are of very much less depth ; the
chances of our people east and west trading with
one another are far less than are the chances of
their trading with the people of the United Stotes
in their own immediate vicinity. if no impediment
were placed in the way of trade.  The assiduous
attempts mide Jduring the past ten years to pre-
vent trade between the twe countries, so far from
creating in this country a distinet nationality, have
tenderd to create discontent and to favour those con-
ditions which must contribute towards those poli-
tical changes which the hon. gentleman thinks are
not desirable. I believe our constitutional system,
fairly carried ount, is & more satisfactory system
of government than theirs. but I should like
@ more satisfuctory  Administration  than  has
been  given during the past  twelve years
I do not think the First Minister has made the
best impression that could bhe mwade in favour
of our political system : but if he wishes that
system to be maintained. he should not desirve
to impose on the people a condition of perpet-
nal inferiority, of poverty and isolation. The
people will follow their material interests, and those
who contribute to the creation of a state of pros-
perity for the people, will do most to bring about
political contentment, and place an impediment in
the way of great and radical changes. For these
reasons, I am opposed to the policy which the
First Minister has seen proper hitherto to pursue,
and I think the proposition made by my hon. friend
near me should be accepted as the easiest way out
of the difficulty, and the one most conducive to
the public interests. It may be one humiliating
for the Government to adopt, but that is their
faunlt, and their fault should not be made a publie
misfortune. It is of the first importance to this
country, that we should have extensive trade rela-
tions with the neighbouring Republic, and we can
only have them on the condition of granting free
trade. I do not helieve that the (uestion of reve-
nue is such a difticult one as the Minister of
Finance endeavours to make it appear. I say this :
that if he tinds it impossible to promote the best
interests of the country in this way, he must give
place to those who can, for if hon. gentlemen on this
side of the House cross to the Treasury benches, I
can promise there will be no ditliculty whatever in
meeting the ordinary requirements of the country,
and at the sume time establishing unrestricted
trade with the neighbouring Republic.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would ask
my hon. friend opposite (Mr. Laurier), whether
it is the intention to divide the House on the
motion *
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Mr. LAURIER. The hon. gentleman is aware
that we have not moved an amendment.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. I am quite
awure of that,

Mr. CHARLTON moved the adjournment of the
debate.

Motion agreed to,

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD moved the ad-
journment of the House.

Motion agreed to ; and House adjonrned at 11.035
..

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
Moxpay, 4th May, 1891,
The SeEakER took the Chair at Three o'clock.
PravEeks,

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIN
LENCY'S SPEFCH.
Niv JOHN AL MACDONALD mioved that the
House do now proceed to the Orders of the Day.
Motion ugl'cm] to.

EXCEL-

House resumed the adjourned debate on  the
proposed motion of Mr. Hazen for an Address to
His Excellency the Governor General in answer
to his Speech at the opening of the Session.

Mr. CHARLTON. A tritle over three months!
ago the conntry was startled by a proclamation

dissolving the Sixth Parliiment of Canada, we
are here to-day in the First Session of the Seventh
Puarliament of Canada, and we are considering just
now why we are called here in that capacity. The
dissolution was a very sudden one, a contest wus
precipitated upon the country without a moment’s
warning: it was avery bitter contest, and we arenow
assembled here at about the date when we should
have been dispersing for our various homes, engag-
ing in a Session which promises to last during the
Tast of the spring months and possibly —probably,
indeed—during the three summer months, a time
of the year very inconvenient to all the members
assembled here ; and unless there is some- reason
for the action the Government has taken, in pre-
maturely dissolving the Nixth Parlianent and call-
ing the Seventh Parliament together at this unsea-
sonable season of the year, it is natural, at least for
the members of the Opposition, to entertain feeling
towards the Government the reverse of compli-
mentary or grateful. The reasons assigned by the
overnment for this dissolution, in my opinion,
will hardly, upon investigation, prove satisfactory
to the country.

On the third day of February the Government
organ, the Toronto Empire, contained the follow-
ing:—

‘“ REARONS OF THE APPEAL.
* In view of the foregoing important statement,”—
That is, the statement of dissolution—

—** the question will naturally be asked : What are the
reasons which have induced the Government to appeal
to the country at the present time ? It is understood that
the Dominion Government have through Her Majesty's
Governmenut made certain proposals to the United States .
tor negotintion looking to an extension of our commerce ;
with that country. These proposals have been submitted ;

1o the President tor his eonsideration, and the Canadian
tivvernment is ot the opinion that it the negotiations are
to result in a treaty which must be ratified by the Parlia-
ment of Canada. it is expedient that the Government
should be able to deal with a Parlinment fresh from the
people rather than with a moribund House.”

A CANADIAN COMMISSION,

P 1eis understood that Canada will send a delegation to
Washington atter Muarch 4, the date on which the lite
of the present Congress expires, tor the purpose of disenss-
ing informally the question of the extension and develap-
ment of the trade between the United States and (.‘-:mx‘n‘la.
aud the zettlement of all questions of difference between
the two countries,  This delegation will visit the United
States, it iy saild, as the result of a friendiy suggestion
from Washington.”

And on the following day, in the same journal, we
have additional reasons given for this step which
the Government of Canada thought tit to take on
the third day of Februavy last.
“NATURE OF THE GUVERNMENT'S PROPOSALS—WHY THEY
WERE MADE.
_Inview of the importance of the reasons which have
induced the Government to appeal to the country at the
present moment, the Empire was privileged to publish a
copy of the despateh from His Excelleney the Govérnor
tieneral to the Secretary of State tor the Colonies, show-
ing the uature of the Government’s propesals to the
United States, aud indieating the earnest desire of the
Administration for the development of trade between the
United Statesamsd Canada, The despateh is as tollows :—

" GoveERNMENT HotsE.
*COrrawa, 18th December, 1890,

My Logn,—I have the honour to send to Your Lord-
ship to-day a telegraphic message in cipher of which the
following is the substauee :(—

*** With reference to my telegram of the 10th instant,
this Government is desirous of proposing a juint ecommis-
sion, such as that of 1871, with authority te deal without
limitation, and to prepare a treaty respecting the tollow-
ing subjects :—

***1. Renewal of the reciprocity treaty of 1854, with the
moditications required by the altered circumsiances of
both countries, and with the extensions deemed by the
commission to be in the interests of Canada and the
United Ntates.

42 Reconsideration of the treaty of 1888 with respect
to the Atantic fisheries, with the aimn of securing the free
admission into the United States markets of Canadian
fishery produets, in return for facilities to be granted to
United States fishermen to buy bait and supplies and to
transship cargoes in Canada, all such privileges to be
mnutual.

3. Protection of mackerel and other fisheries on the
Atlantic Ocean and in inland waters: also

** 4. Relaxation of seabouard cousting laws of the two
eountries,

*+5. Relaxation of the coasting laws of the two eountries
on the inland waters dividing Canada from the United
States.

48, Mutual salvage and saving of wrecked vessels,

ST, Arrangements for settling boundary between Can-
ada and Alaska.

***The treaty would, of course, be ad reserendum.’
And then the Government organ at Toronto pro-
ceeded to show the nature of the proposed treaty,
the proposed movement, and the reasons for under-
taking 1t. It proceeded to draw a contrast between
the arrangements the Government proposed to
make, and the Brown draft treaty of 1874 and
asserted that the purpose of the Government was
to negotiate a treaty upon the lines of the Recipro-
city Treaty of 18534, in natural products only : and
concluded :

“ An offer of this kind is as different as the
der from the unrestricted arvrangements whic
are advocating, as scemingly they are suxious to hand
Canada over, body and bones, to the United States. The
result of their policy. ns well-kuown reformers like Mr,
E. W. Thomson admit, would iuevitably lead to direct
taxation, which this country never would submit to.
The Government's offer differs also trom the one made by
the llon, George Brown in 1874, the proposuis embracing,
in addition to natural products, agricultural implements

r”

i»o!cs asun-
1 the Grits
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and thirty-seven branches of manufactures. Tt owill,
theretore, be seen that the position that the Government

tkes is entively borne oui by the speceeh made by Sir

John Macidenatd iv Toronto Lu=t week, when he said that
the Governmen: would siaud by the poliey introdnced
hy the Conzervative pariy in 1858, It is believed, how-
ever, that it is possible tor o tair reciprocal arrangemenm
to be arrived at which mirht he conducive to, not sub-
versive o, the interests of onr pammntacturers”™

Now, Sir, subsequent events, I think. point clearly

to the fact that the Government were not ac-
tuated, in the dissolution of this House in
February last. by amy such motives as they claim.
I think. when we come to examine the facts, we
will sce that the dissolution of the last House,
even in view of the initiation of reciprocity nego-
tiations, was entirely unnecessary.  The Govern-
ment  tell us that they intended to appoint a
commizsion to procead to Washington, and their
organ makes a statement of the fact that Congress
ceiseil to exist on dth Mavch last, and it wished to

sened adelegation to Washington for the purpose

of an informal conference with the American
authorities.  Now, Nir, this dissolution tock place
one “vear in advance of the time that the hife of
this Parliinent would expire, and more.  The
Government, on three suceessive occasions, has
trianpled upon the constitutional rights of this
House in cutting =hort the life of Parliament.
The last three Parlinments have aggregated a
period of twelve years. when they should have
aggregated o period of fifteen years. and  the
Government, on these  three  occasions, has
allowed political expediency to override the con-
stitutional privileges of the people.  Its action
upon the last oceasion was peculiarly  agyra-
vated, for the reason that the constitution provides
that at the end of every decennial census there
shall be a redistribution of seats in this House,
and if this House had been allowed to run its
natural term of days the Government could have
helld a sessiou last winter, they could have held a
short session after the population returns were re-
ceived from the census now being taken, they
could have assembled the House and have made a
redistribution of seats, and then dissolved the
House, and still they would have been in ample
time for the negotiations at Washington : because

the term of the last Congress ceased on 4th March

last. and the next session of Congress will meet on
the first Monday of December next, and during all
the coming summer and autumn the Government
could have pursued its informal negotiutions with
the Govermment at Washington, The submission or
ratification of a treaty could not he proceeded with,
or even formal negotiations entered upon, hefore
Congress assembles, for the President of the United
Ntates hag not the power to appoint commissioners
without the consent of Congress, and only. after
Congress met on the first Monday of December

would the President he able to appoint commission- |
ers to meet our commissioners, and after a treaty :

had been negotiated it would have to be submitted
to the Senate of the United Statss for ratification,
as well as to the Canadian Parliament, so that,
months after the mecting of Congress, we wonld
have had an opportunity of passing upon a treaty
with a new Purlinment elected according to the
constitution, and after the expiration of the time
of the old Parliunent, which was cut short of its
life by the action of the Government.

The reason, then, assigned by the Government
for this dissolution is not the true reason. It is

Mr. Cuarrtox,

fan insult to the intelligence of the country to tell
“the people that Parliament was dissolved in onder
“to have a Parliianent elected that could deal with
reciprocal arrangements. in view of the face that
: nothing could be formally done until after the mect-
iing of Congress next December and the appoint-
ment of commissioners by the United States. Subi-
sequent events strengthened this eonclusion. . The
clections were held on dth March. The House
met here on 20th April. In the meantime com-
missioners had been sent to Washington., They did
not proceed there exactly inoan othcial character,
at all events they were not received in an official
capacity : they could not have been received inan
official capucity.  Of course. they might go there
and talk over matters informally with Mr. Blaine,
or with anyone they chose to talk with in Wash-
ington : but they coull not act as formal pleni-
| potentiaries, as  commissioners  chargeld  with
negotiating  a treaty  with the representatives
of the United States. They were powerless 1o
do so and had no such fupction. No this was
merely a by-play, another act in this druona ot
sham for the purpose of convincing the country
that the Government meant something when it
dissolved Parliament : that it was for the purpose
of appealing to the people on this question of re-
ciprocity and laying the result of its negotiations
hefore a Parlimnent that was not a moribund Par-
liament. No. Sir: the object of this dissolution
was simply to forestall public opinion.  We had in
Canada a question of momentous importance under
discussion. It was heing considered by the people,
the people were intevested in the discussion, it was
a matter of vast importance to the people.  And
if the Government of the day had had due care for
the interests of the people, if it had desired to pro-
mote their interests wnd consult their will, it
would have allowed full time to consider definitely
and fully the important proposition before them.
But the Government chose not to permit the people
of Canada to examine into the arguments pro and
con with respect to this policy that it was proposed
to adopt to further the interests of the Dominion :
on the contrary it proceeded to dissolve Parliament
abruptly, and appealed to the people for the pur-
pose of securing a snap judgment. and for the
i purpose, as I have said, of forestalling public opin-
on.’

So now we are here to consider this question :
weare here if possible to probe this matter to the
Lbottom, to examine as to what the actual motives
of the Government were, il to ask theGovernment
what it intends to do in the premises. Those
i hon. gentlemen have pretended to be in favour
of reciprocity and have gone to the country on
the question. On this side of the House there
are a certain number of gentlemen in fuvour of
f reciprocity, elected as favourable to reciprocity -
reciprocity of the unrestricted chivacter.  On that
1 -

i side of the House there are a number of members
felected on a sort of guasi-reciprocity  platform,
i They adopted that platform, and they led their
1
l
i

constituents to helieve that the Government meant
to obtain reciprocity, that the Government was
honest in its desire to obtain reciprocity, and that
Hif elected, the Government were as likely to obtain
tit as would be the Opposition if they were placed
tin power; and thus in this House there is a great
 majority of members elected cither directly as sup-
j porters of reciprocity or as supporters of the Govern-
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ment and who yet favour reciprocity. 1 do not|
doubt that the Government is in favonr of recipro-
city of a certain kind.  Those hon. gentlemen have
been in favour of a kind of reciprocity for a great
number of years : it is only fair to admit that such
is the case.  The question is: What kind of
reciprocal treaty can the Government obtain 7 If
the Government is only in favour of a certain kindd
of reciprocity, if it will stop short in the negotia-

tions on the ground that beyond that point reci- ;

]prm:it_y will not be acceptable, then the question

wfore the people is this @ Is that kind of reciprocity !

which the Government will not accept of that
character which  they xhould agree to aceept
in the interests of the country rather than fail
to secure any treaty whatever ¥ The Govern-

ment will tind, in my opinion, that if they are!

ever successful in any  negotiations, they will

have to come to the position occupied by the;
They can get atreaty of reciprocity |

Liberal party. 4
—we shall be glad to aid them in getting it—

simply on the terms the Liberal party propose and |
on no other terms; and if they are not willing to ;
accept the terms we have outlined, they may try |

to secure a treaty, but they will fail.  There is no
reason for believing that a treaty can be obtained
on any other grounds than those set forth by the
Liberal party.

Mr. BOWELL. Tell us what they are.

Mr. CHARLTON. It might not be compliment-
ary, and I will not do so. 1 do not believe that
hon. gentlemen opposite are themselves agreed as
to what they are willing to accept.  The Secretary
of State is more wldvanced in opinion than is the
Minister of Customs, and no doubt there are dif-
ferent phases of opinion in the Cabinet, so that
perhaps the Government is fishing just now for
information. I am inclined to think they will
know their opinion better after they receive re-
turns to their circular sent to the manufacturing
establishments all over the country, asking how
far free trade with the United States would affect
their particular lines of goods. .

Mr. BOWELL.

are,

Mr. CHARLTON. T will tell the hon. gentle-
man what we are heforé I get through, but he may
not believe it. I assure the hon. gentleman and
the hon. Minister of Finance that they will find
on this side of the House an honest desire to aid
in securing any kind of a treaty that will improve
our commetceial relations with the United States.
We will be glad to aid the Minister of Finance.
We will sink party and all considerations of party
advantage to aid him in securing that which is
hest for the interests of the country ; hut we will
ask the hon. gentleman to meet us in a like spirit,
to forget party predilections and be governed by
the saume consideration we profess to he governed
by, namely, that of advancing the best interests of
the country. We ask him to secure a reciprocity
treaty, and if he is anable to do so on his own
ground, to make concessions and compromises, to
go beyond that point where he considers he should
stop, for the purpose of securing for this great
country the almost inestimable privilege of free
trade relations with the’nation to the south of us.

This being the case, our disposition heing to help
forward this work, I think, perhaps, we had better

Perhaps you will say what you
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ook over the groundand take stock and see where
we stand, sce what cun be done, deliberate in a
¢ friendly spirit what is hest to e done, as to how far
s we cith go, and as to the point where we must stop,
¢ The hon. Minister of Finance told us in his speech
the other night, a very able speech made aluost
impromptu. an energetic speech in which the hon.
gentleman bronght out his points very well and
i e i good defence of his side of the ease, that
thix Government has at all times bheen in favour of a
. renewal of the Reciprocity Treaty of 1854, There is
fnot a sane man in Canada who woulld not have heen
Lin favour of a renewal of that treaty @ but there is
‘ another purty that is not in favour of its renewal.
i

: While we are in favour of it, the United States
Government have heen opposed to its provisions,
and are now opposed to a renewal of it. So
i we cannot meet on common ground in o regard
ito that treaty.  When this Government  de-
iclared to the country, time and again. that
i they favoured a renewal of the Treaty of 1854,
1

i

{

|
1
|

they were simply deluding the people. for they
knew that the United States would not grant
them a renewal; and so we might just as well
dismiss that part of the case, for there is
no use talking about anything impracticable.
We may be willing to take something we cannot
get, but if we cannot get it it is folly forus to talk
about it.  The Reciprocity Treaty of 1854 was
abrogated by the American Government in 1866
for reasons which they considered quite suflicient.
During the twelve years that treaty was in opera-
tion we sold to the Americans S246,(000(K), in
round numbers, worth of free goods, and they sold
to us S125,000,000, in round numbers, worth of
free goods. In that list was included the raw
cotton and the raw tobacco which we hought of
them, and which we never dreamt of taxing.  The
Americans seeing this, said : ** This treaty is not
working advantageously to us: it is neither a
reasoniable nor a just treaty for us; it gives you
the opportunity to sell to us everything yon have
to sell, but it deprives us of selling to you many
articles which we desire to sell ; we receive from
you twice s many free goods as we sell to Canada.™
The Americans saw this and they consequently
abrogatetl the Treaty of 1854, Now, Sir, have we
reason to suppose that the American Government
will accede to the proposal the Canadian Govern-
ment intends to make, for reciprocity in natural
products only 2 Let us for a moment lnok at the
i facts of the case. We scll to them such natural
products as barley, horses, -cattle, sheep, pota-
tocs, hay, wool, pease, eggs, beans, lumber and
a  hundred other articles, not one of which
they sell to us in return.  This trade is, there-
fore, all in the one direction. They do not
sell to us the kind of articles they buy from
us, and consequently a treaty in matural pro-
ducts only, is not only not advantageous to the
United Ntates but it is, in their estimation,
disadvantageous to them. The Americans ask
that we shall have a truly reciprocal treaty and
that they shall buy from us all the products
of our labour, which are largely natural pro-
ducts, while we shall buy from them the products
of their labour, including manufactured goods.
They ask that we shall exchange the products
of our labour for the products of their labour
on just and equitable terms, and unless we make
such a treaty as that we will never make one at
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all.  When my hon, friend talks about reciprocity
in matural products he is talking nonsense : he s
deceiving the country. and although probably he
is not deceiving himself, yet such talk is calculated
amd designed to deceive the people. We have
bhefore us very satisfuctory evidence as to what
the Govermment of the United States will consent
to in this direction.

My hon, friend. in the course of his speech the
other night. said ¢ > Mr. Blaine said a little and
left a great deal unsaid.”™  Let us examine for a
moment what Mr. Blaine did say on the subject,
and although the letter which Lam about to read
has been quoted before, it will be necessary to read
it again.  Mr. Baker, a member of the Honse of
Representatives from a district close upon the
border, in which Rochester is sitwated, wrote as
followx to Mr. Blaine on the 20th January, 1841,
just three or four days hefore the dissolution of
our House :

* WasHINGTON, 20th Jan., 1801,

* My Deark Mu. Braxg,—It is reported in the news-
wpers of Canada and along the northern border of my

State. where my constituents are deeply interested in the ;

subjeet, that negotintions are going on between this coun-

try and Great Britie with a view to partial reciprocity |

with Canada. incliding natural products only and not
manutactures, and it is stated that Sir Charles Tapper is
o his way here as a commizsioner to negotiate for such
modifieations of our taritf. I should be very glad if you
would enable me to answer my constituents,

** Very truly yours,
(Sizned) “CHAS. S. BAKER.”
Mr. Blaine was kind enough to enable Mr. Baker
to answer his constituents and wrote him upon the
same diy the following answer :—
* WasHINGTON, 1), C.. 20th Jan., 1801,
*Drar Me. Baker,—1 authorize you to contradiet the
rumours you refer to. There are no negotintions what-

ever on foot fora reciprocity treaty with Canada, and you
may be ussured no such scheme for reciprocity with the
Dominion confined to natnrat produets will be entertained
by this Government. We know nothing of Sir Charles
Tupper's coming to Washington.
) *Very truly, &c.,
(Signed) *“JAS. G BLAINE.”
My hon. friend stated that Mr. Blaine said a
little, but he said enough to cover the ground.  He
told Mr. Baker that there were no negotiations
whatever on foot between the two Governments—a
statement which does not square very well with the
assertions made by the Canadian Government that
negotiations had been opened andthat they wanted
to get & new Parliament, as they did not wish to
refer the legislation on these negotiations to what
they called a moribund Parliament. - Mr. Blaine
distincetly states, in opposition to this assertion of
the Canadian Governmment, that no such thing was
the case, and he says further, that the Government
of Washington will not entertain any proposition
for reciprocity in natural products only. If the
Canadian Government do not intend to go further
than reciprocity in natural products, what is the
use of their fooling. the people ; if they are not
going further than such reciprocity they might as
well keep their commissioners at home, for it is
unnecessary to go to Washington on the 12th
October next, and it is unnecessary to make a single
move in the matter other than those they have
already made. Then, Sir, when the news of the
dissolution of this House reached Washington, we
hiave the statement made of the position occupied
by the other political party in the United States,
The letter to Mr. Baker anncunces the position of
Mr. CuarLroN.

i

{

the Republican party and the Government of the
United States.  In the action taken by the Hon.
Mr. Carlisle, leader of the Democratic party in
the Nenate of the United States, we have a
declaration of the policy of that party. For the
purpose of understanding thovoughly the ground
uapon which we stand. 1 shall read to the House a
resolution introduced into the United States Senate
on the 20th day of December by Mr. Carlisle, and
which is as follows :—

** Wherens there are existing between the Governent
of the United States and the Government of the Dow-
inion of Canada, certain controversies with reference to
their trade and commerce and eoncerning the interpreta-
tion of treaty stipulations ¢ aud. whereas, it is desirable
that the most triendly relations should obtain between
the people of the two ecountries, and that a more ex-
tended trade and commeree he established and promoted
by such friendly legislation by hoth countries as will re-
move all eauses of irritation and every obstacle to the
healthful growth and development of such trade and eom-
merce hetween them: now, theretore. be it resolved by
the Senate and House of Representatives of the United
States of Ameriea in Congress assembled, that for the
purpose ot carrying out the spirit and intent embaodjed in
the foregoing  preamble the President of the United
States be and is hereby authorized and directed to in-
vite the Government of the Dominion of Canada 1o ap-
point three commissioners to meet a like number of com-
missioners to be appointed by him on behalf of the
United States. L . .

* Such joint commission shall consider all questions-

relating to the commercial relations of the two countries
under existing treaties, concurrent legislation or other-
wise. aud agree upon and reeommend to their respective
Governments such legislation s will settteall differences
and controversies hetween the two eountries. and which
will. in the judement of said joint commission, hest tend
to promote the growth of trade and commerce hetween
the United States and said Dominion of Cannda.’
This resolution, as I have said, was moved by
Senator Carlisle upon the 29th diy - of December,
and on the 4th day of February, when the news
waus received at Washington of the dissolution of
the Canadian House of Commons and of the pre-
tension of the Government of this country that
they had in fact instituted negotiations for a treaty
in natural products on the lines of the Treaty of
1854, Mr. Carlisle thought it proper and necessary
to further define the position of the Democratic
party upon this question.  We sec that Mr. Blaine
had already detined the position of the Govern-
ment on the 20th January, and on the 4th day of
February, Mr. Carlisle, as leader of the Democratic
party, defines the position of his party on the
question by moving this amendment to his resolu-
tion :

‘Such joint commission shall eonsider all gquestions
affecting the commercial relations of the two countries
under existing treaties and statutes, and agree upon and
recominend to their respective Giovernments such recip-
roea] legislation as will settle all differences and contro-
versies between the two countries, and in the fmls.'ment.
of said joint commission best tend to promote the speedy
and permanent establishinent of unrestrieted eommercial
reciprocity between the United Statesand the said Dom-
inion of Canadu,”

We have, therefore, the position of hoth political
parties in the United States clearly defined.
Mr. Blaine, for the Government of the United
States, says he will entertain no proposition for
reciprocity in natural products only, and the posi-
tion of the Democratic party, which controls the
incoming House, is defined in the amendment of
Mr. Carlisle to his resolution which proposes to
empower the President of the United States to
appoint commissioners to treat with Canada for un-
restricted commercial reciprocity only. In view of
all these facts, Sir, it is sheer nonsense to talk about.
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the negotiation of a treaty which shall be in con- | verdict upon them. Then. we had nany personal
formity with the policy of the Government as it{charges. We had personal charges against my hon.
existed in 1878, which shall leave the National | friend the member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Policy untouched, which shallnot permit the United | Cautwright).  He is said to have gone to Washing-
States to import manufactured goods iuto this! ton. Well. my hon. friend the Minister of Finance
country free of duty in return for the privilege we | once went to "Washington.  The hon, Minister of
ask of importing the natural products of Canada Justice went to Washington, My hon. friend the
into the United Ntates free of duty. ex-Minister of Finance went to Washicgton,  In
Now, Sir, the hon. Minister of Finance tells us | the one case it is treasom s what is it in the other
that last November a door was opened for ne-lease? I was charged with going to Washington,
gotiations.  Well, T doubt whether it was the jand T stand up to-day toadmit that the charge was
kind of door St. Paul refers to when he speaks | true. I went to Washington very much in the sune
of a great and effectual door being opened.  I'j capacity that my hon frieni e Ministerof Finance
do not think it is a very effectual door. 1 would ] went there. 1 went on official husiness, asChairman
like to see what kind of deor it is that has|of the Mining Commission of Ontario, to visit the
opened for the negotiation of a treaty with the ! Geological Survey Departineat and the Smithsonian
United States on the line of the Reciprocity Treaty | Institute. We went further: we actually pene-
of 1854, The bon, gentleman did not tell us what | trated to the South, visiting Birminghan, Ala-
that door was, and 1 think we shall have to ook | ama. to examine a process in operation there
for it with a microscope.  Ido not believe there is | for the reduction of phosphoricand sulphurcous ivon
any prospect or possibility of such a treaty. I dojintosteel s and wealso visited Clevelaul, Pittsburg
not think the Government have any assurance upon | and other places. We were very disloval. if travel-
which they can base a_hope of negotiating such a | ling abomt that country is a Jdisloyal act. On
treaty with the United States. another oceasion since then, when I went to New
The other night when the hon. Minister of Fin-j York on business, having o few days™ leisure [
ance was speaking of the Order in Council of the | visitedl Washington to renew old acquaintancee,
13th of December last which had been sent to Lond | to see the capital of a great country. to wit-
Knutsford, T asked him whether at the time Mr. | ness mighty interests contending for the mastery,
Blaine wrote the letter of the 20th of Janmuary, and to feel the pulse heat of a great nation of
that proposal had been receivedd at Washington. | 65,000,000 there ix something inspiving init. Now,
I would like to ask that question now : Whether the | [ did not imagine that it was treason to go there.
proposals sent by this Government to the Colonial | T do not think wuch of that feeling that considers
Necretary to be forwarded to Washington had at | it a crime for Cinadians to make the acquaintance
that time been received there? We will assume | of American statesmen or to talk over with them
that they were not received at the time the Gov- | the mutual relations of the two countries. I was
ernment dissolved this House, and that the Gov- { treated in Washington as  member of any foreign
ernment were guilty of an act of gross deception on  legislature, Canadian or otherwise, would have
the people of this country. heen treated—with the greatest courtesy. T would
Mr. FOSTER. Do you take the responsibility | ke to seomore members of this House visit Wiash-
of that assumption ¢ ington. I would like to see American congressimen
come here : I would ke to see the people of the
Mr. CHARLTON. T take the responsibility of | two countries make the acquaintanceof each other.
saying T imagine that is the case, and I think I|1I do not think any evil results would happen from
have reason for supposing it to be the case, from | the better acquaintance of the members of this
the silence of the Government when I asked them ! House with the members of the United States Con-
to assure me that that proposition was in the hands | gress, ,
of the authorities at Washington at the time of | My hon. friend the Minister of Marine and Fish-
the dissolution of this House. = Well, the upshot of | eries asserted at St. John that I had maodelled
it all is that the Government decided to dissolve | and passed the McKinley Bill. Well, it is rather a
ariiament for purely party reasons of the most | large amount of power to ascribe to one man ; but
seltish character, and, having carried out their pur- | I can assure the hon. gentleman that 1 have not
puse, they next proceeded to exercise much ingen- | the influence in the United States that would
uity in finding plausible reasons for the course|enable me to control their legislation. 1 pre-
taken. It need hardly be saild that they have | sume he made that statement as an election
not succeeded in finding good reasons up to thestory ; but if. he meant anything serious hy it,
present day. - We had this contest sprung upon i this is the occasion. on which to repudiate it.
us ; and what kind of a contest was it? One| On Friday afternoon we had the pleasure of
of the Government’s first acts was to call into|hearing the old chieftain, the leader who went
requisition sneak thieves to steal correspondence, | to the country with the old flag, the old policy
which they paraded before the country in their |and the old voters’ list ; and he was called to
organs for party purposes. I think that was a kind [account by my hon. friend at my right for cer-
of conduet beneath honourable men.  Then we had | tain injudicious language which he had used at
charges of treason and disloyalty ;: we had a whole- | Halifax, and which had had a very irrvitating
sale resort to calnmny and detraction ; we had a river | effect in the United States: and to my great
of gall and malignity—all these things characterize | regret, and I believe to the regret of everyone in
this contest, which had been sprung on the country | this House who desires to see the establishment
by this Government in order to stifle a fair expres- | of friendly relations between these two countries,
sion of popular opinion on guestions of paramount | he refused to retract that language, and I fear he
importance—in order to snatch a verdict before the { actually put his foot in it deeper.  Now, in view
people, after an investigation of these matters, | of the fact that public men of Canada have heen
would have been prepared to give an intelligent | branded as disloyal and traitors because they have
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visited the capital of the United States, such lan- | tion.  All republics. he said, in the past had been
guage as that held by the First Minister of the | subjected to revolutions from time to time, and a
Crown, mu=t have a very unfavourable influence | like fate awaited the United States ; and he feli-
upon the minds of the American people. Thej citated himself on the fict that we, in Canada,
Americans will ask ¢ ¢ Well, what kind of a jaun- | would dwell in peace in the midst of all these
diced. malignant, dyspeptic. jealous creature is the i revolutions and dissensions which would shatter,

Canadian Tory, who would not permit a Canadian !

citizen to visit the United States without charging

him with treason ™ Such language as that used
by the hon. First Minister in his Halifax speech,

in which he characterized the American people as |

ieree democracy, wasnot Hattering tothat people:
and worse than that, it was not just.
tierce demaocracy.  That fact was well shown on
the occasion of the rebellion in that conntry.
very bhitter feeling existed in the United States
towards England onaccount of the Alabama depre-

dations, and the United States hiul, at the close of
the rebellion. a million solilliers under armms and the !

most powerful navy in the world.
Mr. BOWELL. Hear, hear.

Mr. CHARLTON. Yes, because just at that
period the change was made from wooden vessels

to ironclads, and the United States had then a

very powerful navy ; and hoth France and England
were behind her in efficiency of their navies. At
that juncture the United States had a million
trained soldiers under arms and the most power-
ful navy in the world.  The proposition was made
that the Federal troopsshould attack Canada and
thus punish England by scizing her greatest colon-
ial possessions, bt the proposition was not enter-
tained by the better portion of the people, and ut-
terly failed. Among other charges he made against
the people of the United States, the right hon. gen-
tleman, while he charged them with being a fieree
democracy, made representations reflecting on the
foreign portion of that population. Why, Nir, we
have been spending in our Immigration Department
large sums annually to secure the introduction of
the very class of people whom the right hon. the
First Minister talks of as being a menace to the
institutions of the United States. The hon.
member for West York (Mr. Wallace) shakes his

head, but what is the character of the American

nation ¥ Nince 1820, the United States have
received over 14,500,000 immigrants, the great ma-
jority of whom are Scotch, German, Scandinavian,
Enuglish and Irish.
that Hungarians and Italians have been added tothe
population in any considerable number,  In addi-
tion to all these, there are in the United States,
forming a part of the choicest portion of their
population, 1,000,000 Canadiuns, the very best
of our people, the enterprising, the young, and the
vigorous.
tion of the United States, eight cut of ten belong
to the desirable class: and when the right hon.
the First Minister spoke of that population as he
did, he insulted the English, the Irish, the Scotch,
the German and the Canadian foreign residents of
the United States.  There are not in the United
States, at the present moment, probably over
7,000,000 of these foreign-born immigrants out
of the 65,000,000 inhabitants, or but a small pro-
portion relatively of the entire population.

The First Minister then went on to fill the »o/e of
a political Jeremial, and predicted that the United
States would in the near }uture suffer from revolu-

Mr. CHARLTON.

The Ameri- 1
cans are a peaceable people : they are not a very .

A

1t is only during recent years :

Of the foreign element of the popula-]

or at least imperil, the institutions of the United
: Ntates.  Now, the United States have passed
Pthrongh some trying  difticulties.  They passed
i throngh o fierce strugule when the two irre-
concilable  principles  of  slavery and  freedom
twere brought face to face, and one or the
other had to he overcome: but 1 do not see
any reason why further revolutions or troubles
i should occur in the near future.  The federal sys-
tem is the most elastic system in existence, a system
never tried by any nation before. aund the best
authorities believe that the practical rvesults of
its operation will be to give stability to the
institutions of the great country governed by
it. 1 do not know if we can felicitate ourselves
here on being entirvely removed from all danger of
internal trouble.  We have not had, it is true, a
revolution yet, but we have the discordant elements
likely to create trouble in the future. We have
the North-Waest troubles, which are not yet ended ;
we have the infamous policy of a bad Government;
we have the Gerrymander Act, the Franchise Act;
we have the revising barristers practically con-
trolling the elections of the country, and a Gov-
ernment with power to exercise, in connection
with the elections, any kind of rascality they
please.  We have our Nenate not representing the
country at all ; we have fraudulent returning offi-
cers: we have corruption.  In fact, we have, in
the political elements of Canada, the materials for
an explosion ; and I do not think it is wise to
felicitate ourselves on our total exemption from all
danger in the future and to indulge in offensive
predictions with regard to our neighbours.

The hon. the Finance Minister took exception to
the expression ** vile monopolies,”™ used by my hon.
friend for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) ;
but, when my hon. friend spoke of vile monopolies,
he did not refer to the individuals helonging to mon-
L opolies, but to the system—-that system which has
: been built and fostered by the taritt of this country.
i The system is a vile one, and it is a fortunate
i thing that the life of that system is drawing to a
iclose, and that the National Policy cannot he
maintained very much longer in Canada. With
regard to the attitude of our manufacturers, it
need not be denied that they control this Govern-
ment, and that the Government is, at this moment,
endeavouring to ascertain whether the manufac-
turers will permit it to proceed further in negoti-
ating for reciprocity than reciprocity in natural
rrmlucts. This need not be denied.  The manu-

acturing association of this country practically
controls this Government. It exercises a danger-
ous power, it entrenches itself behind its privileges,
i and now probably will dictate to the Government
ithat the masses of this country are not to be
i permitted to enjBy the advantages which will
iresult from free trade with the United States,
i because, forsooth, such advantages may diminish
! the profits of that small clique which fattens on
i the millions of this country. So, I repeat, the
fanufacturers control this Government, and my
i hon. friend, in speaking of their monopoly as a
i vile monopoly was quite within the mark. Ihave
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nothing against the manufacturer further than -
this, that 1 do not wish him to have exclusive:

privileges.
prosper, but I do not want him to enjoy greater
privileges than the farmer, the lumberman, the
fisherman and the miner.
industry, relying on his own economy, industry
and foresight, and work out his way to prosperity

I desire that he shonld succeed and -

cidental duties of SO4.89, or a total of $143.33,
making an average of 1424 per copita per annum,
Is it any wonder that we have bard ties?  Is it

cany  wonder that we have depression in this

Seountry ?
Let each prosecute his .

Is it any wonder that trusts and com-
hines exercise great power upon this Government ¢

¢ 1 suppose they were brought up to the point when

without the aid of Government and without special

privileges. I believe the people of this country will

denounce this system, which makes all these great

interests tributary to the manufacturing interest,
when it is brought properly before them again.

they were ready to contribute in the first place by
my right hon, friend, who is said to have met
deputation of these gentlemen in the ¢
Parlour,”

ol
(L&
and he said he required some funds, bhut

- the amount asked for was rather large.
1

With regard to the manufucturer there is one fea- .

ture of the burdens imposed upon the people of this

- country in consequence of the policy conceived in':
the interest of that class, to which I wish to call .

the attention of the House.  In the investigation
made by the Hon. Robert J. Walker, the Hon.
Wm. Burchard and the Hon. W, Springer,
three high authorities in the United States,
they gave, us the outcome of their inquiries,
this result: that the incidental taxation in the
United States—that is the increased cost of domes-
tic goods in consequence of the increased duty as
compared with the cost of these goods laid down
if no duty existeld—is fourteen as compared with
five. That is for every five dollars of duty levied
under the protective system, there are fourteen
dollars of indirect taxation, in the shape of enhanced
cost of the domestic product which the consumer
has to pay : so that for every five dollars duty the
Government collected, the consumer had to pay an
extra fourteen dollars to the manufacturer.  That
has been shown by a very interesting table made up
by Mr. Springer. He tovk twelve classes of goods,
and showed that the importations in one year
amounted to the sum of S433.173.000, the duty
on which amounted to $194,464,000.  The domes-
tic manufacture of these gooids in the United States
amounted to $2,440,502,000 ; the hands employed
numbered 1,327,000 ; the wages paid 463,606,000 ;
amd the increased cost of these goods, in conse-
quence of protection, was S356.938,000 ; so that
this incidental tax or the increased cost over
the entire amount of wages paid in the pro-
duction of these goods was S93.322.000.  Now,
if we take the production of domestic goods
in Canada and attempt to arrive at a conclusion as
to what the incidental tax is, we will tind that the
burdens placed upon the people of Canada by the
customs duty is small as compared with that placed
upon them by the enhanced cost or the incidental
taxation. From the ycar 1881 to the year IRS9-490
the customs taxation amounted to $213.510,000.
If the American tables are to be reliecd upon we
will find that an enormmous amount has been con-
tributed by the Canadian consumer in the shape of
incidental taxes paid the manufacturer. We will
suppose the amount, as compared with the customs
duties paid, to be two to one instead of fourteen to
five, and the result will be that we have had to
pay during those years from 1881 to 1880,
S213,510,000 in customs  duties, and our inci-
dental taxation has amounted to S427,000,000,
We paid over 213,000,000 in duties, and over
S427.000,000 in enhanced cost morve than the goods
could have been laid down for in Canada 1if the
duties were abolished. That is to say, that there
has been an average for a population of 4,500,000

s country,

not propose to negotiate any such treaty.

Sir JOHN AL MACDONALD.

Mr. CHARLTON. T think that was in the year
IS82. The manufacturers told him that his de-
mands were unreasonable, and that they could not
contribute 50 large a sum.  The reply of Sir John
waus that the Government had fixed the duties to
suit them and now they must respond. Why. gen-
tlemen, said he, you remind me of @ drove of hogs
under the trees picking up apples : each hog desir-
ing to have more than the other hog, and none of
them having sense enough to look up and see the
benceticent hand above that shakes the apples down
to them : you contribute and I will shake the
apples, but if you don’t put up 1 will qquit shaking
down : and ever since these gentlemen have heen
agreed with the First Minister, and have put up
upon demand, and the apples have heen shaken
down in great abundance.

In the course of the speech of my hon. friend
the Minister of Finance, I find that he has taken
up certain stock ohjections to the policy of the
Liberal party of Canada, and the first objection
which he advances is to aceuse my hon, friend on
my right (Sir Richard Cartwright) of advocating
a policy which would leave us under the control
of the American Government in the arrangement
of taritf, and double our rate of duties. The
American customs duties are less per capita than
our own, but the hon. gentleman’s statement shows
an entire misconception of our policy. It is not pro-
posed that our taritt against foreign countrics shall

When?

“be regulated by the American Government.  That is

unt the policy of the Liberal party. The policy of the
Liberal party is the free admission of the products
of the United Ntates into Canada, and the free
admission of the products of Canada into the
United States, but we propose. while admitting all
American products free, to itpose such a taritf
as we chovse “on the products of any other
We propose to he our own. master
in that grespect, and to retain our power to

impose such duty as we may see fit on every

importation from any other country. The argu-
ment of my hon. friemd the Finance Minister is
founded on a false assumption.  Cuanada will not
negotiate any treaty which puts owr tariff under
the control of any other power.  That is his state-
ment and in that he is perfectly correct. We do
Even if
we were to adopt commercial union, we would not
negotiate any such treaty, hecause we would not
enter into commercial union without having all the
features of the scheme definitely settled. In that
scheme we would decide what the common tariff
should he, and, unless we could agree as to the
features of that common  tariff, and the mode
of making changes, we would not enter into that

oy g . . . . 1 . v .
of 847,44 per capite for customs duties, and for in- | arrangement and would not give to the United
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States the power to make a tarift for us
duty upon every article would have to he con-

sented toby the commissioners appointed by Canada

bhefore it became Iaw, amd, it it were not con-
sented to, the negotintion wonld fall to the ground.
So, even under a possible treaty of commercial
union. it cinnot be assumed that Canada would
allow any other country to make her tarith

Then the hon, gentleman says it has never been !
shown where the revenne would come from if we'!

lopted norestricted reciprovity, One thing is cer-

tain. that a salutary degree of economy would be
imperatively necessary, and it is certain that that
would be a henetit to this country whenever it wis

adopted.  Itmight be as well to devote a few mo-

ments to the consideration of the statement that!

the revenue cannot be provided if we were to adopt
unrestricted reciprocity with the United States.
Our expenditure i upen a ridienlously extravagant
scale for a country ot our  population. The

United States in 1S3, when it had a population of

17000000, had an expenditure of S24.000.0.  In
IN50, when it had a0 population of 23000000, its
expenditure was SHLOO, - Our expenditure,

with abont 5,000,000 inhabitants in 1IN0, Jess than
If .
we adopt unrestricted  reciprocity, the tirst thing .
we have to face is the loss of revenue on goods
Taking the .
returns of last vear. the duties on American imports
Can that deticiency he :

igquarter of theirs in 1SH0, was S36, 000, (00,

imported from the United States.

amounted to SS,220 000,
mide up by provisions mavle in other directions,
by the exercise of proper ceconomy and by a dimi-
nution of ourexpenditure * To meet that loss of
revenue. we have last year i surplus of S3.885.0060),

In other words, we extracted from the pockets of |

the tax-payers-of Canada that amount more than

we required to pay our expenses. so we have that

amount to apply to the loss of 3R.220,000.  Then,
if we scan the controlluble expenditure we find
that, under the Administration of my hon. friend
the member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), the con-
trollable expenditure was actually reduced by over
1,700,000 during his Administration.  That can be
done again, and.more than that can be done if we
have as honest and economical a man as the hon,
member for East York controlling our affairs.  In
1874, the cost of Civil Government was S883,000 ;
in I87S0it was S60,000 less, or S823,000 ; last year,
it wis S1L308.000, If we adopted the plan of making
our civil service employeés do a day’s work for a
day’s pay in the sune way as the farmer and the
artizan and the merchant have to do, that expense
could be reduced by 8300000, Then there i1s an
expenditure for the supervision of fisheries. In
INTO. It was STOSO00 2 in 1878, 882,000 @ and in 1890,
SN, For the militia, there was an expenditure
in 1873-74 of SLI22,000 ;i ISTS, S618,000 ; and in
1890-91, $1.287.000.  Now, when we have recipro-
city with the United States we shall have friendly
relations ; we shall have no need of a standing 2riy

to keep them inorder 1 we can cut down our militia |

expenses largely, to the extent of at least 500,000,
In respect to public works a very large reduction
was made during the Mackenzie Administration—

from 1,800,000 to SHOS.000 ; we can reduce that !

amount, which last year was $1,972,000, by the

sum of S750.000. We can readjust the sugar duties,

without having sugar cost the consumer any more,

by adjusting the duties so that the money would

go into the pockets of the Government instead of the
Mr. CHARLTOXN.
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maws of the refiners, and we cansave a million and
aquarter mo re on that article: we can save 150,000
in the cost of the excise.  The Intercolonial Rail-
Cway was run last year at a loss of S653,000, and the
; Prince Edward Islind Railway was run at 2 loss of
 2105,000-—we can make those roads pay their run-
ning expenses surely.  Of the $2,358,000 capital
expendditure on the Intercolonial Railway last year.
we can fairly assume over half a million of that is
chargeable to working expenses: we should save
: that amoant, and we ean. itis believed, save, by the
ceonomicial management of these roads, S250.00
more.  These items sum up S8343.000, to meet the
lossof revenue from the tukingott of American duties
: ta the amount of SN222.000, - Now, there might he
—there probably would be—temporary derange-
ments in case of a great fiscad change, such as
unrestricted reciprocity would involve. We might
have a temporary deficiency of revenue @ we might
he under the necessity of mecting a deticit for one
ortwo vears.  Wehaveknown what that washefore.
: Since 1884 we have had deticits to the amount of
PENSH0,0000 We must remiember that this policy is
: to confer great benetits upon the people of this
country, is to give them free access to the
American markets for all their natural products, is
to permit them to import free from the United
Ntates, goods which now pay S8,200,000 of a duty.
I say that this great advantage would be secured
cheaply, if it was secured at the cost, for a year or
two, of slight deficits.  But, Sir, a great and rapid
increase of prosperity would give greatly increased
tax-paying resources to the people of this country,
and any :leficiencies that might ocenr would be
only temporary, and the policy that increased the
wealth, increased the population. increased the
i resources of Canada vastly more rapidly than they
have been increased heretofore, would be a policy
- that would adjust the revenue dithiculty very speed-
pily indeed.

! Then, Sir, the Minister of Finance tells us that
{unrestricted reciprovity, plus continental free trade,
- leads to annexation.  Well, Nir, why does it do'so?
i I see the hon. gentleman has enlarged upon that
fpoint a little. Has not the hon. gentleman con-
-ceded more in making that assertion than he
Pwould wish to acknowledge ¥ Could a policy lead
. to annexation with the United States that did
not make the people of this country desire
still more intimate relations with them? If a
policy did not result in great benetits to Canada,
pif it did mot  increase our population, onr
twealth and our resources, how would it lead to
jannexation with the United States 2 When my
i hon. friend. the Minister of Finance, asserts that
i unrestricted reciprocity will lead to annexation, he
i concedes the principle that unrestricted reciprocity
Fwill confer great benetits upon Canada, so great as
to enamour Canadians of American institutions,
so that they would desire to enjoy more of them.
Now, I do not know but what my hon. friend may
have been looking over the annexation question. He
fmay, perhaps, have had his mind impressed with
some of the arguments used by annexationists ; he
Imay have looked into the future and imagined that
the benefits that Canada would derive from the
breaking down of the barriers between the two
countries, from the cessation of all danger of col-
Iision, or tariff war, from the necessity of maintain-
ing armies and armaments no longerexisting because
the continent was under one flag—he might have
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Jooked forward and imagined that these were rea-

sons that woulid inducee this country to desire annex- |
But I cannot see why reciprocity with the :
United States should have the influence upon the

ation.

sentiments of this country that the hon. gentleman

imagines. Tdonot see anything in the experience of °
this country from 1854 to 1866 to warrant such

conclusion. We had an annexation party in Canada
in 1849, and. as my hon. friend at my right (Sir
Richard Cartwright) said, the leader of this Govern-
ment has shown his approval of that sentiment by
taking care never to have a Cabinet without having
one or more signers of that manifesto in his Cabinet.
We had, 1 say.an annexation party in 1849, but did
reciprocity, which began in 1854, encourage that
sentiment and make annexationists wore numerous ?
On the contrary, we lost sight of annexation senti-
ments entirely.  When we got the Reciprocity
Treaty of 1854, the annexation party ceased to
exist and never gave evidence of life during the
continuance of that treaty : and so I believe it
would be now. I believe that the reason why the
preople of Canada desire annexation is simply be-
cause they desire to have the advantage of free
access to the American markets.  Can we suppose
that the average Canadian is enamoured of Ameri-
can institutions, that he considers their laws better
than ours, their school system better than ours,
their form of government better than ours? No,
Nir : none of these things. These points do not
enter into the thoughts of the annexationist.  He
is merely an annexationist becanse he wishes free
aceess to the American market, wishes to see the
barriers broken down that separate the two coun-
tries.  Give bim that free access, and what induce-
ment is there for him to continue to be an annex-
ationist ?  He has got all he wants. There are no

reasons for supposing that the adoption of this,

policy would lead to annexation, and there is no
warrant for saying that intimate commereial rela-
tions and distinet political autonomy are incom-
patible with each other. Why, Sir, the various
members of the American Confederacy lived to-
gether on terms of commercial union fromthe organ-
ization of that Government dJdown to 186G0. DBut
did commercial union, or unrestricted reciprocity,
with intimate commercial relations, bind the two
sections of the Awmerican people together? On the
contrary, they were just as distinct in their senti-
ments, just as distinct in their views and aspir-
ations whenthe rebellionbrokeout in 1861, as they
were when the United States Constitution was
framed in 1789, It had no influence, no eftect in
bringing these two sections of the United
States together and making them one political
autonomy although the commercial union of the

two sections was perfect and complete for well-nigh

seventy-five years.  And so perhaps it would be
with us. 'We may have intimate commercial
relations with the United States, but they need
not tend to break down our political autonomy,
or our desire to maintain the political autonomy of
the provinces of this Dominion. At all events,

Sir, we do not need to drag in the question of |

annexation ; what we want is greater commercial
freedom---unimpeded access to the markets of our
own continent—peace, good-will and friendly
relations with our brethren to the south of us, and
a marked and desirable improvement in our own
condition. The political union question is pro-
bably not a practical question -of our generation.
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: We do not need to trouble one minds about it, auld
we may safely leave it to take care of dwself and
give our attention to the gquestion of great, imme-
diate and practical importance--the question of
- free aceess to our national markets,

Then, Nire another objection that is raised is
that nnrestricted reciprovity will ruin our manu-
facturers. Well, | suppose that when the hon,
gentleman gets all the eirculars that have been ad-
dressad to the manufacturers, he will know better
what they think about that. I have conversed
with mauy manufacturers and 1 do not believe it
will have any such result: hut even if it did, are
the great masses of the people of this country to
submit to exactions, to submit to undue taxu-
tion, to submit to the loss of their natural market.
because the giving to the great producing classes
of this country greater prosperity may prove a
little Jdetrimental to the snall manufacturing
classes  We might say the manufacturers are
ruining us, but whether our policy would he calea-
lated to promote their interests or not-—and ' 1
believe it will promote their interests in the main
—but whether it did o or not, still 1 wuan in favour
of a policy that will benetit ninety-nine hundredths
of the population of this country.

My hon, friend the First Minister, in the course
of his speech. made reference to a recent letter from
the Hon. Edward Blake, and he quoted certain
sentiments advanced by that hon. gentleman, whao
recently held a seat in this House, with very great
approval. 1 wish to read to the First Miuister
something Mr. Blake saill which is applicable to
himself and to his party.  He says in that letter:

s

i “The Canalian Conservative policy has
i complish the predictions of its promoters.”
L

it before.

Mr. CHARLTON. ‘The House has not : and, if
it has, the House shall hear it again.  Their ad-
miration for Mr. Blake, I am sure, will lead hon.
gentlemen opposite to desire that his words with
respect to themselves shall be given again. 1 am
really afraid the hon. First Minister has not read
that portion of Mr. Blake's letter to which 1 am
about to call attention.  Mr. Blike says:

* Its real tendency has been az foretold twelve years
i ago, towinrds disintegration aud annexation, instead of
consolidation and the maintenance of that British con-
nection of which they elatin to be the special guardians,
Tt has left us with a small population, a scanty immigra-
tinn and a North-Wese empty still : with enormous addi-
tions to our pithlie debt and yearly charge, an extravagant
system of expenditure, and an unjust and expensive
stariffs with restricted markets fur our needs, whether to
i huy or to sell, and all the host of evils (greatly intensified
| by our special conditions) thence arising: swith trade
Sdiverted trom its natural ivto foreed and therefore less

failed to ac-

We have heard

s profitable channels, and with untriendly relations and
frowning tarifl walls, even more and more estranging us
from the mighty English-speaking nation to the South,
our neighbours and relations, with whom we ought to
the, as it was meised we should he, living in generous
famity and liberal interconrse. Worse, far worse. It
has lett us with lowered standards of public virtue and
death-like apathy in public opinion; with raeial, religious
and provineial animosities ratherinflamed than soothed :
with a subservient Parlinment. an autocratic executive,
debauched constituencies and corrupted and corrupting
classes: with lessencd self-relinnee and inereased de-
pendence on the public chest and on Legislative aids,and
possesses withal by a boasttul jingo spirit far enough
removed from true manliness, loudly proclaiming unreal
condlitions and exaggerated sentiments, while actual
facts and genuine opinions are suppressed. 1t has left us
with our hands tied, ourfuture compromised.and in sueh
a plight that, whether we stand or move, we must run
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some risks which else we might have either declined or
encountered with greater promise of success.”

That is what the hon. gentleman for whom the
First Minister has so much admiration says of
himself and his Government. Let us hear what
Mr. Blake says with respect to the policy whick
the Liberal party has been advoca.t;ini during two'
or three years past, the policy on which the Lib-
eral party went to the country and the policy
which they are advocating at this moment :

‘‘ While that free market which the United Kingdom,
on a just oonoegtlon of its own interest, opens perman-
ently with all the world is to us of very great value, and
whife every prudent_effort should be made to enlarge
our exports there and elsewhere beyond the seas, yet the
results of all such cfforts must be |
flow from’ a free market throughout our own continent.

- “'The United States tariff will, (and indeed unless high
gugar duties be reimposed, must) for a long time remain,
like our own, decidedly ?rot.ectwe; still there is a fair
expectation, based on the last election there, .that
sounder economic views than those of the sitting Con-
gress will very soon_prevail, and that their tariff will be
readjusted on a basis much more moderate and fayour-
able to the consamer than that which greoeded the
. McKinley Bill; and eventually approach what is known
as. & revenue tariff, incidentally, though still substan-
tially, proteotive.

‘‘ Having regard to this expeotation, unrestricted free
trade with the United States, secured for a long term of

ears, would (even though accompanied by higher

uties against the rest of the world than I for one admire;
five us 1n pragtice the great blessing of a measure o
ree trade, much 1 r than we now enjoy or can other-
wise attain ; it would greatly advance our most material
interests, and help our natural, our largest, most substan-
tial and most promising industries; it would create an
inflax of population and capital, and promote a rapid
development of forces and mateérials now almost unused ;
in t{:r&e words, it would give us men, money and
markets. .

* Thus it would emphatically be for the general and
lasting . And this, altho it would prodace. as all
great changes do, temporary derangement of business
and local losses, would strike hard some spindling and
exotic industries, wholly tariff born, tanff bred and
tariff fed, and would put upon their mettle a ggod many
manufacturers unacoustomed to the’keen breath of com-
petition, and others who would be obliged to adopt the
specialization, and the improved methods of produgction
and distribution, which, to the signal admntsfa of the

nem}i ogbmmmx pub’llc. & large market allows and
emands. .

These, Mr. Speaker, are the sentiments of the
Hon. Edward Blake—first, with respect to the
Government of the da.[vl; second, with respect to
the results likely to follow the adoption of unres-
tricted reciprocity with the United States, and
from neither of these points dwelt upon by thelate
leader of the Opposition can members on the
Government bencﬁes, in my opinion, draw any sat-
isfaction. :

Mr. FOSTER. . Why did he not support your
policy ? .

Mr. CHARLTON. You hear his words, and
you can account for the matter yourself. The hon.
gentleman has asked a question, and the hon.

entleman can answer it himself. It is not my
%usiness to say why Mr. Blake did not support
the policy of our party ; he certainly did not sup-
port the policy of the Government.

I notice in the North American Review for this
month an article written by the High Commissioner
for Canada, entitled “The Wiman Conspiracy.” 1
am at a loss to understand how a movement entered
upon and advocated publicly, both in the press
and on the platform, how a solicy that became the
policy of a great party and' commanded that de-
.gree of support in Canada which this policy did
command, can be characterized as a conspiracy.

Mr. CHARLTON.

far below those to over-:

.insufficient time for the consideration of a

The High Commissioner evidently seeks to placate
American opinion. = He says, in effect, to the
Awmericans: Have nothing to do with the naughty
Grits ; they have condemned the Government for
their liberal conduct towards you on the fisher
question ; they have takenthe Government to task.
on every occasion when they have made concessions.
to the United States ; they are not your friends, we.
are your friends, give your confidence to the Con-
servatives and have nothing to do with the:
Grits. The article of the High Commissioner is.
calculated to produce very little result. I repeat
that the charge that unrestricted reciprocity is a
conspiracy movement is éssentially false.- It has.
not a single character of a conspiracy. It was
discussed year after year, it was deliberately
adopted by the-Liberal party as the platform upon
which the party shoulgaa.ppeal to the people of’
Canada.” It is the policy on which the Liberal
part]{ stands to-day ; it is the policy upon which.
the Liberal party will yet achieve victory. It is.
not a conspiracy, but it is & general movement in
the interests of the great mass of the ple, with

a view to secure better relations mween all
English-speaking peoples on this continent. The:
characterization of this movement as a conspiracy
is sheer nonsense, )

Then, we have in the same review an article.
from a late Governor General of the Dominion—
the Marquis of Lorne ; and the Marquis tells.
us. that the result of ' the election proves that
Canada desires to ﬁlursue her own path. Although
& very humble individual, I take leave to differ-
with His Lordship the Marquis. I think the re- -
sult of the last election in Canada proves the power-
of slander, the power of misrepresentation, the

wer of gerrymander, the power of the revising-

ister, the power of the Printing Bureau in the
hands of the Government, with the power to stuff”
the voters’ lists, the power of the decision to give-
reat
Fublic question. This is what the result of the-
ast election contest proves ; all these things were. .
factors to produce the result in that election.

Mr. IVES. The power of greenbacks.

Mr. CHARLTON. If any man insinuates that
we have had any aid from Texas cattle ranches, or-
from Montana cattle ranches, or from American
railways, or from any other influences in the’
United States, he asserts that which is false ; but.
we were confronted by a Government which con-
trols a great railway which ran special trains to.
carry its votérs to the polls, and which threw the

| whole weight of its influence in favour of the Gov-

ernment. We were confronted with a Govern-.
ment which commands vast corruption funds
through agencies it would not be fit for me to.
speak of upon the floor of this House. We stood
face to face with a political party which controlled
these elections by influences, the reverse of what
are fair, and honourable, and patriotic ; while the
Liberal party fought the battle upon its own
resources, and with its own meane, and to the best
of its own ability. We may have had the sym-
pathy of some people in the {J’nibed States as men
-advocating a b policy and liberal, but further-
than their sympathy we no aid.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The Canadian people in.
the United States sympathized with us; not the.
cattle ranchers in Texas.
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Mre. CHARLTON. Now let

Yes, that is so.

me come buck for one brief moment to the question
of reciprocity.  The First Ministerand the Minister
of Finance, and, so far as | have heard, every other
Minister of the Government, express themselves:
in o spirit of undisguised and bitter hostility to the

only form of reciprocity  obtainable with the
United States. 1 may do my hon friend the
Finance Minister an injustice, but I take it from
his speech the other night that he still proposes to
stigmatize the awdvocaey of nnrestricted reciprocity
as treason, wnd that he had not the slightest idea

of aceeptiuga treaty upon the basis of unrestricted |
Let me tell him that if he proceeds
upon any other lines than those of unrestricted

1eciprocity.

reciprocity he will, in my opinion, inevitably fail,
aned T <hall regret, in the interest of this country,
if the opinions expressed by the Minister of

Finance represent the opinions upon which the -
I shall regret if the
Government refuse to modifv in any degree the!

Govermnent propose to act.

position which the Finance Minister states they
oceupy.

[ will give the hon. gentleman the credit of -

having miule an effort to provide us with a sub-

stitute for this great hboon which the Liberal party |
of Cianadiy secks to obtain for this country. ITdonot®
kuow to what extent the hon, gentleman may have

supposed that this substitute he sought to obtain
would answer the purpose of an actual substitute
for the American trade, but he did g last fall to
the West Indies, and the result of his mission can
hardly be cdled very brilliime. We tind that the
desire for reciprocity with the United States is so
potent that Guiana and other dependencies of the
Crown will have nothing to do with our proposal for
reciprocity, as they wish to get admitted to the
American market umder the provisions of the

McKinley Bill.- [ suppose this West Indian trade
must be considered important ; far more important

than it would seem to be from any statistics which
I have been able to obtain. 1awm rather surprised in-
deed at the slender amount of our business relations
with these countries. The Ministerof Finance is per-
haps aware--although he might have been before
he went on his misston to the West Indies---that
the average mulatto or black of the West Indies is
a heing whose wants are few and easily suppliedl.

I understand that about five yards of cottonis all |

the clothing herequiresin a year, and thata quarter
acre patch of bananas. which only requires renew-
ing once in five years will support a family, while
during the interval the darky can swing in his
hammock.
barley, they do not want our horses, or cattle, or

sheep, or potatoes, or wool, or hides, or egys, and

they have no money to buy them if they did want
them.

Mr. FOSTER. They eat cotton down there.

Mr. CHARLTON. They donot have a great deal
of it toeatafter havingsupplied themselves with five
yards for clothing, if the returns for their labour
are as small as represented. I thought I would
look up the records to see how much the trade was
with these countries, and what the probability was
as to the capacity for developing that trade, and 1
find that last year we sent to the West Indies, in-
cluding the British, Danish, French and Spanish
Islunds,and Hayti, agricultural exports to the value
of 220882 and to South America $27,452 worth.

4
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These individuals do not want our!

HE

|
!
FOur exports of agricultural products to all other
ceountries, exeept to the United States, Great
Britain and Newfoundland, amounted o S236.9149,
With the exceptions T have referred to the expory,
of our agricultural products to all the rest of the
world amounted to $404, 193, while to the United
States alone we sent S7.510,600 worth of wericul-
tural products, or over tifteen-fold more than wesent
to all the rest of the world excepting Great Britain
and Newfoundland. T tined that in antmalz and their
cproducts, we exported to all the West  Indies
TR N2 worth, to South America 3843 worth, aned
to all other countries except the Uaited States,
Great  Britain and  Newtoundlael,  S260.0920,
" This gives us a total export in aniwals and their
cproducts of SEN5 145 to all the world with the
cexceptions of the countries I have named, while
~weexported to the United States auimals and their
products to the vidue of S5.O966,000, or twenty-
one-fold as mch as we sent to all the world with
the exception of Great Britain and Newfoundland.
Even in manufactured goods we exported to the
- United States 32,667,282, or nearly 47 per cent. of
Sadl the manufactured  goods we  exported  to
call the world, Our export of manufactures to
the United States exceeded  owr export to all
the world except Great Britain by the sum of
CJGSGA00, How are you going  to provide a
fsubstitute for that trude? It camot be done.
Even with the restrictions existing at present, by
which every eftfort is being made by the Govern-
ments of both countries to kill the tride hetween
Canada and the Uniteld States stone dead, the
United States furnishes us with w market which
we cannot dispense with.

There is a great deal of talk about diseriminating
against England, but what troubles me is the danger
fof discriminating against ourselves.  We have
carefully avoided submitting to the imposition of
taxes in this country for the henetit of England.
We pay nothing except the salary of the Governor
Generad, and we would not allow England to im-
pose upon us tribute in any shape, either stamp
duty. customs duty orincome tax.  We would not
piy @ dollar of such tuxation.  We would revoly
before we would submit to give England power to
tax us in any way, and yet we talk about discrimi-
s mating against. Kngland,  We talk about depriving
ourselves of awlvantageous markets, we talk about
adopting a policy which injurés ourselves, injures
our growth amd our prosperity. We talk about
Toing this because it is going to injure somebody
ielse. Weare charged with the duty of taking care
"of Canadian interests: it is our duty to promote
i the prosperity of Canada, and England can take care
of herself. We maust take care of ourselves, and if
we can secure vast advantages by a trade treaty
with the United States, it is our duty and our
privilege to do so.

We have a political Jeremiah in the person of my
hon. friend the First Minister, who gives us lugu-
brious predictions as to revolutions 1 the United
States, and so forth, and we have a political Phari-
see in the person of my hon, friend the Finance Min-
ister. A great many years ago there was aman
who thauked God he was not as other men were :
and the hon. Finance Minister, the other night, in
cfiect, took to himself great credit for not being as
bad as these Grits.  He said he would advise the
gentlemen on this side of the House to cultivate
some faith in Canada, some faith in things Cana.
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dian.  Why, Sir. we have faith in Canada : we - exports to the United States falling below the

have faith in things Canadian.

than they present to-day @ and in the promotion

of this desire we take the liberty to point out

mistakes that have been made.  Is there anything
wrony in that ¥
blunders that have been perpetrated.

anything wrong in that ¥

piling up onr debt and raising the scale of our
expenditure To such a point as to tic our hands and
prevent the country expanding and developing as
it should.

demand should be done hy an honest and faithful
Opposition. We do these things through loyalty
to Canada, through a desire to have things Cana-
dian brought into a morve prosperons condition than
they are toaday @ and when my hon, friend stands
up as the exponent of all that ix true, and just, aml
honest, and advises us to have more regard for

things Canadian. and more faith in Canada, we;
3 - - . 1
cast back the advice in his teeth, and we advise !

him and his colleagues to adopt a policy that will
make things Canadian more prosperous, and con-
ducive to the best interests of this country in
every way.  In pursuance of this desire to promote
the interests of Canada, we think we have discov.
ered, and we point the people of this country to a
new rowd to prosperity.  We may be mistaken :
we o not clidm infallibility 1 hat we do ¢laim that
our motivesare gond.  Now, let us for a moment
examine our gronnd, and if we are mistaken let it
be shown : but if we have reason to helieve that
we are not mistaken, it is our duty to give the
reiLRONs.

I, dealing with reciprocity, we are not dealing
with a question which belongs purely and en-

tirely to the realm of speculation and theory, but !

with a question of which we have  practical
knowledge. This country at one time had recipro-
vity, partial reciprocity. for twelve years, though
not the full mensure of henetit was derived from it
that would be derived from unlimited veciprocity.

We commenced the tirst year with exports from
all the Provinees which constitute this Dominion :
amounting to S10,473.000 : in the last vear they

had increased to $39,950,000, an increase of $24, -
027,000 in twelve years.

- .

that treaty twenty-four years have elapsed, and

last year the exports from the sime provinees of

Cinandie to the United States amounted to 840,522 .
000, an increase over 1866 of only 572,000, While
we hadd an average anmual inerease under recipro-
city of 2,418,000, we had an average annual in-
creise without reciprocity during the twenty-four

years from 1866 to 1890 of only 23,800 : or:

the increase of our exports under - recipro-
city were one hundred-fold  greater than they
have been since reciprocity has been  denied
to this country.  You cannot get over that argu-
qent. I our exports had continued to increase
in the same ratio that they did from 1854

We desive to pro-
mote Cinda’s interest @ we desire to make things
Canadian present a hetter appearance to the workd |

We take the liberty to condemn ;
Is there
We take the liberty to '
denounce the recklessness of this Government, in '

We Lnnent and denounce the bad gov.
crnment of this country: and in doing all these!
things we do what the interests of this conntry !

Nince the abrogation of :

limit of 1866 : we wre likely to have a smaller
export of our productions to that great country of
63,060,000 inhabitants than we had in 1866, when
it hadd only 35,000,000 inhabitants.

Now let meask the question: Would unrestricted
reciprocity be desirable” T might combine that with
the question: Wonld taritf lines hetween all the pro-
vinces of this Dominion be desirable ¥ Wonld it
be desirable to have a tariff line between Ontario
and Quebec, another between Quebee and New
Brunswick, another hetween New Brunswick and
Nova Scotia 7 No man of common sense wonld
ity xo 3oevery man would say no. Welll if the
United States, when they became a nation. had
divided their conntry into groups of states and
had established taviff lines between those groups,
woull the development of that country have heen
as great as it hasbeen”  Suppose the New England
States, the Southern Statesand the Western States
had all been formed into groups of states with
tarift lines separating them. no man would suppose
that that country would have attained the great-
ness it has. Welll 1 would ask what ditterence

would there be in nature, in geography. in
vonnnerce, hetween taritt lines drawn between

i the various provinces of this Dominion and a
i tarift line between these provinees and the United
[ States *  What difference is there hetween a tarift
i line between Ontario and Quebee and one between
Ontario and New York *  This difference : that the
tariff line between Ontario and New York is
P twenty times more disastrons than would such a line
fhe between Ontariound Quebece, because the manket
Pof New York is twenty times more important to us
fthan the market of Quehee,  If we group the
fprovinees of this Dominion, we shall find that the

different gronps show geographical and business
atlinities with groups of states.  The natural ar-
ket of the Maritime Provinees is with New Eng-
Fland andd the soaboard states, and any policy that
deprives these countries of free intercourse with
cach other is diszsirous te both. We find that
t Ontario and Quebee natnrally belong commercially
D to the New England and the Midille States group,
fand auy policy that prevents them freely trading
fwith each other ix disastrous 1o hoth.  So Mani-
tola and the North-West Territories are naturally
a part of the Mississippi Valley. and anything that
“impedes free intereimrse between those sections is
Dilisastious to bath, British Columbia on the west
; aunl the States of the Pacitic slope naturally consti-
i tute ageographical group, and any restriction in

trade between those sections is disastrous to either
tsection. Therefore 1 maintain, and the Liberal
i party maintain. that if free trade hetween forty-
i four commonwealths works well, it will work
i better if extended to fifty-one commonwealths ; it
: will confer equal advantages on the severn provinees
L of Canada than it has conferred upon the forty-
i four States of the American Union. 1 might go
fon to expand this subject still further, but I for-
hear, because T have already consumed a great
deal of time. .

: Now, what is the issue hefore the people of this
fcountry to-day ? It is an issue between protection

to 1866, they would bhe to-day 598,000,000, instead | and dry-rot on a small scale on the one hand, and en-
of $40,000,000 ; and, under the new order of things | largedcontinental free tradebetweenall the English-
which have been brought about by the McKinley : speaking commonwealths in America on the other
Biil on the other side, and the policy of restriction | hand. That is the issue, Sir, and I wish to impress,
. . . + ! a - s .
adopted on this side, we are likely to find our |if I could do so, upon the mind of the hon. Minis-
Mr. CHARLTON,
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ter of Finance the vast importance to Canada of
obtaining free access to these great markets of
65,000,000 people, with G.O00,000 congregated in
cities almost at our door, for the supply of which
we possess wdvantages superior to those of the

North-Western States. Weareat the partingof the |
ways. 1 remember, Sir, reading of a certain custom |
which the Chinese have of trying to prevent tlwi

dragon from swallowing the moon, at the time of an
eclipse. by beating gongs, shouting, and yelling :

and our friends opposite have adopted the Chinesce
Here we

method in this question of reciprocity.
are standing at the roadway that leads to greater

trade and prosperity, and the proposition to follow .
that road is met with afusillade of yells and howls

of disloyalty, veiled treason, annexation ; and ap-
peads to the prejudices and passions of the masses
for the purpose of preventing the dragon
from swallowing the people, for the purpose
of preventing the people of this country from
adopting that policy which is most conducive to
their intervests.  Is it disloyal to seek for growth

Isit disloyal to lahour for the prosperity of Canada ?

Is it disloyal to endeavour to obtain for Canada
expansion 7 Is it disloyal to wish to confer upon
the people of this country greater wealth, greater
development for  their resources, and to make
them  more powerful and wealthy ¥ If these
objects  are disloyal, then the Liberal party s
disloyal to a man.  Is it loyal to sow the dragon
teeth of discord ” Is it loyal to plunder the millions
for the benetit of the few ¥ 1s it loyal to lend the
aid of the law to further the designs and purposes

of monopnlies ? Is it loyal to deny the people of this

country aceess to their best markets because that
may interferewith the prosperity of a comparatively
few individuals ¥ Is it loyal to imperil the
peace of England and America by senseless jingo-
ism, and to blast the future of this young coun.
try 7 If it is. then. on that side of the House,
sits the loyal party, for they are doing all these
things. and they have every prospect of accom-
plishing them. Nir. we on this side are loyal to
Canada.  Why ¥ Because we wish to promote
the best interests of Canada, because we wish
to bring back to Canada scores of thousands of
her sens who have left her: because we wish
to draw to Canada the better class of himmigra-
tion of the Ol World; because we wish to
open the lock to Canada’s treasures in her tields,
her forests, her mines, her seas, because we wish
to dot her prairies with farms and towns and
citiecs. We are loyal to Canada because we wish
to make of her the power she is capable of be-
coming.  We are loyal to Canada hecause we wish
to develop her resources, and we helieve we are
advocating the policy which will lead to that
result.
Canada.  Sir, we are loyal also to England.
wish to promote that policy of amity and good-
will which will bind the commonwealths belony-
ing to the Anglo-Saxon race together.
sweep away all those ditliculties that threaten the
peace of these two great nations ; we wish to
smooth away every cause of friction that threatens
the peace of England and America from any cause
originating in Canada.  And if our policy can be
adopted, if this Dominion and the great Re-
public to the south can be brought into
more friendly relations, if these vexed questions
can be settled and an ‘era of unrestricted
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We assert fearlessly that we are loyal to
We!

We wish to!
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“trele be  inaugurated,  the  party which  will
paccomplish  that result is a party thoroughly
loyal to England and to Englund’s interests,
And we are loyal to the whole English-speak-
ing race, becanse whatever tends to make the
relations between the Dominion and the United
States wore cordial and friendly, is a policy which
will henetit every English commonwealth, either
sin the Kastern or the Western hemispheres. Why,
¢ Mr. Speaker, in the world to-day there are a hun-
fdred and ten million people who speak the English
tongue : and that race has in its possession more
sthan half the wealth of the civilized world. It
has threedifths of the worlid's commerce ; it has
three-fifths of the world’s shipping : it manufac-
_tures three-fifths of the world's iron ; it manufac-
' tures threeifths of the world's steel ; it manuface-
tures i3 per cent. of the world's manufactures :
and any policy which is caleulated to sow dis-
sension among any of the branches of this race isa
i policy every man should  condemn.  Dissension
Pmeans disaster : union and friendship will confer
prace and safety.

Europe bristles with  armaments @ her  soil
echoes with the measured tread of great armies:
and  sooner or later a contest will he  preci-
pitated more bloody than auny of the wars of
the past.  The Anglo-Saxon commonwealths have
interests in common, and any policy  which
binds together the various Anglo-Saxon  coun-
ftries of the world is a policy conceived in the
hest interests of civilization, and a policy that a
great danger may at any moment force upon these

The Liberal party of Canada

fcommonwealths,
has a mission, and that mission is to promote more
cordial, more friendly relations between the two
rgreat branches of the Anglo-Saxon family upon
t this continent ¢ and that party believes and knows
: that unrestricted reciprocity is the talisman which
will bring puiace and amity upon this continent
and prove a powerful factor in producing the sane
results among all the Anglo-Saxon commonwealths
upon the face of the globe.

Paragraphs one to ten agreed to.
Resolution read the second time and agreed to.
Nir JOHN AL MACDONALDY moved :

That the said resolution be referred to a seleet com-
mittee composed ot Sir Heetor Langevin, Mr. Hazen
and Mr. Corbould. and the mover, to prepare and report
the dratt of an Address in answer to the Speech of the
Governor tieneral to both Houses of Parliament.

Motion agreed to.

»

Sir JOHN AL MACDONALD, from the com-
mittee appointed to prepare and report the draft
fof an Address in answer to the Speech of His Ex-
cellency the Gavernor General to both Houses of
! Parliament, reported the draft of an Address, which

fwas read the first and second times, and ordered
{ to be engrossed, and to be presented to His Kxcel-
fency by such members of the House as are of the
Honourable the Privy Council.

SUPPLY.
Mr. FOSTER moved :
That this House will, on Tucsday next, resolve itself

into a committee to consider of u Supply to be granted to
Her Majesty.

Motion agreed to.
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WAYS AND MEANS.
Mre, FOSTER moved :

That thiz Honse will, on Tuesduy next, resolve itself
into i conumittee to consider of the Ways and Means for
raising a Supply to be granted to Her Majesty.

Motion agreed to,
REPORTS,
Public Accounts of Canada, for the fiscal year
cnded 30th June, 1SO0, - -(Mr. Foster. )
Governor General's Warrants,---(My. Foster.)
Report of the Auditor General on Appropria-

tion Accounts, for the year ended 30th June, 1890,
(M, Foster.)

Annual Report of the Minister of Public Works,
for the tiscal year ended 30th June, 1890, —(Sir
Heetor Langevin. )

Report of the High Commissioner for Canada,
with Reports from Agents in the United Kingdom,
for the year 1890.---(Mr. Haggart.)

Report of the Director and Officers of the Exper-
imental Farms, for the year 1890, —(Mr. Haggart.)

Annual Report of the Minister of Railways and
Canals, for the year I880.-—(Siv John Macdonalid.)

Tables of the Trade and Navigation of the Dom-
inion of Canada, for the tiscal year ended the 3oth
June, 1890, —(Mr. Bowell.)

BETTER OBSERVANCE OF THE LORD'S
DAY.

M. CHARLTON moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 2). to sccure the better observance of
the Lord’s Day, commonly called Sunday.

Nir JOHN AL MACDONALD.

Is it the =une

Annual Report of the Department of Marine, | Bill as that-of last year?

for the tiscal year ended 30th June, 1890, —(Mr.

Tupper.)

Steunhboat Inspection, Harbour Commissioners,
&eao Ko —(Mr. Tupper.)

Deck-londs—Report of Evidence. —-(Mr. Tupper.)

Fvidence on the Export Cattle Trade of Canada,
—(Mr. Tupper.)

terior, for the year IS0 —(Mr. Dewdney.)

Annual Report of the Departmment of Indian
Affairs, for the year ended 31st December, 1890, —
(Mr. Dewdney.)

Summary Report of the Geological Survey De-
partment, for the year 1800.—(Mr. Dewdney.)

Report of the Postmaster General, for the year
ended 30th June, 1890, —(Mr. Haggart.)

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD moved the ad-
journment of the House.

Motion agreed to: and House adjourned at
2.25 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Tvrespay, ath May, 1891.
The Sreaker took the Chair at Three o'clock.
PRAYERS,
REPORTS.

Report, Returns and Statistics of the Inland
Revenues of the Dominion of Canada, for the tiscal
year ended 30th June, 1890.——(Mr. Costigan.)

Report on Weights and Measures and Gas In-
spection, for the fiscal year ended 30th June,
1890.—(Mr. Costigan.)

Report of the Secretary of State for Canada, for
for the year cnded 31st December, 1890.—(Mr.
Chapleau.)

Report of the Board of Examiners for the Civil
Nervice of Canada, for the year ended 31st Decem-
ber, 1890.-——(Mr. Chapleau.)

Civil Service List of Canada, 1890, —(Mr. Chap-
leau.)

Report of the Minister of Agriculture for the

Dominion of Canada, for the calender year 1890, —
Mr. Haggart.)

-

M. CHARLTON. Yes, with some moditica-
tions.  The Bill is substantially the sime as that
introduced last Nession. It wis then introduceld

fat a late day. not with the intention of pressing it

at the time, but that the members of the House
and the country at large might hecome acquainted
with the provisions of the Bill.  Some moditica-

s tions are made in the present Bill in the direction
Annual Report of the Departinent of the In- |

of greater freedom for the operation of railways,
I do not think it necessary to enter into a discus-
sion on the merits of the Bill until it is printed and
in the hands of members,

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

DOMINION ELECTIONS ACT.

Mr. CHARLTON moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 3) to amend the Dominion Elections Act,
Chapter 8 of the Revised Statutes.  He said :
The provisions of this Bill will be best understood
by reading them. They are as follows :-—

‘¢ Scetion eighty-four of the Dominion Elections Aet,
chapter eight of the Revised Statutes,is herchy amended
by adding the following paragraph thereto immediately
atter the paragraph lettered () :

** {/.) Every candidate wha, cither by himself or by his
agent, at any time during an election, promises that the
Government will make,or will be solicited by him to
make, any grant of money for any railway,road. bridge,
harbour, pier, public building, or other public work,
to be expended within the bounds of, or for the benetit of,
the constituency for which he is a candidate, such
promise being calculated to influence the result of the
election in his favour:

2. Any promise of a grant of money, made by any Cabi-
net Minister or any official in the employ of the Govern-
ment for any railway or public work orbuilding within any
constitueney where an election contest is pending at the
time of the making of such promise, and ecaleulated
to influence the result of such election in the interest
of any candidate, is a corrupt practice within the mean-
ing of the said Act.

'3, Any indireet or inferred
Department of the Government sending engincers to
muke a survey for a milway or public work of any kind,
not under contract, and for which a grant of public money
has not previously been made, within any constituency
where an election is pending, or within two months of the

promise, made by any

time of issuing the writs for an election in such constitu-

cucy—the impression being thereby created that such
railway or public work is to be proceeded with, and the
result of the election being thereby influenced in the
interest of any candidate—is a corrupt practice within the
meaning of the said Aet,”

Mr. IVES. I would like to ask the hon. mem-
ber, whether he provides for the case of a provincial
Premicr threatening to discontinue the construction
of a railway unless a certain candidate were
elected ?
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Mr. CHARLTON. 1 presume my hon. friend
from Sherbrooke (Mr. Ives) will be at liberty. at
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E
famend the Act is, to my wmind, very important.
The instructions given to deputy returning otficers

I

the proper time, to suggest any amendment to this { in the $3th and 46th seetions of the Act are clear

Bill which he may desire.

Sir JOHN AL MACDONALD. I would ask my

hon. friend if he will add to his Bill & clause pro- |

viding the same penalties against any candidate

whao says if he sneceeds in his election, and if his

party succecds in coming into power, they will
assist railways by subsidies

Mr. CHARLTON. I have no objection to make
the Bill more stringent in its provisions.
the Bill comes under discussion, T will be most
happy to receive the suggestion of the hon. the
leader of the Government.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.L)  The hon. gentleman has
attached to his Bill certain penalties on account of
promises, when they emanate from members of the
Cabinet. Very high officials of the Government
are employed to make these promises, and T wounld
sugrgest that the names of these oflicials be included.

Mr. CHARLTON. That is provided for by the

3ill. .

Mr. LANDERKIN.  Would the provisions of
this Bill refer to the High Commissioner? 1 think
it would be very mnecessary to have a clause
especially referring to that gentleman.

Nir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. 1 think you
will need to have a special Act, pure and simple,
for the benetit of the High Commissioner.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

ELECTORAL FRANCHISE ACT.

Mr. EDGAR moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 4) to amend the Electoral Franchise Act.
He said : Whether we decide to retain the present
Dominion Franchise law or whether we decide to
abandon it, as I hope we shall, T propose to test the
feeling of the House upon introducing the principle
of a franchise based upon *¢ one man one vote.” Of
course, if Parliament decides to abandon the
Dominion Franchise Act we shall, at least so far as
the Province of Ontario is concerned, have this
principle in operation in that Province. I think
the members of the Local Assembly in the Pro-
vince of Ontario, on both sides, are very well
satistied, indeed, with the practical character of
that system of voting. Not discussing it any
further, I beg leave to move the tirst reading of
the Bill.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

DOMINION ELECTIONS ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville) moved for leave to
introduce Bill (No. 5) to amend the Dominion
Flections Act. He said: The Bill proposes to
amend the Act in two particulars—-tirst, as regards
the oath of qualitication. At present, as I constrne
the law, a person living in the United States can
very well, though an American citizen, take the
oath that he is a British subject by birth, and thus
become a voter in this country. I propose, there-
fore, to amend the second paragraph of the oath
of qualification in such a way as to require the
voter to swear that, in addition to heing a British
subject, he is not a subject of any foreign power.
The other particular in which the Bill proposes to

When

enough : but the roules given in the schedule for
= the gnidance of voters at elections, to which, 1
i think.deputy returning ofticers pay more attention.
[are sa confusing that 1 do not hesitate to sayv that
fany deputy returning ofticer who is not a lawver
i or a law student might very well make the mis.
: take, which many deputy returning otticers miade
{in the last election, of putting the number as well
Las his initials on the back of the ballot paper. The
two sections which 1 have mentioned make it vey
tplain that the depmty returning officer shall nun:ter
ithe counterfoil and place his initials on the back
Lof the ballot paper ; but the instructions contained
Hin form ¢ M 7 of the first schedule state

i The voter will then fold the hallof, so as to show a
Fportion of the back only, with the number and the initials
of the deputy returning offieer.”™

HT submit that any lawyer reading these words
Pmight make the mistake which many  deputy
I returning ofticers made in the last election. T wonld
| ask the Government, on the second reading of this
Bill, to refer it to a special committee, in order
that anything else which may be found confusing
in the Act may be done away with. We mnst not
forget that the Act provides for a very large
number of polling sub-divisions---1 think thirty or
forty would be the average ina constituency--thus
necessitating a very large number of officials. It is
impossible to get lawyers or people versed in the
law to act as revising officers: we are compelled
to ask farmers’ sons. clerks and others to undertake
that work ; and I think both sides of the House
will agree that it is our duty to make the provisions
of the Act as clear as possible.

Mr. LANDERKIN. 1T would like to ask the
hon. gentleman whether, in case a deputy return-
ing officer fails to place his initials on the back of
the ballot and the number on the counterfoil, his
conduct should atfect the seat of the member ¥

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). 1 should be glad to
receive any suggestion from the hon. member when
the Act comes to its second reading, because my
only ohject is to make the Act as clear as possible.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

ALIEN LABOUR ACT.

Mr. TAYLOR moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 6) to prohibit the importation and migra-
tion of foreigners and aliens under contracts or
agreement to perform labour in Canada.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

MILITIA ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. MULOCK moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 7) to amend the Militia Act. He said: The
object of the Bill is to make it lawful for officers of
the Militia of Canada to be appointed to the posi-
tion of Ofticer Commanding Her Majesty’s Forces
in Canada—in other words, to remove the disquali-
fication imposed upon them in the present Act.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.
REPEAL OF ELECTORAL FRANCHISE ACT.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) moved for leave to
introduee Bill (No. 8) to repeal Chapter 5 of the
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Revised Statutes of Canada, entitled : An Act re-
speeting the Electoral Franchise, and all amend-
ments thereto.  He said @ This is not a Bill to
amend the Electoral Franchise Act. That Act
cannot be amended. It is vicious in principle. and
it is bad in detail. and all the powers of this Par-
lament cannot amend it. T propose to deal more
summarily and effectnally with it: 1 propose to
abolish it lock. stock, and barrel.
Maotion agreed to, and Bill read the first time,

FLECTION ACT AMENDMENT.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron) moved for leave to

introduce Bill (No. 9) to amend the Acts respect-

ing the election of members of the House of Com-
mons.  He said s The Bill is not a very long one.
and does not contain many cliuses @ but in my

estimation it is an important Bill. The tirst clause .

goes back to the old system that we had hefore the
Government, in my judgment with a high hand,
assumed the responsibility of appointing returning
ofticers. 1 go back to the English rule--I helieve
in Fnglish precedents and English rule-—and make
the sherits ca-gfficio returning  officers in the
various constituencies ¢ and. where there are sub-

divisions of a county. the sherifl’ and registrar are

returning otlicers ex-officio, and if there are more
than two sub-divisions. then T give the Govern-
ment power tuappniut- it person to act as l'ctm'uillg
otlicer. The second clause of the Bill deals Lurgely
with corrupt practices.  Acts which do not now
come under the law, I make corrupt practices by
this Bill, and I punish every corrupt act by im-
prisonment. or tine. or both, imprisonment to the
extent of two vears and a tine of S500,
endeavour to surround with every possible safe-
guard the ballot boxes while in  the hands
of deputy returning officers and returning  offi-
cers: and I deal with a species of bribery largely
prevident during elections—that is betting as to
how a man shall vote or that he shall not vote, or
as to the majority in a parish or community. or
the aggregate majority all over the Dominion
f_““;m: cifectually than it is now dealt with.

U0

Government, although they wre the principal

sinners, but with any private individual, who:

shall hold out, as an inducement for its support,

to a constituency indebted or under obligations to ;

the Govermment, that if it will support any parti-
cular candidate or party such indebtedness or
obligation shall be discharged. I also make pro-
vision that no person, be he member of the Gov-
crnment or not, be he high functionary of the

Government or other employee or other individual, !

shall use any infiuence” with any. public body or
corporation in order to coerce that corporation |
into forcing their employees to vote for or against |
any candidate. I also make the bribee as well as |
the briber punishable by fine or imprisonment. |
I also make every violation of the election law by .
Government officials a misdemeanour punishable by !
fine of SL,O0O or imprisonment for two years, at ;
the discretion of the judge, and in the case of |
those who are not officials, by six months ini
jail or a ftine of 3300, 1 also endeavour to;
prevent i practice, which I am sorry to see pre- |
vails to some extent, namely, the swopping of
election petitions.  If a man tiles an clcctioni

petition, he ought to be compellel to go on|the provisions of the Treaty of INIS,

Mr. Cavmerox (Huron).
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Then I

deal not only with members of  the:

Ewith it, as « good many petitions now filed are no
Ldoubt purely speculative : and I propose that no
s swopping of petitions be allowed except under the
"sanction of the court, which sanction must be
fhased on the aflidavit of every party to the
‘petition, hoth solicitors and agents.  And then,
Nir. 1 hold out a little bhit of comfort, a little balm
of Gilead to the First Minister, the Finance
- Minister. the Minister of Public Works, and
the Minister of the Interior. and. 1 helieve,
tanother Minister who had the misfortune to have
capetition against him for miscondnet in the last
election.  Under the law, as it now stands, a man
“may he unseated for an isolated act of corruption.
A cndidate may endeavour to conduct his political
campaign with clean hands. He may instruct his
agents to conduct it with clean hands. He may do
“his level best to have a pure election @ and yet some
over-zealous friend may spenda dollarbillincorrupe
practices. and the candidate will be unseated, and
Psaddled with all the costs @ or perhaps some seeret
cenemy may do something that will constitute him
Jan agent of the member” elect, and commit an act
of corruption which may cause the sitting member
fto be unseated. 1 adopt the English law, and. to
'some extent. the law of Ontario, by providing that,
inthecase of tritling and unimportant acts, although
proved before the courts, unless the acts were of
;an extensive character affecting to some extent the
. whole constituency, the member shall not be un-
seated.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.L) Is the Bill retroactive?

Mr. CAMERON (Hurom). No : but if the
¢ Minister of Finance desirves it 1 am prepared to
make it so.  The next question I deal with is the
yuestion of the time for presenting petitions against
sitting members.  As the law now stands, a peti-
tion has to be presented within thirty days after
the member is gazetted.  Sometimes the gizetting
is irregular. I donot blime the Clerk of the Crown
in Chancery, for I think he has done his duty
in that respect: but I do blame the returning
cofticers, wherever they, within thirty days, get
!their instructions, for the drregular manner in
which the returns are made. I provide that every
! petition shall be presented within thirty daysafter
the polling day. That will put members on hoth
i sides upon a footing of perfect equality, and surely
i the Government cannot want more than that, I
falso provide that any counter petition shall he
i presented within fifteen days after the presenting
i of the petition. These are the main features of my
¢ Bill, and [ hope they will commend themselves to
{ the approval of the House.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

FISHING VESSELS OF THE UNITED
STATES.

Mr. TUPPER moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 10) respecting fishing vessels of the United
States of America. He said @ [t will be recollected
that, in pursuance of the protocol anaexed to the
draft of the Treaty of Washington of 1888, legis-
lation was enacted in this Parliament, under which
American tishing vessels were permitted, during
two years, the time proposed to be reguired for
the consideration of that treaty, to obtain certain
privileges in Canadian ports. granted them under
That Act



having expired in 1889, Parliament, for special

reasons, re-enacted last year the main provisions |
of the Act of 1888, and continued these privileges
In December that term:
expired, and. ax mentioned in the Speech from the

to the tishing vessels,

Throne, it has been deemed expedient and wise to

re-enact those provisions for this vear, and for thix
vear only, in view particularly of the conference
which has been arranged to take place at Wash- .
ington for the discussion and consideration of |

matters and guestions between this country and
the United States.  The Bill Task leave to intro-
duce is substantially the Bill of last year, known
as an Act respecting tishing vessels of the United
Ntates.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

OFFICTIAL REPORT OF THE DEBATES.
Me. BOWELL.

addition of Mr. Beausoleil. 1. therefore, move:

_ That n Seleet Committee he appointea to supervise the
Ofticial Report of the Dehates of this Honse during the
preseut Session, with power-to report from time to time s

to be compoged ot Messrs, Béchand, Beansoleil, Cam-

eron Uverness). Charlron, Davin, Desjardins (Hochelage),
Tuues, LaRiviere. Prior, Seriver. Skinner, Somerville, ;

Taylor, Weldon, wild White iCardwell).

Nir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I thought iy
hon, friend the leader of the Opposition hid ve-
yuested that two naunes should be added from this
side of the House.  As far as [ ean see, the pro-
portion now isan unrcasonableone,  There appear
to be nine or ten hon. gentlemen from the other
side of the House to five or six from this side.

Mr. BOWELL.
as they were lust year.
to the substitution of a supporter of the Govern-
ment for Mr. Ellis, and 1 understood that the
addition of one name from the Opposition would
be sutisfactory.  That is simply wdding one from
cach side of the House, making the committec
tifteen.

Nir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Idenot think
the proportion is according to the proportion in
the House, but, if the hon. gentleman came to
such an arvangement with the leader of the Oppo-
sition, T shall not offer any objection to it, though
[ must say that 1 do not admit the correctness of
the proportion at all.

Mr. BOWELL. I did not make the arrange-
ment with the leader of the Opposition myself. but
[ was informed that the hon. member for Hunt-
ingdon (Mr. Neriver) had made the arrangement.

Mr. SCRIVER. I spoke with the leader of the
Opunosition on this subject last evening. and he
consented to the arrangement suggested.

Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE.

On the Orders of the Day being called,

M. WOOD (Brockville). T desirve to ask if itis
the intention of the Government to aljourn from
to-morrow until next Monday 7 I believe it is the
wish of a very huge nmumber of members on both
stiles of the House that that should be done.
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After consultation with hon. !
gentlemen opposite, we have come to the decision
that the committee should remain as it is, with the;

The proportions are the same :
The ohjection made was .

|

PoNir JOHN AL MACDONALD.  Sundry repre-
seutations have been made in favour of an adjourn-
ment from Wednesday night until Monday. on the
gronund that Thursday is a holiday. and that, in
the present state of the husiness of the Hounse, this
“heing in the beginning of the session, there will be
very little buginess on Friday, and that for those
hon. gentlemen whoe can get away it would be an
awdvantage, while there would be no substantial
loss of time. That is the representation made to
“the Government.  The Govermnent are. of course,
in the hands of the House, and will do whatever
appears to he the wish of the majority in that
regard.

Mr. DAVIES (PELY T respectfully sugzest
to the Government that this adjournment should
not take place.  We have hardly been sitting here
a week, and it is hwmpossible, as experience has
shown. that any progress of a marked charaeter
can be made with the public business during the
tirst week of the session, but it is expected that
during the xceond week we should make some
Pprogress,  We have been cidled together at alate
s period of the year, at a period very inconvenient
tora korge majority of the Housel and T suppose,
irrespective of politics, there is uo member of this
i House who does not desire to get through the
busisess as quickly as proper attention to his par-
Climentary duties will permit. I therefore, look
upon this proposed adjournmment for a week as
being a prolongation of the session for that lengh
of time. I have scen this same proposition ade
on other oceasions with the same results,

Some hon. MEMBERS, Na.
Mr. DAVIES (PE LY Of course, hon. gentle-
men who come  from  short  distances  desire

to have the opportunity of rveturning to their
“homes, That is quite reasonable. But it is not
reasonable that hon. gentlemen who come from
a distance of 1,000 or 1.200 wmiles should he
asked to consent to such an ad journment. and 1o
kick their heels around here doing nothing, [t
means that, when the Ist July approaches, this
session will he prolonged a week longer, to the
intinite loss of so many members.  There is no
reason why we should adjonrn over a week. 1 hope
the Government will not agree to adopt this course.
Not one of the Maritime Provinces members would
be in favour of it, and I confident that it will
not promote, but will rather retard the progress of
public business.

Mr. LANDERKIN. If an adjournment is made
as proposed, I trust it will be until Tuesday, be-
cause it woulld be inconvenient for those who go
away and cannot get here again on Monday morn-
ing if the adjournment were simply  till Monday.

Some hon. MEMBERS.  Monday.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Monday will, of course,
suit those who live near here, but we from a dis-
tance cannot get back by Monday.

M. WOOD (Westmorelad), I venture to
state, for the members from the Maritime Pro.
vinces supporting the Government, or the majority
i of then, that they are in favour of anadjournment
i until Monday.

I Mv. MILLS (Bothwell). If the public busiress
mentioned in the Speech from the Throne is not
cready, we will lose nothing by the adjournment,
Hor we will be doing nothing whether we are here
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oraway ; but if the Government ave ready to go
on with the public husiness, if the Minister of
Finunce ca n make his Budget statement, T think
we should miake the most of our time.  However,
the Government has the responsibility for an ad-
journment if it takes place. It is a prolongation
of the session, wd they must be held responsible
for it

Mr. CHARLTON. If an adjournment is to
take place, it is to be regretted that the Govern-
ment did not call Pawrliianent together next week
instead of L=t week. 1 agree with the expression
of opinion of my hon. friend from Quecen’s, PLE L
(Mr. Davies), that it appears to be unreasonable to
members from o distance that this adjournment
shoulid be insisted upon, and I think it is scltish
on the part of those who insist upon it, having
regard to the interests of those who come from a
distance.  1f the Government can meet the House
with any lusiness, we ought to go on and not
wljourn.

Mr. TROW.  There scems to be a general feel-
ing on the part of members that the House should
adjourn till Monday, for their own convenience.
I aun surprised that the hon. member for Queen’s,
P.EL (Mr. Davies), should remark that a weck
would be lost. because Thursday and Saturday
being holidays, only one day could possibly be
lost.

Sir JOHN AL MACDONALD. 1 move, with
the consent. of course, of the House, that when
this House adjourns on Wednesday, it stands ad-
journed till Monday at 3 o’clock.

Moaotion agreed to,

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD presented a Mes-
sage from His Excellency the Governor General.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message, as follows:—
STANLEY OF PRESTON,

The Governor General transmits to the House of Com-
mons an apnroved Minute of Council, appointing the
Right Hon. =ir John A, Macdonald, G.C.B., Minister of
Railways and Canals, the Hon. Sir Heetor Langevin,
K.C.M.G., Minister of Publiec Works, the Hon. John Cos-
tigan, Minister of Inlaud Revenue. and the Hon, George
Eualas Foster, Minister of Finanee. to act with the Speaker
of the House of Commons, g Commissioners for the pur-
poses and under the provisions of the 12th Chapter of the
Revised Statutes of Canada, entitled : ** An Aect respect-
ing the House of Commons.™ '
GoveryvMeENT House,

OTTAW S, 13t May, 1591,

TIMBER CUT ON INDIAN RESERVE No. 6.

Mr. BARRON uasked, What quantity of tim-
ber or other wood has been returned to the Govern-
ment of Canadacas having been cut up to the pre-

sent time from off Indian Reserve No. 6, of the'

Robinson Treaty, by the licensees or vendees of
the Government of the timber thereon, since the
sale thereof to Mr. Honoré Robhillard # What
amount of revenue or amount in dues has been
wid to the Government, since the sale thercof,
rom the vendees or licensees, on aceount of timber
or other wonds cut thereon

Mr. DEWDNEY. Inanswer to the first por-
tion of the hon. member’s question, I beg to say,
that 474 cords of cord wood, 5,046,319 feet board

Mr. MiLis (Bathwell)
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measure, and 369,390 feet cubic measure, were
cut, all of pine timber : the amount of revenue
being 813,992,899 for ground rent, renewal fees el
timber dues.
MEMBER OF BELLECHASSE
ELECTION.

Mre. AMYOT asked. Why the veceipt of the re-
turn to the writ of election for the County of Belle-
chasse was not gazetted until the Th April ¥ If
the delay be due to the fact that the returning
ofticer, Solyme Forgues, Esq.. did not seoner trans-
mit his return to the writ of election to him
addressed. what reason does he give ¥ In how many
Dominion elections has the said Solyme Forgues
already acted ax returning othicer ¥

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The reason why the return
of the writ of the clection for the County of Belle-
chasse was not gazetted until the 1lth day of
Aprill was because the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery did not receive it until the 6th of that
month.  The reason offered by the returning
ofticer for not declaring it <ooner than he di:sl who
was the elected member for the county, was the
absence of the required statement on the part of
the deputy returning officer for polling division
No. 10, giving the number of votes cast for cach
candidate, the production of which caused some
delay. Solyme Forgues. who was the returning
officer for the County of Bellechasse at the last
election, was also returning ofticer for the county
at the general elections in 187X, 1882 and 1887, .

GAZETTING

TIME WITHIN WHICH ELECTIONS MAY
BE CONTROVERTED.

Mr. AMYOT asked, Whether it is the intention
of the Government to introduce, during the present
Nession, a measure to render uniform time within
which elections may be controverted, and to
deprive returning ofticers of the power of extending
that time at pleasure by neglecting to make
returns to the writs of election to them wlddressed ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. There is no such intention
at present on the part of the Government.

VALIDITY OF PROVINCIAL ACTS.

Mr. WATSON asked, Has the Government,
directly or indirectly, puid or agreed to pay any
costs of expenses incurred in- testing in the courts

| the constitutionality or validity of any Acts passed

by any Legislative Assembly »  If so, what Act or
Acts are thus heing contested ? - Is it the intention
of the Government to bear the costs, or any portion
thereof, or to bie incurred, in obtaining a final
judicial opinion as to the constitutionality of the
Act of the Manitoba Legislature, passed in 1890,
relating to Public Schools?

Nir JOHN THOMPSON.  In answer to the tirst
gquestion—Yes.  As the second portion scems to
call for a statement of the Acts. the validity of
which may be indirectly as well as directly attected
by the contestations going forward, I give the hon,
gentleman a list ‘as follows:— ** For Untario—

Ntatutes, 31 Victoria, chapter s, ‘An Act respect-

ing the Executive Administration of the Laws of
this Province.” Revised Statutes, 1887, Chapter
32, “An-Act to regulate the Fisheries of this I'rov-
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ince amnd amemlments.
respecting Assignments and Preferences by Insolv.
ent Persons.”  For Quehee-~32 Victoria, Chapter
12, ¢ An Act respecting the Executive Administra.
tion of the Laws of this Province.” Revised
Statutes, 1374 to 1378, inclusive, relating to Fisher-
ies in non-navigable rivers and lakes. and amend.
ments.  Articles 3952 to 3965, inclusive. For
New Brunswick--52 Vietoria, Chapter 7. * An Act
respecting the Executive Administration of the
Laws of this Province.” * The Fisheries Act of
1884, and amendhinents.
toria, Chapter $5. * An Actiespecting Assignient
for the benctit of Creditors,” and amendments
thereto. 53 Victoria, Chapter 13, * An Act respect.-
ing the Executive Administration of the Laws of
this Province.”  Chapter 37, *An Act respecting
the Department of Fdueation.”  Chapter 38, * An
Act  respecting Public Schools.”  For  British
Columbia--Consolidated  Acts, 1888, Chapter 52,
*The Game Protection Act, section 13,77

NEWFOUNDLAND BAIT ACT.

Mr. KAULBACH asked, What measures have
heen taken to induce the Government of Newfound-
land to suspend the operation of the Newfoundland
Bait Act against our Canadian fishermen during
the present fishing scason, pending the answer of
the Colonial Office through the delegation now in
London ?

Mr. TUPPER. T shall have to ask my hon.
friend the member for Lunenburg (Mr. Kaulbach)
not to press this question or the one standing next
on the Order Paper in his name. The subject
alluded to, which my hon. friend has constantly
pressed on my attention on bhehalf of the fishermen
of Nova Seotia, is a large one, and to answer the
question on the paper satisfactory woulld require
the preparation of a return. I may say to my
hon. friend that I will aceept these (uestions as
notices of motions, or as motions for the papers,
and returns will be prepared and laid on the Table
as soon as possible.

CROSS POINT AND PANPEBIAC MAIL
SERVICE.

Mr. JONCAS asked, What is the name of the
contractor entrusted with the carrying of the mail
between Cross Point and Paspebiac, in the County
of Bonaventure? What is the amount paid yearly
to the said contractor? At what date does his
contract terminate ?

Mr. HAGGART. The name of the contractor
entrusted with the carrying of the mails between
Cross Point and Paspebiac, in the County of Bona-
venture, is Mrs. Annie Searle.  The amount paid
yearly to the said contractor is $3,880. The con-
tract terminates at the pleasure of the Postmaster
tieneral.

CRONS POINT AND GASPE BASIN MAIL
SERVICE. '

Mr. JONCAS asked, What is the sum paid
yearly by the Government for the carriage of the
mails by land between Cross Point and Gaspé
Basin? What is the total amount received from
the several post offices hetween (‘ross Point and

Gaspé, including the receipts from the said two!

offices ¥
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Mr. HAGGART.  The sum paid yearly by the
Government for the carriage of the mails by land
s between Croxs Point and Gaspe Basin is SN,880,
The total amount received from the several post
Poffices hetween Cross Point and Gaspe, including
the receipts from the said two offices, is S6.603.70,

Mr. JONCAN asked, Whether it is the inten-
rtion of the Govermment to take the necessary steps,
i this year, to sccure a hetter mail service hetween
PCross Point, in the County of Bonaventure, and
Gaspe Basin ¥

Mr. HAGGART.  The Department isat present
considering the advisability of making the change
suggested.

AMERICAN (CHEESE SHIPPED THROUGH
CANADIAN PORTN.

Mr. MARSHALL asked. Have any steps been
taken by the Government during last Session or
since that time to prevent American cheese heing
shipped through or from Canadian  ports, and
branded az Canadian? If o, what are now the
instructions to the proper authorities or preventive
officers? '

Mr. BOWELL. T shall have to ask my hon.
friend to allow this question to stand as a notice
of motion, or T will aceept it as a motion, and will
bring down the papers.  There is a good deal of
correspondence, and the preparation of a return
will be necessary in orvder to make the answer
intelligible.

THE FRENCH LANGUAGE IN MANITOBA.
Mr. LARIVIERE moved for:

Copies of all corres;miulepcu, petitions, memerials and

any other documents submitted to the Privy Conncil, in
commeetion with the abolition of the official use of the
French language in the Province of Manitoba by the
Legislature of that V'rovince: also copies of reports to,
or Unlers in Council thercon; also copies of the Act or
Actx relating thereto.
He said: The constitution of the Province of
Manitoba is somewhat similar to that of the Pro-
vince of Quebec in regard to the use of the two
languages, English and French.  When the Mani-
toba Act was passed it was provided by section 23,
as follows :

“ Either the English or the French language may he
used by any person in the debateg of the House of the
Legislature, and both those languages shall be used in the
respective Records and Journals of those Houses: and
cither of those lnnguages may be used by any person, or
in any pleading or Ymcess in or issuing trom any Coart of
Canada_established under the British North America

Act, 1867, or in or from all urany of the courts of the pro-
Pvinees, The Acts ot the Legislature shall be printed and
published in hoth those languages.”

This is the constitution of Manitoba. The Act
passed by this Parliament in 1870 was subsequently
confirmed by an Imperial Aci : so that neither the
Provinee of Manitoba. through its Legislature, nor
this Parliament, has the power to amend the con-
stitution, unless authorized so to do by the Imper-
ial Parlinment. In spite of this clause of the con-
stitution an Act has been passed by the Manitoba
Legislature qoing away with the official use of the
French language in that province, amd ever since
the passing of that Act, the statutes, the records
of the House, the official Gazette and all other
official notices which hitherto had bheen printed in
! hoth languages, are not now prinied in the French
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language. T am aware that petitions and memo- ; asking for a copy of all the documents, memorials

rials have been forwarded to His Excellency the
Governor General in Council calling attention to
these facts, and my intention in moving for the
papers is to place the House in a position to know
the true state of affairs with regard to this question,
I o not propose at this stage to discuss the merits
or non-mierits of the action of the Local Legislature ;
but when the House is in possession of full know-
ledge of the question from the papers which will he
brought down, hon. members will he better pre-
pared to listen to any motion which may be made
at i subseqguent period,

Motion agreed to.

SEPARATE SCHOOLS IN
MANITOBA.

Mr. LARIVIERE maved for :

Capies of' all correspondence, petitions, memorials,
brietz and factams, and of any othe ridoenment s submisted
to the Privy Couneil in conneetion with _the abolition ot
Separate Schouols in the Provinee of Manitoba by the
Legislature of that Provinee @ also copies of reports to,
and Orders in Council thereon @ also copies of any Actor
Acts of said Legislature abolishing said Separate Schools
or merdifying in any way the system existing prior to
JEILIE
He said s The remarks 1 have made on the gues-
tion of the dual language might apply as well to the
question of the schools ; but the House is more
concerned, perhaps, in this than the other question.
hecause, in reading the clauses of the Manitoha
Act respecting eduation, T find the following as
section 22—

ABOLITION OF

* In and for the Province the said Legislature may ex-
clusively make laws in relation to edueuation, subject and
aceording to the said tollowing provision:

* {1.) Nothing in any such law shall prejudicially affeet
any right or privilege with respect to denominational
schools which any classof persons have by law or practice
in the Provinee at the Union.

(2 An appeal shall lie to the Governor General in
Council from any aet ur decision ot the Legislature of the
Provinee or of any provincial authority, affecting any
right or privilege of the Protestant or Roman Catholie
minority of the Queen’s subjeets in relation to education.

* (3.) In case any such provineial faw as from time to
time.scems to the Governor tieneral in Council requisite
for the due execution of the provisions ot this seetion is
not made, or in ease any decision of the Governor General
in Council or any appeal under this seciion i3 not duly
executed by the proper proviucial authorities in that
Lichalf, then, as in every such case, and as tar only as the
circumstanees of each case require, the Parlinment of
Canada may make remedial laws tor the due execntion
of the provisions of this section and of any decision of
the Governor treneral in Council under this section,”

When Manitoba existed as a colony, before it had
a Legislature, a system of separate schools was in

existence, and when the Manitoha Act was passed it |

was contemplated that this system of separate
schools should be ¢centinued in the new Provinee of
Manitoba as it existed already in the older prov-
inces. This clause was, therefore, inserted into the
Constitutional Act, but T regret to say that with
regard to this question of education, and its kindred
question of the dual language, the Manitoba Legis-
lature has ignored both the letter and spirit of the
constitution, amnd since the passing of & new Act
by the Legislature repealing the separate school
law, proceedings have been taken in the court to test
the constitutionality of this new Act. T shall not
detain the House even with a synopsis of what has
since tuken place, or of the judgments which have
been rendercd by the courts, but in this motion Iam
Mr. LaRiviege. '

and briefs and factums of the courts, so that this
House. when sonner or later it may be called upon
to pass a remedial law as provided by the constitu-
tion, shall be in full possession of the facts of the
case aml shall be in a position to give a just and
proper verdict on the guestion.  This is a delicate
question [ admit, but it is one of these questions
this House will have to deal with liberally and so
as to protect the minority in the Provinee of Man-
itoba, whose rights I claim have been attacked and
ignored by the legislation T have referred to.

Mi. MILLS (Bothwell),  Iwould like to ask the
hon. gentleman., whether the judgment of the court
is to be included in his motion 7

Mr. LARIVIERE. 1 understand
factum of the court will cover that.

Motion agreed to,

that the

MANITOBA SCHOOL ACT.
Mr. DEVLIN moved for:

Copy of all petitions presented to Hiz Exeelleney with
reference to the School Acts of Manitoba: awl all
memorials, reports, Orders in Council and correspondence
in eonneetion with the sine.

He said : The motion which I propose making is
somewhat the sume as that which has just heen
moved by the hon. member for Provencher (Mr.
s LaRiviere) : still, it is of such importance that it
may he well to offer as briefly as possible the
reasons which induce me to present this motion,
Considering the variety of views and the disparity
of opinions held upon the subject of the Manitoba
Nchool Act, the severe denunciation it has received
in certain quarters and the strong favour obtaine:l
in others, a suspicion might be entertained by
hon. gentlemen that in introducing a subject so
delicate it is our desire o create fresh difficulties
for the Govermuent. That is not the case: we
are actuated solely by a sense of duty arising from
a conviction that by the allowance of this measure
Lan unjust andindefensible Act has virtaally received
the sanction and concurrence of the Dominion
Government. We are prepared to wait for the
correspondence, documents, memorials. reports and
orders relating to this subject before introducing
a direct and well-merited motion of censure—a
motion, Nir, that will enable us to protest with all
our strength against a violation of what we consider
"a sacred right, against a statute embodying the very
first principle of oppression, and fraught with
danger to the best interests of our commonwealth ;
against a blow to the constitution of our country
{ —u blow which should have heen resisted by those
whose first and sworn duty it is to shield from in-
jury that written and thoroughly understood com-
pact by which we are governed.  While upon this
ssubject it may not he unwise either, to draw atten-
tion in a few words to the agitation which is going
on ; an agitation which, in our opinion, is full of
{ danger and full of gravity, and may be followed by
cvery serious consequences.  Assuredly, Sir, we
have not only had in the Province of Manitoba
tegislation of the most astounding nature, but even
L in the great, prosperous and enlightened Province
of Ontario, men of no mean eminence in the
- political world have attemnpted to climb into
Ppower and place over the ruins of a system of
ceducation which proved thoreughly acceptable
i to the people of that Province.  Fortunately, Nir,
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their design was frustrated @ a great wrong was
prevented s beciause the patriotic  spirit of the

people of Ontario refused to countenance the':

destruction of what it had taken years to huild.
However, Sir, the nature of recent events has
excited a feeling of widespread alarm among a

very great proportion of the population of the-

province from which T have the honour to come.

I would be very proud indeed to-day, whén I

have the pleasure of addressing this House for
the first time, were it possible for me to say

to my co-religionists : ** You are wrong when !

you suspect that there is ground for uneasi-
ness; your rights and liberties shall be re-
spected and maintained.”
of the agitation now going on, in presence of
the evident determination to wipe out the lan-
guage of a large proportion of the population and

to close up the separate schools, 1s 1t possible to

give them this assurance” I am told that we

have in the Cabinet gentlemen who will represent
us and look after our schools and the interests of ¢

purents in the matter of education.  Ah, M.
Speaker, when I remember the manly stand tiaken

a few years ago by the (Cabinet representative of -
the nationality to which I belong, and compare
that stand with the position he oceupies in this:
matter, 1 am forced to exclaim. with the great.
Latin poet, guantwm mntatus ab illo--how changed .
mere
member of this House: to.day he is a member

our champion !  True, he was then a

of the Government.  Must the change in

sentiment be  accounted for by the change in

position ¥ Mr. Speaker, when we remember that

upon more than one platform in the Provinee of

Quebee, always, of course, in the exciting time of

an election, the very eloquent Secretary of State:
and the very punctilious Minister of Public Works ;
called Heaven to witness their devotion to the

principles which had been attacked by this
measure, and when we contrast their utterances
amd professions with their deeds, have we not

reason to suspect that the mantle of office isi
capiable of producing a very remarkable effect and |
tempting men, otherwise upright, from the usually !

beaten path ¥

annexation.
altogether on the opposite side of the House.  For
instance, take the hon. Minister of (Customms whose
views are pretty well known on the subject of
which I amn treating : have we not reason to believe
that in a moment of fraternal effervescence he
admitted to his embrace and suceeeded in annexing
the hon. Minister of Justice, the hon. Secretary of
State and the hon. Minister of Public Waorks?
The hon. member for North Simeoe (Mr. Me
Carthy), encouraged by this success, went a step
further and actually captured our Minister of
War. I would be the last man to hurt the
feelings or wound the susceptibilities of any hon.
member, the last man to bring up a subject which
might possibly engender strife hetween man and
man, hetween race and race, or between creed and
creed.  As much as any member of this House am
I anxious that peace should prevail in our country,
because as strongly as any member am I
attached to this country. proud of its
extent, -proud of its resources, proud of its
institutions, and proud of its form of government.
There is no land under the face of the sun so dear

But, Nir, in presence ;

Yon are aware that during the last |
election not a little was said on the subject of
Now, I believe the annexation was

to me. for in our eyes it is a land of heauty, virtue
and valour--a land whose Inkes and streams and
forests. whose mineral and agricultural capabilities
compare with those of any other country- -a land
“ which has in it every element of national greatuess
“and every element of national strength, provided
the element of national unity can be preserved,
‘It has a history peculiarly  characteristic  of
the chivaley of its race—-« history which reflects
i the greatest possible credit upon the schools which
chave been attacked in Manitoba, and upon the
church which fosters and protects those schools.
P Al Sir, the more we study that history, the more

i
i
i
i
‘
i
1
1

: reason have we to feel proud of the wonderful and
heroic achievements of those who first ciune into
i this country and planted on the shores of the St
| Lawrence the emblem of christianity, and intro-
fduced here the great language of France, vendered
immortal by the ovatory of Bossuet and the poetry
Pof Racine.  To do away with the French tongue,
you must wipe from the pages of history the nan.es
of Champlain, Montcalm, and many others @ you
“will have to go further, and demolish the monn-
ments which commemorate the deeds of many brave
Frenchmen : you willl if you wish to suceeed, have
to go still further, and destroy the entire French
Canadian race. You must not leave it man, because
so long as there is in this country a French Cana-
dian possessed of some heart and attached to the
landd which was discovered, opened and settled by
s his fathers, so long will his heautiful language be
[ spoken, cherished and defended against allattacks.
{ Step by step has our country risen from the condi-
Ction of a small colony to a position of importance
i which cannot be over-estimated. Tt hasasystem of
i railways which we must all admire s its vessels reach
i the most distant ports : on more than one oceasion
i has Canada proved to the world that the national
. heart is sound to the core : and when Canada’s tlag
| required it, Canada’s sword slept not in a sluggish
isml»har«l, but promptly responded to the eall of
Pduty.  Yet, it cannot he stated that the picture is
i all brightness : far from it.  We may be tolid that
i there 1s no ground for uneasiness.  Let me draw
! the attention of this House to the pastorval recently
i issued by the archbishops and hishops of the ecclesi-
fastical provinees of Quebec, Montreal aud Ottawa,
and addressed to the clergy, sceular and regular,
and all the faithful of these provinees, in which we
find the following passages :—

“ Consequently, it ix with great surprise and profound
grief we learn that, even here in our own country where
religions liberty is loudly proclaimed, legalized attempts
have been made to introduce thit censurable and censured
svstem of unsectarian schools, in order to deprive the
church of a right which is inseparable from the tree ex-
ercise of Catholic worship, guaranteed by the faith of
the treaties. In another provinee of this land, inhabited
by Catholies, they are trying once more an_underhand
and satanic persecution against the sacred rights of the
Church, It was with emotion of heart we heard the
i Venerable Archbishop of St. Bonifuce raise his voice
{ onece more against this iniquity. In . pastoral letter,
‘dated the 15th of last Augast, the illustrious prelate
i makes known this perfidious stratagem for perveriing
;Youth. forewarns his flock against it, and lets them see
1ow orlious it is, .

A trial of a novel kind has come upon ns, In a land
where freedom of religion is so lowlly proclaimed, fetters
have been placed on that liberty, Our social and political
institutions warranted protection to all our rights, and
now, behaold the same rights trampled upon by the very
persons who should safegnard them. Here you are ex-
posed to persecution—not a bloady persecution which
attacks the body or external life, but a persecution most
cunningly masked, which attacks the intellect, hinders
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it from heing enlightenad by Chreistian light and guided
by the reflections of its divine splendours,.”

Now, even sinee then we know that the attention
of the Govermument has been dGrawn to this matter
by the French press of the conntry, notably by the
Conrrice du Capuda, the organ of the hon. Minister
of Public Waorks, which in more than one hrilliant

article sounded the note of alarm.  The attention |
of the Government has also been called by L

Mineree, f Presseo and many other French Con-

servitive organs of importance to this question, !
but all in vian ¢ and ever since the expiration of

the time when disallowanee might have been
applied for. a stronger feeling of indignation has
prevailed, 1 eould give vou, in a few words, an
expression of that opinon, which is certainly
Strouy :

ST seems evident that the Manitoba Acts will not he
disallowed, L .

* It iz amistortune, and a greater misfortune than it is
perhaps belicveld. ..

* Notenly does the sanetion of the iujustice perpetrated
'n_\'.ﬂ.ug wdious Murtin deprive our compatriots and_ co-
religionizis ot the use of their linguie, and of the right
to have their children educated in Catholie schools, bat
it violently =hakes Contederation, . .

| : lkh«.- compact of 1867 cannot for a long time siand suen
Shoeks,

* French Canadinns and Catholies, who have always
been the most faithful obsepvers and the most constant
supporters of the British North America Act, will know
heneetorth how little the eonstitution protects thei
most sacred rights, since a fanatical majority may
lr:‘n'n'plc upon them with impunity,

“The results nay not immediately be felt.  The peo-
ple’s feelings are somewhat blunted presently,  People
undergo the reaction of the violent erisiz which they have
had to o through of late. The weak and undignified
stand of their natural leaders has disconcerted and dis-
couraged them,”

That is pretty strong language, but it is taken
from a Conservative organ.  Strong though it be,
1t 15 none the less, I believe, a faithful presentation
of the sentiments entertained by the great
majority of the population of the Provines of Que-
bee. T can speak with certainty and positive
assurance of the feeling in the County of Ottawa
which I have the honour to represent—one of the
largest, perhaps the most populous divisions, and
certainly the wealthiest and finest electoral divi-
sion in the Dominion. I know the feeling of my
own constituents, hoth Catholic and Protestant.
e : e

They keenly deplore this agitation. They feel
that « %vrcat wrong has been inflicted ; and 1
promised them, I candidly confess, during the
campaign, that I certainly would bring up this
subject at the very first opportunity, and it is my
determination to keep it hefore the House as long
as the injustice is allowed to continue. To-day it is
the turn of our brethren in Manitoha to suffer ; to-
morrow it may be ours.  The declaration of war is
miude all along the line. Do you doubt it, Sir? T
refer, not to the senseless language, senseless lit-
crature and senseless pamphlets with which this
country has heen inundated, nor to the idle threats
made hfy hundreds of speakers from many hun-
dreds of platforms in Ontario ; but when we hear
a man stating in a prominent Legislatiire like that

S - 2 . . -~ oy

of Ontario that the agitation for the abolition of
those schools is not a thing of the past: when we
know that Mr., McCleary stated, about a month
ago, in that Legislature :

*“ It is not dead or dying, but it iz sis alive and vigorous
to-day as ever it was, and it willlive and grow until every

school that exists in the Provinee of Ontario is owned
Mr. Deviis. ' :

and governed and controlled by the State and by the State
only.”

When, Mr. Speaker. we see the London Free Press,
and especially the Toronto Empire, with which the
Fright hon. the First Minister must be acquainted-.-
and whose articles he, probably, oceasionally reads

hefore they are printed- -proclaiming  these inleas
as excellent. and going mtoa veritable ¢estacy

over the gentleman who made the speech to which

i I refer, cam we be expected to remain perfectly

Ppatient and cool? T =aid a moment ago that |

didd not intend to rvefer to the persistent warfare

i urged against us by a certain ill-guided press, that

tpress which has said Confederation would have to
| be smashed into its originad fragments and  the
[ battle of the Plains of Abraham would have to be
Hought over again. For our part. when such

i threats are made, we are not serionsly disturhed

funless  immmediate consequences follow o and we

i tirmly believe that if ever the battle of the Plains
cof Abrahiam mmst be fought over again---which

{ God forbid —our Ministers. who represent  us
Fespecially, will be down there and will fight more
Fyaliantly on the Plains of Abraham than they oid

‘on the Plains of Manitoba.  The source of the
attack is rendered more scrious because of jts -

portance. We know that this policy of aggression

15 not contined toone Provinee.  Last year much of
the time of the House was raken up with a discus.

tsion regarding the suppresion of the official use

of the Frenci language in the North-West Terri-

tories. 1 had not the honour then to have a seat

on the floor of this House, but was the proud pos.

sessor of eme in the gallery, and I cannot charge my
memory with all the incidents of this debate ; but
I know that owing to the very weak policy pur-

sued on that occassion, the friends of one language
have become so emboldened that they have intro-
duced, and introduced sunccessfully, a similar
measure in the Province of Manitoba. The
nature of that measure is so destructive and
oppressive, and its consequences may prove so far-
reaching, that I fear we have not seen the end of
it.  We certainly have not, if we may juldge from
the resolutions introduced into the Ontario Legis-
lature a few nights ago, and which are as follows : —

‘1. That legislation respecting denominational schools
in Upper Canada was adopted by the Parliament of the
late Provinces of Canada at a time when Upperand Lower
Canada were joined in a legislative union.

** 2. That this legislation was adopted by the Parliament
of Canada against the wishes and opinion of a large ma-
jority of the representatives of Upper Canadn in the
Legislative Assembly. .

** 3. That by the passage of the Pritish North Ameriea
Aet, 1867, the Imperial Parlinment imposed on certain
Provineinl Legislatures restrictions in dealing with edu-
cation.

*‘4, That in consequence of these restrictiors the people
of Quntario are not tree to make such laws respecting edu-
eation as they may from time to time deem necessary and
pruadent.

**5. That these restrictions are contrary to the principles
of proper responsible government as conferred on the
Dominion of Canada and on the several provinces com-
posing it, and to the autvnomous powers which were in
other respects granted to the Provineial Legislatures.

* 6. That the Provinces of Ontario and Quebec are the
only provinces of the Dominion of Canada which are so
restricted.

* 7. That, in the opinion of this House, the interestsof the
country require such changesin the Dritish North Americ:
Act of 1867 nx will place education under the jurisdiction
of the Ontario Legislature completely, as the various sub-
jeets assigned to provineial jurisdietion under seetion 91
of that Aect. .

* 8. Thatan humble Address be presented by this House
to Her Most Gracious Majesty embodying the foregoing
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resolutions and praying thatshe will be pleased to have
them hrought to the votice of the Houses of Parlinment
with a view of sceuring the changes desired.”’

I know perfectly well that I might be told that we
enjoy in Quebee, where we are in the majority.
the power of retalintion.  As a Liberal, 1 protest
against the idea of retaliating.

rights of any people should be invaded. As a Cath-
olic. T would condemn any proposals that might
bear heavily and unjustly upon my Protestant fel-
low citizens, and, were those rightsattacked, I would
he the first to go into the fight to defend-them.
We o not anticipate retaliation in the Province
of Quebec, and why ?  Because the people of the
Province of Quebec are actuated by broad and
generous sentiments.  On more than one occasion
they have given not only an idea of what justice
they can deal out, but even what generosity can
he offered by them.  We remember that last
Session an announcement was received in this

which carried away Toronto’s pride, that famous
institution of lewrning where so many of Ontario’s
sons received the highest education in arts, in
medicine and in law. The Legislature of the
Province of Quebec, representing the people of
that DProvince, then passed a most practical
resolution of sympathy which took the form
of a gift of S10,000. T know myself that,
in the great Catholic University of Laval in Que-
bee, two Protestant gentlemen, Drs. Jackson and
Sewell, occupied, I think up to the time of their
death, the chairs of medicine, and that both gen-
tlemen were members of the Council of this Cath-
olic University. It is well to bring these facts to
the notice of the country as well as to the notice of
the House, because they constitute the best testi-
mony to the generosity and liberality of an en-
lightened people. We can go further and show
that, in the great city of Montreal, where the
large majority is Catholie, and in the city of Que-
bec where the majority is also Catholic, the chief
positions in the gift of the people—the mayoralty,
for instance—have often been bestoweil upon Pro-
testant gentlemen. In the County of Ottawa, from
which T come, the population being about 70,000,
three-fourths of this lurge population being Catholic
and principally French-Canadian, the same thing
is evident. Take the city of Hull, whose popula-
tion is 12,000—a city the most thoroughly Catholic
and French in the Province of Quebec—and its
mayor to-day is a Protestant gentleman, Mr.
Mayor Eddy. The wardenship of the county has
been also held by a Protestant gentleman for
years. That Catholic and French county is
rcpresented in the Senate by a Protestant gen-
tleman, it is represented in the Legislative Coun-
cil of Quebec by a Protestant gentleman, and it
was represented on the floor of this House for a
great number of years by a Protestant gentleman.
T am the first Catholic returned for that county to
this Legislature, my justly popular predecessor,
Mr. Alonzo Wright, having occupied the seat in
Parliament for 29 years. What does this mean ?
We do not ask what are your religious views, hut

what is your political opinion, and the answer

given to that question enables us to render our
verdict. If the spirit of justice should be prac-
ticeld in other portions of this Dominion in the

As an Irish-Cana-
dian, 1 zannot possibly sanction the idea that the !

saume way. much of the agitation now existing
would he dispelled, and we would have peace and
prosperity in this country. 1t is time that the
storm signal should be hoisted : it is time that the
Canadian nation should be warned of the danger
which threatens it.

Some hon. MEMBERS.  Hear, hear.

Mr. DEVLIN. [Itis very well for certain gen-
tlemen to cry ‘hear, hear.”  Perhaps in a few
moments they will not be in such a hurry to cry
“ hear, hear.” It takes but a spark to start a
flame which may easily be fanned into a huge con-
flagration, and it is only realized how great the
danger is when it is too late. We may be warned
of the approaching tlood and heed it not, but,
when the storm descends, when our property is
destroyed and we have lost those who are dearest
to us, then it is too late to stem the lood. But
what are the calamities caused by the action of
nature compared to those which are aroused by

N ' d ) ) i the letting loose of the passions of the people * We
House with sorrow, with anguish and with feelings . l peal
of distress—the announcement of the conflagration !

have only to go back about a century and we have
hefore us the horrors of the French Revolution,
We have only to cross to the south of our houndary
to sce the effecv of the great civil war when
brother's blood was shed by brother, when State
fought against State, and when the existence of
the great Republic was threatened.  And there arve
those now sitting in this House who remember the
days of 1837 and 1838—those sad days for Canada
—when this country went through the agony of
civil war.  The heroes of those days sleep 1n their
graves, but, though I may stand here on the floor
of the House, I assart that they are not con-
sidered as the graves of traitors but as the
graves of patriots, You cannot with impunity
trample upon the proud spirit of a proud race.
You cannot insult a people without receiving in
return the insult you tender, and T am afraid that
there are those who do not consider the effect of
their speeches and of the appeals which they make
to passion and prejudice. I believe that much of
the agitation which has been aroused is due to the
course of the hon. member for Simcoe. Had he
the approval of his leader in the course he pursued ?
I know not. Did his chieftain encourage him? It
iy difficult to say. But what we do know is that,
when he occupied a very prominent place in the
Conservative party, when he was the leader of
that party in Ontario, when he was the president of
the Liberal-Conservative Association of Ontario in
1887, he spoke as follows in the town of Barrie :—
“« And don’t we find the Freneh to-day in the Province
of Quebec more French than they were when they were
conquered by Wolte on the Plaing of Abraham ? Do they
mix with us, assimilate with us, intermarry with us; do
they read our literature or learn our laws? No: every-
thing with them is conducted on a French model, and,
while we may admire members of that race as individuals,
yet a8 members of the body politie, I say, they are the
great danger to our confederacy.”’
Now, Mr. Npeaker, that is pretty strong language.
Yet it was the campaign document of 1887.
We are reaping to-day the fruits of such ideas.
The first shot was fired at us in the Jesuit storm,
the second was distinctly heard in the last local
campaign in Ontario, -and now the firing is going
on all around. The separate school must go, the
French language must go. I think the great dan-
ger to Confederation lies, not in the French race,
or the French lunguage, or the separate school, it
lies in the policy pursued by the hon. mem-
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ber for North Simeoe (Mr. Mce(arthy), and, per-  customs and institutions of the Province of Quebec.
haps, receiving the approbation of others who do* However, notwithstanding all these eveuts, we
not dare to declare openly their approbation of { have the consolation of knowing that it is not in

that policy.  This crusade will have a most unfor-
tunate effect, because it will lessen the confidence
which we might have in the institutions which
govern us. and also in the protection which is sup-
posed to be extended to minorities. We know
what sacritices have been made for the develop-
ment of the North-West.  For it was built the
Canadian Pacific Railway, for it was created the
great uational debt which rests so heavily upon
this country. To the money which was expended
there, the Catholic contributed as well as the Pro-

testant : each to-day has to bear, in proportion to

his means, in proportion to the population, some
amount of the taxation.  Nir, I ask in view of the
legislation which has heen passed @ Is the door of
the North-West not virtually closed. is the door
of Manitoba not virtually closed. against Catho-
lic emigrants who might intend going there ?
Can we encourage them to-day to go into that
province  Not as long as the legislation exists
which it was in the power of hon. gentlemen
opposite, occupying the ministerial benches, to dis-
allow, and which the people of the Province of
Quebec thought they would disallow before the 5th
March, We will be told, of course. in very fine
technical language. we will even be told, perhaps,
in subtle wrguments, by the Minister of Justice,

that the matter is before another tribunal and :

receiving the attention of that tribunal.  Well,

: the power of the Government of Manitoba to close
i the door of the separate schools—it is not in the
i power of any Government. of any agitator, to close
i the separate schools, because as long as a Catholic
~can earn a dollar in this country, he will gladly
s give that dollar to the end in view. Wemay bhe
i harassed, laws may be passed compelling us to sup-
i port schools not our own, entirely out of sympathy
i with our religious view : we may even be forced to
ssupport  them by taxation;  and  still, not-
withstanding all the measures which may be
passed against us in this respect, we will have
four separate schools: so long as  we enjoy
Ithe free exercise of our faith and religious
: opinions, so long will we have our separate schonls.
i We all know, \fx Speaker, the result of the policy
s pursued with respect to education in Ireland @ we
Lnnw that all the power of English statesmanship,
“all the glitter of English gold, that all buman and
¢ inhuman devices were employed, inorder to prevent
i the people of that country feom receiving an edu-
s cation through Catholic chaunels.  And still, what
Iis the result ¥ The result is stamped upon every page
L of history, showing that the Catholic Church has
i triumphed : and to-day the problem is how to
destroy what was erected, amd how to erect again
what was destroyed. Weknow thatto-day the heart
of England has been touched, and an effort is being
I made, seriously and earnestly, to remedy the evil

notwithstanding this assurance, we will still believe | whichexisted, and toredress the wrong of centuries.
that the tribunal which should have pronounced : We ask simply that we may be allowed to enjoy
upon it is before us: the constitution and laws of ; the privileges guaranteed to ns by the constitution

our country render that tribunal competent to pro- !
nounce, but policy, but expediency. but the desire |
of not displeasing the member for Simceoe and !
- such other strong powers render this tribunal in- |
competent.  That was the trouble.  What should
we think. if a fire was to start in this House.
and if we were gravely informed that we must not
take u pail of water to quench it, although we
might have one at our hands, but that a page
must be summoned, who, in his turn, will be sent
to the caretaker, who, in his turn, will summon

the city brigade, and. by the time this brigade |
the whole building would be |

would reach us,
destroyed ¥ - That is about the amount and force
of the argument of the Government with regard
to this measure of the Manitoba schools.  There
no wonder at all that the hon.

Simeoe  feels perfectly  satistied with the
course pursued by the Government. In a
speech delivered a  short time age at Col-
lingwood he expressed his satisfaction, he express-
ed his entire pleasure, at the course pursued by
the Government in this matter: and although we
had been informed on more than one platform in
the Province of Quebee that he had been ex-
pelled from his party. we did not believe it.. We
knew perfectly well that the people received one
course of instruction in Ontario, while those
specially deputed to fight us were informed by the
chieftain of that party that he alone was the true
defender of the faith. The Government sent its
emissaries into the Province of Quebec to teach
and preach that our pelicy meant annexation, that
annexation meant the destruction of the Catholic
religion, and would lead also to the ruin and de-
struction of the French Janguage, and the laws,

Mr. DevniN

s

for

member ;

ofour country : aml one of the privileges before 1870,
the year in which Manitoba entered Confederation,
wasthat Catholicsshould have theirseparateschools,
fand from 1870 up to 1890 in Manitoba the Catholic
school has existed, but last year it was closed.  The
i right to have these schools is one which we are
bound to keep, and it is a vight which we will never
cease to bring under the notice of this House.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I believe this information was
furnished to the House last session : hut if there is
anything called for by this motion which has not
already been brought down, I shall be very happy
to bring down the wdditional information required.

Motion agreed to.

ATLANTIC MAIL \l' RVICE.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell), for Mr.
moved for :

Copy of all correspondence between the Government or
i the Postinaster General’s Department with Mr, Andrew
« Allan or any other parties, tor the conveyance of the
mails between Canada and the United Kingdom.

Mr. MULOCK. [ think it is to be regretted
that the Postmaster General or the Government
have allowed us to come to this state of affairs
when our mails have to pass from Canada to the
United Kingdom through a foreign country. Two
years ago the Government obtained permission
from this House to offer a subsidy of $500,000 a
year for a period of ten years as a subsidy for o
line of steamships between Canada, the United
Kingdom and France. For some reason that sub-
sidy was not taken advantage of, and after the
Government had for about a year dallied with it,
we were told last year that the expected contrac-
tors, Anderson & Co., had withdrawn from the

LAURIER,
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negotintions.  That left Canada with the old line
of steamships as before, which had in fact been
condemned by public opinion, and by the Govern-

ment in this House so far as they represent the!

public opinion of the day. The Postmaster Gen-
eral Jast Session asked for a grant of $1235,000 as a
temporary subsidy to provide for the carrying of
the mails by the Canadian route for one year. He
knew that the arrangement would terminate in
1891, for he told us last year that the contract was
for one year from April, 1890. It has, therefore,
happened that, although the Government had a
year's notice, we are now without a
of our own by which to send our mails to
Great Britain.
Government in this respect condenmmed the Cana-
dian lines, we have declared them unsuitable for
the purpose of carrying the Canadian mails ; per-

haps they are. and I think this is generally con-!
But how does it arise that when the!
people of Canada are willing to give such vast:
sums of money towards. the mprovement of the

ceded,

service, two years have passed and we are new in

a worse position than at the commencement ? The !
Government have not only allowed the mail ser-

-vice to be diverted to a foreign country, but trathic,
both passenger and freight, has also been diverted.
In view of the great triumph just accomplished,

whereby mails and passengers have been carried |

from Yokohama to the Atlantic shore in 14 days,
I think every possible effort should be made hy
the Government to complete the triumph and
bring us into direct communication through our
own lines, if possible, with CGreat Britain and
Europe. The country, I am sure, has not been

penurious in the past in entrusting to the Govern- |

ment money for the purpose in guestion, nor is
there any reason to suppose that the people will

refuse to coinplete the system which has so far:

been carried to perfection. T, as a Canadian, re-
joice at the triumph which has heen recently
accomplished in the dirccetion I have mentioned,
and T am sure the whole of Canada will endorse
every movement that will improve and perfect our
mail service. I should have regretted if this mo-
tion had passed in silence.
be some information given by the Administration.
How long are we to remain in the present con-

dition? Are there any negotiations on fout ? Has |

the Government anything in view ? They haveat
present a pledge of half a million dollars for ten
years from the people; has the Minister of Fin-

ance abandoned the scheme ? 1 think it is due to;
the House thut at this particular moment we!

should have information on the subject.

Mr. KENNY.

I listened with pleasure to the

remarks which fell from the hon. member for;
Hon. gentlemen who!

North York (Mr. Mulock).
sat in the last Parliament will remember that on

more than one occasion I drew the attention of the :

House and of the Government to the necessity
which then existed for an improved trans-Atlantic
mail service. I think, Sir, it is very much to be
regretted that the efforts which the Government
made to secure a better service have not been
more successful, but at the same time I must say,
my individual opinion is—and I think it is shared
by the hon. gentleman who has just addressed the
House—that the subsidy which was paid to the
steamers which performed the service during the
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cpast two years had better cease, than that we
' should continue a service which was so generally
" unsatisfactory to the country. I was glad to read
recently in an English newspaper. an extract from
a Canadian paper, which first met my eyes in the
English journal, and which stated that a company
had been formed recently in England, composed of
the owners of the Allan Line steamers, of the Naval
and Armament Construction Company of Barrow-
in-Furness, of which the Marquis of Hartington is
the president, the company which constructed the
: fine steamers which the hon. member for North
{ York has so pleasantly referred to, and of other
! English capitalists, who have joined together for
{ the purpose of acquiring all the present steamers
éinf the Allan line to be used as freight ships,

rand  also for the purpose  of  constructing
i four fast steamships to be engaged in  the
Canadian trans-Atlantic mail service. 1 chare

the hope expressed by the hon. member for North
York that the Government will be able to give the
* House somie assurance at an early date that there
fis a probahility of Canada having a first-class trans-
Atlantic mail service. T am glad to hear from hon.
gentlemen opposite that they are of opinion we
ought toendeavour tosceure anethicient trans- Atlan-
tic mail service, for the reason that the passenger
and freight traflic will necessarily follow the mail
service.  That was my contention in reference to
i the West Indian steamship service, but T regret to
say that during the two years I called the atten-
tion of the last House to that matter. I never
received much support from the hon. gentlemen
Lopposite.  Thanks are due to the Government
- for having established the West Indian mail ser-
vice for the very reason that the hon. gentleman
for North York urges in favour of the trans-At-
i Iantic mail service, namely, that the passenger and
freight and general commercial tratlic will neces-
sarily go with the mails. I share the hope expressed
by the hon. gentleman. that, before this session
closes, the Government will be in a position to
inform the House that the cftorts which they have
made and are making to secure an improved trans-
Atlantic service have been successful,

Mr. FOSTER. I donot think any fault ean be
found with my hon. friend from North York (Mr.
Mulock) for pressing for some information with
reference to this question : an important guestion,
as he himself has very truly stated. The House
i will remember that the Act which authorized the
Government to expend half a million dollars to
obtain a fast mail service across the Atlantic bhe-
tween this country and France and Great Britain,
also contained the authority for the expenditure of
a certain amount of money for a fast amd first-class
line of vessels on the Pacitic. It conitemplated
,also, and made provision to a certain extent, to
i bring about the establishment of a line of mail
steamers between Canada and Australin. The
Act authorized a scheme which involved these
three distinct proposals. The Government went
to work with reference to these three schemes,
and up to the present time one of them has
been accomplished, and accomplished in a way
which is very much to the credit of Canada, and
of which we all feel justly proud. We now have
on the Pacific Ocean, in the great route of travel
from the extreme east across this continent to
Europe, the finest inter-continental service that
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can be found in the world, and with the excep-,
tion of the trans-Atlutic service it may be said
to he perfect. Al companies are not like the one

which undertook the building, and ix now running

the vessels on the Pacitic, and running them under |
such snccessful auspices.  Although the Govern- |
ment his spent as much, and 1 think I may say a
great deal more time, and given more attention to |
the successful accomplishment, if pussible, of thed
Atlantic service, it has not heen so suecessful in !
bringing it to a termination on account of various '
causes. The reasons which have hitherto prevailed |
for this delay in bringing the Atlantic service to!
i suceess have been given last Parliament.  Since i
the Messrs. Anderson gave up the project the,

caleulations made by the Engincers of the Department
of Public Works made and hased on these tenders: the
contract which has been entered into: the reports of the
Engineers which may have been made on the carrving
out of the wourks : or the changes which may have heen
made in them: and also, a statement of the sams paid ont
to the contractors up to date.—(Mr. Guay. for Mr. Tarte,)

Return showing the quantities and Kinds of timber and
suwlogs eut annually in the lately Disputed Territory, in
the Province of Ontario, uuder the suthority of timher
licenses izsued by the Government of Canada s the ua nes
of such licensces ; and showing also how the dues were
imposed, and the amount per thousand feet, board
weasure, realized by the Government of Canada trom
eiach person or firm so licensed in-each year from 1875 to
887, inclusive; or what royalty or other revenue was
received by the Government from licensees aforesaid on
such quantities eut or soll,—(Mr. Barron.)

Copies of the Order in Council of date the 10th May,

Government has heen in negotiation with other | 1883, granting a_subsidy of 12500 per avnum to Mr.
c‘nnpanics il"‘l ‘,thcl- c(,’-l""'uti"".\:. h‘lt. se\'cral ’ J"he" (’h“bﬂt. t(lr !hc use ()! thc ."!el”nbﬂﬂt .‘llll'll'l'('.

. o . e ! hetween Dalhousie and Gaspé. in connection with the
things have intervened to make it impossible for i Intercoloninl Railway :—and also of all other Orders in
the Government to say that the scheme has heen | Council which may have been passed afterwards in res-
successfully realized. Negotiations have been going | pect 1o the same steamboat.—(Mr. Guay, for Mr. Tarte.)

on, however, with certain English companies, and ;
they had progressed to a very favourable extent |
when certain circumstances arose which caused |
delay.  In the tirst place, Mr. Bryce-Douglas, who
came here, and with whom the Gavernment had ;
personal, and I may say satisfactory communica- |
tion, has suddenly passed away. As my hon.
friend knows, Mr. Bryce-Douglas was a leading |
spirit in the company which built the Pacific line of |
steaners which are now running so successfully. |
In addition to this, certain tinancial ditficulties !
arose in London which made it imprudent, for a
certain time at least, to attempt to float so large a |
cuncern is was contemplated with reference to this {
service. because the scheme contemplated not only
the establishment of a first-class line of steamers
between Canada and the old country. but also the
establishment of a  first-class rervice between l
Canada and Australia, thus taking up and carrying
to fultilment the other two hranches of the generaﬁ
proposal which was made two years ago.  These
circumstances militated against the bringing of
this scheme to a successful completion. I may say
that negotiations are still going on, and that the
Government liave not omitted any reasonable
effort to bring them to a successful conclusion :
and before the session terminates, I hope the Gov-
erument will be in @ position to give more definite
information and a more favourable intimation than
we are able to do at present. This much I say,
amd I think the House will take it in the spirit in
which it is said, that we realize the great import-
ance of having a first-class service from Canada
to the old country as good as any that crosses
the Atlantic, and the very generous grant given by
Parliament to the Government has been used, so
far as inducements went, with that end in view.

Motion agreed to.
PRIVATE MEMBERS’ MOTIONS.

Mr. SPEAKER. [ wish to state that I propose
to adopt the rule, and adhere rigidly to it, that, in
case a member is not present at the proper time to
move any motion which stands in his name, it must
be dropped, unless it stands at the request of the
Administration.

RETURNS ORDERED.

Copies of the tenders asked for to construet a zrm'imi
dock at Kingston ; the tenders received ; the reports anc
Mr. Fostek.

Copies of the contract with the owners or owner, or the
party in possession of the steambout Adwiral, made
by the Government in consequence of an Order in Couneil
bhearing date the 10th of May. 1558 : also of the contracts,
deeds or transters which may have been executed or noti-
fied to the Government, since the suid date of the 10th
May, 1888 also a statement of the sums paild out for the
use of the sail steamboat: the names of the persons to
whom these sums have been paid: and the date of the
payments and of the receipts which have been given
therefor.—(Mr. Guay, for Mr. Tarte,)

Copy of the report of H. F. Perley. Esq..Chicf Engincer
of the Public Works Department, respecting the cnuses
of the flooding by the waters of the Richelieu River. of the

‘ lands of the riparian owners, in the Counties of Iberville,

St. John and Missisquoi.—(Mr. Béchard.)

Return showing the contingent expenses of the several
salaried postmasters of this Dominion for the fisenl years
1888, 18%9 and 18900.—(Mr. McMullen.)

Return showing the number of votes polled tor the
respective candidates in the several Electoral Distriets
and in the various sub-divisions thereof, together with
the number of ballots rejected and spoiled in ench and
every sub-division at the last general election, specifying
the cases in_which a reconnt of votes was had and the
changes made in respect thereot, giving the report of the
returning officer in cach caze : nlso the number of electors
on the revised clectoral lists in cach riding, the total in
all, together with the population as shown by the census
of 1831 and of 1891, of each and every such distriet and
sub-division, giving the total pupulation of Canada in
both periods numed.—(Mr. Landerkin.)

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

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 6
p-m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
WEDNEsDAY, Uth May, 1891,
The SPEAKER took the CGhair at Three o'clock.
PrAYERs.
PRIVATE BILLS—EXTENSION OF TIME.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved :

That as the time for receiving petitions for Private

Bills will expire on Friday, the Sth instant, the same be -
extended until Friday, the 2nd instant,
He said : The custom is that & motion of this kind
should be made in ordinary times on the report of
the committee, and the rule of the House in refer-
ence to it reads as follows :—

* Except in eases of urgent and pressing necessity, no
motion for the suspension ur modification of any rule
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applying to Private Bills or Petitions for Private Bills
shall be entertained by the House until after references
made to the several Standing Committees charged with
the consideration of Private Bills and a report made
thereon by one or more of such Committees.”

No committee has yet been appointed, and, as the
House ceases to sit this evening until Monday next,
this motion becomes necessary.

Motion agreed to.

REPORTS.

Annual Report of the Minister of Justice on
Penitentiavies. —(Nir John Thompson.)

Annual Report of the Department of Fisheries.—
(M\.r. Tupper.)

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 11) to enable an accused person to give
evidence on his own behalf.—(Mr. Cameron,

Huron.)
FISHERY BOUNTY CHEQUES.

Mr. FLINT asked, Whether it is the intention
of the Government, in future, to have the fishery
hounty cheques issued and in course of distribution
previous to the 5th day of March, in each year?

Mr. TUPPER. It isthe intention of the Govern-
ment to have the bounty distributed before the
5th day of March in each year.

ANIMALS FROM THE UNITED STATES.

Mr. CHOQUETTE asked, Whether it is the
intention of the Government to allow the entry
into Canada free of duty of animals from the
United States, for the purpose of their being
slaughtered at Three Rivers or at any other place
in the Dominion ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

now engaging the attention of the Government.
£ag

KAMINISTIQUIA RIVER—DREDGING.

Mr. CAMPBELL asked, Whether any dredging
has been done on the Bar or in the Kaministiquia
River, Thunder Bay, since July, 1890 ; if so, were
tenders invited for such work ; how many tenders
were received ;
highest and lowest tender ; was the lowest tender
accepted ; if not, why not? To whom was the
contract awarded, and what was the amount of
the successful tender? What progress has been
made with the work, and what amount has bheen
paid on account of said contract ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The answer to
this question will require documents to be read,
and I would ask the hon. gentleman to put it in
the form of a notice of motion.

Mr. CAMPBELL. With the consent of the
House, I would ask to let the question stand as a
motion.

TWO CENT LETTER POSTAGE.

Mr. INNES (for Mr. SoMERVILLE) asked,
Whether it is the intention of the Government to
reduce letter postage to two cents?

Mr. HAGGART. That matter is at present
under the consideration of the Government.

5

That subject is

what was the amount of the!
i resign that oflice ?

P. E. I. BREAKWATERS.

Mr. PERRY asked, What amount of wharfage
dues has been collected at Tignish breakwater,
Prince Edward Island, during the year 1890

Mr. TUPPER. Noreturn of the wharfage dues
collected for the year 1890 has yet reached the
Department.

Mr. PERRY asked, Whether tenders have been
asked for, for new works at Miminigash break-
water, Prince Edward Island ¥ If so, is the con-
tract let ? And to whom, and for what amount ¥
When is the contract to be completed ¥

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Tenders were asked
for by public advertisement, dated the 10th of
December, 1890, for extending and strengthening
the south pier. The contract has been awarded to
Alexander Macdonald for 2,000, and it is to be
completed within seven months from the date of
the contract.

Mr. PERRY asked, What amount of money
has heen expended repairing Miminigash break-
water, Prince Edward Island, during the year
18907  Who was the inspector? What mmount
was he paid for his services”

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The amount ex-
pended during the year was 3550.71.  The fore-
man was Michael McElroy. The amount paid
him was S65.

THE DOMINION CENSUS.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell) (for Sir RicHARD CART-

wrIGHT) asked, How soon does the Government
expect to receive returns of the number of the in-
habitants of the Dominion 7

Mr. HAGGART. The emumeration in connec-
tion with the census of 1881 commenced on the
4th of April of that year, and the result as to
population was announced at the end of July of
the same year. It is probable that the information
asked for will be obtained this year at about the
same time.

FISHERY INSPECTOR, DISTRICT No. 3, N.s.

Mr. FLINT asked, Whether the Inspector of
Fisheries for District No. 3, in the Province of Nova
Scotia, did, previously to the Sth day of March last,
If so, the date of such resigna-
tion : and whether the vacancy created by such
resignation has yet been filled ¥ If so, the name of
the appointee and the date of his appointment ?

Mr. TUPPER. The Inspector of Fisheries for
that district did resign his office on the 25th of
February, 1891, The vacancy created by thatresig-
nation has been filled. The name of the appointee
is J. R. Pinhey. The date of his appointment was
the 26th of March, 1891. :

NEW SAFE IN FINANCE DEPARTMENT.

Mr. McMULLEN asked, What is the entire cost
of the new safe put in the Finance Departinent, in-
cluding putting it in? Were tenders asked for ?
How many tenders were sent in? Whose tender
was the lowest? How much did Messrs. Goldie
& McCulloch, Galt, get for the safe ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The entire cost
the new vault inthe Finance Department, includin
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the stone foundation, the cutting of the floors, ete.,
as S44,468. Tenders were asked on the 14th of
November, 1880, Threetenders were received. The
tender of Goldie & McCulloch, of Galt, Ontario,
was the lowest, the amount being 229,750, The
amounts paid to Goldie & McCulloch were: for
erection and supply of vault, 320,750 ; and iron
and steel hoxes for each side of the vault, 8£3,627.40;
making altogether S33.377.40.  The other two
tenders were those made by F. Toms, Ottawa,
£36.850, and J. & J. Taylor, of Toronto, $37,942,
bath of which were higher than the adcepted tender,
with boxes inclwded.

IMPERIAL POSTAL UNION.

Mr. DENISON asked, Whether it is the inten-
tion of the Government to approach the Imperial
authorities with a view to establish a uniform
Imperial two cent postage rate between all parts
of the Empire?

Mr. HAGGART. The Government are at
present engaged in considering the subject to which
the hon. gentleman’s question refers.

ELECTION RETURNS.
Mr. LANDERKIN moved for:

Return giving the date of the deelaration in every rid-
ing during the recent General Election. Ifadjournments
or enlargements were made, in any case. from the time
fixed at the nominations, stating where, when. how often
and for what reason, anid giving the name and address of
the returning officer where such oqcurr(:d: also, giving
the name, occupation and post office address of every
returning ofticer: showing the date of return by return-
ing officer to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery. and
the date of receipt of cach by the Clerk of the Crown in |
Chancery : together with the name of the electoral |
district and the member elected thereto, and the date of ;
publication of his return in the Canada liuzette,

He said : Before the motion is put, I desire in a
few words to state my reasons for making it. It
has become notorious that irregularities have crept
into the method of holding our elections, and that
delays have occurred without good and sufficient
“reasons.  In the election just passed the returning
ofticer in the riding which I have the honour to
represent announced that the declaration would be
made a week after the election had taken place. I
think, in the riding of Eust Bruce the declara-
tion took place on the Monday following the
clection.  In East Grey., I nelieve, it took
place on the Monday following the election,
and in North Grey on the Thursday following, a
weck after, as in my own case. In North Bruce
it took place on the following Monday, and 1
notice also thatv in the gazetting. although the
declaration in Fast Bruce took place at the same
date as in North Bruce, the member for North
Bruce was gazetted one week before the member
for East Bruce : and in the case of North Grey,
where the declaration took place at the same date
as it did in NSouth Grey, the member for North
Grey was gazetted one week before the member for
South Grey. And in the cases of North Bruce,
North Grey and East Grey, the gazetting of three
members took place on the 14th March, nine days
after the election, and in one case two days after
the declaration. I do not know whether this is
according to law or not, but I want to enquire into
the matter. If it is, the law should be remedied
so that justice and fair-play may prevail. It is
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very desirable, if there is any advantage to be
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN.
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gained, that all should enjoy it in common ; and if
there are any disadvantages arising out of the sys-
tem let them be removed. Al parties should unite
in obtaining fair-play in the conduct of elections
and in the gazetting. Ido not know why my elec-
tion should be gazetted one week after the election
in East Grey. when in reality my returning ofticer
lives nearer Ottawa than the returning officer for
East Grey. It does seem tome very peculiar that
such a system should prevail, and that the Govern-
ment should allow it to continue.  We are here in
a British colony where fair-play should be the rule.
If the law allows the Government to take unfair
alvantage, the law should be altered. It doesnot
make much ditference tome whether T am gazetted
carlier or later, but it is desirable that justice
should he dealt out to all in the same measure. 1
want to find out how this is done, and for that
reason I make this motion.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think this subject is
entitled to some consideration. I notice that in a
large number of instances considerable delay oceur-
red between the day of election and the day of
declaration. In some cases, no doubt, that is due
to the fact that the returning ofticers undertook to
make the most out of the elections, and instructed
their deputies to retain the ballot boxes until they
were called for instead of sending them in at once.
In my own constituency the decluration was made
a week after the day of the election, whereas in
other constituencies. (uite as large, it was made
the third or fourth day after the election. The
law requires that :

““ The returning officer shall, immediately after the
sixth day after the final addition by him. unless before
that time he reeeives notice that he is required to attend
before a judge for the purpose of a final addition or re-
count by such judge of the votes given at the election.
transmit his return to the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery.””

Now, I know in the County of Bothwell that was
not done. The election was held on the 5th of
March, and the declaration was made on the 12th
March, and the returning oflicer, instead of making
his return immediately after the expivation of the
sixth day, waited until the eleventh day, and made
his return after the Saturday had gone by on
which the Canada (fazette is published.  He masde
his return upon the Monday following, knowing
that another week would have to elapse before
publication in the Grzette could take place.  That
is a gross abuse on the part of the returning officer
of the duty imposed upon him by law.  Under the
105th section of the Election Act it is provided :

** That every officer and clerk who is guilty of any wil-
ful misfeasance or any wilful act or vmission in violation
of this Act shall forfeit to any person aggrieved by such
misfeasance. act or omission, & sum not exceedinug five
hundred dollars, in addition ro the amount of actual
damages thereby aceasioned to such persons.”

I know that in the case I mentioned in my consti-
tuency the returning officer has made himself
liable to that provision of the law, but what is the
use of bringing an action against a man who has
nothing ?  The House shoul(!f see that it is not in
the power of the Administration to appoint any
man as returning officer who is not a responsible
man and from whom the penalties imposed by law
cannot be colledted. Certainly this House owes it to
every member to see that the law is honestly and
fairly carried out. In many cases it has been
violated-in the way I have mentioned. After the
elections of 1887 we had the Clerk of the Crown in
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Chancery keeping back the returns, contrary to
law. That has not heen repeated on this occasion,
but a different course has been pursued. It is the
returning officer who has kept back the returns
now, and so the same mischief which was inflicted
in 1887 by the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery has
been inflicted in the present instance upon many
members of this House by the returning ofticers. I
think that this is a gross abuse, and one which
ought not to be tolerated. If there is any law
which ought to be fairly administered, it is the law
relating to elections ; and I am satisfied that hon.
members on this side of the House have great
reason to complain of the course pursued by persons
appointed as returning officers.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Every returning
officer mmust be held responsible for any irregularity
or impropriety in the performance of his duty.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). But if he is worth
nothing ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We can alter
that. *If he has not goods to find, he may have
a pledge to bind,” as the saying is. It does not
at all Tollow that because returns do not come in
the same day or by the same mail that there has
been any impropriety. Hon. gentlemen know
there are very many cases of delay. I have no
objection that the law should be altered, if neces-
sary, to prevent any misuse or abuse of the powers
conferred on the returning ofticers.  There was no
abuse in my case. The returning officer was a
personal friend of mine, and a political friend of
mine, but he was the sheriff’ of the county, and
therefore would be acceptable to hon. gentlemen
opposite. That he was a political friend of mine
is not my fault, hecause he was elected at one time
as a suppotter of mine from the County of Fron-
tenac.  Still, there was a delay in my return.
though I was elected, and possibly my return
ought to have been announced in the first Gazefte.
I do not know why that was not done. 1
know that I have had the pleasure of hav-
ing a protest served upon me, and, if I
had appeared in the first Guzette, I might have
been saved that pleasure.  No doubt there was
some reason for the delay, and no doubt other
returning officers may have had equally good rea-
sons. It may be that deputy returning officers
have not made up their returns in proper time, or
the delay may be caused by some other irregulari-
ties. I quite agree with the mover of this resolu-
tion and with my hon. friend who has just spoken,
that all possible means should be taken to provide
that there should be equal fair-play to both sides.
When the return is made, we will be able to sce
better than we can now what the reasons are
which are assigned for the delays and alleged
irregularities in sending to the Clerk of the Crown
in Chancery the return of the returning ofticer.
There is a plethora of motions connected not only
with the franchise, but also with the whole elec-
toral system, on the paper, and I have no doubt
that, before the session is over, we will be able to
consider this subject and arrive at means to cure it
beyond the possibility of abuse.

Mr. CHARLTON. It is true, as the First
Minister informs us, that returns cannot always
come in at the same time and by the same mail.
Circumstances will necessarily occur to delay the
returns in many cases. He suggests that we may

D

look to the returning officers for a redress of our
grievances, but there is a suspicion in the minds of
many members that some returning officers have
been acting—not necessarily in collusion with the
Government

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly not..

Mr. CHARLTON—but in collusion with the
party to which they belong. The return from the
north riding of Norfolk, which I represent, was
made on the 9th March, and the return from the
south riding of the same county on the 12th
March. T received my certificate on the 16th
March, and my return was gazetted on the 4th
April, while the return of the supporter of the
Government from South Norfolk was not gazetted
until a week afterwards.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.
suspicious circumstance, I admit.

Mr. CHARLTON. It is said that the returning
officer was sick at the time, but he was able to
make the return, atallevents. Whether the delay
was inadvertent or by purpose, I do not know, but
it took place. 1 am happy to hear my hon. friend
the First Minister state that he will take measures
to rectify these abuses and to see that they do not
oceur again.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I know’ professionally that
the returning ofticer for North Norfolk was very
sick indeed. The papers were given to his clerk,
and, through some inadvertence, 1 suppose, on the
part of the clerk, they were not sent at once ; but
I know that the returning officer was not only con-
fined to his bed, but was very seriously ill at that
time.

Mr. AMYOT. T think that, some few years ago,
the Minister of Justice proposed to bring down a
measure to fix the period of delay within whichan
election could be protested.  That is the only cure
for this evil. When there are 215 returning
officers there will necessarily he some mistakes
maude and some faults. It would be better to cure
the fault from which this arises. The Government
has in its hands a very good means of curing this
trouble, at least partially—that would be that they
should decide not to contest the elections which
have been protested within the last week.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The hon. gentleman
is mistaken in regard to my promise to bring down
a measure.

Mr. AMYOT.
next time.

Mr. McMULLEN.  The election took place on
the Hth March. I was gazetted on the 4th or 5th
April, a month after, but I have no fault to find
with the returning officer in my riding, because
there were six of the deputy returning ofticers who
had neglected to sign the returns, and he had to
adjourn for a week. Then there was a severe
snow storm which shut up the roads. I mention
this as I would ‘not like any reflection to be cast
upon the returning officer in my riding, because I
think he did what he could to carry out the law.

Mr. MULOCK. 1Ihave no complaint to make
against my returning officer. Infact, I have never
had any ground to complain about the manner in
which the officials in my riding have carried out
their duties. The riding which I represent is in-
habited by a very intelligent people, as you may

That is a very

We will consult the Hansard



observe, and they are an incorruptible people. If
that were not so 1 might not be here now. T be-
lieve there was no delay on the part of my return-
ing otticer, or, if there were any, it was not his
fault. I desirve to move in amendment, with the
consent of my hon. friend, to add the following to
the motion :—

Also copies of all letters written by or on behalf of
any member of the Government, to any_ member-eleet or
toany other person or persons, suggesting that any re-
turning officer be_asked to_delay making his return to
the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery.” v

Motion agreed to.
RETURNS ORDERED.

Return showing the cost of construction of the several
elevators built on the Intercolonial Rallway and branches:
showing where erected and the capuciti of each: the date
of erection and the quantity of grain that passed through
esuch of them, cach year, sinee their completion.—(Mr.
MeMullen,)

Return of the Receipts and Expenditures in detail,
churgeable to the Consclidated Fund, from the Ist day of
Muay. 1800, to 1st _day of May. 1891: and comparative
statements from Ist July, 1880, to 1st May, 1890.—(Sir
Richard Cartwright,)

Return in the form used in the statements usnally pub-
lished in the Gazette of the Exports and Imports from 1st
day of May, 1800, to 1st day of May, 1891, distinguishing
the products of Canada and those of other countries: and
comparitive statements from 1Ist July, 1839, to 1st May,
1830, —{3ir Richard Cartwright.) .

Sir JOHN AL MACDONALD moved the ad-
journment of the House.
Motion agreed to: and House adjourned at 4.15

p-m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Moxpay, 11th May, 1891,
The SPEARER took the Chair at Three o'clock.
PraYERS.
REPORT.

Report of the Departinent of Militia and Defence,
for the year ending 3Ist December, 1890, —(Sir
Adolphe Caron.)

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD presented the
Report of the Special Committeeappointed to report
the lists of members to compose the Select Standing
Committees of this House, as follows :—

ON PRIVILEGES AXD ELECTIONS.

Messieurs

Adans, Langelier,
Amvot, Langevin (Sir Hector),
%aker, %'mrier,

ArTOn. aver
Beausoleil, : Lister,gne’
Burdett, Macdonald (Sir John),
Cameron (Huron), McCarthy,
Chapleau, McDonald (Vietoria),
Coatsworth, McLeod,
Costigan, Mills (Bothwell),
Curran, Moncrieff,
Davies, Mulock,
Desaulniers, Ouimet,

Mr. McLock.
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Dickc.-y,
Edgar,
Flint,
Fraser.
(German,
Girouard,
Ives,
Kirkpatrick,

Pelletier,

Préfontaine,

Ross (Lisgar)

Tarte,

Thompson (Sir John).
Tupper,

Weldon, and

Wood (Brockville).— 42,

ON EXPIRING LAWS,

Messieurs
Cameron (Inverness), Henderson,
Carroll, Hutchins,
Colter, King,
Corbould, LaRivi¢re,
Daoust, Legris,
Dawson, McbDonald (Victori,
Delisle, teid,
Dugas, Robillard,
Dyer, Ryckman,
Ferguson (Renfrew), Savard,
Flint, Simard,
Gillies, Somerville,
Grieve, Temple, and
Hargraft, Tyrwhitt.—28,

And that the Quorum of said Committee do con-

sist of Seven Members.

ON RATLWAYS, CANALS AND TELEGRAPH

LINES.
Mossieurs
Adams, Landerkin,
Allan, Langelier,
Allison, Langevin (Sivr Hector),
Awyot, LaRiviere,
Armstrong, Laurier,
Bain, Lavergne,
Baker, Ta:duc,
Barnard, Leger,
Barron, Lepine,
Beansoleil, Lippe,
Beéchard, Lister,
Bergeron, Livingston,
Bergin, Macdonald (Sir John,
Bernier, Micdonald (King's)
Borden, Macdonald (Winnipeg),
Bourassa, Mackenzie,
Bowman, ) Mackintosh,
Brown (Chateauguay), MecAlister,
Brown (Monck), McCarthy,

Burdett,

Burnham,

Burns,

Cameron (Inverness),
Campbell,

Carignan,

i Carpenter,

Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Cartwright (Sir Richard),
Casey, ‘
Chaplean,

Charlton,

Chuoquette,

Christie,

Coatsworth,
Cochrane,

Couckburn,

Colter,

Corby,

Costigan,

Craig,

Curran,

Daly,

Daoust,

McDougald (Picton,
MceDougall (Capwe: Breton),
McGireevy,
McGregor,

McKay,

McKeen,

McLean,

McLennan,
McLeod,

M Millan,
McMullen,

Madill,

Mara,

Masson,

Mignault,

Miller,

Mills (Annapolis),
Mills (Bothwell),
Montague,
Moussean,

Mulock,

Murray,

Ouimet,

Patterson (Colchester),
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Davidson, Perry,
Davies, Pope,
Davi in, Prefontaine,
Davis, Prior,
Delisle, Proulx,
Dexaulniors, Putnam,
Desjardins (Hochehgﬂ). Reid,
Desjardins (L' 1slet), Rader,
Devlin, Rinfret,
Dewdney, Rohillard,
Dickey, Roome, N
Dugas, Ross {Dundas),
Dupont, Ross (Lisgar),
Edgear, Ryckman,
Fairbairn, Sanborn,
Fauvel, Savard,
}rrgumm {Leeds & Gren.),Seriver,
Fraser, Simard,
Frichette, Smith (\n’ Dcnald),
Geoffrion, Spohn,
German, Sproule,
Gibson, Stairs,
Girouard, Stevenson,
Gadbout, Sutherland,
Gordon, Tarte,
Grandbois, Taylor,
Guay, Temple,
Haggart, Thompson (Sir John)
Hargraft, Tixdale,
Harwood, Trow,
Hazen, ’l‘max,
Henderson, Tyrwhitt,
Hyman, Vaillancourt,
Ingram, Wallace,
Innes, Watson,
Tves, Weldon,
Jamieson, White (Cardwell),
Joneas, White (Shelburne),
Kaulbach, Wilmot,
Kenny, Wood (Brockville),
King, Wood(Westmoreland),and
Kirkpatrick, Yeo,—170.

ON MISCELLANEOUS PRIVATE BILLS.

Messieurs

‘Allan, Jamieson,
Allison, Jonceas,
Baker, Kenny,
Barnard, King,
Beith, LaRiviere,
Borden, Lavergne,
Bourassa, Leduc,
Brodeur, Léger,
Burdett, Legris,
Cameron (Huron), Lépine,
Campbell, \[acdonald {Huron),
Carpenter, McAlister,
Caron (Sll‘ Adolphe), McDougall (Cape Breton),
Carroll, Mectireevy,
Casey, McKay,
Choquette, McKeen,
Cleveland, McMillan,
Cochrane, Madill,-
Corbould, Marshall,
Corby, Mignault,
Cralg, Miller,
Daoust, Moncrieff,
Dav 1dsun, Monet,
Davis, Ouimet,
Dawson, Pelletier,
Delisle, Prior,
Denison, Proulx,
Dickey, Robillard,
Dupont, Roome,
Edwards, Ross (Dundas),
Fairbairn, Skinner,
_Featherston, Spohn,

Freéemont,
Geotfrion,
Gillmor,
Gironard,
Hazen,
Haodgins,

I\(\
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Stairs,

Vaillancourt,

Watsan,

Weldon,

White {(Shelburne). and
Yeo.—75.

And that the Quorum of said Committes do consist

of Seven Members.

ON STANDING ORDERS,

Messicurs
Armstrong, Lavergue,
Bain, Leger,
Bergeron, Macdowall,
Bc Wers, \I(.I\M‘n
Brodeur, MceNeill,
Brown (Chateauguay). Marshall,
Brown (Monck), Masson,
Burnham, Mills (Annapolis),
Denison, Monet,
Desaulniers, Moussean,
Dyer, O'Brien,
Earle, Paterson (Brant),

l‘erglnsnn (Leeds & Gren.), Patterson (Colchester),

Ferguson (Renfrew),
( .1]lmor,

Girieve,

Harwood,

Hodgins,

Hutchins,

Ingram,

Landerkin,

Perry,

Rmfrvt

Rowand,

Semple,

Smith (Sir Donald),
Stevenson,

Wilmot, and

Wood (Brockville). —42.

And that the Quorum of said Committee do consist

of Seven Members.

ON PRINTING.
Messieurs
Amyot, Landerkin,
Bergin, Mackintosh,
Bourassa, McLean,
Caron (Sir Adolphe) McMulien,
Chapleau, Putnam,
Charlton, Rider,
Davin, Somerville,
Desjardins (L'Tslet), Taylor,
Grandbois, Tisdale, and
Innes, Trow. —21.
haulbach,
ON PUBLIC ACCOUNTS.
Messieurs
Adams, Landerkin,
Baker, Langelier,
Barron, Lister,
Béchard, Macdonald (Sir John),
Bergeron, Macdonald (Huron),
Bergin, Mackenzie,
Bowell, McDougald (Pictou),

Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Inverness),
Caron (Sir -\d()lp}le),
Cartwright (Sir Richard),
Chapleau,
Charlton,
Coatsworth,
8{0:!1.raue,

stigan,
Daly,
Davies,
Denison,
Desjardins (L'Islet),
Devlin,

McGregor,
McMullen,
Madill,
Mills (Annapolm),
Moncrieff,
Montague,
Mulock,
Murray,
Rinfret,
Scriver,
Skinner,
Somerville,
Sproule,
Tarte,
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Forbes, Tavlor, Bergeron, Joncas,
Foster, Tixdale-, Rernier, Léduc,
Fraser, Tupywr, Bowers, Legris,
Gernan, Wallice, Bowman, Lepine,
Gordon, White {Cardwell), Prodeur, Lipgpe,
Haureart, Waod ( Brockvilled, and Burdett, Livingston, .
Hyiman. Wood { Westmoreland)-56. | Burnham, il;urt%nmal]t]l (King's),
: . Onor <aid Committee do con- | urns, Macdowall,
And that the Quoram of said Committer do con Carignan, Mackintosh,

sist of Nine Members,

ON BANKING AND COMMERCE.

Messieurs

Allan, Kirkpatrick,
Allison, Langelier,
Amyat, Laurier,

Barnard, Lister,

RBeausoleil, Livingston,
Beéchard, Macdonald (Huron),
Beith, Macdonald (King's),
Bernier, Macdonald (Winnipeg),
Borden, Macdowall,
Bowell, Mackenzie,

Jowers, McAlister,

Bowman, McCarthy,
Burnham, McDomald (Victoria),
Burns, MecDougald (Pictou),
Cameron {(Inverness), Mctireevy,
Carignan, McKay,
Cartwright (Sir Richard). McLennan,
Charlton, ML,
Cleveland, MceNeill,
Coatsworth. Mara,
Cochrane, Masson,
Cockburn, Mills (Bothwell),
Corhy, Moncrieff,
Craig, Mulock,

Curran, Murray,

Daly, O'Brien, :
Davies, Quimet,
Desjardins (Hochelaga),  Paterson (Brant),
Desjardins (L' Islet), Pelletier,

Devhin, Pu!*‘
Dickey, Préfontaine,
[)yer, Prior.,
Earle, Proulx,
Edgar, Putnam, .
Edwards, Rider,
Fhint, Rowand,
Forbes, Ryckman,
Foster, Sanborn,
Fraser, Scriver,
Freéchette, Semple,
Gauthier, Skinner,
tieoffrion, Smith (Sir Donald).
Gilison, Spohn,
Gillies, - Stairs,
Girouard, Sutherland,
Giuay, Temple,
Haggart, Thowmpson (Sir John),
Hargraft, Tisdale,

Hizen, Truax,
Henderson, Wallace,

Hyvman, Watson,
Tves, Welsh,
Jamieson, White (Cardwell),
Joneas, White (Shelburne),
Kaulbach, Wood (Westmoreland),and
Kenny, Yeo.—112,

And that the Quorum of said Committee do consist

of Nine Members.

ON AGRICULTURE AND COLOXIZATION.

Messisurs
Armstrong, Hutchins,
Bain, Ingram,
Beith, Innes,

.

Carpenter, MebDougall (Cape Breton)

Casey, MctGregor,
Choguette, McLean,
Christie, MeclLellan,
Cleveland, McMillan,
Cochrane, MceNeill,
Corbould, Marn,

Daly, Mar=hall,
Daoust, Mignault,
Davin, Miller.

Davis, Montague,
Dawson, Moussean,
Desaulniers, G’ Brien,
Dewdney, Paterson (Brant)
Duyns, Pattersomn (Colchester),
Dupont, Perry,

Earle, Popxe,

Edwards, Putnam,
Fairhairn, Reid,

Fauvel, Robillard,
Feathierston, Roome,

Ferguson (Leeds & Gren.), Ross (Dundas),

Ferguson (Renfrew), Rowss ( Lisgar),
Forbes, Rowand.
Frechette, Sanlwrn,
Frémont, Semple,
Gauthier, Sproule,
Giibson, Stevenson,
Grillies, Sutherland,
Gillmor, Tarte,
Godbout, Taylor,
Gordon, Trow.
Grieve, Tyrwhitt,
(Ginay, Watson,
Harwood, Welsh,
Henderson, Wiliot, and
Hodyins, Wood (Westmoreland)-98,

And that the Quorum of said Committee do con-

i sist of Nine Members.

Sic JOHN AL MACDONALD moved :

That the report of the Special Committee appointed
to report on the list of members to compose the Select
Standing Committees of this House be concarred in,

Motion agreed to.

CERTIFICATES TO MANTERS AND MATEN
OF SHIP~.

Mr. TUPPER moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 12) to further amend the Act respecting cer-
tificates to masters and mates of ships. He said :
The Bill is rather a long one, but the amend-
ment proposed can he explained very briefly and
only affects the present Act to a small extent.
Ever since the Act regulating the granting of cer-
tificates to masters and mates has been in foree,
the practice has been to distinguish in the certifi-
cates granted between the great lakes and the
minor inland waters, and there has also heen a
distinction under the rules carried out by the
Department in certificates granted for ¢ fore-
and-aft rigged™ vessels and ‘‘square rigged”
vessels. The practice in that connection has never
been challenged, nor has it been found at all im-
proper : but on a strict reading of the Actasit now
stands it does not appear that these rules and regu-
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lations are technically regular.  The object of this
Bill is to make legal and proper the rules and
regulations under which the certificates have beern
granted in the past.

Mation agreed to, and Bill read the first time. i

“similar to the

ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION WITHIN
CANADA '
i
Nir JOHN THOMPSON moved for leave to in-
troduce Bill (No. 13) to provide for the exercise |
of admiralty jurisdiction within Canada in accord-
ance with ** The Colonial Courts of Admiralty Act. |
18000."  He said : By an Act of the Imperial Par-
Hament, passed during last year, the vice-admir-
alty courts in the various British possessions were
abolished and power was given to the Parliament
of each possession to establish  vice-admiralty
courts of its own.  This Bill is intended to make
provision for the circumstances which arise under
that Imperial statute.  The scheme of the Bill is
to invest in the Exchequer Court of Canada the
jurisdiction which has hitherto been exercised by
the vice-admiralty courts of Canada, and by the
maritime courts. It also contemplates the vesting
in that court of additional jurisdiction of an ad-
miralty character which was not previously vested
in the vice-admiralty courts of this country, and
which the Imperial statute allows us to confer
upon any court in the country. In order to pre-
vent the inconvenience from centralization through
the jurisdiction being exercised exclusively by the
Exchequer Court in Ottawa, it is provided in the
Bill that the Governor in Council shall have power
to declare from time to time, the existence of a
territorial division. called the admiralty division.
Until such regulations are made by the Governor
in Council each province is to he the admiralty
division, and is to have the local judge of the Ex-
chequer Court for the administration of admiralty
jurisdiction.  There is to be an appeal from that
judge to the Exchequer Court, and from the Ex-
chequer Court to the Supreme Court of Canada.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE.

Nir JOHN THOMPSON moved for leave to in-
trodduce Bill (No. 14) with respect to certain
matters affecting the Administration of Justice.
He said : The Bill which I propose to introduce,
with leave of the House, 1s with reference to
certain matters connected with the administration
of justicein the different provinces. The principal
clause relates to the administration of justice hy
the county court judges. The first section is to
provide that the jurisdiction of a county court
judge shall extend to a county or district, notwith-
standing any territorial modifications which have
been made in the original division for which he
was appointed.  Another section provides that
the Governor General in Council, at the reyuest of
the Lieutenant GGovernor of a province, may direct
any county court judge of the province to exercise
his jurisdiction in any other county of the province.
Another section is to enable the Governor General
in Council to call upon any retired county judge of
the province to perform any judicial duties in the
county courts.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

COMBINATIONS IN TRADE.

Mr. WALLACE moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 15) to amend the Act for the prevention
and suppression of combinations in restraint of
traule. He said @ The object of this Bill is
I T introduced last year. It is
proposed to strike out the word unduly ™ in
paragraphs (o) () (o7}, and to strike ont the word
*unreasenably 7oin paragraph () of the Act.
Another clause provides that this Act shall not in
any way be applicable to the restriction of ©* Trades
Unions. ™

Motion agreed tooand Bill read the first time.

CHICOUTIMI ELECTION RETURN.
Mr. CHOQUETTE ifor Mr. Savarp) asked, Why

the election return for Chicoutimi and Saguenay
wias not published in the Canadu Ciazette until the
2nd May instant ¥ Is the said delay due to the fact
that the returning officer did not sooner transmit
his return? If so, what reasons does he allege
therefor ¥

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Because the letter with the
return of the election was not received sooner by
the Clerk of the Crownin Chancery. In fact,
publication of the election of the member for Chi-
coutimi and Sagnenay was made and a certificate
given to him by the returning officer, and the
regular return to the writ was only received on
the 7th inst.  In transmitting his report of the
proceedings, the returning ofticer states that in
view of the fact that he had given a certificate of
the ¢lection to the member elected, he did not think
there was any necessity of transmitting the election
documents to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery
until the opening of Parliament.

IMPORTS OF COTTON SAIL DUCK.

Mr. WHITE (Shelburne) asked. How many
yards of cotton sail duck have been imported at
Halifax. N.x.. from the 30th day of June, 1889, to
30th June. 1890, and from 30th June, 1890, to 30th
December, 1890, and the value of such importation
respectively ”

Mr. BOWELL. I shall have to ask my hon.
friend to allow that guestion to stand as a notice
of motion for papers, as it is impossible to bring
down the papers required by way of an answer to
a question.

LATE GENERAL ELECTION—RECOUNTS.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, Whether a recount
took place in any constituency since the general
election, after the member had been gazetted ? If
so, where, and was it regular: if not, is it neces-
sary for the member to be re-gazetted ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The Government have no-
thing to do with that, and have no knowledge of it
except what they get from the newspapers.

Mr. LANDERKIN. If arecount is made, the
return is made to the Clerk of the Crown in Chan-
cery, and the Government have to do with him.

LICENSES FOR POUND NETS.

Mr. LISTER asked, How many pound nets
were licensed in the year 1885, bLetween Goderich

it
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and Blue Point? And how many of these were
double and treble headers ? How many pound nets
have been licensed between the same points for the
vear 1891 2 And how many are double and treble
headers ¥

Mr. TCPPER. Nine pound nets were licensed
in the year 1885 between Goderich and Blue Point.
None of these were double or treble headers. No
pound nets have yet been licensed between the
same points for 1891,

Mr. LISTER uasked, How maiy pound net
licenses have been issued for Lake St. Clair for the
year 1891

Mr. TUPPER.

CORN MEAL.

Mr. BOWERS asked, Whether corn meal is to
be placed upon the free list this Session 7

Mr. FOSTER. Ishallhave to ask my hon. friend
to wait for that information until the Budget is
brought Jdown.

REGISTERED LETTER FEE.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, Whether it is in-
tended to reduce the fee now charged for register-
ing letters* If not, is it intended to guarantee
the safe delivery of all registered letters and their
contents ?

Mr. HAGGART. The subject is being con-
sidered by the Government.

LIVERPOOL AND ANNAPOLIS RAILWAY.

Mr. FORBES asked, Whether such sums will
be placed in the Estimates to be submitted at the
present session of Parliament, as.will be sufficient
to complete the subsidy to the whole line of rail-
way from Liverpool to Annapolis ?

Sir JOHN AL MACDONALD. That question
cannot be answered until the measure respecting
railways is brought down.

DOMINION ELECTORAL LISTS.

Mr. BEAUSOLEIL asked, Whether it is the
intention of the (iovernment to order a revision of
the Dominion electoral lists in 1891, at the period
tixed by law * If so, have instructions to that
effect been transmitted to the revising officers,
and on what date ”

Mr. CHAPLEAU.: A revision of the electoral
lists is ordered by law, and it is not the intention
of the Government to propose a Bill this session to
prevent that revision. No special instructions
have to be sent to the revising oflicers unless there
is need of such in the routine of the work.

FISHING LICENSESN,

Mr. BEAUSOLEIL asked, Is it the intention
of the Government to continue the system of fish-
ing licenses inaugurated in 1888, in the counties
surrounding Lake St. Peter? Have they in-
structed the fishery overseers to require such
licenses * If so, when were such instructions is-
sued ?

Mr. TUPPER. It is the intention to continue

the system of issuing fishing licenses inaugurated
Mr. LisTER.

Four.
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in 1888, and instructions to that effect were sent

in the month of March—I think about the 23rd:
I can give the hon. gentleman the exact date later
if he desires it.

PROHIBITION —LEGISLATION.

Mr. McMULLEN asked, In view of the very
large number of petitions presented to this House
in favour of prohibition, and in view of the fact
that any legislation meeting, in whole or in part,
the prayer therein contained should emanate from
the Government, as the revenue of the country
will be affected thereby, is it the intention of the
Government to introduceany legislation this session
to meet to any extent the prayer of those petitions

Nir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That matter is
under the consideration of the GGovernment.

MERCANTILE AGENCIES.

Mr. TAYLOR asked, Whether it is the intention
of the Government to introduce an Act during the
present session to regulate mercentile agencies and
to make them responsible for ary losses sustained
by persons giving credit on the reports of sail
agencies ?

Mr. FOSTER. That matter has not yvet been
considered by the Government.

DIRECTORS OF TELEGRAPH COMPANIES.

Mr. TAYLOR asked, Whether it is the inten-
tion of the Government to introduce during this
session an Act to amend the Act respecting Tele-
graph Companies so as to compel the directors of
said companies to reside in Canada ¥

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That matter has
not yet been under the consideration of the Govern-
ment.

H. E. HARTLEY—DISMISSAL.
Mr. CHRISTIE moved for:

Correspondence between any Department of the Goy-
ernment and H. E. Hartley, late Lockmaster on the
Carillon and Grenville Canal, in reference to his retire-
ment from the Civil Service, and any report to Council or
Order in Council upun the same subject.

He said: I desire to read a letter which I received
from Mr. Hartley in connection with this matter :

‘“ CHUTE A BroxpEav, 11th Mareh, 1891.

“ S1r,—I beg respectfully to submit the following: On
the 4th July, 1890, I received word from Mr. Simpson,
superintendent, by the order of Mr. Stark, that my ser-
vices were no longer required as lockmaster at Chute a
Blondeau as that lock was obliterated and that I had
hetter get something clse to do, no mention being made
of superannuating me whatever. I claim that my dis-
charge was not legal and that Mr. Stark had not the
power to dismiss me in the manner he did. I have not
received any pay since last 4th July, 18%), up_ to the
present date, a period of eight months, and I think that I
am entitled to my pay until I get my superannuation.
have a large family to support, and I cannot kecg them
or nothing. I have been twenty-three years in the ser-
vice and bave been paying into. the superannuation
fund ever since it began, a period of twenty years, I
would be%to solicit your influcnce in procuring me that
to which I am entitled to, that is superannuation allow-
ance, or allow me to stay at Chute 4 Blondeau in the
position I had before, that is lockmaster. Superinten-
dent Simpson informed me that the Government did not
waunt to discharge me, and that he (Simpson) would put me
iniay ﬁ[ace immediately if he had a vacancy. Thereseems
sonething very strange about it. I woald like very much
if you would take my case in hand, for I know that you
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will see justice done to me. I offered to light the lamps

if they would let me have a boy and I would pay him :

myself, as I could not go up that heizght on anccount of
dizziness in the head.
but Mr. Stark sent me my discharge, a copy of which 1
enclose in this letter.”

It would appear from this letter that Mr. Hartley
has been rather hardly dealt with. He has been
employed for twenty-three years on the canal, and.
so far, as I know, discharged his duty faithfully and
well. T havenot heardof any complaintsbeinglodged
against him. He paid into the superannuation fund
ever since it was organized, twenty years ago, and
he supposed he had in that way made provision
for his family should he become incapacitate:d for
work. About ten months ago he was summarily
dismissed, the alleged reason being that his services
were no longer required, as the particular lock on
which he was engaged had been obliterated—wiped
out, I suppose, by the construction of the Carillon
dam. It will be remembered, however, that that
took place several years ago, and since then Mr.
Hartley has been employed in different capacities.
He took charge of the locks formerly operated by
the late Mr. Cummings, and has discharged other
Auties besides. Since his dismissal he applied to be
reinstated or to be placed on the superannuation
list ; but up to the present he has not received a
cent from that fund. All this may be strictly
according to law, but, if so, it appears to me that
the law should be amendel. It does appear a
great hardship that an old employé, a man who
has laboured faithfully twenty-three years in the
service amd paid into the fund for twenty years,
should now be denied all participation in the fund
and his family left in a state of embarrassment. I
bey, therefore, to movefor the papers in this matter.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It will answer
no good purposc to enter into a discussion of this
matter until the papers are brought down. 1
would ask that there be added to the motion : “‘ And
all papers in connection with the dismissal of Mr.
Hartley.”

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

RETURNS ORDERED.

Return showing a detajled account of all expenses in-
curred in connection with an investigation held into the
conduet of the Indian agent at Sutton West.—(Mr.
Mulock.)

 Correspondence and papers relating to the resignations
and re~appointmems to office of the following parties :—
Samuel Genest, John Cosgrove aud Charles Leduc.—(Mr.
Devlin.)
1. A statement of all fishing licenses granted in 189%,in
the following counties :—Berthicr, Maskinongé, St. Maur-
ice, Champlain, Nicolet, Yamaska and Richelieu, show-

ing the names of those who obtained such licenses, the |

amount paid by ¢ach of them, and the date ot each pay-
ment ; 2. A statement of the quantity and value of the
several kinds of fish taken by the said license-holders,
according to the reports of the fishery overseers for the
said counties: 3. Copies of all instructions sent to the
fishery overseers of the said several counties in 1890 and
1891, up to date ; 4. Copy of all letters, petitiony and com-
plaints, received in relation to this subject during the
years 1890 and 1391, up to this date, and of all replies
made thereto; 5. For a statement of the salaries of the
Fishery Overseers of the said counties, and of all other
costs and expenditure incurred by the Government in

connection with the fisheries of the counties aforesaid for |

the year 18M.—(Mr. Beausoleil.)

1st. Copiesof all correspondence and telegrams between
the Department of Militia and Defence, or any officer
thereo}, and the Commander of *“C’ Battery, having
reference to sending a detschment of mern under his com-
mand to Wellington on the 4th or 5th day of August last,

They would not accept my offer. .

|

!tu aid the civil authorities of that district. 2ml. Alxo
copies of the requisition served on the =aid commanding
Pofficer. invokiug military aid at Wellington, together
with the names of the magistrates who signed the requi-
' sition, also the diztanee from Wellington at which said
magistrates reside. 3rd. Also ecopies of the reporis of
the commanding officer, confidential or otherwise, as to
the necessity there was for the militury occupation of
Wellingtonu. and for their eontinnance there. until they
were recalled.  4th. Alse of all telegraphic or other cor-
respoundence between the Department of Militia and
Defence, or nuy ofticer of the Government of Canada, and
i the Provincial Government of British Columbia., or with
i any officer thereof, if any, or with any other person. in
reference to sending the said military forece to Welling-
ton. dth. Also g detailed statement of all moneys dis-
bursed by the Government of Canada, or by any Depart-
ment thercof, either as regimental pay or for active
service allowance. either to the officersand menof ©*C”
Battery, or both officers and men of the British Columbia
Garrison  Artillery. while on =ervice at Wellington. or
for their maintenance while there, or for their transport-
ation to and from Wellington. 6th. Also copies of all
militin general! and special orders issued by the Mili-
tia Department for the regulation and guidance of the
officers of ** C*" Bartery siuce its establishment in Bri-
tish Columbia.—(¥r. Gordon.)

Return of all papers, correspondence and other docu-
ments relating to the dredsing on the Bar of the Kami-
nistiquia River. Thunder Bay, since July. 1890. inclhwling
the advertisement. tenders received and contract for such
dredging : also ensineer’s report to the Department,
showing what progress has been made in the work up to
the 1st December last: also statement showing the
amounts paid on aceount of such work, tu whom paid,

dates aud amounts of sueh payments,—(Mr. Campbell.)

PUBLIC WORKS DEPT.—CONTRACTS.

On the Orders of the Day being called,

Mr. TARTE (Translation).  Mr. Speaker, I beg
leave to rise to a question of privilege. A few
days ago. I gave notice to the Minister of Public
; Works and to the hon. member for Quebee West
C(Mr. McGreevy) of my intention to move on this
matter. I would much prefer to address the House
in the language in which I am most familiar, but 1
believe the great majority of my colleagues are not
familiar with the French language, and although it
is with great ditticulty that I speak their own
language, I feel it my duty to use it in the present
occasion.  After the hon. members of both sidesof
the House have read the correspondence I happen
to have in my hands, they will have to decide and
thecountry will haveto decide with them, whether,
being in possession of such a voluminous corres-
; pondence, I would have been warranted to keep
silent.

Mr. Speaker, before reading the motion Iintend
to put before you, I may be allowed to offer a few
remarks, and to express, first, my deep sorrow at
i beginning my political carcer in this Parliament
i by accusations, by grave accusations, against old
tand important members of this House. Were it-
not that I am convinced I am performing a great
pubiic duty, I would not be in this seat to-day. I
believe, Sir, I have every reason to believe, that I
am in a positionto prove, by documentary evidence
aund verbal evidence, every statement contained in
the motion I am going to place in your hands;
and those statements are to the effect that, since
1882 or 1883, the secrets of the Departimnent of
Public Works have been penetrated and divulged,
for money considerations, to public contractors, by
the hon. member for Quebec West (Mr. MctGreevy),
who, according to the evidence I have in my hand,
has been pili(T year by year, contract after con-
tract, large sums of money : that, during that
period of time, he has used his influence, as

i
|
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a member of this Parliament and as & member of
the Quebee Harbour Commission, against the pub-
lic interest on numerous amd important occasions.
Perhaps you will remember that at the end of the
last  session of Parliament your attention was
called to some stacements published by me in the
public press.  That publication had been preceded
by steps that itis no breach of discretion, I presume,
to recall.  Papers and  documents had  come
into my honds, impeaching, in my opinion, the
character of the hon. member for Quebee West
(Mr. Mctireevy) and the integrity of the Depart-
ment of Public Works, These documents were put
into my hands without any endeavour on my part,
to obtain them. Under advice of very important
members of the Conservative party, 1 thought it
was my duty to show these papers to the right
hon. the Prime Minister. At his request, I left
some of those papers with him : a few days after-
wards he gave them back to me stating, with his
usual kindness, that he hal seen the hon. member
for Quebec West (Mr. Mcetireevy) and had received
from him positive assurances that there was no
truth whatever in those Jdocuments : and that he
had also received from the Minister of Public
Works the same assurances. Then again, under
the advice of the very same important members of
the Conservative party, I published the statements
of Messrs. O. E. Murphy and Robert H. McGreevy,
the former a close friend for a number of years of
the member for Quebec West, as the correspon-
dence will show : and the latter named gentleman
a brother of the member for Quebec West,and his
confidential agent for twenty years past. In taking
the risk and peril of that publication I had made up
my mind that there was no other course left open
to me, or left open to the friends who were in
sympathy with me, if we would put a stop, as we
desired to do, to the malversations and frauds that
have heen going on for a long number of years ; we
decided that no other way was left open to us but
to appeal to public cpimon through the powerful
agency of the press. It was admitted onall handsin
Quehecthatsomething wrongandrotten was going on
in the Public Works Department and in the harbour
works of Quebec. For years and years this Parlia-
ment had voted large sums of money, millions of
dollars, but very little useful progress had been
made. However,nobody could get at safe evidence
against the suspected parties. Look, Sir, at the
well planned arrangements that surrounded and
coveredd the doings of our Canadian Tammany
Hall. The member for Quebec West was a
very important member of this House, and he
was at the same time a member of the Que-
bee Harbour Commission. Mr. Perley was the
chief engineer of the Department of Public
Works, and at the same time he was the chief
engineer of the Quebec Harbour Works.  The hon.
member for Quebee West was known to every
public man in Canada to be a very close friend of
the hon. Minister of Public Works. The Quebec
Harbour Commission contained an employé of the
hon. member for Quebec West-—I have no desire
to accuse that man, but I wish to state that fact
here.  As an assistent. engineer, we had then and
we have still, a son of the hon. Minister  of
Public Works, although he has never been an
engineer in his life. And, Sir, that strong com-
bination of men was backed up by a strong com-
pany of contractors, belonging to both political
Mr. TArTE.
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parties. The head of the firm was Mr. Larkin—I
think, a well-known Liberal. Mr. Robert H.
McGreevy was known, and is still known, in Que-
bee, as a strong Conservative, and, as I said before,
is a brother of the hon. member for Quebec West.,
The other three members of the firm were, and still
are—I may be permitted to call your attention
immediately to this fact---three American citizens,
who have had, I think, a large experience in the
United States.  Taat organization had, and has
still, subsidized organs, and those who dared resist
them, or their political associates, were accused of
treason to the old party, to the old leader and to
the old flag. Ministers of the Crown whom I have
the honour to see on the Treasury benches now,
have been, to my knowledge, many times made the
target and object of the mischievous intrigues of
these men. As a matter of fact, this enquiry,
which will be & complete one, 1 have no doubt, will
bear out my statements : as a matter of fact. they
have, for the last eight or ten years, controlled the
direction and organization of the Conservative
party in the Province of Quebee.  Is it surprising,
Mr. Speaker,that our old party has heen for a long
time losing ground in that old Conservative strong-
hold, the Province of Quebec? In vain did we
complain, in vain did we come up here toOttawa and
set forth the evils which I have mentioned. With
other influential friends of the party, I have been
more than once delegated to make representations
here. The power hehind the throne was too strong
for us, as we did not know the real nature of the
influences against which we had to contend. M.
Speaker, I need the assistance of hoth sides of the
House, My appeal to you will be better under-
stood after you have read the correspondence which
I hold in my hand. It will show that we as a
Parliament have to deal with men, some of whom
are of a very desperate character, if we are to
judge them by letters they have written and
means they have employed. The hon. member for
Quebec West (Mr. McGreevy) has stated else-
where that he gave to the Conservative party the
money he obtained from those men.  As well for
my friends of the Conservative party as for this
>arliament, I must state a fact, which is a well-
known one, especially in the Conservative party
in Quebec. The hon. Minister of Public Works,
who is the official leader of the Quebec Conserva-
tive party in this Parliament, appointed, or if 1
may be allowed to say so, imposed on the
Conservative party the hon. member for Quebec
West (Mr. McGreevy) as the treasurer of the
party : and in the name of the friends with
whom 1 have worked for the last twenty
years, I must repudiate in the strongest possible
terms the idea that any one of us can be held re-
sponsible before this Darliament, because we may
have heen sent to a man appointed by the otficial
leader of our party in the Province of Quebec.
Among many others, I have heen accused of betray-
ing the old flag and the Conservative party, because
I have thought proper to take the course I have
adopted here. I may be allowed to state that I
was elected as anindependent Liberal-Conscervative.
My hon. friend the leader of the Opposition,whom
we all regret not to see in his seat, has never asked
me to repudiate my past. I would not have done
so. He never asked me to give up any of my prin-
ciples. Again I say I would not have done so. He
never asked anything else than this. He said:
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¢« T feel you are performing a great public duty ;
I extend to you my help.” There never was
any other agreement hetween him and me
than the honourable agreement that I am now
stating to the House. Ibelieve there is no occasion
to make a long speech, and with your permission,
Mr. Speaker, I will now proceed to read the
motion, which is as follows : —

That J. Israél Tarte, Esq., the member representing the
Electoral District of Montmoreney in this House, having
deeclared from his seat in the House that he is eredibly in-
formed and that he believes he is able to establish by
satizsfactory evidence that,

Tu 1832 the sum of 2375,000 having bheen voted by the
Parliament of Canada to carry out the works of the Har-
bhourot Quehee, the Quebeec Harbour Commissioners called
for tenders for dredging in connection with the said
works.

That Messrs. Larkin, Connolly & Co. tendered and were
awarded the contract for the said dredging.

That in order to secure the influence of the Hon.
Thomas MeGreevy, then and now a member ot the Parlia-
ment of Canada, and » member of the Quebee Harbour
Commission by appointment of the (rovernment of Can-
ada.thefirmof Larkin, Connolly & Co.,with the knowledge
of the snid Thomas MeGreevy, took az a partner Robert
H. McGreevy, his brother, giving him an interest of 30
per cent. in the firm.

That the said Thomas MecGreevy consented to his
hrother hecoming a member of the firm, and stated that
he had first consulted the hon, Minister of Public Works,
Sir Hcctor L. Langevin, and secured his consent,

That the said contract, signed on the 25th of September,
1882, stipulated that the works thereunder were to be fin-
ished by the 1st of November. 1884, but that the said Lar-
kin, Connolly & Co. continued to {)erform the work of
dredging under the scale of prices therein mentioned up
to the close of the season of {)886.

That in order to help Larkin, Connolly & Co. to secure
the said dredging contract, the said Hon. Thomas Me-
Grecvy agreed to give and did give, in an undue manner,
his help as Harbour Commisgioner to Larkin, Connolly &

A,

That the said contract was approved and ratified by an
Order in Council based on a report of the Hon. the
Minister of Public Works. )

That up to the yvear 1883 aforesaid, Messrs. Kinipple
and Morris, of London, England. had acted as Engineers
to the Quebec Harbour Comnmission, and that their resi-
dent Engineer for carrying out of the works was Mr.
Woodtord Pilkington.

That in concert with Larkin, Connolly & Co. the said
Thomas I}!c(}rcev{ undertook to secure the removal of
Messrs, Kinipple, Morris and Pilkington from their posi-
tions, and that they were in fact s0 removed in 1883, and
replaced by Mr. Henry F. Perley and Mr. John Edward
Boyd, with the consent of the hon. Minister of Public
Works,

That in the same year, 1883, tenders were called for a
cross-wall and lock in connection with the harbour works
at Quebcee in accordance with plans and specifications
prepured in the Department of Public Works under the
dircetion of Henry F. Perley, Esq.

That several tenders were made, and amongst others
who tendered were Messrs. Larkin, Connolly & Co.

That before tendering, and in order to secure the in-
fluence of the Hon, Thomas McGreevy, then and now a
member of the Parliament of Canada. and a member of
the Quebee Harbour Board by appointment of the Gov-
ernment, Larkin, Connolly & Co. took into partnership
with themselves Robert H. McGreevy, a brother of the
said Hon, Thomas MeGreevy, giving him a 30 per cent,
interezt in the firm, and this with the knowledge and
consent of the said Hon, Thomas McGreevy.

That among the parties tendering were a contractor
named George Beaucage and one John Gallagher.

That it was on_the suggestion of the said Hon. Thomas
McGreevy that Beaucage consented to make a tender.

That with the knowledge of the said Thomas McGreevy,
the three tenders of Larkin, Connolly & Co., of Beaucage,
and of Gallagher, were prepared by the members of the
firm of Larkin, Connolly & Co., Beaucage being through-
out deceived by the said Hon. Thomas MeGreevy as to
his position in the matter, as he alleges in an action
recently entered by him against the said Thomas Me-
Greevy in relation to the said contract in the Superior
Court of Montreal. ) o

That the said teuders were transmitted to the Depart-
ment of Public Works of Canada for examination and
¢xtension,

That while all the tenders were being examined and
the quantities applied in the Department of Public
Works of Canada, the said Hon. Thomas MceGreevy, then
and now 2 member of the Parliament of Canada, and a
member of the Quebee Harbour Commission by appoint-
ment of the Government, promised to obtain and did
obtain from the Departinent of Public Works of Canadsa,
and trom oflicials of that Department, in relation to the
snid tenders, to figures in connection therewith, and to
the amounts thercof, information which he offered to
communicate before the resuit was officinlly known, and
which he did communieate to the firm of Larkin, Connolly
& Co., and to certain members of the said firm in-
dividually.

That to the knowledge of the said Thomas MeGreevy,
the tenders of Messrs., Gallagher and Beaucage were
lower than those of Larkin, Connolly & Co., but that in
consideration of the promise of the sum of £25,000 to be to
him paid, he, the suid Thomas McGreevy, agreed to
secure the neeeptance of the tenders of Larkin. Conuolly
& Co., and that he suggested to that firmn and to certain
members thereot individually, to make arrangements in
connectioy with the suid Gallugher and Beaucage and to
so manipulate matters as to render the tenders of thove
two parties higher than those of the said firm, or at all
events to secure the contract for Larkin, Connolly & Co.,
and that said arrangements and manipulations were
earried out as suggested by him.

That in consequenee of the said arrangement and mani-
pulations wherein the said Thomas MceGreevy directly
participated, the contract forthe cross-wall and lock in
conneetion with the Quebec Harbour works was awarded
to Larkin, Connolly & Co., on a report to Council made
by thie hon. Minister of Public Works, under date 26th
May, 18%3. )

That a few days thereafter the sum of $25,000 was, in
fulfilinent of the corrupt arrangement above stated, paid
to the said Thomas Melireevy in promissory notes signed
by the firm of Larkin; Connolly & Co., which said notes
were duly paid.

That about the same date, namely, the 4th June, 1853,
a sum of 31,000 was paid by the firm of Larkin, Connolly
& Co. towards ** the Langevin Testimonial Fuod "—a
fund destined to be giveun to Sir Hector Lungevin.

That in the course of the earrying out of the works, the
said Thomas McGreevy cnused changes contrary to the
public interest to be made in the conditivns of the said
contract.

That in 1884, Thomas McGreevy, then and now a mem-
ber of the Parliament of Canada and & member of the
Quebee Harbour Commission by appointment of the Gov-
ernment, agreed with the firm of Larkin, Connolly & Co.,
and certain members thereof individually, to secure tor
them a contract for the completion of the Graving Dock
of Lévis, one of the conditions of the agreement being
that he, Thomas Mctireevy, should reeeive any excess
over the sum of 850,000 in the contract price.

That to the detriment of public interest, a contract was
signed in or about the month of June, 1884, for the per-
formance of the said works, and that subsequently the
said Thomas Mec(Gireevy received the price stipulated in
t'l‘ne corrupt arrangcment above mentioned, namely,

:bv .00‘.. .

That in 1883 and 1884, tenders were asked for by the
Government of Canada for the completion of the Graving
Dock at Esquimalt, B.C,

That the firin of Larkin, Connolly & Co. were among
those who tendered, and that the contraet was awarded
to them in pursuance of a_Repert to Council,dated
24th QOctober, 1884, and signed by the hon. Minister of
Public Worka. . .

That before tendering, the said Larkin, Connolly & Co,
had with Thomas MeGreevy, then and now & member of
the Parlinment of Canada, communications and inter-
views wherein they secured his services to assist them in
dealing with the Department of Public Works, in order
to secure the said contract, L

That he agreed to help them, and that he did in fact
help them in divers ways, and, am.on%st others, by obtain-
ing from the Departinent of Public Works information,
figures and calculations which he communicated to

them. . .
That to the knowledge and with the consent of the said
Thomas McGreevy, and for the purpose of securing for
themselves his influence, Larkin, Conuolly & Co. took into
partnership with themselves his brother, Robert H. Mc-
Greevy, giving him a 20 per cent. interest in their firm,
That during the execution of the said contract, the

1 said Thomas McGreevy was the agent, or one of the

agents, in_the pay of Larkin, Connolly & Co., in dealing
with the Department of Public Works; that he endeav-
oured to obtain, and did obtain,{or themn, at their request,
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important alterations in the works, and more favourable
<conditions.

That the said more favourable eonditions and the said
alterations enabled them to realize, to the detriment of
the publie interests, very large profits,

That during the execution of the works, large sums
were paid by Larkin. Connolly & Co. to Thomas McGreevy
for his services in dealing with the Minister of Public
Works, with the officers of the Department, and, gener-
ally, for his influenee as 2 member of the Parliament of
Canada.

That in consideration of the sums of money so received
by him and of the promises to him made, the said Thomas
MeGreevy furnished to Larkin, Connolly & Co. a great
deal of information : strove to procure, and did procure,
to be made by the Department and the hon. Minister of
Public Works, in the plansof the Graving Dock and in
the execution of the works, alterations which have cost
large sums of money to the publie treasury.

That he himself took steps to induee certain members
of the Parlinment of Canada to assist him, the said
Thomas McGreevy, in his efforts, in concert with Larkin,
Connolly & Co., to obtain alterations and additional
works, tor which large sums of money were offered to him
by the members of the tirm.

That on his suggestion members ot the Parliament of
Canada were approached by members of the firm of
Larkin, Connolly & Co.

That certain members of the said firm have declared
that the said members of the Canadian Parliament on
being so approached. had asked tor a certain sum of
money ftor excrting their influence in favour of Larkin,
Connolly X Co. with the Minister of Public Works, and
that Larkin, Connolly & Co. had agreed to give them
money for that purpose,

That Thomas Mctireevy, aeting in concert with Larkin,
Connolly & Co., did at their request corruptly endeavour
to procure the dismissal from office, of certain publie
officers employed in connection with the works of the
Graving Dock at Esquimaltinorder to have them replaced
by wthers who would suit Larkin, Connolly & Cu., the
former having for a time incurred the ill-will of Larkin,
Connolly & Co., because they then compelled them to
carry out the works in conformity with the specifications
and contract, and prepared their estimates according to
the terms of the smid contract.

That during the winter of 1886-87 the said Thomas
MecGreevy proposed to and made with the firm of Larkin,
Connolly & Co., through certain members ot the said firm,
an arrangement whereby the said firm undertouk to pay
to him the sum of 323,000 on c¢ondition that he would
obtain for the firm the sum of 35 cents per cubie yard tor
the dredging of 800,000 cubic yards in area of the Wet
Bacin in the harbour of Quebeec.

That dredging of the same kind, and even more diffi-
cult, had previously and up to that timme, and to the
knowledge of the suid Thomas MceGreevy, been exeeuted
for the sum of 27 cents per cubic yard, and even less in
the same works.

That the said Thomas MeGreevy used his influence
as a member of this House with the Department of Pub-
lic Works, and in particular with Henry F, Perley, Esq.,
to induce him to report to the Quebece Harbour Commis-
sion in favour of the payment ot the said sum of 35 cents
per cubic yard.

That the correspondence on this subject between Henry
F. Perley and Larkin, Connolly & Co., hefore the Quebee
Harbour Commissioners were cousuftcd, took place at
the suggestion of the said Thomas McGreevy, and was
conducted with his knowledge and participation in such
a manner a8 to concenl from the eyes of Parlinment and
of the public, the corrupt character of the contract, in

<connection with which he had received $27 000

That Larkin, Connolly & Co, paid in money to the said
Thomas MeGreevy the sum of %20,000 in fulfilment of the
arrangement above mentioned, and that at his own re-

quest 2 sum of £5,00 was left, to secure the election of
the said Thomas MeGreevy to the House of Commons at
the general election of 1887, in the hands of one of the
members of the firm, who, finding that sum insufficient,
had to add thereto the sum of $2,000.

That on the 23rd May, 1887, iu fulfilment of the arrange-
ment abhove meutwncd, and threugh the effort, the influ-
ence and the intervention of the said Thomas McGreevy,
and without any publie tender having been called for, a
contraet “was made between the Quebee Harbour Com-
missioners and Larkin, Connolly & Cu. for all the neces-
sary dredging and removal of material in the Wet Basin
of the Quebec Harbour Works. :

That in the execution of the works of this contract ex-
tensive frauds were perpetrated to the detriment of the
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to officials under the control and direction of Henry F.
Perley and appointed by the Quebee Harbour Commission,

That by an Order in_Council dated 10th May, 1588. the
Government of Cauada decided to payv a sum of 312500
yearly during five years to Mr. Julien Chabot, on the con-
dition of hiz causing the ‘stenmer Admiral to ply
between Dalhousic and Gaspé, torming a connection with
the Intercolonial Railway. .

That the said sum of 312.500 has since heen paid in the
manner preseribed in the Ovder in Council and the con-
t=ncet made thereunder. .

That the said Julien Chabot was merely a sereen for the
benefit of the said Thomas MetGreevy, who then was and
eontinued to be for a long time thereafter the proprietor
of the Admiral in whole or at least in great part, .

That previous to the 10th of May, 1838, to wit, fince
1883 or 1884, the smine subsidy of 312,500 was paid for the
said steamer Admiral then also owned by men represent-
ing the said Thomas Mctireevy. .

That the said Thomas MeGreevy received in that cen-
nection a sum of about $120.000, while being a member of
the Parliament of Canada. _

That in 1886, tenders were azked for by the Quebec
Harbour Commissioners tor the construction of a work
called the ** South Wall ** or* Retaining Wall,”

That Mr. Thomas McGreevy procured from public othi-
cialz the tenders received, and showed them to Messrs,
0. E. Murphy, Connolly, and R, H. Mctireevy, for whom
he was acting. in order to give them an undue advantage
over their ecompetitors.

That they had the said tenders in their possession dur-
ing several hours, after which they were returned to
Henry F. Perley, then in Quebee, by the said Thomas
MecGreevy. '

That the contract was awarded to one John Gallagher,

a mere figure head for the said Murphy, Connolly aml R,
H. McGreevy, who did the work for their owu profit and
advantage. _
" That changes detrimental to the public interest, but of
a pature to secure great profits to the contractors, were
made in the plans and the earrying out of the works, and
in the conditions and securities set out in the contraet,
through the influence and intervention of the said Thomas
McGreevy. .

That from the year 1383 to 1890, both inclusive, the said

homas Mcetireevy received from Larkin, Cuonnolly & Co.
and from his brother, R. H. MeGreevy, for the congider-
ations above indicated, a sum of about 3200,000.

That during the period aforesaid he was the agent and
paid representative of Larkin, Connolly & Co. on the
Quebec Harbour Board of Comissioners, in Parliament.
and in connection with the Departinent of Public Works,

That the said Thomas MctGreevy exacted and reeeived
out of the subsidies voted by Parliament for the construc-
tion of the Baie des Chaleurs Railway, 2 sum of over
40,000, : ’

That the moneys expended in connection with the
works mentioned in the present motion are moneys voted
by the Parliament of Canada, and amount to about
33,000,000,

That the said Thomas McGreevy on several oceasions
demanded in the name of the hon. Minister of Public
Works, and received from Larkin, Connolly & Co., sums
of money. ] .

That trom 1882 to the present session, the said Thomas
MecG reevKihas alwu%'s lived in Ottawa in the same house as
the hon. Minister of Publi¢c Works, and that he seems to
have done so in order to put in the mind of Larkin, Con-
nolly & Co. the impression that he had over said hon.
Minister an absolute control and that he wus actingas
his representative in his corrupt transactions with them.

That in fact on many occasions he used the name of the
hon. Minister of Public Works in his dealings with them,
undertaking to obtain his co-operation or declaring that
he had secured it.

That before the bourd of Quebee Harbour Commissioners
he often also used the name of the said Minister.

Thzt certain members of the firm of Larkin, Connolly
& Co. paid and caused to be paid large sums of money to
the hon. Minister of Public Works out of the proceeds of
the gaid contracts, und that entries of the said sums were
made in the books of that firin.

A select committee be appointed to enquire fully into
the said allegations, and specially, but without limiting
the scope of such enquiry, to investigate all eircumstances

; connected with the several tenders, contracts and changes

therein, and the payments and other matters mentioned
in the statements hereinbefore made, with power to send
for persons, papers and records, and to examine witnesses
upon oath or affirmation, and that the committee do
report in fuil the evidence taken before them, and all

public treasury, and sums of money were paid corruptly | other proceedings on the reference, and the result of their

Mr. TAxTE.



enquiries, and that Rule 78 of this House as to the
selection of committees be suspended. and rhat said
cominittec be composed of Messrs, Davies, Edegar, Kirk-
patrick, Mills (Bothwell), Ouimet, Prior, Tarte, Weldon
and Wood (Brockville). .
Although T have thought proper to suggest the
names of certain members of this House, I am
entirely in the hands of the House. I read with
great pleasure, and the House will no doubt hear
with the same pleasure, a very important statemeut
made in February last in Halifax by the hon.
Minister of Justice, in whom I have the fullest
confidence, to this effect :

*‘ Let me Qut in half a dozen sentences the facts of the

case. Mr. McGreevy is member for the city of Quebec,
but was never member of the Government of Canada.
He had a quarrel with a brother about some money
matters and his brother has been pursuing him since and
has published some letters which might perhaps have the
effect of driving his brother out of Parlinment. I will
not be Mr. McGreevy’s defender until he has defended
himself from the aspersions east upon his character which
those documents contain, nor will uny member of the
Liberal-Conservative Government of Canada. But let me
tell you that while Mr. Robert Mec(ireevy, the brother,
has been dragging this correspondence out weeks after
weeks and months after months, nothing has been dis-
closed to show that the slightest SllSylclO!] rests }tson any
member of the Government of the Dominion of Canada,
But because charges have been insinuated that one
member of the Government has been to some extent
cognisant of what was going on, though that turns only
upon some evidence that one or two clerks in his Depart-
ment may have known something of it, that is enough,
and when Parlinment meets an investigation will take
place and it will take place upen_ the motion of a member
of the Government. [Applause.] What I have to say in
conclugion is. that nothing with regard to the general
policy of the Government, nor with regard to those
seandals will the clectorate of Canada be in any way de-
eeived.”
As I said a moment ago, if the hon. Minister of
Justice or the Government think it is better in the
public interest that my suggestion of a select com-
mittee be not adopted, I am in the hands of the
House. Ibhavebeenelected, Sir, to put this motion
before you, and in doing so I believe T am perform-
ing a great public duty. I verily believe, unless 1
am face to face with a long succession of forgeries,
which to my mind is not possible, that I shall have
the painful duty to prove every statement I have
just made.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN.  This matter being
a matter of privilege, we have a standing commit-
tee appointed by the House—the Committee on
Privileges and Flections—which has to deal with
matters of privilege, and this matter should be
sent to that committee. My intention from the
beginning had been to make the motion myself,
but I understood that the hon. the mover of
this motion had other matters to bring before the
House than those which were published in the
press, and I thought it therefore but fair to
leave the hon. gentleman to tuke his own course
and bring the subject as fully before the House as
he might deem it his duty to do. As my name is
connected with this question by the hon. gentle-
man, I think it my duty to make a statement to
the House. That statement I now make as
follows :—I mever communicated, in any way, to
any one tenders or prices of tenders, or relative
positions of tenders, or names of tenderers at any
time, before the contract was allotted and signed
and the work in progress, the only persons having
the same information being the members of the
Privy Council and such of the officers of my
department as were entrusted with the opening of
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tenders after the period fixed for their reception.
I never found or knew any such or other
officers of my department to be guilty of any in-
discretion or breach of trust in connection with any
tender or contract.  Tenders accepted have bheen
and are so accepted, according to law. If the
parties named in the motion as having contributed
to a testimonial presented to me some eight or ten
years ago have so contributed to it I never asked
them to do so, and up to this moment I never
knew them to have done so.  Directly or indirectly
I never asked the contractors named in the motion
for money, cheques or notes, nor did I receive any
such money, cheyues or notes from them for my use,
profit or advantage. I have no reason to suspect
specially Mr. Perley of having done wrong in this
matter.  If he has done so, it is without my know-
ledge : and having known him for so many years
as a faithful officer of my department, I cannot
make up my mind to believe that he has done
wrong, that he has violated his trust and ren-
dered himself liable to be punished by the Govern-
ment. In so far as the hon. member for Quebee
West (Mr. McGireevy) is concerned, he is in his
place, and, of cowrse, it is for him to say what he
has to say.  For my part, when the Committee on
Privileges and Elections meet, 1 will be there
ready to give any information in my power and
to answer any questions put to me.

Mr. McGREEVY. Last year when this matter
was brought before the House I was absent, but I
left a statement with my hon. friend the member
for Moutreal Centre (Mr. Curran) to be read by
him to the House. That statement was read by
him in my absence. I adhere to that statement,
and I state to the House to-day that the whole
charge is false and untrue from beginning to end.
It is a foul conspiracy concocted by a clique to
damage me for their own benefit, because T would
not be their tool and instrument to obtain for them
what they wanted. They used my name on more
than one occasion, not only by writing letters in
my name, but even by forging my name. Iam
prepared to prove that there are letters written in
the department in my name which I never signed.
They made these statements bhecause I would not
do the work they wanted me todo. Tam very
glad this charge has bheen made, and I hope a
speedy investigation will take place. I am pre-
pared to defend myself, and the result will be that
the whole thing will be proved a conspiracy and
false from beginning to end. The hon. member
for Montmorency (Mr. Tarte), who takes up the
case for those two parties whom I might call his
associates, because the hon. gentleman has asso-
ciated himself with them, has made statements
and taken a position out of which I think he will
have some ditliculty in getting. Iam prepared
for a speedy and thorough investigation.

Mr. TARTE. T have only one word to add. I
never associated myself

Mr. McGREEVY.

associate.

You have been always their:

Mr. TARTE. I never associated myself, never
have been associated with the men who are named
in the motion I have placed, Mr. Speaker, in your
hands. My wish, my sincere wish, is that the
words used by the hon. gentleman a moment ago
may be found to bhe quite true, as I suppose he
believes them to be. He speaks of forgery. Mr.
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Speaker, if the letters signed in the hon. gentle-
man’s name are proved to be forgeries, I will not
only apologize to the House but I will have no
other treatment to expect from this Parliament
than to go out of it, and that very quickly.

Mr. EDGAR.  As the hon. gentleman who in-
troduced the resolution has intimated that he
would be quite satistied if it went before the Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections, and as the hon.
Minister of Public Works has suggested that it
should go there, I beg to move an amendment to
that effect. I move that the last paragraph of the
said motion be expunged and the following sub-
stituted :—

That it be referred te the Select Standing Committee
on Privileges and Elections, to enquire fully into the said
allegations, and especially, but without limiting the scope
-of such enquiry, to investigate all circumstances con-
nected with the several tenders, contraets and changes
therein. and the payments and other matters mentioned
in the statements hereinbefore made, with power to send
for per=ons, papers and records, and to examine witnes-
ses upon oath oraffirmation: and that the committee do
report in full the evidence taken hefore them, and all
their proceedings on the reterence, and the result of their
enquiries.

Amendment agreed to, and motion as amended
agreed to.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the ad-
journment of the House.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 5.55
p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Trespay, 12th May, 1891,
The Sreakek took the Chair at Three o'clock.
PRAYERS.
FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 16) to amend the Acts relating to the
Alberta  Railway and Coal Company. —(Mr.
Curran.)

Bill (No. 17) respecting the River St. Clair Rail-
way Bridge and Tunnel Company.—(Mr. Mon-
tague.)

Bill (No. 18) respecting the Niagara Grand Island
Bridge Company.—(Mr. Montague.)

Bill (No. 19) respecting the Canada and Michi-
gan Tunnel Company.—(Mr. Montague.)

Bill (No. 20) respecting the St. Lawrence and
Ottawa Railway Company.—(Mr. Taylor.)

Bill (No. 21) to _confer certain powers on the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company in connection
with its telegraph business, and for other purposes.
—(Mr. Kirkpatrick.)

Bill (No. 22) respecting the Lake Temiscamingue
Colonization Railway Company.—(Mr. Trow.)

Bill (No. 23) respecting the E. B. Eddy Manu-
facturing Company, and to change its name to the
E. B. Eddy Company.—(Mr. Mackintosh.)

Bill (No. 24) to incorporate the McKay Milling
Company.—(Mr. Mackintosh.)

Bill (No. 25) to amend the Act to incorporate
the Medicine Hat Railway and Coal Company.—
(Mr. Da]}i'.)

[
Mr. TARTE.

Bill (No. 26) to incorporate the Pemhroke Lum-
ber Company.—(Mr. Ferguson, Leeds.)

Bill (No. 27) to authorize the London and Cana-
dian Loan and Agency Company (Limited) to issue
debenture stock.—(Mr. Denison.)

Bill (No. 28) to amend the Act to incorporate
the Empire Printing and Publishing Company. —
(Mr. Denison.)

Bill (No. 29) to incorporate the Montreal and
Atlantic Railway Company, and for other pur-
poses.—(Mr. Ives.)

Bill (No. 30) to confer on the Commissioner of
Patents certain powers for the relief of Jay Spencer
Corbin, —(Mr. Reid.)

Bill (No. 31) to amend the Electoral Franchise
Act.—(Mr. Charlton.)

PRIVATE BILLS—EXTENSION OF TIME.
Mr. BERGERON moved :

That the time for the presentation of Private Bills be
extended to Friday, 20th inst., in accordance with the
Bccii)mmendauon of the Standing Committee on Standing

rders.

Motion agreed to.’

LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved :

That a Select Committee, composed of Sir Adolphe
Caron and Messieurs Amyot, Cockburn, Davies, Davin,
Desjardins (Hochelaga), Desjardins (L’Islet), Edgar,
Fraser, Kirkpatrick, Laurier, McXNeill. Mills (Bothwell),
(’Brien, Rinfret, Scriver, Weldon and White (Shelburne),
be appointed to assist Mr, Speaker in the dircction of the
Library of Parliament so far as the interests of this
House_are concerned, and to act as members of a Joint
Committee of hoth Houses on the Library.

Motion agreed to.
JOINT COMMITTEE ON PRINTING.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved : '

That a Message be sent to the Senate informing their
Honours that this House will unite with them in the for-
mition ot u Joint Committer of both Houses on the sub-
ject of the Printing of Parliament, and that the members
of the Select Standing Committee on Printing, viz. :
Messicurs Amyot, Bergin, Bourassa, Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Chapleau, Charlton, Davin, Desjardins (L'Islet), Grand-
hoig, Innes, Kaulbach, Landerkin, Mackintosh. McLean,
McMullen, Putnam, Rider, Somerville, Taylor, Tisdale
and Trow, will act as members on the part of the House
on said Joint Committee on the Printing of Parliament.

Motion agreed to.

CODIFICATION OF THE CRIMINAL LAW,

Sir JOHN THOMPSOXN moved for leave to in-
troduce Bill (No. 32) to codify the Criminal Law of
Canada. Hesaid :  The object of this Bill is fully
expressed by its title. It isintended to be a coditi-
cation of the Criminal Law as well as of the Statutes
relating to the Criminal Law of Canada, and it has
been prepared principally on the model of the
Imperial codification.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. 1 would
enquire from the hon. Minister of Justice, whether
he proposes to introduce any alterations, more or
less, of the existing Criminal Law in this Bill, or
whether it is to be confined wholly and entirely to
the codification of the law as it now stands ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The Bill includes a
number of changes in the law. .
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.  Are they
changes of any considerable importance, because
this is a matter of general interest ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. They are only of the
nature of such amendments as will be made in the
shapeof a Bill to amend the Criminal Law gener-
ally. Fundamental changes such as have been dis-
cussed in the press during the last few months are
not touched on by this Bill, because it is deemeil
better that they should form the subject of dis-
cussion during the progress of the Bill, or of other
Bills which may be introduced. The scope of this
Bill is confined to the codification of the laws,
with ordinary and subordinate amendments.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would ask the
Minister of Justice whether the distinction
between ‘“ misdemeanours” and *“felonies 7 are
preserved in the Bill, and if so, is there any change
in that particular ¥

Sir JOHN THOMPSON.
abolish that distinction.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) If in this Bill the hon.
gentleman has introduced a large number of
necessary amendments to the existing law, it will
be hardly possible, in view of the voluminous
character of the Bill, to give it full consideration
this session. I suppose the iutention of the hon.
gentleman is to print the Bill and to submit it for
consideration, but that it will hardly go further
than its second reading during the present session.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON.  Such is my intention.
I propose the Bill should be read a second time,
and I may then take the opportunity of stating
briefly what the amendinents are. It is desirable
that a Bill of this extensive character should bhe
circulated through the country and be very gener-
ally discussed. On the second reading of the Bill
I will state briefly what were the changes, and ask
thé direction of the House whether it will he pro-
ceeded with further or deferred until next session.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

It is proposed to

DOCUMENTS PROMISED IN SPEECH FROM
THE THRONE.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before the
Orders of the Day are called I ask the Minister of
Public Works, in the absence of the First Minister,
where are the "documents promised us in the
Speech from the Throne, and which I understood
the First Minister to say a week since, would be
forthcoming on the earliest possible duy ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. If the First
Minister were here he could answer the hon.
gentleman. I will take a note of the question and
submit it to him. -

‘THE QUEEN'S BIRTHDAY.

Mr. FLINT asked, Whether it is the intention
of the Government (Her Majesty's birthday this
year falling upon Sunday) to fix by proclamation,
the 25th day of May inst., or any other day for the
celebration of the birthday of Her Majesty?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The day following
the 24th May, is expected to be proclaimed as the
day on which the Queen’s birthday will be cele-
brated. ~
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REVENUE FROM REGISTRATION.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, What revenue has
been derived from the sale of registration stamps
by the Post Office Department during each year
since 18827

Mr. HAGGART. The revenue derived from
the sale of registration stamps by the Post Otfice
Department during each year since 1882 was as
follows: In 1883, 261,769.50 : 1884, $66,311.00 ;
1885, S6G6,444.50 ;0 1886, 872 123.50 : 1887, S74.-
032.50 ; 1888, K68,573.00 ;5 1889, 173,310.00 ; 1890,
2104.526.00.

WHARF AT CACOUNA, &e.

Mr. DELISLE (for Mr. CarronL) asked. 1st.
Whether the Government sent, during the course
of last winter, instructions to George Lebel, farmer,
of Cacouna, authorizing him to purchase timber to
continue the work on the wharf at Cacouna, during
the coming summer * 2nd. What is the date of
these instructions*  3rd. What quantity of timber
was he authorized to buy, and what was the price
that he should have paid forit? 4th. Whatis the
amount of expenditure up to date. on the dredging
of the Du Loup River, in the County of Témis-
couata? Hth. The names of the person or persons
to whom this sumn was paid ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Ist. No instruc-
tions were sent to George Lebel, of Cacouna,
authorizing him to purchase timber. 2nd. In-
structions were sent to NMr. Assistant Engineer
Michaud on the 12th February. The amount was
limited to 8608, 3rd. Expended on dredging the
River du Loup, $4,486.75 up to date. 4th. The
dredging was done by day labour, and consisted of
the removal ot sand bars and obstructions, men
being engaged by the day for the work as required,
and their names and time returned on regular pay-
lists.

WINTER COMMUNICATION WITH P.E.I.
Mr. PERRY moved for:

Return giving the date at which the steamer Stanley
commenced running between Prince Edward Island and
the m:{ml:md in the fall of 1390, how many trips made,
date of each trip, the number of passengers and the
amount of freight tuken to and from Prince Edward
Island ; the amount of money colleeted onaceount of
passengers and the amount of freight: also the gxi)cnscs
of working said steamer during the winter of 1891, and
the date at which said steamer stopped running from
Prince Edward Istand to the mainland.

He saild: In connection with this motion I desire
to say a few words, and they will be very few,
because T am almost tired of bringing year after
year before the notice of the Government and the
House generally, the shameful way in which the
passenger and mail service between Prince Fdward
Island and the mainland is being performed. We
might reasonably expect that the service would be
improved, but it has gone back fifty years. Last
winter it was shamefully neglected ; it was no
better than the service of forty or fifty years ago,
when we used the old-fashioned ice hoats. This is
not a mere Grit complaint, but it is one made by
the friends of the Government. One of their own
organs, a paper which is patronized by the Govern-
ment to the amount of over $2,000 a year, com-
plains bitterly of the neglect of the Government
of Canada towards the people of Prince Edward



Island : and when that is the case, you must come :

to the conclusion that the neglect was very serious.
Last fall navigation closed a little earlier than
usual, and when we might have expected that the
boat woulld he waiting for the weather, and not
the weather for the boat. at the time the steam
navigation company s hoats stopped, the Stan/ey was
at Pictou. She was then ordered to Charlottetown,
and by the time she made her first trip ten days

had clapsed from the time the steamers stopped |

crossing. and all that time the people of the
Island  were without communication with the
mainland.  Does that look like Prince Edward
Tsland being part of the Confederation? No: it
looks more like exclusion.  But I suppose the Gov-
ernment at that time did not anticipate an election:
and as there were six representatives from the
Island on the Opposition side, I suppose they came
to the conclusion that it was not even a political
sin to punish the people in that way. Now I am
going to read an extract, not from a Grit paper,
but from a Conservative paper published in Sum-
merside, and well known to the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries, the Minister of Public Works, the
right hon. leader of the Government, and in fact
to every member of the Cabinet, because I see they
are all getting that paper in the Departmments, and
are paying its publisher over 32,000 a year. Here
is what the Summerside Joiurnal said on the Tth of
December, 1860 :

“The steamer Stenley arrived at Charlottetown. from

Pictou. about noon on Sunday last, but did not begin work
for the season until yesterday, when she lett Charlottetown
for Pictou. The Island boats being laid up, we have had
no mail here singe Monday morning, when we received St.
John papers of Friday and Halifax papers of Saturday.
This is not a remarkably rapid mail service for this sea-
gon of the year,”
This is the first complaint that any paper support-
ing the Government in Prince Edward Island has
made, and it is not half as strong as it should be.
Unfortunately. I have no scraps cut from any Grit
papers, and if T had T would be afraid that hon.
gentlemen opposite would doubt the veracity of
any statements [ might read from a Grit paper
complaining of the gross neglect of the Government
of Canada towards Prince Edward Island. I find
that the same paper, ashort time afterwards, made
the following statement :—

* Once upon a_time the people of this province had
mail coymunieation with the outside world, and received
their mail matter with tolerable regularity, even in win-
ter. This custom, however, seems to have gone the way
of many other old cunstoms, and is rapidly becoming
obxolete.” .

That puts me in mind of the policy of ¢ Old To-
morrow ~ very much—

We have.in a great measure, grown used to doing
without foreign mails, and have learned to make the best
of our environments, The days of Rip Van Winkle have
apparently returned to us, and we are philosgphically
setting ourselves to forget all about the outside world,
though we fear that there is still here and there somne
heretically inclined malcontent who sighs for the good
old days when there was regular mail communicition
with our sister provinces.”

Now, that is a sad complaint, and I am sure no
one on the opposite side of the House will question
the veracity of this statement, published as it is
by a good Tory paper which has received over
2,000 fromn the Government the last year, for
doing what I do not know. But in the Auditor
General’s Report it will be found that that paper
was paid over 32,000, and it is not said what for—
Mr. PERRY.
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* Xever. in the history of Prince Edward Island, havo
our mail arrangements been so badly managed as they
were during the month of December, which hag just
closed.  Between the [sland boats, the Stanley. and the
ice-boats, each of which three lines was ealled into requi-
sition during_the _month, we had little better than a
weekly mail. But the very worst mismanagement, bung-
liug. or whatever word best describes the condition of
affairs, occurred at the latter end of last weck. On
Friday ¢vening 150 bags of mail were at Cape Tormen-
tine. These, instead of being brought ever on Satunlay by
the ice-hoats, which conld easily have been done, were
ordered back to Pictou, the Stan/ey having resumed work
on Friday. The steamer left Georgetown for Pictou on
Saturday afrerncon, and returned on Sunday. By the
time she left Picton on that day, however, the mails that
had heen ordered around from Cape Tormentine had not
reached Pictou, and the Stanley, instead of bringing over
about 220 bags of mail. hrought only about forty, or 2
single day’s mail, and thedelayed bags did not reach the
Island until her next trip, on Wednesday., TIs it any
wonder that the peoplea reindignant? The mail arrange-
ment with this provinee seems to be growing worse year
by vear. and we believe that such_an instance as that
above alluded to has no varallel in our history. The
only satisfuctory winter route for the mails is that he-
tween the Capes, and for Heaven's suke let them he left
on that route,” :
That goes to show there must be some great
neglect somewhere. In my opinion there is too
much red tape used. There are two departments
connected with the carrying of the mails to Prince
Edward Island : and it appears to me that nothing
can be done either by the Inspector of Post Otlices
in Charlottetown or the Marine Agent there—not
even the smallest action—without @ direct order
from the departments at Ottawa.  If anything is
required hy cither, he has to send his red tape to
Ottawa to the Minister of Marine, and the Minister
of Marine has to get more red tape, and T have no
doubt the charges for red tape to and from Prince
Edward Island will be enormous. The red tape has
to come back, and when it comes back it has to go
to Cape Tormentine and two or three other
places. The one officer does not understand the
other, the one contradicts the other, and through
the mismanagement and neglect of the depart-
ment at Ottawa—for I charge the whole busi-
ness to the Minister of Marine himself—the
people of the Island are ill-used and suffer.
The hon. the Minister of Marine knows that, last
fall, application was made by the merchants at
Nummerside to have the Stan/ey come up there and
open the harbour, as there was just enough keen ice
to keep back a dozen of sailing vessels.  The mer-
chants of Summerside put their heads together,
and asked the Minister of Marine to allow the
Stanley to go up the river. The Minister, after
consideration, telegraphed that he would, provided
the merchants would pay five hundred dollars for
the use of the steamer. I am not going to argue
the point whether it was right to charge that five
hundred dollars, but I believe it was not. T believe,
in lieu of being charged five hundred dollars, the
merchants should have received encouragement,
because we know this amount does not come
directly out of the pockets of the merchants of
Summerside, but out of the pockets of the farmers
who grow the potatoes and other articles of export.
The mierchants of Summmerside, however, were
willing to pay the five hundred dollars, and noti-
fied the Agentof Marine and Fisheries at Charlotte-
town to that effect ; but when they looked for the
steamer, where was she ? In lieu of being in Char-
lottetown ready to commence operations, she
was in Pictou, and the merchants were told
that there was not water enough in  Shediac
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harbour to allow the steuner o go there. 'l.'hc!
Minister of Marine knows better than  that. :
He knows very well that the  Lawsdown.,
which draws more water than the Stau/ey, has
heen several times in Shediae and met with no;
impediment, but made her trips reanlarly and
safely.  Why not. therefore, have allowed the
steimer Stapdey o open up the harbour of
Nununerside. in onder to set free those twelve
vessels and their caugoes ? What was the result of
rot sending the Stealey there” There was one:
thousund dollars expenses intlictesd on the people
of Summerside.  They hald hauled their produce
to the wharf and loaded up the vessels, and were!
then obliged to unload their potatoes and barley ;
and other products from the vessels and replace i
them in their granaries and cellars ; and all this|
because they were misled by the telegram from the
Minister that the steamer would be sent up. Thus, |
insteisl of helping  these people to sell their:

products  and enabling  them  to meet  their |
bills at the banks, the people were obliged, !
at  heavy expense, to unload  their  produocts |

and  replice them in their granaries and cel-
lars, and then meet their bills, I suppose, by

borrowing at 74 per cent. That is the way
the people of my county are used. Is it

any wonder then that the people of Prince County |
will not send & member here to support the Goy- |
ernment ? It is not necessary for a Grit candidate
to canviss in Prince County. It is in every one's
mouth, even the mouths of those too younyg to he
entitled to vote, that the people of Prince County
are wronged, that their interests are overlooked
by the Government of Canada, as is shown by the
articles I have read.  We tind further that the
High Commissioner at London had a great notion
of coming across to the Island. just about the time
of the elections.  He went all the way to Pictou,
where T dare say his presence was required, bat
when he got there he found the steamer was not
crossing, and he telegraphed to Mr. Ferguson of
Charlottetown, the Government candidate and a
very busy candidate, 4 strong canvasser and an
able man, who, 1 should not wonder, will be re-
warded in o day or two, as there is now a vacancy
in the Chamber reserved for starving politicians.
He sent Mr. Ferguson the following telegram :— &

T regret deeply it is impossible for me to go to the !
Island, asthe Stanley cannot eross and Idare not attempt !
the Capes.” . . !
The High Commissioner says he dares not attempt |
the Capes. Well, I have to attempt them, and
even the Minister of Marine, if he came there,
would have to attempt then These gentlemen
do not know what troubles we have to contend
against. They are here guite satistied, drawing
their 83,000 a year, without having to cross the
Straits, and without having to work very hard.
Their travelling expenses are paid, even their cab-
hire is paid ; and they have no sympathy with the
poor people of the Island whose money is extracted
from them te enable the Government to pay these
nonsensical expenses.  The High Commissioner
says : ** I have satisfied mysclf that the tunnel can
be made for 86,000,000 and you may rely upon all
the aid I can give to the completion of that impor-
tant work.” \We have the assurance of the High
Commissioner in all his dignity, in all his impor-
tance, in all his grandeur, that he will induce the
Government to expend $6,000,000 to build that

6
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tunnel.  We had a telegram the other day from--
I do uot know whether to call him Senator—-]

csuppose he is the ex-Senator-—he  resizgmed his

Senatorship to run during the last clections and he
was not elected—I do not know that he has been
te-appoitited—I  do not think he has--if 1 am
mistiken, he may he a Nenator still, but 1
will not helieve it, unless a Minister of the Crown

s gets up and says so—-so I will speak of him as

ex-Senator Howlan—and he said that S3.000 00
was the estimate made for the building of that
tunnel by Mr. Fox.  Mr. Fox says that a

ttunnel of sixteen-feet dimmeter will cost STOUN, -

o, and one of cighteen feet STLOO M. T can
hardly reconcile these different statements, but 1
am not an engineer, anld Ido not know whether a
twelve-foot tunnel is sutlicient to keep up communi-
cation hetween the Iskmd and the wainland, 1
leave that to the Government and to Mr. Fox.  If
Mr. Fox says it is sutficient, T am satistied, and if
the Government is told by Mr. Fox that a sutlicient
tunnel can be be buile for 35,000,000, I say they
cannot back down from their pledge. The right
hon. gentleman at the head of the Government has
repeatedly stated that he would at once commence
operations on that tununel, if the cost were within
reason.  In February last, the High Commissioner
stated what I have read, and we have the promise
of the leader of the Opposition that he will back him
up, and Lam sure that every member here will back
up the present Government, if they have the manli-
ness il courage to proceed with this work : but, in
the naume of common sense, do not go on humbuy-
ging about it and keeping it off till the next
clection. I am satistied that, without that tunnel,
or some other means of communication, the Domi-
nion Government will not have redeemed their
solemn pledge, their solemn promise, their solemn
compact, entered into with the people of Prince
Edward Island at the time of the Union. The terms
were, that they would maintain continuous and effi-
cientmeunsof communicationbetweenthe Islandand
the mainkad both in winter and in suinmer. First
of all, they put on the Nosthera Light. That wasrun
down by the Conservative Dominion Government,
but that vessel never did worse during the winters
she rau than the Stan/ey did last winter.  We have
here statements from newspapers showing that, if
the Stedey could do no better than she did last
winter, it would be throwing away S150,000 of the
people’s money.  When the Government saw that
the Stawdeyy could not carry on that communication,

they should have had their mails carried by the

Capes, but they did not, and for a month or six
weeks we had a mail only once in about ten days,
instead of a mail every day. I do not wonder so
much at the Government using the people of Prince
Edward Island in that way,when we remember the
manner in which they dealt with the vessel that
was stranded near Cape Tormentine last fall.
That vessel was stranded about a mile from the
shore, and if one of the Govermment ice-boats had
heen got at the time, the lives of the people could
have been saved. I am not going to make a direct
charge against the Minister of Marine for the loss of
the lives of these people, hut I say that, if they had
proper officers, the three or four lives might have
been saved. The assertion inade at that time has
never been contradicted—that, when that vessel
struck, a hardy son of Neptune started from the
shore with a small dory amll managed to get near
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the vessel, but had to return.  The Govermment
officials had to telegraph to Charlottetown to Mr.
Lord for the use of a Government hoat, and hy
that time the storm had increased and night
had set in, and they could not get out to the
stramded vessel. The result was that three or
four lives were lost. It is no wonder, then,
that the same or worse takes place in regard to the
people of Prince Edward Island.  If the Govern-
ment are honest-——and I have grave doubts as to
whether they are—they will at once go to work
and cause these estimates to be brought to Ottawa
aned submitted to Parlinment, and then Parliament
can allow the Government to build the tunnel,
that heing. as I am convineed, the only means by
which it 1s possible to redeem the agreement made
with Princ