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THE DEBATES

OF THE

SENATE OF CANADA

IN THE

FIRST SESSION OF THE NINTH PARLIAMENT OF CANADA, APPOINTED TO MEET
FOR THE DESPATCH OF BUSINESS ON WEDNESDAY, THE SIXTH DAY
OF FEBRUARY, IN THE FIRST YEAR OF THE REIGN OF

HIS MAJESTY KING EDWARD VII.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, Feb. 6, 1901.

The Senate met at 2.30 p.m.

PRraAYERS.

The members of the Senate were informed
that a Commission under the Great Seal
had been issued, appointing the Honourable
Lawrence Geoffrey Power to be the Speaker
of the Senate.

The said Commission was then read by
the Clerk.

NEW SENATORS.

The following newly-appointed Senators
were introduced:—

Hon. ANDREW TREW WooD, of the city of
Hamilton, Ont.

Hon. LyMAN MELVIN JOXNES, of the city of
Toronto, Ont.

Hon. GEORGE McHUGH, of the county of
Victoria, Ont.

Hon. ROBERT_ MAcKAY, of the city of
Montreal, Que.

The House was adjourned during plea-
sure.
1

After some time the House was resumed.

The Honourable John Wellington Gwynne,
one of the Justices of the Supreme Court of
Canada, Deputy Governor, being seated at
the foot of the Throne,

The Honourable the Speaker commanded
the Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod to
proceed to the House of 'Commons and ac-
quaint that House,

It is the Deputy Governor’s desire that they
attend him immediately in this House.

Who being come,
The Speaker said,

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

I have it in command to let you know that His
Excellency the Governor General does not see
fit to declare the causes of his summoning the
present Parliament of Canada until the Speakar
of the House of Commons shall have been chosen
according to law ; but, to-morrow, at the hour
of three o’clock in the afternoon, His Excellency
will declare the causes of his calling this Par-
liament.

The Deputy Governor was pleased to re-
tire, and the House of Commons withdrew.

The Senate then adjourned.
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THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, Feb. 7, 1901.
The Speaker took the Chair at 2.30 p.m.

PRAYERS.
NEW SENATOR.

Hon. Joux VALENTINE ELL1s, of the city
of St. John, N.B., was introduced and took
his seat.

The Senate was adjourned during plea-
sure.

After some time the Senate was resumed.

His Excellency the Right Trusty and
Right Well-Beloved Cousin the Right Hon-
ourable Sir Gilbert John Elliot, Earl of
Minto and Viscount Melgund of Melgund,
County of IForfar, in the Peerage of the
United Kingdom, Baron Minto of Minto.
County of Roxburgh, in the Peerage of
Great Britain, Baronet of Nova Scotia,
Knight Grand Cross of Our Most Distin-
guished Order of Saint Michael and Saint
George, &c., &c., Governor General of Can-
ada, Leing seated on the Throne,

The Speaker commanded the Gentleman
Usher of the Black Rod to proceed to the
House of Commons and acquaint that
House,

1t is His Excellency’s pleasure they attend
him immediately in this House.

Who being come with their Speaker,
The Hou. Louis Philippe Brodeur said:—

MAY IT PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCY :

The House of Commons have elected me as
their Speaker, though I am but little able to
fulfil the important duties thus assigned to me.

If in the performance of those duties, I should
at any time fall into error, I pray that the fault
may be imputed to me, and not to the Com-
mons, whose servant I am, and who, through
me, the better to enable them to discharge their
duty to their King and country, humbly claim
all their undoubted rights and privileges, espe-
cially that they may have freedom of speech in
their debates, access to Your Excellency’'s person
at all seasonable times, and that their proceed-
ings may receive from Your Excellency the most
favourable interpretation.

The Honourable the Speaker of the Sen-
ate then said:—
Mr. SPEAKER :

I am commanded by His Excellency the Gov-
ernar General to declare to you that he fully

confides in the duty and attachment of the
House of Commons to His Majesty’s person and
government ; and not doubting that (their pro-
ceedings will be conducted with wisdom, temper
and prudence, he grants, and upon all occasions
will recognize and allow their constitutional
privileges. I am commanded also to assure you,
that the Commons shall have ready access to
His Excellency upon all seasonable occasions,
and that their proceedings, as well as your
words and actions, will constantly receive from
him the most favcurable construction.

THE SPEECH IF'ROM THE THRONE.

His Excellency the Governor General was
then pleased to open the Session T)y a
Gracious Speech to both Houses :—

Honourable Gentlemen of the Scnate :
Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

Since our last meeting the empire has been
called on to lament the demise of her late Ma-
jesty Queen Victoria. The universal regret
and sympathy with which the tidings of her
decease have been received throughout the en-
tire civilized world, afford the best testimony
to the manne: in which she has, at all times,
discharged her duties, both as a woman and a
sovereign, throughout her unprecedentedly long
and glorious reign, and I will venture to add
that in no portion of her vast territories were
those sentiments more profoundly felt than in
the Dominion of Canada.

You will, I am sure, take early action to
express your sympathy with the Royal Family
in their bereavement and your loyalty to the
new sovereign. .

The Canadian contingents to South Africa have
nearly all returned, and it affords me a very
great gratification to be able to assure you
that the valour and good conduct of our Cana-
dian soldiers have called forth the highest en-
comiums from the several commanders under
whom they have served during the arduous
contest. )

The unicn of the several provinces of Austra-
lia into one confederation, upon lines closely
resembling those on which our own Dominion
has been established, marks another important
step towards the consolidation of the outlying
portions of the empire, and, I am well assured,
will call forth your most sincere congratulations
to the new commonwealth.

Acting on the advice of my ministers, I had,
previously to the great grief which has fallen
upon the nation, tendered an invitation on your
behalf to His Royal Highness the Duke of Corn-
wall and York to conclude his intended visit to
Australasia by one to the Dominion of Canada,
and I am glad to be able to inform you that His
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Royal Highness has been pleased to signify his
acceptance of the same. I still hope that that
visit may not be considered impossible. I have
no doubt of the warmth of the welcome with
which he will be received.

My government has learned with great satis-
faction of the progress being made with the
Pacific cable scheme, and I trust that nothing
may cccur to delay its early completion.

Last summer, I made a tour through Canada
as far as Dawson City, and was everywhere
received with unqualified proofs of devotion and
loyalty. During my journey, I was, from per-
sonal observation, much impressed with the
great activity displayed in the development of
the mining and agricultural industries of the
country, and with the substantial increase in
its population. The thrift, energy and law-
abiding character of the immigrants are a sub-
ject of much congratulation, and afford ample
proof of their usefulness as citizens of the Do-
minion.

It gives me great pleasure to note the ex-
cellent display made by Canada at the Univer-
sal Exposition in Paris. The fine quality and
varied character of Canadian natural and in-
dustrial products is evidenced by the number
of awards won in nearly every class of the
competition. It is a remarkable testimony to
the effectiveness of our cold storage transporta-
tion facilities, that fresh fruit grown in Canada
secured a large number of the highest awards.
It is extremely gratifying to observe that, as
a result of the display of Canadian resources,
considerable foreign capital has found its way
to Canada for investment and large orders from
foreign countries have been received for Cana-
dian goods.

The improvement of the St. Lawrence route
continues to engage the very careful attention
of my government. During the past year ship
channels have been widened and deepened, addi-
tional lights and buoys have been provided and,
in a short time, there will be telegraph and
cable communication with Belle Isle. These ad-
ditional securities will tend to make safer and
more efficient than ever our great waterway be-
tween the lakes and the Atlantic.

I am glad to observe that the revenue and
the general volume of trade continue undimin-
ished, and even show a moderate increase over
the very large figures attained during the past
year.

Measures will be submitted to you for the
better supervision of the export trade in food
products, and also in connection with the Post
Office, the Pacific cable and various other sub-
jects. '

13

Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

The accounts for the past year will be laid
before you.
The Estimates for the succeeding year will

likewise be placed upon the Table at an early
date.

Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate :
Gentlemen of the House of Commons :
I commend to your earnest consideration the
measures to be submitted to you, invoking the

Divine blessings upon the important labours on
which you are again entering.

His Excellency the Governor General was
pleased to retire, and the House of Com-
mons withdrew.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Monday, February 11, 1901.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
should like to ask the hon. Secretary of
State if there is any probability this session
of my receiving the final return to the
motion made in 1899, as to the sale of the
school lands in Manitoba, the amount re-
ceived from them, the amount on hand, the
amount of interest, &c. I ask this early in
the session, because I have seen in the
newspapers that the government of Mani-
toba have been interviewing the ministers
as to a claim, either to secure to that pro-
vince the lands or whatever amount of
money may be on hand, and if we are to
deal with that question during the present
session, it is important that we should have
the particulars referred to in the motion
carried by the House. The hon. Secretary
of State will remember that a return was
partially made out, and sent back to be
completed up to the present time. It would
be easy to have the return, so prepared,
up to the present date. Will the hon. gen-
tleman call the attention of the Minister of
the Interior to the matter ?
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I will call the atten-
tion of the Minister of the Interior to the
subject, and endeavour to have the return
here. I presume a good deal of it will be
in the minister’s report. I have not examin-
ed it.

THE ADDRESS.
MOTION.

The Order of the Day having been called :

Consideration of His Excellency the Governor
General’s speech on the opening of the first
session of the ninth parliament.

Hon. Mr. ELLIS said : Permit me to ask
your kind consideration while I proceed
with the task, the pleasant task which I
have undertaken to perform here to-day,
that of moving an address of thanks to His
Excellency the Governor General for the
speech with which he was pleased to open
this session of parliament. I am the more
emboldened to ask that favour from the
fact that I know great consideration is
shown to members of this House who
make their appearance here for the first
time, and also there may be sympathetic
recollections in the minds of hon. gentle-
men of their own feelings, when they
for the first time lifted up their voice in
this Chamber, when the sound of their
speech. seemed strange to them, and when
they struggled to give utterance to their
sentiments. I can scarcely plead youth and
inexperience, but I can plead the inexperi-
ence of which the years make us so con-
scious, when we enter for the first time
upon the discharge of new duties and try
untrodden paths. Before I make the for-
mal motion, I should like to refer to one or
two paragraphs in the speech of His Excel-
lency. The first paragraph announces the
death of the sovereign. I do not propose to
enter upon any lengthy discussion of the
sovereign as a constitutional ruler, because
I am quite satisfied that that will be dis-
cussed on another occasion by gentlemen in
this House who are much more capable of
speaking upon those constitutional questions
than I am. But it is impossible to refrain
from making one or two observations with
reference to the long reign which is now
ended, undoubtedly the most glorious reign
in the annals of England. The Queen has
outlived two or three generations of states-

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

men. She came to the Throne at a time
when there was a great—I would not per-
haps use such a strong word as dissatis-
faction—a great deal of agitation in Eng-
land, and when some men thought that the
period was in sight when the Crown might
cease to be one of the estates of the realm.
The Queen has passed away. The Crown
is stronger in the affections of the people
than it ever was. There is no question
whatever as to the advisability of continu-
ing the Crown and as to its remaining one
of the great factors of the government of
the country. I desire more especially to
make reference to the sovereign herself as
an individual, as one exercising power
through her influence, rather than from the
fact that she possessed authority. The
Queen, during her reign, has endeared her-
self to her people, not only by her consti-
tutional rule, not only by the fact that she
recognized the men whom she selected as
her advisers, but also because she entered
into all the joys and into the spirit of her
people in all the great matters which have
s0 developed in the United Kingdom in the
last sixty odd years. She was not only a
sagacious and far-seeing monarch, but her
judgments were strengthened by unparal-
leled experience. She +was constantly
strengthened by a strict sense of duty. The
simplicity of her life, when she unbent her-
self in her domestic circle, appealed to the
hearts of all, because every happy home in
England and the world over recognized that
the Queen, as an individual person, had the
feelings of common humanity, and that she
was, just in her own way, and in her own
life, such a person as we might take to our
own hearts, and as the people of England
did take to their hearts. Her words of con-
solation, her messages of pity and tender-
ness, her expressions of kindly feeling for
suffering people everywhere, bound her to
countless hearts. Her sense of duty so
high ; her rule so beneficial to the world,
her good sense so potential, she will stand
out always as a great Euler, and her in-
fluence will be felt for ages. It is diffi-
cult for us, I think, to realize the struggles
which the sovereign may make for a quiet
home—for such a life as we are able to
lead in our own domestic circles. Shakes-
peare describes Henry V. on the battle-
field of Agincourt, the night before the bat-
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tle, when he went out among his soldiers
to ascertain if possible the temper of his
people towards him, and while discussing
with some soldiers the conditions, he gives
expression to the words which the great
dramatic writer of England has put in this
form : .

For, though I speak it to you, I think the
King is but a man as I am, the violet smells
to him as it doth to me, all his senses have but
human conditions, and though his affections are

higher mounted than ours, yet when they stoop,
they stoop with like wing.

And as the discussion proceeded he said
with even greater pathos :

What infinite hearts ease must kings neglect
that private men enjoy.

So the Queen of England, while filled at
times with sorrow, while rarely, in the
latter years of her life, experiencing what
we might consider great joy, yet neverthe-
less, was constantly attentive to her duties,
and she constantly grew in the affections of
her people, because she was attentive to
duty, and she passed away with the affec-
tion, not only of her own people, but with
the affection and regret of all humanity, so
far at any rate as it can be reached by our
civilization. There is one thing, it seems
to me, in the Queen’s life, or rather in her
" later years, that was particularly striking,
the way in which she carried herself
through those years. Sometimes it may be
that age grows selfish. I know that is the
opinion of some who discuss age, and com-
pare age with generous youth, but I am
sure we can say of the Queen that in her
messages to her people, in her visits to the
bedside of her soldiers, in her messages of
sympathy to the suffering, whether to the
widowed mother or to the parents who
had lost their children, she spoke from
the ripe experience of years—she spoke from
the knowledge that this life is a good life,
if people help each other through it, and so
I think, hon. gentlemen, that when the last
moments came to her and she had to lay
down her life, she passed away like one
who goes to sleep, like one who, in the
well-known words of an American poet,
wraps the drapery of his couch about him,
and lies down to pleasant dreams. She has
left a legacy to the people of her own coun-
try which will not be forgotten. I have
sometimes thought, as I have considered

the character of ‘the Queen, as I have
thought of the age in which she lived, that
when the incidents of this time shall have
passed into dim forgetfulness—when his-
tory and tradition shall be so mixed up that
it will be difficult to say which is which,
the poets of that distant time will turn
back to this age—turn to her life for the
foundation of idyls, as Tennyson did, when
he turned to the times of King Arthur.
Her greatness as a monarch, her gentleness
as a woman, her kindness to the poor in her
Highland retreat, will furnish incidents
which will point the morals of a future time.
There is one other remark with regard to
this which I should like to make. The
times, of course, were propitious to such a
Queen, and she took advantage of them and
helped them. Never in the history of Eng-
land, it seems to me, has England produced
such statesmen as surrounded the Queen.
I think in the Victorian age we have
reached the very highest rank of men who
desired to do their duty faithfully and well,
that the statesmen of the Victorian age
appear to be the most conscious of the high
state to which statesmen should reach.
They are the highest product, some of them.
of civilization, since civilization began. I
will not mention any names here. There
were, I think, ten Prime Ministers in the
time of Queen Victoria. There were other
statesmen who sat around her council board
and gave her good advice. After all, while
it may be a high position to be the Prime
Minister of England, or to sit at the council
board, there is a limit at any rate when that
position is reached, and no ambition and no
plotting can carry men further than that.
The statesmen of this time laid down their
ambition and ideas so far as that goes,
and I think English history will place them
on the very highest pinnacle which civili-
zation has erected. Then there is one other
matter. We can sum up all the glories of
the Victorian age, its great discoveries, the
vast benefits which it has conferred, its
moral opportunities, and what greater thing
ever occurred, or what event ever occurred
in the world like the death and burial of
the Queen. When the Queen was crowned
on the death of the former monarch, it took
some time to get the information to the
people of Canada. Now, the progress of
civilization and its inventions have been so
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great, that simultaneously the world knew
it all, and simultaneously the world
mourned on the death of the sovereign and
on the occasion of her funeral. On the
equator, within the Arctic circle, beneath
the Southern Cross, and wherever the word
could reach mankind, they all sorrowed
for her, and the sorrow was sincere,
because people felt not only that a
great monarch had passed away, but one
had gone who had exercised a good in-
fluence on mankind. I do not think I need
proceed further on that point. I am quite
sure that when the time comes we will
express in proper phrase our sorrow at the
death of the Queen; also to the new mon-
arch our wishes that his reign may be long
and prosperous. I feel, of course, that a
eulogy of the monarch might seem like
criticism, and I will only express the belief
that, having been trained as he has been
trained, accustomed to the public cere-
monials of the nation as he has been, dis-
charging the duties which he has dis-
charged, very often under great difficul-
ties, he will proceed with the work which
was begun under his mother, and that the
English monarchy will know no difference,
that the happiness of the people will be
extended, and that all the¢ joyous anticipa-
tions which we have of the extension, not
only of public liberty, but of public virtue,
will proceed under Edward VII. Another
paragraph in the address to which I desire
to call attention has reference to the Cana-
dian contingents in South Africa. His Ex-
cellency says that they have all returned.
and that it affords much gratification to
assure you of the valour and good conduct of
our soldiers. We have all been participants
in the work of dispatchiug the soldiers 1o
South Africa, and we have all had a hearty
welcome for them on their return. I have
listened to many speeches which have been
delivered with regard to their brave conduct
on the field, and also with reference to the
spirit which moved them to go. It seems
to me, sometimes, that we miss the real
spirit which animated our people in the
movement which they made on South
Africa. It is a sufficient form of words to

" say that because they tlhiought the Queen

and the Crown and the authority of the

empire were in danger, they undertook

the arduous task of going across the ocean
Hon. Mr. ELLIS.

to South Africa, and the more arduous
and difficult and still more painful task of
traversing the soil of that country. But it
seems to me that what moved them was
something more than that. The people saw
in the attack which was made upon the
authority of Britain in South Africa an
impeachment of the principles of British
liberty itself, and they rose, not because
they thought there was danger, so much as
because it became an undoubted duty to
stand by those privileges and to show that
we who were born and bred under the
British authority, we who came here from
the British nation, we who enjoyed the
benefits of the Canadian constitution and
the liberty of Canada, were fully aware of
what those blessings were to us, and that
in whatever part of the world they were
assailed by men who owed allegiance to
Britain, it was our duty to come to the
front and to take up arms and stand by the
Imperial authority. Therefore, I need not
say that in all parts of the country, we have
welcomed back our men. We have been
delighted with the work they have per-
formed, and we feel that if the occasion
should arise—I hope it never may—that man
for man we can hold our own against the
world. Another paragraph in the address
refers to the commonwealth of Australia.
I trust that the government will see its way
clear, at the inauguaration of the common-
wealth of Australia, to have Canada repre-
sented in such way that the people of
Australia will feel that we are in entire
sympathy with them. I hope before par-
liament prorogues that it will seem good
to the government to send an address to the
Australian people, expressive of our satis-
faction and gratification at the work they
have accomplished. Our Dominion came
into existence about eighty years or
thereabouts after the American revolution.
after the United States had sprung into
existence, a descendant of Britain, a country
which framed her constitution to a very
large extent upon the British lines, modified
no doubt by the feeling which was created
in consequence of the unfortunate division
which took place between the people, largely
affected by the stubbornness of the king,
still they were a British people. They
formed their institutions upon lines which
were intended to perpetuate liberty in
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America. I think it is Longfellow who
speaks of the heat in which the constitution,
symbolized under the name of the ship of
state, was forged ; in what a fire and what
a heat it was framed. So afterwards
was the Dominion of Canada estab-
lished, and we too, in the formation of
our counstitution, were influenced, not by
external operations, but by internal op-
erations, and our constitution has a cast,
has a direction from the conditions
which existed when that constitution was
adopted. Still, it is well to remember that
while, to a certain extent, we have remained
attached to the Crown of England, we are a
self-governing people; and now the colony
of Australia has framed a constitution tobd,
and that constitution in its form differs
from ours and from the constitution of the

no difficult questions, there are no great
problems involved in uniting the common-
wealth of Australia at all. It is simply a
business transaction, arising out of the
growth of those colonies, out of their desire
for a united form of self-government, and
they have adopted a constitution which the
mother country sat down with them to
make, and which I am sure will be a con-

expect to see a greater development yet.
Now, there are three nations—and I may
use that form of expression—which have
gone out from the mother country within a
century or thereabouts. When the colonies

try of course was known to British sailors

In the sixty years which have elapsed under
her reign, the Australian colonies have
grown until they are over four millions of
people. They occupy a splendid country,
and have a much larger trade than we

mother country and the world amounted to
five hundred and sixty millions of dollars,
and they have started on a career the
limitations of which no man can at this
moment imagine, because, being an island
continent, they must have a navy. They
have eight thousand miles of sea-coast, and
they will control the south Pacific seas.
Further than that, all those democratic

stitution which will afford a pattern at least
-for others which may follow, because we |

have. I think in 1897 their trade with the |

United States from the fact that there are

l

|

i

ideas which prevail among the middle
classes of England and among the classes
of England which have not reached the
highest position in that country, the great
ideas of democracy, of the public weal, have
strongly permeated the Australian system
the theory and the practice of government
in the Australian colonies. In their
arrangements for age pensions and in other
ways they are far ahead of any other coun-
try to-day in legislation for the ameliora-
tion of the condition of mankind. We can-
not look with any other. feeling than one
of profound interest on a colony which has
sprung into existence in that manner. The
late Queen sent to them for Governor Gen-
eral of their new commonwealth a gentle-
man who will rule well, Lord Hopetoun. anc
I think there opens before the world—I will
not say a British dependency, but a British
commonwealth which will carry out all
those great ideas of advancement which the
English people have been seeking to estab-
lish for the benefit of themselves and for
the benefit of mankind generally. Therefore
I think we should express to them our strong
hope that they will succeed. I will not go
into the political question. I observe that
His Excellency the Governor General says
that the constitution of the commonwealth
of Australia is largely founded upon our
own. That is so. At the same time, if
hon. gentlemen desire to look into the mat-
ter more closely, they will find that the
constitution of the Senate of Australia
materially differs from that of the Domin-

of Australia were first established, the coun- | ion of Canada. I will not say that it is

any improvement on ours, but at any rate

who had landed on the coast. The Queen ]it is a material advance along certain lines,
of England was just a child—was just born. jand I have no doubt there are gentlemen

in this Chamber who would approve of the
Australian system. However, we send them
our best wishes and our hopes for a great
future. We hope all their ideas will be
realized, and that on that island continent
may be the homes of many people who
will develop not only their own land, but
all those southern lands which have re-
quired so much of the finishing touch of
civilization.

1 will pass to another matter. Another
paragraph in the speech refers to the prob-
able visit here of the Duke of Cornwall and
York. There appears to be information
conveyed in the paragraph that it may not
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be possible to carry that out in consequence
of the death of the Queen. I hope, however,
that it will be accomplished. I hope that
when the Royal Prince who now stands
next to the Throne makes his visit to Aus-
tralia, which I understand he intends to do,
he will be able also to visit OCanada.
I am sure we would give him the heart-
iest welcome. No form of words could ex-
press the desire we would have that the
Prince should come here. We all remember
with special pleasure that Edward VIL,
now on the Throne, when he was a youth,
visited this country. I remember him my-
self as a ruddy-cheeked lad, who saw all
that could be seen in Canada with great
enjoyment, and I have no doubt even now
with cares of state around him, he may
revert with pleasure to his experience in
Canada. But his visit had the effect of in-
teresting us in the mother country, and in
making us feel that the people of England
thought kindly of us. I need not say that
the visit of the Duke of Cornwall would
be an intense gratification to all our people.

I pass over the reference to the Pacific
cable. I have do doubt that will be dealt
with in good time. We are all anxious that
there should be a Pacific cable, but the mat-
ter takes on so many phases, I am not
quite sure as to whether I am informed as
to what the present phase is.

His Excellency also refers to his visit to
Dawson. He says :

Last summer, I made a tour through Canada
as far as Dawson City and was everywhere re-
ceived with unqualified proofs of devotion and
loyalty. During my journey, I was, from per-
sonal observation, much impressed with the
great activity displayed in the development of
the mining and agricultural industries of the
country, and with the substantial increase in
its population. The thrift, energy and law-
abiding character of the immigrants are a sub-
ject of much congratulation and afford ample

proof of their usefulness as citizens of the Do-
minion.

It is no doubt a great satisfaction to the
people of the country that His Excellency
has been able to make a visit of that kind,
and to know that he saw the development
of the mining industry of which he could
speak from personal observation. We are
all deeply interested in the development of
British Columbia. We hope for a great
deal from that country, because it appears
to open up to us new and different paths
of enterprise from those which we have

Hon. Mr. ELLIS.

in the east. His Excellency makes some
observation with regard to the character of
the immigrants whom he saw there. 1 pre-
sume his remarks refer to the immigrants
in British Columbia. At another time there
may, perhaps, be an opportunity to speak
on the general question of immigration.
No doubt it is a difficult question, because
we do not now find it as easy to draw
people to Canada from the United Kingdom
as we did in years gone by. The fields have
so extended and enlarged that people do
not come to us in the numbers that they
did years ago, but we must be gratified at
the presence on our land of men of industry,
of men of character, particularly of men
who from whatever land they come, endea-
vour here to found happy homes and be-
come permanent residents of the country,
and we must also feel gratified that His
Excellency saw proof of their fitness to be
citizens of the Dominion.

There is a paragraph in the speech with
reference to the display at Paris—that the
people of Europe had an opportunity to see
some of our manufactures, and also the
fruits which we produce. Many of the
hon. gentlemen here may never have had
the opportunity of seeing some of the fruit-
growing districts of Nova Scotia. There is
no part of the world for its size, except it
may be Tasmania, where such beautiful
fruit is grown. It can be produced in un-
limited quantities. The market for our
fruit is being enlarged, and cold storage
appliances have enabled us to carry our
fruit to European markets much more
easily than we did years ago, and we must
all wish the greatest possible success to
the efforts of the Minister of Agriculture to
increase the establishment of cold storage
facilities, so far at any rate as they apply
to those products which we are able to sell
abroad.

With regard to the improvement of the
St. Lawrence canals, to which His Excel-
lency referred, we all fully recognize the
importance of that route. As the interior
of the country is settled, as the population
around the great lakes and upper regions
of the St. Lawrence increases, the necessity
is the greater for an increase also of the
facilities to be given to the people to place
their produce within easy reach of the buyer
in the markets of the world. No doubt
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it is an expensive operation which requires
both money and the highest engineering
skill, but we are making progress in that
direction. Whether we are keeping pace
with the progress of the country I am un-
able to say, but at any rate we are all de-
sirous to help forward the desires and de-
signs of the government in the establish-
ment of that object.

His Excellency also makes an observation
with regard to the revenue, and the general
volume of trade in the country. 1 do not
propose to occupy much further time, but I
trust I do not violate any tradition or prac-
tice of this House if I make the observation
that since parliament last assembled there
was an election in the country, and that the
gentlemen who had carried on the adminis-
tration of the affairs of Canada during the
preceding four years were continued in
power, and not only has the expression of
popular approval, been the expression of
approval of the administration as a whole,
but also the expression of approval of every
individual minister, who was obliged to go
to the people. There is no question that
that is a fact of considerable importance,
and it is a fact which the country cannot
fail to recognize, and which I suppose we
cannot fail to recognize here. We can only
hope that, with the continuance of power

-entrusted to the government, with the con-
fidence the people repose in them, they will
prove themselves worthy of the positions
they occupy, and will continue to discharge
the .public duties entrusted to them in a
manner.to meet the approval of parliament.
As reference has been made to the trade of
the country, I should like to call the atten-
tion of the House to some figures, not for
any political purpose, but for the simple
purpose of showing how great our trade has
been for the past ten years. I have taken
the figures for 1890 and 1900. I do not pre-
tend to claim for the administration that
they deserve any particular credit for all
this great increase, because there is the
natural growth and increase in the country,
and upon that feature we may dwell with
pleasure, but at any rate the government
of the day have done their share in assist-
ing in the development of trade, and to that
extent at least we may give them credit. In
the year 1890 the total value of the imports
of Canada was $121,800,000, in round num-
bears. In 1900, the value of the imports

was $189,600,000, an increase of $67,700,000,
in the ten years, that is of the total import.
The total value of imports entered for com-
sumption in Canada in 1890 was $112,700,-
000, and in 1900 it had increased to $180,-
800,000, an increase in that period of $68,-
000,000 of dollars. Separating the dutiable
and the free imports, I find that in 1890 the
total value of the dutiable imports was $86,-
200,000. In 1900 it had increased to $112,-
900,00, an increase of $26,600,000. The
free imports had gone up from §35,500,000
in 1890, to $76,600,000 in 1900, an increase of
$41,000,000. The total value of dutiable
goods entered for consumption was $77,100,-
000 in 1890, and in 1900 it amounted to $104,-
000,000, an increase of $27,200,000. The
total free goods entered for consumption in
1890 was $35,600,000; in 1900 it had gone up
to $76,400,000, an increase in that particular
of $40,700,000. In regard to the exports,
in 1890 they amounted to $96,700,000; in
1900 they reached $191,800,000, an increase
of $105,000,000. The exports of home pro-
duce increased from $87,600,000 in 1890 to
$170,600,000 in 1900, an increase of $83,-
000,000. The exports of foreign produce in-
creased from $9,000,000 in 1890, to $21,000,-
000 in 1900, an increase of $12,000,000. The
aggregate trade of the country in 1890, was
$218,600,000. In 1900 it had gone up to
$385,500,000, an increase of $162,900,000.
The aggregate trade on the basis of home
products exported and goods imported for
consumption had gone from $203,400,000 to
$351,400,000, an increase of $150,900,000. The
revenue from all sources had increased from
$39,800,000 in 1890, to $51,031,000 in 1900.

I refer to these figures to show that there
is a rapid increase in the general trade con-
ditions of the country, and that we may feel
exceedingly gratified at this increase, show-
ing that our country is making considerable
progress, and that we may be fairly satis-
fied with the progress which we have
made.

His Excellency is good enough to close his
speech with a reference to the fact that he
conveys to our consideration the measures
he submits to us. It seems to me that we
are met here at a notable and a noteworthy
period. We have just placed our feet upon
the threshold of the twentieth century in
which we hope to see continued with ever
expanding force the material blessings, the
moral opportunities, which so rapidly de-
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veloped in the century just closed. We
meet under the rule of a monarch whose
reign has scarcely begun, but under whose
sway we hope to see the glories of the
Victorian age enlarged and increased and
extended until all mankind may recognize
the advantages which we enjoy; and we are
here a new parliament assembled for the
first time to discharge those duties which
are ours to discharge for this portion of the
great empire which is immediately our own.
A new century, a new king and a new
parliament ! In what hopes may we
not indulge of a future for our country
in which we shall perform an important
part in enlarging the field of enterprise,
in widening the bounds of freedom, in
adding to the sum of human happiness,
in giving effect to the aspirations of
our people that all life in this land may be
truthful, patriotic and noble. We may differ
to some extent, we no doubt will differ to a
considerable extent, as to the way in which
our highest ideals may be realized; but in
those differences, may we never forget that
we have high ideals, that we are animated
by pure motives, and that the many races
and creeds which enjoy the benefits and
blessings of Canadian life have one common
object—to make this country a land of happy
homes, a land of peace, a land of tolerance,
a land of liberty in which, what we were,
what our ancestors were, what they quarrel-
led over in the past, shall be remembered
only in so far as they are helpful to enable
us to live happily together now and to strive
in pleasant unison or in friendly rivalry, for
the successful development of those sterling
virtues which come to us through all the
races from which we have sprung, and upon
which, we hope to build the strong walls
of the national edifice.

In this Senate, removed to a considerable
extent from the influence of popular passion
and prejudice, but animated by a sincere
desire to properly interpret and express the
best judgment of the Canadian people,- we
may reasonably give effect to these senti-
ments and in this spirit, Mr. Speaker, 1
have the honour to move :

That the following address be presented to
His Excellency the Governor General, to offer
the humble thanks of this House to His Excel-
lency for the gracious Speech which he has been
pleased to make to both House of Parliament.
namely :—

Hon. Mr. ELLIS.

To His Excellency the Right Honourable Sir
Gilbert John Elliot, Earl of Minto and Viscount
Melgund of Melgund, County of Forfair, in the
Peerage of the United Kingdom, Baron Minto
of Minto, County of Roxburgh, in the Peerage
cf Great Britain, Baronet of Nova Scotia,
Knight Grand Cross of Qur Most Distinguished
Order of Saint Michael and Saint George, &c.,
&c., Governor General of Canada.

MAY IT PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCY :

We, His Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal sub-
jects, the Senate of Canada in Parliament as-
sembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks
to Your Excellency for the gracious Speech
which Ycur Excellency has addressed to both
Houses of parliament.

Hon. Mr. JONES—In rising to second the
address which has been moved by the hon.
gentleman from St. John, I would ask the
indulgence of the House, which I am sure
will be given to a young member, or rather,
I should say, a new member of this House,
and while I cannot ask it, as the mover did,
on the ground of youth, I can certainly ask
it on the ground of.inexperience, and I am
sure it will be granted. I could have wish-
ed that this duty had devolved on some one
other than myself, but I appreciate the
honour done me in allowing me to second
the address. I have listened with great
pleasure to the speech of the hon. the mover,
and I am pleased to see that he seems to
have left me but little to add to what he
has said in making the motion. I hesitate
to make any considerable remarks, know-
ing that I am speaking in the presence of
learned gentlemen accustomed to public
speaking, and who could so well have
said what should be said on an occa-
sion of this kind. ° The speech from
the Throne, to which we are replying,
differs from any previous speech in the
history of Canada, especially on account
of its official announcement to this House
of the death of Her Majesty the Queen.
With reference to this, I will not, I am
sure, be misunderstood if I do not add at
any length to the remarks which have al-
ready fallen from the mover, and the
speeches which have been made over the
country on various occasions that have of-
fered, and the splendid address delivered in
the House of Commons on Friday last by
the hon. the prime minister, Sir Wilfrid
Laurier, and so ably seconded and con-
curred in by the leader of the oppo-
sition. The address itself indicates the
great sorrow that has fallen upon us, and
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the trappings around and about us remind
us of our great loss, and that we have no
longer the Queen—a name familiar to us
from childhood has been removed, and this
House has, for the first time, met without
a message from Her Majesty’s representa-
tive. But she has given her name to a
great age, and the Victorian era will never
be forgotten so long as men shall speak.
It has been truly said that if anything has
dimmed the throne during all that long
reign, it has been the brilliancy and splen-
dour only of her own individuality. His-
tory has turned two important leaves—the
Victorian era and the nineteenth century,
running almost concurrently—and that
worthy, that good, that beautiful life is no
more. Her brilliunt career is ended, but
its usefulness in the British Empire and
over the whole earth is felt now even as
it has never been heretofore,

May we not look forward confidently in
the belief that the influence of that splen-
did life, which has shed such lustre upon
the British Empire for so many years, will
continue to live in the world’s memory,
and from that greater height shine even
more directly upon and ever exert its splen-
did influence over the people of the whole
world.

Even in our sadness we rejoice that we
have her son for our King. King Edward
VII, now a man of mature years, grown
into manhood under the direct personal in-
fluence of his Queen mother, we cannot but
believe that he will be greatly influenced by
his late mother.

He has already said that he will follow
closely in her footsteps. And then too, we
have still a Queen, the King’s Queen, our
Queen, a noble woman greatly endeared to
the people of the whole empire, second only
in the hearts of the nation to the late great
Queen herself. Truly we are greatly bless-
ed, and with heartfelt thankfulness we
pledge our loyalty to King Edward VIIL

We may hope that our relationship with
foreign nations may by her death be made
even more permanently satisfactory. This
great sorrow brings the people of the great
German Empire and the British Empire
very close together. I could wish they
would as between themselves agree that all
differences should for all time be settled by
arbitration, without force of arms, and if

to these might be added the great nation
to the south of us, and possibly others also,
and that together they would agree to act
on the offensive or defensive, in so far as
may be necessary to preserve the peace of
the world, possibly the great army and the
tremendous navy now found necessary to
maintain the supremacy and insure peace.
might be lessened and combined with each
other and thereby practically ensure the
peace of the world for all time to
come. Reference has been made to Can-
adian contingents in South Africa. We
are reminded that most of our men
who went to South Africa have re-
turned. We are indeed proud of the men
who went there. We are glad to know that
they did their full duty. Glad to know that
having gone, they took their full share in
hardships, in the long marches, and in the
battles that were fought. We greatly re-
gret that so many of them can never re-
turn. The severe loss of life at Paardeberg
alone, where more than 10 per cent of the
contingent were killed or wounded, is to
bhe greatly regretted. But we are proud to
know that there, on the veldt, side by side,
Canadian Scotchman, Canadian English-
man, French Canadian, and Irish Canadian,
fought for Queen and country, and this fact
ought to indicate to us, and tell us in the
plainest terms that Canada as a mnation,
made up as it is of various peoples, is still
entirely Canadian, and that no questions
should arise as to the loyalty of any of our
people. It has also brought out the fact
that the women of Canada have done a
splendid work in the absence of the con-
tingent in looking after the interests and
wants of the various companies that went
to the war, and the friends at home have
done a noble work. Reference has also been
made by the mover to that clause referring
to the consolidation of the provinces of
Australia. It is very gratifying to Canadians
to know that Australia, divided as it has
been into five colonies, I think, in the past,
is about to be consolidated and become one
commonwealth. I have reason to know that
there will be great advantages in trading
with Australia under these altered condi-
tions. There have been great difficulties in

the past because of the various colonies
differing in many.important respects. Each
colony had its own railway system, so that
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it is practically impossible, if not actually
impossible, for the railways connecting the
.different colonies, to carry freight and pas-
gengers, and have through shipments as we
.are enabled to do in Canada. On account of
the differences in gauge and system, they
have to transfer the goods and passengers
at the border of each colony, and it has been
very difficult to do business under these
conditions. I have no doubt the creation of
the commonwealth will lead to the consoli-
dation of the tariff, and the adoption of a
uniform gauge for the railways, and will
develop their own trade greatly, giving the
facilities for the development of trade be-
tween Canada and Australia, from which
we will benefit largely. No doubt, from
present indications, there will be, early in
the life of the new commonwealth, a gen-
eral tariff, probably not differing materially
from the Canadian tariff.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Hear,
hear. .

Hon. Mr. JONES—I hope that they will
give that preference to Great Britain that
Canada has seen fit to concede. I hope also
that that preference will extend to Canada,
and I am glad that we have already on our
statute-books a law enabling the Canadian
government to extend to Australia the same
preferential advantages that we now offer
to Great Britain and some of the other
British colonies. In fact, at present, I think
in the case of the colony of New South
Wales, the preferential tariff is already in
force. New South Wales, I may say, is
practically a free trade colony. I under-
stand that an invitation has been given to
Canada to send representatives there. I
sincerely trust that Canada will take advan-
tage of this opportunity and do so, and I
hope Sir Wilfrid Laurier, the prime min-
ister, will see his way clear to repre-
sent Canada in connection with the open-
ing of the first parliament of the common-
wealth. It will be greatly in the inter-
ests of Canada if he will be able to do so.
We congratulate Australia on its consolida-
tion, and on its, to some extent, copying
the Canadian parliament in its consolida-
tion. I greatly hope, as is indicated in the
speech from the Throne, that the Pacific
cable, a necessary link in the carrying on of
trade and commerce with Australia, will, in

Hon. Mr. JONES.

the near future, become an accomplished
fact. Reference has also been made to the
fact that His Royal Higness, the Duke
of Cornwall and York, intends going to
Australia to be present and open the
first parliament. I have understood by the
newspapers that, notwithstanding his be-
reavement, he will still go. I hope that he
will, and I trust that the invitation that has
been extended to him from Canada to come
this way on his return will be accepted, and
that he may see Canada, as he would have
an excellent opportunity of doing, coming
from the west and passing through to the
east, from ocean to ocean. It is gratifying
to know that in a visit of this kind the
Duke of York will find it necessary to go
all the way round the world. The British
chain of colonies and possessions, anchored
in Great Britain, will have reached the
entire distance, and it is pleasing to know:-
that Canada is one of the links, in fact
the largest link in the British chain.
Let us hope that in the near future the
Duke of York may have an opportunity
of paying a visit to South Africa, there to
consolidate the several provinces or colonies
into one grand commonwealth, whose people
will be as hippy and . contented under the
new conditions as Canada is, and as Austra-
lia will be. Reference is also made to the
Paris exposition, and I am very pleased to
say that, from personal knowledge, I have
no doubt that that has been of great benefit
to the manufacturing interests of Canadi.
I know that great advantages have ac-
crued to Canadians from the exhibit made
there, and I think hon. gentlemen who
visited it found from Canada, not only in
the natural products, in the fruits and grain,
but in the manufactures, a very creditable
display as compared with the surrounding
displays. In this connection I am pleased
to know that the government intend ex-
hibiting at the Glasgow exhibition, an exhi-
bition to open within two or three months,
which will afford another excellent opportu-
nity for the display of Canadian products,
and will be greatly for the benefit of Can-
ada. Reference is made to His Excellency's
visit to the Yukon and North-west Terri-
tories, and seeing a large part of Canadian
territory. It is gratifying to know that we
have made very considerable progress in all
the west, in mining as well as agriculture.
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British Columbia has certainly grown very
rapidly, and the North-west has developed
in a way that is at least reasonably satisfac-
tory. I find that in the returns for the five
years from 1874 to 1879, there was an aver-
age of about thirty-six hundred entries per
year for homesteads taken in Manitoba. For
the ten years from 1880 to 1889, there was
an average of about 23,000, and from 1890 to
1899, about 26,500, showing a fairly rapid
increase in the growth of settlement in that
province. In the last year I believe the
immigration into Manitoba and the North-
west Territories alone reached about 45,000
people. A very large number of these, one-
third at least, came from the United States.
It must be very gratifying to members
of this House to know that so large a
number of immigrants are coming to Can-
ada, many of them returning to Canada
who have been in the United States for a
greater or less number of years. Rapid ad-
vancement has also been made in northern
Ontario, as well as in the eastern provinces,
in mining and agriculture. Reference is
also made to the St. Lawrence river im-
provements. This brings prominently before
us the question of transportation. To my
mind there is no question of greater im-
portance to the people of Canada than this.
~Much has been said in the last few years
in this direction, and last autumn we were
enabled to use, for the first time, a canal
system affording a depth of water of 1t
feet through the various canals of the St
Lawrence for the accommodation of larger
vessels for transportation purposes. It is
unfortunate that in past years so large
a percentage of the exports of Canada have
found their way across the ocean, not from
Canadian ports, but from United States
ports. As an illustration of this, I might
point to the exports of a manufacturing in-
stitution of which I know something, and I
find, in looking up the figures, that only
about 15 per cent of the exports, amounting
to several thousand cars, have gone out by
Canadian ports. Going out by United States
ports, the Canadian railways lose the ad-
vantage of the long haul to the seaboard,
and our seaports lose the advantage of the
export, and Canada the advantage of the
credit of that export, while the United
States gains thereby, because it adds to
their export trade returns. I hope that

the deepening of the canal system will
prevent largely, if not entirely, the ex-
ports of our products at least by
United States routes. With the enor-
mous inland lake system, reaching twelve
to fifteen hundred miles up into the
heart of the country, and this with
comparatively little obstruction in that
long distance, it seems to me it ought to be
possible for us to have a canal system ade-
quate, not only for the carrying of the pro-
ducts of Canada, but for the carrying of
the large amounts of products tributary to
these waters from the other side, and that the
exports passing down through the lake sys-
tem should be reversed and go out over and
through the St. Lawrence route largely, in-
stead of via United States ports. I notice that
the exports of grain and wheat alone fromn
Manitoba and the North-west for the four
years beginning with 1886 and ending with
1889, averaged 5,750,000 bushels per annum.
From 1890 to 1894 inclusive, the average
was 13,300,000 bushels per annum, and from
1895 to 1899, the last five years, except
1900, which 1 have not got, the average was
24,750,000 bushels, about four times the
average per annum in the previous five
years. If we can expect no more rapid
increase in the future than we have had in
the past, we must expect that at least one
hundred million bushels per - annum of
wheat from Manitoba and the North-west
alone will be exported within five years,
and it is hoped that our own route
will be so improved as to enable all
of that to go through Canadian channels,
instead of through a foreign country. I do
not know whether the depth of canal is
sufficient for that or not, but it does seem
to me that this question may again have to
be considered with a view of having suffi-
cient depth and length to our canals and
locks to permit ocean vessels to come up
into the lakes and load their grain, their
iron and their steel, at Toronto, Ham-
ilton, Detroit, and all the ports to Fort
William, because the products of the various
iron and steel companies that are growing up
in the country will, in addition to the
natural products, in the very near future
form a very large export trade in them-
selves. The iron and steel trade with Great
Britain has fallen off in the last few years
tremendously. Ought not Canada to supply
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the deficiency in Great Britain ? Is it not
situated better than any other country to
supply that deficiency ? I think, within

comparatively few years, it will be able to

do so. 1 see no reason why Canada—there
can be no reason why—located as eastern
Canada is, at least one-third nearer to
Great Britain than the principal ports of
the United States, should not afford trans-
portation, and Canada can produce the iron
and steel as cheaply and as readily as any
of the United States makers, and if so, we
have reason to believe that the falling off
in trade in Great Britain will, in the very
near future, be entirely supplied by the
enormous increase in this trade from
Canada. Mr. Speaker, I have the honour
to second the motion for the adoption of the
address.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I am
quite sure that every one who has listened
to the two speeches which have just been
delivered by the mover and seconder of the
address, will, with myself, congratulate the
House upon the valuable acquisitions to it.
I listened with a great deal of pleasure and
interest to the speech made by the mover.
It was terse, dignified, and generally, to the
point. As an old Liberal, supporting a semi-
protectionist government, the hon. member
from St. John (Mr. Ellis) can be excused for
a few of his utterances on this occasion.
Without wishing to appear egotistical, per-
mit me to congratulate the House on the
fact of having another addition to it from
the fourth estate, for whom personally,
and otherwise, I have very great respect.
The seconder of the address occupies a
somewhat different position to that of the
mover. He is what might be termed a re-
presentative of the manufacturing class of
the community, a very important one, more
particularly from the standpoint of the late
government who introduced a protective
policy into the country, and I presume I
shall not be offeusive if I designate him a
Liberal of the old school, of free trade opin-
ions, but of strong protectionist ideas. He
seems to occupy a somewhat incongruous
position, but still in this age, when some
parties are obliged to accept when in power
that which they opposed vehemently when
in opposition, there is a gratification in
knowing that the mind of man is so con-
stituted that he can bring within its folds

Hon. Mr. JONES.

both sides of a political question on which
they might differ, and do differ, in the study
of political economy. However, be that as
it may, I am sure, from the remarks which
the seconder made, that he has a deep in-
terest in the manufacturing interests of this
country, and very properly so, because
under that policy, which some of us had
the honour and privilege of inaugurating in
this country, the particular industry with
which he is connected has flourished to a
wonderful extent—to such an extent that
that which barely existed in 1878 has now
become one of the largest exporting
branches of the trade of the country. 1 con-
gratulate the present government on not
having interfered with the protective policy
of the old government, so as not materially
to interfere with the progress and advance-
ment of that particular industry as well as
with others. I shall not at the present
moment refer at any length to the first por-
tion of the speech from the Throne, which
speaks of the death of Her Majesty the
Queen. That duty for a short time will de-
volve upon me no doubt when the Minister
of Justice submits a motion of condolence
to the Royal Family and of congratulation
to His Majesty Edward VII., on his acces-
sion to the Throne. Hence, I do not deem
it appropriate to say now, that which I pro-
pose to say when that question arises. It
would be only a repetition of what I shall
then have to say.

I am fully in accord with the reference
made to the valour of the Canadians who
were sent to South Africa. It is true that
we were not the first, but the last of the
colonies who offered that assistance. Be
that as it may, the Canadian volunteers who
went to.South Africa have proved that the
same blood which coursed through the veins
of their forefathers courses in theirs, and
that wherever they were sent to do battle
with the foe, they did it with credit to them-
selves and to the country from which they
came. It is a pleasant thought to all of us
that at Paardeberg, one of the severest
battles fought during the war, a Dbattle
fought on the anniversary of that blot on
the escutcheon of British history, the sur-
render at Majuba Hill, they wiped out that
blot on the history of our country and estab-
lished for themselves a name in history that
will never be forgotten. I congratulate
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them; and, speaking for my own section of
the country, it is a still greater pleasure to
know that, though there was no one part
of Canada which sent a greater number of
volunteers to South Africa than did that por-
tion of Ontario in which I live, every one of
them with the exception of one or two
who were slightly wounded, returned to
their homes as healthy as when they left.
It is also a matter of regret that many of the
Canadian contingent lost their lives either
through sickness or through wounds re-
ceived in battle. 1 congratulate our Ilate
Speaker on the valour displayed by his son
when under fire. I sympathize deeply with
the Minister of Militia in the loss of a son
whom everybody, so far as I know, respected.
He was represented to be a fine soldier,
unequalled by any of those by whom he was
surrounded, and I sympathize with the Min-
ister of Militia in the loss he sustained of
his only son. Others came home wounded,
and it will be a long time before we forget
the valour of our Canadian boys. They
showed the same spirit which actuated our
people in wars gone by, when this country
was attacked by a foreign foe, that they
were ready to lay down their lives in de-
fence of Queen and country. My hon.
friend referred to the commonwealth of
Australia, the advance which has been made
. in what I might term the consolidation of
" the empire. It was my good fortune some
years ago to visit Australia when this ques-
tion of confederation was uppermost in
the minds of all Australian statesmen. At
that time, whenever it fell to my lot to ad-
dress a public meeting, or a board of trade,
or a chamber of commerce, the first intima-
tion ‘I would receive would be from the
present premier of that country, Mr. Barton,
to be sure and say something about con-
federation. ‘You in Canada have experienced
its benefits,” he would say, ‘ you know what
it is to have the whole of the different pro-
vinces joined together, tell us something
about it’ In a very humble way I
attempted to do so. I pointed out to them the
difficulties which presented themselves to
Canadian statesmen at the time when they
were considering the question of confedera-
ting the different colonies, difficulties which
did not exist in Australia. They had no
race difficulty in that country. They were
not separated as we are in Canada. While
we have a vast extent of country lying be-

tween the maritime provinces and Quebec
and Ontario, and five or six hundred miles to
the west of us which rendered it impossible
to reach the eastern sections of the country
during the winter seasons; they, with their
five colonies laid close together, with noth-
ing but imaginary lines dividing them ex-
cept in the case of Tasmania, which re-
quired but a couple of days’ sail on the
sea to reach it. As the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Jones) has pointed out,
strange as it may seem to us, there were
five different tariffs in force in Awustralia.
Until lately New South Wales was a free
trade country under Premier Reid. Victoria
had a high protective tariff; Western Aus-
tralia had another tariff; South Australia
another; Queensland another, and Tasmania
another. What was more singular was to
find that the railways in Queensland were
of a narrow gauge. In New South
Wales, the railways were of the standard
gauge. Passing on to Victoria they had the
old wide gauge, so that in travelling from
one colony to another, one had to change
three or four times both freight and passen-
gers. I have no doubt they will adopt in
a very short time the policy which we
adopted when we came into confederation
when we changed the gauge of the Grand
Trunk, and adopted the standard gauge of
the continent. Singular as it may appear,
the constitution given to the Australian
colonies prevented any province from
giving a tariff concession to another, with-
out giving it to the whole world. In other
words, Victoria could not put an article upon
the free list from any of the colonies with-
out doing the same for the whole world.
That T admit has been changed, but when I
was there discussing this question with
them. I found the constitution provided that
any concession made to Canada in the way
of reciprocal trade, had to be given to the
United States and to the whole world. I
pointed out that we wanted reciprocal trade
with them, on the question of fish and of
lumber in particular, but if we gave them
reciprocal advantages in Canada, or if we
admitted the fruits and other products of
their colonies into Canada in consideration
of free entry of fish and lumber by them, we
would have to compete with the United
States, because the Australians were obliged
to give the same terms to all other countries.
Our neighbours, who have the same varieties
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of fish and lumber on their western coast
that we have in British Columbia, would be
put on the same footing as ourselves. 1
said to them, ‘you can readily understand
that would be no advantage to us; we
should be giving you free trade in these
articles in Canada, while you, in extending
reciprocity to us, would have to give it also
to a foreign country, and until you petition
the Imperial government to so amend your
constitution as to give you the right of enter-
ing into reciprocal relations with your sister
colonies, further negotiations are useless.’
It is true they did take action, and all these
difficulties were wiped out during the
Queen’s jubilee, and what has followed has
been the union of the colonies so as to
enable them in the future to do that which
we have been endeavouring to accomplish in
the past—have reciprocal relations between
the sister colonies for the free exchange of
our products. That is a policy which I think
would suggest itself as being beneficial to all
classes of the community. The tariff, I
notice by a speech made a short time ago by
the premier of that colony, is to be of a
somewhat modified character. It will be, I
am quite satisfied, to a greater or less extent
of a protective character. He has also an-
nounced the fact that he is in favour of pre-
ferential trade with England, and hopes the
time is not far distant when England will
arrive at the conclusion that it is necessary
to bind the colonies more closely to the
empire by giving them some concessions in
consideration of the preferences which we
give them, and in that respect he takes the
same line that some of the statesmen take
in this country. I am not one of those who
believe that England is so wedded to her
free trade system as to refuse any conces-
sion to the colonies. Every year shows that
the trade of other countries is making in-
roads upon that of England and she will be
obliged ere long to adopt some other policy
than that which has governed her for years
past, and surely we as Canadians cannot ob-
Jject to having some concessions made to us
when they arrive at that stage. The hon.
the mover of the address intimated that the
confederation of the different colonies of the
empire had established what he might term
three distinct nations ; that is, the United
States, Canada and the Australian colonies.
I frankly confess that I do not like the ex-
pression, different nations. The confedera-
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

tion of the different colonies, to my mind,
instead of establishing what we might term
independant nations, is only bringing the
whole British Empire closer together, unit-
ing closer the mother country with her peo-
ple in the colonies, and not as establishing
separate or distinct nationalities. We have
arrived at a period when we have all the
privileges which can possibly be granted to
a people under one sovereign, and the longer
we live the closer we will be united to-
gether by this system of confederation. 1
hope to live long enough to see the South
African colonies combined under one gov-
ernment similar to that which exists in this
country, and in the Australian colonies, and
then we shall have, not another nation, but
another confederacy bound closer to the
mother country than ever before.

Hon. Mr. ELLIS—The thought in my mind
was rather a swarm from the hive, carry-
ing out those great principles of British
liberty and British ideas in the founding of
nations.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I ac-
cept that interpretation of the hon. gentle-
man’s language, but his utterance conveyed
a different idea. I have heard so often of
late, and particularly by the premier of this
country, whenever he has made a speech,
of our having created a nation and looking:
forward to the time, in the not very distant
future, when we shall occupy a very dif-
ferent position to that which we now oc-
cupy towards the mother country. I have
no sympathy with that feeling directly or
indirectly. The older I grow the more I am
convinced that we ought, in our own in-
terests, in the interests of liberty and
humanity, to be closer bound to the mother
country than ever in the past, until the time
arrives when in speaking of a British sub-
ject in any of the colonies, we do not refer
to him as a colonist, carrying the idea that
he occupies an inferior position in the em-
pire. It will be quite sufficient to know
that we are British subjects, and that these
words alone are sufficient to convey the
idea that we are a part and parcel of the
greatest empire that ever existed, enjoy-
ing the same rights and privileges in Can-
ada and Australia as if to the manor born,
That is what I hope to see ultimately.
Some of us, youngsters, like the mover of -
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the address and myself, may not live to see
all this, but we can lay the foundation at
least for that which we hope to see ac-
complished. It has been my good fortune
to live under no less than four sovereigns.
I do not expect to live long enough to see
another sovereign ; but there are some in
this House, who have lived long enough to
be under George IIL., George IV. William
IV., Victoria and Edward. I only hope
that the venerable member of the House
(Mr. Wark) whom I hope soon to see pres-
ent may live to take his seat when he is
beyond the century in age.

The Duke of Cornwall, or in fact any
member of the Royal Family, will be wel-
come to Canada. I hope he may come. As
the heir-apparent to the Throne now, the
time may come—in all probability it will
come—when he will have to assume the
position his father now occupies, and no-
thing will so tend to expand his ideas as
to the importance and magnitude of the
empire over which he may be called to
rule, as travelling through the different por-
tions of it. Going round the world, seeing
Australia, coming home by way of Canada
through the great North-west will give him
an idea of this Dominion and of Australia
that canont be gained by reading or study.
-1 speak from experience, when I say that
no man can have any conception of what
the empire is until he has visited a large
portion of it, and nothing will tend to ex-
pand the mind of the heir-apparent in that
direction so much as going through the
Australian colonies and British North Am-
erica.

The Pacific cable is referred to in the
speech. I confess that a few days ago,
when I saw a telegram purporting to have
been sent by the Colonial Secretary to the
Australian statesmen and governments, that
delay was occurring owing to the further
consideration of the subject by the Cana-
dian government.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That is entirely wrong.
There was no authority for that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I am
very glad to hear it, because I look upon
that cable as a very important work in the
interests of the empire.

Hon. Mr. SCOT1—Hear, hear.
2

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I look
upon that as a corollary, if I may so term
it, of confederation. A cable round the
world through British territory is absolutely
necessary for the protection of Imperial in-
terests at the present day, and every day
makes it more important. There is one
thing, however, to be considered in connec-
tion with this great scheme, and that is that
it has been delayed too long.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
delay is causing a further expenditure in
its construction, reaching, if I mistake not,
into millions over and above that for which
it was offered to be built when the late
government., after the colonial conference,
called for tenders. I do not hold the pres-
ent government altogether blameless in con-
nection with that delay. I do not think
they pushed it with the vigour they should
have shown at the time, but having taken
the matter up and adopted the policy of
the late government in connection with this
cable, they have done, I believe, all they
possibly could, more particularly when we
consider the obstruction that was thrown
in the way by the Eastern Extension Com-
pany, through the influence which they had
in England. I see that a Bill is to be intro-
duced by the Postmaster General changing
the law which is now upon the statute-
book, and which, I presume, has for its ob-
ject the increased cost which we will have
to pay owing to the extra expense that will
be incurred in laying this cable. The hon.
gentleman nods his head, I suppose in
acquiescence. I regret that the contract is
in the hands of the parties to whom it has
been awarded. I think it would have been
much better, in the interests of the cable,
and of the empire. if the laying of that cable
had been in the hands of independent con-
tractors of whom there are either three or
four quite capable of doing it, in England,
than in the hands of the construction com-
pany which is a part and parcel of the
Eastern Extension Company, who have ob-
structed and prevented the completing of
that line for the last fifteen or twenty
vears. However, if they have signed the
contract, I take it for granted that the com-
mission which will be appointed by the Im-
perial, the Canadian, and the Australian
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‘governments, will have sufficient force ot
-character to hold the contractors to their
agreement, and compel them to fulfil its
terms. I am not socialistic enough to adopt
all the theories that have been advanced
with reference to the ownership by govern-
ment of railways, telegraphs and other con-
veniences of that kind, but I must make
an exception of this cable. The reason why
I think it should be owned by the govern-
ment is, that it will be of inestimable value
if difficulties should occur between Great
Britain and other countries. They should
have full possession of it in order to pre-
vent, as far as possible, any information
being given to others than those to whom it
is sent. Had the cable to South Africa
been in possession of the Imperial govern-
ment during the last year, I venture the
assertion that they would have saved
enough money, in the cabling done, to have
almost paid for the laying of a new cable.
Governments have adopted that principle.
which, I think, is the correct one, for the
reasons I have given, and I hope it will be
successful.

I am very glad to know that His Excel-
lency the Governor General has visited the
North-west. It is not the first time that
His Excellency has been there. He was
in the North-west with General Middleton,
when the difficulties arose there, and did his

" duty as a soldier. His visit to the Yukon
must have been a benefit, not only to him-
self, but to the government. We have noth-
ing, however, in the address which indi-
cates there was any dissatisfaction with
the mode of governing that country when
His Excellency was there, nor are we told
that he was presented with a bill of griev-
ances. Probably we may, before parlia-
ment rises, know what has been done to re-
move those grievances, and to dispel the
dissatisfaction which he found to exist in
that country, as represented by the addresses
which were presented to him. We can scar-
cely expect, however, and perhaps it would
be too much for me to ask if that matter
has been considered. We shall find that
out before the session ends, in all probabil-
ity. Be that as it may, it is gratifying to
know that the outcome of the wealth of
that country is growing larger every day,
and as people become acquainted with the
mode -and manner of extracting the wealth

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

from the soil, just so in proportion will they
succeed and just so far will it be gratify-
ing to those in the older provinces.

I shall say very little about the Paris ex-
position. Most of us will be better pre-
pared, when the Auditor General's Report
is before us, to discuss the subject. The ques-
tion will arise then as to whether the cost
in connection with that exposition is com-
mensurate with the benefit which we are
to receive. With reference to the St. Law-
rence route, I can only infer, from what
the address says about it, that they intend
to assist in the development of trade by
that route by subsidizing steamers, by add-
ing to the cold storage accommodation by
which our goods can be taken to the old
country in a safer and more perfect state.
I can only repeat here what I had the
pleasure of stating at a county fair in
the province of Quebec in the county of the
hon. Minister of Agriculture himself. I
congratulated him on what he was doing,
and I do so now, and I told his people there
—it might have been considered perhaps a
little interference—that just so long as he
adhered to and carried out the policy in-
augurated by the late government in estab-
lishing and extending the cold storage, just
so long would he be legislating in the inter-
ests of the country. And not only that, but
many other things in which they have fol-
lowed in the wake of their predecessors ;
and as long as they adhere to that, of
course we must congratulate them, and that
accounts in a great measure for the pro-
gress and prosperity of the country at the
present day. I shall not indulge in any
remarks about the figures which my hon.
friend has given. I have a somewhat vivid
and distinet recollection, however, that in
1878, when the Conservative party came in-
to power and trade began to boom and
surpluses followed year after year, that
we were condemned in unmeasured terms
for collecting more from the people than
the actual requirements of the country, and
that we should act in accordance with the
principles which had been laid down ‘and
which governed English statesmen when
they had a surplus, to cut down the taxes.
Every paper that we pick up and read, and
every speech that we hear from the head
of the government to their supporters, is
a boast of the great surpluses which they
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are enjoying. I do not object to that, pro-
viding the money is properly expended, but
when T look at the other item in the ad-
dress to which the hon. gentleman did not
refer, that the estimates would be laid be-
fore parliament, I noticed that there was an
-omission. A statement which is usually
contained in the address from the Throne
has been omitted, and that statement was
that the estimates were prepared with a
due regard to economy, and would be laid
before parliament for their approval. I do
not know but that the gentleman who pre-
pared that address had in his mind’s eye
the declaration made by the Minister of
Public Works, when he was accused and
‘the government were accused of expending
too lavishly the money of the country.
“Ah’ he said, ‘it is true we have been ex-
pending money, but wait till you see us
next year.’ The year has passed, and the
-elections have given them another lease of
power, and when the estimates are brought
-down I suppose we shall come to the con-
-clusion that the gentlemen opposite were
serious in leaving out the stereotyped phrase
that the estimates had been prepared with
.a due regard to economy. The hon. gentle-
man who moved the address very properly
said that he did not give the government
-credit for all the prosperity and extension
of trade which had taken place during the
last decade, or the last five years. He was
then playing the part of the gentleman who
‘used to condemn the former government for
having surpluses and when they used to
‘boast of the trade increasing through the
national policy which had been placed upon
the statute-book, and a policy which we be-
lieve, and I believe still, did more to add
‘to the progress of this country than any-
thing else; we were then told we had
nothing to do with it. All the world was
prospering just as well as Canada. So it
is to-day. While Canada has advanced
marvellously in her trade in all portions of
“the country, she has been exceedingly lucky,
‘if I may use the expression—fortunate
would perhaps be better—in having, until
‘last year, first-class harvests. If hon. gen-
‘tlemen look at the figures of the United
States they will see that their trade has
increased, proportionately to ours, in a
much gréater degree than has that in Can-
.ada, but none of us attribute that to the
23

administrative ability of the United States
statesmen. There are cycles of time,
every ten or fifteen years as time rolls
round, when trade booms, and at other
times it Dbecomes depressed. The hon.
gentlemen were in exactly the same for-
tunate position when they came into
power and the tide of trade began to
turn, as it did with the Conservatives in
1878. They had been in power some years
and times changed and depression of trade
set in, not only in Canada but in every sec-
tion of the world, and when the hon. gentle-
men succeeded to power that trade turned
again and trade boomed as the hon gen-
tleman from St. John has stated to the
House, and I can only hope that it may
continue. I have no hope that, for the
sake of turning them out of power, we shall
have such a depression of trade as existed
in 1874, 1875 and 1876, and which existed
in 1894-5-6. Every Canadian must rejoice
at the prosperity. which has taken place of
late, and can only hope that it may con-
tinue. The measures referred to in the
speech from the Throne, are very few
in number. What they intend to do
with the post office we are not told. The
hon. gentlemen who moved and seconded
the address would have done well if they
had asked some information upon that very
important point—so that they could have
informed the House what they intend
to do, and what the reference to the post
office indicates. Are we to have an exten-
sion of the delivery system in the rural dis-
tricts of the country, the same as it exists
in England ? If it be so, the deficit in that
department I am quite sure will be much
larger than it has ever been before, for the
reason that the country is not sufficiently
populated to justify a postal delivery in
the rural sections of the country—at least
that is the view which I hold upon that
question—or whether they intend to extend
the cent postage to cities, towns and
villages. If you post a letter and it goes
to the other side of the city you have to
pay double that which you do for a drop
letter to be taken out of the same post
office. Or are we to have a repetition of
the old Act which charged more for carry-
ing a letter from Ottawa to Hull than for
carrying a letter from Ottawa to Rat Port-
age in the one province ? Are we to have



20 [SENATE]

discrimination as indicated and provided
for in the late Bill in the matter of charg-
ing for postage between the different prov-
ifnces ? I hope not. We have a penny
postage. Let it be absolute. Let us have
no discrimination. Perhaps my hon. friend
who sits opposite will be able to give that
information when he rises to address the
the House. I have occupied the time of the
House much longer than I intended doing.
1 have run over in as cursory a4 manner as
possible the different points referred to in
the address. 1 congratulate the hon. gen-
tleman opposite on preparing an address,
with which no one could find fault. I never
saw a longer address with less in it. There
is no question about that.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—What
it is famous and notable for, is what it does
not contain. Does the hon. gentleman tell
us if there is any truth in the statement a
few days ago in the papers—I hope it is true
—that our astronomers had been mak-
ing a survey of the boundary line be-
tween Canada and .Alaska ? If it be true
it will be gratifying to every man—that is,
that Skagway and Dyea and Pyramid Har-
bour are in Canada, and that we shall have
the best possible inlet to the great gold fields
of that section of the country. exclusively
through Canadian territory. I hope that
that is true. That has been our contentiou.
That, T think, is the contention of the hon.
Minister of Justice, a gentleman who has
given more attention and more study, I
hesitate not to say, to the question of
boundaries between Canada and the United
States and Russia than any other man in
Canada. If that be true the action of this
House in its rejection of that Teslin Lake
and Stikine railway route will "have a
justification stronger than ever.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—There
is also another omission to which I call the
attention of the hon. gentleman, and I hope
that he will be able to give us some in-
formation upon it. We have been endea-
vouring for a great number of years to
have established what is termed a fast
steam service between Canada and Great
Britain, so as to be enabled to compete with
the trade that is now carried from New York

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

to Europe. We know that the merchants of
Montreal, nearly all who are doing busi-
ness with England at the present time,
when time is of any consequence, go.to the
United States, and take the steamers there
to go to England. What I have been look-
ing for and hoping for, as most Canadians
are hoping for, is that we should have a
line by which we can successfully compete
with those lines running from United States
ports. But the late government, of which
I was not a member at the time, had an
agreement made with Canadians and their
associates in the old country to establish a
line of that character. The hon. gentlemen
opposite thought they could make a better
bargain. They annulled that of their pre-
decessors, and entered into another arrange-
ment with Petersen & Co., of England, at,
they boasted, some half a million less of a
subsidy. I remember distinctly that when
the premier was addressing a meeting of the
board of trade in Toronto, he received—I
will not say premeditated ; that would be
accusing him too much—he received a tele-
gram announcing the fact that they had en-
tered into an arrangement with Petersen &
Co., by which they were to save half a mil-
lion dollars in money in the contract, and,
furthermore, that they had made a deposit
as a guarantee of their bona fides in carry-
ing it out. We know that another gentle-
man of the cabinet, who is a non-portfolio
member—a gentleman of whom the hou.
premier stated, in the eastern townships,
when he was addressing a meeting there,
that he had taken into his ecabinet on
account of his business ability, not for any
other reason, although he was an old Tory.
I suppose in adopting him he thought he
must have some ability fitted for that
part of the work. He has been gal-
livanting between Canada and England
every year, once or twice, I think, since he
has been in the government, and now he
acknowledges the whole thing is a failure.
When are we to have this line ? When are
his bottle-nosed, non-sinkable ships to Dbe
established between Canada and England ?
We know that is his beau ideal of what we
should have, and perhaps that will come in
the sweet by and by, but I hope the hon.
gentlemen will not delay it any longer than
they can possibly help—that is, unless they
have changed their minds as to the necessity
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and advantages of a fast line between Can-
ada and Great Britain.

I am very glad to know that the popula-
tion of Manitoba and the North-west is in-
creasing. I would much rather, however,
that it was settled by different classes of
people. I am also pleased to know, if it
be correct—and I have no reason to doubt,
from what the hon. gentleman says, that a
large number of those who went to the
United States are coming back, and [ am
more pleased to know that it has been
the policy of the Conservative party to
assist to the fullest possible extent in
bringing back those who went to the
United States. 1 am more gratified
than ever to know that in no instance,
either with the public man or with
the public press supporting the Conservative
party, have we ever denounced that country
and said that it was unfit for settlement, as
did the hon. gentlemen when we were gov-
erning the country, and endeavouring to
settle it with the best class of people. We
never held up Kansas as superior to the
North-west.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Neither did we.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It
would be just as well if the hon. gentleman
had not contradicted me, because it may
‘possibly lead me to speak at more length
than I intended. Does the hon. gentleman
pretend to say that the United States rail-
ways did not circulate extracts from the
Hon. Edward Blake’s speech with his pic-
ture—

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Hear, hear; I have
one of them here.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Upon
their show bills, and send it through Europe,
in which IKansas was extolled as far
superior for settlement to the North-west
Territories. Does he not remember that the
late Alexander Mackenzie denounced that
country as unfit for settlement, and does he
not know that it was obliterated from the
Hansard after consideration, knowing the
effect it would have upon the country, and
the settlement of that province. I have been
in parliament a number of years; I have a
tolerably good memory, and I remember
distinctly the speeches that these gentlemen
made, and the denunciations which were
hurled at the Conservative party for spend-

ing money which would have the effect of
opening up and developing that country.
The Canadian Pacific Railway system was
condemned in the same manner by these
gentlemen. They declared that it would
never pay for the grease that would be
necessary to oil the wheels. They declared
further that the ties of the eastern section
would be worn out and rotten before you
could lay the ties at the western section of
the country. It was declared to be the ruin-
ation of the whole country. It was declared
that the whole wealth of England could not
build the road within the time in which the
government had contracted to build it. I
am glad to know that all these prophecies
have proved false and of no avail. The great
safety of the west, the knitting together
of the different provinces, has been done
through the means of the Intercolonial and
the Canadian Pacific Railways. In other
words, British Columbia would have been a
mere appendage of the United States to-day,
instead of being an integral part, and one of
the most valuable, of the Dominion of Can-
ada. The whole policy of the government
was, at that time, a profession or a belief,

| that what the Conservative government was

doing was inimical to the interest of the
country, but when they came into power
they were obliged to adopt, to a greater or
less extent, the policy of their predecessors,
for which, I repeat, as I did some time ago.
I compliment them. I compliment them in
the interests of the country, but not on the
integrity of their party professions. I re-
peat, I hope the country will go on pros-
pering just as it has Leen prospering in the
past, no matter who governs the country,
and as long as we have addresses as un-
objectionable as this one: I do not know
that we have any great cause of complaint.
We are met together at-the present time,
as indicated by the hon. gentleman, in the
beginning of a new century, under a new
sovereign, and after a new election. The
hon. gentleman referred to the result of the
election. That is a prolific subject, a very
important subject—the mode and manner by
which that election was carried, I shall say
nothing about, other opportunities will pre-
sent themselves. I congratulate myself,
however, upon the fact that the people in
the province in which I live were actuated
by principle and not by race cry or anything
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else, other than the conduct of the govern-
ment, and the result was that we turned a
majority against us of sixteen into a major-
ity of about twenty in our favour. ‘What-
ever may have been the cause of the govern-
ment’s success in other sections, is a
question I shall not deal with at the
present moment. However, I think I can
give a reason for it, as I can give a reason
for the reaction in the province of Ontario.
Be that as-it may, we live in a country—
and I thank God for it—in which we can
differ in opinion with the greatest free-
dom in the world, we can tHink as
we please upon trade questions and
upon religious questions, and it is our duty
as free men, living in a free country such
as we live in, to learn to live and let live,
respecting the opinions of every one who
may differ from ourselves, so long as he
does not attempt to control and influence
us in our opinions. It is the duty of every
one, however, to try and educate the popu-
lace, as I hope we may live long enough to
do in connection with the maladministration
of affairs by the hon. gentlemen. How-
ever, if the people of the country will allow
them to continue in power as long as the
Conservatives were in power, we must hum-
bly submit, because the people have the
right to select their representatives. They
must be the judge of who should represent
them, and the result is, we find the strongest
protectionists in the country supporting the
free trade government, and when you ask
them why they do it, they will give you
the strongest reason why. They will say,
0L, well, they are not going to interfere
with our industry. They may condemn the
giving of bonuses and then increase them.’
Talk about how tlie people are ground down
by manufacturers, as my hon. friend from
St. John remarked;- why, the government do
not touch the tariff, but they increase the
protection which the manufacturers had.
They leave the duty where it was on the
manufactured article and reduce consider-
ably the duty on the raw material which
enters into their manufacture. 1 do not ob-
ject to that at all, so long as the raw
material is not manufactured in Canada.
They go further than we do in the matter
of protection, and so long as they continue
as they are doing, just so long will this
country prosper.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I am sure that every
one in this House listened with pleasure to
the very interesting and beautiful address
which was delivered by my hon. friend from
St. John (Mr. Ellis) in moving the reply to
the speech from the Throne, and to the very
interesting and instructive speech that was
made by the hon. gentleman from Toronto
(Mr. Jones). I was going to congratulate—I
hoped that I would have an opportunity of
congratulating my hon. friend opposite, the
leader of the opposition, on his great mod-
eration in the discussion of this address,
and my hon. friend exercised a great deal
of restraint in the early portion of his
speech, in fact until within the last few
minutes of its conclusion—

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—When
the hon. minister interrupted me.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—and then my hon.
friend got into a somewhat intense strain
and spoke of the government as being scar-
cely qualified for the discharge of their
duties, and having stolen the clothes that
belonged to their political opponents which
they declared were quite unfit to be worn.

1 do not know whether my hon. friend in-

tended this as a sort of good-humoured jest,
or whether he was really serious in the
observations which he addressed to the
House. My hon. friend rather surprised me
by repeating a somewhat old statement, a
charge that was over and over again repudi-
ated by Mr. Mackenzie, and which was also
repudiated by Mr. Blake when both were
members of the House of Commons. My
bon. friend no doubt has forgotten the dis-
cussion that has taken place on more than
one occasion with reference to those obser-
vations—that Mr. Mackenzie, who desired to
acquire the North-west Territories, who had
the most unbounded confidence in the re-
sources of that country, who put forward
every possible effort when he was leading
the opposition to secure the possession of
the territory, should, years after it was
acquired, and after it had become a part of
Canada, have declared it utterly unfit for
gettlement, and worthless, and recommended
people to go to Kansas is a somewhat
astounding matter. My hon. friend has re-
ferred to the speech of the Hon. Edward
Blake. T remember Mr. Blake’s observa-
tions. I remember very well the pamphlets

~
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that were got out, that were published as
campaign literature, not by the railway
companies of the United States, but by an
organization which, I do not know how far
my hon. friend was connected with it, but
at all events an organization supporting the
government of which he was for many
years a prominent member. What did Mr.
Mackenzie say with regard to the territory
of the United States ? Some hon. gentleman
who was supporting the government on that
occasion—Sir John Macdonald was then at
the head of public affairs—spoke of the
United States lands having all been taken
up, not that any in Canada were unfit for
settlement, but they said that people from
abroad and people on this continent had
now only Hobson’s choice ; they must go to
the North-west Territories or they could not
acquire lands at all. And what was Mr.
Blake’s statement ? Why, that there were
some lands still in Kansas and in Texas
that were open for settlement, so that it
was quite beside the question, and quite im-
proper for the people to rely on the state-
ment that there were no lands outside the
North-west Territories fit for settlement.
Was that decrying the North-west lands ?
Was that saying anything against the fer-
tility of our soil and the salubrity of our
climate beyond the boundaries of Mani-
‘toba? Not at all. Not a word was said
against the fitness of that country for set-
tlement. Not a word was said against the
propriety of people going to that country for
settlement, but there were words spoken
against the policy pursued by the govern-
ment, to which my hon. friend objected.
We pointed out that the course pursued by
that administration was calculated to turn
settlement from the country, and these hon.
gentlemen said ‘they cannot be turned
away, for they have no other place to go.’
That is the point to which we objected.
Mr. Blake pointed this out many a time, and
I am surprised that hon. gentlemen should
bring it up to-day.

I am not going to say one word on this
occasion with regard to the great loss that
not only the British Empire, but the world
has sustained in the death of Queen Viec-
toria, the most splendid sovereign that has
ever reigned over the British Empire, and
one of the ideal sovereigns of the whole
world, during the whole period of her reign.

An opportunity will occur for the discus-
sion of the reign of Her late Majesty at a
very early period, and I need say nothing
with regard to that.

My hon. friends who moved and seconded
this address expressed their pleasure in
finding another great confederation being
established to the south of the equator, and
my hon. friend himself (Sir Mackenzie

Bowell), who once visited that coun-
try, has referred to it also. That
subject is discussed in the speech

from the Throne. The Australian con-
federation is a source of great gratifica-
tion to us, because we see that the British
Empire is by degrees being brought together;
important political centres are being form-
ed, and all these steps are preliminary to a
larger measure of unity. I do not know
what form it may assume—but a larger
measure of unity than has yet existed, for
the purpose of holding together the people
which constitute the population of His
Majesty’s dominions. The hon. members
have referred to that commonwealth. It
is in some respects different from our own.
We were formed into a confederation im-
mediately after the war with the United
States. Some of our people were of the
opinion that the United States were divid-
ed and rent asunder by the civil war,
owing to want of strength in the central
authority. I thought that was a mistaken
opinion. I need not enter into a discussion
of it at the present moment, but the effect
of that was that we gave a greater mea-
sure of power to the central organization
than would have been given if our union
had been framed without such a war upon
our immediate border. The people of Aus-
tralia have not been subjected to any such
pressure. They have not been threatened
by the danger of a powerful neighbour, and
have not had the experience that grew out of
that civil contest immediately before their
eyes. I think that we acted wisely in
adopting the constitution which we have,
our geographical position is, perhaps, not
quite so advantageous as that of our fellow
countrymen in Australia. They are more
compact than we are. Our provinces are
not so well situated for the formation of a
compact confederation as are the provinces
of Australia, but we have formed a gov-
ernment, I think, the best suited to our
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circumstances, and there is this common
feature both of the Australian and Cana-
dian confederations—the central authority.
The executive is one, the Crown is repre-
sented both in the local and the federal

establishments, and both governments, al-

though they may not have drawn the divid-
ing line between provincial and Dominjon
authority just at the same point, have this
common feature, that the central authority
is paramount, and that you have parliamen-
tary government, a government similar in
principle to that in the United Kingdom,
both in Australia and in Canada. I believe
that we have Dboth acted wisely. Ex-
perience may point out defects in our system
experience may point out defects in theirs,
and there is an opportunity of correcting
any weakness or imperfection that may be
suggested by experience in the one or the
other. I rejoice to see the people of Aus-
tralia Dbeing formed into one great con-
federation, as I am proud to think we have
formed a great British confederation in the
northern part of this continent. In Dboth
cases we are in a better position to co-
operate with the mother country for the
maintenance of the rights of British free-
men in every part of the globe, where
British freemen may go, and that there is
a greater opportunity of maintaining the
independence and integrity of the empire
by these unions than there would be if we
remained disjointed and broken fragments.

My bhon. friend recurred to the high ideals
which we ought to form and the importance
of rising above petty bickerings and petty
quarrels and I entirely sympathize with that
expression. Magnanimity is an important
element in the government, and the higher
and more exalted view that the community
take of their political responsibilities and
their political aspirations, the higher are
they likely to rise, and the more rapid their
progress is likely to be. 1 agree with the
views that have been expressed as to the
important work that Her Majesty has done
in the pure life and spotless character that
the sovereign of this great empire has pre-
sented for more than sixty years to the peo-
ple under her jurisdiction and sway. I re-
cognize, as I hope every man in public life
does in this country, and every man in pri-
vate life, how important high wmoral excel-
‘lence is to the progress of any people. You

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

may diffuse knowledge; you may raise the
intellectual standard of the community; you
may bestow upon them all the opportunities
for progress and improvement, and the ac-
quisition of wealth that it is in your power
to bestow, but if there is wanting the moral
fibre which is necessary to give a people
mutual confidence in each other, they are
wanting the most essential element to
human progress, and all others, no matter
what they may be, without this element,
would condemn us to certain failure. I
think upon that question there will be no
difference of opinion, and. I therefore re-
cognize the great and important services
which the Queen of England has rendered
to the people, not only of the United King-
dom, but to every portion of the British
Ewpire in the splendid example and high
moral tone of the life which she made com-
mon to those who were associated with
her.

My hon. friend has referred to the subject
of immigration. He is not quite content
with the character of the immigrants we
are getting. 1 have this to say with regard
to immigration; I am myself of the opinion,
notwithstanding the views put forward by
Mr. Darwin and those who sympathize with
bim, that after all, the human races are of
one blood, and that there are merely physi-
cal causes for the differences which exist
amongst us, and if you bring people from
the continent of Europe, from the republic
of the United States and from the British
Islands, and from the provinces of this
Dominion and place them in the North-west
Territories, engaged in industrial pursuits
under the same influences, reading the same
literature, having their thoughts turned in
the same channels, that in the course of a
generation or two you will not be able to
distinguish between them. ‘I'he man who
spoke Gaelic when he came here and could
speak no other language; the one who spoke
German when he came here and could speak
no other language, would soon be succeeded
by families that would speak the common
language of the country, and we will be
scarcely able to distinguish the descendants
of the Highlandman and the descendants
of the German.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—What about the
French ?
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Hop. Mr. MILLS—When we have people
coming here from the continent of Europe
who have been subjected to disabilities
there, whose opportunities have been less
than our own both for political progress and
material progress, who are anxious to get on
in the world, and who are willing to remain
in the territories and cultivate the soil, I
have no doubt whatever that these people
will ultimately prove to be very satisfactory
settlers. The man who is willing to earn
his bread by the sweat of his brow, whether
he comes from the British islands or from
the continent of Europe, or from_ the United
States, will in time become a Canadian in
the North-west Territories, and I have every
confidence, when I look at the progress that
has been made in the neighbouring repub-
lic with the men drawn from every country
in Europe, from the Mediterranean to the
North Sea, that what they have accom-
‘plished under their institutions we shall be
able to accomplish under the institutions
which we have established here, for I am
not willing to admit that the races which
have taken possession of the United States,
or the institutions under which they are
governed, are superior to our people or to
our institutions. I believe that we are quite
their equals, and that our institutions are
vastly superior to those which they adopted.
They are a hundred years or more later in
‘point of time. They present the accum-
ulated experience of a great empire govern-
ing a great variety of races. They have
kept progress with the times constantly, and
there is nothing of that sort to be found in
the constitutional system of our neighbours.
That constitutional system is, I think, in-
ferior to our own in every respect in which
it differs from our own. My bhon. friend
congratulated us on the adoption of a pro-

_tective policy. I think I have heard my hon.
friend’s congratulations ou that subject' be-
fore.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—A
good thing cannot be repeated too often.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I may say this, that in
so far as it is a good thing, I agree with
him. But we bave done this. My hon.
friend and some of those associated with
him said to men who had invested large
sums of money in industrial establishments
in this country, ‘if you will let our political
opponents into office they will overturn

everything, revolutionize everything ; they

.will raze your industrial institutions to the

ground, and you will have nothing left on
which to subsist. You will become like
Bedouins or Indian wanderers over the
earth, and the wealth you were permitted
to accumulate under our regime will wholly
disappear.” My hon. friend failed largely
on his imagination.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—No,
we relied upon your honesty.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My bhon. friend says
they relied upon our honesty. Certainly,
but they did not rely upon our common
sense. They may be mistaken. They as-
sumed that we must overturn, according to
our views of the political situation, every-
thing upon which we did not agree with
them. I do not subscribe to that doctrine.
I never did. I maintain we must look ‘at
things as they are. We must have some
respect for what has Deen done by those
who preceded us in office; we must have
some regard for continuity in government.
We may regret the investment of money in
industries we thought unprofitable, and
which might not be profitable for years to
come, but we had to consider the question
of two evils, whether we should undertake
to neglect what had been done, and to in-
jure persons who, upon the faith of gov-
ernment representations, had invested their
money in important enterprises, or whe-
ther we should respect those and undertake
to restrain and limit the principles on which
our predecessors had acted, and endeavour
to create a more stable state of things and
greater reliance and confidence in those who
administer the government than existed be-
fore. We adopted the latter course. We
have cut down tue tariff and given the peo-
ple very great reforms in the adoption of
the preferential provisions of our tariff. We
have given to the people of England a very
great deal of satisfaction in what we have
done. We have interested the capitalists of
the United Kingdom and the producers of
manufactured goods in a way that our op-
ponents never succeeded in interesting them.
The people of the United Kingdom were
indifferent. Except the men who wanted to
lend money to us, there was no one who
took any interest.in the progress of this
country. They regarded us as a sort of
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lean-to, built against the United States, that
would become the possession of our neigh-
bours when a favourable opportunity oc-
curred. 'T'hat notion has gone; a different
state of things prevails. Greater confidence
in our future exists in the United King-
dom than before. The people of the mother
country are taking an interest in the pro-
gress of this country, and we have secured
very considerable immigration from there,
from the United States, and from the con-
tinent of Europe, and we are giving to the
manufacturers a home market for a larger
number of articles produced in this country
where their market was very inadequate
before. I say that the addition of one
hundred thousand a year to our population
is of more consequence to our manufac-
turers than an advance of 5 per cent to our
tariff, and all over this country we are mak-
ing those advances, and we have created a
confidence in the people of the country in
its future that had no existence before we
came into office. My hon. friend reminds
me of a story told by Mr. Canning, of a gen-
tleman in England who claimed to have
made some important invention, and it did
not matter what it was that was presented
as new, he would say, ‘that was my dis-
covery.” Every change that we have made,
and every step we have taken forward,
every inhabitant we have added to the
- population by our policy my hon. friend
says: ‘ Oh, that was ours. We did that. It
is true it did not happen until after you
got in, but after all it was done by us.’
Let me call my hon. friend’s attention to
this fact, that while they did these wonder-
ful things, if you look at the commerce of
the country—if you look at the growth of
the trade of the country—if you look at the
settlement of the North-west Territories and
Manitoba and other portions of the Domin-
ion, you will see that there is a large ad-
dition to our commerce and to our popula-
tion. My bhon. friend, it is true, spent a
very considerable amount on immigration
and on the building of railways, but the
lands along those railways were solitary ;
there were no inhabitants, and of what use
was the railway ? The money spent in
securing immigrat’lon was money thrown
away, because it turned out, after all, when
the census came to be taken, that the popu-
lation had not increased, and that the men
Hon. Mr. MILLS.

who had settled down to-day on the Cana-
dian side of the border were on the Uhited
States side a few days after. That is not
the condition now. Look at the growth of
the city of Vancouver, at the growth of
Winnipeg. Look at the immense areas of
land broken up and brought into cultiva-
tion. Look at the thousands of people who
have gone there in the last four years, and
my hon. friend can hardly say it was the
policy he adopted and pursued that led to
these important and beneficial changes. All
these have occurred—all these are occurring-
all these are contributing and giving strength
and stability to our country. Our people feel
more power for self-reliance and have less
and less a feeling of absolute dependence
upon those along our border. Your mines
have been developed, your resources have
been brought into active operation ; you have
a town, I am told, in Cape Breton with a
population four years ago of less than five
thousand, that has to-day thirteen thou-
sand. My hon. friends adopted their policy
in 1879. How did it happen that the city
of Sydney remained stationary for eighteen
years, and that suddenly it sprang into life
and activity after we came into office ? It
was not by what my hon. friend or the
government with which he was associated
did ; it was through what has been done
by the present administration, and the con-
fidence of the public in the present admin-
istration was shown only recently.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Did the present
administration give greater inducements to
enterprises in Cape Breton ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—They gave such induce-
ments as led to activity.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—They were not
better.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Yes, better, every way
better. Better by the results that have
been shown; better by the development of
industries; better by the increase of popula-
tion recently settled there, and the increase
of population expected in the immediate
future.

It being six o’clock the debate was ad-
journed.

The Senate adjourned.
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THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Tuesday, February 12, 1901.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o’clock. 2

Prayers and routine proceedings.
MANITOBA SCHOOL LANDS.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL in-
quired :

If the commissioners appointed by the gov-
ernment to investigate and inquire into the irre-
gularities and frauds alleged to have been com-
mitted in connecticn with the sale by public
auction of school lands in the province of Mani-
toba, in the year 1900, have made their final
or partial report. If so, will it be laid upon
the Table of the Senate, and when?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No report has so far
been received from Judge Prendergast, the
“commissioner appointed to investigate the
alleged irregularities in connection with the
school lands sales in June last. The only
information we have is a letter from Judge
Prendergast, dated December 10 last, copy
_herewith, in reply to one from the depart-
ment asking him whether it would not be
possible for him to report on the result of
bis investigations in regard to the sales at
each place as soon as it was concluded
without waiting until he had finished his
investigation of the twenty-two different
auction sales throughout the province. He
states that he cannot do so for the reasons
given in his letter, but will say that at eight
points of sale, namely : Minnedosa, Birtle,
Rapid (City, Gladstone, Portage la Prairie,
McGregor, Carberry and Virden, at which
points he held sittings no complaints were
made. Judge Prendergast’s report is ex-
pected very shortly and a copy of it will
be lald upon the Table of the Senate.

COMMITTEE OF SELECTION.
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. MILLS movedi

That pursuant to Rule 79; the following sena-
tors be appointed a committee of selection, to
nominate the senators to serve on the several
standing committees, namely :—The Honourable
Messieurs Pelletier, Sir Mackenzie Bowell, Bol-
duc, Lougheed, Miller, Ferguson, King, Scott,
and the mover; and to report with all convenient
. speed the names cf the senators so nominated.

The motion was agreed to.

THE DEATH OF QUEEN VICTORIA.
RESOLUTION.

The Order of the Day being called,

Consideration of the Message from the House
of Commons that an address be presented to
His Most Excellent Majesty the King express-
ing the deep and heartfelt sorrow of this House
at the demise of our late Sovereign Lady Queen
Victoria, and requesting that the Senate will
unite with the House of Commons in the said
address. .

"Hon. Mr. MILLS said : It is my duty, in
moving this address, to refer to the long
and distinguished reign of Her late Majesty
Queen Victoria. Her reign was the longest
and most important in the annals of Eng-
land. Her Majesty was eminently a consti-
tutional ruler. Before she came to the
Throne, the principles of parliamentary gov-
ernment and of ministerial responsibility, as
we now understand them, had become fairly
well settled. There were occasional in-
stances in which royal authority had made
inroads into the settled practices of the
constitution, but they were of short dura-
tion, and the current had set in so strongly
in favour of ministerial.responsibility and
ministerial control, based upon the suprem-
acy of the House of Commons, that it was
impossible to overturn the system, which
now rested upon secure foundations.

There have been other reigns in which
great military operations were ecarried on and
great victories achieved, but there has been
no other reign in the annals of England in
which the well-being of the people was so
carefully considered, and in which it con-
stantly remained paramount. Within the
closing years of the reign of George II., and
in the beginning of that of George IIIL., the
British Empire had been greatly expanded,
and the British islands had become one of
the most powerful states in Christendom.
A large portion of the continent of North
America was under the jurisdiction of the
Crown in parliament. That condition of
things, which had been brought about by
the active °co-operation of the colonial
authorities with the parent state, was over-
thrown. The Imperial government did not
deign to invite the co-operation of the
North American colonies, in meeting the
new burdens which the recent wars had
occasioned, but the immediate subordina-
tion of the colonies was asserted, and the
right of the Imperial parliament to deter-
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mine what the colonial portion of the bur-
den should be, and how it should be raised,
was claimed and acted upon. At the very
time that able statesmen might have taken
a step in the direction of the closer union
of the different parts of the empire, the
rulers of the period adopted a policy which

rent the empire asunder; and so, Great

Britain had to begin, at the close of the
eighteenth century, the work of laying anew
the foundations of empire.

The great European wars, which sprung
from the French revolution, afforded to the
United Kingdom an opportunity of terri-
torial expansion and commercial growth;
but the foundations of the uew empire were
only well secured, and its prosperity only
well assured, when Her late Majesty came
to the Throne. During the sixty-four years
of Her Majesty’s reign, there has been con-
tinuous growth, and in spite of the efforts
to restrain further acquisitions, continuous
expansion. There was during the whole
period of Queen Victoria’s reign, no serious
impediments put in the way of the empire’s
progress. The area of the empire has been
greatly enlarged, ‘and the population em-
braced within it, enormously increased. At
the demise of Her Majesty, one-fourth of
the earth’s surface. and at least one-fourth
of its population, acknowledged her sov-
ereignty.

The government of the British Empire.
under the late Queen, was conducted with
great moderation, great prudence, and a
strong desire everywhere to administer jus-
tice in mercy. Care has, for the most part,
been taken, not to offend the susceptibilities
of any of the races brought under the juris-
diction of the sovereign. There never has
been a government that more cordially re-
cognized the principle, that governments
exist for the welfare of the governed, than
that which holds sway over the vast terri-
tories of the British Empire. From the sov-
ereign down to the humblest executive offi-
cer, the principle has, throughout the whole
period of Her Majesty’s reign, been recog-
nized, that government is a great trust, to
be exercised solely for the well-being of
those under its authority ; and no sovereign,
in any period of the world’s history, has
ever sought to fulfil the duties which the
office of chief magistrate imposes with a
greater anxiety to fulfil those duties to the

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

utmost, than did Her Late Majesty Queen
Victoria.

The Queen came to the Throne, when a
very young woman, as the successor to her
uncle William IV. She was surrounded by
conscientious and capable men, who realized
the importance of her high trust under the
constitution, and who faithfully undertook
to fulfil the important obligations resting
upon them. The first Prime Minister upon
whom these important duties devolved was
Lord Melbourne, and those who have
studied with care the manner in which he
discharged the duties which he owed to the
sovereign, and to the country, will not
deny to him that meed of praise to which,
under the circumstances, he was justly en-
titled. Lord Melbourne never subordinated
his duty, as the political tutor of Her
Majesty, to his position as the leader of a
great party in the state, and as Prime Min-
ister of the United Kingdom. He was most
anxious that Her Majesty should become
thoroughly imbued with those constitu-
tional doctrines upon the careful obser-
vance of which, he believed, her success
in the discharge of her functions, as the
sovereign lady of the British Empire, de-
pended.

Not long after Her Majesty’s accession to
the Throne, she married her cousin. His
Royal Highness Prince Albert of Cobourg.
A more happy union, perhaps, was never
brought about, and the story of their
domestic relations presents nothing which
does not indicate the mutual affection
which existed between them. His Royal
Highness, from the outset, marked out for
himself a course of public usefulness which
would enable him to confer important ser-
vices upon the nation, without any en-
croachment, either on. the sovereignty of
the Queen, upon the one side, or on the
rights of her constitutional advisers upon
the other. His whole life was characterized
by eminent good sense, and he devoted him-
self, without stint, to the consideration of
educational and social problems, in which
he might find a sphere of useful activity
without, in any way, encroaching upon the
duties which belonged to Her Majesty, as
sovereign of the British Empire, or upon the
advisers of the Crown, who were responsible
to parliament for the proper management
of public affairs.
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During the period of the American war,
there was very great distress in the dis-
tricts of England in which the cotton manu-
factories were situated, and in which that
branch of industry was being carried on.
But there was also profound sorrow, at the
same time, in the royal household. The
people of Lancashire were suffering greatly
in consequence of lack of employment, and
from the distress which their failure to ob-
tain work produced; but they also knew that
there was distress in the palace, for the
Queen was, at the same time, deploring the
loss of Her Royal Consort, who had been
very dear to her, and in whose society she
had enjoyed great happiness, and they knew
well that her afilictions were even greater
than their own.

Her Majesty’s efforts, during the whole
period of her reign, were always directed
towards the preservation of peace, consis-
tent with the just rights and the honour of
the great empire of which she was the head.
Her great influence, her good sense, and
her patience, were always turned to account
for the preservation of peace, and the pre-
vention of the horrors incident to war.
During the civil war in the neighbouring re-
public, our neighbours were not unfrequent-
ly mistaken in their views as to the rights
and duties of other states, under the cir-
‘cumstances, and were not always reasonable
in their demands. Doctrines which were
at one time recognized by them as well
settled principles of international law, were
thrown aside when they interfered with the
interests of the moment. When war arose
between two sections of the republic, those
who were in charge of the affairs of the
north were disposed to maintain that there
was no war, although they insisted upon
exercising the rights which belong to a
belligerent, and which, unless war existed,
they could not claim. Her Majesty and
her advisers were most anxious that noth-
ing should be done inconsistent with the
duties that pertained to the United Kingdom
as a neutral state. Where blockades were
established, and where a right of search
arose, their desire was that these should be
respected, and that nothing should be done
to which the president and his advisers
could reasonably take exception. But the
proclamation of the Queen which was in-
tended to secure from British subjects pro-
per.respect for the claim to Dbelligerent

rights on the part of the north, was com-
plained of, as if it were an unfriendly act,
conferring upon the revolutionary govern-
ment, powers which otherwise they could
not claim. It was not unnatural that those
upon whom the active duties of adminis-
tration devolved, should be irritated at this
unreasonable course; but Her Majesty’s
great patience, and her great toleration for
those who were placed in circumstances that
were entirely novel to them, and who were
greatly annoyed by unlooked for divisions
and conflicts amongst their own people, did
not a little towards preserving the peace,
and maintaining, on the whole, a condition
of mutual good-will, between the govern-
ments of the two great Anglo-Saxon States.

During Her Majesty’s reign, British
authority was extended and consolida-
ted in India. 'When the Sepoy rebellion
arose, the deeds of barbarity that were com-
mitted by those who led that rebellious
movement, excited the deepest horror, and
the fiercest resentment in the minds of the
people in every other part of the empire;
and there was a demand for vengeance
upon those who had perpetrated the most
shocking cruelties known in modern war-
tare; and Her Majesty alone, of all those
having the supreme direction of affairs, pre-
served her self-control, and her desire, by
humane means, to win back those who had
gone so far astray, and by her moderation,
she did much to secure the affections of
those who, it was supposed, were in sym-
pathy with that movement. It was pro-
posed on that occasion to proclaim the Act
of August, 1858, and the principles upon
which India was thereafter to be governed.
A draft of that proclamation was prepared,
under the direction of Lord Derby, and was
transmitted to the Queen, who was then on
a visit to the continent. - Her Majesty was
of the opinion that it was not conceived in
the spirit or clothed in the language appro-
priate to a state paper of great importance,
and so her objections were written out in
detail for the consideration of Lord Derby.
She informed His Lordship: ‘The Queen
would be glad, if Lord Derby would write
it out himself, in his excellent language,
bearing in mind that it is a female sover-
eign who speaks to more than 100,000,000 of
eastern people, on assuming the direct gov-
ernment over them, and after a bloody civil
war, giving them pledges which her future
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reign is to redeem, and explaining the prin-
ciples of her government. Such a document
should breathe feelings of generosity, bene-
volence, and religious toleration, and point

~ out the privileges which the Indians will re-

ceive in being placed on an equality with
the subjects of the British Crown, and the
prosperity following in the train of civiliza-
tion.’

The draft proclamation spoke of the
power which the British government pos-
sessed for the undermining of the native
religious customs. Her Majesty disapprov-
ed of the. expression which declared that
she had such power. The draft also allud-
ed to the relief of poverty as one of the
government’s endeavours, and the Queen
thought the idea should be expanded, so as
to indicate the hope that the future pros-
perity of India might be assured by the
building of railways, canals, and telegraphs
—the utility of which policy has been de-
monstrated to the populations of that coun-
try during the recent period of famine, in
the employment of the needy and the starv-
ing on public works. Her Majesty’s sug-
gestions were accepted. They were the
inspiration of her own tender womanly
heart. They were words of wisdom, and
assisted in the restoration of peace, which
has ever since continued. The words of a
Christian toleration found in that procla-

' mation were worthy of so great and good

a sovereign. Her Majesty said: ¢Firmly
relying ourselves on the truth of Christi-

.anity, and acknowledging with gratitude

the solace of religion, we disclaim alike the
right and the desire to impose our convic-
tions on any of our own subjects. We
declare it to be our royal will and pleasure
that none be in any wise favoured, none
molested or disquieted by reason of their
religious faith or observances, but that all
shall enjoy alike the equal and impartial
protection of the law ; and we do strictly
charge and enjoin all those who may be in
authority under us that they abstain from
all interference with the religious belief or
worship of any of our subjects, on pain
of our highest displeasure,’ and so Queen
Victoria became enthroned in the hearts of
her Hindoo subjects. i

After the Sepoy rebellion had been sup-
pressed, and the sovereignty of the .Queen
once more clearly established, British au-
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thority was both extended and consolidated
in India. The political functions of the
East India Company came to an end, and
the government of the Crown over the
whole vast empire of India was directly
established.

During the reign of Queen Victoria, Bri-
tish authority assumed a much more tang-
ible shape in Africa than before. For many
years, the English government exercised,
through consuls and other officers, a great
influence over the chiefs and Sultans on
many parts of the coast, all the way from
the Cameroons, on the west, to Aden, on
the east. Many British statesmen had come
to the conclusion that, at no distant day,
the principles of free trade would be gen-
erally recognized by the great nations of
Christendom. It was believed that no
matter into whose hands territories might
fall, the commercial door would remain
open, and no barrier would be placed by
one state in the way of the commerce of
another extending into territories which
were not colonized by settlement, but
which had been brought under -civilized
jurisdiction. This illusion was dispelled by
the Berlin conference in 1884, after which
it became evident that territories acquired
by a state would be treated as a commer-
cial preserve, and the inhabitants would
not be able to trade with those of any other
country than the one under whose juris-
diction it had been brought. This led, not
only to a complete change in the policy of
the mother country, but it altered the rela-
tions in which Great Britain stood to the
semi-nomadic population of those states
that had been formed north of Cape Col-
ony, by the descendants of the Dutch, who
had gone into the interior of the continent,
for the purpose of enjoying an immunity
from all legal control. The mistaken
notions, formed by British statesmen dur-
ing the early portion of Her Majesty’s
reign, undoubtedly led to the war which
was, in all probability, a source of anxiety
to her, at its close. .

The British Empire, it was thought by
statesmen of a former generation, was com-
posed of self-governing communities that
must, as soon as they acquired ability to
stand alone, assume the responsibility of
setting up independent states on their own
account. This notion has entirely disap-
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peared. Great confederations of British col-
onies have been formed, and are assuming
definite shape. Imperial interests, instead
of remaining disjointed and broken, and
threatened at any time with dissolution,
are gradually being consolidated. A spirit
of mutual trust and confidence, in the future
of the empire, among its members is taking
the place of a spirit of indifference. The
people of all the outlying settlements of
the British Empire are not actuated by any
prodigal disposition to escape beyond the
bounds of parental authority. During Her
Majesty’s reign the inhabitants of the empire
have begun to realize that the empire has
an important future before it; that it has
an important mission to perform in the
progress and civilization of the world ; that
it has important self-sacrifices to make in
order to give security, unity and perma-
nency to all the various parts; that the
civilized world has during her late
Majesty’s reign undergone great political
changes ; that new states have arisen, of

great power and distinction ; and that new

interests have sprung up, which make cer-
tain lines of action, that at one time might
be regarded with indifference, of vital conse-
quence in our day.

~ One peculiarity of the circumstances con-
nected with the government of the United
Kingdom, is the growth of royal influence.
The influence of the sovereign in public
affairs, which was marked by weakness at
the accession of Queen Victoria, grew in
political importance during the whole of
Her Majesty’s reign, and was never 8o
great as in the closing years of her rule.
Her Majesty’s connection with the govern-
ment was marked by great industry, great.
moderation; and great respect for the set-
tled doctrines of the constitution. The
British sovereign is always associated with
the administrative government, and so the
knowledge which the sovereign possesses
of the conduct of public affairs, is not
evanescent or imperfect, like that possessed
by a public minister, but is continuous.
The knowledge of the most industrious
minister is, with regard to many important
matters, . fragmentary. But it is not so
with the knowledge possessed by an indus-
trious and painstaking sovereign. But. be-
side (that influence which' close application
and a thorough acquaintance with the
affairs of state necessarily secures to a

British sovereign, there is a social influence
which a wise and virtuous sovereign is
capable of exercising, that is even greater,
and which exerts a wide and beneficial in-
fluence in channels, into which ordinary
law and legal authority, do not extend.
The British sovereign, under the modern
constitution, is wholly exempt from per-
sonal responsibility. The ministers are an
efticient force in government. Upon them
falls the praise or the blame necessarily
associated with the direction of public
affairs, and as long as they are sustained
by the House of Commons, they must ex-
ercise paramount authority through the
sovereign. The sovereign is, under the
modern constitution, never personally iden-
tified with a party. She represents the
embodiment of the whole state. She has
constitutional duties to perform, which are
discharged in conformity with settled prin-
ciples and usages, and is capable, without
in the slightest degree encroaching upon
the constitutional rights of ministers, of ex-
ercising great and beneficial influence. She
may discourage vice and eucourage virtue.
She may throw her influence in the scale
in favour of truth and goodness. Her Ma-
jesty possessed close personal relations
with other ruling families, and so had the
power, unofficially and privately, to do
much to allay irritation, to smooth down
obstacles which might give rise to friction
in international relations.

Under our beneficient constitutional sys-
tem the sovereign is the formal source of
power. Parliaments are called to aid her
by their advice. Parliaments are constant-
ly changing, with the changed circum-
stances of the population, and the varying
conditions of public opinion. They are mak-
ing and unmaking ministries whom the
sovereign called to her aid, in conformity
with the wishes of parliament, but the
sovereign ever remains the head of the
state, which, from one point of view, may
be regarded as one great family. They take
a special interest in her as their head, and
out of this domestic idea there springs a
strong feeling of personal attachment. As
a great family, they share with her in her
greatness, and they are proud of the lustre
which she shed upon the nation. They re-
joiced at the success which attended her
government, and they lament the misfor-
tunes and failures which may have over-
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taken it. The sovereign is the personifica-
tion of the power and the glory of the
state, and stands apart from and .above
all the members of the community of which
she is the head; and so to the ordinary
person it is an event in his life to have
been admitted to an interview with the
sovereign.

English society has, in our day, under-
gone many important changes. English
wealth has enormously increased, and be-
came very widely diffused during the life
of Queen Victoria. The result of this
change in the pecuniary circumstances of
so vast a number of the population, makes
it impossible that wealth can any longer
satisfy those cravings for distinction which
are natural to the heart of man. People in
every age and condition, and under all
forms of government, struggle for marks of
distinction. They are ever striving to rise
from one social grade to another that is
still higher, and which broadens that circle
with which they are for the time being
associated. This constant aspiration is it-
self a powerful element of progress, and
without it no great and permanent progress
in the present condition of the world, and
with the present aspirations of men, could
continue. And so Her Majesty’s influence
upon the aspirations of men, to move more
closely to the eminence where she stood,
induced them to conform to those moral
obligations upon which a Christian society
reposes. Thus, you have, under the British
constitutional system, with a great and good
sovereign at the head, influences operating
in favour of promoting what is just, and
what is humane, what is charitable, and
what is pure, that cannot operate where
there is wanting a great social head, such
as our constitutional system provides. Un-
der the English social system, the force of
example is very great. Public opinion is
listened to with respect, and for the most
part obeyed without question; but this is so,
because the sovereign head used the great
power which sovereign trust bestowed, in
the right way. Under the English constitu-
tion, example teaches. It is a great force
in the person of the sovereign, and during
the whole period of Her Majesty’s reign,
it was made the greater by discountenanc-
ing wrong and upholding right, by being a
foe to vice and a friend to virtue. And so,
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during the sixty-four years of Her Majesty’s
rule, the court of Queen Victoria was itself

a great factor in English history that oper-

ated in favour of what was good.

Under the English parliamentary system,
the government itself is brought into close
contact with the vital forces of society. It
is inseparably interwoven with them. As
society, itself, is improved, the government
is made better, and some things which in
one age were passed over with indifference
at a later period become objects of condemna-
tion; and so the right is respected, and men
adhere more closely to the right path, in
which good feeling and sound morals re-
quire they should tread. The work of ad-
ministration does not rest with the sover-
eign, but with the ministers. There are
great and important social functions which
the sovereign discharges, and which are so
closely interwoven with the business of
government, and unite so closely public
conduct and private worth, that they exer-
cise an immense influence outside of law,

and it is one of the glories of our system

of government, that there is room for such
influence to operate in support of the right,
without, in the smallest degree, interfering
with the ordinary duties that pertain to
those in authority.

The rule of Queen Victoria is at an end.
The story of her reign is closed for ever.
There is nothing further that can be added.
She has performed her duties as the sover-
eign of the greatest empire the world has
known, in a way that is not open to criti-
cism, and that has never been approached
by any of those who preceded her in office.
She rests from her labours which have been
royally performed. The duties that Provi-
dence, in the government of the world, im-
posed upon her, have been discharged, and
there can be no doubt of this, that her in-
fluence has been always put forward on the
side of what was at once just and merciful,
and that he who takes up the sceptre that
has fallen from her hands, when her day
ended, and sober evening came, will be
enabled to perform his duties with greater
success, and with greater ease, and with
a more noble aim, by reason of what she
did, and, still more, by reason of what she
was. I move:

That an humble Address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General in the follow-
ing words :—
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To His Excellency. the Right Honourable Sir
Gilbert John Elliot, Earl of Minto and Vis-
count Melgund of Melgund, County of Forfar,
in the Peerage of the United Kingdom, Baron
Minto of Minto, County of Roxburgh, in the
Peerage of Great Britain, Baronet of Nova
Scotia, Knight Grand Cross of Our Most Dis-
tinguished Order of Saint Michael and Saint
George, &c., &c., Governor General of Canada.

MAY IT PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCY :

We, the Senate and of Canada, in
Parliament assembled, have agreed to an Ad-
dress to His Most Excellent Majesty the King,
expressing the deep and heartfelt sorrow of this
House at the demise of our late Sovereign Lady
Queen Victoria, and respectfully request Your
Excellency will be pleased to transmit the said
Address in such a way as Your Excellency may
see fit, in order that it may be laid at the foot
of the Throne.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—In
seconding the motion for the adoption of
the address of condolence to His Majesty
King Edward VIL, and to the Royal
Family, on the death of His Majesty’s
Royal mother, Queen Victoria, and of con-
gratulation to the King on his accession to
the Throne, I might with propriety con-
tent myself with echoing, to a great ex-
tent, the sentiments of the hon. the
Minister of Justice, when moving the
motion now before the House ; sentiments
which, I am confident, every member of the
Senate heartily and sincerely approves, and
I may add every loyal subject in the Do-
~minion. Were I to indulge in giving voice
to the thoughts which are uppermost in my
mind, in reference to the character and
reign of Victoria the good, I fear I should
only be repeating what has already been
well said and written by others. I may,
however, be permitted to add that nothing
too much has been said or written in praise
of Her late Majesty Queen Victoria, not
only by her own subjects, but by the peo-
ple of the whole civilized world. Her reign
has been one which has tended to the ele-
vation of the human race, in the spread of
Christianity, and all that flows therefrom.
She succeeded in harmonizing government
under a limited monarchy with that of
democracy, until any serious conflict be-
tween King and people has been rendered
almost impossible. In a word, Queen Vic-
toria was an ideal constitutional ruler. I
need only add, that in the death of one so
beloved, the empire has to mourn the loss
of a Sovereign of whom it may be truth-
fully said she possessed all the qualities of
a good woman, an affectionate wife, a lov-
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ing mother, and the astuteness and firm-
ness requisite in a constitutional ruler.
That Edward VII., who ascends the Throne,
will prove a worthy successor to his noble
mother, there can be no doubt. One who
has shown himself, through a long and
ceventful life, a loving and devoted son,
cannot but be possessed of those qualities
which will endear him to his subjects.
The fact that his first public utterance was
a declaration that the policy and actions
of his mother were the model which he
would adopt in governing and ruling over
a free people, is the best possible assurance
that he will reign in the affection of his
people, who will ever heartily sing ‘God
Save the King. ‘Long may he Reign.

The motion was agreed to.

THE ADDRESS.

DEBATE CONCLUDED.
The Order of the Day being called :

Resuming the adjourned debate on the con-
sideration of His Excellency the Governor Gene-
ral’s speech on the opening of the first session
of the ninth parliament.—(Hon. Mr. Mills.)

Hon. Mr. MILLS said: I was speaking
yesterday when the House adjourned, and
I had something further to say. What it
was I do not remember at this moment,
and I beg to say to my hon. friends that
I shall consider my speech on the subject
of the address concluded by what I said
yesterday.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD (Cape Breton)—I1
rise to' say that I dissent from a certain
claim made by the hon. Minister of Justice
yesterday as to the cause of prosperity in
this country, and especially in the Island
of Cape Breton. When the hon. gentleman
was interrupted by some hon. gentleman
on the other side, he asked the question,
¢ Where was the prosperity of Sydney until
the present government came into power?
Let me ask the hon. member where was
the South African war until the present
government came into power ? One ques-
tion might be asked with as much reason
as the other. I dissent altogether from the
proposition that the prosperity existing in
this Dominion at the present time, and
especially in the Island of Cape Breton, is
due to the present government. What are
the facts in connection with the prosperity
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existing in Cape Breton to-day ? In 1878
the great coal industry of this Dominion
was in a dying state, and the policy of the
Conservative party in 1879 revived that in-
dustry. I well remember the last year of
the government that preceded the govern-
ment of 1879, that the local legislature of
the province of Nova Scotia was obliged
to send 500 barrels of corn meal on New
Year's Day, 1878, to prevent the miners
from starving. After the adoption of the
national policy, they were able to get work
to keep them in bread and butter, and from
that day to this the prosperity of the coal
mines has been increasing steadily. It
has attained its majority now, and I be-
lieve that industry is independent. That
policy of protection of coal was maintain-
ed by the great Conservative party against
all the powerful opposition that they could
receive from the Liberal party, of which
my hon. friend the Minister of Justice was
a member. The next step towards the
present prosperity in Cape Breton was the
building of the Cape Breton railway.
That railway in Cape Breton helped to
add to the prosperity which the. national
policy gave to the coal industry.
It enabled people from abroad, possessed
of wealth and capital, to see the resources
of Cape Breton, and that also was ob-
tained against all the powerful opposition
the Liberal party could throw against it in
the House of Commons. I had the honour
to occupy a seat in that House at the time,
and one of the leading opponents of that
policy was the present Prime Minister of
Ontario, who ridiculed the idea of building
a railway in Cape Breton parallel with the
Intercolonial Railway to take the freight
from it. The building of that railway was
one of the elements that contributed to the
present prosperity in Sydney. The next
was the policy of the Conservative party
in granting a bounty on iron and steel.
That policy was for a certain number of
years, and when that number of years was
about to expire, the Liberal-Conservative
party renewed it for a term of years, ex-
piring in 1902. When the Liberal party
came into power in 1896 application was
made to them by the great iron ore indus-
tries of Canada for a continuation of the
law which enabled them to grant a bounty
to iron and steel, but I understand it was re-
Hon. Mr. McDONALD (Cape Breton).

fused in 1897 and in 1898, and in refusing
the continuation of that bounty then, it de-
layed for a year the prosperity which now
exists in Cape Breton. It was only the fol-
lowing year, the year preceding the expected
election, that the former policy was con-
tinued in the. statutes, but in a mutilated
form. The Liberal party continued the
bounty on a graduated scale until 1907,
when it will altogether disappear. Now,
these are the three great policies originated
by the Conservative party, which resulted
in the prosperity which exists to-day in the
Island of Cape Breton in all its industries
It would only be common honesty for the
leader of the Liberal party in this House to
admit that. Common sense is common
honesty—I cannot see any difference. My
hon. friend yesterday admitted that they
had abandoned the principles which they
professed in opposition, and that only com-
mon sense induced them to adopt the Lib-
eral Conservative policy now. It was a
slip of the tongue. He had not time
to consider, I suppose, what words he
should use. I do not see any difference
between common honesty and common
sense. I rose to enter my protest against
the claim of the present party that they are
entitled to all the credit for that prosperity.
I am prepared to share the credit with them
for what they deserve, that is, for con-
tinuing for five years longer the policy of
their predecessors, though on a graduated
scale terminating in five years.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—I rise to say that I
am much pleased to see around me the
many familiar faces of those I have
known for so many Yyears gone by. It
is true there are two faces missing—that
of the Hon. Mr. Maclnnes, of Hamilton,
and that of the Hon. Sir Frank Smith, of
Toronto, two gentlemen whose names, I
feel, when mentioned in this Senate will
evoke most kindly feelings in every member
of this Chamber. I admit they had long
and bhappy lives, and that what happened
to them will happen to all mankind, that
is to die, at a ripe old age, as did our great
and gracious Queen, surrounded as she was
with all her magnificence. And here I feel
disposed to welcome to this Senate the suc-
cessors of these gentlemen I have mentioned,
as being well worthy to take their places
and help on the legislation of this Dominion
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with its unbounded wealth of fruit and food,
so that we may be able to feed the hungry
people of less favoured lands as well as
those of our own. In passing on, I wish to
express my satisfaction also at the appoint-
ment of the present Speaker of the Senate,
he being a gentleman, not showy, but
well worthy the position he holds from
his industrious habits and long support of
his party, and also for his education and
moral character. 1 trust he will live to
enjoy the full term of his office, and leave
it a credit to his government. I wish to
say a word or two also about the mover
and seconder of the address in reply to the
speech from the Throne. My colleague
from St. John, the Hon. Mr. Ellis, I knew as
a public man for at least forty years. Be-
fore he made his present speech I was aware
he was well informed on all public questions
affecting this Dominion, and, therefore, I

make no wonder that he acquitted
himself so well. He will be a
great acquisition to the debating
talent of this Chamber. I trust

he will always be found as good a
Liberal as he has been in the past. He is
the description of man we want in the
legislative halls of this young country, so
that peace and happiness may enter the
poor man’s cottage as well as the rich man’s
_mansion. We all love this country and to
make it a happy home we should not speak
maliciously of each other, and this proper
policy can only be found, in my humble
opinion, in the hearts of true Liberals. I
sincerely rejoice with hon. gentlemen on the
prosperity of the country and upon the way
the people stood by the government at the
last general election. It is quite clear that
the people of this country know a good thing
when they see it, for there was a general
sweep from one end of this Dominion to the
.other, and as with a clean broom all those
mischief makers that attempted to do so
much harm and divide the people of our
country, have been completely unhorsed and
driven from power, in a manner which looks
as if the hand of Providence had done it.
I should like to speak upon the subject of
the South African war, and other matters,
but I really cannot trust myself further
than to say that I think we are too boastful
and prone to point our great weapons of
war at other people’s faces. God is a jealous
-God, and it is wise to remember the death
33

of Herod, who did not first give glory to
God above all mundane power. In my
opinion, our wealth and our pride to a large
extent made us believe that we were not
in duty bound to consider other peoples’
feelings in the manner that Christian men
should, and to a very large extent I, for
one, am willing to accept the unfortunate
position that we are in as a warning
to all the present generation, that we
should henceforth consider other peoples’
feelings and other nations’ feelings as well
as our own. This disposition, in my humble
opinion, will increase, and in future there
will be more unity among us than in the
past, for unless we are united we can never
be a great people, and whilst we are bick-
ering and holding unnecessary feelings cf
contempt, and, perhaps, hatred against cach
other, we cannot have that loyalty and love
of home which is essential, and which the
British Empire expects. I feel that other
hon. gentlemen have as deep an interest in
the country as I have, and therefore I will
resume my seat and allow other hon. gentle-
men to give expression to their opinions,
because after all when we express our
opinions to each other, we can under-
stand each other, and I think it is neces-
sary we should understand each other and
build each other up, and be one common
united people—I was going to say British
family, and I think that is the correct word.
If we are united and true to each other, and
respect each other’s feelings, 1 think we
will prosper. I know we will prosper, be-
cause we have all the territory we want,
we have all the food we want, we have all
the elements required for supporting mil-
lions of people, and we should be most
anxious to get them to settle in our
great Dominion. It is only necessary that
we should make the people of other coun-
tries understand that we have perfect free-
dom and happiness and security for life
and property, that our laws are equal, if
not better than the laws of any other nation
of the world. I trust that as we are in the
beginning of a new era, and are under a
new king, a king who has had a vast ex-
perience under a wise and beneficent
mother, that he will be a wise and good
man. He has passed through that portion
of his existence where allowance is made,
to a large extent, for the actions of all
young men and people. He is now a man
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of wide and extensive knowledge; he,

has travelled and had intercourse with
the greatest statesmen in the world; he
must see that not only must he be equal
to his mother, but, if possible, inasmuch as
he has had the training of his mother, that
he will show to the people that he can come
down to the humblest individual in his
realm, and be the common father to ‘the
whole people of his empire.

The motion was agreed to.

DECEASED SENATORS.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I think
it is due to the memory of members
of the House who have recently de-
parted this life, to say a word or
two, as has been the practice in the
past, and I desire to do so and follow my hon.
friend who has just spoken in reference to
some members with whom it was our good
fortune, not only to be acquainted, but to
be associated in this House for a number of
years. I question whether there are any
members of the House, or any citizens of
the Dominion, who will be more missed
from the family circle, and in the commer-
cial and financial world than some members
who formerly occupied seats in the Senate
of Canada. I refer particularly to our late
esteemed friend, Sir Frank Smith, and also
to our friend who occupied a seat just be-
hind me, the Hon. Mr. MacInnes, whose
early life was spent in commercial pursuits,
who was at one time, within my recollec-
tion, one of the merchant princes of Ontario,
a man of energy, a man with more than
ordinary ability. He conducted his business,
until misfortune overtook him, in a manner
that met the approval of those with whom
he was acquainted. Every one with whom
he came in contact knows that his mind
was clear and practical upon any question
which was before this Chamber, or in con-
pection with the various enterprises in Can-
ada with which he was connected. He was
respected by all. He was a gentleman in
every sense of the word. When I refer to
Sir Frank Smith, with whom it was my
good fortune to be on as intimate terms, I
think as any man whom I ever knew, I can
say that in his private life and in his man-
ner of treating his fellows, in every sense

of the word, he was a prince of a man,
. who have recently departed than I am.

in every respect. I deplore his loss
Hon. Mr. DEVER

deeply as a personal friend. ASin
public man, I regard his death as a
great loss to the community. Though, like
many others in this new Dominion, he
had not those early advantages which edu-
cation gives to those placed in better cir-
cumstances, he overcame the difficulties
which did not piresent themselves to others
in that respect. He overcame them from
the fact that he possessed a clear knowl-
edge of what was right and avoided that
which was wrong. He was a successful
business man in every sense of the word.
He rose to an eminence in the financial
as well as in the commercial world that
any and all of us might envy. He is a
loss to the community. I do not think I
need say more than to again express my
regret that we have lost so many valu-
able men who occupied seats in this House.
It is also a painful duty to refer to the
loss, which I believe occurred to-day, of one
of the oldest members of the House, a man
of indomitable energy and great industry.
It is true, he was a strong party man, like
many of the rest of us, when dealing with
party subjects, but we shall miss him very
much. I refer now to the Hon. Mr. Mc-
Kindsey, who was a member of the Senate
for a great number of years, and while I
can congratulate those who have been
appointed to succeed them, we shall all
long remember the good qualities of those
who have passed away and the benefit
they conferred on the country in the past.
All will regret the loss of so many of those
who formerly occupied prominent positions
in the country, and influential positions in
this House, but as my hon. friend said a
few moments ago, it is the lot of all of us.
It comes at some period of life, and as we
advance in years, we may look forward, I
suppose, to that period when we shall join
the great majority. I can only hope that
when we do depart this life, we may leave
behind us records as good as those of our
colleagues who have gone before us.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend oppo-
site (Sir Mackenzie Bowell) and my hon.
friend beside me (Mr. Scott) have been
members of this House very much longer
than I have been, and they are personally
better acquaintea with and better qualified
to speak with regard to the hon. gentlemen
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Sir Frank Smith was well known through-
out all Canada, and especially throughout
the province of Ontario. There is no busi-
ness man who stood higher in public
esteem than Sir Frank Smith. Everybody
had the greatest respect for him, recognized
his business ability, and, above all, recog-
nized his very great integrity. No one that
I have met ever spoke in other terms than
that Sir Frank Smith was a man of the
very highest character. I regret very much
his ceasing to be a member of this House.
I remember when he came here for the pur-
- pose of supporting a measure which the
government had brought forward, and in
which his friends Messrs. MacKenzie &
Mann were interested.. He was very ill at
that time, and I believe from that illness
he never recovered. He has lived on for a
long period of time. There is but one
opinion in all the province of Ontario,
which he represented as a senator, and
that is, that he was not only a man of very
great business ability, but, as a citizen, he
was a man of the very highest integrity.
Senator McKindsey, 1 did not know as
well. Mr. McKindsey seemed to me to be
a very estimable man. My hon. friend
speaks about his political bias, and his de-
votion to the principles of his party. Well,
- that remark applies to all of us. In fact,
if we were to say a man was the
less to be regarded because of his
devotion to his party convictions, I
suppose we would all be lowered in
the scale of this House, but I have never
heard any other than a most favourable
opinion of Mr. McKindsey. Mr. MacInnes
was a man who stood high in business
circles for many years. In the latter part
of his life, after he became a senator, 1
believe he had, to a large extent, abandoned
his business pursuits, but I met him always
in a most cordial friendship, and I had
formed of him a very high opinion. I
knew that he was not of my political faith,
but that is no reason why I should esteem
him any the less as a man, and I am sure
as a gentleman we shall all sincerely regret
that he is no longer with us.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It was my good for-
tune to know the late Sir Frank Smith for
very many years. I think some thirty
years ago, when a vacancy occurred in the
Senate, it so happened I had an opportunity

of expressing an opinion as to the gentle-
man who should be selected to fill the posi-
tion, and I had then very great pleasure in
communicating with the then head of the
government, although at the time I had no
claim upon him, asking that Frank Smith
be appointed to fill the vacancy. I have
had no reason to regret it. Although Sir
Frank Smith and I did not run in political
lines at all times, still he was a man for
whom 1 had a great admiration. He was
a very warm personal friend. To those to
whom he was attached he was warmly
attached. He was a man of greater breadth
of mind than most people knew. At a very
important time in the history of this coun-
try, at a time when the great enterprise in
which the government were so deeply in-
terested might be wrecked, with great force
of character, courage and knowledge of the
future Sir Frank Smith grasped the situa-
tion. The views that he endeavoured to
press on his colleagues were at first very
reluctantly received. Finally they admitted
that his judgment was sound, and subse-
quent events proved the correctness of that
opinion. My hon. friend opposite will
recollect the circumstances to which I
rofer.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Quite
correct.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—As has been already
observed, his financial ability was far above
the average. His success was, of course,
the best evidence of that. His financial
skill was such that he was sought after by
every financial institution with which he
was connected to take a place on the board,
as hon. gentleman very well know, and,
therefore, without any hesitation, one can
say his death is really a loss to Canada and
to the Senate. The late senator from
Hamilton I did not know until he became
a member of this House. He was a charm-
ing man, with the qualities and disposition
that one is forced to like—genial, kind, con-
.siderate, never aggressive in any sense, al-
ways polite if you differed from him, a
man who won his way in the opinions of
members of the Senate. Mr. MacInnes was
really all that has been represented, a man
who was highly thought of by all those
with whom he came in contact. Our friend,
whose death has been reported to-day from
Halton, I €id not know as well. The inter-
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course I had with him was necessarily
somewhat limited, although he has been a
member of the House, I think, since 1884.
The longer I knew him, the more I thought
of him. He was, no doubt, a very bitter
party man, but, apart altogether from his
political feelings, he was a pleasant, genial
companion, frank, open and candid. You
knew what his views were. There was no
deception or attempt to conceal. He was
the kind of a man we must always respect,
because he was candid and frank, and what
he appeared to be. No doubt, the Senate has
lost severely by the death of these gentle-
men. As my hon. friend has said, it is the
future of all of us, and time alone will tell
when the end will come.

Hon. Mr. WOOD (Hamilton)—As a new
member of the House, permit me to say a
few words in addition to what has been
said, about the gentleman whose place I
have been appointed to fill. I know quite
well I shall not possess the ability to fill
it as he did. At the same time, 1 am
pleased to hear such kindly statements
made about Mr. Maclnnes, a gentleman
whom I have known for nearly fifty years.
In business he was one of our most upright,
honourable, straightforward men to be
found in the whole Dominion, and he did
a very extensive business from one end
" of the country to the other. His customers
all liked and respected him, and were always
glad to do business with him. Circum-
stances occurred with him, as with many
others, which led to his retirement from
the business, and finally he left our city to
live in Toronto, after he became somewhat
infirm in health, but he still entertained the
greatest affection and interest for the city
in which he first commenced, and in which
he had a very long career. The people of
Hamilton respected Mr. Maclnnes as they
respected, I might almost say, no other man
in the city. He was. one of the pioneers
of business in the west, and all over the
west he was universally respected and well
known. Sir Frank Smith I, perhaps, have
known longer than any other gentleman in
this House. I knew him when he was a
clerk next door to me in Hamilton, where
he first commenced as a clerk for a Mr.
Logan, and, later, when he went to London.
I was intimate with Sir Frank Smith from
the time he left Hamilton until the time of

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

his death. No more upright, straightfor-
ward, honourable man ever conducted busi-
ness in this Dominion. All those who did
business with him respected him, and knew
him to be everything that a British mer-
chant should be—a straightforward business
man. I regret his absence from this House,
as I do the absence of Mr. Maclnnes,
though I would not have been here if Mr.
MacInnes had been to the fore. I should
have been perfectly delighted to see my old
friend still occupying his seat here to-day.
Mr. McKindsey, of course, I have known
somewhat, but not very intimately. I do not
feel as though I could say what I really
wish of Mr. Maclnnes, but having said this
much I shall simply add that I am pleased
to hear his colleagues in this House express
such kind encomiums on him as they have
done.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, February 13, 1901.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE STANDING COMMITTEES.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on
Selection, presented their report, which was
read by the clerk as follows :(—

THE SENATE,
CoMmMITTEE RooM, No. 2,
WEDNESDAY, Feb. 13, 1901.

The Committee of Selection appointed to nomi-
nate the senators to serve on the several stand-
ing committees for the present session, have
the honour to report herewith the following lists
of senators selected by them to serve on each
of the said standing committees, namely :—

The Joint Committee on the Library of Par-
liament.—The Hon. the Speaker, and the Hon.
Messrs. Allan, Almon, Baker, Boucherville, de,
C.M.G., Casgrain (de Lanaudiére), Drummond,
Cowan, C.M.G., Hingston, Sir W., Kt., Masson,
Miller, Pelletier, Sir Alphonse, K.C.M.G., Poirier,
Ross, Scott, Wood (Westmoreland), Young.—I7.

The Joint Committee on the Printing of Par-
liament.—The Hon. Messrs. Bernier, Carling, Sir
John, K.C.M.G., Cochrane, Dever, Dobson, Ellis,
Ferguson, Fiset, King, Macdonald (P.E.I.), Mac-
Keen, Mackay (Alma), Merner, O’Donohoe, Pel-
letier, Sir Alphonse, K.C.M.G., Primrose, Reid,
Shehyn, Templeman, Wark, Watson.—21.
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The Committee on Standing Orders.—The Hon.
fMessrs. Carling, Sir John, K. C. M. G., Clemow,
Gillmor, Macdonald (P.E.I.), Macdonald (Victoria),
McKay (Truro), Prowse, Yeo, Young.—9.

The Committee on Banking and Commerce.—
The Hon. Messrs. Aikins, Allan, Bowell, Sir
Mackenzie, K.C.M.G., Carmichael, Casgrain
(Windsor), Clemow, Cox, Dandurand, Drummond,
Ferguson, Forget, Hingston, Sir William, Kt.,
Kerr, Lougheed, Mackey (Alma), McDonald
(Cape Breton), McCallum, McMillan, McSweeney,
Miller, O’Brien, Perley, Primrose, Scott, Shehyn,
Villeneuve, Wark, Wood (Westmoreland), ‘Wood
(Hamilton), Yeo.—30.

The Committe on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbours.—The Hon. Messrs. Allan, Baird,
Baker, Bolduc, Bowell, Sir Mackenzie, K.C1M.G.,
Clemow, Cochrane, Cox, Dickey, Drummond, Fer-
guson, Forget, Jones, Kerr, King, Kirchhoffer,
Landry, Lougheed, Lovitt, Macdonald (Victoria),
Mackay (Alma), MacKeen, McCallum, McDonald
(Cape Breton), McKay (Truro), McLaren, McMil-
lan, Miller, Mills, Owens, Pelletier, Sir Alphonse,
K.C.M.G., Poirier, Prowse, Scott, Snowball, Sulli-
van, Templeman, Vidal, Villeneuve, Wood (Ham-
ilton).—40.

The Committee on Miscellaneous Private Bills.
—The Hon. Messrs. Armand, Baird, Boucherville,
de, C.M.G., Carmichael, Casgrain (de Lanaudiére),
Dandurand, Dever, Dobson, Fiset, Gillmor,
Gowan, C.M.G., Hingston, Sir William, Kt., Lan-
dry, McHugh, McSweeney, Merner, Mills, Mont-
plaisir, O'Brien, O’'Donohoe, Reid, Shehyn, Snow-
ball, Sullivan, Young.—25.

The Committee on Internal Economy and Con-
tingent Accounts.—The Hon. Messrs. Bernier,
Bolduc, Bowell, Sir Mackenzie, K.C.M.G., Cas-
grain (Windsor), Fiset, King, Kirchhoffer, Lan-
dry, Lougheed, Lovitt, Macdonald (Victoria), Mc-
Callum, McDonald (Cape Breton), McLaren,
filler, Montplaisir, Owens, Pelletier, Sir Al-
phonse, K.C.M.G., Perley, Prowse, Scott, Vidal,
Villeneuve, Watson, Wood (Westmoreland).—25.

The Committee on Debates and Reporting.—
- The Hon. Messrs. Bernier, Ellis, Ferguson,
‘Kerr, Landry, Macdonald (P.E.L), McCallum,
Templeman, Vidal.—9.

The Committee on Divorce.—The Hon. Messrs.
Baker, Gowan, C.M.G., Kerr, Kirchhoffer, Loug-
heed, Mills, Primrose, Templeman, ‘Wood (West-
moreland).—9.

The Committee on the Restaurant.—The Hon.
the Speaker, and the Hon. Messrs. Boldue,
Lougheed, McKay (Truro), McMillan,, Miller,
Pelletier, Sir Alphonse, K.C.yI.G.—7.

All which is respectfully submitted.

R. W. SCOTT,
Chairman.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that rule 13 be
suspended, so far as regards the report of
the Striking Committee.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—I for one would like
to have an opportunity of looking over the
list of names. It appears to me that a num-
ber of members of this House, who would
like to be on some of the committees, are
debarred from serving on them. I under-
stand the reason for putting on some of
the members is that they have served on
those committees for years, and the Strik-

ing Committee does not like to drop them.
If so, it is a farce—

The SPEAKER—If the hon. gentleman
objects to the immediate adoption of the
report, it must stand until to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—Then I object.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The hon. gentle-
man can raise his objections after the
standing rule is suspended, when the report
comes up for consideration. The motion
now is to suspend the rule so that the House
can take into consideration the report of the
committee. The hon. gentleman can dis-
cuss the point after the rules are suspended.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—I want an oppor-
tunity to look over the names.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Do I understand
that the hon. gentleman intends to insist
upon his contention and keep the House
here another extra day ?

Hon. Mr. WATSON—I do not know what
the results will be.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—The hon. gentleman
will not gain by it.

The report was allowed to stand until to-
moOrrow.

HILLSBOROUGH RIVER BRIDGE.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON inquired of the gov-
ernment :—

1. Has any contract been let for the construc-
tion of the whole or any'portion of the proposed
bridge over the Hillsborough river at Charlotte-
town, P.E.I. ?

2. If so, to whom has the contract been given;
what is the nature of the work contracted for;
when is the work to be commenced, and when
completed, and what is the amount to be paid
therefor ?

3. Has the line of the proposed railway from
Coarlottetown to Murray Harbour been finally
located beyond the first ten miles nearest the
rroposed bridge?

4. Has any other contract, except for the ten
miles aforesaid, been awarded for any part cof
the said railway?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—In reply to my hon.
friend’s first question, a contract has been
let for the substructure of the proposed
bridge over the Hillsborough river at
Charlottetown, P.E.I. 2. The contract has
been awarded to Mr. M. J. Haney: the
nature of the work contracted for is, eleven
stone and concrete piers on the site of the
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bridge, and approaches to the brige of solid
earth embankment. The work to be com-
menced after date of contract, October,
1900. To be completed April, 1892. It is
a schedule contract and the amount to be
paid depends on the quantity of work done:
8. No, it has not been finally located. 4.
No other contract has yet been awarded,
but there need be no delay in prosecuting
the work as soon as the location is settled,
as the work is identical in character with
the first section, and the tenders received
were for schedule prices for that work.

THE PROPOSED CHANGES IN THE
STANDING COMMITTEES.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that when the
House adjourns to-day it stand adjourned
until to-morrow at eleven o’clock. He said :
That will give time to consider the report
with respect to the organization of commit-
tees, and we can meet at three o’clock again
as usual, and have a second sitting. That
will enable us to get:through with every-
thing before us to-morrow in the afternoon,
if the House agrees to that.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE—We do
not gain anything by that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Yes, we gain a day, s0
that our adjournment may take place to-
morrow for a period, without meeting the
day followin‘g.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE—We are
obliged to suspend the rule in any case, and
we may as well suspend it now as to-mor-
row. At eleven o’clock we will not have
had time to consider this report.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I will see that it is
printed in good time.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It will
not take five minutes for any member of
the committee to point out to the House
where the changes which have been made,
and upon what committees the new mem-
bers of the Senate have been placed. The
question raised by the hon. gentleman from
Marquette (Mr. Watson) is the continuation
of members on the committess, who, he
says, do not attend very often, while other
members, himself, I presume, among the
number, desire to be placed on certain com-
mittees. The Committee on Selection did
not feel inclined to adopt to any extent the

Hon. Mr. MILLS.

principle which he lays down. There is a
certain amount of respect, at least, due to
old members of the Senate, who have been
on certain committees for a great many
years, and I think, after an examina-
tion of the report itself, which has
been made by the Secretary of State,
it will be found that the new mem-
bers of the Senate have been placed
on committees which the Standing Com-
mittee thought they were most fitted
for. We have had prominent gentlemen
appointed to the Senate, who have had
large commercial and financial experience.
They have been put on some of the prin-
cipal committees, and for the reason that
I have indicated. The Secretary of State
might read to the House the changes which
have been made, or I could do it if he de-
sires it, for I have them all in the booi
before me—but as chairman of the commit-
tee he should do it. I am under the impres-
sion that not only the old members of the
House, but the new members who have
just taken their seats, will find that they
have been treated liberally in placing them
upon certain committees. If we are to dis-
cuss the question as to whether a gentle-
man who may happen to be ill to-day and
not likely, perhaps, to be here for a week
or two weeks, is to be, I might say,
ignominiously expelled from a committee, I
am not prepared to adopt that principle,
nor do I think any one who has any feeling
for his fellow man would suggest such a
thing. There is an implication in the hon.
gentleman’s remarks that too much leniency
had been shown to some members, and in-
justice done to certain new members. Most
members of the Committee on Selection
were old members of the Senate, and acted
in the interest of the Senate, and with due
respect to their fellow senators with whom
they have been associated so long.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—I have the list here.
and looking it over, 1 find that what oc-
curred last session will occur this session.
It was found necessary last session to add
certain members to the comittees to get a
quorum. 1 fear, as the committees stand
in this réport. the same thing will occur this
session. 1 have great respect for old age;
nevertheless. there is a time when members
cannot attend regularly to the duties of
active committee work, and my idea is that
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the men who are here constantly, and ac-
tively interested in the legislation before
the committees, should be selected to take
part in the deliberations of those commit-
tees. The hon. leader of the opposition has
just stated that I probably would like to be
on a committee. There is one, and I wished
to be on it last session, but being a new
member I took the position that was as-
signed to me. I refer to the Railway Com-
mittee. The hon. gentleman alongside of
me (Mr. Casgrain) would also like to serve
on that committee. @'We think we know
something about railways and the legisla-
tion which comes before that committee.
As a western man I am interested in the
railway legislation before this House, be-
cause most of it affects our North-west
For that reason I have raised the ob-
jection to the adoption of this report
to-day. With all due respect to the old
members of the committees, I submit to
the House that men who are here con-
stantly, and in a position to attend actively
to the duties of the position should be
placed on those committees. It is no dis-
respect to old members to leave them off
those committees and place them on others
where their presence would not be of so
much importance. That is why I raised
~my objection. I have given my reasons,
and I think they will commend themselves
to the majority of the House.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The policy adopted by
the committee appointed by this House to
name the various standing committees, has
been the one that has been followed since
the Senate was inaugurated. T have been
in the Senate twenty-seven years, on both
sides of the House, and the practice has
been to malke the changes as new members
came in, and as vacancies arose from time
to time. 1 quite appreciate the reason
urged by the hon. gentleman in opposition
to that view, but, as it is a new departure,
it would have to be started with the full
knowledge of the intention to change the
basis of the organization of committees.
The practice may not hie a good one, but
is has at least the advantage of time on its
side, and a concurrence from year to year.
I do not think I have heard the report of
the Comimittee on Selection challenged on
more than one or two occasions in a long
term. It is a delicate and difficult task to

select the members of the committees, be-
cause, naturally, there are some committees
that a majority of the members wish to
be on, and it is quite impossible, with the
limitations we have, to so arrange the com-
mittees as to meet the views of every hon.
gentleman. We desire to do so as far as
is practicable. I will now read the changes
that have been made. On the Joint Com-
mittee on the Library and on other com-
mittees the ex-Speaker has been substituted
for the present Speaker. Wherever the
present Speaker was on a committee the ex-
Speaker is put on in his place.

Mr. MacInnes, of Hamilton, is replaced by
Mr. Wood, of Hamilton. On the Joint Com-
mittee on Printing, there were three vacan-
cies. Mr. Ellis, of St. John, who is a prac-
tical newspaper man and printer, takes the
place of the late Mr. McKindsey, of Halton;
Mr. McKay, of Alma, takes the place of
Senator Ogilvie, who resigned, and the ex-
Speaker takes the place of the present
Speaker. On the Standing Orders Com-
mittee, Mr. Shehyn takes the place of Mr.
McDonald, of .Cape Breton. On the Com-
mittee on Banking and Commerce, Mr.
McKay, of Alma, takes the place of Senator
Burpee, Mr. McDonald, of, Cape Breton,
takes the place of Mr. Fulford, who, it is
reported, will not be here for, at all events,
the greater part of the session. In several
instances where we Lknew that senators
would be absent for at least the greater part
of the session, we decided that if, on their
return, they desired to do so, they could
take the places of the gentlemen we have
named. Senator Lougheed, takes the place
of the late Mr. Lewin, and Mr. McCallum,
the place of the late Mr. MacInnes. Mr.
Wood, of Hamilton, takes the place of the
late Sir Frank Smith. Mr. Speaker had re-
placed Mr. Lewin temporarily last session.
On the Committee on Railways, Telegraphs
and Harbours, Mr. Wood, of Hamilton,
takes the place of Mr. Almon., until the
latter Teturn to the Chamber; Senator
Sullivan, takes the place of the late Senator
MaclInnes, by arrangement, Senator Boldue,
takes the place of Senator Masson, and, I
presume, if Mr. Masson, should return to
the Chamber, his name will be substituted
for that of Mr. Boldue: Mr. Prowse. takes
the place of the late Senator McKindsey.
Senator MacKay, of Alma, takes the place
of Senator Ross, who is absent, but, if the
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latter should return he can resume his place
on the committee. Senator Jones, takes the
place of the late Sir Frank Smith. On the
Committee on Private Bills, Mr. Shehyn, of
Quebec, takes the place of Senator Bolduc,
by arrangement; Mr. Young, takes the place
of Mr. Lougheed, and Mr. McHugh takes
the place of Senator Ogilvie, resigned; Sena-
tor Gillmor takes the place of Senator
Prowse. On the Committee on Internal
Economy and Contingent Accounts, there
were two vacancies besides the Speaker’s
vacancy: Mr. Bolduc takes the place of Mr.
Forget, who is likely to be absent for a
good part of the session, and Mr. Lougheed
the place of the late Mr. McKindsey. On
the Committee on Debates and Reporting,
Mr. Landry takes the place of Mr. Bolduc,
and Mr. Ellis the place of Sir Mackenzie
Bowell, who desired to withdraw and give
Mr. Ellis an opportunity of serving on that
committee. There is no change in the Com-
mittee on Divorce. The only change on the
Restaurant Committee is the substitution of
Senator Miller for Senator MacKeen, and
Sir Alphonse Pelletier takes the place of
Senator Almon until his return. Those are
the changes. It is a very delicate task for
the committee because it is well known, as
I have explained, that there is a consider-
able desire on the part of hon. gentlemen to
be appointed to certain committees. It is
-not an easy matter to allot the list so as to
please everybody—it is quite impossible to
please all.

The report was allowed to stand.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, February 14, 1901.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Eleven
o’clock, a.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE STANDING COMMITTEES.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the follow-
ing senators be appointed to the Joint Com-
mittee on the Library of Parliament :—

The Hon. the Speaker, and the Hon. Messrs.

Allan, Almon, Baker, Boucherville, de, C.M.G.,
Casgrain (de Lanaudiére), Drummond, Gowan,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

C.M.G., Hingston, Sir W., Kt., Masson, Miller,
Pelletier, Sir Alphonse, K.C.M.G., Poirier, Ross,
Scott, Wood (Westmoreland), Young.—17.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE—Is not this
committee appointed to assist the Speaker ?
I do not think the Speaker is named on the
committee himself.

The SPEAKER—I am really not prepared
to answer the question of my hon. friend
from Montarville. As I understand it, the
Speaker of this House is simply the member
who occupies the Chair, and he would not be
a member of the committee unless he was
specially mentioned. Qur rules do not say
that the Speaker shall be ex-officio a mem-
ber of any committee. Consequently, as at
present advised, my opinion is that the Com-
mittee of Selection acted properly in includ-
ing the Speaker among the members of the
committee.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE—Does His
Honour decide that I am not correct ?

The SPEAKER—I have not looked into
the question, and am not prepared to give a
positive decision. I simply give the impres-
sion on my mind at the moment.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE—Could not
this question stand until the other com-
mittees are named, and I will look into it
in the meantime. There can be no objection
to that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
only rule applying to this is the 80th, where
it says :—

The standing committees shall be as follows :
(1) The Joint Committee on the Library of
Parliament, whereto there shall be appointed
seventeen senators.

It has been the practice heretofore, in ap-
pointing the committee, on all occasions, to

include the Speaker.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—We are following the
practice. The Speaker is put at the head
of the list.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The committee have
always been appointed to assist Mr. Speaker,
and the Speakers alternate—the Speaker of
the House of Commons is chairman of the
Joint Committee at one time, and at another
it is the Speaker of the Senate, but I do not
recollect the rule by which that proceeding
has been heretofore adopted.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE—Why not
let the matter stand ?
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I canuot see any reason
for it. We are simply following the rule
which prevailed in other years. However, I
have no objections to let it stand.

The motion was allowed to stand.

THE PRINTING COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the following
senators be appointed to the Joint Com-
mittee on the Printing of Parliament :—

The Hon. Messrs. Bernier, Carling, Sir John,
K.C.M.G., Cochrane, Dever, Dobson, Ellis, Fer-
guson, Fiset, King, Macdonald (P. E.IL), Mac-
Keen, Mackay (Alma), Merner, O’Donohoe, Pel-
letier, Sir Alphonse, K.C.M.G., Primrose, Reid,
Shehyn, Templeman, Wark, Watson.—21.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—When this report was
made yesterday it seemed to me, from the
reading of it, that the composition of those
committees was not fair to members of this
House. For that reason, I objected to the
adoption of the report yesterday. I find, on
looking over the list of the standing com-
mittees, that I was right in my contention
at that time. The distribution of the mem-
bers on the several committees, to my mind,
is certainly very unfair. With the experi-
ence I have had here and elsewhere, I have
always found that the government, or the
special committee striking the standing

committees, have always considered the
relative strength of the several parties. I
find, in looking over this list, that that
principle has been entirely ignored in this
case. True, there are several committees,
such as the one we are discussing now,
where the political proclivities of their mem-
bers can have very little effect. On the
Printing Committee the other chamber has
a large majority and could swamp the vote
of the Senate. Consequently, the member-
ship of the Printing Committee is of no
political consequence, so far as this House
is concerned. I find that on that committee
there are eleven Liberals and ten Conserva-
tives, where it will have little effect. Fur-
ther on, I find on committees which deal
with questions more or less of a political
character, the minority of this House cer-
tainly have not fair representation. Take,
for instance, the Committee on Railways.
That is a very important committee—in fact,
the most important committee in this House,
as it is in the House of Commons. On that
committee the party representing the gov-
ernment in this Chamber should have a fair

representation, and, in proportion to its
numbers, should have forty per cent of the
representation at least. I find on the Rail-
way Committee the Liberals have twelve
and the Conservatives twenty-eight. They
should be sixteen to twenty-four, if we fol-
low the rule which prevails in the House of
Commons. In all cases in the House of
Commons, the minority, no matter what
political party they belong to, have a fair
representation, according to their propor-
tion in the representation of the House. I
find the same thing prevails in all the com-
mittees. Take, for instance, the Internal
Economy and Contingent Accounts Com-
mittee : the Liberals ought to have ten on
that committee, the majority fifteen. I find,
however, they have six, as against nineteen

.Conservatives, certainly a very unfair pro-

portion. As I said yesterday, last session a
large number of absentees were left on the
committee. I see that this session, the Com-
mittee of Selection have substituted others
for those who are not here, but in case the
absentees come, they are to resume their
places. In every instance, it increases the
voting power on one side. Yesterday we
were told that the committee did not see fit
to drop the names of members who have
been on the committee for a long time; not-
withstanding that, I find those changes have
been made, and were reported yesterday. 1
have all due respect for the old members of
the Senate. They have had a longer experi-
ence than I have had; at the same time, so
far as responsibility is concerned, new mem-
bers have the same responsibility in this
House as the older members who have been
here for years. I find active business men
in this Senate are entirely ignored. Some
are on one committee, some on two, while
the older members are on as many as five
committees. I have looked over the list, and
I find there are five members of the Senate
who are entirely ignored—who are not on
any committee at all. In that five are in-
cluded some of the most enterprising busi-
ness men of Canada. I find that eight mem-
bers of the Senate are on only one com-
mittee ; thirty-two on two committees;
twenty-five on three committees; seven on
four committees, and three on five com-
mittees. I do not think any person will say
that I was wrong in my centention yester-
day and to-day, that the committee should
revise their work, and make a very much
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better striking of committees than appears
in this report. I do not purpose to make
any motion on this question at all. I can
quite see that if the majority in this House
persist in the adoption of this report, it can
be carried. I have directed sufficient at-
tention to the composition of the com-
mittees, to the number of men who are left
off the committee altogether, to the num-
ber on one committee, to the fact that some
are on five committees, and leave it to the
judgment of the members of this House to

refer the report back to the committee to:

see if a better adjustment can not be made.
I can quite understand that a number of
members of this House, because of their
peculiar adaptability for committee work,
might be on every committee. I can under-
stand that the minority might be on every
committee of this House, and then have
only their fair representation. The members
of the minority, as a rule, are on more com-
mittees than the members of the majority,
because they are fewer in numbers, and if
they are to have any representation at all,
they must serve on more committees than
their opponents. That is the experience I
have had in parliamentary work, and in
striking committees and giving representa-
tion to the minority. I submit this state-
ment of facts: the figures are accurate, for
I have checked them out. If the majority
. of this House insist on the committees being
composed as reported, for the time being
the minority will have to submit; but I do
not think it is wise on the part of the
majority to act in this manner on. the strik-
ing of committees. I do not think it is fair
or right, and I submit the statement to the
House, trusting that the majority may see
fit to reconsider the composition of these
committees.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—As I said yesterday,
it is very seldom the report of the Com-
mittee of Selection is questioned. I have
served on that committee for the last two
years, and have never heard a word of the
political opinions of the members chosen to
serve on the standing committees. My hon.
friend from Marquette is of the opinion that
the political opinions of the members who
are chosen to serve on those committees
have not been overlooked; but, as evidence
of the contrary, I may tell him that on the
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and

Hon. Mr. WATSON.

Harbours, Mr. McKay, from Montreal, who
is not a 'Conservative, was chosen to take
the place of Mr. Ross, who was a good Con-
servative. Nobody took exception to the
choice made, because Mr. Ross, as hon. gen-
tlemen are aware, is very ill and seldom
comes to the Senate, and I had no objection,
for my part, to the choice when Mr. Mc-
Kay's name was suggested. I complied
with the request with great pleasure. My
attention was also called to the fact that
Mr. Shehyn’s name -was on one or two com-
mittees, and I had no objection to substitute
Mr. Shehyn’s name for mine on the com-
mittee. I think those instances will furnish
evidence that the choice made by the com-
mittee did not indicate political feeling on
the part of any members of this House.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—I would like to ask
the hon. gentleman why some names were
left off at all.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—We were not aware
of that. As soon as somebody’s name was
mentioned, it was accepted on one side or
the other.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—That is the reason
why I think the report should be referred
back.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—While it is perfectly
clear that on all questions of poticy this
House is pretty well divided politically,
and the lines are well defined, yet I am free
to say that in the committees of the House
politics have not been carried, and in the
formation of committees political alliances
have not been prominently regarded. As
far as my recollection goes, the effort in the
formation of all those committees has been
that the different parts of the Dominion
should be represented fairly. If you had
that object in view, it would be quite im-
possible to regard the other objects. It is,
as my hon. friend explained, unfortunate
that one political party has a great pre-
dominance in the formation of the com-
mittees. It arises in a very natural way,
from a disposition not to displace gentle-
men who have fairly well discharged their
duties in times past, and who express a
desire to remain on the committee. The
committees which have attracted most at-
tention in the Senate are the Railways and
Canals and Banking and Commerce, and in
order to meet the pressure of members,
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those two committees have, from time to
time, been enlarged. In 1872 the two com-
mittees of Banking and Commerce and Rail-
ways and Canals embraced only twenty-
four members each. Since that time some
two or three members have been added,
but at the time I speak of, Prince Edward
Island had come in, came in about 1872,
and British Columbia was in. Those two
committees now number seventy. The in-
crease is due entirely to the pressure by
gentlemen who desire to be added to those
committees, and so they have grown to
what, in my judgment, is rather an undue
and large proportion. In the arrangement
on the Committee-on Railways, which prac-
tically is the committee on which some
hon. gentlemen desire to be named, I have,
in a hasty way, just run over the propor-
tions that are on that committee from the
different parts of the Dominion. Prince
Edward Island has four senators, and wouid
be entitled in a rough way to one-twentieth.
She has her proportion ; she has two gentle-
men on the committee. British Columbia
has three senators. She is not entitled to two.
Her proportion would be something over one,
but she has two, so that, perhaps, she is
over-represented. Manitoba having four, is
entitled to one-twentieth, and there is only
-one senator from Manitoba on that commit-
tee. The principle that guided us in former
years, although it has not been followed in
the last three or four years, was that
locality, rather than political colour, should
be regarded by the members of that com-
mittee. I may remind my hon. friend that
if I had, a few years ago, raised that ques-
tion, the Liberal party would not have been
represented on any committee. The North-

west Territories have two senators, and
would be entitled to one member. It has
one member on that committee. Nova

Scotia, having ten senators, would be en-
titled to an eighth, perhaps a fraction over.
That proportion would be five, perhaps a
fraction over. It is over-represented, be-
cause it has seven. New Brunswick, hav-
ing ten senators, would also be entitled
to five ; its representation is less than five,
so that it is under-represented on the basis
that I have referred to. Quebec having
twenty-four senators would be entitled to
something over one-third, over fourteen, per-
haps not fifteen. It has only eleven. §o

that it is under-represented. Ontario, with
twenty-four, would be entitled to a third,
say fourteen, and it has fourteen on the
committee. So that, on the principle which
has influenced the committee in the past,
the proportions coming from different pro-
vinces would seem to be eminently fair.
It is impossible to so graduate and regulate
the formation of a committee as to repre-
sent each particular locality. I quite recog-
nize the fairness of many of the observa-
tions of my hon. friend opposite, where
gentlemen have been left off altogether. The
principle that has guided the Committee of
Selection since the formation of the Senate
has been that the newer members were not
given as important places on the committee
as the older members, and it did seem to me
that precedence by priority is the only prin-
ciple which should guide, and it has been the
guiding one in the past under all govern®
ments, both Liberal and Conservative. The
hon. gentleman referred to one committee
in particular, the Committee on Contingen-
cies. I have found that some of my Liberal
friends have been quite as extravagant as
the Tories on the committee. I begged of
them several times to call a halt, and if we
do not call a halt we shall get into disgrace,
because the extravagance of the committee
has been commented on outside. The addi-
tions last year were in the neighbourhood
of $3,000, which was extremely uncalled for,
I do not hesitate to say so, because officials
who only work here for three months and
occupy inferior positions are paid higher
sums than officers in other departments of
the government who are occupied till five
or six in the evening, and sometimes have
to come back at night, and draw less com-
pensation than the officers in this Chamber.
I have heard the voice of the hon. gentle-
man from Amherst (Mr. Dickey) raised
against it several times. I think he left
the committee in disgust. I am sorry
he is not now in his place. I remem-
ber calling his attention to the condition of
things at confederation, and the professions
that were made then. The Senate was to
be managed as a fairly prudent, economical
body, and to his regret year by year the
expenses of the administration of the Senate
had enormously increased. I have heard
other gentlemen, not confined to one poli-
tical party or the other, make similar com-
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ments. There has been wire-pulling, and it
has influenced gentlemen on both sides.
Perhaps this is a little outside the question,
but it is an incident which naturally arises
when one is discussing the internal economy
and the formation of those committees, and
I thought, perhaps, it was better, having a
pretty large experience in those matters,
that I should give my frank and unbiassed
opinion. Questions of government policy
are not referred to these committees ; they
are referred to a Committee of the Whole
House, where every gentleman can be pres-
ent. The Banking Committee, the Railway
Committee and the Private Bills Committee
have only to do with private enterprises,
promoted by parties of both political sides,
and there is a good deal of lobbying on
these occasions, but I cannot see what poli-
tical question can arise on the Banking and
Commerce Committee. It does not seem to
me possible, because it is conducted entirely
by gentlemen who desire to see the finanecial
affairs of this country managed on a safe
and prudent basis. The Committee on Rail-
ways is an important committee, in which
there is, no doubt, a good deal of canvassing
and lobbying, but my opinion is that it
rarely divides politically. I cannot now re-
call to my mind an occasion where a poli-
tical member of either side sought to induce
those who were in sympathy with him to
see eye to eye with him. It has not been
on political grounds, but rather on the per-
sonal desire to secure a majority in favour
of the Bill or to defeat the measure. One
can hardly conceive a case where any poli-
tical question can arise in those two com-
mittees to which I have referred. On the
broad principle of which my hon. friend
speaks, there ought to be a fair representa-
tion, and I think hon. gentlemen of the
House would be disposed to recognize that
principle if attention were called to it, but
in my judgment the more important point
in the formation of those committees is that
the provinces should be fairly represented
on the committees in proportion to their
number. It cannot be supposed for a
moment that a gentleman, representing the
Liberal party, if he saw a measure was
affecting the province from which he came,
which he considered was injurious and de-
trimental to the public interests, would, for
political interests, favour a measure not
Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

otherwise entitled to consideration. I be-
lieve the members of this body rise superior
to any action of that kind, and so far as
private bill legislation is concerned, they
are guided by other influences than political
questions.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—I understand
this Chamber may adjourn to-day for a
couple of weeks, and I would ask hon. gen-
tlemen if there is any great haste in adopt-
ing the report of this committee when we
are just about adjourning, and if there is,
in the mind of some of our colleagues, a
belief that a grievance exists in the forma-
tion of this committee which has had but
about an hour or so to go through all these
committees and make rearrangements, could
we not properly consider the situation
and the claims of some of the younger mem-
bers of this House, who think they have
not been well treated ? I do not intend to
supplement the remarks of the hon. gentle-
man from Marquette in his claim that the
minority should have fairer representation
on some of those committees, but I think
that the minority should have a fair pro-
portion. I have not gone into the names
that are on the lists and do not know how
the list stands. I will only remark to the
hon. Secretary of State that the minority
is somewhat interested at times in those
committees from the experience I had last
year in the Railway Committee, when
the majority rejected the petition of
the Short Line Gaspé Railway, where
the Conservative party stood a unit
in favour of Mr. Armstrong’s desire
to balk the people in that neigh-
bourhood in their desire to have a new rail-
way company. These are the supplemen-
tary reasons which should actuate wus in
seeing that a fair representation is given
to the minority. I do not say anything as
to the present formation of the committees,
but as I see that there is in the minds of
some of my hon. friend’s a feeling that
there can be a better readjustment, why not
adjourn the consideration of the report and
allow this committee to reconsider its work
and see if it could not do better ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—I would just point
out to the hon. gentleman (Mr. Dandurand)
that in referring to the Baie Des Chaleurs
question, he is speaking under a misappre-
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hension. I think it was unanimously
thrown out by both parties.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—So hopeless was
the minority in its endeavours.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—If my hon. friend
is so anxious that those who share his opin-
fon in politics should be placed on that com-
mittee, I am sure if he brings it before us,
the government and the Senate want to act
fairly and squarely in the matter, and they
can add a member at any time. There can
be an amendment after the committee is
struck, and we can add a member or two
at any time. It is not like the laws of the
Medes and Persians. Otherwise the whole
of the business will be delayed. I under-
stand that the object is to strike the com-
mittees and have them get to work when
we come back. I am on quite a number
of committees, and I would not care very
much if I was struck off some of them. If
anybody wants to take my place I am will-
ing he should have it for the sake of peace.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I do
not propose to continue the discussion fur-
ther than to supplement what has been said
by the hon. gentleman.from Lauzon (Mr.
Bolduc). He knows, and so does the com-
mittee, that I objected to be on some of
_ the committees for which I had been named,
and I moved the striking off of my own
name, substituting in every case a Liberal
that I thought eminently fitted to serve
on these committees. And, I stated then—
although we should not refer to proceedings
in the committees—what the Secretary of
State has properly said, that while I have
been on that committee, since 1893, I have
never heard the question of politics mooted
until this time, and I suppose the western
atmosphere has had such wonderful effect
upon the political views of the hon. gentle-
man that he fancies the interests of the
western country will be ignored unless he
occupies some position of importance on
those committees. The Secretary of State
has laid down the principle which has guided
us on all occasions. Where one province
has had an undue proportion, it has re-
sulted from the fact that they thought that
the persons who were placed upon those
committees were better fitted for the posi-
tion than some others. That their avoca-
tion in life was such as fitted them for

such positions, and that is really the reason.
I regret, myself, that the question has ever
arisen. I know that on one of those com-
mittees, a prominent Liberal, our present
Speaker, was as active and energetic, and I
think exercised as much, if not more, in-
fluence in the formation of committees and
in the appointments recommended by the
Committee on Internal Economy as any
other member of the House, but I never
heard his appointment claimed on that
ground. He was an active and energetic
man, and on all occasions exercised his
right. I regret that this discussion has
come up. The names of those that are left
off all the committees, I confess, escaped my
attention, and probably the attention of
others. T asked the hon. gentleman for them
and he very courteously sent me the list.
I will not mention them, but they are be-
fore me. They are members who never
come here except perhaps when brought by
telegraph. Some of them have been here
perhaps one day during the session, while
Conservative members, who have been left
off the committee, and Liberals substituted
in their place, were men who were physi-
cally unable to come. In those cases we
did not stop to ask whether they were
Liberals or not. That has been the spirit
which has actuated the Committee of Selec-
tion in the striking of those committees.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I think' the suggestion
made would perhaps be a satisfactory one,
that the report might be adopted and
amended. If there are members who have
been left off, it is proper that they should
be on some of the committees. As far as
we can we wish to put members on the
committees that they desire to serve on,
and in respect to which business in which
they take an interest will come up. The
mode of proceeding was not, to my mind,
entirely satisfactory. I would have preferred
a different mode of striking committees.
It seemed to be the rule which had been
adopted heretofore to continue as members
of the committees those who had been upon
the same committees in previous parlia-
ments. I do not know that that is a desir-
able thing. I shall certainly feel myself
free, another session, to act upon the
assumption that we are not bound by the
past, or what has been done in the past,
and that when we meet for the purpose of
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i . . | o
striking the committees again, we shall | cast on the majority of the members of the

undertake to give to the two great parties
in the state—because there are two great
parties, and they are represented in this
House—fair representation. If a party
should, in the process of time, become a
small minority in the House, then it is
most desirable that that minority should be
fully represented on all the committees.
You want to give to the party, even though
it is in the minority, an opportunity of ade-
quately expressing its opinions on all pub-
lic questions in the committee as well as on
the floor of the House, and that you do by
seeing that the minority are fairly repre-
sented on every committee, but we cannot
ignore the fact that the party at this
moment in whose hands the executive gov-
ernment happens to be, is in the minority
in this House, and it should not be in the
public interest, apart from the question of
fairness, to give to it on the committees of
this House a smaller representation than
it might be entitled to, because it is most
desirable that the business of the country
should be fairly carried on. I think, there-
fore, the suggestion made by the hon. gen-
tleman from Monck (Mr. McCallum) is a
good suggestion, that the report should be
adopted, and there is a disposition on the
part of the House, I think, to meet the sug-
gestions made by the hon. senator from
Marquette, and to see that fair representa-
tion is given to both parties on the com-
mittee. I have no doubt there are some
men on committees that they do not care
to be on, and there are others who are de-
sirous of taking their place. That can be
voluntarily arranged after the committees
are struck, and we may from time to time
amend the committees in this House in that
way.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The tenor of the
discussion has been of such a character as
to indicate to members of this Chamber,
who were not present at the sitting of the
Striking Committee, that a spirit of parti-
sanship operated in the minds of the major-
ity of that committee in appointing a ma-
jority of Conservatives on the various com-
mittees.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—No, no.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—My hon. friend
ironically says ‘no, no.” Reflection has been
Hon. Mr. MILLS.

committee by the remarks of some hon.
gentlemen. I might say, and I think I can
with confidence, on the part of those who
are upon the same side of politics as my-
self, that if my hon. friend opposite had
come down to the committee with a propo-
sition such as he has just enunciated, and
with a list of names giving an entirely dif-
ferent representation than that shown in the
report, the committee would have been pre-
pared to give the fairest possible considera-
tion to such a proposition. But there was
no suggestion of a definite character made
by gentlemen representing the Liberal side
of politics that was not entertained by the
committee at its sitting. I know it is not
the etiquette of committees to disclose what
may have taken place on the inside. but
there has always been that disposition to
entertain any proposal to grant fair-play
and proper representation of any particular
group in this Chamber by the Striking Com-
mittee. I would point out that this little dis-
cussion, and the acrimony that has resulted
from it, has arisen from a misapprehension
on the part of the hon. gentleman from Mar-
quette. He seems to think that the same
feeling is displayed here as in the House of
Commons. When the Liberal party was at its
lowest, the party, so far as representation
on the committees was concerned, had more
than it could claim on the basis of its
numerical strength. If my hon. friend will
look at the names on the committees dur-
ing the ten years when the Liberal party
had its smallest numbers here, he will find
that the members of that party were repre-
sented in their entirety on the committees,
and there has not been a disposition to
adhere to political lines in striking the com-
mittees. There is a certain sentiment which
must animate a committee of that charac-
ter. We cannot, where members have been
in the House for many years, and have been
active members of certain committees,
strike their names off heartlessly without
giving some reason for doing so, and put in
their places members recently appointed.
That sentiment has run through the policy
which has animated the Striking Committee
in the past. It may not be in accordance
with party spirit, or party zeal, or the ideas
expressed by the hon. gentleman from Mar-
quette, but that has been largely the senti-
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ment that has governed the Striking Com-
mittee in making up their report. If it does
not meet the approval of this House, it is
easy to depart from it. I can say, on be-
half of the Conservative members of that
committee, that no partisan spirit animates
them.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—I brought this mat-
ter up— :

Hon MEMBERS—Spoke ! spoke !

Hon. Mr. WATSON—Then I move the
adjournment of the House.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
hon. gentleman cannot himself move the ad-
journment of the House for the purpose of
speaking.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—If the hon. leader ot
the opposition will not allow me to make an
explanation which will not occupy three
minutes—

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-I
choose to adhere to the rules of the House
as the hon. gentleman did yesterday. He
has no right to complain.

The motion was agreed to.

THE COMMITTEE ON STANDING
ORDERS.

‘Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the follow-
ing gentlemen compose the Committee on
Standing Orders : _

The Hon. Messrs. Carling, Sir J., K.C.M.G.,

Clemow, Gillmor, Macdonald (P.E.l.), Macdonald
(Vgctorla), McKay (Truro), Prowse, Yeo, Young.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—In bringing up this
matter I thought that I was perfectly with-
in my rights. I donot think any one in this
honourable body will doubt that. I can quite

~ understand that if all the members of this
House were free from party bias, as the
hon. leader of the opposition and myself
are, everything would be done fairly. With
regard to the criticisms on the remarks I
have made by the several gentlemen who
have spoken, I have never understood that
we should have a percentage of representa-
tives on committees by provinces, as set
forth by the hon. Secretary of State, be-
cause if a provilice is small and has but one
senator, it would practically have no repre-
sentation at all. I understand that senators
are appointed for the purpose of giving re-
4

presentation to every portion or the Domin-
ion. The hon. leader of the opposition says
that I have probably brought this matter up
because I wish for an important position on
some of those committees, he is entirely
mistaken. I wish to have a fair share in
the proceedings of this House while I am a
member of it, put, I have no desire to have
any greater share of it, nor do I claim to
possess any larger knowledge of the sub-
jects coming before those committees, than
other members. The hon. gentleman says
that the western air has imbued me with a
partisan spirit; I do come from a province
that, in my opinion and in the opinion of a
great many people in that province, has
suffered at the hands of the Senate of Can-
ada, and for that reason I feel warmly on
the subject. When a majority of the peo-
ple’s representatives in parliament approved
of certain legislation and sent it to this
Chamber, that legislation was defeated by a
body not responsible to the electorate of
Canada. For that reason, along with others,
I believe that the minority in this House,
who represent the views of the majority of
the electors in Canada, ought to have at
least fair representation. The hon. gentleman
from Calgary says that, in striking those
committees, no attention is paid to the poli-
tical views of any member. It has been
said by others that there is no politics in
those committees. I happen to know, from
my own personal knowledge, that two or
three Bills were thrown out in the Rail-
way Committee here as a result of a straight
canvass on party lines. In one case I heard
the canvass made on this ground—that if
the Bill were thrown out it would defeat
the member in the House of Commons who
had introduced it there. The Bill was de-
feated and that member was defeated; the
threat was right that time. No argument
can be used in this House to show that
party influence does not affect the decisions
of committees. The hon. gentleman said
that a few years ago, when the Liberals
were weakest here, it would be found that
they were on almost every committee of
this House. That is what I said at the out-
set; they must necessarily be there to have
representation at all. I was a member of
a government and a party in Manitoba
where the opposition had only some seven
members, and every one of those seven
members was on almost every committee in
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that legislature. It must necessarily be so.
I admit that principle; it is always carried
out, and that is what I am contending for
here. I claim that we ought to have fair
representation. We have not fair represen-
tation now. I asked the indulgence of the
House to make these few remarks on the
last motion, for the purpose of showing that
the suggestion made by the hon. gentleman
from Monck could not very well be carried
out, because those committees are governed
by rules. Those committees have fixed
numbers, under the rules of the House.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—The hon. gentleman
does not understand the point yet.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—I understand that a
committee cannot be increased in the way
suggested by the hon. gentleman from
Monck.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—I said by the con-
sent of the House and the government. I
have-seen it done in the House of Commons
and I have seen it done here. I know
whereof I speak.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—To my mind, it is
much better done before the committee is
struck at all. There can then be a read-
justment of the whole committee, and that
is my reason for bringing the matter up and
making my remarks before adopting the
report. However, the majority of this
House, have apparently, come to the con-
clusion that the committees are as they wish
them, and, so far as my remarks are con-
cerned, they will have no effect. I find
that the members who are entitled to greater
representation on the committees, who have
bad experience in legislation, are left on
only one committee. So far as I am person-
ally concerned, I shall have to submit to
the majority of this House, trusting that a
time may come when we will have fair
- representation.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I wish
to correct one remark of the hon. gentle-
man, and I may add he was equally inac-
curate in all his statements. He made a
statement that a threat had been uttered
here, in the case of a certain Bill intro-
duced and passed in the other House and
sent to the Senate, that if it could be re-
jected here the gentleman who had intro-
duced it in the House of Commons would

Hon. Mr. WATSON.

be rejected by his constituency, and

that he was rejected.
“Jon. Mr. WATSON—He was.

Hon. Sir MACKLNZIE BOWELL—That
gentleman was not rejected by his consti-
tuency. The hon. gentleman should study
current history and know that he is talking
about. The gentleman to whom he refers
left the constituency which he had repre-
sented for a number of years, and tackled
another constituency which had given Con-
servative majorities of seven to eight hun-
dred. He happened to be defeated there,
and it served him right. If e had kept
in his own constituency, I have no doubt
he would have been elected.

The motion was agreed to.

AND COMMERCE COM-
MITTEE.

BANKING

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the follow-
ing members form the Committee on Bank-
ing and Commerce :

The Hon. Messrs. Aikins, Allan, Bowell, Sir
Mackenzie, K.C.M.G., Carmichael, Casgrain
(Windsor), Clemow, Cox, Dandurand, Drummond,
Ferguson, Forget, Hingston, Sir William, Kt.,
Kerr, Lougheed, Mackay (Alma), McDonald (Cape
Breton), McCallum, McMillan, McSweeney, Miller,
O’Brien, Perley, Primrose, Scott, Shehyn, Ville-
neuve, Wark, Wood (Westmoreland), Wood
(Hamilton)., Yeo.—30.

The motion was agreed to on a division.

THE COMMITTEE OF RAILWAYS, TE-
LEGRAPHS AND HARBOURS.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the follow-
ing members constitute the Committee on
Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours :

The Hon. Messrs. Allan, Baird, Baker, Bolduc,
Bowell, Sir Mackenzie, K.C.M.G., Clemow,
Cochrane, Cox, Dickey, Drummond, Ferguson,
Forget, Jones, Kerr, King, Kirchhoffer, Landry,
Lougheed, Lovitt, Macdonald (Victoria), Mackay
(Alma), MacKeen, McCallum, McDonald (Cave
Breton), McKay (Truro), McLaren, McMillan,
Miller, Mills, Owens, Pelletier, Sir Alphonse,
K.C.M.G., Poirier, Prowse, Scott, Snowball, Sulli-
van, Templeman, Vidal, Villeneuve, Wood (Ham-
ilton).—40.

The motion was agreed to on a division.

PRIVATE BILLS COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the following
members form the Committee on Miscel-
laneous Private Bills :

The Hon. Messrs. Armand, Baird, Boucherville
de, C.M.G, Carmichael, Casgrain (de Lanau-
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diare), Dandurand, Dever, Dobson, Fiset, Gill-
mor, Gowan, C.M.G., Hingston, Sir William, Kt.,
Landry, McHugh, McSweeney, Merner, Mills,
Montplaisir, O’Brien, O’Donohoe, Reid, Shehyn,
Snowball, Sullivan, Young.—25.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I wish to call the
attention of the hon. gentleman from
Marquette to the fact that the minority in
this House have a majority on that com-
mittee.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—I observed in my
opening remarks that the Liberals were put
on the least important committees.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It is
one of the most important committees of
the House.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—I rise to protest
against the majority being unfairly treated
in the appointments to this committee.

The motion agreed to.

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the Com-
mittee on Internal Economy and Contingent
Accounts consist of the following members :

The Hon. Messrs. Bernier, Bolduc, Bowell, Sir
Mackenzie, K.C.M.G., Casgrain (Windsor), Fiset,
King, Kirchhoffer, Landry, Lougheed, Lovitt,
Macdonald (Victoria), McCallum, McDonald (Cape
Breton), McLaren, Miller, Montplaisir, Owens,
Pelletier, Sir Alphonse, K.C.M.G., Perley, Prowse,
Scott, Vidal, Villeneuve, Watson, Wood (West-
moreland).—25.

The motion was agreed to on a division.

THE DEBATES COMMITTER.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the Com-
mittee on Debates and Reporting consist of :

The Hon. Messrs. Bernier, Ellis, Ferguson,
Kerr, Landry, Macdonald (P.E.I.), McCallum,
Templeman, Vidal.—9.

The motion was agreed to.

RESTAURANT COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the Com-
mittee on the Restaurant consist of :

The Hon. the Speaker, and the Hon. Messrs.
Bolduc, Lougheed, McKay (Truro), McMillan,
Miller, Pelletier, Sir Alphonse, K.C.M.G.—T7.

The motion was agreed to.

THE DIVORCE COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the Com-
mittee on Divorce consist of :

The Hon. Messrs. Baker, Gowan, C.M.G.,
Kerr, Kirchhoffer, Lougheed, Mills, Primrose,
Templeman, Wood (Westmoreland).—9.

The motion was agreed to on a division.

43

THE LIBRARY COMMITTEER.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—We now come back to
the Library Committee.

The SPEAKER—The hon. gentleman from
Montarville asked a question: in reply, I
may say, that up to 1894, the wording of the
report appointing the Joint Committee on
the Library gave the names of sixteen mem-
bers ‘to assist the Hon. the Speaker in the
management of the Library.’ Since 1895, the
report has included the Speaker as one of
the committee.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE—It seems
to me that as the Speaker, either of the
Senate or of the House of Commons, is ex-
officio chairman of this committee, it shows
that it is not necessary for him to be named.
The old way of putting it was to my mind
better.

The motion was agreed to.

THE LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT.
REPORT ADOPTED.

Hon. Sir ALPHONSE PELLETIER moved
the adoption of the report of the Joint
Librarians of Parliament for 1900. He said:
I hope hon. gentlemen have had time to
examine this report. Many suggestions are
made which are important, but the most
important is the one calling attention to the
want of a suitable building. This concerns
the Public Works Department, and there is
no reason why the report should not be
adopted now.

The motion was agreed to.

AN ADJOURNMENT.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Would
it not be well, before adjourning, if the hon.
Minister of Justice would indicate what
adjournment he proposes, and that he should
give a notice of it, because some hon. mem-
ber might take advantage of the rule and
say that no notice had been given.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I thought of suggesting
an adjournment for a fortnight from next
Tuesday to meet at eight o’clock in the even-
ing. I do not think the House of Commons
will have made such progress by that time
that we cannot overtake the work.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Is it
proposed by the government to introduce
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any important government measures in this
Chamber? If so, I would suggest the pro-
priety of having them printed so that we
can give them the consideration which their

importance demands. During the last recess|.

even the Toronto Globe found fault with the
Senate for allowing a certain Crow’s Nest
Railway Bill to pass the House without any
consideration, which, of course, as usual,
was not correct. But it was quite trne the
Bill was introduced about three-quarters of
an hour before the adjournment. My hon.
friend from Marshfield made a strong speech
against it. I throw out as a suggestion that
there should be some little regard paid to
this House in preparing legislation, and that
the government should, as far as possible,
place these Bills before us in order that we

may give them fair consideration instead of |
galloping through them as we have been

doing.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—We think of suggesting
“certain amendments which experience shows
are required in the Election Law. They are
very few, and perhaps there will be some
alteration in the compensation to the judges
of the Superior Courts in the different pro-
vinces.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—They
would not be introduced here.

" Hou. Mr. MILLS—They might be. We
could print the salaries in brackets.

Hon. Mr. ELLIS—Would it make any dif-
ference if the adjournment were made to
Wednesday, the sixth. This is an exceedingly
stormy winter. In coming to Ottawa I was
seventeen hours in a snowdrift. Hon. gen-
tlemen in the maritimes provinces cannot
reach here in time by leaving home on Mon-
dayv.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.L)—I left
home on Monday night and did not reach
Ottawa until the following Friday, though
I was travelling continuously, either across
the strait, or by the Intercolonial Railway,
to Ottawa. We were not detained by a
snowstorm, but had a very inefficient engine
to draw the train and were delayed a long
time on the road. Wednesday would suit us
better.

Hon. Mr. FISET—A great many Quebec
members could not get here till Wednesday.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Then 1 will move that
when the House adjourns this afternoon it
do stand adjourned until Wednesday, the
6th March, at three p.m.

THE LIBRARY COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE—When we
adopted the report of the Committee of
Selection, I had not before me at the time
the Votes and Proceedings of the House of
Commons, with reference to which I desire
to make some remarks, if the House will
permit me. I do not suppose anybody would
like if this House should clash with the
House of Commons in the manner of ap-
pointing our representatives on those Joint
Committees—the Joint Committee, for ex-
ample, on the Library of Parliament. I read

 from the Votes and Proceedings of the
House of Commons, as follows :—

On motion of Sir Wilfrid Laurier, a select
committee, composed of Messrs. so-and-so, was
appointed to assist Mr. Speaker. =

It is true we did not pass the same
motion here, because nobody thought of it,
but would it not be better to have the same
motion made here? In the Commons they
acknowledge that the Speaker is ex-officio a
member of that committee.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—It is proper to say
‘ to assist the Speaker.’

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE—But we
passed a resolution appointing Mr. Speaker
a member of the committee. Until the year
1894, we appointed the committee to assist
Mr. Speaker, but after 1894 it was put in
the other form. Could the House not rescind
this motion if hon. gentlemen think it worth
while ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Oh, no.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Why
could it not be changed in the report 2

Hon. Mr. MILLS—For the last seven years
we have been following the present mode,
although I think the former phraseology was
quite proper.

Hon. Mr. DeBOUCHERVILLE—I will
move that the motion be put, in this way,
“to assist Mr. Speaker.” This might be
carried, I suppose, by unanimous consent.

The SPEAKER—If I may be allowed to
say a word, I think that, since the rules of
| this House were revised in 1885, a new
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practice has prevailed, and I doubt whether
it would be wise to rescind this resolution
without giving time to look into the ques-
tion.

The subject was dropped.
Hon. Mr. MILLS—I move that when this
House adjourns this afternoon it do stand

adjourned until Wednesday, the 6th March,
at three o’clock in the afternoon.

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned.

SECOND SITTING.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Routine proceedings.
The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, March 6, 1901.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
©o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

NEW SENATOR.

Hon. Geo. LANDERKIN, of Hanover, Ont.,
was introduced and took his seat.

CANADA EVIDENCE ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

FIRST READING.

Hon. Mr. MILLS introduced Bill (A) ‘An
Act further to amend the Canada Evidence
Act, 1893 He said: The Bill is a very
brief one. The object is to grant the same
immunities to a witness who is called upon
to give testimony which may incriminate
him in any provincial proceeding, that he
has under the statute of the Dominion for
proceedings taken under that authority.

The Bill was read the first time.

PROPERTY QUALIFICATIONS OF
SENATORS.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that the time for
filing declarations of property qualifications
by senators be extended.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Is
there any provision in the rule for extension
for any particular time ? I must confess
that I have not looked at it. The motion
before the Senate is for an indefinite time.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I think there has never
been any time specified. It is a courtesy
extended to the members. A senator may
not be here at the opening of the session
and whenever he comes there is an oppor-
tunity for him to take the declaration. I do
not think there has been any specific time
ever mentioned within which it must be
made.

The motion was agreed to.

THE QUEBEC LOCAL ELECTION
OF 1900.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY rose to inquire of the
government :

1. Whether, previous to the issuing of the
writs for the legislative elections held in the
province of Quebec in 1890, any correspondence
or negotiations relating to said elections took
place between the Federal government and His
Honour the Lieutenant Governor of the said
province of Quebec, or between any member of
the Federal cabinet and the said Lieutenant
Governor directly or through any of his advisers
relating to the holding of such elections ?

2. If so, what was the nature of such corre-
spondence or negotiations?

3. Who were the parties through whom such
correspondence or negotiations were carried on?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Is that date, 1890, cor-
rect ?

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—No, it should be 1900.
It is a clerical error.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I thought it was an
error. I made the inquiry and ascertained
that there was no correspondence whatever.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—Nor negotiations ?
Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Nor negotiations.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—When in 1892
the constitution was violated by the Lieuten-
ant Governor of Quebec, who refused to call
a session during the twelve months following
the preceding session, I should like to know
if there was any correspondence between the
Federal government and the then Lieutenant
Governor of Quebec.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—I beg to call the hon.
gentleman’s attention to misrepresentations
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of fact. He says the constitution was vlo-1
lated ; that is not so.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Absolutely so.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—The hon. gentleman
knows well that it was not violated.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—He knows that it was.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—And when the hon.
Minister of Justice one day came here and
said that the government had acted upon
no authority to postpone for a year the meet-
ing of the legislature of the province of Que-
bec, I took the pains to search all the docu-
ments, and I brought forward the opinion of
Bourinot who had been consulted previously
by the Lieutenant-Governor on that question.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—There will be no
opinion that will prevail against the written
constitution of Canada.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—The constitution of
Canada gives to the Crown the right to dis-
miss the legislature at any time, and it is
this prerogative, which is not limited by
time, that the Lieutenant-Governor exercised
on the advice of his ministers. I know all
the circumstances of the case, and I am not
myself, nor is he so ignorant as the hon.
gentleman suggests.

THE LATE SENATOR ALMON.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—As there is no further
business on our Minutes, I beg to remind
hon. gentlemen that since the occasion of
our last meeting, we have lost one of our
most respected colleagues, the venerable
senator from Halifax, the late Dr. Almon.
This House possessed no more upright and
honourable member than the lamented sena-
tor, whose distinguished and creditable
career has been brought to a close. Senator
Almon was a gentleman of the old school, a
staunch but not a bitter party man—a man
of strong convictions who always had the
courage of those convictions, and whose con-
duct was invariably regulated by a sense of
duty, and a desire to do what he considered
right. He was a warm and sincere friend,
and was beloved and esteemed by all who
had the pleasure of knowing him intimately,
to which number I happened to belong. I
believe nothing could induce him to be guilty
of a mean or dishonourable action or any-
thing he thought inconsistent with the strict-
est code of honour and fair-play.

Hon. }!- T.ANDRY.

Senator Almon belonged to one of the
oldest families of Halifax, and was of dis-
tinguished lineage. His grandfather, on the
paternal side, served as a surgeon in -the
British army in the war of the American
revolution, and came to Halifax after the
old colonies had achieved their inde-

‘| pendence, where he practised his profession

until his death. His father, the Hon. W.
Almon, also a medical man, was a member
of the old legislative council of Nova Scotia
before the introduction of responsible gov-
ernment. On the maternal side he was con-
nected with several New England families
not unknown to history, in the days of the
old colonies. The deceased senator was
born at Halifax over eighty-five years ago,
and during his long life occupied nearly
every position of honour, socially, politically
and professionally, that his native city could
bestow upon him. His name in the city of
Halifax was a synonym for personal in-
tegrity, professional eminence, true patriot-
ism and public spirit, as well as genuine
kindness of heart. In his professional career
he was known as the friend of the poor, who
could always command his services without
the prospect of fee or reward, as readily
as the richest in the land.

The lamented senator was a man of much
ability, and possessed a mind well stored
by reading and study with the most inter-
esting information. He was much given to
antiquarian research, had a large fund of
anecdote, and was a most entertaining com-
panion. In his own province he has left no
one behind him with an equal knowledge
of its early personal and political history.
He was the founder of the Historical Soclety
of Nova Scotia. His death has removed one
of the oldest public landmarks of the city
of Halifax, and in fact his name was a
household word throughout the province of
Nova Scotia.

Previously to being called to this Chamber,
Senator Almon was elected by the constitu-
ency of Halifax to the House of Commons,
where he sat for a short time. During the
twenty-one years he was a member of the
Senate, he was assiduous in the discharge
of his duties, both in the House and on
committees. He was rarely absent from his
seat, and took a lively interest in the pro-
ceedings of the Senate, and frequently par-
ticipated in its debates. His remarks were
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always purgent and to the point, and his
indignation was easily aroused by injustice
or oppression. By temperament he would
sooner espouse the cause of the weak than
that of the strong, and this it was, I believe,
that made him an enthusiastic supporter of
the Southern States during the great rebel-
lion

Such a man, such a character, such an
honourable record as the late Dr. Almon’s,
even his opponents must respect, and his
friends, I am sure, will long cherish his
memory with affection and esteem, while
deeply sorrowing for his loss. (Applause.)

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I am sure that this
House will concur in everything that has
been said by the hon. senator from Rich-
mond. I remember, from my first entering
into parliament, Dr. Almon. He sat in the
House of Commons before he became a mem-
ber of the Senate. I have frequently met
him in the library and often had long con-
versations with him. He was intimately
acquainted with the early history of his own
province, and took a special interest in every-
thing relating to the various families who
settled there at an early period in its his-
tory. I am sure that every hon. member of
this House, as well as every gentleman who
has come in contact with Dr. Almon, has
- formed a high opinion of his information,
of his general ability, and of his integrity.
I do not suppose that aay hon. gentleman
sits in this House, or has sat in the House,
who had a stronger feeling against what he
thought wrong or unjust than Dr. Almon.
He had strong feelings in favour of his own
political views and opinions. He was a
man of very strong convictions, and
although I and those who belong to the
Reform party could not agree with many
of the opinions which he expressed, politi-
cally, I am sure I had never any doubt as
to the honesty of his convictions, or the
sincerity with which he held those opinions
which he advocated, and I am sure that
whatever views we may entertain with
regard to those political opinions or views,
no one can doubt this, that one with the
feelings and sentiments of Dr. Almon can-
not be other than a highly honourable man
who may be safely trusted with any im-
portant public duties that the country or
the Crown may see proper to commit to
him. (Applause.)

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I am
so fully in accord with every sentiment
which has fallen from the hon. gentleman
from Richmond and also from the Minister
of Justice, that it would be unneces- .
sary for me to say one word in addition.
Whatever the peculiarities of the hon. gen-
tleman were—no matter how strong his con-
victions were upon any and all questions—no
matter what his likes and dislikes were,
there can be no question in the mind of any
one who knew the hon. gentleman, that he
was honest in his convictions, fearless in
the expression of them, and one of the kind-
est hearted men in the Senate. I deseply
deplore, with the House, the loss which the
Senate and the country have sustained
through the death of Dr. Almon. Death
has been making sad inroads on the mem-
bership of this House, but such is the course
of nature to which we must all submit. I
do not desire to enter into a biographical
sketch of the hon. gentleman’s life. That has
been well done by the hon. gentleman from
Richmond. I can only re-echo all that has
been said in favour of our late lamented
colleague. (Applause.)

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, March 7, 1901.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PACIFIC CABLE CORRESPONDENCE.
NOTICE OF MOTION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL
notice :

That an humble Address be presented to
His Excellency the Governor General ; praying
that His Excellency will cause to be laid cn
the Table of the Senate, copies of all tenders
received for the laying of an electric cable be-
tween Canada and Australia; a copy of the
contract entered into for the construction and
laying of said cable ; together with a copy of
all correspondence and documents relating to
the nationalization' of the telegraphics of the
empire, to include papers not already laid be-
fore the House.

He said : My object in putting this no-
tice upon the paper is that in a few days
we shall have a Bill from the other House

gave
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dealing with the subject, and I think that
the House would like to have whatever
documents relating to this subject that may
be in the possession of the government laid
upon the Table previous to the discussion.
Perhaps it would be well to add to the mo-
tion all papers not already laid before the
House.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I may say that we have
not copies of the tenders, but only a refer-
ence to them, giving the figures and the
firms, nor have we a copy of the contract.
I think it has not been sent out.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I was
tnder the impression, in reading the vre-
ports of the other House, that the contract,
or the conditions contained in the contract.
were laid upon the Table. That is my re-
collection.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The hon. gentleman
may be right. My hon. colleague informs
me that he thinks the Postmaster General
has received it. I have not seen it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I think he has received
it and sent it to me for an opinion.

INDEPENDENCE OF SENATE—THE
COOK 'CASE. '

MOTION

The Order of the Day being called,

By the Honourable Sir
K.C.M.G.:—

That he will call the attention of the Senate
to certain telegrams, letters and an affidavit
which appeared in a number of newspapers
published in Canada during the month of Octo-
ber, 1900, as follows :—

From the Montreal Gazette of October 13, 1900.

Owen Sound, Ont., October 12.—At the opening
meeting of the Liberal campaign in North Grey,
Dr. E. H. Horsey, the Liberal candidate, spoke
at Annan, when he was opposed by Mr. H. G.
Tucker.

During Mr. Tucker’s address reference was
made to the manifesto of Mr. H. H. Cook, and
in reply Dr. Horsey claimed that Mr. Cok had
left his party because he had been refused a
senatorship. . )

Mr. Tucker afterwards telephoned Mr. Cook
and learned from him that the reason he had
left his party was that Sir Wilfrid Laurier and
other members of the cabinet, through an agent
who was sent specially to Toronto to interview
Mr. Cook, offered Mr. Cook a senatorship, and
stated that, owing to his long and useful career
in the Liberal party, he would receive it upon
payment of $10,000.

Mr. Cook refused the position under the cir-
cumstances, and stated that he would do all in
his power to oust those who were guilty of such
barefaced acts of corruption.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

POSTPONED.

Mackenzie Bowell,

Dr. Horsey also.stated that he had been ap-
proached by Mr. Cook and requested to use his
influence in getting Mr. Cook a senatorship.

Mr. Cook telegraphed Mr. Tucker, in reply to a
telephone message, the following words :—

‘ Re your question I never asked Dr. Horsey
to assist me in getting a senatorship. I have
no coufidence in the man and knew he had no
influence. I was an applicant for a senatorship,
but when it was offered to me the price was

too high.
H. H. COOK.’

Last night at North Keppel Dr. Horsey denied
tbat Mr. Cook had never named any members
of the cabinet, and as a result of a conversation
over the phone to-day, Mr. Cook ‘telegraphed Mr.
Tucker in the following words :—

‘Price demanded from me for a senatorship

was $10,000.
H. H. COOK.’

From the Montreal Herald of October 15, 1900.

The Gazette this morning publishes the fol-
lowicg letter from Sir Wilfrid Laurier :(—

To the Editor of the Gazette :

Sir,—In the Gazette of this morning there
appears a telegraphic report of a meeting held
at Owen Sound, Ontario, in which the following
statement occurs :

‘During Mr. Tucker’'s address reference was
made to the manifesto of Mr. H. H. Cook, and
in reply Dr. Horsey claimed that Mr. Cook had
left his party because he had been refused a
senatoership.

‘ Mr. Tucker afterwards telephoned Mr. Cook,
and learned from him that the reason he had
left his party was that Sir Wilfrid Laurier and
other members of the cabinet, through an agent
who was sent specially to Toronto to interview
Mr. Cook, offered Mr. Cook a senatorship. and
stated that, owing to his long and useful career
in the Liberal party, he would receive it upon
payment of $10,000.’

Commenting upon the above,
crially

‘Mr. Cook was an old, prominent and hard-
working Liberal, and was to get his seat at a
bargain, for $10,000. What did the unknowns
pay ? Who was to get Mr. Cook’s $10,000, and
what was to be done with it ? These are ques-
ticns that Sir Wilfrid Laurier must answer per-
scnally. He is the head of the government that
ramed the senators. He personally advised the
Governor General when senators were appointed.
He cannot go to the country on polling day with
this charge unanswered, and with the senatorial
toll taker unexposed and unpunished.’

I am not prepared to admit that a man in
public life should be answerable for charges of
this character, unless they are supported by
some kind of evidence which would give them
colour at first sight. I, however, waive the right
of ignoring such an accusation, and I here and
row make the statement for myself and my col-
leagues, that there is not a shadow cf founda-
tion in the charge of Mr. Cook ; that I never,
directly or indirectly, thrcugh an agent or other-
wise, made any demand upon him for any sum
of money, big or small, or for anything else.

1 give the whole charge the most unqualified
and emphatic denial, and I challengs the proof
of the same.

you say edit-

WILFRID LAURIER.
Montreal, October 13.
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From the Toronto World, October 16, 1900.

In an interview with a representative of the
World yesterday, Mr. H. H. Cook said:

‘I have read the statement made by Sir Wil-
frid Laurier, by way of denial that he or any
agent of his demanded from me any sum of
money, &c. Sir Wilfrid Laurier is to speak in
Toronto to-morrow night, and I shall wait to
see what he may have to say then upon this
subject. In the meantime, I say that the state-
ment already made by me to Mr. Tucker is
absolutely true, and I shall very shortly make
a full statement of the whole transaction, or
what would have been a transaction, had I
consented to be bled. Possibly Sir Wilfrid may
be willing to escape responsibility by denying
the agency of the parties. There were two of
them who approached me, but no such pretense
will avail them. The connection of these gen-
tlemen with the members of the government is
known to every one, and he will simply not be
2ble to deceive any one by pretending that they
did not come to me directly from the government,
cr that the proposition they made was not made
by authority.’

From the Mail-Empira of October 31, 1900.

Affidavit of H. H. Cook in reply to Sir Wilfrid's
denial.—Has documents and witnesses.—Is
willing to place evidence before a royal com-
mission.

Having made a statement to the effect that I
had been asked by a person acting on behalf
of the present Dominion cabinet, or certain of
them. to pay a sum of ten thousand dollars in
consideration of my being appointed a member
of the Senate of Canada, and this having been
called in question, I deem it my duty to make a
plain statement to the public of the transaction,
or attempted transaction. I am the more con-
vinced that it is my duty to do this because the

"Prime Minister, Right Honourable Sir Wilfrid

Laurier, has, I am informed, made a statement
which he evidently desires the public to accept
as a denial, or authoritative contradiction, of
the aforesaid statement made by me. .

I, therefore, say that the facts in connection
with this matter are as follows :—

I was a candidate for election as the repre-
sentative in the Dominion House of Commons of
the. east riding of the county of Simcoe in the
year 1896, and in that contest was supported
by Sir Wilfrid Laurier and other membsars of
the cabinet as the candidate of the Liberal
party. Failing of election for the east riding
of Simcoe, I made application to be appointed
to a position in the Senate of Canada, then
vacant. In connection with this application 1
had interviews with members of the cabinet
and others, and wrote and received letters from
them, the originals or copies of which I have
kept.

After these negotiations had proceeded for a
considerable length of time I received a telegram
from Ottawa, frcm one of the leading Reform
members known to possess the confidence of
the Laurier government, requesting me to meet
him at the Union statizn in Toronio. I did
meet him as requested. and he then showed me
a letter which had been written to him by one
of the members of the cabinet (for the purpose,
as he said. of being shown to me), in which he
was authorized to inform me that I could have
the position I had applied for, provided I would
“do something.” I thereupon asked him what

this expression was intended to mean, and what
was the ‘something’ I was asked or expected
to ‘do.’

He then informed me that I would be required
or expected to pay a sum of ten thousand dollars.

I told him very emphatically that I would not
pay that or any other sum. He thereupon said
that he would not accept my answer as final,
but would see me again after I should have had
time to give the matter further consideration.

Later I again met him in Toronto, when he
again told me that he was authorized to say
positively that if I would pay the sum he had
formerly named, that is, ten thousand dollars,
I would be appointed a senator. I again refused
to pay any sum of money.

I further say that I have in my possession a
large number of letters written by members of
the government and persons acting on behalf
of one or more of such members, and copies of
some letters, the originals of which I was re-
quested to return after perusal, and did return ;
also copies of - letters written by me in reply
to letters so received, and that these letters
and copies of letters bear corroborative evidence
in support of the statement above made by me.

And I further say and promise that should an
investigation be made by a competent and im-
partial non-partisan commission into the whole
matter of the sale or attempted sale of
senatorships, as it has been recently intimated
by the Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell may be made,
I will appear before such commission and give
evidence, and produce the correspondence and
copies of correspondence which I have in my
possession, and will a!so furnish the names of
witnesses who can corroborate my statements.

Dominion of Canada,
Province of Ontario,
County of York .

I. Herman Henry Cook, of the city of
Toronto, in the county of York, lumber mer-
chant,

Do solemnly declare that all the foregoing
statements are true in substance and in fact.

And I make this solemn declaration conscien-
tiously believing. it to be true and knowing that
it is of the same force and effect as if made
under oath and by virtue of ‘ The Canada Evid-
ence Act, 1893."

H. H. COOK.
Declared before me at the city
of Toronto, in the county of
York, this 30th day of Octo-
ber, A.D. 1900.
H. Gordon,
Notary Public, Ontario.

Seal.

From the Toronto Globe of October 31, 1900.

Sir Wilfrid Laurier's reply to the :tatement of
Mr. Cook.

Montreal, Oct. 31.—‘In answer to Mr. H. H.
Cook’s last statement, I reiterate my denial,
already published, I never authorized anybody,
either directly or indirectly to interview Mr.
Cook on behalf of the government. Nobody had
my authority, either written or verbal from me
to approach him, and I characterize the whole
accusation as a foul slander.

WILFRID LAURIER.’
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And move the followirg resolution, seconded
by Hon. Mr. Landry, That in view of the gravity
of the statements and allegations contained in
the foregoing quoted telegrams, letters and
affidavit, reflecting as they do upon the privi-
leges and dignity- of the Senate, a Special Com-
mittee be appointed to inquire into the truth
of the statements and allegations made in sald
telegrams, letters and affidavit, with power to
send for persons and papers, to administer oaths,
employ shorthand reporters, and, if ceemed
advisable, engage counsel ; and to report from
time to time, sald committee to consist of the
Hon. Messrs. Baker, Pelletier, Ferguson, Ellis,
Landry, Cox, Kirchhoffer, King, Lougheed,
Young, Wood of Westmoreland, and the mover.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I have
been requested by the hon. Minister of Jus-
tice to delay this motion till Tuesday next
for some reasons which the hon. gentleman

" has. I should like to have a day set for it

because I want to get it off my hands.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I have been very busy
sicce I returned to the city, and bhave not
had an opportunity of looking into the law
on the subject. I have a pretty strong view
a3 to what that law is. 1 should like, how-
ever, to look into it before my hon. friend
makes his motion, and if he fixes it for
Tuesday. with certainty of going on at that
time. that will be quite satisfactory to me.

_ Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—At the
request of the hon. Minister of Justice 1
will allow this notice to stand. 1 would
suggest to him that if he wants to take a
little trouble and ascertain what the law
of parliament is upon this subject, he should
refer to the action of the House of Commons
one or two sessions ago in reference to the
emergency food case, and also with refer-
ence to the alleged frauds in East Elgin
and West Huron, and perhaps a little more
information might be obtained if we re-
ferred to the charge which the late Speaker
of the House of Commons made against
myself. charging me with some dereliction
of duty, in which the law of parliament is
pretty well laid down.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I have a pretty clear
recollection of all those facts and circum-
stances, and I daresay my hon. friend op-
posite will refer to them at the proper and
ccnvenient time, and if he does I shall be
prepared, I think, to give a satisfactory an-
swer, and I do not think that the character-

jaztion which the hon. gentleman has just

now given in some of these matters will be
warranted by the faets.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—We will see.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I re-
ferred to what was charged as frauds. and
as far as the characterization was concern-
ed, 1 have no hesitation in saying that they
were frauds. .

The motion was allowed to stand.
The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Friday, March 8, 1901.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

HARBOUR ACCOMMODATION AT
PICTOU.

NOTICE OF INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE gave the following
notice :

That he will inquire whether it is the inten-
tion of the Government to provide, at an early
date, for much needed terminal facilities in the
shape of an enlarged station house, additional

yard, and freight shed room, as well as increased

berth accommodation at the railway wharts, for
vessels lcading and unloading carg> at the port
of Pictou, Nova Scotia ?

He said : This, at first blush, seems to be
a pretty extensive proposition, but on closer
examination it will not be found so formid-
able after all. Pictou is a sea port town.
Some members of this hon. House are per-
haps not aware of that fact, but it is a
sea port town of very considerable import-
ance. It is very favourably situated, so
far as trade is concerned, as a distributing
centre, receiving large amounts of water-
borne freight by steamers and vessels and
also receiving a large amount of freight
by rail to be carried by sea to different
parts of the world. There is a very large
trade carried on between Prince Edward
Island and Pictou, especially in the spring
and fall of the year. Navigation last year
closed earlier than for years previously. The
result was that all the traffic to and from
Prince Edward Island was carried by way
of Pictou, and, owing to the lack of terminal
facilities, yard-room, shed-room, etc., it was
very hard to move the freight, the delay
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amounting in most cases to from two to|under the same old arrangements, with-
three weeks. Gentlemen engaged in active | out additional facilities to speak of. The
business will know how detrimental it was station-house is a perfect disgrace to any
to trade to have such a delay. There are | town, even to a village in a country place,
several hon. gentlemen here to-day who can [ hot to speak of a town so important as
confirm what I say as to the absolute neces- Pictou, the terminus of the Intercolonial
sity for improvement in the direction T have Railway at that point, as I have already
indicated. At the time of the congestion of | mentioned. The yard-room needs to be very
trade from Prince Edward Island last fall, | much enlarged and improved, also the
the block of freight was so great that on | Wharfs and freight sheds. The station-
all sides of the station and in sidings any- | house is entirely inadequate in every
where within reach there was a large accu- | particular for the present requiremeuts.
mulation, the very railroad which connects ! At the wharf the berth accommoda-
the Copper Crown Iron Company with the tion is altogether on too small a scale,
railroad proper was filled up with loaded | causing much detention and loss to
freight cars down to the works. The sheds | vessels trading to the port, and it is
were overburdened—filled to the full, not-| Within my personal knowledge that captains
withstanding the capacity which they had. of vessels, who have been subjected to these
So great was the congestion of trade that aisabilities, have warned other captains not
the superintendent of the eastern division| D 8Dy account to accept charters to load
had to come personally from New Glasgow flt Pictou. That conditim-l should not exist
and superintend the work himself, to see if | Il this modern day, and if we want to en-
it could not be disentangled. They worked | coUrage trade we should give every facil-
every day of the week, including Sunday, |ty to those engaged in it. I trust, szter
morning, noon and night, and still it was the remarks I have made, that the Mimst?r
some time before the congestion was re- of Justice and the Secretary of State will
leived. I may mention a circumstance, be able so to bring this to the notice of
whieh occurred within my own personal their colleagues, as that a speedy remedy
knowledge, which will illustrate the difficulty | ma¥ be applied.

:vfhtohev:;tsutigz:gidmiﬁ aliﬁﬁfe?mﬁl‘l?ﬂi ;_“e;(l CANADA EVIDENCE ACT AMENDMENT
had a supply of cans on a car, which he BILL.

was assured by the official at the station, SECOND READING.

had come to hand, but they could not telll Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the second read-
where it was, although they examined from | i of Bill (A)) ‘ An Act further to amend

one end of the track to the other, and he |{ye Canada Evidence Act, 1893 He said :

began to suspect that the contents of the |1 gigted briefly the object of the measure
car had been sent to Prince Bdward Island. | when 1 introduced it. In 1898 we amended

After e(ai considerable time the car was (?is- the Canada Evidence Act, which was an
covered, but the loss of' time and detention ; 4 ot of 1893, by providing as follows :
was a very great detriment and harm to N 5t Stk fe SEpi
: 1 o witness sha e excused from
him, as i'n the interval his hands were ,ny question upon the ground that the answer
standing idle. During the last two years ito such question may tend to criminate him,‘ or
. s : | may tend to establish his liability to a ecivil
the ‘traffic lms u'lcrea_s‘ed rapidly, and has | proceeding at the instance of the Crown or of
been handled with slight change by the  any person; provided, however, that if with re-
old facilities which have been there for spect to any t';lluestlmu ﬂthfh ‘:lt]!]l_ess objectsm to
: o 4 - ianswer upon the groun at his answer may
years, anfi which are now out of date :J.ndItend T suminate HGn. Sor Rmoy  tenauito
entirely inadequate. I had the honour of establish his liability to a civil proceed-
i i 'ing at the instance of the Crown or of any
o - r i i i
belug. chalrman. of the Ballway Comm‘ttee'person. and if but for this section the witness
of the town at the time the road was  would therefore have been excused from answer-
brought into Pictou, and I asserted then Eirlxlg“s%ch questilclm(,i tthen, althought t&e vzitnszi
- 3 s | sha e compelled 0 answer, ye e ns
that not ouly the station-house itself, but| so given shall not be used or deceivable in evi-
the yard-room, was wholly inadequate dence against him in any criminal trial or other
for the trade as it existed at that dny_:criminal proceeding against him thereafter tak-

. . ing place other than a presecution for perjury
The volume of trade is now carried on jn giving such evidence.
|
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Now, that is an exemption from prosecu-
tion for any testimony that a witness is
compelled to give under a statute of Canada.
By the Bill now before the House, I propose
to add a second subsection to this section 5,
in the words of the Bill:

2. The proviso to subsection 1 of this section
shall in like manner apply to the answer of a
witness to any question which pursuant to an
enactment of the legislature of a province such
witness is compelled to answer after having
objected so to do upon any ground mentioned
in the said subsaction, and which, but for that
enactment, he would upon such ground have been
excused from answering.

So that by the amendment which I pro-
pose, the same immunity and protection will
be given to a witness in respect to any mat-
ter arising under a provincial statute, that
he now has under a statute of the Domin-
jon. This seems to me a reasonable propo-
sition. It has been suggested to us that
such an amendment should be made.

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

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Monday, March 11, 1901.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE PACIFIC CABLE.

MOTION.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL moved :

That an humble Address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General, praying that
His Excellency will cause tc be laid on the
Table of the Senate copies of all tenders re-
ceived for the laying of an electric cable between
Canada and Australia; a copy of the -contract
entered into for the construction and laying of
said cable; together with a copy of all corre-
spondence and documents relating to the na-
tionalization of the telegraphics of the empire,
to include papers not already laid before the
House.

He said : I explained, when I gave notice
of this motion, the object I had in view in
moving for this return.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—There is no objection
to it.
Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Per-
haps this notice would not cover the papers
referred to by the hon. Secretary of State.
It says ‘all contracts’ I understood the
Secretary of State to say there were no con-
tracts, but that there was a paper relating
to the contracts. If I am permitted to add
the words * all contracts or documents relat-
ing thereto,” it will cover the ground.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes. The paper I was
referring to was an agreement with the
Eastern Extension Company, and a copy of
that has been brought down. All papers
connected with it that we can get control of
will be produced.

The motion was agreed to.

SALARIES OF JUDGES IN BRITISH
COLUMBIA.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD, (B.C.) inquired :

If the hon. Minjster of Justice has considered
the propriety of placing the puisné judges of
British Columbia in the same position as the
judges of Ontario and Quebec with regard to
salaries and travelling allowances—and whether
the minister is favourably inclined to the sub-
stance of the resolutions passed last August by
the legislature of British Columbia on this sub-
ject; and, if so, is it the intention to take action
in this matter during the present session of
parliament?

He said : I suppose the Minister of Justice
has seen the memorial, or petition, from the
legislature of British Columbia to the Gov-
ernor General in Council about the salaries
of judges in British Columbia, which fur-
nishes the reason for asking for an increase
on account of the work thrown on the
judges. They have to consider a great many
heavy cases on account of mining disputes
and settlement of claims, and they think
they ought to be placed on the same foot-
ing as judges in Ontario and Quebec, who
occupy corresponding positions, and do simi-
lar work.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I have considered the
subject of the salaries of judges of the
Superior Courts in all the provinces. 1
have prepared a Bill, and submitted it to
my colleagues for their consideration. It
is before them, and I cannot say what
action they will take.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Nothing
has yet been decided in the matter ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—No.
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CANADA EVIDENCE ACT AMENDMENT
2 BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Commit-
tee of the Whole on Bill (A) ‘ An Act fur-
ther to amend the Canada Evidence Act,
1893.’

(In the_ Committee.)

Hon Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It has
been suggested by a lawyer to me that this
is a matter which comes within the juris-
diction of the provinces. However, as a
layman I differ from him on that question.
We have to deal with matters which par-
take to any extent of a criminal character,
and this would be of that character. If
- the person refused to give evidence, he
might be prosecuted, or if he did give the
evidence he would be subject to a prosecu-
tion if he brought himself within the crimi-
nal law.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—So far as actions under
the authority of this government are con-
cerned, we have already made the law as
we propose to make it in this section.
Where the party is compelled to testify in
a way that would, apart from any special
legislation, incriminate him, and subject him
to a criminal prosecution, he is exempt from
such prosecution, except it might be for per-
Jury, upon any false statement that he might
make. The local government have no
authority to exempt the party from criminal
prosecution, because the criminal jurisdic-
tion is with us, if a party is called upon to
give testimony under the local law. They
desire to make their law in this respect the
same as that of the Dominion, in order to
protect the party from criminal prosecution
for the testimony which he is compelled to
give under the local law. That requires
legislation on our part, and that is precisely
what we are doing here. We give to him,
where he is compelled to testify, under the
local statute, the same protection that he
has now under the Dominion statute. It
being a criminal matter the jurisdiction is
exclusively with us.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—I think the Minister
of Justice has made the matter so plain that
it is hardly necessary to say another word in
regard to it. If the amendment of the law
in the first instance in reference to the Do-

|

minjion statutes is a good one, and in the
right direction, which I think is the case,
then this further extension is also in the
right direction. In fact, I cannot under-
stand why, unless it was a mere oversight
or inadvertency, the law was not applied in
the first instance to provincial as well as Do-
minion statutes. It is simply to correct that
oversight that the present Bill is introduced.
As the hon. minister says, ever under the
provincial statutes, the provincial govern-
ment would not have the power to regulate
the penal offences in any way whatever.
Therefore, it is necessary for this parliament
which has the power to deal with eriminal
offences to legislate as the Bill now contem-
plates. I think the Bill is not open to any
objection whatever.

Hon. Mr. SNOWBALL, from the commit-
tee, reported the Bill without amendment.

The Bill was then read the third time and
passed.

APPOINTMENTS TO THE SENATE.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—Before the House ad-
journs, as we do not appear to have very
much business on hand to-day, there is a
matter of some importance, not only to the
government but to the whole country, that
I wish to bring before the notice of the gov-
ernment, and I think that this is a fitting
time. I propose to refer to the appointment
of farmers to the position of Senators in
the Dominion of Canada. I notice, in refer-
ring to the original list of senators, that
when we went into confederation there were
over twenty farmers in a Senate of seventy-
two members, so that the agricultural class
was then fairly well represented in the ap-
pointments to the Senate; but I find since
that time that the percentage has been
gradually dwindling down, till now there are
only five or six members who can make any
claim or pretension to being farmers. The
agricultural industry of Canada is, no doubt,
the greatest industry of the country, and
should have a reasonable and fair represen-
tation on the floor of this Chamber. I no-
tice that the present government, during
their tenure of office at this time, have only
been pleased to appoint one farmer to the
position of senator. That gentleman is from
Prince Edward Island, and he is a very
creditable and worthy representative. But
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I do not think he was appointed on his agri-
cultural gualifications, because he is a gen-
tleman largely engaged in other business be-
sides agriculture, and I find to-day there are
only two senators on the floor of this Cham-
ber that can properly claim to be farmers.
There are only two who have registered
themselves as farmers. The rest of them
are largely gentleman farmers. They own
farms. One hon. gentleman has his as a
toy ; still he is a very good farmer. I find
in the great province of Ontario, the ban-
ner province, perhaps, in Canada, at least the
great agricultural province of Canada, there
is only one farmer in this Chamber. Surely
the agricultural interests of Ontario are en-
titled to a greater proportion of representa-
tion than one in twenty-four. While there
is only one senator from Ontario who can
claim to be a farmer, there are six or seven
lawyers, some doctors and several business
men. I have no fault to find with any hon.
member of the Senate, but I rise to call atten-
tion to the injustice done to the great agri-
cultural class of Canada in the matter of
appointments to this Chamber. The late
Mackenzie government, I think, appointed
two farmers. This government has appointed
but one. I am not finding fault with any
one government more than another. The
Conservative party did not treat the agri-
cultural class as they should be treated.
. The representatives of the agricultural class
in this Senate are creditable men and show
that there are, in the agricultural community
of Canada, men competent to fill the position,
and I hope that when the government makes
the next appointment to this Senate there
will be found a farmer in the Reform party
of sufficient intelligence and ability to be ap-
pointed. The two farmers from Quebec are
eminent men in the agricultural line, both
have magnificent farms, but one of them
says he keeps it as a play-thing, and I think
two farmers from that great province of
Quebec are hardly sufficient to represent
the agricultural interests of the province.
Then we come to Nova Scotia. Irom that
great province there are no farmers at all.
It is true that province is well and credit-
ably represented in the Senate, and I dare-
say if any of those gentlemen should have
‘their seat vacated other men in the same
line of business could be found fit to fill the
position. But the great agricultural interest of

Hon. Mr. PERLEY.

Nova Scotia is not represented by any farm-
er, and certainly there are large agricul-
tural interests there. I know that a Tory
would not get it, but I am satisfied that
among the farmers of Nova Scotia, there is
many a Liberal competent and able to fill
the position, ‘and it is due to the farm-
ers of Nova Scotia that some of their
number should be appointed to the Sen-
ate. It is a position in the "gift of the
government ; and T hope that when the next
appointment is made—and there is a vacancy
now—they will give it to a ‘farmer. We
come next to the province of New Bruns-
wick. There is no real farmer here from.
that province. There is one gentleman who
makes some pretensions to being a farmer,
but he does not register himself as a farm-
er, though he is largely interested in farm-
ing. I think New Brunswick should have a
representative in the Senate from the farm-
ing community. It is quite true we did have
one recently. He was jobbed in the Senate
and jobbed out of it, and while I have no
fault to find with the gentleman who took
his place, it is neither fair nor right to the
agricultural interests of New Brunswick that
they should not have one representative in
this Chamber. The Hon. Mr. Burpee was a
competent man in every respect and a large
farmer, and was a representative farmer in
this Chamber.

I am sorry that the government could not
find it in keeping with their desire to re-
tain a farmer in the Senate, although I
have no fault to find with the gentleman
who succeeded him—perhaps there is no
gentleman from New Brunswick that I
would rather see¢ in the Senate. We come
to the province of Prince Edward Island.
Two of the four representatives are farm-
ers. They are competent men, but Prince
BEdward Island, is an agricultural province
—agriculture is the greatest industry of the
province, and although I cannot complain
since half of the representatives are farm-
ers, still I think the agricultural interest
should have a larger representation. We
come now to the province of Manitoba. No
one will question that Manitoba is a great
agricultural province. Agriculture is the
great industry of that province, and yet we
have no farmer from that province in the
Senate. The agricultural interests of Mani-
toba are not properly looked after, since no
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farmers are appointed. In the North-west
Territories, we are equally represented—the
legal interest and the agricultural interest.
No doubt when the census is taken, it will be
found the North-west Territories should have
another senator, and I hope when one is

appointed he will be a farmer. British
Columbia is the next province. There are
no farmers from that province. It is true

it is a great mining and farming province.
Still there is a large area of it devoted to
agriculture, and I think when an appoint-
ment is made from that province a farmer
should get it. A farmer should have been
appointed last time, but a newspaper man
was appointed instead. No doubt the
newspaper interest is a large one, but the
agricultural interest is greater. We started
with twenty-two farmers in the Senate,
when only half the provinces were in the
confederation. We have now only five or
six. It is hardly fair to the agricultural
interests of the country that this should be
the case. It is but reasonable and fair that
if farmers can be found who are intelligent
enough in the Reform party, they should be
appointed. I do not agree with the idea
that defeated men should not be appointed
to the Senate. I think just as good men
are defeated as those who are elected, and
Reformers have been defeated in Ontario
who are just as fairly entitled to be appoint-
‘ed as those who have been appointed. I
have brought this matter to the notice of
the government, because I do not hesitate
to say that while there are fifteen or sixteen
lawyers and only four or five farmers in
this Senate, the distribution of seats is not
fair, as representing the great interests of
the country. I bring this matter to the
notice of the government in the hope that
in future they will do justice to the great
agricultural industry of Canada. At the
next election it may be a campaign cry
-against the party in power that they ap-
pointed no farmers. I hope there will be
no ground for that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I do not know who my
‘hon. friend means as being the only farmer
from Ontario. If my hon. friend means—

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I mean the hon.
‘Senator from Monck (Mr. McCallum.)

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I think we recently ap-

‘pointed an hon. gentleman from Victoria
-who is a farmer.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—No, he is not.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Much as I respect the
observation and statement of my hou.
friend on a question of that sort, I would
rather take the word of my hon. friend
who has recently been appointed, and he
affirms that he is a farmer. I do not know
what my hon. friend opposite means by a
farmer ; but I claim to be a farmer myself.
I do a good deal of farming. Most of the
property which I possess is in farm lands,
and I exercise a certain superintendence
over farming operations, and so far as my
knowledge of practical farming is concern-
ed, T will not take a back seat to my hon.
friend opposite. Farmers, I think, are con-
tent to accept me as a representative of
their class, and I hope I am not doing them

any discredit in this House as their repre- .

sentative. There are many other gentle-
men, beside the parties he has named, who
are carrying on farming operations, and I
think they have—as their property is largely
in real estate—as much interest in the suc-
cess of farming operations as those who
are engaged in that business and nothing
else. My hon. friend may do, as he says,
a good service to me by bringing this mat-
ter forward, but I never supposed that it
was necessary to undertake to give specific
representation to a particular class of the
community, and to divide the community up
into classes and sections in order that repre-
sentation may be had. The agriculturists
of this country have not acted on that
ground, and our legislation is not based on
the theory which the hon. gentleman has
put forward. In the elections in a constitu-
ency,the mechanics and the professional men,
the mercantile classes and the agriculturists
all vote together, and vote for the same
candidates. They never have called on par-
liament to separate society up into distinet
classes, and to give to each class the privi-
lege of voting for representatives of their
own class and no other. If the views of my
hon. friend were acted on, and carried out,
that would be the system that we would be
obliged to adopt.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—That is done in all
other respects except to the agriculturists
—the lawyers, the doctors and manufac-
turers are all represented.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—They are not represent-
ed specially as a class. I was not appointed
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a member of this House because I was a
member of the bar. My hon. friend who
sits opposite me (Sir Mackenzie Bowell) was
not appointed to this House because he
was the proprietor and editor of a news-
paper. I do not think any hon. gentleman
has a seat in this House because he be-
longs to a particular calling or profession.
He undertakes, as a member of the House,
to bring the knowledge he possesses of
public affairs to the solution of important
questions that are submitted for considera-
tion in this House. There are men of every
calling and class in the community in par-
liament, and parliament is made more per-
fect by reason of that than it would be if
there was any one important class wholly
considered. We have found very great ad-
vantage often in having men engaged in
mercantile pursuits, in carrying on trade
with foreign countries, sitting in one House
or the other. They bring to the solution
of important public questions a practical
acquaintance with affairs, that enables us
to avoid mistakes and legislate with greater
intelligence than we otherwise could. I do
not think that there is any agricultural in-
terest that has ever suffered in this parlia-
ment because it was said that the agri-
cultural classes are not sufficiently repre-
sented in this House. There is no hon. gen-
tleman here that would undertake to adopt

.a policy that he thought would antagonise

the most numerous and powerful class of
the people of this country. The most numer-
ous body of the community is always pretty
certain to be treated with great considera-
tion and respect. No one wishes to place
himself in antagonism to such, and so I
say my hon. friend might have brought the
subject he did under the .attention of this
House if he could have shown that any
great agricultural interest had suffered by
reason of the constitution of the House.
That my hon. friend has not attempted, and
so I say that he has brought forward a
question here, the discussion of which, can
be of no possible advantage. The agri-
cultural classes of this community—the peo-
ple of Canada will always be adequately
represented both in this House and in the
House of Commons. In fact their numbers
in the House of Commons are necessarily
very great. They form a vast majority of
the people of this country, and so it may
Hon. Mr. MILLS.

be necessary, and I suppose, has in some
cases been found necessary, to give to cer-
tain industries of the country a representa-
tion in the Second Chamber because they
were not adequately represented, on account
of the paucity of their numbers, in the
House of Commons. So, taking the two
Houses together, we endeavour to make it
an eminently fair representation of the
thoughts, opinions and feelings of the en-
tire community. That is the great object
of our system of parliamentary government
to accomplish. That, I think, has been
fairly well accomplished, both by ourselves
and by those who preceded us, in this mat-
ter, and I do not think that by auy dis-
cussion we can engage in here, while we
appeal to real or fancied prejudices, we can
make the two Houses of parliament in this
respect more satisfactory than they are at
the present time.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I am pleased to
find that the position of farmers with re-
gard to representation in this House is not
quite as bad as I was given to understand
it was some time ago, from an article which
I read in a Toronto paper, written by a
well-known writer in Canada, and a very
lively critic of this House, who signs him-
self ¢ Bystander.’ He condemned the ap-
pointments to this House on the ground
that the farming community, which repre-
sents a vast majority of the people, a large
proportion of the wealth of the country, and
which supplies more exports than all the
other industries put together, was not pro-
perly represented. He states that there was
only one solitary farmer in the TUpper
Chamber of the parliament of Canada. I
could not imagine who he meant, unless it
was the hon. gentleman who has brought
this subject before the House. I was
conscious of being a farmer myself, but I
had not said a great deal about it, and I
thought my hon. friend (Mr. Perley), from
talking a good deal on the subject, had
caught the eye of ‘ Bystander,” and that he
was the only farmer in this House beside
myself. However, I find there are five or
six. I cannot agree with the leader of the
House when he takes the view that the
agricultural interests are well looked after
in this House—that the interests of the
farmer are as well cared for by professional
men as they would be by farmers them-




[MARCH 11, 1901]

65

selves. I have no doubt my hon, friend
thinks so, but the farmers of Canada as a
class will not altogether agree with him. I
have myself observed that when questions
relating to farming come up in this House,
some lawyers in the Senate claim to know.
more -about farming that I do. Neverthe-
less, as a farmer, I am inclined to believe
that farmers as a class can furnish men to
the parliament of the country who under-
stand questions relating to that great in-
dustry better even than members of the
legal profession, or other professions that
furnish such a large proportion of the
members of the Senate. I notice that my
hon. friend the leader of the House has
rather changed his own position on this
question. It is within my recollection that
when he filled a different position before
the country, when he was a critic of the
House, and not its leader—he took the very
ground that ‘ Bystander’ did, and my hon.
friend from Wolseley takes, and that was,
that representatives of the great agricul-
tural interests of the country should be
appointed to this House, and not defeated
candidates and broken-down politicians,
and people of that kind. That was the view
he held away back when he was the critic

of this House. Now he thinks dif-
errently. I am quite free to admit that
there is a certain amount of informa-

tion that is essential and necessary in
legislation that gentlemen of some of the
learned professions possess, especially of
the legal profession, in a greater degree than
the farmers of the country. The study of
law is a very important step in the matter
of making laws and dealing with legisla-
tion in every respect.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN—And the profession
of medicine.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—The profession of
medicine will always furnish men of wide
intelligence and close sympathy with every
industry in the country. I am not at all
jealous of those who belong to the profes-
sions. I know their value. I know the valu-
able training that the study of those pro-
fessions gives a man, and the use-
fulness of such a man to the coun-
try when he has received that train-
ing. My hon. friend from Wolesley (Mr.
Perley) may not be quite right about the

5

exact number of farmers in this House, but
he is not far astray, and I take this position,
that a larger proportion should be selected
from the farming class to fill seats in this
House than are being selected. I say the
same of the practice of both parties. It
may be asked, why are not a larger
proportion of farmers selected as can-
didates for the House of Commons ?
The proportion is larger there than in
this House, but still not as large as
the number of farmers would entitle them
to. The reason, I daresay, why farmers are
not':_a.s largely appointed to this House as
they ought to be, is that they have not got
the pull. A farmer who follows his business
has not a ledger, has not clients. He may
have the brains and education and training
to fit him for parliament, but he has no
clients, no patients. He has not a ledger at
his disposal, and the consequences is, he is
not often regarded by the political managers
as the man who will poll the most votes.
There is a greater freedom of action with
regard to the appointment of members to
the Senate of Canada, but I am afraid the
reason why farmers are not more largely
appointed to this House is to be found in
the reason why a larger number are not
candidates for the lower House—they have
not got the pull. The man who has the
largest amount of influence from political
life and services and professional services
catches the eye of the leader of the gov-
ernment more readily than the man who,
Cincinnatus-like, is quietly working at the
plough—whose only influence is for good
among his neighbours, and has no preten-
sions beyond that. I think my hon. friend
has done well to bring this subject up; I
am not pushing it in an aggressive way. I
admit that superior training, on the whole,
of the professions for political life, but I
know that among the ranks of the farmers
—I speak especially of Ontario—whom I
have met in agricultural gatherings and
know their ability and training, and when
only a couple of farmers represent that great
province in this House, I say it is not right,
because in that province they have an abun-
dant supply of men well qualified for seats
in the Senate.

Hon. Mr. McHUGH—The great farming
community must be indebted to the hon.
gentleman who has brought this subject
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up. As a question has arisen here which
is somewhat personal, I think I will be
permitted to make a statement. I class my-
gelf as a farmar, I have never had any other
business. Any little property qualification
I have for this Chamber is out of my farm-
land, as I have no other property except
agricultural land. I think I can fairly be
called a farmer. I was classed as such, I
think, in the Parliamentary Companion,
when I was a member of the House of Com-
mons, and I think I will be classed as such
now. When I ran my election I ran it as a
farmer. Some lands I have rented, and
some I am working myself, and I am not
engaged in any other business than that of
farming. That is not, however, the basis
to entitle a man to a seat in this House.
I am not going to find fault with the govern-
ment for selecting members from any class
of the community for this Senate. If it
came to my notice that the government re-
fused to appoint a man to this House, or
to any other position in the government, be-
cause he was a farmer, I would stand up
and condemn an action of that kind. Let
men be appointed to those positions on their
merits and not on account of the class to
which they belong, and I think no person
will have any cause of complaint if that
course is followed. 1 just arose to make
this explanation. The senior member from

. Viectoria, I think, will bear me out that I

have always been engaged in farming in
our country, and have not been engaged in
any other occupation.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—I am here as a
farmer. I am perfectly willing that the
government of the country should select
whoever they choose, or whoever they think
is qualified for the position. I shall be glad
to meet them all—meet them on an equal
footing. But, at the same time, I think my
hon. friend from Wolseley (Mr. Perley) is
rather hard on the Minister of Justice, be-
cause he must know, if he has read his
former speeches in reference to this institu-
tion, that this is no place for farmers.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—It is an asylum for
broken-down politicians, and I am surprised
at my hon. friend, the Minister of Jus-
tice, if he be a good honest farmer.
coming here and accepting a position in this

Hon. Mr. McHUGH.

institution. But when he said these things
probably there was some aggravation. That
is the time he was publishing the  Liberal’
newspaper, he and Mr. Blake. Mr. George
Brown, with the Globe, crushed out the * Lib-
eral,’ and said that when Mr. Mills, now Min-
ister of Justice, and leader of this Chamber,
made his speech he had a fit of midsummer
madness when he spoke about the Senate.
But I am glad to see every member that
comes here, and will shake his hand and
welcome him. That is where I stand, be-
cause I feel satisfied that no government
of this country, no matter on what side of
politics they are, will bring men to this
Senate who are not men of intelligence
and above the common. I could scarcely
believe that I heard correctly when I heard
the Minister of Justice, the historian, telling
us that he was a farmer. He never ex-
pected to come here when he made those
remarks about the Senate. That is a reason
why we should not say things we do not
want to hear afterwards, because chickens
come home to roost, and. I say now, and I
say it from the bottom of my heart, that
I am glad to see the new Senators, no mat-
ter who comes here, whether they be
lawyers or doctors. They are all my friends,
no matter what their politics are. I am a
friend of every man, and no man’s enemy.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Tuesday, March 12, 1901.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

INDEPENDENCE OF THE SENATE—
THE COOK CASE.

MOTION.

Hon. Sir MAGKENZIE BOWELL rose, in
accordance with a notice he had given, to
call the attention of the Senate to certain
telegrams, letters and an affidavit which ap-
peared in a number of newspapers published
in Canada during the month of October,
1900, as follows :—

(From the Montreal Gazette of the 13th Octo-
i ber, 1900.)

Owen Sound, Ont., Oct. 12.—At the opening
meeting of the Liberal campaign in North Grey,
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Dr. E. H. Horsey, the Liberal candidate, spoke
at Annan, when he was opposed by Mr. H. G.
Tucker, :

During Mr. Tucker’s address, reference was
made to the manifesto of Mr. H. H. Cook, and
in reply Dr. Horsey ciaimed that Mr. Cook had
left his party because he had been refused a
senatorship.

Mr. Tucker afterwards telephoned Mr. Cook
and learned from him that the reason he had
left his party was that Sir Wilfrid Laurier and
other members of the cabinet, through an agent,
who was sent specially to Toronto to interview
Mr. Cook, offered Mr. Cook a senatorship, and
stated that, owing to his long and useful career
in the Liberal party, he would receive it upon
payment of $10,000.

Mr. Cook refused the position under the cir-
cumstances, and stated that he would do all
in his power to oust those who were guilty of
such barefaced acts of corruption.

Dr. Horsey also stated that he had been ap-
proached by Mr. Cook and requested to use his
influence in getting Mr. Cook a senatorship.

Mr. Cook telegraphed Mr. Tucker, in reply to a
telephone message, the following words :—

‘Re your question, I never asked Dr. Horsey
to assist me in getting a senatorship. I have
no confidence in the man, and knew he had no
influence. I was an applicant for a senatorship,
but when it was offered to me the price was
too high.

‘H. H. 'COOK.’

Last night at North Keppel Dr. Horsey denied
that Mr. Cook had ever named any members of
the cabinet, and as a result of a conversation
over the ’phone to-day, Mr. Cook telegraphed
Mr. Tucker in the following words :—

‘ Price demanded from me for a senatorship

was $10,000.
¢‘H. H., COOK’

(From the Montreal Herald of the 16th Octo-

ber, 1900.)

The Gazette this morning publishes the fol-
lowing letter from Sir Wilfrid Laurier :—

To the Editor of the Gazette :

8ir,—In the Gazette of this morning there ap-
pears a telegraphic report of a meeting held at
Owen Sound, Ontario, in which the following
statement occurs :—

‘During Mr. Tucker’s address reference was
made to the manifesto of Mr. H. H. Cook, and
in reply Dr. Horsey claimed that Mr. Cook had
left his party because he had been refused a
senatorship.

Mr. Tucker afterwards telephoned Mr. Cgok,
and learned from him that the reason he had
left his party was that Sir Wilfrid Laurier and
other members of the cabinet, through an agent
who was sent specially to Toronto to interview
Mr. Cook, offered Mr. Cook a senatorship, and
stated that, owing to his long and useful career
in the Liberal party, he would receive it upon
payment of $10,000."

4 Commenting upon the above, you say editorial-
b

‘Mr. Cook was an old, prominent and hard-
working Liberal, and was to get his seat at a
bargain, for $10,000. What did the unknowns
ray? Who was to get Mr. Cook’s $10,000, and
what was to be done with it? These are ques-
tions that Sir Wilfrid Laurier must answer per-
sonally. He is the head of the government that
named the senators. He personally advised the
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Governor General when senators were appointed.
He cannot go to the country on polling day with
this charge unanswered, and with the senatorial
tolltaker unexposed and unpunished.’

I am not prepared to admit that a man in
public life should be answerable for charges of
this character, uhless they are supported by
some kind of evidence which would give them
colour at first sight. I, however, waive the right
of ignoring such an accusation, and I here and
now make the statement for myself and my col-
leagues, that there is not a shadow of founda-
tion in the charge of Mr. Cook; that I never,
directly or indirectly, through an agent or other-
wise, made any demand upon him for any sum
of money, big or small, or for anything else.

I give the whole charge the most unqualified
and emphatic deaial, and I challenge the proof

of the same.
WILFRID LAURIER.
Montreal, October 13.

(From the Toronto World, October 16, 1900.)

In an interview with a representative of the
World yesterday, Mr. H. H. Cook said :

‘I have read the statement made by Sir Wil-
frid Laurier by way of denial that he or any
agent of his demanded from me any sum of
money, &c. Sir Wilfrid is to speak in Toronto
to-morrow night, and I shall wait to see what
bhe may have to say then upon this subject. In
the meantime, I say that the statement already
made by me to Mr. Tucker is absolutely true,
and I shall very shertly make a full statement of
the whole transaction, or what would have been
a transaction, had I consented to be bled. Pos-
sibly Sir Wilfrid may be willing to escape the
responsibility by denying the agency of the par-
ties. There were two of them who approached
me, but no such pretense will avail them. The
connection of these gentlemen with the mem-~
bers of the government is known to every one,
and he will simply not be able to deceive any
one by pretendirng that they did not come to me
directly frcm the government, or that the pro-
position they made was not made by authority.’

(From the Mail-Empire of 31st October, 1900.)

Affidavit of H. H. Cook in reply to Sir Wilfrid’s
Denial.—Has documents and witnesses.
—Is willing to place evidence
before a royal commission.

Having made a statement to the effect that I
had been asked by a person acting on behalf
of the members of the present Dominion cabinet,
or certain of them, to pay a sum of $10,000 in
consideration of my being appointed a member
of the Senate of Canada, and this having been
called in question, I deem it my duty to make
a plain statement to the public of the transac-
tion or attempted transaction. I am.the more
convinced that it is my duty to do this, because
the Prime Minister, Right Hon. Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier, has, I am informed, made a statement which
he evidently desires the public to accept as a
denial, or authoritative contradiction, of the
aforesaid statement made by me.

I, therefore, say that the facts in connection
with this matter are as follows :—

I was a candidate for election as the repre-
sentative in the Dominion House of Commons
of the east riding of the county of Simcoe in
the year 13396, and in that contest was supported
by Sir Wilfrid Laurier and other members of
the cabinet as the candidate of the Liberal party.
Failing of election for the east riding of Simcoe,
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I made application to be appointed to a position
in the Senate of Canada, then vacant. In con-
nection with this application I had interviews
with members of the cabinet and others, and
wrote and received letters from them, the ori-
ginals or copies of which I have kept.

After these negotiations had proceeded for
a considerable length of time I received a tele-
gram from Ottawa, from one of the leading
Reform members, known to possess the confi-
dence of the Laurier government, requesting me
to meet him at the Union station in -Toronto.
I did meet him as requested, and he then gshow-
ed me a letter which had been written to him
by one of the members of the cabinet (for the
purpose, as he said, of being shown to me), in
which he was authorized to inform me that I
could have the position I had applied for, pro-
vided I would ‘do something.’ I thereupon
asked him what this expression was intended
to mean, and what was the ‘something’ I was
asked or expected to ‘do.’

He then informed me that I would be re-
quired or expected to pay a sum of $10,000.

I told him very emphatically that I would not
pay that or any other sum. He thereupon said
that he would not accept my answer as final,
but would see me again after I should have had
time to give the matter further consideration.

Later I again met him in Toronto, when he
again told me that he was authorized to say
positively that if I would pay the sum he had
formerly named, that is, $10,000, I would be ap-
pointed a senator. I again refused to pay any
sum of money.

I further say that I have in my possession

a large number of letters written by members
of the government and persons acting on behalf
of one or more such members, and copies of
some letters, the originals of which I was re-
quested to return after perusal, and did return;
also copies of letters written by me in reply
to letters so received, and that these letters
and copies of letters bear corroborative evi-
dence in support of the statement above made
by me.
And I further say and promise that should an
investigaticn be made by a competent and im-
partial non-partisan commission into the whole
matter of the sale or attempted sale of senator-
ships, as it has been recently intimated by the
Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell may be made, I will
appear before such commission and give evi-
dence, and produce the correspondence and copies
of correspondence which I have in my posses-
sion, and will also furnish the names of wit-
nesses who can corroborate my statements.

Dominion of Canada,
Province of Ontario,
County of York.

I, Herman Henry Cook, of the city of Toronto,
in the county of York, lumber merchant,

Do solemnly declare that all the foregoing
statements are true in substance and in fact.

And I make this solemn declaration conscien-
tiously, believing it to be true and knowing
that it is of the same force and effect as if made
under oath and by virtue of the Canada Evi-
dence Act, 1893.

H. H. COOK.
Declared before me at the city of Toronto, in

the county of York, this 30th day of Octo-
ber, A.D 1900. &

H. GORDON,
Notary Public, Ontario.

[Seéal.]
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

(From the Tcronto Globe of October 31, 1900.)

Sir Wilfrid Laurier's Reply to.the Statement of
Mr. Cook.

Montreal, Oct. 31.—‘In answer to Mr. H. H.
Cook’s last statement, I reiterate my denial,
already published. I never authorized anybody,
either directly or indirectly, to interview Mr.
Cook on behalf of the government. Nobody
had my authority, either written or verbal, from
me to approach him, and I characterize the whole
accusation as a foul slander.

‘ WILFRID LAURIER.’

And move the following resolution, seconded
by Hon. Mr. Landry, that in view of the gravity
of the statements and allegations contained in
the foregoing quoted telegrams, letters and affi-
davit, reflecting as they do upon the privileges
and dignity of the Senate, a special committee
be appointed to inquire into the truth of the
statements and allegations made in said tele-
grams, letters and affidavit, with power to send
for persons and papers, to administer oaths,
employ shorthand reporters, and, if deemed ad-
visable, engage counsel; and to report from
time to time, said committee to consist of
the Hon. Messrs. Baker, Sir Alphonse Pelletier,
Ferguson, Ellis, Landry, Cox, Kirchhoffer, King,
Lougheed, Young, Wood of Westmoreland, and
the mover.

He said : In rising to make this motion, I
duly appreciate its importance, being as it is
of a character affecting the honour, the
privileges and the dignity of this House. I
therefore shall confine myself principally to
‘a recital of the facts as they have been laid
before the public, without commenting upon
the accuracy either of the gentleman who
makes the charges, or the premier who
denies them. I shall, however, endeavour to
show that in the course I am pursuing I am
following the precedent of the House of
Commons. I am not aware that we have had
any case similar or analgous to the one
which I am now bringing under the notice
of hon. gentlemen present. It will be re-
membered that during the last contest in the
county of Grey, one of the candidates re-
ferred to a manifesto which had been issued
by Mr. Hiram Henry Cook, explaining why
he was at the time opposing the present
government. It was stated on the part of
the ministerial candidate at that time, that
Mr. Cook’s opposition to the government and
his manifesto was the result of a refusal
on the part of the government to appoint
him to a seat in the Senate of Canada. Mr.
Tucker, who was the Conservative candi-
date, at once wired to Mr. Cook, who resided
in Toronto, asking him if his statement that
a seat in the Senate had been offered to him
for a consideration was correct? Mr.

-l Cook’s reply was that it <was true,
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that he had been offered a seat in the
Senate for a certain consideration. That
was repeated at another public meeting
held in that riding, and again denied by Mr.
Horsey, the Liberal candidate. Mr. Tucker
again ’phoned Mr. Cook, in Toronto, asking
him to give the particulars of the offer
which had been made to him. Mr. Cook’s
reply was ‘The price demanded from me
was $10,000." That having been published
in the different newspapers of the Dominion.
the premier, Sir Wilfrid Laurier, thought it
of sufficient importance to warrant him in
departing from the course usually pursued
by public men. of not paying any attention
to newspaper attacks or attacks by politi-
cians during an election contest, and I fully
concur in the introductory remarks of the
letter he published when he stated that it
was not the habit of public men to notice
attacks of that character. He added, how-
ever, that he deemed this one of sufficient
importance to warrant him in departing
from that course and then said :

I, however, waive the right of ignoring such
an accusation, and I here and now make the
statement for myself and my colleagues, that
there is not a shadow of foundation in the charge
of Mr. Cook; that I never, directly or indirectly,
through an agent or otherwise, made any de-
mand upcn him for any sum of money, big or
small, or for anything else.

I give the whole charge the most unqualified
and emphatic denial, and I challenge the proof
of the same.

That, signed by Sir Wilfrid Laurier, was
published in the Montreal Herald on Octo-
ber 15th of last year. This denial having
been published also ‘in the Toronto papers,
the World sent one of its reporters to inter-
view Mr. Cook, and ask him whether he
had seen the denial of Mr. Laurier, and
what he had to say in reply thereto. The
interview was published in the Toronto
World on the 16th of October, the day after
the publication of Sir Wilfrid Laurier’s let-
ter in the Montreal Herald. Mr. Cook said,
in answer to the question of the inter-
viewer :

I have read the statement made by Sir Wilfrid
Laurier, by way of denial that he or any agent
of his demanded from me any sum of money, &c.
Sir Wilfrid Laurier is to speak in Toronto to-
morrow night, and I shall wait to see what he
may have to say then upon this subject. In the
meantime, I say that the statement already made
by me to Mr. Tucker is absolutely true, and I
shall very shortly make a full statement of the
whole transaction, or what would have been a
transaction, had I consented to be bled. Pos-

sibly Sir Wilfrid may be willing to escape re-
sponsibility by denying the agency of the parties.

[

There were two of them who approached me,
but no such pretense will avail them. The con-
,nection of these gentlemen with the members
“of the government is known to every one, and
| he will simply not be able to deceive any one
by pretending that they did not come to me
directly from the government, or that the pro-
position they made was not made by authority.

Sir Wilfrid Laurier did address a very
large audience in the Massey Hall the fol-
lowing day, but he did not refer to any of
the statements which had been made by
Mr. Cook, in his speech on that occasion.
That being the case, on the 31st of October
of the same year, Mr. Cook published in
the Toronto papers a statement of what he
terms the facts in connection with the case.
1 shall not read the whole of that affidavit,
but give the salient points, which refer
more particularly to the question now before
the Senate. He says that he was a candi-
date for parliamentary honours in 1896 in
the north riding of the county of Simcoe; that
at that time he was the candidate of the
Liberal party ; that he received the sup-
port of Sir Wilfrid Laurier and the party
generally ; that he failed in that election,
and then he made application for the vacant
seat in the Senate, basing his claim upon
his party fidelity for many years, in fact
during his whole life. That, however, he
says, was denied him except upon the terms
of a payment of $10,000. He then adds
those words—and I desire the House to un-
derstand that I propose reading from that
which is tantamount to an affidavit, a sol-
emn declaration made before a notary
public in the province of Ontario, which,
under the provisions of the law, is equal
to a sworn affidavit and rendering him
liable for any misstatement, in the same
manner as if he had committed perjury
under any other circumstances. He says :

After these negotiations (that is negotiations
for a seat in the Senate) had proceeded for a
considerable length of time I received a tele-
gram from Ottawa, from one of the leading
reform members known to possess the confi-
dence of the Laurier government, requesting me
to meet him at the Union station in Toronto. I
did meet him as requested, and he then showed
me a letter which had been written to him by
one of the members of the Cabinet (for the pur-
pose, he said, of being shown to me), in which
he was authorized to inform me that I could
have the position I had applied for, provided I
would ‘ do something.” I thereupon asked him
what this expression was intended to mean, and
what was the ‘something’ I was asked or ex-
pected to ‘do.’

He then informed me that I would be required

or expected to pay a sum of ten thousand dol-
lars.
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I told him very emphatically that I would not
pay that or any other sum. He thereupon said
that he would not accept my answer as final,
but would see me again after I should have had
time to give the matter further consideration.

Later I again met him in Toronto, when he
again told me that he was authorized to say
positively that if I would pay the sum he had
formerly named, that is, ten thousand dollars,
I would be appointed a Senator. I again re-
fused to pay any sum of money.

I further say that I have in my possession a
large number of letters written by members of
the government and persons acting on behalf of
one or more of such members, and copies of
some letters, the originals of which I was re-
quested to return after perusal, and did return ;
also copies of letters written by me in reply to
letters so received, and that these letters and
copies of letters bear corroborative evidence in
support of the statement above made by me.

And I further say and promise that rhould an
investigation be made by a competent and im-
partial non-partisan commission into the whole
matter of the sale or attempted sale of senator-
ships, as it had been recently intimated by the
Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell may be made, I will
appear before such commission and give evi-
dence, and produce the correspondence and
copies of correspondence which I have in my pos-
session, and will also furnish the names of wit-
nesses who can corroborate my statements.

To this statement he makes the following
declaration :

Dominion of Canada,
Province of Ontario,
County of York.

I, Herman Henry Cook, of the city of Toronto,
county of York, lumber merchant,

Do solemnly declare that all the foregoing
statements are true in substance and in fact.

And I make this solemn declaration conscien-
tiously believing it to be true and knowing that
it is of the same force and effect as if made un-

der oath and by virtue of ‘ The Canada Evidence
Act, 1893."

H. H. COOK.
Declared before me at the city of Toronto, in the
county of York, this 30th day of October, A.D.

1900.
H. GORDON,
Notary Public, Ontario.

That declaration having been made in public
on the 31st day of October, six days before
the election, the premier considered it of
sufficient importance to write another let-
ter denying the truth of Mr. Cook’s declara-
tion, and his letter was published in the
Toronto Globe of the 31st of October, the
same day, or the day after, the appearance
of the declaration to which I have called
the attention of the Senate. The premier
writes as follows :

Montreal, Oct 31.—In answer to Mr. H. H.
Cook’s last statement, I reiterate my denial,
already published, I mever authorized anybody,
either directly or indirectly to interview Mr.
Cook on behalf of the government. WNobody had
my authority, either written or verbal from- me

to approach him, and I characterize the whole
accusation as a foul slander.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

I have gone through the charges and the
denial. I did not deem it either prudent
or fair to place upon the records of the
Senate the accusation of Mr. Cook as to the
attempt to extract from him $10,000 for a
seat in this House, without at the same time
placing upon record the declaration made
by the premier as to its truth or falsehood.
I think it is due, not only to the premier,
hut to this House, and I think it is due
to posterity, that both statements should be
placed on record. It will be for Mr. Cook,
if this committee is appointed, to prove the
statements which he made in that declara-
tion. It may also be true that the state-
ments made by the premier are cor-
rect. He may never have, either by himself
or through others, instructed any one to
make this offer ; but while that may be
true, it does not follow that Mr. Cook’s state-
ments may not be equally true, that he
was approached by somebody representing
himself as acting on the authority of the
government. These are questions, however,
to be shown when the evidence is taken
before the committee, if such a committee
be appointed. Now, who is it that makes
this very serious charge? Mr. Cook is
known to have been, during the time that
I have had any knowledge of the politics
of this country—and that is fcr a very longz
time—a member of the Liberal party, a
trusted member, a respected member, a
member in whom the Liberal party had
placed the most unbounded confidence. The
family to which he belongs, and from which
he sprang, is of precisely the same charac-
ter. His eldest brother, Wm. Cook, repre-
sented a number of years ago the county
of Dundas, in the old parliament of Canada
before confederation. His brother, Simon
Cook, a younger brother, represented the
county of Dundas for a number of years
in the local legislature in the province of
Ontario, atter confederation. Mr. Cook
was considered not only of great im-
portance, but the party had sufficient confi-
dence in Simon Cook to appoint him to one
of the most important offices in the couuty
of Dundas. He was, until he died, registrar
of that county. Mr. H. H. Cook, the gen-
tleman who has made these charges, repre-
sented the county of Simcoe for a number
of years, defeating upon one or two occa-
sions the late Dalton McCarthy for the
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House of Commons, and he was then the
trusted member of the party. He had their
confidence in every particular. Certain con-
cessions were made to him when the Mac-
kenzie government of 1878 left power. It
is not necessary that I should refer to these
particular concessions, but they were made
to that gentleman, and by the party to
which he belonged and which he had served
for so many years. This is the character
of Mr. Cook and the position which he has
held in the community in the province of
Ontario. The press has been very urgent
for some time past in pressing upon Mr.
Cook not only the propriety but the absolute
necessity of proving his statements, to put
himself in such a position as to enable those '
whom he has charged with what I consider
a very serious political crime, to answer his
charge. I have quite a number of extracts
from the different Liberal papers in On-
tario, and also in Quebec. I shall not weary .
the House by reading them. I shall, how-i
ever, read one extract from the Torontv !
Globe which is supposed at least to speak,;
and does, I believe, speak, the sentiments !
of the government upon matters of this
character. I may add that it is very sel-
dom I read an editorial in the Globe, to
which I give my full concurrence and ap-
proval, but in this case I think they have
taken the correct course. The Globe in a
short editorial some time ago said:

It must not be forgotten that Mr. H. H. Cook
owes an important duty to the people of this
country. Just before the elections he publicly
- made a charge that he had been asked by a cer-
tain person acting for a minister of the Crown
to pay $10,000 for a position in the Senate of
Canada, and he declared that he was ready to
prove his charge. It is hardly necessary to say
that it is a charge of a most serious character.
If it is sustained, some persons in high positions
have been guilty of flagrant abuse of their trust.
If it is not sustained, Mr. Cook is the guilty
party. He cannot afford to leave the matter in
doubt. His charge was made just before the
elections, when it was calculated to prejudice
the public mind against the government, and
when investigation was impossible. The only
way in which he can prove that his object was
to discover the truth and do a public duty, and
not merely to injure the government, is to fur-
nish the country with proof of the truth of his
charges. The country is waiting to hear from
him.

There are a number of other extracts of
a similar character, some of them ridiculing
him for the charges which he has made,
but I shall neither refer to nor read them.

The whole case is placed, in that para-

graph in the Globe, in a nutshell. Mr.
Cook made a serious charge against some-
one in high authority, or the crime had
been represented to him as having been
authorized by some one in high authority,
and if that be true, then, in the language of
the Globe, that person has committed a
flagrant abuse of his trust. If it be not
true, then Mr. Cook should bear the con-
demnation of the whole country for having
made an accusation of this kind without
being able to sustain it. That is the posi-
tion I take upon this point, and which I
think the people of the country will justify.
It may be said, and has been said by the
government organ in this city, that Sir Wil-
frid Laurier having denied the charge, the
matter should drop. That would imply
that Mr. Cook had committed perjury in his
declaration. As I have already stated, both
parties may have been perfectly correct.
The premier may have been correct in his
denial ; he may not have given authority
to others or expressed a desire to others,
either directly or indirectly, that Mr. Cook
should be approached ; and Mr. Cook may
be equally correct in saying that some per-
son approached him and told him he could
receive a seat provided he would pay the
amount of money he has mentioned. I have
gone as carefully and as succinctly as I
could over the charges. I need scarcely say
that it is of sufficient importance for this
House to investigate and ascertain where
the truth lies. It is a reflection, not only
upon the House, but upon the public men
of this country, and when we consider for
a moment the expressions which have been
used by men in high positions in reference
to the character of this Second Chamber, it
is time that we should, in our own defence,
wipe out, if we can, any stain of that char-
acter. I was forcibly impressed with the
remark made by one of the members of the
local legislature in the province of Ontario,
!'who had lately been elected to a seat in
one of the Waterloos, in which, in calling
attention to this charge of Mr. Cook, he
used this expression :

I am in favour of an elective upper House in

order to do away with the trafficking of seats in
the Senate.

If seats in this House are to be purchased
like beasts of the field, I will join that gen-
tleman at once in saying that the system
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should be reformed, and that the people
should have the selection of senators in
.order to prevent public men, or any one,
speculating in seats in this House. It is
a point that I think of sufficient im-
portance for every man in the Senate
to take home to himself, and ask
himself if it is not derogatory to the
dignity of the position which he holds,
and a direct violation of the privileges of
this House, for any one, whether he be a
minister or one acting on their behalf, or
one acting on his own behalf, representing
himself to be acting for the minister, to go
from one part of the country to another
when a vacancy oOccurs offering a seat in
the Senate for a certain monetary consider-
ation. I scarcely believe that there is a
single man, either in this House or in the
country, who will not agree with the posi-
tion that I have taken upon this .question.
These are the facts that I propose the com-
mittee shall investigate. It is for the com-
mittee to say, after investigation, whether
the statements made by Mr. Cook have been
substantiated. Mr. Cook says ‘Give me
a committee and I will prove it” He makes
that assertion upon a statement that I made
in a public speech in the couanty of Prince
Edward, in which, referring to this matter,
I said very much in the language used by
the premier, that it was of such a grave
character that I thought, in justice to this
House, the Senators should, when the House
again met, ask for a committee to investi-
gate the charges, and he quotes the lan-
guage, almost the words that I used upon
that occasion. I did not say that I would
move for an investigation, but I said I
thought—which I repeat again—that the
charge was of a sufficiently grave charac-
ter to justify an investigation into the
whole matter. Sir Wilfrid Laurier denies
the charge on his behalf, as I have already
said. That will go before the committee,
and it will be for Mr. Cook to substantiate
his declaration, and if he has these docu-
ments, which he declares are in his pos-
session, they will be laid before the com-
mittee. If he has any corroborative evi-
dence, let it be laid before the commit-
tee, and it will be for those who are
accused to show how far he is right. ) 1
should judge, from a remark which fell
from the Minister of Justice when I placed
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

this notice upon the paper, that he would
take objection to the course which I have
pursued a§ not being strictly in accord with
parliamentary precedents and parliamen-
tary practice. I shall be pleased to hear
what he has tq say on that subject. I may
mention that I have studied this question
a little, and he will find. or he has found
now, no doubt, that in veference to one or
two cases in which the individual character
and political reputation of a member of the
Lower House was at stake, the grave charges
which they made upon information which
had lLeen given to them, and as members
of the House of Commons, that they be-
lieved that if the committee were given to
them that they could prove the statements.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hear. hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
thought I knew the position the hon. gentle-
man was taking. and the hon. Secretary of
State emphasizes it by saying ‘hear, hear’
Why did he who made the charge do that ?
Simply because he had no possible evidence
to lay before the House of Commons. He
bhad taken certain statements in the news-
papers, and from information received from
parties who thought that I had been the
guilty party, and he professed to believe
the statement—that is the late Speaker
of the House of Commons believed the
statements which had been made with re-
ference to myself. First that I had a son-
in-law. 1 do not know that it was his
business if I had. Second that I was in
business with him. That was not true,
either directly or indirectly. Thirdly, that
I was dabbling in the North-west lands,
using my position as a Minister of the Crown
in order to profit thereby. He had nothing
to base that charge on except information
which he had received from certain parties,
but he thought he could strike a political
blow at an opponent on these grounds. That
was in 1886. Then, followed another pre-
cedent of a somewhat similar character,
in which the same gentleman made a similar
charge against the Postmaster General (Sir
Adolphe Caron), in 1892. He stated in that
declaration that, as a member of the House
of Commons, he believed, from information
which he had received, he could prove that
the then Postmaster General, Sir Adolphe
Caron, had profited by bonuses which had
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been given for the construction of the Lake
St. John Railway and other railways. The
same course was followed as in my own
case. At that time the government of the
day thought the truth could be arrived at
much better by referring it to judges than
to send it to a political committee of the
House of Commons. I moved an amendment
to that motion, not to prevent an investiga-
tion taking place, but to refer it to a commis-
sion of judges to be appointed to make a
thorough investigation into the whole of
the charges contained in the arraignment of
Mr. Edgar, and I went further, I copied the
statement of my hon. friend the Minister of
Justice on that question. I copied from
‘Hansard’® and copied in extenso the
charges and language of the present Min-
ister of Trade and Commerce (Sir Richard
Cartwright) and some others, and then re-
ferred the charges, which were of a much
more serious character than the charges
Mr. Edgar himself had made—because Mr.
Edgar was then, upon his reputation as a
member of the House of Commons, making
certain references to which he would be
held before any commissioners appointed to
make the investigation. The member for
Bothwell (now the hon. Minister of Justice)
and Sir Richard Cartwright at that time
- made much more serious charges, as any
one, who will read the debate on that occa-
sion, will be able to ascertain, and they
were embodied in it and sent to a commis-
sion. The charge made against the Militia
Department by Mr. Monk in connection with
the emergency food investigation was of a
similar character to the two charges to which
I have referred, and he, Mr. Monk, made
the statement in the same manner as did
AMr. Edgar when he made charges against
the then Minister of Customs in 1886, and
against the Postmaster General in 1892. The
precedent to which I shall now refer is of a
character analogous to the one now before
this House, and upon precisely the same
lines. Mr. Borden, the member for Halifax,
laid before the House of Commons certain
charges, certain aflidavits and other pro-
ceedings in connection with what were
termed irregularities and frauds in the West
Huron and Brockville elections. He made
no statement on his own authority, assumed
no responsibility as to the truth of those
affidavits, or charges, and after he had made

his statement in connection with those cases
to which I have referred, in precisely the
same manner that I have laid the facts of
this case before the Senate, as the basis
upon which I ask for this investigation, the
premier rose in his place and said that the
hon. member for Halifax had made out a
sufficiently strong case to justify the House
in referring it to the Committee of Privileges
and Elections. We have no such committee
here, and consequently, so far as that goes,
it would not be correct or in order to refer a
charge of this kind to a committee that did
not exist ; but here, I repeat, is a case pre-
cisely similar to that which I have brought
before the House, and the premier at that
time, by his act, by his acceptance of the
statement made by Mr. Borden, declared
that it would not be necessary for him to
make the statement on his own authority
or to take the responsibility as a member of
the House of Commons. Now, I am in pre-
cisely the same position here. If I were to
make a statement similar to the one made-
by Mr. Monk, who had no other facts than
those which he gleaned from outside sources,
had no statements or affidavits to lay before
the House, other than his own statement—if
I were to assume the position I have taken
on my responsibility as a member of this
House, and to say that I believe I could
prove the statements made by Mr. Cook, it
would be tantamount to saying that the
Prime Minister of this country had told a
falsehood in the statement which he had
made. If I admitted the correctness of the
statement made by Sir Wilfrid Laurier, it
would be tantamount to saying that Mr.
Cook had committed perjury. I do not pro-
pose to put myself in either of those posi-
tions. I repeat what I have already stated :
charges have been made of a serious char-
acter, which, if true, in the language of the
¢ Globe’ would prove that certain parties
have seriously abused the position they hold.
If not true, then Mr. Cook has been guilty
of that which should receive the condemna-
tion of the whole country. I desire to em-
phasize this point as strongly as possible.
that I neither accuse Mr. Cook of stating a
falsehood, nor do I accuse the premier of
even prevarication. What I say is, Mr. Cook’
has made a serious charge. I have laid
that charge in the shape of his affidavit be-
fore the Senate. I have laid the denial of
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Sir Wilfrid Laurier before the Senate, and
I ask the Senate to investigate the charges
which have been made and ascertain whe-
ther Mr. Cook is in a position to prove the
truth of his charges. It is in the interest of
the government, just as much as it is in the
interest of this House, in vindication of its
own honour to consent to the appointment of
this committee, and have this matter fully
investigated. As long as it remains uninvest-
igated, you will find plenty of people in this
country who will say that Mr. Cook has
told the truth—what I should like to see
established, if Mr. Cook had told the truth
—and I am not prepared to say that he has
not—is that the approach to buy him was

not upon the authority of any gentlemen
standing high in the political world in this
country, and more particularly that he had}
no authority from a Minister of the Crown.
' That is the position that I should like to |
see proven in this investigation for the
honour of the public men of this country,
and to put a stop in the future to any one
attempting to traffic in seats in this House, |
on their own behalf or on behalf of any one
else. I look upon this as a very serious |

question, one that should have the mostl
careful consideration of every one who has
the honour of holding a seat in the Senate.
1 could repeat the utterances of public men,
who should know better, sneering at mem-
bers of this House for want of ability, for:
being actuated by strong partisan motives, |
for being weak in the head and weak in the
legs, for not being worth the rope that
would hang them, but I shall not trouble
the House with these quotations. I say the
time has arrived when the Senate should as-
sent its own dignity and maintain its own
character and reputation, and even if there
were no precedent to justify the course that
I have taken, I would assume the position
that, it being a direct violation of the privi-
leges of this House, neither rule nor prece-
dent should stand in the way of investigation.
I should like, with the consent of the House,
to add the Hon. Mr. Miller’s name to this
committee, and any other gentleman that
the hon. Minister of Justice, or the Secretary
,of State may suggest. I should have put
Senator Miller’s name in this motion in the
first place had he been in the city when it
was drafted, but I was not aware at the
time that he was coming. He is one of the

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.
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oldest members of the House, and has as
good a knowledge, if not better, than any of
us of its privileges. Does the Minister of
Justice accept that ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—No. I think the hon.
gentleman should make his motion without
paming the members. I object to the mem-
bers being named.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I have
the right to make the motion without the
names or with them, just as I please.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I object to the motion
in that form. I think it is the right of the
House, where a committee of this sort is
being appointed, to name its own committee,
and my hon. friend’s motion ought to stop

| with the words ‘ From time to time,” and if

he can carry that motion, then the members

| of the committee can be appointed by the

House. I take that to be the rule. It cer-
tainly is the rule in the House of Commons,
and, I take it, should be the rule here.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—If the Senate ap-
points the committee, I do not see but the
House does it. If the members vote for the

| motion as it is, I think that is appointing the

committee. How are you going to appoint
a committee in any other way ?

Hon. ‘Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend will see
that where a committee is appointed for a
purpose like this, the House names the mem-
bers of the committee. Each member can
vote for one member of the committee, but
he cannot vote for any more, and so each
side appoint those they think proper, and
in proportion to their numbers. That is the
rule in the House of Commons, and I think
that is the rule in this House as well.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I re-
member seeing that course pursued once in
the House of Commons, and only once. In
this House the committees have been named
by the member making the motion, and I
have yet to learn that there is any author-
ity which says this is out of order. I think
you will find that the authorities lay down
the doctrine that the names of the commit-
tee can be mentioned in the motion that the
hon. gentleman objects to, I have no doubt
they will drop out.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—In the motion to ap-
point a committee for the purpose of in-
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quiring into the Edgar charges, the com-
mittee was not named in the motion of Mr.
Edgar, and the same rule prevails here, I
take it, that prevails in the House of Com-
‘mons.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Will the hon. gen-
tleman please quote the rule ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I am referring to the
practice, the well-settled practice of parlia-
ment.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Not in the Senate.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—If any member objects
to the constitution of a committee such as
this, then the committee must be named by

the House, and each member of the House |

can vote for but one member of the com-
mittee.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—That
was not the course pursued by the Senate
when it appointed the committee to investi-
gate the Baie de Chaleurs matter.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—No one asked for it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Nor is
it analogous to compare this House with the
House of Commons. Mr. Edgar’s motion
was sent to the Standing Committee, and
every one knew who composed that com-

 mittee, and so were the others, except in the
case of the Emergency Food Ration Com-
nfittee. There was a charge made against
the Department of Militia in that case for
dereliction of duty. That committee was
named in the motion made by Mr. Monk
himself, and agreed to by the government,
and so it has been in every case, except one,
in the whole of my thirty years’ experience.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—There have been several
such cases in the House of Commons, and
it is a rule which prevails in both Houses.
If any one objects to the constitution of the
committee, then the committee must be
named by the House, and no member has
more than one vote—he can vote for but
one member.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—I think there is no
doubt as to the practice in the House of
Commons. It is as stated by the hon. Min-
ister of Justice. That practice, however,
is sustained by precedent in that House, and
is invariably followed when committees of
this kind are to be stricken, but I think it

is incumbent on the Minister of Justice to
show that that practice has prevailed in
this House or in the House of Lords. We
have no rule upon the question ourselves,
and the last of our standing orders provides
that where our rules are silent with regard
to any parliamentary proceedings, then we
are guided by the practice and precedents
of the House of Lords. There can be no
doubt that the practice of this House has
been that adopted by the leader of the oppo-
sition, that the House has not only passed
the resolution, but invariably named the
committee also, in the resolution. I am not
aware of any single exception to that prac-
tice in this House, but I can recollect fre-
quent instances of where the course pur-
sued by the hon. gentleman has been fol-
lowed on motions of this kind. I do not
think that the case of the Baie des Chaleurs
Railwhy is relevant, in fact it is not a pre-
cedent, because the investigation in con-
nection with that subject took place before
the Standing Railway Committee of this
House, if I remember correctly. But I do
not know of anything in our rules, or the
rules of the House of Lords, or the prece-
dents of parliament, that can be quoted to
sustain the contention of the Minister of
Justice.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I think the principle is
one which is well understood. If the con-
tention of my hon. friend opposite were
sound, it would be in his power to appoint
the members of the committee from the
majority altogether. Now, it is for the pur-
pose of giving to both sides of the House
representation upon the committee in propor-
tion to their strength that the rule exists.
That is the principle, in order that a mem-
ber who is charged with some offence, whe-
ther impliedly or directly—

Hon. Mr. MILLER—Does not the motion
give a full representation to both sides ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—It may do so, but he
might disregard the rule if the principle is
such as my hon. friend contends for. The
committee might be named of persons en-
tirely on the side of the opposition. Now,
when an )nquiry is being made into accu-
sations against a public man, or a member
of the government, the protection is, that
the side of the party accused may find re-
presentation on the committee, and that re-
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|
presentation is found by giving to the party |
the power to appoint in proportion to their
strength. My hon. friend says that there
have been cases in the House of Commons
where committees have been appointed
without the adoption of such a precedent
or the following of such a rule. That is
perfectly true, if the person does not choose
to stand upon his rights. If he chooses
to waive his right, he may consider that
the committee is sufficiently fair as it is |
proposed to be made, and may not insist
upon the right which the rules of parlia-
ment give him, but the rule of parliament
does give the right, whether the question
is to be tried in this House, or by a com-
mittee of the House of Commons, that the
committee shall be constituted fairly, and
to constitute it fairly every member who is
present may vote for one member of the

committee, and only one. The motion de-

cides what the number of the committee
shall be, and then my hon. friend, and those
who are associated with him, will have an
opportunity of electing their due proportion
of the committce. Whoever we may choose
they have nothing to say about, and who-
ever they chocse we are not at liberty to
object to. HEach side chooses members to

represent it in the committee, to inquire into |

the charges made against the government or
a member of the House, in proportion to

It has been followed in the Imperial parlia-
ment, and if there is no modern precedent—
I am not sure, I have not looked at the
practice of the House of Lords—it is simply
because there has been no member of the
House against whom a charge of this sort
has been made. And so, before I discuss
the merits- of the hon. gentleman’s motion,
I take exception, Mr. Speaker, to the memn-
bers of the committee being named in the
motion. If the hon. gentleman then carries
his motion without a committee being
named, the House will proceed to consti-
tute the committee.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I have here the
authority of Sir John Bourinot with regard
to the matter. I will quote from page 496 :

Notice should be properly given of all motions
for select committees ; but it is not the invari-
able practice in the Senate to include in the mo-
ion the names of the members, which may be
given by consent of the House when the mo-

tion is duly proposed.
Hon. Mr. MILLS.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—That is my contention.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—May, dealing with this
question, says :

In special cases, the lords have appointed
select committees by ballot.

Hon. Sift MACKENZIE BOWELL—In sel-
ecting the members of the committee, I ad-
hered as nearly as I possibly could to the
principles that have been laid down, that
is by representing the relative strength of
parties, and I think I have gone a little
beyond that, but in a matter of this kind,
I do not think it should by this Senate be
dealt with on purely party grounds.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Then you do not object
to giving the majority to the government.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
would not object if the hon. minister would
allow me to select the gentlemen on his side
of the House. I have sufficient confidence
in the members I have selected that they
would not do an improper thing, which the
hon. minister insinuates this committee
would do, because there happens to be two
of a majority against the government.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—No.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I have
sufficient confidence in most of the gentle-
men who occupy seats on that side of the
House. Bourinot goes a little further and
says, if it is necessary to refer to minutes*or
to evidence :

Notice should be properly given of all motions
for select committees ; but it is not the invari-
able practice of the Senate to include in the
motion the names of the members, which may
be given by consent of the House when the
motion is duly proposed. But no doubt it is the
more convenient and regular course to include
the names in the notice of motion.

That is just precisely what I have done.
Bourinot proceeds :

It is usual for the mover of a select committee
to be one of its members.

That is under rule 95. This lays down the
rule very clearly, and it states what the
practice has been in the past, just as has
been stated by the hon. senator from Rich-
mond. This question, so far as my recol-
lection serves, never was raised in the Sen-
ate before, and I can only look upon the po-
sition taken by the hon. Minister of Justice
as a reflection upon the gentlemen who have
been selected. I individually am quite pre-
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pared to allow the hon. Minister of Justice
to object to any member being on the com-
mittee. If he objects to my being on the
committee, I shall retire and let some one
else be named. This is the course pursued
by the Senate in the past, and we have the
authority, not only of Bourinot, but the
authority of the hon. senator from Rich-
mond (Mr. Miller), who has occupied a seat
in this House ever since there has been a
Senate, and who certainly knows as much,
or more, of the rules as any member of this
House. In taking this course, I am doing
what I thought could not by any possibility
be objected to, and I was much surprised
at the position taken by the hon. Minister
of Justice. If he wants to defeat the mo-
tion, let him say so, and then the country
will know, and we will know exactly what
position they take.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I ask for a ruling upon
the question.

The SPEAKER—I regret, hon. gentlemen,
that I should be called upon to rule upon so
important a question so soon after taking
the Chair. My opinion is asked now, and
I give it with a good deal of hesitation and
diffidence. I think that the principle laid
down by the hon. Minister of Justice appeals

“to one’s sense of fair-play and justice. Sub-
stantially, by the resolution of the hon. lead-
er of the opposition, if the allegations made
by Mr. Cook should turn out to be true, the
premier of this country is convicted, or the
government are convicted, of a very serious
offence. The government are in the position
of accused parties. I do not say that the
hon, leader of the opposition has any sym-
pathy with the accusers, but still he brings
the matter up, to a certain extent, on behalf
of the person who has made the charge.

Hon. Sir MAOKENZIE BOWELL—No, I
take exception to that.

The SPEAKER—I did not say that the
hon. leader of the opposition identified him-
self with that person.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—The
hon. Speaker said I made the motion on be-
half of the gentleman who made the charge.
I repudiate that statement.

The SPEAKER—I said to a certain ex-
tent.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—No,
not to any extent.

The SPEAKER—I do not wish to say that
the hon. leader of the opposition sympa-
thizes with the charges. I say substantially
that there is a charge against the govern-
ment involved in the matter which is re-
ferred to the committee. I put it in that
way, that there is a charge against the gov-
ernment involved in the matter which is
referred to the committee, and I think the
principle laid down by the hon. Minister
of Justice, that the hon. member who brings
the charge before the House should not
name the whole committee, is a reasonable
one. I may say that I do not think
there is so much difference between the
hon. leader of the opposition and the hon.
Minister of Justice as might appear at
first sight. The hon. leader of the opposi-
tion has named seven members of the
House who habitually vote with the opposi-
tion, and he has named five gentlemen who
habitually vote with the government. I
think that in the matter of the relative pro-
portions of the two parties the hon. gentle-
man has given fair-play. The only point
where I think the hon. gentleman has gone
.a little too far is in naming the members
who are to act on behalf of the government
on the committee, and I regret that the hon.
gentleman has not thought fit to concur in
the suggestion made by the hon. Minister
of Justice that the government side of the
House should be allowed to nominate the
gentlemen whom they wish to sit on the
committee. That is what strikes me as a
matter of common sense and fair-play. It
has been stated that we are not bound by
the precedents of the House of Commons
and that we are to be governed by our own
precedents. It happens that in the House
of ‘Commons there have been various cases,
substantially like this, where charges have
been made against a government, or against
members of a government, and it will
be found that, in nearly all those cases
where a committee has been asked for, and
a committee has been granted, a commit-
tee which is intended to try a charge of
this kind is, in the House of Commons, se-
lected in the manner indicated by the hon.
Minister of Justice. As the hon. member
from Richmond very properly pointed out,
in the case of the Baie des Chaleurs Rail-
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way there was no special committee. chosen.
The Bill with respect to the Baie des Cha-
leurs Railway was in the hands of the
Standing Committee on Railways, Tele-
graphs and Harbours, and it was allowed
to remain there. The committee were given
certain additional powers, and the investiga-
tion was conducted before that committee.
I have been some considerable time a mem-
ber of the Senate now, and I do not, during
all that time, Tecall any case where a charge
similar to this has been made in this House.
There were, in the sessions of 1877 and 1878,
committees appointed. There was a com-
mittee appointed in the session of 1877 for
the purpose of inquiring into the route of
the Canadian Pacific Railway, west of Lake
Superior, but when the committee was
moved for there were no charges made
against the government or against any mem-
ber of the government. There appeared to
be a doubt as to the wisdom of the choice of
route made by the government, and after-
wards the Neebing Hotel matter came out of
the inquiries of that committee. But I do not
think that we have had any case similar in
principle to the case now before the Sen-
ate. Not having any precedent of our own,
I think that we should naturally be govern-

ed by the precedents of the other House,

and that the practice of the other House
is consistent with our ideas of justice
and common sense; and, as I say, I
think it is to Le regretted that there should
be any marked difference of opinion on the
subject here, because substantially there is
very little difference between the proposal
made by the hon. Minister of Justice and
the proposal made by the hon. leader of the
opposition. I think that the hon. leader of
the opposition cannot see any serious ob-
jection to allowing the five gentlemen who
are to represent the government side of the
House to be chosen by the government side
of the House, and if I am asked to rule now,
I shall feel obliged to rule that the objec-
tion to the constitution of the committee is
well taken.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I do
not know how far I am at liberty to discuss
the hon. Speaker’s ruling. He has given us
a speech in defence of the government and
the course taken by the government, rather
than what I would call an impartial course
by a Speaker in giving his decision. He

The SPEAKER.

accused me first of being here on behalf
of Mr. Cook. That I repudiate in most em-
phatic terms. Then he says if I had any
idea of right, justice and equity, I would
accept the suggestion of the hon. Minister
of Justice. I take it that the Speaker’s duty
is simply to rule whether the objection tak-

‘en by the hon. Minister of Justice is correct

or not, and not to read me a lecture as to
the course I should pursue, either upon this
or any other occasion. While I respect very
highly the hon. gentleman who occupies the
Chair, I shall not submit to his reading me
a lecture upon my duties in this House.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend is not in
order.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I am
in order, and I propose to discuss the matter.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend is not
in order in discussing the decision of the
Speaker.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—We
have had no decision. There is nothing in
the books which says that I am to accept
the dictum of the President of this Chamber
as to what course I should pursue in this
matter. The precedents in this House are
directly and positively against it. I hold
one in my hand, to which Bourinot refers,
in which the committee is specially named in
connection with it. In justification of the
implied charges made against me by the
Speaker of the House, for the course I have
pursued, I shall appeal, even if I stand
alone, against that decision, and I do so up-
on the grounds of precedents laid down in
the journals of the Senate directly contrary
to the position which the Speaker has taken,
and if I am to understand, after the re-
marks which I have made—because the
Speaker in this House fortunately—I say
fortunately—is in a position to step down
from the Chair and discuss questions just
as freely as we are. He is not confined to
merely giving his opinion, as is the Speaker
in the House of Commons, and it is for that
reason that I have taken the present course
in repudiating the insinuations which have
been made against myself individually in
this matter. I have affirmed already that my
intention is to arrive at the truth in connec-
tion with this matter. My intention is to
vindicate, so far as I can, the character and
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reputation of the House in .which I have
the honour to hold a seat. I think I have
stated my position very clearly. If I am to
understand the Speaker’s ruling to be that
I am out of order in the course I have pur-
sued, I shall move that that ruling be not
concurred in by the House.

The SPEAKER—I think my ruling was
quite distinet. I said if a decision was in-
sisted upon, that the objection of the hon.
Minister of Justice was well taken.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I have been some
twenty-seven years a member of this body,
and I must say that in all that time I never
heard any hon. gentleman rise in his place
and comment on the decision of the Speaker.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Did the Speaker
give us a lecture.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The Speaker simply
gave the reason on which his decision was
based. I say he was perfectly right in giv-
ing his reasons.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Did
the hon. Secretary of State ever hear the
Speaker read a Senator a lecture.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—He was called upon to
give a decision. Had he simply decided that
the proposition made by the hon. Minister
of Justice was the correct one, the House
would have been in ignorance of the reasons
on which he based it. It was only fair to
the party accused to have some voice in the
selection of the jury by whom they were
to be tried. That is a principle that a fair
judgment would recognize, and I think it
would be extremely unfortunate if any at-
tack should be made upon a Speaker who
is powerless to make any observations. It
is the first time in twenty-seven years that
I have heard any criticism of that kind by
any member.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Under
the circumstances, I shall take the liberty,
which every member has, of moving. sec-
onded by the hon. member from Marshfield,
that the ruling of the Speaker be not con-
curred in by the House. I am fully in ac-
cord with the sentiments uttered by the hon.
gentleman (Hon. Mr. Scott), and if he had
gone further and said that in his twenty-
seven years’ experience in this House he
had never heard the Speaker read a lecture
to an hon. member who thought it his

duty to take any particular course, I would
concur precisely in his views. I have no
objection whatever to obliterate the five
names of government supporters that are
mentioned in my motion, and allow the hon.
Minister of Justice to select whatever hon.
members he pleases, and if he wants six, I
am quite willing that he should have them ;
and even if we are obliged to go through the
intricate process of electing a committee as
suggested by the lhon. Minister of Justice,
we would have just the same representation
by both parties.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I may say to my hon.
friend that I am not objecting to his sugges-
tion at all that we should name our own
members. My suggestion is made in per-
fect good faith, and I thought in great mo-
deration, that my hon. friend should leave
the naming of the members out of his mo-
tion altogether, and if his motion carries, I
do not object to meet with my hon. friend
and state who I think on our side should be
named on the committee, and he can do the
same on his side. I am sure my hon. friend
and I could agree as to whom the hon. mem-
bers of the committee should be, and if the
motion is put without the names and does
not carry, there is an end of it, but if it
does carry, as it probably will, then I think
he and I could agree without any trouble.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—In
view of the moderate tone in which the hon.
gentleman has made that suggestion, I have
no objection to accept it. He does not ob-
Jject to the numerical strength of both par-
ties upon the committee, and I have no ob-
jections whatever, and 1 had much rather
take that course than the one of placing a

‘motion upon the paper in opposition to the

Speaker’s ruling. But I felt so strongly up-
on the matter that I was forced to take that
position. My reason for adopting this course
is to avoid the necessity of having a vote
taken in this House against the ruling of
the Speaker. I understand my hon. friend
withdraws his point of order and the Speak-
er’s ruling is also withdrawn and the mo-
tion is to be carried.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Then the motion stands
without the names.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Yes,
providing there is no ruling.
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Hon. Mr. MILLER—I do not see how we
can go on in the present condition of things.
I think the Speaker should withdraw his
ruling, because the House is bound by the
ruling.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—The Speaker can-|

not withdraw his ruling.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—If the
hon. gentleman has withdrawn his point of
order the ruling drops.

The SPEAKER—I should like to say a
wonrd before the matter is dropped. I re-
gret that the hon. leader of the opposition
seems to think I had undertaken to read him
a lecture. Nothing on earth was further
from my thoughts, and speaking without
any preparation I may not have expressed
just what I wished to say, but I have a
very distinet remembrance that when the
hon. gentleman objected to the phrase I
used, I withdrew it and said that I did not
mean to say that his sentiments were as he
appeared to think I said they were, and I
regret that I should have had this unplea-
sant experience with the hon. leader of the
opposition on the first question of order
which has come up.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Then
the motion is to be put without the names
and the ruling is withdrawn.

The SPEAKER—The point of order taken
by the hon. Minister of Justice is withdrawn
and the ruling goes with it.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—I do not undet-
stand it yet. Is it understood that the hon.
Minister of Justice and the leader of the
opposition are to select the committee them-
selves, or is it coming back to this House
again ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It
must come back to the House of course.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend takes a
little different view from that which I en-
tertained with regard to his responsibility
to the House in making a motion of this
sort. I take it that the responsibility of a
member of this Senate in bringing what are
practically charges against public men,
which, if true, would show that they are
unworthy to advise the Crown, or to con-
trol the affairs of this country, is quite as
serious in the Senate Chambers as it is in

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

the House of Commons. The rule followed
in England, and the rule followed in this
country is that where charges are being made
which affect the conduct of a representative
of the people or a member of the House
of Lords—here a member of the Senate—
that the member who makes such charges
shall not bring them forward lightly. They
are not brought forward for the purpose of
gratifying any personal dislike, nor for the
purpose of securing a party triumph, but
in order to vindicate the honour of men
engaged in the public service whether as
advisers of the Crown, or as representatives
of the people, and so parties who bring
forward such charges are required by the
law of parliament to affirm that they have
been ‘credibly informed.’ Now, in order
that a party may be credibly informed, he
must be informed by some one who, in his
opinion, is worthy of credit and that he
verily believes. His Delief is founded upon
his opinion of the reputation and character
of the party from whom he has obtained
his information. He has been credibly in-
formed and verily believes that if granted
a committee in the House of which he is a
member, he will be enabled to establish
certain facts. Now, my hon. friend says ‘I
want a committee for the purpose of in-
quiring whether certain allegations which
have been made affecting the character of
the government, if they were true, are well
founded, and I want to assume the respon-
sibility of saying. that they are well found-
ed. I will engage in a fishing expedition
for the purpose of seeing what I can make
out of this inquiry.” I say such a proceeding
is wholly at variance with the principles of
parliamentary government, and with the
rules and precedents which govern proceed-
ings in parliament. Public men ought not
to be attacked lightly. Public men, so far
as their character is concerned, ought not to
have charges brought against them, without
careful consideration, and without the as-
sumption that the party who brings them up
for consideration for the purpose of having
inquiry made with regard to them holds
himself responsible that these charges are
well founded. That is the rule recognized
in the House of Commons, and I take it that
my hon. friend opposite cannot relieve him-
self from the responsibility which attaches
to his conduct if his motion is granted, by
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undertaking to affirm that he will assunie no
responsibility in the matter. His responsibili-
ty is such that the law of parliament attaches
to.one who makes a motion of this kind. He
knows how serious this motion would be to
some member of the government, or to more
than one, if it could be shown that this at-
tempt at the sale of a seat in the Senate was
established. My hon. friend has referred to
what has been done in other places, and
there can be no doubt what the right and
duty of the House of Commons is where
charges of this sort are made, where one
will affirm that he has been credibly inform-
ed, and that he believes the statements that
have been made to him, and that if a com-
mittee is granted to him, he will be able to
establish his case. There was, a few years
ago, in 1892, a charge somewhat like that
which the hon. gentleman proposes now
to have investigated, but very much strong-
er, against a member of the government in
the House of Commons. The late Speaker,
Mr. Edgar, when a private member of the
House, proposed a resolution by which he
asked the House to inquire into the con-
duct of the Postmaster General. He as-
sumed the responsibility of the inquiry
which he sought. He said that he had been
credibly informed and ‘he verily believed
that if a committee were granted to him he
would be able to establish, by evidence of
witnesses taken on oath, that a large sum
of money, which had been voted by parlia-
ment for the purpose of aiding in the con-
struction of certain railways, had been di-
verted from its original object by arrange-
ments made between the Postmaster General
at that time and one of the promoters of the
road, and that that money, instead of going
towards aiding the construction of railways,
had been used for the purpose of securing
the election of certain friends of the Post-
master General, in the province of Quebec.
Now, that was a very clear and specific
charge. It was made in the House of Com-
mons. It affected the public revenue. If
there is any subject upon which the House
of Commons have the right to exercise par-
amount authority, it is with regard to the
use made of the money appropriated by the
vote of the House for the public service,
and so the House of Commons was entirely
within its rights when it proposed an in-
quiry by the House itself for the purpose of
6

ascertaining whether there was any founda-
tion for the charges or not. My hon. friend
was a member of the government at the
time, and the party against whom the accu-
sations were made, was also a member of
that administration. That motion did not
carry. It was put in the usual parliament-
ary form ; it was supported by very cogent
arguments. There was a solemn declaration
that the truthfulness of the allegations made
in the imotion would be established by evid-
ence taken on oath, but that committee was
not granted. On the contrary, almost every
member of the government having seats in
the House of Commons opposed the motion
and succeeded in voting it down. My hon.
friend himself voted against the inquiry. He
declared, or his leader did, that the House
of Commons was not the proper tribunal
for the purpose of protecting public rights
in the public revenues. Sir John Thompson
on that occasion made these observations :

Another observation which I would venture to
make is that when accusations of improper con-
duct are made even against members of parlia-
ment as such, we ought to consider most care-
fully whether it is imperative upon the House
to exercise its judicial functions, which we so
rarely like to exercise, and which we so rarely
exercise well, considering the diversity of feel-
ings, of interests and even of political passions
which are apt to prevail in an assembly like
this. We have to consider whether the accusa-
tions which are brought forward are accusations
which some better qualified tribunal in this
country is not clothed with powers to determine.

He further said :

But the government is not before a committee,
and it is unconstitutional that a committee
should sit to try the government of the day. I-
have only to conclude by the statement that of
all the accusations which have been made in
this House, even the accusations which the
House declined to entertain at the close of last:
session, this accusation is the vaguest that I
have been able to find, and it is one which I
ttink the House ought not to entertain in its
present shape.

Although the charge was made against a
member, made in exceedingly explicit lan-
guage, and the declaration was also made
that if a committee was granted the charges
would be proved by evidence taken on oath,
yet the government at that time refused to
consent to the appointment of such a com-
mittee. I have no doubt in my mind—I am
thoroughly convinced, and if it were neces-
sary to argue the question it could be estab-
lished beyond all room for controversy—that
the course then taken by Mr. Edgar in the
House of Commons was the proper course:
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under the circumstances. An appropriation
had been made by the House, and it was
undoubtedly the right of the House of Cow-
mons, and %the right of no one else to as-
certain what use had been made of the
money it had appropriated for certain spe-
cific purposes, and whether those moneys
had been devoted to other purposes than
those for which they had been granted. On
that occasion the government resisted this
proposal ; they had the matter referred to
a commission appointed by the government
jtself. That is, one of the men against
whom the accusation was made, determiued
who it was that should sit in judgment upon
his conduct ; who it was that should be
appointed for the purpose of trying whether
he was guilty or not guilty. I think that
was a most improper proceeding, and i say
to my hon. friend now, if he will stand vp
in this House and say that he believes the
charges which he assumes to have beed
made by Mr. Cook in this solemn declara-
tion, are true, that if he is given a cominit-
tee he will prove that those allegations are
true, and that he will be enabled to show,
eitber that the whole government or that
certain members of the government, whom
he ought to name in his motion, are per-
sons against whom he will be able to estab-
lish his accusations—if he says that, ihen I
say le is entitled to a committee, but I say
he is not entitled to a committee when he
will assume no responsibility, when he will
say nothing in respect to any membar of '
the administration, and when bhe will not
say whether he believes any one is guilty or
not guilty of the charges. What is the ob-
ject of the inquiry ? Is it for the purpose
of besmirching or blackening the character
of some public man ? Is it for the purpose
of trying to damn, by Dbringing Mr. Cook
here, the reputation of some member of the
administration ? That is not the object of
the law of parliament in granting an inquiry
of that kind. The intention of parliameut
is to bring to punishment parties who are
guilty of corrupt acts. But my bon. friend
ought to be able to say that in his opinion
there are members of the administration
guilty of some offence in connection with
this matter ; that there are members of this
administration who have undertaken to traf-
fic in seats in the Senate; that there are
members of the administration who, if he is

ATE|

given a committee, he will be able to show
have offcred a seat in the Senate for a pe-
cuniary consideration, to Mr. Cook, or any-
body else, he may thus name, but unless he
is prepared to do that he ought not to ask
for an inquiry of this sort. Any one might
to-morrow decide to bring a charge against
half the members of the Senate. He might
say that if a committee were granted he
would be able to show that the members
who were appointed to the Senate when my
hon. friend was at the head of affairs, were
appointed for a pecuniary consideration,
that they had bought their way into the
Senate, and ask for a committee here for
the purpose of ascertaining what sum had
been paid, or whether there was any roun-
dation for the statement or not. Now, 1
say that my hon. friend ought not to found
a motion on a statement of that sort. I
say again, if he is prepared to declare that
in his opinion Mr. Ceok was offered a seat
in the Senate for a pecuniary consideration,
that it was proposed to sell him a senator-
ship, and if given a committee he will estab-
lish that fact, then I say his motion ought
to carry in this House. That sort of pro-
ceeding ought to be denounced. But, my
bon. friend, if he will appeal to members of
this House, and there have been many
brought in here since the present adminis-
tration came in, will find a good deal of diffi-
culty to get any member to stand up and
say that the government asked from him,
or suggested to him, that he should give
some pecuniary consideration for the seat
he holds in this House. I suppose the seat
referred to in this solemn declaration of
Mr. Cook is the one to which I was ap-
pointed. I understood that he desired the
appointment at that time. The government
did not appoint him ; they appointed me.
I know right well this, that it was never
suggested to me that I should give some
pecuniary consideration for a seat in the
Senate. I had a very great deal of reluct-
ance in coming here, and I dare say many
other members have felt in the same way.
I had been a long time in the House of
Commons—thirty years. I took an interest
in the proceedings of that House. They
were more congenial to me than I believed
the work of the Senate would be, and so
my opinion and feeling was to go back to
the House again. I came here because I

Hon. Mr. MILLS.
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thought I might be of some service to my | gain some advantage by it, and do some-

party, or to the country. Since I have been | thing which will serve to assist them in se-
here many senators have come, and I am | curing the seat. But I do not know what
perfectly sure that no member of the ad- | some private party may have said to Mr.
ministration has suggested to any man who | Cook. There may have been badinage.
sits here that he should pay into the public | Some man may haye teased him. Mr. Cook
treasury, or pay into a private fund for |is a very passionate man. So far as I am
party purposes, a sum of money in consider- | concerned, I was anxious, when his name
ation of the seat he holds in this House. | was first mentioned, to see him obtain a
If there is such a man, I should like him |seat in the Senate, because he had been for
to stand up, and announce the fact. 1 |a long time an active member of the House
should like him to appear before this com- | of Commons, and had fought many a hard
mittec, if such a committee is appointed, | ight in a very difiicult constituency. I can-
for the purpose of seeing whether there was | not tell what may have been said to him
any foundation, in his estimation, for such | by way of badgering him, but I do know
a charge. I kuow it is a calumny upon the | this, that no member of the administration
administration, and a calumny upon every |ever said, directly or indirectly, to Mr. Cook,
centleman who sits in this House upon a |that he was to obtain a seat in this House
patent from the Crown, founded upon the | by purchase.

advice of the Prime Minister, and those as-
sociated with him. My hon. friend speaks
about parties buying their way into the
Senate. He knows right well that they are
recommended to the Crown by the Prime
Minister ; they are not recommended by any | Hon. Mr. MILLS—I cannot say whether
other minister. The Prime Minister acts | Mr. Cook was labouring under a hallucina-
for all who are associated with him, and ! tion or not. All I apprehend is, Mr. Cook
is the organ of the government for the | was disappointed when he was not made a
purpose of submitting to the Crown the |senator, and he may have been very angry.
name of the party who is about to be ap- | I know he is a very passionate man, and
pointed to the Senate. So if the charges of | what he may have said in his passion, I
Mr. Cook in this matter pointed to any cne | cannot say. I have heard on one or two

Hon. Mr. MACDOXNALD (C.B.)—Can the
minister account for the hallucination of
Mr. Cook if his statements are all false-
hoods 7

" they pointed to the Prime Minister, and we | occasions of persons badgering Mr. Cook

have here the explicit denial, the explicit | and telling him he ought to get a position
declaration of the Prime Minister that there cheap, that if a man were opposed to the
is not a particle of foundation for the charge | government he might expect to pay
that has been made. Does my hon. friend | handsomely for his seat, but a man who had
want a committee to ascertain whether the | been a friend of the administration and
Prime Minister has stated what is untruein | supporting it, ought to get a seat in the
this matter, that he is to be put upon his| Senate at a lower figure. I heard of people
trial, in fact, not for the purpose of vindi-|saying that to Mr. Cook and badgering him,

-cating himself from the charge of guilt, but ' but I never supposed for a moment that

for the purpose of establishing that he is| Mr. Cook would believe anything of the
innocent, and that what Mr. Cook has suid  sort. I do not believe that he did, and I am
in this communication is a statement which | perfectly sure of this, that no member of
at all events does not apply to him ? My | the administration ever said anything of
hon. friend refers to the discussion which | that sort to Mr. Cook, or suggested that it
took place in Mr. Horsey's election and what | should be said by anybody else. What the
Mr. Tucker said and what Mr. Cook tele- | Prime Minister said is this: ‘I am not pre-
graphed to Mr. Tucker. We have that all | pared to admit that a man in public life
spread out upon the proceedings here. 1| should be answerable to charges of this
do not attach very much importance to what | character unless they are supported by some
Mr. Tucker said during an election. Some | kind of evidence which would give them
men go very far in what they say in an elec- | colour at first sight’ Is there any evi-

:tion contest, where they suppose they may | dence which would give this colour at first

63
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sight ?  Will my hon. friend say that he
believes that any member of the administra-
tion, either directly or indirectly, offered
Mr. Cook a seat in the Senate for a pecuh-
iary consideration ? If he does not, why
does he wish to have an inquiry ? Why

does he want to waste the time of the]

Senate in calling witnesses here, and ex-
pending large sums of money to bring par-
ties here for the purpose of degrading par-
liament by showing that men occupying
the first positions as advisors of the Crown
are not worthy to be treated as gentlemen,
that they are disposed to adopt a venal
course and traffic in positions that are of
great public trust. Sir Wilfrid said :

I, however, waive the right of ignoring such
an accusation, and I here and now make the
statement for myself and my colleagues, that
there is not a shadow of foundation in the
charge of Mr. Cook; that I never, directly or
indirectly, through an agent or otherwise, made
any demand upon him for any sum of money,
big or small, or for anything else.

That is explicit enough. There could not
be any doubt with regard to that statement.
[s there any hon. gentleman here who will
say he does not believe the declaration of
the Prime Minister, but demands an in-
quiry to find out whether the Prime Minister
stated ,what is untrue or not, whether he is
corrupt or not, and whether he is prepared to
traffic in seats in this House ? The
Senate Chamber, by adopting a policy of
moderation and fairness, by applying them-
selves to the consideration of public ques-
tions free from that unreasonable pressure
that may exist sometimes in the case of a
particular member in the House of Com-
mons, would be able to render great and
important service to the State. I have never
been of the view that one Chamber is suffi-
cient. I have always held that the public
interest required, and the permanency and
stability of our institutions required, that
there should be two Houses, and I think it is
well that one in its origin and constitution
should be, as the Senate is, not a party Con-
servative body, but a conservative body in
its constitution, so that it may give greater
stability and security to the institutions of
the State. In order that we may discharge
our functions properly and well, we require
to give special consideration to the import-
ant questions with which we are called upon
to deal. We require to examine them with
care, and to take, in respect of them, a

broad and statesmanlike view ; but to enter
Hon. Mr. MILLS.

into the most odious class of public ques-
tions, to attack the character of public men,
to make those attacks the more savage in
proportion as the place is more exalted, is
not the way to conserve the well being of
the state under our constitutional system.
My hon. friend is not doing that which is
in the best interests of the State or best for
the Senate when he proposes a motion such
as that now before us. If he will not say
that he believes that the government or some
member of the government has ‘trafficked in
public places, if he will not declare that if
given a committee he will establish that
fact, then I say he ‘has no right to ask for
a committee at all. He has no right to ask
for a committee in a matter of this kind.
The time of the House ought not to be so
wasted. The public mind ought not to be
so perverted and the mioral sense of the
community ought not to pe so degraded as
it is by accusations against public men that
are only justified when the party who brings
them forward believes they are well found-
ed and believes it is in the .public interest
that the wrong which has been done should
be exposed. No such statement is made in
this case, and in my opinion my hon. friend
is not conserving the public interest, is not
doing that which is best for the well-being
of any party of the country, when he refers
to some statement made by Mr. Cook and
asks that a committee be appointed to in-
quire into it. Does Mr. Cook say in this
affidavit who the party was ? It was easy
to name him if so disposed. Who was the
party with whom he had a conference ?
Who was the minister who wrote the letter
that was read to him by ithat party ? Who
are the parties upon whom he wishes to
fasten the guilt ?

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—That is what we
wish to_ find out.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Then the hon. gentle-
man should have gone to Mr. Cook. The:
hon. leader of the opposition should not come:
into court, as he proposes, to fish. He should
have gone to Mr. Cook. If I believed that
Mr. Cook’s statement had -any foundation of
fact I would have gone to Mr. Cook. I
would have asked him who my colleague
was who wrote the letter. I would have
asked him what the correspondence was,
and who, the, party. was that presented that
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letter. I would have got all the information
from him I could. A man would not have
gone into court on his own account the
way my hon. friend has gone into this mat-
ter. My hon. friend has not made the decla-
ration the law requires to be made to bring
this matter béfore us, and he has not got
the dinformation which would enable him
to say he has been credibly informed and
verily believes. He has no information of
that sort. He is not able to make that de-
claration, and he ought not to come here and
ask this House to engage with him in a
fishing expedition of this kind. What is
the object of this ? We can make a better
use of our time than in undertaking to show
that human nature is more degraded than
the public at large supposed it to be. 1
trust that the House will not adopt my hon.
friend’s motion. I tell him again that if he
is prepared to make the necessary declara-
tion and assume the necessary responsibility
as a leading man of this House, he is en-
titled to have his inquiry. If he is not pre-
pared to make that declaration, then he
ought not to take up the time of the House
in this way. He might just as well go out-
side and, hearing all sorts of charges and
calumnies repeated about public men pri-
vately, then come and ask for a committee
in regard to them. That is not the most
€xalted use we can make of our time, and it
is not the way our time ought to be em-
ployed. I have no disposition and no in-
clination to undertake to establish charges
against those who are politically opposed to
me. If I thought they had done any great
wrong I would be prepared to make my
statement of what it was specifically. I would
try and ascertain that it was well founded
before I would bring it into parliament at
‘all, and, in addition to that, I would ask my-
self the question what public use can it
serve, even if true, before I would under-
take to ask for an inquiry, and waste time
with respect to it. My hon. friend oppo-
site does not attach much importance to
this question himself, except as a matter of
tactical advantage, party advantage, be-
cause he puts himself in this position ; if
I do not prove anything, why I am not hurt,
because I am not undertaking to prove any-
thing, I have not promised to prove any-
thing. I have not said I believed any of the
statements, and therefore there is no res-

ponsibility attaching to me in respect to
them. I say that is not a position he is
entitled to take. That is the position the
law of parliament did not intend he should
take, and it is because there is no such in-
tention in the practice of parliament that he
is required to make the declaration which
he has mot made that he has been credibly
informed and verily believes. He has not
been informed at all except by what he has
seen in the newspapers. He has not gone
to the party for the purpose of ascertaining
what are the facts upon which he bases this
statement. He proposes to bring him here
at the public expense for the purpose of
finding out, after he has brought him here,
what he ought to have found out before he
brings the charge. He has not done so. I
say then, that being the case, 1 trust the
House will not entertain the proposition of
my hon. friend unless he is prepared to take
a bolder position and greater responsibility
In respect of it than he has ventured to take
up to this moment.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—I do not think it
is necessary to discuss this question at any
great length, especially in view of the speech
of the hon. leader of the House to which we
have just listened, for I must say that the
speech he has just made is not one that is
calculated to convince hon. gentlemen that
this motion should not be adopted by the
Senate. The ground which the hon. gentle-
man takes is that my hon. friend has not
assumed sufficient responsibility. That is
the whole of his speech. All the words
that he has used, are simply elaborating
that one idea, that my hon. friend has not
assumed sufficient responsibility in making
his motion. With regard to that question,
we know very well that my hon. friend, the
leader of the opposition, does not mean to
divest himself of that respousibility which
devolves upon him as a member of this
House and of which I know he has the
keenest possible sense, and that he has
made his motion with the full sense of the
responsibility he owes to this House and to
the country. That is a matter which may
be very well left to my hon. friend himself.
His character as a member of this House,
as a public man of this country serving in
the other branch of parliament as well as
here, i not one that would lead any hon.
gentleman to conclude that he would make
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the motion lightly and would without ade-
quate reasons take up the time of the
House or pervert the judgment of the
country. I submit that the practice
of this House has not been to require
any such solemn and emphatic declara-
tion as my hon. friend, the Minister of
Justice, says is the law of parliament. I have
not been here a great many years, but I have
been here to take part in the deliberations of
this House. On one occasion when my
hon. friend from Richmond (Mr. Miller),
whom every one knows to be one of
the ablest parliamentarians in Canada,
made a motion in this House with
regard to the Drummond County Railway
transaction. My don. friend made his mo-
tion and surrounded it with the state-
ment that he did not know the facts
himself, that statements were made charg-
ing corruption and maladministration in
connection with that Drummond Railway
concern. He said absolutely that he did not
know the truth of those statements of his
own knowledge. He made the motion. He
addressed, on the other side of the House,
one of the ablest parliamentarians in Can-
ada, Sir Oliver Mowat, who led the govern-
ment in this House. We did not find him
rising and lecturing the hon. gentleman
from Richmond because he did not assume
greater responsibility. He had more ground
to do it than the Minister of Justice has on
the present occasion, because my hon. friend
from Richmond was more guarded than my
hon. friend, the leader of the opposition, has
been to day in not assuming responsibility
for the truth of the charges that were made
with regard to the Drummond County Rail-
way. Then, again, I turn to the transactions
of the House of Commons. ‘I have had no
time to look up the cases. I never supposed
that such a ground as this would be taken.
I referred to the motion in the House of
Commons when the present leader of the
opposition, Mr. Robert L. Borden, of Hali-
fax, moved for a committee to investigate
irregularities in connection with the elections

. in West Huron and Brockville. What did

he do? He read a number of affidavits,
principally of the residents of West Huron.
They were men that were not known to
the members of the House of Commons.

-All that was known was that they were

citizens in this country. He made the state-
ment, ‘I do not know whether these affi-
Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.

davits are true or not, but they are the affi-
davits of reputable citizens.” They were
not affidavits of men who had filled the im-
portant position held by Mr. Cook, who had
been a member of the parliament of this
country, who had been a trusted friend
of members of the administration, and
who makes an affidavit that these
charges are true. Yet, in the face of the
statement of Mr. Borden, that he did not
know that the statements were true, Sir
Wilfrid Laurier rose and said, ‘The hon.
gentleman bhas made a prima facie case,’
and he agreed to grant the committee asked
for. I do not ask hon. gentlemen to attach
undue importance to what took place at pub-
lic meetings and telegrams back and for-
ward for political purposes, but Mr. Cook
sat down before a notary and made a sol-
emn declaration, and he could not help
knowing that he was responsible for every
word in that affidawvit, and that if he stated
anything which was untrue he was liable to
be indicted for perjury. That is the affi-
davit on which my hon. friend makes a
motion to this House and I think the ground
is amply taken. My hon. friend, standing In
this House, is responsible as a public man
basing his motion on this affidavit of Mr.
H. H. Cook. I think if ever there was a
motion for an inquiry before any parliament
that I am aware of, sufficiently backed up,
this is the one. My hon. friend refers to
some badgering conversations in which he
says Mr. Cook had taken part. When this in-
vestigation is held these badgering conversa-
tions may be brought out, and it may be
found that Mr. Cook was made the subject
of a practical joke. I am sure the members
of the government will be delighted if that
is so. Mr. Cook did not think they were
badgering. He is not an idiot. I have not an
extended acquaintance with him, but from
the positions he has held in this country, and
from my slight acquaintance with him, I do
not think he would be so easily imposed upon
as that. There are grave reasons why we
should take up the question. It seemed to
Sir Wilfrid Laurier and to the members of
the House of Commons that when affidavits
were read by Mr. Borden, having reference
to irregularities and frauds in the West
Huron and Brockville elections, that the
honour and dignity of the House of Com-
mons demanded an inquiry into these affi-
davits and allegations to know whether they
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were true or not. What do we find lies under-
neath the affidavit of Mr. Cook ? We find
the charge involved in that affidavit strikes
at the dignity of this House. It strikes,
probably, more severely, if it were possible,
at this House and the honour of this House,
than it does at the go-between whom Mr.
Cook charges with the base offer or the
member of the government said to be im-

plicated, and 1 think the House would

be neglectful of its duty if it did not
look carefully into the matter, and I may
say, apart from what is contained in this
atfidavit of Mr. Cook, many things have oc-
curred in this country which have been cal-
culated to give more importance to this mat-
ter than otherwise would have been attached
to it. I refer especially to declarations
made in New Brunswick, and published in
government newspapers as having been
made by a member of the government. I refer
to the speech made at I'redericton Junction
in New Brunswick in 1896, by Mr. Blair,
the Minister of Railways, and I will read an
extract from it, as it appeared some three
or four days after its delivery in the St.
John Telegraph. He was on that occasion
appealing, having accepted the office of Min-
ister of Rallways, to the constituency of
Sunbury and Queen’s for election, the seat
having been made vacant by the resigna-
tion of the hon. member for Queen’s, who is
now in this Chamber. He said: J
What Mr. King has said to you is absolutely
and entirely true. I was and continued to be
decidedly averse to agreeing to any proposition
that Mr. King should vacate his seat as the
representative for these united counties, and
that we should lose his valuable services as a
representative in the parliament of Canada. My
own individual desire was, as he has stated, to
have made a temporary arrangement for a seat
in the Senate. A friend of mine was perfectly
willing, there being no vacancy, to have loaned
me, so to speak, his seat in the Upper Chamber

for the short, and, as I think, the unimportant
session now coming.

I refer to this to show at least that oue
member of the administration thought so
lightly of a seat in this House, that he re-
garded it as an article of traffic or as goods
and chattels, which might be loaned about
from one man to another. The same hon.
gentleman, speaking on the same occasion,
made the further statement :

It was held he could not get a seat from the
Conservative party, and must of necessity turn
to the Liberals.

Hon. gentlemen will remember there were
some weeks lost in endeavouring to get
some member of the House of Commons in
New Brunswick to retire in order to get a
seat for Mr. Blair, and there were rumors
that some Conservative member was to be
induced to retire. He further said :

As a matter of fact, he was not in such a di-
lemma. There was no such staunch feeling of
loyalty to the defunct party as they would try
to make out. The reason he had not got a seat
elsewhere was that he felt there was such a
tting as giving too high a price. He felt it be-
hooved the Liberal party to see the Senate was

not filled up with men whose views did not
agree with the visaws of the Liberal party.

In other words, Mr. Blair was quite willing
to give some price to some member of the
House of Commons to get a seat, but he
thought the giving of a seat in the Senate
to a Conservative would cost too high a
price, not because the transaction was im-
moral, but because the Liberals were weak
in the upper Chamber, and because it was
undesirable that it should be filled up with
men adverse to the administration. I refer
to these two statements casually, to show
that there has been trafficking, at least, with
regard to seats in this House, and in the
minds of ministers, and it may possibly be—
I do not know—that the same gentleman
who was quite willing to give a price, as
he said himself, to a Conservative member
of the House of Commons in New Bruns-
wick, if he would retire and give him a seat,
but not willing to give so high a price as a
seat in the Senate and thought it was quite
right to lend a seat in the Senate for a short
period—it may be the same gentleman has
his hand in this transaction; I do not know.
But, at any rate, these matters I have re-
ferred to have the effect of disturbing the
public mind in regard to trafficking in seats
in this House, and when the affidavit of Mr.
Cook was made public, I wondered that the
gentlemen in the government themselves
were not eager and anxious that an investi-
gation should take place which would settle
this question entirely and completely, as to
whether there has been any such trafficking
as has been indicated by Mr. Cook in regard
to a seat in the Senate of Canada.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The illustrations that
the hon. senator who has just spoken has
given of the character of this motion of the
hon. leader of the opposition are scarcely
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well chosen. He has quoted the fact that
in the House of Commons, when. a motion
was made to inquire into the West Huron
election, it was not necessary for a gen-
tleman to rise in his place and say he
believed that the statements made in the
newspapers were true. That is a fact,
but the question of the seat of West Huron
was one pertinent to the House of Commons
to inquire into. That seat was in doubt.
There is no parallel here whatever to the
case of West Huron. There the sitting
member was attacked, and it was only pro-
per the matter should be inquired into.
Then the other instance that the hon. gen-
tleman alluded to was the inquiry made by
this House into the Drummond County
Railroad. That, in the same way, was be-
fore a committee. The company were ask-
ing for certain privileges and advantages.
It was a proper question to inquire whether
these privileges should be granted to them.
They wanted certain amendments to their
charter. 1t was proper, before granting the
privileges asked for, that the charges made
against them should be examined under
oath. That is no parallel to this case. Here
is a charge made by a person who is entire-
ly outside of this House, who has accused
members of the government of a corrupt
transaction. The hon. leader of the oppo-
sition, in making this charge, spoke of mem-
bers of the government as being the accused
parties. We all know that where a party
is accused, even the greatest criminal, the
charge must be laid, the facts must be
stated. If the charge is made against an
individual, even for the smiallest offence,
the incident of it, the names of the parties,
must be given to the magistrate and grand
jury before it goes on for trial and investi-
gation, yet this House is called upon to say
that fifteen members, comprising the ad-
ministration, are guilty of a corrupt act.
They decline to say through what channel
that corrupt act was performed. They
decline to say to the party making those
charges: ‘ You must name the member of
the government that was guilty, or the
agent that was employed.” They say: ‘We
will get a committee and spring the char-
ges on the accused.’” I have known Mr.
Cook for many years, and have recognized
him as being a leading Liberal in his time,
and one that might some day fairly claim
a seat in the Senate, but it so happened
Hoox Mr. SCOTT.

that at the time Mr. Cook was pressing
his claims there were eighteen or twenty
gentlemen pressing their claims. All could
not be accommodated at the time. My hon.
friend on my left (Mr. Mills) got the seat
to which Mr. Cook refers in his statement.
I do say that the proposal contained in the
motion is without a parallel in the history
of constitutional government, that the mem-
bers of the government should be all
charged with a very serious offence—I was
going to say a crime, and probably it would
not be too strong a word—and at the same
time they are to be kept in entire ignorance
of all the particulars connected with the
charge. Mr. Cook, so far back as October
last, when challenged for the particulars
said :

I shall very shortly make a full statement of
the whole transaction.

Now, Mr. Cook has never made a statement
of the whole transaction. TUntil Mr. Cook
is prepared to make a statement of that
transaction I think it would be very ex-
traordinary, and due in my judguent entire-
ly to political feeling, if the members of
this House were to put the members of the
government on trial, more particularly when
the members of the government absolutely,
as gentlemen and men of honour, state that
there is no truth in the statement of Mr.
Cook. I think I would have heard of it,
if there was any foundation for the charge,
because I was one of those who favoured
Mr. Cook coming into the Senate.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—Why does not the
wminister prosecute Mr. Cook for perjury ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Because it would not
be proper. If you touch pitch you will be
defiled. If you come in contact with men
of that character you cannot fail to be de-
graded. Mr. Cook has been called on over
and over again to substantiate his charge.
Why does he not do it like a man ? Why
does he not say such a man made an over-
ture to me ? In his document he does not
say that a member of the government made
it, but it was through an agent that a letter
was shown to him, addressed to this agent,
that was intended for Mr. Cook. Why
does not Mr. Cook produce that, or tell us
who the agent was ? Why is this House
called upon to name a committee to probe
into charges that are not definitely made ?
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The principle is certainly laid down very
clearly in all the books, that any gentleman
making an accusation against a member of
Senate, or a member of the government, is
bound to assume the responsibility. The
hon. gentleman from Marshfield says‘“that
the hon. leader of the opposition does as-
sume the responsibility. Let him say so.
Let him rise in his place and say, just -as
Mr. Edgar did in the case alluded to against
Sir Adolphe Caron, that he is credibly in-
formed, and believes that the charge can
be established by satisfactory evidence.
Even on that statement, the House of Con-
mons refused to grant a committee and my
hon. friend himself voted against it even
on that statement. Let us read what Sir
John Thompson says about charges made
without due consideration and without the
evidence being first placed before the ac-
cused. He says:

It rested with the House to carefully consider
how far it should accede to the request of a
member, in preferring charges against the per-
sonal character of another, in entertaining and
investigating such charges. That in so doing
the House undertook to act in a judicial capa-
city towards a fellow-member, and ought to be
cautious as to the character and class of ¢charges

with respect to which it would undertake to ex-
ercise such judicial functions. .

No Ianguage could be stronger than that of
Sir John Thompson, even where Mr. Edgar
went fully into the fact that Sir Adolphe
had received $100,000 from Mr. Ross, who
was a member of a construction committee
who were building the Lake St. John Rail-
way. He went into all the details, gave
the disposition of the money used for ebec-
tion purposes. There was no dispute on
that point, yet we find the leader of the
Counservative party on that occasion warn-
ing the House that they ought to be cautious
about entering on an inquiry of that kind,
attacking the character and reputation of
an individual, without some more substan-
tial proof being furnished. Yet all the
facts were gone into on that occasion. The
figure was named, $100,000. It was not
denied that Sir Adolphe Caron got $100,000
from Ross, but it was said that I think it
was $25,000 was a gift from Ross, and was
not connected with the money voted Dby
parliament for the building of the railway
from Quebec to Lake St. John. Yet, in the
face of all that, Sir John Thompson took
the ground that it was very improper that

the House should make such an inquiry.

' He said :

The House had an undoubted right at any
time to inquire after the expenditure of pub-
lic moneys by the departments of government,
or by others entrusted with
But such a class of cases was altogether aside
from the present one, as in these charges there
was no reference to any complaint of that char-
acter, no allegation of any public money hav-
ing been misappropriated or maladministered.

If there was any maladministration in the
department, or misappropriation of the pub-
lic funds, it would be a proper thing to in-
quire into. Mr. Cook did not get a seat; no
money was paid by Mr. Cook. It is alleged
that somebody said to somebody else that if
Mr. Cook would contribute $10,000 he would
get a seat. It is on that vague, indefinite
and uncertain testimony that the govern-
ment of this country fis to be placed on its
trial in the face of the absolute statement
of Sir Wilfrid Laurier that there is not an
atom of truth in it. I state here, as a mem-
ber of the government, that I never heard
the thing alluded to in the most remote
degree.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—We take that for
granted.

-Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I have some regard for
my own word as a gentleman. I say that I
never heard a scintilla of it until I saw it
in the public press. Of course, it is within
the bounds of possibility that some member
of the government may have done it. I do
not believe it could be so, but if it was,
why should not the name be brought for-
ward ? Are fifteen gentlemen to stand be-
fore this country, put on their trial by a
committee of the Senate in order that Mr.
Cook may keep the public in the meantime
advised that some terrible scandal had been
perpetrated by the Laurier administration ?
I do not think that is fair. I do not think I
deserve, or any colleague of mine deserves
to be placed in that position. The very fact
of this House granting that committee is an
imputation that there is some foundation
for the charge, and any gentleman who
votes for it votes with the bellef in his mind
that there is foundation for Mr. Cook mak-
ing his charge. .

Hon. Mr. LANDRY—What about those
who vote against it ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Those who vote against
it believe that this House has nothing what-

the expenditure. *
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ever to do with it. No seat is affected in
this House. It is an idle charge outside of
this House, I will not say arising from poli-
tical feeling, but the public outside may
draw their own inferences from it, in order
to make a temporary attack on the govern-
ment, and put them on their trial for a short
time. I believe there is a higher feeling in-
fluencing this House. There is nothing be-
fore the Senate to justify such a course.
As I have said, the meanest criminal could
not be put on his trial on a charge of that
kind. A man would have to go to a magis-
trate and disclose all the facts. He would
have to give the names of the persons and
witnesses that have to be called before a man
could be put on his trial at all, and yet it is
proposed here to constitute a court to ex-
amine into this matter to see if they cannot
get something to fasten a charge on the gov-
ernment and cast upon them some base im-
putation that would be unworthy a Minister
of the Crown in the face of the statement
made by the premier of this country.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—Is not the spirit of
the motion more to preserve the dignity of
this House than to try the ministers ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There is no question of
the dignity of this House unless the House
believes the minister is guilty of the charge.
The people outside do not believe the charge.
If this House is ready to support the party
newspapers that cast mud at the govern-
ment, it is an unworthy position for the
Senate to occupy. Of course, if the matter
has been prejudged, as I imagine it is, from
the voices I hear around me, I suppose this
House can carry the motion. I do not think,
however, they will add much to their repu-
tation or honour. g . )

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—The hon. gentle-
man does not add to its honour by refusing
a committee. We want to clear ourselves
if there is anything in it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hon. gentlemen do not
hold themselves responsible for what this
government may have done.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—If they are guilty
of that charge, I would not want to asso-
ciate with them very long. I do not say
_they are guilty. Far. from {it, but I want
to give them a chance to show they are not
guilty.

Hoa. Mr. SCOTT.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The hon. gentleman
from Marshfield took occasion to have a
fling at Mr. Blair. 1 do not know what ob-
ject there was in drawing him into the con-
troversy. If the hon. gentleman desired
some illustrations of the use made of this
Senate in the past I could give them, where
members were allowed to drop out of this
House to contest a constituency, and then,
when defeated, to come back again? If that
was not making use of the Senate, I do not
know what you would call it. During the
eighteen years I was on the other side of
the House, the Senate was made an absolute
convenience by the government of the day.
When a member was considered a strong
man he was allowed to withdraw from the
Senate, and when defeated was put back.
That was making use of the Senate. I am
referring to the observation made by the
hon. gentleman from Marshfield in which
he dragged in the cases of Mr. Blair and
Mr. King, which have no bearing on or
parallel with the case now before us. This
question is in a nutshell. All I can say is,
I do not think it is consistent with the
character of this Senate that a case of this
kind should go to a committee. I know of

" no parallel to it in this Chamber since I

have been- here, mor in the history of the
House of Lords. The government is put on
its trial for what some outsider, who had
no connection with the body, for what no
senator alleges, no one will allege, and what
the outsider will not confirm in any way by
disclosing in advance who the guilty person
was, or who the agent was that was em-
ployed as a go-between, between the guilty
government and himself. In the absence of
those statements it is extremely undignified
and improper of this Chamber to graut a
cominittee.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—When
the charge was made against me, as a mem-
ber of the government, I rose at once and
challenged the gentlemamn to semd it to a
committee and make an investigation. I ob-
jected to it standing on the order paper for
a single hour, and Mr. Edgar, if you will
look at the report, gave me credit for the
position I took. If hon. gentlemen consider
themselves at all maligned let them do as
I did. X .

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I feel that the House
has been taken a little advantage of by the
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leader of the Senate, inasmuch as I under-
stood, when the proposition was made to
the leader of the opposition that the motion
proposed by him should be altered and cer-
tain names eliminated, that the motion it-
self would be allowed to go without any
division.

Hon. Mr., SCOTT—OL, no.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—As the hon. gentle-
man has provoked a discussion on the mat-
ter and is determined to divide the House
on the question, it is well it should be fully
discussed, and I therefore move the adjourn-
ment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (7) ‘An Act relating to the Grand
Trunk Railway Company of Canada.’—(Hon.
Sir Mackenzie Bowell).

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, March 13, 1901.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

TERMINAL FACILITIES AND ACCOM-
MODATION AT PICTOT.

INQUIRY POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day being called :
By the Hon. Mr. Primrose :

That he will inquire whether it is the inten-
tion of the government to provide, at an early
date, for much needed terminal facilities in the
shape of an enlarged station house, additional
yard, and freight shed room, as well as increased
berth accommodation at the railway wharfs, for
vessels loading and unloading cargo at the port
of Pictou, Nova Scotia ?

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE said : I do not pro- |

pose to add anything to what I said on
Friday last, when I gave my notice of
motion, because I think I placed, as plainly
as possible, before the House the actual
condition of the matters to which I refer-
red, and I think I have proved pretty con-

clusively that the accommodations which I
mentioned are very urgently needed.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I should like the hon.
gentleman to allow this inquiry to stand.
Mr. Blair has been ill for some days. I
sent the question down to his house, and I
sent also the remarks made by the hon.
gentleman ‘when introducing it, and per-
haps he can let it stand till Monday. Mr.
Blair has a bad cold and can not get out.

The motion was allowed to stand.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (C) ‘An Act for the relief of James
Ward Macdonald.’—(Hon. Mr. Perley.)

Bill (D) ‘An Act for the relief of Lilias
Middleton.'—(Hon. Mr. Watson.)

INDEPENDENCE OIF THE SENATE—
THE COOK CASEL.

DEBATE CONCLUDED.

The Order of the Day being called :

Resuming the adjourned Debate on the motion
of the Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell :(—

That he will call the attention of the Senate
to certain telegrams, letters and an affidavit
which appeared in a number of newspapers
published in Canada during the month of Oct-
ober, 1900, as follows :(—

(From the Montreal Gazette of the 12th Octo-
ber, 1900.)

Owen Sound, Ont., Oct. 12.—At the opening
meeting of the Liberal campaign in North Grey,
Dr. E. H. Horsey, the Liberal candidate, spoke
at Annan, when he was oppoased by Mr. H. G.
Tucker.

During Mr. Tucker’s address. reference was
made to the manifesto of Mr. H. H. Cook, and
in reply Dr. Horsey claimed that Mr. Cook had
left his party because he had been refused a
senatorship.

Mr. Tucker afterwards telephoned Mr. Cook
and learned from him that the reason he had
left his party was that Sir Wilfrid Laurier and
cther members of the cabinet, through an agent,
who was sent specially to Teronto to interview
Mr. Cook, offered Mr. Cook a senatorship, and
stated that, owing to his long and useful career
in the Liberal party. he would receive it upon
' payment of $10.000.
| Mr. Cook refused the position under the cir-
]cumstances, and stated that he would do all
i in his power to oust those who were guilty of
such barefaced acts of corruption.

Dr. Horsey also stated that he had been ap-
proached by Mr. Cook and requested to use his
| influence in getting Mr. Cock a senatorship.

i Mr. Cook telegraphed Mr. Tucker, in reply toa
! {elephone message, the following words :(—

‘Re your question, I never asked Dr. Horsey

to assist me in getting a senatorship. I have
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no confidence in the man, and knew he had no
influence. I was an applicant fcr -a senatorship,
but when it was offered to me the price was
100 high.

‘H. H.. COOK.’

Last night at North Keppel Dr. Horsey denied
that Mr. Cuok had ever named any members of
the cabinet, and as a result of a conversation
over the ’phone to-day, Mr. Cook telegraphed
Mr. Tucker in the following words :—

‘ Price demanded from me for a senatorship
was $10,000.
‘H. H. COOK.'

(From the Montreal Herald of the 15th Octo-
ber, 1900.)

The Gazette this morning publishes the fol-
lowing letter from Sir Wilfrid Laurier :(—

To the Editor of the Gazette :

Sir,—In the Gazette of this morning there ap-
pears a telegraphic report of a meeting held at
Owen Sound, Ontario, in which the following
statement occurs :—

During Mr. Tucker’'s address reference was
made to the manifssto of Mr. H. H. Cook, and
in reply Dr. Horsey c¢laimed that Mr. Cook had
left his party because he had been refused a
senatorship.

Mr. Tucker afterwards telephoned Mr. Cook,
and learned from him that the reason he had
left his party was that Sir Wilfrid Laurier and
other members of the cabinet, through an agent
who was sent specially to Toronto to interview
Mr. Cook, offered Mr. Cook a senatorship, and
stated that, owing to his long and useful career
in the Liberai party, he would receive it upon
payment of $10,000.’

: Commienting upon the above, you say editorial-
¥7

‘Mr. Cook was an old, prominent and hard-
working Liberal, and was to get his seat at a
bargain, for $10,000. What did the unknowns
pay ? Who was to get Mr. Cook’s $10,000, and
what was to be done with it ? These are ques-
tions that Sir Wilfrid Laurier must answer per-
sonally. He is the head of the government that
named the senators. He personally advised the
Governor General when senators were appointed.
He cannot go to the country on-polling day with
this charge unanswered, and with the senatorial
tolltaker unexposed and unpunished.’

I am not prepared to admit that a man in
public life should be answerable for charges of
this character, unless they are supported by
some kind of evidence which would give them
colour at first sight. I, however, waive the right
of ignoring such an accusation, and I here and
now make the statement for myself and my col-
leagues, that there is not a shadow of founda-
tion in the charge of Mr. Cock ; that I never,
directly or indirectly, through an agent or other- |
wise, made any demand upcn him for any sum |
©of money, big or small, or anything else.

I give the whele charge the most unqualified |
and emphatic denial, and I challenge the proot
of the same.

WILFRID LLAURIER.
Montreal, October 13.
I
(From the Toronto World, October 16, 1900.) |

In an interview with a representative of the
World yesterday, Mr. H. H. Cook said :

‘I have read the statement made by Sir Wil-
frid Laurier by way of denial that he or any'‘

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.

agent of his demanded from me any sum of
money, &c. Sir Wilfrid is to speak in Toronto
to-morrow night, and I shall wait to see what
he may have to say then upon this subject. In
the meantime, I say that the statement already
made by me to Mr. Tucker is absolutely true,
and I shall very shortly make a full statement of
the whole transaction, or what would have been
a transaction, had I consented to be bled. Pos-
sibly Sir Wilfrid may be willing to escape the
responsibility by denying the agency of the par-
ties. There were two of them who approached
me, but no such pretense will avail them. The
conmection of these gentlemen with the mem-
bers of the government is known to every one,
and he will simply not be able to deceive any
one by pretending that they did not come to me
directy from the government, or that the pro-
position they made was not made by authority.’

(From the Mail-Empire of 31st October, 1900.)

Affidavit of H. H. Cook in reply to Sir Wilfrid’s
Denial.—Has documents and witnesses.
—Is willing to place evidence
before a royal commission.

Having made a statement to the effect that I
had been asked by a person acting on behalf
of the members of the present Dominion cabinet,
or certain of them, to pay a sum of $10,000 in
consideration of my being appointed a member
of the Senate of Canada, and this having been
called in question, I deem it my duty to make
a plain statement to the public of the transac-
tion or attempted transaction. I am the more
convinced that it is my duty to do this, because
the Prime Minister, Right Hon.Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier, has, I am informed, made a statement which
he evidently desires the public to accept as a
denial, or authoritative contradiction, of the
aforesaid statement made by me.

I, therefore, say that the facts in conmection
with this matter are as follows :—

I was a candidate for election as the repre-
sentative in the Dominion House of Commons
of the east riding of the county of Simcoe in
the year 1896, and in that contest was supported
by Sir Wilfrid Laurier and other members of
the cabinet as the candidate of the Liberal party.
Failing of election for the east riding of Simcoe,
I made application to be appointed to a position
in the Senate of Canada, then vacant. In con-
nection with this application I had interviews
with members of the cabhinet and others, and
wrote and received letters from them, the ori-
ginals or copies of which I have kept.

After these negotiations had proceeded for
a considerable length of time I received a tele-
gram from Ottawa, from one of the leading
Reform members, known to possess the confi-
dence of the Laurier government, requesting me
to meet him at the Union staticn in Toronto.
I did meet him as requested, and he then show-
ed me a letter which had been written to him
by one of the members of the cabinet (for the
purpose. as he said, of being shown to me), in
which he was authorized to inform me that I
could have the position I had applied for, pro-
vided I would ‘do something.” I thereupon
asked him what this expression was intended
to mean, and what was the ‘something’ I was
asked or expected to ‘do.’

He then informed me that I would be re-
quired or expected to pay a sum of $10,000.

I told him very emphatically that I would not
pay that or any other sum. He thereupon said
that he would not accept my answer as final,
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but would see me again after I should have had
time to give the matter further consideration.

Later I again met him in Toronto, when he
again told me that he was authorized to say
positively that if I would pay the sum he had
formerly named, that is, $10,000, I would be ap-
pointed a senator. I again refused to pay any
sum of money.

I further say that I have in my possession

a large number of letters written by members.

of the government and persons acting on behalf
of one or more such members, and copies of
some letters, the originals of which I was re-
quested to return after perusal, and did return ;
also copies of letters written by me in reply
to letters so received, and that these letters
and copies of letters bear corroborative evi-
dence in support of the statement above made
by me.

And I further say and promise that should an
investigation be made by a competent and im-
partial non-partisan commission into the whole
matter of the sale or attempted sale of senator-
ships, as it has been rcently intimated by the
Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell may be made, I will
appear before such commission and give evi-
dence, and produce the correspondence and copies
of correspondence which I have in my posses-
sion, and will also furnish the names of wit-
nesses who can corroborate my statements.

Dominion of Canada,
Province of Ontario,
County of York.

I, Herman Henry Cook, of the city of Toronto,
in the county of York, lumber merchant,

Do soleninly declare that all the foregoing
statements are true in substance and In fact.

And I make this sclemn -declaration conscien-
ticusly, believing it to be true and knowing
that it is of the same force and effect as if made
urder oath and by virtue of the Canada Evi-
dence Act, 1893.

H. H. COOK.

Declared before me al the city of Toronto, in

the ccunty of York, this 30th day of Octo-
ber, A.D. 1900.

H. GORDON,
Notary Public, Ontario.
[Seal.]

(From the Toronto Globe of October 31, 1900.)

Sir Wilfrid Laurier’s Reply to the Statement of
Mr. Cook.

Montreal, Oct. 31.—‘In answer {o Mr. H. H.
Cook’s last statement, I reiterate my denial,

already published. I never authorized anybody,
either directly or indirectly, to interview Mr.
Ccock on behalf of the government. Nobody
had my authority, either written or verbal, from
e to approach him, and I characterize the whole
accusation as a foul slander.

‘ WILFRID LAURIER.’

And move the following resolution, seconded
by Hon. Mr. Landry, that in view of the gravity
of the statements and allegations contained in
the foregoing quoted telegrams, letters and aifi-
davit, reflecting as they do upon the privileges
and dignity of the Senate, a special committee
be appointed to inquire into the truth of the
statements and allegations made in said tele-
grams, letters and atfidavit, with power to send
for persons and papers. to administer oaths,
employ shorthand reporters, and, if deemed ad-
visable, engage counsel ; and to report from
time to time.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE said: I was under
the impression, until yesterday afternoon,
that the government was not disposed to
oppose the motion made by the hon. leader
of the opposition, for a committee to in-
vestigate the charges made by Mr. Cook,
and I have had very little time to think
over the subject, I have no intention or
desire, at this stage of the proceedings, to
speak on this question at any length, and
my observations will be few and short. I
wish to say in the first place that to my
mind the government have made a mistake,
a very great mistake, in making this a
party question. It is in no sense a party
question.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Hear,
hear.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—It appears to me
simply to be a family quarrel on the part
of the government and their friends, and the
Senate has nothing to do with it beyond pro-
tecting their own honour and reputation. It
appears to me that by showing opposition to
the appointment of this committee, the gov-
ernment is placing itself in a very false
position. It would have been much better,
in my opinion, had the government said :
‘Our hands are clean. We do not oppose
investigation. We court investigation, and
we are anxious that these charges that are
made by this gentleman, Mr. Cook, shall
be proved to be absolutely false and un-
founded.” But, instead of that, it appears
at the very outset that an opposition is
raised and a division is to be taken to burk
the inquiry altogether. If, unfortunately,
the. ministry should be found guilty, it would
not redound to the credit of the Senate of
Canada. The inference must be drawn that
there was something in these charges that
the government was afraid of being in-
vestigated. I hope when this investigation
takes place—and I believe that it will take
place—for the credit of Canada, and for
the credit of the Senate as well, that the
charges that have been preferred will be
proved to be unfounded, and that it may be
in accordance with the statement of the
hon. leader of the government that there
is not a scintilla of truth or fact in these
charges.

If this question did not affect the honour
and reputation and character of the Senate
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of Canada, I do not know that we would
be justified in taking it up at this time.
We know that the party in power, or some
persons connected with the government,
have for some years past declared that it
was necessary to reform the Senate, and
different systems of reform have been pro-
posed and suggested by the Liberal press
in years gone by. It is true, the last year
or two we have heard very little about
Senate reform. It appears the reforms
that the government proposed to make in
this body were to be effected by introducing
men more in accord with their views. We
find no fault with that, when they introduce
gentlemen here qualified to sit in this Cham-
ber and deliberate on the great questions
coming before the country. When they
have a majority in this House, we have no
right to find fault with their proceedings,
but if gentlemen are placed in this Cham-
ber because they are prepared to contribute
largely to political funds of the party in
power, it is a disgrace to the Senate of
Canada and to the country at large. We
have the plainest proof before us that there
is a prima facie case made out already in
the declaration made Ly Mr. Cook. It is
made in such a way that I cannot see that
the government is justified in burking the
investigation. I do not object to million-
aires occupying seats in this Chamber. Men
who have obtained, by legitimate and
honest means, large amounts of capital
show, to some extent at all events, that
they possess financial ability—that they
have large and broad views on public ques-
tions and especially of the financial side of
the business of this country, and this would,
in my opinion, be a proper place for a pro-
portion, at all events, of that class of the com-
munity to have representation. but I would
not say that the Senate is to DLe filled up
entirely with such men. There are men of
broad-minded views in the lower walks of
life also—men who are not blessed with a
great deal of this world’s goods, who have
as great a knowledge of the affairs of the
country as millionaires have, and if those
gentlemen come in lere with their broad
views and extensive knowledge and take
part in the debates of this House, it will
add to the interest of the proceedings both
here and before the country at large. But
if gentlemen are to be given seats here for

Hon. Mr. PROWSE.

having contributed large sums of money for
political purposes, then I say the usefulness
of the Senate will soon be gone, and the
sooner it is, not reformed exactly, but
abolished altogether, the better for the
country. I should be very sorry to believe,
and I am not yet prepared to believe, that
the government of the day was prepared to
give Mr. Cook a seat in this Chamber on' the
payment of $10,000. I leave wmnyself open
until I hear the evidence that may be ad-
duced in support of that charge or other-
wise, and then 1 shall be in a position to
judge whether the statement is true or
false. But I consider a prima facie case
has been made out by a solemn declaration,
which is equal, in the eyes of the law, to an
oath, and the party who makes it and malkes
it falsely is liable to all the pains and
penalties attached to perjury, and it does
not do even for the leader of the govern-
ment himself to say that there is not a
scintilla of truth in that statement. The
mere declaration of the premier will not
satisfy this country that the sworn state-
ment of Mr. Cook is untrue. The lie direct
is given in one case or the other, and it is,
in my opinion, the duty of the Senate to in-
vestigate this matter and probe it to the
very bottom. What is the charge brought
by Mr. Cook against the present govern-
ment ? I might say, in the first place, that
Mr. Cook has been a lifelong supporter of the
present party in power. We know that he
has run more than one election and has been
a successful candidate. He is a man of
large means and has spent his money lavish-
ly in securing a seat in the House of Com-
mons. That statement has been declared
by himself before the courts on a former
occasion. I think in one election alone it
cost him between $20,000 and $30,000, show-
ing that he is not a man who is penurious—
showing that, in order to assist his party,
he was prepared to contribute largely of his
private means. Whether that is right or
not, is not my purpose now to discuss, but
it shows that he was prepared to contribute
largely of his means for the support of the
party now in power, and I find that my
hon. friend the Secretary of State, in his
speech of yesterday, admitted that Mr.
Cook had claims upon the party. He
says :

I have known Mr. Cook for many years, and
have recognized him as being a leading Liberal
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in his day, and one that might some day fairly
claim a seat in the Senate. :

Notwithstanding he had contributed all
this large amount of money, and it was
known to the Secretary of State he had
done so, to secure his election to the House
of Commons, that did not deprive him of
the ability to claim a seat in this Chamber.
But he says:

It so happened at the time Mr. Cook was press-
ing his claim there were eighteen or twenty
gentlemen pressing their claims. All could not
be accommodated at the time. My hon. friend
on my left (Mr. Mills) got the seat to which Mr.
Coolk refers in his statement.

It appears that the leader of the House
was one of the applicants for this position.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—No.
Hon. Mr. PROWSE—That is the inferenze

" . to be drawn from the statement oi the

~ Secretary of State made use of the followinz |

Secretary of State.
Hon. Mr. MILLS—No.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—If the hon. gentleman
denies it, I take his word that he was out-
side of this eighteen or twenty.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE—In the case oi s0O
many applicants there was an embarrass-
ment of riches.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—Then, further on, the

words :

I was one of those who favoured Mr. Cook
coming into the Senate.

In reply to my inquiry, a little later on, as
to why the government had not prosecuted
Mr. Cook for perjury if his declaration was
a tissue of falsehoods, what does the Sec-
retary of State say :

We did not do it because it would not be
proper. If you touch pitch you will be defiled.

This “ piteh ” was the gentleman that the
hon. Secretary of State considered worthy
of a seat in the Senate:

If you touch pitch you will be defiled; if you

come in contact with people of that character,
vou cannot fail to become degraded.

When did he become degraded ? He evi-
dently advocated his appointment when Mr.
Cook was presenting his claims. It appears
he was pressing his claims for a long time.
He had interviewed the leaders of the party,
and during this time, I take it, from what
the Secretary of State said, he was an ad-

1
| vocate of Mr. Cook’s appointment. I think
|if any man had a claim on account of
| moneys expended for the party, M. Cook
had a claim to the position on that ground.
1 notice also that the premier, in reply to
the first statement made by Mr. Cook,
says :

I here and now make the statement for myself

and my colleagues that there is not a shadow
of a foundation for the charge of Mr. Cook.

Now, that is a very sweeping statement
for the premier to make, not only for him-
i self, but for his colleagues, that there was
{not a shadow of foundation for the state
ment. If that assertion be true, Mr. Cook
must have fabricated this statement out of
whole cloth. I can scarcely believe that.
i I cannot but think there was some shadow
%of foundation for it in some way or othe:w.
, It may not be brought home to the goveiu-
;nlelxt—I hope it will not be brought home
%to the government, but that there was a
, shadow of a foundation tor it, I have not
*the least doubt in the world, and how the
{premier could make such a statement I
| cannot imagine. He says:

“—there is not a shadow of foundation in the
! charge of Mr. Cook ; that I never, directly or
| indirectly, through an agent or otherwise, made
any demand upon him for any sum of money,
big or small, or for anything else. I give the
! whole charge the most unqualified and emphatic
| denial, and I challenge the proof of the same.
1}

E In this statcment, the first in which Sir
| Wilfrid Laurier refers to the matter, he
speaks for himself and his colleagues. Later
on, when Mr. Cook had made his statutory
declaration, having the same effect as an
oath, the Prime Minister again appears in
print, and this time he says :

Nobody had my authority, either written or

verbal, to approach him, and I characterize the
whole accusation as a vile slander.

He does not speak there for his colleagues,
but for himself, but he nevertheless de-
nounces the whole charge, supported as it
was by a solemn declaration, as a vile
slander on the part of Mr. Cook. I think
that that of itself is quite sufficient to
justify this House in appointing a commit-
tee. In fact, I consider that the House is
bound to appoint a committee and investi-
gate this matter to the very bottom, and
to find out who is telling the truth. If it
can be proved that Mr. Cook is telling an
untruth, and has made this statement and
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declaration out of whole cloth, the govern-
ment will not be besmirched, and there will
be no reflection on the members of the
Senate here, but the hon. Secretary of State
in a speech yesterday told us that every-
body could not be satisfied. They had not
plums enough to go round. There were
eighteen or twenty applicants for the posi-
tion. But there were other vacancies in
Ontario to be filled. How was it that the
Minister of Justice got the seat that Mr.
Cook was applying for at that time ? How
is it that Mr. Cook did not get the seat he
was entitled to, in accordance with the
view of the hon. Secretary of State ? Other
gentlemen have been appointed since the
hon. Minister of Justice was appointed.
Let us see who they are. The first ap-
pointed, after the Minister of Justice, is the
hon. gentleman who sits alongside of him
(Hon. Mr. Cox), another gentleman who is
reputed to be very wealthy, and the ques-
tion comes up here, and will come up in
the minds of the people of the country, and
must come up in the minds of the members
of the Senate if you defeat this resolution,
if you deprive this House and the country
of an investigation into these charges, how
much did this other gentleman pay for this
seat. Did he come down with his ten
thousand dollars or twenty or fifty thousand
dollars ? Then there are othersgentlemen
who followed the hon. gentleman from
. Toronto in this House. The next member
is from Cobourg, Ontario (Hon. Mr. Kerr).
I think these gentlemen dare not, if they
value their own reputation, vote against the
proposed investigation. If they do, I can
tell them that this country will look upon
them with suspicion—will suspect that they
bought their position in this House, and I
think that they would be justified in look-
ing at it in that light. I say that these hon.
gentlemen are bound in honour to vote in
favour of the resolution proposed by the
hon. leader of the opposition, to make
an investigation into the charges against
Mr. Cook, and probe it to the bottom,
and find out the truth. Then there is
another hon. member who was introduced
at the beginning of last session, and I
do not think I have seen him since.
How much did he contribute for his
position. That is the hon. gentleman
from Brockville (Hon. Mr. Fulford), who
Hon. Mr. PROWSE.

[SENATE]

I believe is touring through Europe and
other parts of the world at the present
time. But he is not fulfilling his duties as
a senator. He has taken all the honour,
but has not taken part in the debates and
labour of the Senate, and it would be in-
teresting to know how much that gentle-
man contributed for the privileges he nomin-
ally holds in the Senate.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I rise to a question of
order. If the hon. gentleman has a charge
to make, he is entitled to make it, but he
is not entitled to insinuate that the hon.
gentleman from Toronto, or the hon. gentle-
man from Brockville, or anybody else, has
contributed $10,000 or $20,000 to a govern-
ment fund for political purposes to obtain
a seat in this House. If the hon. gentle-
man entertains that view, and thinks he
can establish it, he is entitled to ask for
a committee, and I am one who will not
refuse him if he takes that responsibility,
but he must not indulge in slandering a
large number of hon. gentlemen in this
House.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I am much obliged
to the hon. leader of the House for his
lecture. I have not charged these hon. gen-
tlemen with contributing one dollar for
their position, but I do say these hon. gen-
tlemen stand on ticklish ground, and if they
oppose this resolution of the hon. leader of
the opposition, the country will have a right
to suspect them of contributing to the funds
of the party for their position in this
House, and I say to all these hon. gentle-
men that it is their duty, in my opinion—
and it is not only their duty, but it will be
to their credit, to vote for the fullest in-
vestigation. It would be to the credit of the
hon. leader of this House and his colleagues
in the government, not only willingly to sup-
port this resolution, but to do their very
utmost to probe this question to the bottom
and get at the truth of it. That is the
charge I bring against the hon. gentlemen,
and we will see how they vote on this
resolution. It will be most damaging
against the government in this House or
any other, if they vote against the reso-
lution proposed by the hon. leader of the
opposition, and defeat the object which it
has in view. But I will go through the list.
There are other hon. gentlemen who have
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seats in this House, who perhaps never con-
tributed as much money for party purposes
as Mr. Cook did, and those that I have
already named. I will refer to the hon.
gentleman from Hamilton (Hon. Mr. Wood),
who has a seat in this House, another rich
gentleman. He stands in the same category
with the others who have been appointed,
and we will see how these gentlemen will
vote on this question, whether they will
give an independent vote, and vote for the
purification of parliament—

Hon. Mr. WOOD—Does the hon. gentle;
man insinuate—

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I do not insinuate
anything. The hon. gentleman has been ap-
pointed to the House since Mr. Cook was
an applicant, and Mr. Cook was declared by
the hon. Secretary of State to have strong
claims for the senatorship.

Hon. Mr. WOOD—I throw back the in-
sinuation in the hon. gentleman’s face and
say that it is a piece of impertinence.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I have no doubt the |
hon. gentleman has contributed his money
for party purposes.

Some hon. MEMBERS—Order,
der.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—{] rise to a question of
order. The hon. gentleman has slandered
hon. senators in this House by insinuating
that they came here by virtue of their
money.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I do not think there
is any question of order in what I said. |

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The question of order is
in slandering several hon. senators who
have been appointed to the Senate by in-
sinuating, or more than insinuating, that
they paid their way to get here.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I did not do anything
of the kind.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The hon. gentleman ask-
ed the question, how much did they sub-
scribe in order to be appointed to this
House ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I un-
derstood the hon. gentleman to ask how
much did they subscribe to the party. I did
not understand him to ask the hon. gentle- !

order, or-

e

man from Hamilton how much he subscribed '

[

to secure a seat in the Senate. We all
know he has been a life long supporter of
the government. We know also—any one
who ‘has gone through a political campaign
knows—that he must spend a great deal of
money in securing his election unless he has a
constituency more virtuous than some others.
But the hon. gentleman did not say, neither
did I understand him to insinuate, that he
paid any money to get here. I will say for
the hon. gentleman from Hamilton, whom I
have known for years, that there is no gen-
tleman who deserves the consideration of
his party more than he does. But the hon.
gentleman, in speaking generally of the ap-
yointments, spoke of the contributions which,
I have no doubt, many of them have made
to the party fund. I do not consider that a
political crime, if no other consideration is
involved, because I think most of us have
been called upon to do the same thing.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Does the hon. gentle-
man think it pertains to the dignity of this
House if, when some hon. gentleman from
the government side responds that when Mr.
So and So, and Mr. So and So were appoint-
ed to this House, that at the time it was
reported currently, they had subscribed
a very handsome sum in consideration of
getting senatorships ? Is it right that we
should take up the newspaper reports ? Will
it tend to increase the respect we have
for each other that this sort of language
should be used on both sides of the House ?
If it is used on one side of the House, it is
going to be used on the other, and I deplore

, the use of such language.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—I think the ques-
tion before the House is between Mr. Cook
and the government.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That is the question.
We are not discussing Mr. Wood.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Nobody who has
known Mr. Wood would believe that he had
paid money to get into this House. I have
known him for years, and I know a great
deal of him. But this is a straight question.
It is the government and Mr. Cook. If there
is a question of order let it be decided. I
do not see any question of order. I did not
understand the hon. gentleman addressing
the House to insinuate that hon. members
had paid money to-get into this Chamber,
except that Mr. Cook- charges that they told
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him that he would get a seat in this House
if he paid so much money. That is what I
understand. )

Hon. Mr. MILL.S—He went a good deal
~ further than that and intimated that a great
number of members had bought their way

ItoRihls Bouse: and the country’s sake will be proved when
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—No, no. |the investigation takes place. But if the
Hon. Mr. MILLS—And he also said that |government is going to burk this investiga-

unless hon. gentlemen would vote for that :tiou and prevent the Senate from inquiring

resolution it was evidence that they had got  into these charges, I tell hon. gentlemen that
here corruptly. I ask a ruling on 'that. ithe (trounill'y at llarge, astwell ﬂ: tg:? hon.
. - i senators themselves, must come to the con-

(o SEBAICIL do 2ot Wik (06 b0 s tat e 13 someing n e b

order. As objection has been taken to my tgl:ound, something b?hmfl the scenes that

glving reasons why I rule, I say nothingiw'lu not bear Ir}vestlgatlou. I should be
farther. I very sorry for this country, and for the gov-
|ernment of the country if such an impres-

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I wish to make it sion should go abroad.

distinctly understood that I do not desire .

to make myself offensive to any hon. gen-

tleman in this Chamber. I should be very

deliberate falsehood, a slander against the
government, let us make a declaration of it
after the investigation, let it be recorded in
the minutes of the Senate, that Mr. Cook is
not a man to be trusted or believed, and the
government is pure and honest and straight-
forward, which I hope for their own sake

Hon. Mr. LANDERKIN—I do not intend
to take up much time to-day in discussing
sorry to charge any man with giving a dol- Fhis matte}'. T * ne.w subjecia i bt
lar for his seat in this House. I want that 1S 2 question that was discussed in the
distinctly understood, but I was trying to | country before the general election, and pro-
show the false position the government are | 2ounced upon Ly the people. It was a cam-
placing these men in by asking them to | Paign sheet. It was circulated broadcast
vote against the resolution proposed by the |{rom one end of Canada to the other, and
hon. leader of the opposition. Why should | the peopie expressed their opinion on this

they be afraid to have an investigation 2
Is there anything to be hid ? Is there any-
thing to be kept in the background by op-
posing that resolution ? The inference is!
that there is something, and I say to these
hon. gentlemen who have been appointed
since Mr. Cook’s application, that the gov-
ernment is placing them in a very false posi-
tion by asking them to vote against an in-
vestigation, and I say that if I were in their
place I would tell them that, as leader of
the party and leader of the government, they
could take what course they pleased in the
matter, but my hands are clean and I am |
going to vote for an investigation to main- |
tain the character and reputation and dig-
nity of this Chamber, and the dignity and
honour and reputation of the government
as well. That is the position I take and that
is the reasoning I am drawing in reference
to this matter. 1 do not know that I need
go further on this question. I think the
matter is plain, and it is evidently the duty
of every member of this House to maintain

. wonderful position politically.

its honour and dignity and to investigate
this matter, and if Mr. Cook has stated a
Hon. Mr. McCALLUM.

campaign sheet, an8 hon. gentlemen of this
Senate know what that opinion was.. The
hon. gentleman who introduced this motion
is an old parliamentarian. He has had a
He has at-
tained the highest position for any one
in political life to attain. He spoke of Mr.
Cook, of his allegiance to the Liberal party,
of his possessing the confidence of the
Liberal party, of his having been elected
by the Liberal party. That is all quite
true. He also intimated that on that
ground something should be done—that al-
though the electors had pronounced upo:
this question, something should be done,
that he would yoke the Senate to the chariot
wheels of a party and have the question
brought into the House, acting in the be-
hests of the party, when matters of that
kind should be investigated in the House to
which they belong. Why should we go
into these matters which pertain to the
popular body, when our time might be more
properly taken up in discussing matters
connected with the development of thls
country, and more in the interests of the
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country, both materially and nationally, and
which would maintain and preserve the
dignity which the constitution expects the
senators would maintain in this high and;
important House, the Senate of Canada. If|
the Senate becomes the heeler of any poli-
tical party, it will then be declared that the
usefulness of the Upper House is gone, anl |
the claims for its abolition will come from
all portions of the country, and justly so.
That is what I believe, and what is the
sentiment that should actuate any mau
who has the honour of holding a seat in the!
Senate of Canada. The hon. gentleman who
introduced this motion had a little idea of |
what a disappointed man will do, although |
a member of his party. No one knows that
better than the hon. gentleman. No poli-|
tical leader in this country ever receivedi
such treatment from the hands of politieal |
friends as did that hon. gentleman, at a
critical period, when he was Prime Ministm‘%
of this country. He spoke of Mr. Cook and!
his allegiance, and the confidence he was |
entitled to from the Liberal party. The
hon. leader of the opposition himself had
been in the government with George Tostor |
for ten or eleven years. He had been a
member of the government for a number
of years with John Haggarc ; for some years
with Dr. Montague. They were gentlemen
he trusted, and to whom he gave seats in
his government. Those gentlemen, after the
address was read by His Excellency the Gov- |
ernor General in this House, discarded their |
leader, denied their leader, said that he
was incompetent—more than that, if their
statement is true, they charged him with
being a dishonest man, for if he was in-
competent, he was receiving the emolument
of a man who should be competent to fill
his office. These are some of the things
that disappointed men will do. George
Foster was a disappointed man. H. H. Cook
is a disappointed man. The parallel is not
even, because Mr. Cook had never occupied
the high position that Mr. Foster held in
the councils of the party. When the bon.
gentleman speaks of Mr. Cook’s party ser-
vices, he gives away his case. The record

of his life and his career shows that the

hon. leader of the opposition has no case

whatever in this matter, and that he is

bringing it up merely at the instance of

‘party, and is taking one of Sir Charles Tup-
%

per's campaign sheets and bringing it into
this House and asking the Senate to inves-
tigate it. He will not take upon himself
the responsibility of saying that he is cred-
ibly informed, and that he believes, that
he can establish the charge if he gets the
committee. He takes none of the safe-
cuards usually thrown around the constitu-
tion. It is heads I win, tails you lose. In
other places they take their seat in their
hand when they make a charge against a
fellow-member in the House, and that is a
pioper provision. But the hon. gentleman
opposite will not jeopardize his seat by
this motion. The right hon. Sir Wilfrid
Laurier takes up the charge made by Mr.
Coolk, and gives it the strongest denial that
can be given, and if there is any man in
Canada whose word can be relied on im-
plicitly, that gentleman is the right hon.
Sir Wilfrid Laurier. When did Mr. Cook
make this application to Dhe appointed ?
Four year ago, after he was defeated in
East Simecoe. Ile made his application, if
you read the campaign sheet that the hon.
sentleman has submitted to the Senate, four
years ago. He then pressed his suit. The
Minister of Justice was taken in his place.
I think members of the Serate will say that
the government did a wise thing when they
preferred the Minister of Justice to H. H.
Cook. I think that is the verdict of this
country and of this House. and if it is the
intention of members of the Senate to per-
petuate party feeling in this House—if they
are bound to back the heelers of any party.
in this country and fight the campaign over
in this House, then they will know and
find the position the Senate will be placed
in by such a course. Instead of making
this motion, if the hon. gentleman opposite
had moved for a committee to investi-
gate the transportation problem of this
country, and discuss that very important
matter, which is one of the great ques-
tions before the country at the present day,
the energies, the minds, the wishes and
aspirations of every man in the Senate
would have been with him heart and soul
to get full information that might tend to
the greater development of the trade of this
country, and it would have been a great
benefit indeed. Instead of that, we are
called upon to investigate one of the roor-
backs of the late election—one of the waves
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from the campaign of last November. What
does it look like, I ask in all seriousness ?
Mr. Cook states himself that after the elec-
tion of 1896, he applied to be made a sena-
tor, over four years ago, and he kept that
bottled up until last year. Then the hon.
gentleman opposite does not tell us what
minister is charged with this offence. Who
are the members that asked Mr. Cook for
money ? Who are the agents that asked
for money ? He might have made this
plain. He might have inquired. He is
not treating this House with proper respect.
He should have got the information before
he introduced his campaign sheet here. He
should have done that before he introduced
his motion here. You will remember, hon.
gentlemen of the Senate, that about a year
ago, I think it was—perhaps in 1899—there
was an election in West Huron. You will also
remember during the same year there was
an election in Brockville. You remember
the particulars of those two elections. One
of them was referred to the Committee on
Privileges and Elections. You remember
the howl that was sent up then, the outcry
that was made that the committee was not
competent to deal with that question. They
wanted a judicial committee appointed in
order to investigate it. They received that
judicial committee, but what were the con-
ditions on which they received it ?
committee has been appointed for a year.
Have the party that clamoured for the for-
mation of that committee ever brought a
case before it since ? Not a single case.
They allowed the time to lapse after the
election in both cases. They had the in-
formation after eight days were over. With
in forty days they could have entered a
protest. 'They did not do that, and when a
judicial committee was appointed, and when
the scope of its inquiry was extended back
for a number of years, not another word was
said, nothing was done, no action was
taken, and there the matter was allowed
to rest. Any gentleman in the Senate can
get this matter transferred to that judicial
committee. That would be a proper place
to investigate it. If the hon. gentleman
that introduced this motion will carry it
before the judicial committee, he can get
the legislation to enable him to do so, and
there he will have it investigated properly
and fairly and with due consideration for
Hon. Mr. LANDERKIN.

That |
i the Senate or any supporter of the govern-

the privileges and dignity of the Senate.
If the Senate should then be relieved of
any scandal, and the government is relieved
of any odium before the judicial committee,
it would be a better thing than to have the
inquiry before a special committee this
House appointed to try this case. I do not
know that it is necessary for me to talk any
more on this subject.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—OD,
yes, g0 on.

Hon. Mr. LANDERKIN—I think I have
said all that is necessary for me to say on
the matter.

Houn. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—OL, no.
Hon. Mr. PROWSE—A little more.

Hon. Mr. LANDERKIN—I do not want to
say a word against the hon. gentleman who
introduced this question. Our relations
have always been harmonious. 1 admire
the tenacity with which he clings to his
views. I even admire his wisdom, but in
this case, 1 fancy his party zeal has got
the better of his judgment, when he is

!allowing a campaign sheet to engross the at-

tention of this House without the usual
safeguards that surround it, I rather think
that he is making a mistake that he will
not be pleased with after a time. There
is no desire on the part of any gentleman of

ment to burk an inquiry in this matter.
(Ironical cheers). Not a single desire (Oh,
no). We want the fullest inquiry (Ironical
cheers). We have such confidence in the
government that we defy anybody to put a
finger on an act to their discredit. We have
faith in the right hon. leader of the gov-
ernment and we know that so long as he
administers the affairs of this country the
covernment will be free from discredit. Is
it the intention of hon. gentlemen to bring
every campaign sheet the party has and
ask for a committee ? Will they give us
a committee on phamphlet No. 6, that they
distributed in the province of Quebec ? Will
they give all those and will we have to
fight the battles of the general election over
again ? I beg to move, seconded by Hon.
Mr. Dandurand, that all after the word
¢ That’ in said motion be omitted and the
following submitted :

This House afirms that it is at all times ready
to investigate any charge of corrupt practice, or
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gt misconduct in_office, which can be properly be held to be true, and that therefore these
brought in this House specifically made agains!| charges made by Mr. Cook should not be
of Canada, when any Senator from his place in allowed to be pressed or further investi-
this, Houws defiaber 1o hap 1l GO, | fated Of oourse. i 1n. ko Jintall st by
granted a Committee of Inquiry, he will be able certain of the unfaithful and certain unbe-
to establish the same ; but that it is wholly | Jievers that as the charges promulgated by
contrary to the spirit and principles of our sys- X
tem of government and with the dignity of this Mr. Cook are made under oath, whilst the
gous‘;e(,mzc:l insttltute an _in_thiry reﬂectiélg_ apen denials thereof are simply assertions, they
shet tn ol iress nat minister unnamed in 1o | ghould be investigated. I want just here to
true and which no one says, if granted a com- | put myself on record wih regard to this
mittee, he can establish. matter, and to make what our Presbyterian

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER—It seems to friends would call my confession of faith
me we are importing a heated tone to this with reference to how this should be re-
discussion, and it generally falls to my lot ceived. I say that a simple statement made
about that time to throw oil on the troubled | by Sir Wilfrid Laurier, or by his colleagues
waters. 1 have listened to the speech of | in this House, would be accepted by me, and
the hon. gentleman who has just taken his | always will be accepted by me as having
seat, and I must say he appears before me the same weight and effect as if given
in an entirely new light. We have always under oath, and I am satisfied that the
heard of that gentleman, and he has been | feeling on this side of the House is entirely
hailed in his nomination to this Chamber, | in accord with what I say with reference
as being humorous, and the jester of the|to the matter. I further say that I entirely
House of Commons. I myself have always believe that the hon. gentlemen ODpO-
known him in the most genial capacity, but | site, who made their specches yesterday
we find that since he came into this in corroboration of the denial, did so in-
Chamber, he is determined to show that he | tending that they should bhave just as
has many sides in his character, and that| much weight as if made under oath. But
although he has all the genial qualities | both those gentlemen are lawyers, and they
which have been accorded to him by the | know perfectly well that an affidavit can
public and the press, he is also able | be drawn stating a fact in perfect truth
to show us the rough side of his tongue which would be riddled to pieces if submit-
occasionally. On this occasion he has ted to cross-examination, and I cannot see

" shown us the weakness of his cause by tak- that there is the slightest inconsistency be-

ing that course so often quoted as taken | tween the fact that a statement made under
by a lawyer who has a poor case, that of i oath by Mr. Cook, and the denials given by
abusing the opposite attorney, that is, the | Sir Wilfrid Laurier and by his colleagues in
gentleman who introduced this resolution. | this House, are not both perfectly true.
Now, I do not think there is any necessity Now, let us look at this'from an independent
for- discussing this matter from a heated standpoint. I have not the pleasure of
standpoint. We have before us some simple | knowing Mr. Cook personally, but I under-
matters of fact. There is a statement made stand that up to the time he made these
by one gentleman which is contradicted by ! charges he was a member of the Liberal
others. The fact is stated also that while | party. He was a gentleman of unblemished
the person who has made this original | reputation, and he was high in their coun-
statement has done so under oath, he has? cils and in their regard. To show how easy
adduced no corroborative evidence with re- | it is for a man to fall from this high
gard to it, and it is pointed out that thel estate if he does anything against a party,
Minister of Justice is supported in his con- | it is only necessary to quote the words of
tradiction by the statement of two of his | the hon. Secretary of State yesterday when
colleagues in this' House, who have most | alluding to that gentleman. He was asked
strenuously corroborated his denial of the | why it was he had not gone to Mr. Cook
charges which have been made, and it is | and personally consulted with him with re-
suggested that the old rule of law should1 gard to those charges, and his answer was,
be followed, and that testimony which is | not that he believed the charges to be un-

not supported by other evidence should not | true, but that he could not touch pitch:
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without being defiled. I think if the Secre-
tary of State would modify his language
and let us know why it was that he did
not make a visit to Mr. Cook and ask him
with reference to these charges, it would
be far better than putting on record such
a statement as he made yesterday. Now,
let us look at the position the hon. gentle-
man takes with regard to this matter. We
have not only the evidence of Mr. Cook,
whose word up to now, or at all events
until he broke with his party, would have
been accepted as gospel truth, but he
makes a statement under oath, and I would
ask the Minister of Justice would he, or
would the Secretary of State, or would Sir
Wilfrid Laurier himself, make an oath that
such and such a statement as that made
by Mr. Cook was untrue ? They certainly
would not do so; they could not possibly
do so. All that any one of these gentlemen
could say would be that, as far as he had
any personal knowledge of this subject—as
far as the Minister of Justice knew, as
far as the hon. Secretary of State knew,ﬁ
as far as the premier himself knew, neither |
he nor they had made any advances to Mr.
Cook in this way, nor had they instructed !
anybody else to do so, nor had they known
personally of any one doing so. Now, that !

no one supposes that a person entrusted with
any such mission as that would go to Sir
Wilfrid or to these gentlemen and say:
‘ Here is Mr. Cook, he is hot for a senator-
ship ; he is well able to afford a good round
subscription to the party, and we will soak
him for $10,000. Such a thing would never
be said to these gentlemen. The men who
would be engaged for such a purpose would
not do any such coarse work as that, but
it does not follow that the offer was not
made all the same. If these gentlemen
have nothing excepting ignorance of this
matter to defend them when they make
these assertions, if they are only able to
say : ‘We do not know about this thing,’
they are just like the agnosucs. The agnos-
tics will not say there is not a God. They
say we do not know. These gentlemen
can only say and should only say—they
certainly could only say it if they were
under oath—*‘ we do mot know of any such
offer as this having been ruade or suggested
to Mr. Cook.” That is the only ground they
could take, but the other man makes an
afiidavit. Now, which is the stronger posi-
tion ? They say Mr. Cook has not made any
charges of any kind, but he has an affidavit
here making the strongest kind of charges,
and there is absolutely no refutation with

is all that these gentlemen could say, aud%l reference to it—absolutely nothing. There
that is all that they have said. That is all | are seventeen or eighteen members in the
Sir Wilfrid Laurier has said, and it is also 1 cabinet, and we have had an assertion from
all that his colleagues have said here, and | three of them. They can only speak as far
I say that it is quite within the bounds of  as they personally know, that they have
possibility, and not at all inconsistent that! not made an advance of any kind like that
both these statements and both these as-{to Mr. Cook. It is a question, which is
sertions are perfectly true. I say that it is | likely to be true, the charge made by Mr.
very much to the credit of our colleagues ' Cook, or the denial ? Sir Wilfrid Laurier
in this House that they do not know any- | can only refute that by a suggestion
thing about this thing. There are certain | he has received from his colleagues, and that
people who are paid to know things. There f lie believes his colleagues to be telling the
are other people who are instructed not to : truth when they state that they did not
know things, and there is yet another class | make such and such a proposition ; but, we
whose cnaracters stand so high that if any-| do not know that he has even conversed

body has a shady transaction to propose, or !
anything of that nature, they would be the !
last people to whom he would make such
a proposition, and I say these gentlemen,i
our colleagues in this House, and Sir Wilfrid |

with all of them, or brought the matter up.
We have no intimation of that whatever,
and, even if we had, I am not prepared to
say that I, for one, would not say that he
was justified if certain men tell him so and

Laurier would be the very last per-|so, in accepting their statement as final.
sons to whom such a proposition would, [ know the country would not accept it as
be submitted. I say further that that, final from a good number of them. If they
does not at all assume that the E co abroad in the country they will find a
proposition was not made,

becausei certain number of the government—a large
Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER.
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proportion of them—are regarded as beingf Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—How about the
as corrupt as they make them, and that Canadian Pacific Railway scandal ?
they base that conclusion upon the fact that l
they see them condoning, conniving, and in | Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFI'ER—The hon. gen-
collusion with the most corrupt acts ever | tleman can give his views and I can give
introduced into this country. mine. I do not think I am out of order. I
| am. replying to the leader who has given his
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Hear, | views on the subject. Not only that, but
hear. | they gloried in this. They glorified in the

: ¥ |shame and disgrace that they brought on
Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER—We have bad ' 4, country. There is not a member who

again and again election trials which have,‘has not seen evidence of it before his own
exposed the most dastardly and most glar-’
ing corruption ever perpetrated in this coun- |
try. We have had judgments given by

eyes. When the west wing of the parlia-
ment buildings was burned down and had to
| be rebuilt, we could see men sitting around
doing nothing and drawing a dollar and a
dollar and -a half a day, because an election
was going on just over the river. What is
men who took part in these named by the 'that but corruption ? The government cor-
judges, and what do we find has been done ;ypt the country and constituencies and
by the government in reference to them ?imunicipalities. They corrupt towns. They
Have they in any way attempted to punish corrupt these people by doing large public
these men who have been in that way works in a great many instances where they
marked down, the seal set upon them bY are not necessary. They corrupt railways
the judges who have pronounced judgment py large bonuses and individuals by pay-
against them ? Have they done anything ' ments of money.” There is a large amount
for the purpose of trying to stamp out this of corruption going on through the country,
corruption which is rampant in the country ? . and the moral tone of the people is lowered
Not one bit of it. They take them by the and degraded. People are prepared now to
hand. They make friends with them. They;mke mouney and go into schemes which a
set them in the chief seats. The man who |few years ago they would not have thought
was the original promoter, who was thel of doing, and as I say the hon. gentlemen

and made scathing indiectments against the
parties concerned in them. We have had

_ founder, who was the maker of the machine ' glory in it. The Minister of Public Works

which has carried on, at their instance in this tells us that elections cannot be worked or
country, so large a number of the elections— won by prayers, and business is business.
what do they do with that man Preston, the Hjs phrases have become household words.
one who instigated and got up the machine ? Does that not show that the moral tone of °
The Minister of the Interior gives him a  the country is lowered, and does it not show
position as representative of this country |that these men are not to be trusted, if they
in Burope, at a salary and expenses amount- tell their leaders they have not done any-
ing to $5.000. Cau any one suppose that all thing whereby they could be accused of
the members of a governemnt which con- ' making an offer of this kind. I say, as far
dones and connives at such actions as these  as we are concerned in this House, the feel-
are such that their word can Dbe relied ing of this House should be, not to try and
upon ? Do we not know that corruption condone and cover up any such matter as
from one end of the country to the other is this, but to investigate it to the fullest ex-
rampant, and has always been rampant ' tent. If hon. gentlemen on the other side
since the Liberal party came into power in ; of the House knew what was in the inter-
this country ? I say that to-day there is not ests of their own party and the interests
a more corrupt country on the face of the!of the country, they would join hand in hand
clobe. Take Egypt, Turkey and China. ‘ with us in seeing that this matter is thor-
which have been held up as emblematic of | oughly sifted and investigated. Then Iif
corruption, and I say that they are not any | there is any truth in the charge, the party
worse than is Canada to-day, and that has | should be punished. If there is not any
all come into existence since the Liberals |truth in it, they are relieved from the stig-
took hold of the country. ‘ma which certainly will attach to them
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more and more if they vote down such an
investigation as this. We have seen the in-
vestigation which they tried to put through
in the Commons. The constant endeavour
of the parties there was to vote them down
and burk them and stop them in every pos-
sible way. I say we should treat this mat-
ter in a more judicial way. The motion is
introduced by the hon. leader of the opposi-
tion and he has a perfect right to introduce
it, and we should all set our minds to work
to ascertain whether it is true. If it is not
true, the Senate and the whole party and
the public spirit of the country will be bene-
fited thereby, and if it is true, then the par-
ties implicated in it should be punished.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND--I am surprised
when I hear the hon. gentleman from the
west speak of the date at which corruption
appeared in this country. Practically his
political career dates from 1896, for if he
would look back some years previous, he
would add to his store of knowledge some
deals of his friends and party that would
perhaps be on a par with things that have
happened since 1896, to be as modest as
possible in the comparison. The hon. gentle-
man speaks of corruption. If he was old
enough to remember what took place in 1891
and 1892 he would know that a minister of
the Crown, holding the portfolio of Public
Works, had to abandon that office because
scandalous accusations had been proven in
a regular committee appointed in the House
of Commons. If he remembered that period,
if he remembered what took place before
that committee, he would know that mem-
bers of parliament had to be indicted by his
own party jointly with contractors who had
defrauded the government in a sum exceed-
ing one million dollars, and he would know
that a former member of parliament, the
bosom friend of that late Minister of Pub-
lic Works, was condemned to jail with
those contractors who had robbed the Fed-
eral treasury of over @ million dollars. If
his memory did not carry him back so far as
1891, he would know that in the construc-
tion of the Curran bridge in Montreal, a
most scandalous steal of money took place,
and strong Conservative contractors, the pil-
lars of the Conservative party in Montreal,
bhad to be indicted and brought before the
courts. The hon. gentleman’s career appar-
ently only began in 1896, although I thought

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER.

he had been appointed to this Chamber be-
fore that date. He speaks of corruption, of
having witnessed a number of men idling
around the western block when an election
in the neighbourhood of Ottawa was taking
place. He is quite young in IFederal politics
if he does not know that a few years pre-
vious four hundred men were employed dally
and openly picking dandelions in front of
the parliament buildings, a job which cost
the country $60,000. The hon. gentleman
would remember that about the same time
a squad of painters was enrployed to do
work for this government, as election times
were coming on, and so zealous were they
in earning their money that they even
painted the sandstone at the entrance
of the buildings to the disgust of every-
one, and the paint is stil there. Cer-
tainly the hon. gentleman from the west
has only been acquainted with polities
for a few years, because he seems to ignore
the whole policy of the Conservative party
and the weakness and frailty of the human
nature of the men who<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>