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THE DEBATES
-0F THE

SENATE OF CANADA
-IN THE

FOURTII SESSION OF THE FOURTH PARLIAMENT OF THE DOMINION OF
CANADA, APPOINTED TO MEET FOR THE DESPATCH OF BUSINESS
9TH FEBRUARY, 1882, IN THE FORTY-FIFTH VEAR OF THE REIGN OF

HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, Feb. 9th 1882.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

NEW SENATORS.

THE SPEAKER presented to the
House, a Return from the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery, setting forth that His
Excellency the Governor General had
summoned to the Senate,-

THOMAS MCKAY, Esq., of Colchester,
Nova Scotia;

ALEXANDER W. OGILVIE, Esq., of the
City of Montreal, for the Alma Division,
Quebec;

JAMES SKEAD, Esq., of the City of Ot-
tawa, Ontario ;

DONALD MCINNES, Esq., of Hamilton,
Ontaro,-and

THOMAS ROBERT MCINNES, Esq., of
New Westminster, British Columbia.

The following members were then in-troduced, and having taken the oath pre-scribed by law, took their seats
HON. JAMES SKEAD ;

HON. A. W. OGILVIE;

HON. T. MCKAY;
HON. D. MCINNES, (Hamilton.)
The House was then adjourned during

pleasure.
1

THE SPEECH FROM THE THRONE

At 3 p.m., His EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR
GENERAL proceeded n state to the Senate Cham-
ber, and took His Seat upon the Throne. The
Members of the Senate being assembled, His Ex-
cellency was pleased to command the attendance
of the Ilouse of Commons, and that House being
present, His EXCELLENCY was pleased to open
the FOURTH SESSION of the FOURTH PARLIA-
MENT OF THE DOMINION OF CANADA, with the
following Speech :

Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate:
Gentlemen of t/e flouse of Commons

The hope I expressed at the close of the last
session, that on the re-assembling of Parliament
we should be able to congratulate ourselves on a
season of peace and prosperity has been fully
realized.

Canada has been favored with a year of great
prosperity.

Her farmers have enjoyed a plentiful harvest
and reniunerative prices.

Her manufacturing and other industries have

been and continue to be developed under favorable

auspices.

Her trade and commerce have been steadily
increasing, and peace and order prevail within

her borders.

For these various blessings we cannot be suffi-

ciently thankful to the Giver of all good things.
The Chief Magistrate of the United States has

been cut off by the hand of an assassin, and it is

fitting that the sorrow of our people for a loss

which was not that of our friends and neighbours

alone, should be here adverted to as another in-

stance of the sympathy which unites in brother-
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hood the British Empire and the American
Republic.

During the recess I had the pleasure of visiting
the Province of Manitoba, and of traversing the
extensive prairies of the North West, and from
personal examination can sincerely congratulate
Canada on the possession of so magnificent and
fertile a iegion to be inhabited, I trust, in the
course of years, by millions of thriving and con-
tented subjects of Her Majesty.

The immigrants have not confined themselves
to Manitoba or its vicinity, but are scattered over
the country westward to the base of the Rocky
Mountains, and from the international boundary
to the banks of the northern Saskatchewan. It
is, therefore. thought that the time bas cone for
the division of the Territories into four or more
Provisional Districts with an appropriate nomen-
clature. This subject will be submitted for your
consideration.

During my journey I was met by numerous
Indian tribes, all expressing confidence in the
continuance of the traditional policy of kindness
and justice which has hitherto governed the
relations between the Government and the
Aborigines.

I regret, however, to say that the necessity of
supplementing the food supply of the Indians still

exists and is likely to continue for some years.

Every exertion has been made to settle the In-
dian Bands on Reserves, and to induce them to
betake themselves to the raising of cattle and
cultivating the soil.

These efforts have met with a fair measure of
success, but we can only expect by a long continu-
ance of patient firmness to induce these children
of the Prairie and the Forest to abandon their

nomadic habits, become self-supporting, and ulti-
mately add to the industrial wealth of the country.

The influx of a white population bas greatly in-
creased the danger of collision between the settler
and Red man, and in my opinion renders an aug-
mentation of the Mounted Police a matter of
urgency. Your sanction to this increase will be
sought.

The second report of the Commission appointed
to investigate the existing system of the Civil
Service will be laid before you, and a measure on
the subject submitted for your consideration.

The decennial Census having been taken last
year, the duty of reconsidering and readjusting the
representation in the House of Commons is im-
posed upon you. A measure for the purpose will
be laid before you.

Several other measures of importance wlll be
subintted to you. Among them will be Bills for
the winding up of Insolvent Banks, Insurance
Companies and Trading Corporations ; for the
consolidation and amendment of the Laws res-
pecting the Dominion Lands ; for the amend-
ment of the Acts relating to the Supreme Court of
Canada, and Bills relating to the tenure of office
of the Judges of County Courts, and to Fugitive
Offenders within the Empire ; and your attention
will be called to the present anomalous position
of the Vice-Adiniralty jurisdiction.

The work of construction on that portion of the
Canadian Pacific Railway between Prince Arthur's
Landing and Winnipeg is being pressed to coin-
pletion., and it is confidently expected that in July
next, railway communication will be established
between those places. The section between Rat
Portage and Winnipeg, one hundred and thirty-
five miles in length, bas been completed and
transferred under the terms of the contract, to the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company, by whom it is
now operated. Considerable progresshas been made
on the Eastern Section, commencing at Callander
Station, and the vigorous prosecution of the work
on that portion of the line during the present
year provided for.

In British Columbia the work upon the section
between Savona's Ferry and Emory's Bar is being
carried on, with every prospect of its completion
within the time specified in the contract, and the
line from the latter place to Port Moody which
has been carefully located during the past season
is now being placed under contract with a view to
its conpletion at the same date as the section from
Savona's Ferry to Emory's Bar.

Upon the sections to be constructed by the Rail-
way Company, the work bas been most energeti-
cally carried forward. During the past summer
the road bas been graded for the distance of two
hundred and eighteen miles, and of this, one
hundred and sixty-one miles are open for traffic.

The Company have, in addition, graded eighty-
nine miles of branch lines.

I am pleased to be able to state that the traffic
on the Intercolonial Railway bas largely increased,
and that this line was during the last fiscal year,
for the first time in its history, worked without
loss to the country.

The works on the Welland Canal were so far
advanced that the waters of Lake Erie were
introduced for its supply in June last, and in Sep.
tember the new portion of the Canal between



Allanburg and Port Dalhousie was opened for COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES.
traffic. MOTION.

You will be pleased to know that a monthly HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved,une of steamers which has been subsidized under and it was ordered,
the authoiity of Parliament, is now plying between That all the members present during thisthe Dominion and Brazil with good hopes of a Session be appointed a Committee to consider the
mutually profitable trade. orders and cuçtoms of this House and Privileges of

The Report of a Royal Commissýion issued to Parliament, and that the said Committee have
inquire into the qleave to meet in this House, when and as often as

question of factory labour, and ' they please.
into the best means of promoting the confort and The Senate adjourned at
well-being of the workingman and his family, Thirty minutes after
without undue interference with the development Four p.m.
of our manufacturing industries, will be laid before
you, and I invite your earnest consideration of this
report. THE SENATE.
Gentlemen of the House of Connons :

The Accounts of the last year will be laid before
you. It will be satisfactory to you to find that
the expenditure has been less and the revenue
considerably more than the Estimates of last year,leaving a surplus of over four millions of dollars.
A portion of this sum bas been used in the reduc-
tion of the public debt by the redemption of
matured debentures bearing six per cent. interest,
and the remainder applied to the payment for
public works, chargeable to capital account. The
necessity of issuing the Debenture Loan authorized
hy Parliament for those purposes has therefore
been obviated.

The Estimates of the ensuing year will also be
submitted, and will, I trust, be found to have been
franed with due regard to economy and the efni-
ciency of the public service.
Hoorable Gentlemen of the Senate:

Gentlemen of the House of Commons:
I now invite your attention to the several sub-

jects mentioned and to the general business which
will come before you, with full confidence in your
ability and patriotic desire to forward the best
interests of the country.

BILL INTRODUCED.
HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL intro-duced a Bill intituled "An Act relating toRailways."
The Bill was read a first time.

THE ADDRESS.

MOTION.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
that the House do take into consideration
the speech of His Excellency the Governor-
General to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

Ottawa, Friday, Feb. 10/h, 1882.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and Routine Proceedings.

THE ADDRESS.

MOTION.

The Order of the Day having been
called for the consideration of His Ex-
cellency's Speech on the opening of the
session,

HON. MR. McINNES (Hamilton), said:

The duty has been assigned to me as
a new member of this Honorable House,
in accordance with long parliamentary
usage to move the Address in response to
the Speech from the Throne.

The unexampled prosperity of the
country makes it a pleasant and an easy
duty.

While prosperity, peace and content-
ment reign within our borders, the
great nation to the south of us, which
is also prosperous beyond precedent, has
been afflicted with a great loss in the
assassination of its Chief Magistrate.
Probably there is no crime recorded in
history which has called forth more uni-
versally the execration as well as sympa-
thies of the whole civilized world. Our
Queen, holding her sceptre with a wider
sway than any monarch ever had or pos-
sessed, laid, as it were with her own
hands, a touching tribute on the coffin of
the murdered President, as a sister in
bereavement with his mourning widow.
Such an expression of sympathy embodies

Address.The ( F u. 10, 1882.]
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the feelings of the whole people of which
she is the head, and has shewn the
American nation that we are at one with
them in their great calamity.

The undivided interests of the country,
agriculture, manufactures and commerce,
are in the highest state of prosperity.
Agriculture must form the basis of that
prosperity, but among a versatile, intelli-
gent and industrious population like ours,
something more, honorable though it is,
is needed in order fully to employ our
population. Manufactures and commerce
are essential elements in our progress,
and it is the duty of those to whom is
entrusted the shaping of our policy to
legislate for such industries as will fùrnish
employment to our own people and to
such as may be induced by such indus-
tries to cone amongst us, to whom it is
obviously to our interest to tender a cor-
dial welcome as well as, a helping hand.
The lesson which has been taught us by
the United States in respect to the advan-
tages which have accrued to that country
by the immense influx of emigration from
all parts of the world must not be lost.
All Canadian statesmen and leaders of
public opinion, without respect to party,
should strike hands in the furtherance of
this one great object of peopling our im-
mense domains.

The Government has steadily pursued
a course which is calculated to build up
this great territory so fortunately acquired
by us in the North West, the resources of
which can even now be scarcely grasped
by the imagination.

The contract for building the Pacific
Railway, although it has been subjected
to the severest scrutiny and the most
searching criticism, has commended itself
to the public mind. The progress of the
work, as set forth in the Speech froi the
Throne, far exceeds the promises made by
those who have undertaken it. Al por-
tions of the work are proceeded with in a
manner that leaves no reasonable doubt
that it will be brought to completion
much within the time stipulated. The
results to flow from the completion of this
gigantic undertaking cannot be easily ex-
aggerated.

The information, in respect to the re-
sources of the country traversed by our
great transcontinental highway, although
as yet imperfect, is sufficient to shew that
in this vast territory to be opened up,

HON. MR. MCINNES (Hamilton).

Canada possesses wealth beyond compu-
tation, and our people are to be congratu-
lated that the problem of developing that
wealth is now made clear.

Canada is deeply indebted to His Ex-
cellency the Governor-General for having
undertaken an extended journey over
those vast regions ; a journey attended
with many difficulties and extending over
a large portion of the uninhabited south-
erly territory lying between the Red River
and the Rocky Mountains. The valuable
information thus gained by his practical
experience and made public by him in
his cloquent speeches on both sides of the
Atlantic bas largely increased public atten-
tion which had already been drawn to
these regions, and cannot fail to be of
great service in the promotion of emigra-
tion.

The land subsidy granted to the Rail-
way, without which all that vast terrritory
would be of no practical value, is estima-
ted at one-tenth of the productive area
and it must be borne in mind that this
subsidy consists of alternate sections and
that the lands retained by the Government
must be benefited in equal proportions
with those which are granted in this
subsidy and must, therefore, be intrinsical-
ly a source of vast revenues to the Do-
minion, and form a sound basis for the
payment of our public debt, while in the
near future it is conceded that we shall
derive from excise and customs duties
from its population a sum which will pro-
vide the interest and sinking fund of the
cash subsidy.

It is most gratifying to think that the
just and merciful policy which has always
characterized the dealings of the Govern-
ment with the Indian tribes within our
borders, and which was also a markcd
charactcristic of the Hudson Bay Com-
pany, bas borne its fruits in the confidence
which these helpless people have felt and
continue to repose in our dealings with
and treatment of them. Perhaps it may
be too much to hope that their nomadic
habits can be so far changed as to recon-
cile them to a permanent residence and to
agricultural pursuits, but if this shall prove
to be impossible it will not be because of
want of effort in that direction on the part
of those who a; e entrusted with the res-
ponsibility of dealing with this interesting
race.

It is a wise policy, in view of the con-

Thew Address.



([Fî. 10, 1882.]

stantly increasing complexity of the rela-
tions between the settlers and the abori-
ginal inhabitants, that every precaution
should be taken for the protection of both.
The country will not therefore hesitate tosanction such measures as may be deemednecessary to secure that result. The in-crease of the Mounted Police Forcc which
has hitherto performed a most arduous
service in a manner that is worthy of allpraise, will meet with the cordial approval
of the country.

While the progress made in the Westhas been so rapid, great strides have beenmade by the older Provinces in the devel-opment of industries within their limits.Capital, which is slow to respond toenterprise, having met with severe dis-couragement during a period of greatdepression, has gradually been brought tothe aid of these industries and greatlyextended them, giving profitable eniploy-ment to thousands of our artisans whowere forced to expatriate themselvesunder the less favorable conditions whichhad previously prevailed. Capital so em-ployed has been fairly remunerative, with-out adding to the cost of the- manufactured
lroduct. A judicious and well-considered
Tariff, the practical effect of which has notbeen to increase the price to the consumeror to injure the revenue, has given a steadymarket within our own borders, andsecured to the country the advantages ofsteady and continuous employment to ourpeople, and has been largely advantageous
to the agricultural producer, who cannotfail to reap his share of the general pros-
perity.

Among the most cheering evidences ofthe advancing prosperity of this country isthe steady increase of business on theIntercolonial Railway. Although it wasfor a long time considered that the main-tenance and operation of this railway wouldbe a burden on our revenue, it is Most
satisfactory to learn that they are met bythe receipts, and it is only reasonable tohope that there will soon be an excess ofreceipts over expenditure. These results
speak for themselves and are an evidence
of the ability and economy with which theroad is managed.

The growing importance of the trade
of the Dominion may be inferred by the
information which we have before us, that
a line of steamers has been established to
ply between Dominion ports and ports o

the Brazilian Empire, from which we may
hope for valuable results, and that the
liberality of Parliament in granting a sub-
sidy to the line will be fully rewarded.

A Commission to enquire into the needs
and condition of the Civil Service was
appointed several months ago. I was
honored by being selected as its Chair-
man, and with the zealous and efficient
aid of the gentlemen who were associated
with me-to whom I beg to express in this
public manher my sincerest thanks-an
exhaustive investigation, extending over a
considerable time, was made, the results
of which have been embodied in reports
which have been presented to the Govern-
ment. It is gratifying that a measure will
be submitted to Parliament in connection
therewith.

Although not immediately within the
province of this honorable House, before
concluding my remarks I cannot refrain
from saying that I notice with the greatest
pleasure that the results of the fiscal policy
inaugurated in the first session of this
Parliament, have exceeded the most san-
guine expectations in producing a large
surplus of revenue amounting to over
$4,ooo,ooo, which has been judiciously
applied to the reduction of the public
debt by the redemption of matured deben-
tures bearing 6 per cent.,and the payment
of public works chargeable to capital
account-that therefore the necessity for
issuing the loan authorized by Parliament
has been obviated.

I now proceed to the duty of moving
That the following Address be presented to His

Excellency the Governor General to offer the

respectful thanks of this House to His Excellency
for the gracious Speech he has been pleased to
make to both Houses of Parliament : naniely-

To His Excellency the Right Honorable Sir

JOHN DOUGLAS SUTHERLAND CAMPBELL (cone

monly called the Marquis of Lorne), Knight of
the Most Ancient and Most Noble Order of the
Thistle, Knight Grand Cross of the Most distin-

guished Order of Saint Michael and Saint George,
Governor General of Canada, and Vice-Admiral
of the same, etc., etc.

MAY IT PLEASE Yoma EXCELLENCY:

We, ler Majesty's dutiful and loyal subjects,
the Senate of Canada, in Parliament assembled,
respectfully thank Your Excellency for your gra-

f cious Speech at the opening of this Session.

.Th - Address8. 5
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We feel with Your Excellency that the hope you

expressed at the close of the last Session, that on
the re-assembling of Parliament we should be able
to congratulate ourselves on a season of peace and
prosperity, has been fully realized :

Canada has been favored with a year of great
prosperity :

Her farmers have enjoyed a plentiful harvest
and remunerative prices :

Her nanufacturing and other industries have

been and continue Io be developed under favorable

auspices :
ier trade and commerce have been steadily

increasing, and peace and order prevail within her

borders :
And for these varions blessings we cannot be

sufficiently thankful to the Giver of all good things.
The Chief Magistrate of the United States

having been cut off by the hand of an assassin,
we feel that it is fitting that the sorrow of our
people for a loss which was not that of our friends

and neighbors alone, should be adverted to by
Your Excellency as another instance of the sym-
pathy which unites in brotherhood the British

Empire and the American Republic.

We learn with great satisfaction that during the

recess Your Excellency had the pleasure of visit-
ing the Province of Manitoba, and of traversing
the extensive prairies of the North-West, and is

able, from personal examination, sincerely to con-
gratulate Canada on the possession of so magni-
ficent and fertile a region, to be inhabited, we trust,
in the course of years, by millions of thriving and
contented subjects of Her Majesty.

We recognize the fact that the immigrants have

not confined themselves to Manitoba or its vicinity,

but are scattered over the country westward to the
base of the Rocky Mountains, and from the inter-
national boundary to the banks of the Northern

Saskatchewan ; we agree with Vour Excellency
in thinking that the time has corne for the division
of the Territories into four or more Provisional
Districts, with an appropriate nomenclature, and
that this subject, when submitted to us by Vour
Excellency, will receive our attentive consid.
eration.

We are pleased to learn from Your Excellency
that during your journey you were met by numer-
ous Indian tribes, all expressing confidence in the
continuance of the traditional policy of kindness
and justice which has hitherto governed the rela-
tions between the Government and the Aborigines,
vhile we share Your Excellency's regret that the

necessity of supplementing the food supply of the

HoN. MR. MCINNES (Hamilton).

Address.

Indians still exists and is likely to continue for
some years.

We are happy to know that every exertion has
been made to settle the Indian Bands on Reserves,
and to induce then to betake themselves to the
raising of cattle and cultivating the soil, and that
these efforts have met with a fair measure of suc-
cess; but we are aware that we can only expect by
a long continuance of patient firmness to induce
these children of the Prairie and the Forest to
abandon their nomadic habits, become self-sup-
porting, and ultimately add to the industrial
wealth of the country, and that the influx of a
white population has greatly increased the danger
of collison between the settler and the Red man ;
we observe that Your Excellency is of opinion,
that an augmentation of the Mounted Police has
been rendered a inatter of urgency, and our atten-
tion shall be given to the sanction of such increase
as Your Excellency may think it necessary to
seek.

We learn with much satisfaction that the second
report of the Commission appointed to investigate
the existing system of the Civil Service will be
laid before us ; and any measure on the subject
submitted to us shall receive our willing consid-
eration.

We are aware that the decennial Census having
been tAten last year, the duty of reconsidering
and readjusting the representation in the House of
Commons is imposed upon us, and we will care-
fully consider any measure for the purpose which
may he laid before us.

We learn with much interest that several other
measures of importance will be submitted to us,
and that among them will be Bills for the winding
up of Insolvent Banks, Insurance Companies and
Trading Corporations, for the consolidation and
amendment of the Laws respecting the Dominion
Lands, for the amendment of the Acts relating to
the Supreme Court of Canada, and Bills relating
to the tenure of office of the Judges of County
Courts, and to Fugitive Offenders within the
Empire ; and that our attention will be called to
the present anomalous position of the Vice-Admi-
ralty jurisdiction ; and all these measures, when
submitted, shall receive our best attention.

That we receive with much satisfaction the in-
formation which Your Excellency has afforded us
respecting the Canadian Pacific Railway, and are
glad to know,-

That the work of construction on that portion
of the said railway between Prince Arthur's Land-
ing and Winnipeg is being pressed to completion,
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and that it is confidently expected that in July
next railway communication will be established
between those places ; that the section between
Rat Portage and Winnipeg, one hundred and
thirty-five miles in length, has been completed
and transferred under the terms of the contract to
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, by whom
it is now operated; that considerable progress'
has been nmade on the eastern section, commenc-
ing at Callander Station, and that the vigorous
prosecution of the work on that portion of thelne during the present year has been provided
for:

That in British Columbia the work upon the
section between Savona's Ferry and Emory's Bar
is being carried on, with every prospect of its
completion within the time specified in the con
tract, and that the line from the latter place to
Port Moody, which bas been carefully located dur-
ing the past season, is now being placed under
contract with a view to its completion at the sainedate as the section from Savona's Ferry to Emory's
Bar :

That upon the sections to be constructed by theRailway Company, the work bas been most ener-
getically carried forward. That during the past
summer the road bas been graded for the distance
of two hundred and eighteen miles, and that f
this, one hundred and sixty-one miles are com-
pleted and open for traffic :

And that the company have, in addition,
graded eighty.nine miles of branch lines.

We share the pleasure expressed by Your Ex-cellency in being able to state that the traffic onthe Intercolonial Railway bas largely increased,and that this une was during the last fiscal year,for the first time in its history, worked withoutloss to the country.
We are glad to learn that the works on theWelland Canal were then so far advanced thatthe waters of Lake Erie were introduce 1 for itssupply in June last, and that in September thenew portion of the Canal between Allanburg an(Port Dalhousie was opened for traffic.
We are Pleased to know that a monthly line ofsteamers wic bas been subsidized under theauthority of Parliament, is now plying betweentbe Dominion and Brazil with good hopes of a

Mutually profitable trade.
We shall read with great interest the Report ofa Royal Commission issued to inquire into the

question of factory labor, and into the best means
of promoting the comfort and well-being of theworkingman and his family, without undue inter-ference with the development of our manufactur.

ing industries, which Your Excellency is pleased
to say will be laid before us, and shall give it our
most earnest consideration.

Your Excellency may rest assured that we shall

give our best attention to the several subjects men-
tioned by you, and to the general business which
will come before us, and that we thank Vour Ex-
cellency for the expression of your full confidence
in our patriotic desire and our ability to forward
the best interests of the country.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I believe that
the duty has devolved upon me of second-
ing the Address. I certainly, on this oc-
casion, would have much preferred to have
heard some person else do it, who could
discharge the duty with more ability. The
subject has been gone over, however, so
well by the hon. mover of the Address
that there is but little left for me to say.

The country during the last year or two
has been visited with marked prosperity :
the farmers from one end of the country
to the other have been blessed with large
crops and very good prices. I probably
know a little more about the industrial
portion of the great centres of population
in Canada, and I think there are but very
few people who live in Canada that have
taken any notice of what has been going
on during the last two or three years who
will not be more than surprised, if they
take the trouble to enquire, at the great
strides that have been made during the
last four years in our manufactures, and
not only in a few things that not long ago
it was supposed we could make in Canada,
butin many branches. It is but a short time
since almost the whole of us who live here
supposed there were only three or four
articles which it would be possible for us
to manufacture here ; to-day we are manu-
facturing a very large portion of what we
require, from the coarsest fabrics to the
very fnest. We are manufacturing the
finest silks and cottons, I believe, that are
produced anywhere in the world, and
manufacturing establishments are continu-
ing to increase every day. In iron the
progress is quite as marked, and the very
best proof that we have of it is that not
only in our large cities but in our small
villages wherever you can find waterpower,
and even where water power does not
exist and steam is used, you can find
hardly any man out work : at least there
are no idlers going about, the same as we
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had a few years ago. That is the best
proof we can have of the success of the
existing policy, and we would fain hope
that in a few years we will be able to look
to Canada as one of the great manufac-
turing as well as the greatest wheat pro-
ducing country in the world.

The great and fatal disaster which hap-
pened to the President of the neighboring
republic has been alluded to in this
Speech from the Throne, and although
nothing could possibly be more sad than
it was, there is generally some good arising
from the worst possible ills of life that can
happen, and if any good has come out of
this calamity I truly and sincerely believe
that it is this-that it has consolidated and
increased very much the deep feeling of
respect and love that the two countries
always had for each other, and that they
have now grown more than ever to each
other. The very deep regret and sympa-
thy that was expressed in Montreal, which
I know more about than other cities, I
know was most marked. From the wealth-
iest citizen to the poorest person, the
evidences of sorrow were universal and
the regret was as deep as it possibly could
have been on the other side of the line.
I know that we all felt very proud when
we heard of the expressions of feeling from
Her most gracious Majesty the Queen.

The next point of importance is the
allusion to Manitoba and the North West
Territory, and it may seem egotistical for
me to say so but I think there are few
people in the country who thoroughly ap-
preciate the great wealth we have in that
vast territory. I was one of the first that
went out there to visit it, and I have had
a good deal to do with it ever since, and
for the last thirty years I have been over
the western prairies of the United States a
good deal, and I know I speak of it advis-
edly when I say we have by far the most
extensive and by far the richest wheat
fields in the world. The Government of
the country is certainly to be highly con-
gratulated upon the progress which the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company is
making at present, because you can hardly
speak about the North-west Territories
without including them. I know that in
Manitoba especially there were very hard
things said, and very hard thoughts enter-
tained about the Pacific Railway contract
a year ago, as well as in the older Provin-
ces of Canada; but I know as well to-day
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that the feeling has changed so much that
a large majority of the thinking men of
Manitoba as well as the North-west are
delighted with the work that has been
done by the Canadian Pacifie Syndicate.
Not only are they doing all that they have
agreed to do, but they are doing and are going
to do a great deal more in opening up the
North-west. After all, if our lands are to
be worth anything out there, it is simply
by having roads opened through them, for
they are practically valueless until we have
railways, and we will not be very much
older until we have a railway to the foot
of the Rocky Mountains, to the Bow
River country, and then we will have
lateral branches from that in every direc-
tion. I have heard it very often said that
we are going to ruin the older Provinces
by sending the best of our population to
the North-west. I think that is a mistake,
and that while we shall have a great many
of our people moving to those territories,
on the other hand we shall have an equally
large number of wealthy immigrants com-
ing from the old country who will be glad
to settle in the older Provinces. But
whether I am right or wrong I am one who
believes thoroughly, and have always believ-
edthat you cannot do good to one portion
of Canada without helping the whole of it.

As to the surplus that was spoken of a
few moments ago, we are certainly all very
proud of it, and I think that is only a be-
ginning of what is to come. That it will
increase if the same policy be carried out,
I have not the slightest doubt. When
thousands of people go into the North-
west they will certainly add to our revenue
just as much as if they came into the east.

Thanking you kindly for having listened
so patiently to my remarks, I beg to sec-
ond the motion.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I am sorry that I
was not present when the hon. senator
from Hamilton (Mr. McInnes) addressed
the House. I was deprived of an opportu-
nity of hearing his observations and com-
ments on the first few paragraphs of the
address. I am glad to congratulate the
hon. senator frorm Montreal (Mr. Ogilvie)
as well as the hon. senator from Hamil-
ton, on their appointment to this House.
It is always gratifying w'hen these appoint-
ments are made, that they should be made
from amongst a class of men who in some
degree may be regarded as representative
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in their respective localities. Both hon.
gentlemen are largely connected with the
manufacturing and industrial interests of
the country. Coming from commercial
and manufacturing centres, the one in
Ontario the other in Quebec, it is to be
presumed that they bring to this Chamber
a knowledge of the trade and industry ofthe country that will in the future be of
service to us all. Whether we may agree
with them in their conclusions or not isapart from the question ; they will at allevents from their standpoint be enabled
to discuss intelligently those important
topics.

With the first few paragraphs of theAddreiss having reference to our improved
trade and the development of our wealthI, and I am sure this House, cordially
concur. The Government, or the gentle-men who placed this speech in the mouthof His Excellency, have very wisely anddiscreetly abstained from attributing thisimproverpent to any other cause than thenatural one of the growth of the countryduring the last year. They very properlygive cordial thanks to a kind Providencefor having vouchsafed to us the sunshineand the fertilizing rains that have morelargely than any other cause contributed
to the improved condition of our affairs-
good crops consecutively from year to yearon this side of the Atlantic, and bad cropson the other have stimulated the trade ofthe country. If we examine the cargoesof the ships that sail from our ports to theother side of the Atlantic it will be foundthat they consist not of the manufactures
of Canada but of its grain and beef and
various food products which they carry tothe people on the other side of the Atlan-
tic who have been less fortunate, and His
Excellency's advisers very properly ascribethe improved condition of the country tothe blessng of Providence.

Some few comniments have been made
by the mover and seconder as to the great
benefits which flow to this country from
the manufacturing interests. It was but
natural that those gentlemen, coming as
they do from cities which are in some
degree manufacturing centres, and who
have been in common with a portion of
the residents of those cities, benefited
by the National Policy, should presume
to speak for the whole of Canada although
the facts to which they give utterance
should be confined to the respective areas

from which they come. In my judgment,
and I think if the subject is to be dis-
cussed, as it probably may be, in this
Chamber, the figures and statistics will
prove that a very small percentage of the
people of Canada have shared in the ben-
efits which have flowed from the tariff
adopted by the Government a few years
ago. The sugar refining interest, the
woolen and one or two other manufactur-
ing industries that might be named have
no doubt immensely increased in value.
Their stocks have gone up from a few
cents in the dollar to very considerably
above par, and the gentlemen who hold
those stocks, therefore, speak very highly
and feelingly of the advantages those laws
from which they derive such benefits ;
but I doubt if those who have to pay the
increased cost of revenue in this country
fully share in the views that they have
given utterance to.

The paragraph in the Address in which
reference is made to the terrible and shock-
ing act which deprived the United States
of its chief magistrate on the second of July
last, comes in very properly in the Speech
from the Throne. It is but right that we
should express on this occasion our deep
sympathy with the people of the United
States on the great loss that that country
has sustained by the death of its President
by the bullet of the assassin. As has been
very properly observed by the hon. senator
from Montreal, (Mr. Ogilvie) good some-
times arises from causes that we all regret,
and I have no doubt that the kindly
feeling, the deep sympathy, the mournful
expressions over the open grave of Pres-
ident Garfield, will long be remembered
by the people of both countries, and though
statesmen may have their views as to the
Clayton-Bulwer treaty and the Monroe
doctrine, the great English speaking popu-
lation of Great Britain and the United
States will be slow to forget the inter-
change of sympathy which took place over
the body of Garfield when it was commit-
ted to its last resting place. The act of
Her Majesty Queen Victoria in placing
on that coffin a wreath, was felt by the
people of the whole British Empire as a
proper act, and one that was typical of the
feelings of those whom Her Majesty
represents.

1 The next paragraph is an equally
pleasing one, in which His Excellency
adverts to the visit which he himself
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made to the North West Territories 1
of this country in the past summer.
His Excellency undertook the very
arduous duty of seeing for himself
whether that great fertile plain lying
to the north-west of the older provinces
of Canada really merited the extraordinary
representations that were made concerning
it by the persons who had visited it, and
had described it as being such a wheat
producing and grain producing country.
His Excellency has given us the benefit
of his observations in a speech which he
delivered on his return from the trip, in
Winnipeg, in September or October last.
The effect of His Excellency's observations
given to the public in the manner in
which they were, has no doubt had an
excellent influence on the future of this
country. We know that emigration agents
are always suspected; they speak from an
interested stand-point; they are anxious to
shew the Government of the country
that they have been zealous, and that their
efforts are attended with good results. Con-
sequently their utterances are always re-
garded with a good deal of suspicion; but
the testimony of His Excellency the Gov-
ernor General, given in the disinterested
manner that it has, will no doubt redound
to the very great benefit of the Dominion.
We have seen that his speech was taken
up by the London Times, and other
journals that rarely had a good word to
say for Canada on former occasions, and
which did not hesitate to recommend the
United States as a more favorable field for
emigration as compared with Canada, and
that they seconded the views of His Excel-
lency, and began to point out, though late,
that there was a vast area on this continent
where the British people at all events might
find a more congenial home than by set-
tling in the neighboring republic. There-
fore I think the thanks of the country
are due to His Excellency for the trouble
he has taken in visiting that country, and
traveling over 8,ooo miles, and publishing
to the world his own convictions, and the
deductions he was enabled to draw of its
fertility, and its adaptability for settlement.

In reference to what was said as to the
Indian policy, I am one of those who
have always recognized the fact that
we have not done as much
for the Indians as we might. It is
quite true that it is a considerable burden
on the revenues of this country to pay so
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Large a sum every year as the result of our
various treaties with the Indian tribes, but
even from a financial point of view, it is
more economical than if we had not treat-
ed them liberally. Our policy as com-
pared with that of the United States, apart
from the financial aspect of it, is the hu-
mane one. This vast country at one time
belonged to the Indian tribes. It is quite
true that various explorers took possession
of portions of it in the names of their re-
spective sovereigns, but it was really the
country of those Indian tribes, and the
true policy has been that pursued by the
British people in fairly satisfying the In-
dians at all events for the land they sur-
rendered. The amount we give to the
various tribes is comparatively. small, and
it is diminishing every year in the older
Provinces. Unfortunately contact with
the white race has not always tended to
the improvement of the red man, and the
readiness with which whiskey can be ob-
tained, is destroying the Indian tribes.
The policy adopted a few years ago, and
which I hope will be perpetuated in the
North-West, will I believe, tend to elevate
the red man and afford an opportunity to
see whether he can be brought up to the
plane of the other residents of the country.
I myself have very little doubt that if we
only persevere in the policy which has
been inaugurated, of keeping spirituous
liquors out of the great North-West, that
it will be attended with success. I trust
that in the Bill which my hon. friends
promise, to divide up that country into
several provisional territories, the regula-
lations as to the sale of spirituous liquors
will be preserved. I should have very
much greater faith in the future of that
country, if the principles on which we have
already acted with reference to the keep-
ing out of stimulants will be continued to
be observed.

Reference has been made to the census
of last year, and the probable re-distribu-
tion of the territorial boun-
daries of the constituencies of the
House of Commons. I assume, as we
have not a note of congratulation, that the
Government are unable to say that the
population of Canada has increased during
the last ten years as rapidly as one would
have hoped it would ; otherwise, no doubt
we would be treated to the usual congrat-
ulatory phrase-that Canada had made
great progress.
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We are promised measures, very proper
in their way, and which no doubt will
be useful legislation when placed on our
statute books. I notice we are also tohave a consolidation of the laws relating
to the Dominion Lands ; this is, I think,in four years the third we are to have withreference to the Dominion Lands. Itseems exceedingly difficult to get thoseNorth-West lands on the plane we shouldhave them.

HON. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL-It isa large subject.

HON. Mr. SCOTT-The hon. gentle-nian says it is a large subject : the Domi-nion Lands Acts were consolidated beforeand largely amended last session. .Reference has been made to the Cana-dian Pacifie Railway and the progress inconstruction that is going on. Well, it isnot a matter of surprise with the singular
facilities that the Government of the dayhave given to the Company which controlsthe Canadian Pacific Railway, and thelarge amount of money which is at theirdisposal, and with the Government build-ing the expensive portions of the line forthem-it is not to be wondered at thatprogress has been made. They get avery large subsidy. They are enabled toget a large portion of the value of thelands ; they are enabled to discount
$25,00o,ooo on the lands. No doubtthis is a small amount that the lands willbe discounted for, in the next 25 years wewill have this $25,ooo,ooo paid off andand another $25,ooo,ooo issued. It doesfot require a very prophetic spirit to seein the future that those lands will be dis-counted from time to time as may suit thestockholders of the Company, and withthe vast sum at their disposal it is not to bewondered at that they are enabled topush on the work so rapidly. They are
flot confined in their operations appa-rently to the North-West. We hearof them also in the older Provinces of
Canada to the eastward. I notice thatthe Government propose that the western
end of the road in British Columbia down
to Port Moody shall be built now within
four years. The Onderdonk contract of last
year was limited to five years. We were
told when the Pacifie Railway Bill was
under discussion, that the road in British
Columbia would probably not be finished

for ten years. That was the limit given
for its completion, and it was assumed
that that was to be a very expensive part
of the work-that when completed it was
not to be remunerative, and one justifica-
tion for the large subsidy was that the line
was to be kept open where it would not
pay. It seems rather singular if those
representations were correct, that the road
in British Columbia has to be finished in
half the time. If it was to be a losing
speculation, no doubt the time for its
completion would be extended to tAe full
term of ten years ; but the people of
Canada are to be called upon to pay for
its completion in five years to suit some-
body.

We are told that the Intercolonial Rail-
way has paid expenses. We are all very
much pleased, no doubt, to learn that
fact. The tariff of the Intercolonial Rail-
way has been a reasonable one: we have
had no complaints at all as to its being
oppressive. I should like to see a com-
parison between the tariff of the Interco-
lonial Railway and the tariff of the
Canadian Pacific Railway. Some inquisi-
tive person a few days ago, I am told, was
comparing the freight rates of the two
lines, and it is said (I do not vouch for it,
because I do not know anything about it
myself) that the Canadian Pacifie Railway
tariff was only about 400 per cent. larger
than the tariff of the Intercolonial Rail-
why. I should like to ask my friends from
the Maritime Provinces if they would like
to have this road transferred to a syndi-
cate, and the tariff put up to such rates as
would make them believe they had a white
elephant in the country. If we could
run the Intercolonial Railway profitably
(a very much more expensive road to run
than the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and
with less prospects of traffic than the
Pacifie Railway,) why could not we run the
Canadian Pacifie Railway? I do not
think my friends from the Maritime
Provinces would be disposed to see that
road pass into the hands of any company.

We are told also that a monthly line of
steamers between the Dominion and
Brazil has commenced running. I believe
a vessel has passed once or twice between
the ports of the two countries. Whether
it will be a success or not remains to be
seen. I have no doubt that under a
more moderate tariff it would; but I
understand that the duty on the goods
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imported by the last trip of the steamer than the supply. That has brought back
amounted to some $19.ooo. That would immense wealth to this country. Hon.
go a long way to balance the subsidy gentlemen cannot say that that branch of
which the country gives it, and in my industry has been in any way helped or
judgment it very seriously obstructs trade fostered by the National Policy; on the
between the two countries. contrary it has been injured, because

Another subject adverted to is that of people have had to pay more for their
factory labor. It is no doubt a very im- supplies. The condition of affairs which
portant one, and it is proper that at this 1 have described has been one of the
early period we should consider whether causes of the great prosperity of this couh-
the children, those whose growth has not try. The ability of the United States to
matured, are confined in factories unduly take our lumber at higher figures than
to seriously affect their health. A ver)' they were able to pay in former years, and
large proportion of the inmates of those the prices which prevailed for agricultural
factories are women and cbildren. If I products enabled our people to buy abroad,
am wrong hon. gentlemen will correct andthe imports beingheavilytaxed, the con-
me, but I believe that in some of them sequence is: we have $4,o ,ooo of a sur-
haif the employes are womien and chil- plus. The mere fact of putting up a tarif
dren. If that is a fact, it is very impor- could not have the effect of stimulating
tant that they be fot subject to extreme trade. We know that in the United
hours, and that the surroundings are such States the high tarifh did ot prevent terri-
as do not affect their health as has been ble depression, ihat although it was te
the case in some other counitries. But same as it is to-day it did fot stimulate
notice here with what tenderness His Ex- importation. Tbe imports of the United
cellency's advisers have thougbt proper to States during the past four years have more
advert to this subject. We are told that than doubled. Any one who will con-
measures will be considered " for the best suit the returns will see that the
means of promoting the comfort and heel imports of 188i were double those of
being of the workingman and bis family, 18 76, and the effect is to give that country
without undue interference with the a surplus f$ 26,000,000. In some months
development of our manufacturing indus- the surplus amounted to between $3,000,-
tries." One would infer from this that 000 and $m14,po0,r-. Taking the popu-
there was a litt e timidity in the expres- lation and the other circumstances into
sions of sympathy witb the women and consideration, that is a very much larger
children therein implied, if it was to un- proportion than the tarif of Canada bas
duly interfere with the profits of the yielded. The United States as had a
manufacturer. wonderful era of prosperity in the last

The next paragraph adverts to the sur- three years, and the consequence is they
Plus Of $4,000,000. Well, 1 suppose if bave bought largely and exported largely,
the tariff had been a little higber "e migpt and they are rapidly paying off their
have made it $5,000,000. It was simply a national debt. If the Government, while
question of taxing the imports of the adverting to this subject, had coupled with
country. My hon. friends who speak so it the statement that they proîosed to re-
enthusiastically of that surplus, more espe- Wove those duties whic press unduly on
cially the hon. senator froS Montreal the people of this country, there would
(Mr. Ogilvie), seem to think it was in some have been some cause for rejoicing. If
way due to the fiscal policy of tbe country. tie people of the Maritime Provinces were
Now, in my judgment, it was due to the told that they were to get their four and
increased purcbasing power of the people grain and other food supplies without
of Canada. It was due, no doubt, to the having to pay a heay duty I think it
large importations with a hig tarif, and would be a cause for congratulation. If
to no other cause. The products of this the people of Ontario were told that they
country, the grain, the four, beef and were to have the coal tax removed there
other farm produce, had been sling at would be some reason for rejoicing.
good prices to the United States and to Whether the nembers of the Government
Europe; our lumber had gone U enor- propose to remove those obnoxious taxes,
mously in the last two years, probably we cannot at the present moment foretel.
fifty per cent. ; the demand was greater I have no other Observations to make at
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the present moment. No doubt the topics
adverted to in the Speech from the Throne r
will be up for discussion at other periods
of the session when, with the reports and
other information before us, they can be
discussed to greater advantage.

HoN. MR. ALEXANDER-It is a
considerable time since I have had the pri-
vilege of adressing this honorable House,
and therefore I hope that I may claim
your kind indulgence for a very short
period.

I desire first to express the feeling,
which I am sure is shared by every mem-
ber both in this branch of the Legislature
and in the House of Commons, and not
only by both branches of the Legislature
but by the country, a feeling of deep sor-
row and regret that Her Royal Highness
the Princess Louise has not recovered en-
tirely from the effects of that untoward
accident. It would have been most grati-
fying to the people of this Dominon to
have seen one of the Queen's daughters
again in our midst, distinguished always
as she was for doing good ; a noble
example to society, devoting much of her
time to visiting the charitable and educa-
tional institutions of the country ; a noble
example in regard to her simplicity of
dress, tending in every way to cultivate
in the country a love of the true, the good
and the beautiful--one calculated in every
way to elevate the tone of society.

I now desire to proceed to the consider-
ation of the Address, and to express how
deeply gratified I was, and I am sure the
whole House has been, at the manner in
which the mover and seconder of thp Ad-
dress have discharged their duties.
They have displayed an ability which
assures us that we have in them very valu-
able additions to our numbers. With
regard to the Speech from the Throne,
there can be no doubt that Canada has
enjoyed a year of very great prosperity. I
am not going to enter into the arguments of
my hon. friend the leader of the Opposition.
The causes of the great prosperity which
the country is enjoying are very well under-
stood, not only by the commercial men of
the Dominion, but by every intelligent
man. It is particularly gratifying to know
that we have such a large surplus, and I
am sure the people of the country will be
pleased to know, as our Minister of
Finance is, that the Government have ap-

plied a large portion of the surplus to the
eduction of the national debt ; because
our people feel that with the example set
by the United States government, which
ought to be followed by the whole world,
in reducing their debt, it is very desirable
that we should not increase our indebted-
ness; and it is gratifying to learn that the
remaining portion of the surplus will be
devoted to expenditure for our public
works.

I think that there is but one feeling in
the country, that our Pacific Railway is in
very able hands. There can be no doubt
that since these gentlemen have undertaken
that work nothing has been wanting on
their part. They have prosecuted the
work with vigor and there is no reason
why we should doubt, while there is every
reason to believe, that they will go on
faithfully and carry out their part of the
agreement. But it remains to be seen
whether we are not pursuing that stupen-
dous work too rapidly. The future will
show that to the inhabitants of this country.

The Speech from the Throne mentions
certain measures which are to be brought
up for our consideration, including one
for the winding up of insolvent banks, but
I have to state at this particular moment
that we want legislation of another charac-
ter, namely to check fraud on the part of
bank directors who have brought about
such insolvencies. I may observe here
that our criminal law is framed with very
great care to prevent all ordinary cases of
fraud and crime. The poor who are
guilty of ordinary cases of crime are dis-
posed of, no doubt, entirely in the
interests of property, but there is a
feeling amongst the business men of the
country, and amongst a large portion of
our industrial classes, who have invested
their money in bank stocks, that there is
urgent necessity for Parliament to consider
this important matter, and to devise such
stringent laws with regard to bank direc-
tors as will prevent disasters which may
befall a large part of our people. What
have we seen in the past ? We have seen
men of high position who happened to be
in financial difficulties finding their way
into certain bank boards. There has
been, in one or two cases, an amount of
fraud committed from time to time which
we cannot well understand the Govern-
ment of the country overlooking,
which we cannot well understand the
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shareholders over-looking, because the
amount of suffering which has been caused
by it no language can express. Some of
those men have gone into our bank
boards as the highwayman goes into the
private residence. We find on bank
boards men of fine character: we find that
in one or two instances men occupying
good positions, at the head of bible socie-
ties, at the head of our religious societies,
at the head of religious institutions, play-
ing that game with great success, with
wonderful skill and science. They obtain-
ed from their high position, and from their
religious character, the proxies of widows
and orphans who naturally had entire
confidence in men making such pro-
fessions ; they obtained the proxies until
they secured control and swept the capi-
tal away, and suddenly we find widows
and orphans, old ministers and elderly
men, who had invested all their means in
bank stocks, rendered penniless. It is a
blot on the history of Canada. I was
myself a bank director and I have had a
large experience and I repeat it is a blot
on the history of this country. If those
bank directors to whom I refer could fol-
low the people who have been rendered
destitute, to the asylums, hospitals, and
their impoverished homes, they would
derive less pleasure and feel less pride in
the money that has been obtained by
such means. I knew an old gentlemen
of 63 who sustained such serious loss in
this way, that knowing his children would
be deprived of food and clothing and
education, his heart was broken and he
sank into his grave in six months, leaving
his family penniless. A gentleman re-
marked to me to-day, really with a great
deal of force, at the breakfast table in the
Russell House, that he thought that this
would not be stopped until we hang a
bank director every year ; that would be
a warning to people, who, because they
have high social positions, and drive out
with their horses and carriages, think they
can with impunity bring about those dis-
asters. There was a public rumor some
time ago-I saw it in one of the papers-
that one individual had been the cause of
half the capital of a bank being lost ; that
he went into a board and remained there
twelve months, during which time half the.
capital of the bank was lost. It went into
the pockets of his associates, and the bank
failed.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER.

HON. MR. SMITH-Was that in this
country ?

HON. MR. ALEXANIER-Yes in
this country.

HON. MR. SMITH-I never heard of
it before.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-I desire
to make a few remarks with regard to the
Senate. I think it behoves us, as sena-
tors, to discuss the position of the Senate,
to discuss its vocation and how it can be
rendered what the people of this country
would desire it to be. Most intelligent
men hold that a second Chamber is indis-
pensable, but a second Chamber to be
satisfactory to the people of this country
must not be a partisan body ; it must be
what it was intended by the framers of
the Confederation Act to be-a high judi-
cial body, like the Supreme Court of the
country and the judges of the land.
Whom do we represent? We represent
nobody. We are the nominees of the
first Minister of the Government of the
day-we are the representatives of the
two parties. Those hon. gentlemen who
are nominated to-day, are the nominees
of the present Government, but ve may
have another Government in power in a
few years hence, which will appoint sena-
tors, and they will represent another Gov-
ernment. The way to raise the Senate is
strictly to avoid all partizanship. WTe
should act as a judicial body, and if bills
which we do not approve of come from
the present Government, no matter whether
we are Conservatives or Reformers we
should accept or reject those bills as en-
,lightened gentlemen, and no men in Can-
ada have more education and experience
thân the members of this hon. House.
I am a Conservative, but no partizan, and
I hope I never will be partizan. I regard
a partizan Senator, who uses his position
for his own selfish purposes, as a most ig-
noble member of the House. A member
of the Senate who uses his position as a
stepping-stone to his own advantage-that
he may get office-reflects -no credit on
this body. Many of the hon. gentlemen
who are here to-day never looked for
office, and would not take any office the
Government could give them. Three-
fourths, or a larger number, would not
take any office, and why should their re-
putations suffer by the selfishness of those
who could use their positions for selfish
purposes ? I do not believe that any mem-
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ber of this House should issue partizan
pamphlets to influence elections ; I do notbelieve that any member of this Houseshould act as chairman of a partizan ban-quet for selfish purposes. It is time thatwe spoke freely on this subject, becausethe people could not elect a body such asthe members of this House are, for intel-ligence and experience, and we ought todesire to raise the Senate in the public
estimation, so that the people will love andhonor this body. I think the Senate mustdisplay greater activity, it must not permitany Government, I do not care whatGovernment it may be, to treat us as wehave been treated. It is simply discredit-able that we should remain without anybis before us until 36 hours previous tothe end of the Session. What an insultto the House, that measures should bebrought to us within 48 hours of the endof the Session! It is treating us withcontempt and shewing that they do notcare what becomes of the Senate-it isshewing that they do not care what use ismade of this body, and that they do notcare if the Senate gets into bad reputewith the country. I desire the opportu-nity of saying-you will pardon me for it-that I think the Senate has allowed it-self to be insulted in regard to the discon-tinuance of the publication of its debates.1 am perfectly certain that before a fort-night is over the members of the House,one and all, will find the present methodunsatisfactory. I was not aware of the me-thod until I asked two or three days ago.We know, as has often been stated, that thepress of the country we are spending somuch money on in attending to the Houseof Commons, and publishing the debatesaf that Chamber, that they could notafford to bring reporters here. They can-not afford to pay telegraph operators, theycannot afford to give their columns to twoChambers, and it is necessary-and nomoney could be better spent-to have thedebates of this House placed before thepublic, in the saie manner as the debatesof the House of Commons. If the pub-lishing of the debates in the OttawaCitizen was not sufficient, let us go togreater expense: the people would be gladof .the expense if they only knew what weare actually doing. Those gentlemen wholed the House to do away with the report-ing, said to us, " depend upon the press."
Well, we have had a little experience of

that. Perhaps it may occur again when an
independent-member of this House does
his duty honestly and fearlessly, he will be
called names of the most unwarrantable
character, and a leading organ at Toronto
will be inspired, to slander him and
call him all manner of names: when he
is trying to do his duty he is held up to
public opprobrium simply through the in-
stigation of one or two unworthy members
here. I thank the House for its indulgence
on this occasion.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I do not
intend to offer any remarks on the ques-
tion now before the House. I believe
the resolutions which have been moved
speak for themselves, and from the speeches
to which we have listened it is apparent
that there can be no opposition to them.
for my part I do not see on what ground
they could be opposed. They are based
on facts, and we can only congratulate
ourselves on the general prosperity of the
country. I do not propose. therefore, to
trespass upon the time of the House fur-
ther than to enter my protest that the
Government have done nothing during
the last twelve months towards rendering
justice to the French minority in this
House. As I stated during the first Ses-
sion of this Parliament, I contend that it
is not merely a question of justice, but a
question of constitutional right. Viewing
the matter in that light, I feel it my duty
to protest against the course which the
Government are pursuing on this subject.
I will merely add to my former remarks
on this point, that I am sorry the hon.
Minister of Justice, in his reply to my
observations last year, thought fit to state
that the Premier couldnot avoid continuing
to treat the French minority of this
House with injustice, because the repre-
sentatives from Quebec in another place
required him to give the full representa-
tion of that Province in the Government
to the lower House. I am in a position
to contradict that statement, and to say
that so far from the representatives of the
people in the other House being in favor
of continuing this injustice and pursuing
this unconstitutional course, they think it
would be but right to give the French-
speaking element in this House a repre-
sentative in the Government. I was sur-
prised at the statement of thehon.gentleman
last year, and with some of my friends
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took the first opportunity of ascertaining
whether that statement was correct or not,
and it is probable that an occasion will
occur during the Session to furnish proof
that the statement which I have made to
the House to-day is true. But I go fur-
ther and say the members of the other
House have no right, even if they desired
to do so, to force the Government to per-
petrate an injustice, or to act in an uncon-
stitutional manner. I hope that another
twelve months will not be allowed to pass
without something being done in the direc-
tion I have indicated, and if the Govern-
ment should fail to do justice to so
respectable a portion of the community,
that the people will themselves take the
matter in their own hands and demand an
explanation from the Government of the
reasons why they trample upon the rights
of the minority in this manner. I do not
wish to detain the House, but I feel it my
duty to enter my protest against the course
which the Government persists in pursu-
ing on this important question.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL
hoped that the House would at all
events continue the debate until six o clock
if they could not conclude it to-day. He
was glad to be able to promise that
there would be a change in the prac-
tise which had obtained with regard to the
introduction of bills in the Upper House.
He had in his hands six or seven bills
which he proposed to introduce the mo-
ment the debate was concluded.

HoN. MR. READ hoped that the de-
bate would be adjourned in order that
members who had only arrived to-day and
others who were on their way to the Cap-
ital might have an opportunity to partici-
pate in it. (Cries of "go on.")

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I cannot
but feel some regret that it has been
deemed expedient by the majority in this
House to press the motion. I think the
precedent we have had on former occa-
sions should be followed this afternoon.
However, as it has been decided to con-
tinue the debate, I will endeavor to make
a few remarks upon the subject before
the House.

I observe that the Speech from the
Throne commences with some very gen-
eral sweeping statements. We are told by

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE.

His Excellency that "Canada has been
favored with a year of prosperity. Her
farmers have enjoyed a plentiful harvest
and remunerative prices." Now these are
sweepîng statements. It seems to have
been forgotten by those who placed this
language in the mouth of the Governor
General that Canada is a country covering
a very wide region. It has been some-
times the boast of Canadians that their
territory is washed by the Atlantic and
Pacific. It is, therefore, not by any
means unnatural to conclude that a great
variety of climate, soil and circumstances
exists between these broad areas. Now it
may be perfectly true that in the western
regions of Canada,, in Ontario, and per-
haps also in many parts of Quebec, the
season has been a very favorable one for
agriculturists and that the crops which
have been garnered have been very large
and of a very fine quality, but the
Government appear to have forgotten
that they have some Maritime Prov
inces whose climate differs materially
from that of Ontario. Unhappily in
the Maritime Provinces the summer
was not a genial one by any means.
The early part ofit conduced to a vigorous
growth, but in the latter part of it, when
sun and heat werc required to mature the
crops there was gloom, and the conse-
quence was the hay crop which is one of
the most important in the Maritime Pro-
vinces was very much deteriorated in
quality. Although at one time it had
every appearance of being superior to any
that had been seen for years before the
continuous gloom in the end made it com-
paratively worthless, and the same cause
also conduced to injure the cereals. In
the province with which I an connected
wheat was a failure and the oats and barley
were not so good a crop as we had been
accustomed to harvest in some seasons.
It is true that the Province from which I
come is only a small one ; nevertheless, it
is a province of the Dominion, and was
at one time an independent colony, and
the people of that Province like to feel
assured when a general statement is made
in a speech from the Throne like this that
if unfortunately there should be an excep-
tion in their case it should be noticed.
People, who have labored hard and had
very poor returns for their work, do not
like to have it said in quarters which
should be better informed that they have

Address.



[FEB. 10, 1882.]

enjoyed a. most prosperous season. • Ithink it is necessary to make these
remarks, because I am well aware of the
fact that the hay crop and the harvest ofPrince Edward Island last year were veryfar from good.

I occupy a position myself this yearwhich enables me to speak on this point
with some confidence. I have been acommissioner of the provincial exhibition,and I am aware that the samples of grainwere not by any means as good as is usu-ally the case. In former years we sentsamples to Paris, Philadelphia, Montrealand St. John, which were scarcely to beexcelled in any part of the Dominion. Ithink I may say with confidence that there
was very little grain exhibited in those
places very much superior to that grown
in Prince Edward Island. Whether itmay be from the industry of our farmers
(for that I think is very generally recog-mlzed by those who have been acquainted
with our country) or from whatsoever cause,the samples were remarkably good at St.John, Montreal and other places at whichthey were exhibited. The crops of rootsalso, from which a large portion of ourwealth used to be derived, were defective
last year. Probably the same causeswhich affected the hay crop and the
cereals .also affected them, and al-though the price of potatoes was exceed-ingly high, we were not in a position tobenefit largely by that rise.

It is stated in a paragraph that our
manufacturing and other industries havebeen and continue to be developed under

favorable auspices." I daresay that para.
graph rnay commend itself to those whobelieve in the benefits of the National
Pobcy. For my part I rejoice when I seeestablished in Canada. any branch ofmanufacturing industry which is supported
On its own merits, but when I kniow that
the nanufacturing industries of Canada
whatever prosperity they enjoy, whether itbe much or little, is due to protective
duties and the exclusion of competition
froin other countries, I must take exception
to the general character of this remark.

I quite agree with the propriety which
has led the Minister to introduce into the
speech from the Governor-General at the
opening of Parliament, the subject of the
loss of the Chief Magistrate of the United
States. I think it is a subject which may
Imost properly be enlarged upon by the

Chief Magistrate of the Dominion, but it
is one on which as a private individual,
although I may feel as strongly on the
subject as any one, I do not feel it neces-
sary to dwell. I regret the loss of
President Garfield, the more so because I
believe he was a thoroughly patriotic man,
but the subject is better left in the hands
of His Excellency and the Government.

But when we come to the paragraphs
in the Speech from the Throne which
refer to the North-West, one feels at once
that the Governor General is then speak-
ing his own experience, and the experience
of a gentleman who has made a journey
under the best opportunities for observing,
and whose natural intelligence led him
also to make correct observations. There-
fore, whatever opinions are expressed by
him, we naturally look to them with the
greatest respect and confidence. I only
hopemyselfthattheexpectationswhich have
been entertained by most classes of this
community with regard to the North-West
will be speedily realized. There is not
a doubt that Canada, after the great vicis-
situdes she has gone through, requires
now the assistance of the piece of good
fortune which it is anticipated has fallen
to her lot in possessing these North-West
Territories. But there may be one or two
points connected with the administration
of affairs which may be very properly
touched upon by members of this House.
I think that one great source of prosperity
is to be found in opening up good and
cheap means of communication through-
out that Territory. Without that it is
not possible that you can offer very great
attraction to immigrants. Another is
that your land regulations should be well
considered. It is undesirable, in my
judgment, that land regulations should be
subject to frequent changes. A libe-
ral policy should be adopted for pro-
moting immigration, and having been
adopted, it should not be modified
except for adequate cause. I think,
speaking of the subject of immigration
from Europe to the North-West, that no
great fears need be entertained as to the
expenditure for that purpose; because it
must be perfectly obvious, and the fact is
rècognized in the United States and else-
where, that an adult immigrant arriving on
the shores of this continent, whether in
Canada or the United States, is a valuable
addition to the wealth of the community
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to which he joins himself. In the United
States I think an adult male has been
valued at something like $1,200 the day
he landed ig New York or elsewhere, and
no doubt an adult male or female immigrant
is worth as much to Canada. Any expendi-
ture, therefore, which is made in inducing
immigration and promoting the arrival of
a good class of immigrants is an expendi-
ture well made.

His Excellency alludes to the Indian
population of the country. Of course it
is very gratifying to be assured that the
Indians are sensible of the good treatment
received from the Canadian Government.
It is also cheering to know from His Ex-
cellency's Speech and other sources that
the efforts which have been made to in-
duce them to adopt agricultural pursuits
has met with a fair measure of success ;
but I think there is one thing essentially
necessary before you can induce the Indian
to devote his energies to agricultural pur-
suits-you must give him a personal in-
terest in the soil that he cultivates. The
general title must be broken up, and in-
dividual titles must be substituted. It is
to be supposed, to a certain extent at
all events, that the same intelligence
regulates the Indian's action which regu-
lates the action of civilized man. He
labors on a piece of land and obviously
improves its capacity for supporting
human life and its marketable value,
and he feels that the land to which he has
contributed that value should be his ex-
clusive property, and I think the sooner
individual titles are granted to the Indians
the sooner will they embark their energies
in agricultural pursuits. Of course there
will always be individuals in the Indian
tribes whose habits are indolent, but it is
not improbable that employment can be
found congenial to their disposition.
There seems to be a large amount of car-
riage necessary in the United States, and
I believe it has been the experience of
that country that the Indians have been
induced largely to undertake the carriage
of stores required by the Government. I
think it probable that Indians who will
not work farms will undertake other kinds
of work for the Government or individ-
uals. It is perhaps rather unfortunate
that it should have been found necessary
immediately after the reference to the
North-West and Indian questions
in the Speech to have re-

HON. M. HAYTHORNE.

ferred to the proposed increase
of the North-West Mounted Po-
lice. I believe it is a very desirable and
necessary thing to do, but I doubt very
much whether it is judicious, or whether
it will have a tendency to induce European
emigrants to join us. Hon. gentlemen
will easily understand that the population
of Europe have a great horror of being
brought face to face with the Red man.
They have an idea that he is still the fero-
cious and dangerous savage that is describ-
ed in Cooper's novels. Perhaps he is if left
without control, and I quite admit the
necessity of increasing the North-West
Mounted Police. That force, excellent as
it is and useful as it has been, is still too
small for the service it will have to perform.
I quite concur in the advisability of in-
creasing it, but I doubt the advisability of
introducing a clause to that effect in the
Speech in the midst of the paragraphs re-
lating to the North-West affairs, because
it is certain that this speech is even now
in the hands of Europeans, Englishmen
and others contemplating emigration to
the North-West, and they will see with
some regret, perhaps, and some apprehen-
sion that there is a fear of incursions of
the Red man, and females and children
may be frightened almost out of coming
to a country where this Indian danger
exists. It would have been perhaps wise
on the part of the Government to have
omitted that paragraph altogether or to
have mentioned it in some other portion
of the Speech.

Reference is made in the Speech to
several measures which, it is said, will be
brought before the House, and the gen-
tleman who preceded me, in the remarks
which he made, alluded at some length to
banking affairs. Without canvassing his
views generally, which may be sound and
perhaps are, inust say this, that I think
it would be a judicious thing on the part
of the Government if they would introduce
a measure having for its object the inspec-
tion of the affairs of Joint Stock Banking
Companies. I can say this, that in the Prov-
ince from which I come, two catastrophes
have occurred of this kind in the last two or
three years, and though they may not result
in liquidation, yet there has been a vast
amount of temporary inconvenience and
great permanent loss. I believe those
losses would have been obviated or pre-
vented if there had been a rigorous inspec-
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tion of banking affairs, made perhaps at
periods unexpected by the directors and
cashiers. Such an inspection would have
the effect of keeping evil doers, if such
there happen to be, in check. I believe
if such an act had been in operation
a short time ago, the catastrophe which
befel the Bank of Prince Edward Island
would not have haprened. Allow me
to extend my remarks on this subject
a little further, and point out the very
proper care which is displayed by the
Government of the Dominion with refer-
ence to the interests of those concerned
in Life Insurance. I presume the reason
why parties who have policies in life insur-
ance companies are cared for by the
Government is, that the Government
have felt that such people are complete-
ly at the mercy of these companies-
that by making very florid representations
and offering great advantages the com-
Panies may obtain customers in greýt
numbers all over our Dominion, and thatthen they may collapse and cause exten-
sive mfisery. It is feit, of course, that the
Policy holders are perfectly helpless to
Protect themselves on such a question as
this, because they are and must be in the
natural course of things, perfectly unaware
of the extent and solvency of the Com-
panies in which they are assured. I would
like to ask hon. gentlemen, in what respect
do the holders of bank stock differ from
the holders of policies in life insurance
companies? If it is necessary that policy-holders should be protected by the Gov-
ernment through Acts of Parliament, is it
not equally necessary that the holders of
bank stock should also be protected by
the Government and made secure by the
institution of efficient bank inspectors ?
I have often discussed this question with
gentlemen connected with banking insti-
tutions, and they have urged many objec-
tions. There may be objections, but there
are Inany advantages. I cannot conceive
that such an inspection as I advocate
would be at all injurious or felt to be
an objection by well managed institutions.
In My judgment a well-managed joint
stock bank would welcome such an
inspection. They have nothing to fear
from it, and their emerging from the
ordeal would enhance the value of the
stock and give confidence to their stock-
holders and customets. On the other
hand, the fear of a bank inspector coming

at any time upon a defaulting cashier or
a board of directors who have been remiss
in their duties, would have the effect of
stimulating them in their duties. I speak
feelingly on this question, because the
Province with which I am connected has
been a heavy sufferer from this cause
within the last few wecks, and though I
feel confident that the result will be favor-
able, still I believe it would conduce tò a
return of public confidence in joint stock
companies if the Government would come
to the conclusion that it is advisable to
act in this case as they have acted in the
case of life insurance companies, and
bring in a measure which would institute a
rigid bank inspection.

Of course it is very pleasing to hear that
good progress is being made in the great
work of constructing the Canadian Pacific
Railway. I hope the work will not only
be prosecuted with despatch, but what is
perhaps of more importance that the work
will be thoroughly well done, so that when
the road is opened generally for traffic we
may have none of those catastrophes and
delays which sometimes are caused, owing
to imperfections in the permanent way, de-
fective rolling stock and other causes. Of
course this can be to a great extent obvi-
ated by careful construction in tEe first
instance. That I hope the Government
will take measures to attain, also that the
fares on this road and freights on this line
shall be fixed at the lowest possible rates.
One gentleman who preceded me re-
marked that the rates were much higher
than they should be.~ The Government
have the power, and I hope they will ex-
ercise it, of reducing the rates to some-
thing like moderate bounds. I observe
that the Government congragulates the
Legislature and the country on the fact
that Intercolonial traffic has largely in-
creased and that the line is now self-sus-
taining. That is certainly a matter for
congratulation from one point of view, but
perhaps it has not occurred to the Govern-
ment that some of the traffic has been ob-
tained at the expense of the Provinces
which used to obtain goods, which are
now carried for their consumption on the
Intercolonial, in their own bottoms from
Europe and elsewhere, and what has been
a gain to the Intercolonial railway has
been pro tante a loss to them. That
has been so to a large extent in the Mari-
time Provinces, and though it is a question
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of some congratulation that the Interco-
lonial is in a prosperous condition, yet I
must say there is some alloy to that ques-
tion, for being, as most of my country-
men are-a free trader-we wish to
enjoy the privileges of free men, to
buy in the cheapest market, or where-
ever in fact we are disposed to buy.

I observe that the Government intend
to introduce to the House the subject of
factory labor. Of course at this time there
are none of us disposed to be very exact-
ing in the matter of female and non-adult
labor. It is a very injurious thing no
doubt to a population, that mothers and
young·children shall be kept under the
roofs of factories for a long time together,
but at the same time we must remember
that labor must be self-sustaining, and it
will not do to be too liberal in this matter.
Governments must be just before they are
generous. I shall, myself, hail with great
pleasure any bill coming before the legis-
lature having for its object the securing
of female and child labor in factories a
wholesome atmosphere and freedom from
danger of falling into machinery, or any
object of that sort ; but as to the hours of
labor and that sort of *thing, I think it is
wise to reserve our independence of ac-
tion. I believe in the United States the
hours of labor are a great deal longer than
in Europe. In England we know the
hours of labor are limited and it has
sometimes been felt as a grievance, when
competition is threatened, that England
has a limit in this matter while the United
States is free. Nevertheless I shall be
disposed, when this measure comes up, to
give it my support.

It is no doubt cheering that the revenue
has been productive, because there can be
no productive revenue unless there has
been prosperity, if not universal, at least
pretty general prosperity, but of course
the high duties which have been levied, in
connection with large imports, must have
produced a large revenue, and no doubt
tke Gove.rnment have made a wise dispos-
ition of it; but when we speak triumph-
antly of a large increase of revenue, we
must remember how this increase has been
obtained. It has been obtained by a large
increase of the customs duties of the
country, and therefore has abstracted from
the pockets of the people a large amount
of their earnings. That they have been
able to purchase a vast amount of foreign
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goods is a matter that I think ought to
give rise to grave consideration on the
part of the manufacturers of Canada, who
are congratulating themselves on the excel-
lence and variety of their goods. It seems,
notwithstanding the excellence and variety
which are claimed for them, that after all
the Canadian is bound to go back to the
markets of the old world when he or the
females of his family wish to be well
dressed, and the consequence is, of course,
this very large increase of revenue.

HON. Mr. WARK-I do not rise to
prolong this debate, for I see the hon. the
leader of the House is very anxious to in-
troduce some measures ; but there is one
remark I cannot allow to pass without a
few observations : it is the sentence which
states that the farmers of Canada have
enjoyed a plentiful harvest and remunera-
tive prices. I ought not to gllow this
remark to pass without observing that in
New Brunswick they have enjoyed neither
a plentiful·harvest nor remunerative prices.
Although I never saw some products
bring higher prices than now prevail
they have not been remunerative
because farmers have not had those pro-
ducts to sell. Potatoes, for instance,
never brought higher prices, but many
farmers have none to sell, and some are
even short of seed. The crop is a greater
failure than I ever remember in New
Brunswick, not even excepting the years
of the potato rot. The remark also ap-
plies to the wheat crop which has been a
failure and a very extensive failure. Many
I think, have not ýeceived more than
three or four times the seed that they
sowed.

The grass crop, I may say in corrobor-
ation of what the hon. member from
Prince Edward Island remarked, was
abundant in many parts of our Province,
but unfortunately the season was so un-
favorable *for saving that a great portion
of it has been secured in bad condition
and is Very inferior in quality. I regret
that .the members of the Cabinet coming
from distant parts of the Dominion did
not take more care to enquire about these
matters before committing themselves to
such a statement. I see that the leader
of the House is very anxious to introduce
some measures, and as I sympathized
with the leader of the Imperial Govern-
ment in the ordeal he passed through not
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long ago, I would regret if the leader of
this Houses should suffer similarly from
obstruction.

The motion was agreed to, and it was
ordered that the said Address be pre-
sented to the Governor-General by such
members of this House as are members of
the Privy Council.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills were introduced and
read the first time:

Bill (A)-"An Act to amend the Act
respecting Insolvent Banks, Insurance
Companies and Trading Corporations."
(SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.)

Bill (B)-"An Act respecting County
Court Judges." (SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.)

Bill (C)-"An Act respecting fugitive
offenders in Canada from other parts of
lier Majesty's Dominions." (SIR ALEX.
CAMPBELL.)

Bill (D)-"An Act respecting Harbor
and River Police of Canada." (SIR ALEX.
CAMPBELL.)

Bill E)--"An Act to amend the Act
4Oth VIc., cap 30, intituied 'An Act to
make provision against the improper use
of fire-arms.' " (SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.)

Bill (F)-"An Act to continue in force
the Act 43 Vic., cap 36." (SIR ALEX.
CAMPBELL)

Bill (G)-"An Act to further amend
'The Seanen's Act, 1873."' (SIR ALEx.
CAMPBELL)

The Senate adjçurned at 5.15 p.m.

THE SENATE.

MONDAY, Feb. 13 th, 1882.
The Speaker took the chair at 3 o'clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILL INTRODUCED.
Bill (H)-"An Act to amend the Con-

solidated Insurance Act, 1877. (MR.
BELLEROSE.)

The $enate adjourned at 3.35 P. mI.

THE SENATE.

TUESDAY, I4th Feb., 1882.

The Speaker took the chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE STANDING COMMITTEES.
MOTION.

HON. MR. AIKINS ' moved the ap-
pointment of the following Sessional

Committees :-

JOINT COMMITTEE ON THE LIB-
RARY.

Hon. DAVID LEWIS MACPHERSON, Sftatr.
and the Hon. Messrs.

ALEXANDER, MONTGOMERY,
ALLAN, MCINNES, DONALD,
ALMON, ODELL,
BAIILARGEON, REESOR,
BELLEROSE, RYAN,
BOUCHERVILLE, DE, SCOTT,
BOURINOT, STEVENS,
CAMPBELL, (Sir Alex)TRUDEL,
CHAPAIS, WARK.
HAYTHORNE,

JOINT COMMITTEE ON PRINTING
Hon. Messrs.

AIKINS,
BUREAU,
COCHRANE,
FERRIER,
GUEVREMONT,
HAYTHORNE,
KAULBACH,
MCCLELAN,

MACFARLANE,
NORTHWOOD,
ODELL,
REESOR,
SIMPSON,
SKEAD,
WARK.

ON STANDING ORDERS AND PRI-
VATE BILLS.

Hon. Messrs.

AIKINS,
ALMON,
ARCHIBALD,
ARMAND,
BELLEROSE,
BOTSFORD,
BoURINOT,
BOYD,
CAMPBELL, (Sir
CARvELL,
DEVER,
DICKSON,
FERRIER,

HAYTHORNE,
HOWLAN,
MACFARLANE,
MCINNES, T. R.
McKAY,
MONTGOMERY,
NELSON,
ODELL,

Alex)PAQUET,

PELLETIER,
POWER,
POZER,
READ,

Bille lntroduced.
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ARCHIBALD,
BELLEROSE,
BENSON,
BOTSFORD,
BOUCHERVILLE, DE,
BOYD,

HOPE,
LEwIN,
MCMASTER,
MILLER,
PAQUET,
PELLETIER,

CAMPBELL (Sir Alex)RYAN,
CHINIC, SIMPSON,
COCHRANE, SKEAD,
FERRIER, SMITH,
GIBBS, THIBAUDEAU,
HAMILTON, (Inker- TRUDEL,

man),VIDA4
WARK.

ON RAILWAYS, TELEGRAPH AND
HARBORS.

ALEXANDE
ALLAN,
BOUCHERV
BOYD,
BUREAU,
CAMPBELL
CARVELL,
CHAPAIS,
COCHRANE
DICKEv,
FERGUSON
FERRIER,
GIBBS,
HAMILTON

KAULBACH
LEONARD,

Hon.

R,

ILLE, DE,

Messrs.

MACDONALD,
MCINNES, D. (Ham-

ilton),
McKAY,
MONTGOMERY,

(Sir AleX)MUIRHEAD,
NELSON,
OGILVIE,
PAQUET,
POWER,
PRICE,
RYAN,
SCOTr,

(Inker- SKEAD,
man),STEVENS,

SUTHERLAND,
VIDAL.

ON CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS.
Hon. Messrs.

ALEXANDER,
ARMAND,

MACFARLANE,
MCCLELAN,

LINT, REESOR,
IRARD, SCOTT,

GLASIER, SUTHERLAND,
GRANT, TRUDEL,
GUEVREMONT, VIDAL.

ON BANKING AND COMMERCE.

Hon. Messrs.
AIKINS, HAMILTON (Kings-
ALLAN, ton),

BOvD,
BOUCHERVILLE, DE,
GIBBS,
HOPE,
MACFARLANE,

SCOrr,
THIBAUDEAU,
TRUDEL,
VIDAL.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER thought it
would be desirable to postpone this motion
until the leader of the House was in his
place. He thought .i would be satisfac-
tory to the House if his suggestion were
adopted.

HON. MR. AIKINS was not aware of
any special reason why this motion should
be deferred to another day.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER said it was
a matter of perfect indifference to him
what members of the Senate were named
on this Committee. He would much
rather himself not serve upon it; he had
been connected with the Debates Com-
mittee upon a former occasion, and no
member of the Senate had ever acted
more faithfully, conscientiously and hon-
estly to raise the standing of the Senate
than he had done as a member of that
Committee, and he had been repaid with
opprobrium, which he felt was unmerited,
and which he was sure the House did not
consider he deserved. It would be re-
membered that during the session before
last one or two members of the Senate
raised objections to, the reports, and especi.
ally to the reporters themselves. These

(SENATE.] Committees.

BOTSFORD, MCINNES, T. R.
CAMPBELL (Sir Alex)McKAY,
CHAFFERS, MCMASTER,
CORMIER, MILLAR,
DICKEY, NELSON,
DICKSON, POwER,
DUMOUCHEL, POZER,
GIRARD, READ,
GRANT, RYAN,
HAMILTON (Inker- SCOTT,

man),SKEAD,
LEONARD, SMITH.

REPORTING DEBATES.

HON. MR. AIKINS moved that the
following members be apponted a Com-
mittee on Reporting the Debates of the
Senate :-

Hon. Messrs.

i
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objections did not apply to the members
constituting the Committee, and no such
objections could be raised ; no member ofthe Senate could say that they had not
done their duty; but one or two members
of the Senate found fault with the action
of the reporters, and in the discharge ofhis duty (he hoped he would never fail todischarge his duty, no matter what badfeeling it might excite against himself)
when he saw two gentlemen censured un-
fairly, as he thought, he endeavoured asan honorable member of this House to seethat they were defended and to defendthem. There was no objection to thenembers of the Committee who served in
18 80, and while there was none he was
surprised when he saw-at a time whenhe was in wretched health during lastsession-the leader of the House rise andsay that, in order to promote peace amongthe members of the Senate, he must
strike his pen through the name
Of every gentleman on that Committee.
The Hon. Senator for DeLanaudière (Mr.
Bellerose) very naturally found fault with
that, and so did the Hon. Senator from Brit-ish Columbia (Mr. Macdonald), neither
0f them could see any.reason why hon.
gentlemen who had discharged their duty
satisfactorily, and against whom no chargecould be made, should be treated in such amanner. They hadgiven agreatdealoftheir
time and endeavoured faithfully and hon-estly to try and raise the character of thisHouse, yet their names were wiped out inthe interest of peace. He repeated hehad no desire whatever again to serve on
that Committee or to impugn the motivesof the hon, leader of the Senate, who had
named the new Committee, but he did
feel it his duty to say that the utility ofthe Senate was going to become the greatquestion at the next general election, andhe should be ill discharging his duty if he
failed to say so. He knew it to be the
case in the Province of Ontario. He had
himself been visited by Conservative
friends in the County of Oxford-most
industrious and intelligent Conservatives
of that constituency-whotoldhim that this
wQuld be the great question. Thereseemed to be no desire to remove the hon.
gentlemen who at present constitute the
Senate, but the question of the utility ofthis Chamber would be raised at the next
general election, and the Senate owed it

toitselfthat the country should be informed
of what took place in this House. Here
were seventy-six gentlemen from all parts
of the Dominion, men of education, intelli-
gence, property ability and ekperience, and
they did not wishto have the charge brought
against them that they were so indifferent
to public opinion that they did not care
to have a Committee appointed in this
Chamber, who would see that the debates
and proceedings of the Senate were made
known to the public. He did not wish to
predict evil of the system of publishing
the debates that had been proposed, but
he was perfectly certain from what he had
seen of the manner in which the first
debate of the session had been reported
in the newspapers that no good could arise
from it. As he had stated over and over
again, every one was aware that the lead-
ing press of the country could not
afford to send reporters to the Senate
and go to the expense of transmitting over
the wires long reports of the debates of
this Chamber in addition to all the ex-
penses which they incurred in reporting
and publishing the debates of the House
of Commons. It was simply puerile,
therefore, for the leader of the Govern-
ment in this Chamber to say "depend
upon the press of the country." It would
be necessary, in order to bring the pro-
ceedings of this House before the country,
that the Senate should pay for it, and the
people would cheerfully acquiesce in any
expenditure which would be necessary to
enable them to see whether the Senate was
of any service to the country or not. He
would beseech the Senate to pause, and
not to agree to the motion now before it,
but to wait until the leader of the House
was present, and hear what his view was
upon the subject. He repeated he did
not wish to be a member of the Commit-
tee. God forbid that he should after all
the bad treatment he had received-not
at the hands of the House, for the House
had always given him credit for acting
faithfully and honestly, but he had been
treated most unjustly, and hadhadlanguage
applied to him on the floor of this House,
and by a paper inspired by a member of
this House, which was simply discreditable,
and of which any honorable member
might well be ashamed.

HoN. MR. DICKEY said the-House

Reorting tue &n@t6 Dedald. 28
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would agree with him as to the extreme
inconvenience, and, he should add also,
the unparliamentary character of the pro-
ceedings of the honorable gentleman in
discussing a matter which was before the
House last session, and which was not
before the House now. Because, if the
Senate should continue to act on this
principle, there would be no end to their
debates. Even the end of the session
would be no termination to the dis-
cussions and the circumstances con-
nected with those discussions. With
regard to the present matter he was
very glad to hear his honorable friend say
that he had no desire to serve upon the
Committee. It would be strange indeed
if he had when he was already appointed
to three committees for the present Ses-
sion. As far as he (Mr. Dickey) was aware,
no other gentleman had been appointed to
a greater number than three committees,
and very few to even that number. For
his own part, he was a member of
only two committees. But there was
another matter which suggested itself
to his mind. The honorable gentle-
man had expressed very strong opinions
the other day as to the character of the
reporting. He (Mr. Dickey) only wished
to say that on a former occasion he had
stated his disapproval, not of the manner
in which the duty was done but of the
system itself. After the House in its wis-
dom had decided to continue that system,
he quietly asked to be removed from the
Committee, because he did not think his
services would be of any use upon it ; and
the hon. Senator from Woodstock (Mr.
Alexander), actuated by the same consid-
erations no doubt, after the strong ex-
pressions he had given utterance to on a
former occasion, would not like to be an
element of disturbance on that Committee.
So he did not see the slightest necessity
for any postponement of the considera-
tion of this motion to-day. For his own
part, he had not found fault with the
Committee last session, although they
had differed from him as to the system
which should be pursued. The hon.
Senator from Woodstock had adverted to
the possibility of questions relating to this
House coming before the country at the
next election. He (Mr. Dickey) could
only say, in all frankness and in all good
feeling, that it appeared to him, the best

way to elevate the character of the Senate
and to make it what it ought to be-the
reflection of the matured intelligence and
public opinion of the country-would be
for hon. members to be very careful how
they conducted themselves in this Cham-
ber ; and at the same time not to intro-
duce unnecessarily any disturbing element
into their discussions. Every member had
an interest in promoting good feeling, and
he trusted he had not said a word which
could be construed into a disturbance of
that good feeling. The hon. member had
stated frankly that he did not wish to be
a member of the Committee, and as there
had been no suggestion of any other name,
he saw no reason why the Committee
proposed should not be appointed.

HoN. MR. AIKINS said he was under
the impression when the hon. member
from Woodstock (Mr. Alexander), rose
that he was- about to object to the
manner in which the Committee was
constituted. Unfortunately the hon. gentle-
man had a grievance with regard to the
reporting of the Debates of the Senate.
He presumed that every hon. gentleman,
when he said anything that he considered
important, would like to have a report of
it go to the country. Every member of
the House would be gratified if a better
system of publication could be devised
than the one which had been in existence
in the past. After the appointment of
this Committee, if they should report to
the House a scheme for publishing the
reports, the hon. gentleman might make
a speech such as he had delivered to-
day, but it was very much out of place
on a motion for the appointment of the
Committee, when he did not take excep-
tion to any of the hon. gentlemen who had
been named to serve upon it.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD suggested that
as the appointment of this Committee
involved the expenditure of money, a
member of the Government should be
added to it.

MON. MR. DICKEY said the report of
the Committee could only have effect
after the decision of the House.

HON. Mr. AIKINS said that inasmuch
as anything the Committee could do or

HoN. MR. DICKEY.

&enate D)ebates.(BE NAT B.]
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suggest could only be effective after re-
ceiving the sanction of the House, he did
not see any necessity for a member of the
Government being on it. If he could
assist them in any way he would be happy
to serve. He had been a member of the
Comrnittee in former sessions and had
taken considerable interest in its proceed-
mngs, but he did not think he could be of
any assistance to them this session. No
doubt the Senate would have the results of
their deliberations as embodied in their
reports.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4.55 p. m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, Feb. r5th, 1882.

THE CENSUS.

A Message was received from His Ex-
cellency the Governor General, transmit-
ting a copy of the 1881 Census.

The Senate adjourned at3-50 p. m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, February 17th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and Routine Proceedings.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Reports of the following Standing Com-
mittees were presented :

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at STANDING ORDERS AND PRIvATE BILLS.
Three o'clock. • JOINT COMMITTEE ON PRINTING.

Prayers and Routine Proceedings.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Reports 'were presented from the fol-
lowing Committees :

RAILWAYS, TELEGRAPHS AND HARBORS,
STANDING ORDERS AND PRIVATE BILLS,

and
BANKING AND COMMERCE.

The Senate adjourned at 3.50 P. m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, Feb. z6th, 1882.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at

Three oclock.

Prayers and Routine Proceedings.

NEW SENATORS.

THOMAS ROBERT McINNEs, Esq., of the
City of New Westminster, British Colum-
bia, was introduced, and having taken and
subscribed the oath of office, took his
seat.

DISALLOWANCE OF RIVERS AND
STREAMS BILL

MOTION.

HON. MR. POWER moved

That an humble Address be presented to
His Excellency the Governor General pray-
ing that His Excellency will cause to Le laid
before this House, copies of all correspon-
dence, Petitions, Papers, Reports and Orders
in Council, relating to an Act of the Legisla-
ture of the Province of Ontario, entitled:
t n Act, for proteting the public intereste
in Rivers, Streams an Creeks," disallowed
by His Excellencv in Council, and a copy of
the said Act.

He said: I do not propose to enter into
any of the questions which might be sug-
gested by the first resolution of which I
have given not;ce. I think it would be
better that no discussion should take
place until after the papers and other in-
formation asked for are brought down by
the Government.

HON. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I am
very glad that the hon. gentleman has
postponed discussion on the subject
until the papers are before the House. It
is the more convenient plan. The Gov-
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ernment have no objection ·to the Ad-
dress.

The motion was agreed to.

DISALLOWANCE OF WINNIPEG
SOUTH EASTERN RAILWAY

BILL.

MOTION.

HON. MR. POWER moved:-

That an humble Address be presented to
His Excelleucy the Governor General, pray-
ing that His Excellency will cause to be laid
before this House, copies of all Correspon-
dence, Telegrams, Petitions, Papers, Reports
and Orders in Council, relating to an Act of
the Legislature of the Province of Manitoba,
entitled: " An Act to incorporate the Winni-
peg South Eastern Railway Company," dis-
allowed by His Excellency in Council, and a
copy of the said Act.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
There is no objection to the address.

The motion was agreed to.

RESERVATION OF PROVINCIAL
BILLS.

MOTION.

HON. MR. POWER moved:-
That an humble Address be presented to

His Excellency the Governor General, pray-
ing that His Excellency will cause to be laid
before this House, copies of all Correspond-
ence, Petitions, Reporta and Ordere in Coun-
cil, relating to Acte of Provincial Legislatures
paseed since the first day of January, 1880, or
Bills of Provincial Legielatures reserved for
the signification of His Excellency's pleasure
thereon since that date, not already asked for
by Address or Order of this House.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPELL-I do
not know whether it will meet the wishes
of the hon. mover of this resolution, if we
bring down a return showing all the bills
that have been disallowed since the Union.
Supposing that it was likely such a return
would be called for this session I have
given instructions for the preparation of a
return showing all the bills disallowed
since Confederation, the reasons for such
disallowance and what was the result in
each case. Occasionally the bills were dis-
allowed because of amendments which
were tlhought necessary here and which

HoN. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELT.

were afterwards made by the Local
Legislatures ; sometimes the bill is
disallowed and sometimes notice is
given that it will be disallowed unless
certain steps are taken by the local legis-
lature. The return will include all that
information, but of course I can bring
down a return in the shape which the
hon. gentleman calls for if he desires it,
but I think it would be preferable to have
the full return which is being prepared.

HON. MR. POWER-Of course, it is
very desirable that we should have all the
information which the hon. Minister of
Justice speaks of, but there is something
asked for by the third resolution now be-
fore the House more than would be in-
cluded in the return which he has describ-
ed. There are Bills now under the consid-
eration of the Government, as to which
there has been a good deal of correspond-
ence. The return would not include that
correspondence.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I will
bring down the correspondence asked for.

HON. MR. SCOTT.-With reference to
the return of which the hon. gentleman
has spoken, perhaps he wouldhave no ob-
jection to include also the correspondence
which took place with the local Govern-
ment in each case.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I will
do so, certainly, but I do not know the
extent of the correspondence.

HON. MR. SCOTT.-It cannôt be very
extensive.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Then
I will bring it down.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following bills were introduced and
read the first time. :-

Bill (I) " An Act to amend the Act in-
corporating the Canadian Steam Users
Insurance Association, and to change the
name of the said Company to 'The
Boiler and Inspection Insurance Com-
pany of Canada. "'-(MR. VItAL.)

.Provincial Bills.(82K A.12.]
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.Bill (J) "An Act to incorporate the
First National Bank of Canada."-(Mr.
GIBBS.)

FUGITIVE OFFENDERS IN CA-
NADA BILL

SECOND READING' POSTPONED.

The order of the day having been call-
ed for the second reading of Bill (C).
"An Act respecting fugitive offenders in
Canada from other parts of Her Majesty's
dominions."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL saidthat the Bill was not yet printed and he
therefore moved that the order be dis-
charged and the second reading fixed forTuesday next.

HON. W. DICKEY said this bill was avery important one, providing for the firsttime legislation with regard to the extradi-
tion of fugitive offenders passing from one
Part of Her Majesty's dominions to ano-ther. He had been informed that corres-
pondence on the subject had passed
between the Imperial authorities and the
Dominion Government on the subject, and
if that information was correct it would
be desirable, before passing to the secondreading of such an important measure tohave that correspondence laid before the
.House in order that they might have anintelligent appreciation of the necessity
for such legislation.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
the hon, gentleman had been correctly
Informed. There was such correspond-
ence and be concurred in the opinion
that it was desirable to lay it before the
House and would have it brought down
before the second reading of the Bill.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4 p. m.

THE SENATE.

Monday, February, 2oth, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and Routine Proceedings.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Reports were presented from the fol-
lowing Committees :

CONTINGENT AcCOUNTS,
JOINT COMMITTEE ON PRINTING,
REGULATIONS RESPECTING COAL LANDS.

HON MR. McLELAN presented the
Report of the Minister of Marine for the
fiscal year ending 3 oth June, i881.

HON. MR. AIKINS laid upon the table
a copy of Regulations for the disposal of
coal lands.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Are they different
from those published in the Gazette ?

HON. MR. AIKINS - No, but they
have to be laid on the table of the House
and do not take effect until forty days
after they have been submitted to Parlia-
ment.

AN ADJOURNMENT.

MOTION.

L'HON. M. PAQUET propose:-
Que lorsque cette Chambre s'ajournera,

demain, elle soit ajournée à mardi, le 28 du
courant, à huit heures du soir.

L'HON. M. PAQUET dit que cette
honorable Chambre a toujours, dans les
années précédentes ajournée pour le Mer-
credi des Cendres. Entre mercredi pro-
chain et mardi de la semaine suivante, il
n'y a que jeudi, vendredi et lundi que
cette honorable Chambre siégerait. Vu
que l'absence du Greffiier. en Loi retardait
la soumission des mesures promises par le
chef du Gouvernement, dans cette
Chambre, et que depuis quelques temps
cette Chambre ne siégeait que quelques
minutes, il (M. Paquet) pensait que l'a-
journement proposée par sa motion, serait
sans effet préjudiciable et nuirait aucune-
ment aux intérêts du pays.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-said this
motion reminded him of an incident which
had occurred in another quarter in the
past history of Canada, when the Premier
of the country stated to the House that,

(FxB. 20, 1882.] Adjournmnt.
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with regard to a certain proposition, that
Hon. body had passed through three
theatrical representations-first, tragedy,
second, comedy, and lastly they had come
to what might be called a farce. While
he did not wish to reflect upon the hon.
gentlemen who had submitted the motion,
which was now before the House, he
asked the Senate to consider the position
in which it placed the Senate. When the
Senate met after the opening, the desks
were not in their places, and several hon.
gentlemen who wished to speak on the
subject. of the Address, in reply to the
Speech from the Throne-hon. gentlemen
who were most respected by this House,
and who had important statements to
make-were unable to do so. The leader
of the Senate had stated that they must
go on with the debate, because he had
some important measures to introduce,
and when the debate was closed that
hon. gentleman did lay on the table four
bills. Where were those bills? They
had never been printed or placed in the
hands of hon. gentlemen. Although the
debate on the Address had been closed
before many hon. gentlemen were in a
position to take part in it, the Senate had
been sitting since, from day to day, with-
out having a solitary bill before it. A more
prodigious farce had never been witnessed
than had been enacted by the leader of
this House, but it was in keeping with
the manner in which the affairs of the
Senate had been conducted by him. The
Senate had been made simply a laughing-
stock through the country. Where could
any one see, in a single Pewspaper in this
country, any report of the debates in this
Chamber ? The hon. gentleman had
been the means of inspiring this House to
stop the publication of the debates in the
newspapers, and not one single person in
Canada could sày what transpired in the
Upper House. Was that the way to con-
duct the affairs of the Senate of the Do-
minion, composed of seventy-six gentle-
men of large commercial experience;
men who had left their homes at great
sacrifice to come here and discharge im-
portant duties in the interest of the coun-
try-that all their efforts should be com-
pletely nullified by the course pursued by
the leader of the Government in this
House ? It was time to speak out.
Would the Senate allow itself to be made
a laughing-stock before the country ? It

HoN. M. ALEXANDER.
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would be strange indeed if hon. gentle-
men did not rise and express their desire
that another mode of conducting the pro-
ceedings of this House should be adopted.

HON. MR. KAULBACH did not quite
agree with his hon. friend who had just
spoken, in attributing all the delay which
had occurred to the leader of the Govern-
ment in this House. He (Sir Alexander
Campbell), had introduced four important
bills worthy of careful consideration by
every member of the Senate, and he pre-
sumed it was not the fault of that hon.
gentleman that they were not on the
papers yet. However, they might be ex-
pected at any moment. They were bills
which would occupy a great deal of time,
and would require careful consideration.
Such measures, initiated in the Senate,
would receive, and ought to receive more
than ordinary care in the consideration of
them, and for that reason, if no other, the
leader of the House, who had these bills
in his charge, and who controlled the leg-
islation of this Chamber, should state
whether he considered in the interests of
the ,country that this adjournment should
take place. Some two or three years ago
the hon. gentleman had assumed that posi-
tion and it was reasonable to suppose that
the precedent then established would be
followed, thus obviating the necessity of
this annual debate ; which, he was sure,
must be very unpleasant to every member
of the House. He (Mr. Kaulbach)
thought that the legislation of the Session
would be better prosecuted by having no
adjournment. At the opening of the
Session it had been thought proper not to
prolong the debate on the Address. In
Nova Scotia, which had an older legisla-
ture than Canada itself, it was the custom'
if there was anything to criticize in the
policy of the Government, to refer to it in
the debate upon the.Address in reply to
the Speech from the Throne, but he sup-
posed that this Government were so strong
that opposition to them could not do
much good, and consequently it was
useless to criticise the Speech from the
Throne. He concurred in the opinion of
the hon. Senator from Woodstock (Mr.
Alexander) that the Senate had had very
little to do this Session. It was not the
fault of the Government, because they
had introduced important measures at
the very earliest opportunity; but as he
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had before remarked, these bills might be
distributed at any moment, and he ques-
tioned the wisdom of adjourning for a
week when such bills were looked for from
day to day. Certainly the halls of Parlia-
liament were *the best place for members
to mnature their minds for properly dis-
charging their duties as legislators. He
was consistantly opposed to motions of
this kind, and he hoped that the leader of
the Government in this House would take
the natter in his hands, and if he con-
ceived that the public interests would not
be prejudiced by thé proposed adjourn-
ment, give expression to that opinion.
Without such an expression, he for one
would feel it his duty to oppose the motion

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-said
' the hon. Senator opposite (Mr. Kaulbach)

had made an appeal to him partly as
leader of the House and partly because
of the course which he had pursued in the
debate on the Address. He was anxious
on that occasion that the debate should
close, in order, that he might introduce
certain measures, which he did introduce in
the course of that evening. The House
was aware that after the introduction
of bills it required a certain time to have
then translated and printed, and if he had
not brought in those measures on the
day after the opening of the session there
would have been a longer delay than was
taking place in the translation and print-
ing. By the course which he had pur-sued he had saved time and he expected
that in two or three days these bills would
be distributed. It was only in order to
save time that he had requested the
closing of the debate on the Address the
day after the opening. The bills which
he had introduced were in a much more
advanced stage than any others had everbeen at so early a period in the Session,
so far as he knew, in the history of the
Hlouse. Those bills were seven innumber
and were

To amend the Act respecting Insolvent
Banks, Insurance Companies, and Trading
Corporations.

Respecting County Court Judges.

Respecting Fugitive Offenders in Can-
ada fron other parts of Her. Majesty's
Dominions.

Respecting the Harbor and River
Police of Canada.

To amend the Act 40 Vic: Cap. 30.

To continue in force the Act 43 Vic;
Cap. 36.

To further amend the Seaman's Act of
1873.

These seven bills were all printed
and ready in one language, and were
introduced on Friday, the roth instant,
and he ventured to take credit for the
Government for the prepared state of those
measures at such an early period in the
the session. Those were the bulk of the
measures which were to be introduced by
the Government, so that the complaint
which had so often been made that bills
were not introduced in this branch of the
legislature was, to this extent-and it was
a great extent-answered.

The bills this Session were introduced
in the Senate first, as was the fact last
Session. With reference to the com-
plaint which had been made that these
measures were not now before the House,
the Government was in no way to blame
for that. They had been introduced,
printed. in one language, and they had to
be translated and printed in another lan-
guage, and there was a difficulty about the
marginal notes which had been got over,
and the bills would be ready for distribu-
tion at as early a date as possible. This
was the excuse (and he hoped the House
would consider it a sufficient excuse) for
the fact that the bills were not yet before
the Chamber. With reference to the ad-
journment he might state that if the House
continued in Session these bills would pro-
bably be distributed during the next two
or three days, and he could only say that
if they were not considered within the
next two or three days, owing to the
adjournment, the Session would not be
prolonged. The business was in a very
advanced stage, and he hoped the -bills
would be ready for the consideration of
the House in two or three days. It was
for the Senate to say whether they would
adjourn, and, if so, for what time.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourried at 4 p.m.

-Debate on (Fim. 20, 1882.]
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THE SENATE.

Tuesday, Feb. 21St, 1882.

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

Prayers and Routine Proceedings.

THE GARDNER DIVORCE CASE.

THE PETITION READ AND RECEIvED.

The petition of Matthew Gardner, pray-
ing for an Act to dissolve his marriage
with Elizabeth Ann Gardner, was read at
the table.

HON. MR. FERRIER produced an
affidavit from the petitioner, with accom-
panying documents, setting forth that in-
effectual efforts had been made to per-
sonally serve Elizabeth Ann Gardner with
a notice of the application for this bill.

The affidavit and accompanying papers
were then read at the table.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.-Do
I understand that notice has not been
served ?

HON. MR. FERRIER.-Not since last
session.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.-It
will be for my hon. friend to move that
the efforts made to serve notice upon the
defendent be considered satisfactory.

HON. MR. ALMON.-I should judge
from the number of attempts that have
been made to find her, and the way she
has been hunted by the officers of the law,
it will be difficult to convince this hon-
orable House that she has not been chaste.

HoN. MR. FERRIER moved:-

" That proof having been made of the
attempts made to effect personal service, to
the satisfaction of the Senate, the petition of
Matthew Gardner, praying for an Act to dis-
solve his marriage with Elizabeth Ann Gard-
ner, be now read and received."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Will
the hon. gentleman explain what efforts
have been made to serve noticg upon the
defendant ?

HON. MR. FERRIER-Notice was
served on her previous to last session, and
it will be seen from the number of letters
which have been read to-day that since
then the petitionzr's attorneys have been
constantly in search of her, that she has
continued to evade them, and has man-
aged not to have the process served on her.
There is proof that she is thoroughly ac-
quainted with the fact of her husband
being determined to bring a bill before
Parliament for the purpose of getting the
marriage dissolved.

HON. SIR. ALEX. CAMPBEIL-
How is that shown?

HoN. MR. FERRIER-Fromn the fact
that her attorney, acting for her, received
a service upon the first occasion. The
hon. gentleman who seconds my motion
has read over the papers and will proba-
bly explain the case.

HoN. Mr. DICKEY-Before consent-
ing to second this motion, I took a course
which I think will commend itself to the
Senate in asking to see the evidence, and
having had some little experience in these
matters I looked into the case carefully.
I read over the testimony which has been
adduced and which has been read rather
imperfectly to-day at the table, and I was
satisfied that such reasonable efforts had
been made to effect this service, ineffec-
tually, that perhaps it would satisfy the
Senate. The condition of affairs appears
to be this :-last year formal notice was
served upon the wife. Notice was pub-
lished in the Gazette, but, in consequence
of Parliament meeting at an unusually
early period, the notice was not published
during the necessary six months and the
result was that the party could not go on
with his bill. He renewed his application, I
believe, as early as May last and had an-
other notice given for application at this
session. He published this notice a suf-
ficient time as I suppose-at all events
that will be a matter for the Committee to
enquire into-and endeavored to get ser-
vice. In doing so he found this lady had
shifted her residence. There is evidence
from the postmasters of various towns that
she was followed from town to town in the
endeavor to effect thispersonal service upon
her, and there are letters of postmasters
stating that she had been there and gone

(BE NAT E.1 Divorce (Jae.
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away to another place. They finally
traced her to Toronto and endeavored to
get personal service on her there but
found that she had crossed the line. They
put themselves into communication with
her legal representatives, who appeared to,
act as gentlemen desiring to give every
facility in the matter, not wishing to op-pose technical objections, I suppose, or iperhaps, being instructed to do so, re-
ceived notice as her solicitors, and there
is an endorsement of acceptance of the
notice some time ago. It appears to me
that this places the matter in a position
that will satisfy the House. The seventy-
third rule is as follows.:

"A copy of the notice in writing, is to beserved, at the instance of the applieant, onthe e rson from whom thedivorce is sought,
if t e residence of such person can beascertained ; and proof on oath of such
service, or of attempts made to effect
it, to the satisfaction of the Senate, is to beadduced before the Senate on the reading
of the Petition."

That is just what has been done here,
and that is the issue that is raised by the
resolution which my hon. friend has
offered, and which I have had the honor
of seconding.

The resolution was adopted on divi-
sion, and the petition was read.

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE PRE-
SENTED.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE, from the
Committee on Standing Orders and Pri-
vate Bills presented their fifth report.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (K) "An Act to incorporate the
Montreal and Central Canada Railway
Com~pany.»

The Senate adjourned at 4.05 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Tuesday, February, 28th., 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Eight p.m.

GOVERNMENT RAILWAYS IN
NOVA SCOTIA.

MOTION.

HON. MR. POWER moved

" That an humble Address be presented to
His Excelleney the Governor General, pray-
ng that Hie Excellency will cause to be laid
before this House, copies of all Orders in
Council, Reporte of every description, Memo-
ials, Agreements, Proposals, Offers and Cor-
respondence relating to or connected with the
lisposition or management of the railways in
Nova Scotia, now or formerly owned by the
Government of Canada, including amongst
others the sections of the Intercolonial Rail-
way between Truro and Pictou, and between
Windsor Junction and Windsor, the return
sought, to include all information as to run-
ning powers or other p:ivileges proposed to be
granted over other portions of the Intercolo-
nial in the said Province, and .o include all
information net heretofore submitted in ac-
cordance with anv Address or Order of this
House and printed."

He said :-I do not think it necessary to
say much in support of this resolution.
Canada has invested in the roads to which
reference is particularly made-the road
from Truro to Pictou and the road from
Windsor Junction to Windsor-something
over three millions of dollars. It is under-
stood that arrangements have recently
been made by which this property is to
pass frorn under the control of the Gov-
ernment and Parliament of Canada, and I
think it is only proper, it is certainly very
desirable, that the public should have all
the information necessary to enable them
to judge as to the terms upon which the
property has been disposed of. I think
there is no doubt as to the fact that that is
desirable, and I presume that the Govern-
ment have no objection to furnish the in-
formation.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
Government have no objection to the
address.

Motion agreed to.

P. E. I. BANK RELIEF BILL

THIRD READING.

The following Bill from the House of
Commons was introduced and read the
first time

P. E. L. Bank Relief Bill.
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Bill (38)-"An Act for the relief of the
Bank of Prince Edward Island." (SIR
ALEX. CAMPBELL)

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
hope the House will allow the Bill to be
read the second and third times at once.
The Bank of Prince Edward Island has
fallen into difficulties and has suspended
specie payment for a period of nearly
ninety days, I believe the ninety days ex-
pire to-day. They have a prospect, and
I am told a very good prospect, of being
able to resume payment, but under the
present law without the aid of this Bill
they would be unable to do so. The Bill
is to extend the time for resumption of
specie payment for another ninety days
from the time of the passage of the Bill.
This is an emergency and I am sure the
House will desire to meet it by allowing
the Bill to be read the second and third
times, and I move that the forty-first rule
of the House be suspended so far as jt
relates to this Bill, and that the Bill be
read the second time at length at the
table.

Motion agreed to

Bill read the second time.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-Perhaps
it might be expected that I should offer a
few remarks upon this bill. The circum-
stances under which it has become necessary
to pass it are perhaps not unknown to
many members of this House, and do not
arise from any ordinary trade losses. The
circumstances surrounding the trade ofthe
Island of Prince Edward were not unusual
last year, and not at all such as were likely
to bring a well established bank to grief.
The suspension of this bank arose from
the misconduct of its principal officer, its
Cashier, who on his own authority and
without the sanction of the Directors,
issued notes as long as he had any to issue,
and the consequence was that suddenly
and unexpectedlythe bank-whose stock
had been as high as forty-five premium
within the last two years, and within the
last two or three months had sold at
twenty-eight premium-was compelled to
temporarily close its doors. Of course at
the commencement of the winter when
communications were exceedingly difficult
not only in the Island itself, but also

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.

between the Island and the Mainland and
between the Island and Great Britain, it
became exceedingly difficult to get to-
gether a sufficient amount of cash to
enable the bank to re-open its doors within
the time appointed by law. It can easily
be understood that in a Province situated
as Prince Edward Island is, this would be
the case. Their resources were not
so easily available as those of the
larger banks on the Mainland would
be, and it became necessary in conse-
quence to send a deputation to England.
That deputation was detained by very
stormy weather, and the result of that
detention was that there did not remain a
sufficient interval of time between their
arrival in London and'their negotiations
there to telegraph the result to Prince
Edward Island and to Canada. In con-
sequence a telegram was received here
last week, when this House was not in
session, requesting that a bill might be
introduced in the House of Commons to
the effect which we have heard read here
this evening; it has passed that House
and I hope and believe it will pass this
House too, without any objection. I
believe myself that the stockholders of
that bank will come to the rescue and
provide new capital in place of that which
has been squandered, and that the bank
will resume within the ninety days ap-
pointed, probably with some surplus.

The Bill was read the third time and
passed.

FUGITIVE OFFENDERS IN
ADA BILL

CAN-

SECOND READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (C), "An Act
respecting Fugitive Offenders in Canada,
from other parts. of Her Majesty's Do-
minions."

He said : In the history of the former
Province of Canada, and I believe in the
history of several of the other Provinces,
Nova Scotia and Newfoundland, there
were measures for the arrest of fugitives
from one Province who were found in any
one of the other Provinces; but there had
been no provision, and could be none, by
which fugitives could be taken across
the seas-no provision, for instance, as
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between Newfoundland and Nova Scotia,
or Newfoundland and old Canada, andstill more so, no provisions between Aus-
tralia and other distant colonies of the
Empire, and the colony of Canada. Some
two or three years ago, it was proposed bythe Imperial Government that legislationshould be had in the Imperial Parliament,
for the purpose of meeting that difficulty;and some correspondence took place,which was laid on the table of the House
four or five days ago, between the Imperial
Government and the Government of theDominion relative to the legislation uponthis subject which was found to be neces-sary, the Imperial Government suggestingthat the legislation should come best fromthe Imperial Parliament, inasmuch as they,
from their pre-eminent power, could dealwith the subject through all parts of the
Empire, and in :o far as it was affected bythe transition on the high seas. At onetime that course was rather objected to bythe authorities of the Dominion, but after
some additional correspondence it wasfound that that was really the most useful
course to be pursued upon this subject,and accordihgly we acquiesced in the legis-
lation which was proposed on the part of
the Imperial Parliament, and which affectsnot only the colony of Canada, but all the
other colonies of the Empire, and which
provides for the rendition of fugitives fromone colony to another and their transmis-sion across the high seas by the general
legislation of the Imperial Parliament. Atthe same time the right to deal with this
subject so far as Canada was concerned,and so far as all dealings with persons
withn our own limits were concerned, wasundoubtedly given to the Parliament ofthe Dominion by the British North
A.Ierica Act of 1867; and we, thePresent Government, have thought it
desirable, for the purpose of preserving
Intact the autonomy granted to us by theConfederation Act to legislate upon this
subject so far as our own limits are con-
cerned, and this bill, although it proceeds
upon the same lines, and is almost abso-lutely in the sane language-not quite, butalmost absolutely in the same language
as the Imperial Act, is for the purpose of
asserting on the part of the Dominion the
right to deal with the subject in so far as
regards the limits of the Dominion of
Canada. The correspondence that has
taken place was laid on the table of the

House at the suggestion and request of
my hon. friend from Amherst I do not
see that it has been printed, but if hon.
gentlemen desire to examine it, I can
postpone going into committee on this
bill until they see it, but the effect is as I
have mentioned it to the House. It is,
in the first place, the desire of the Im-
perial Government to legislate on the sub-
ject ; the reasons for that desire ; the
remonstrance of the Government of this
country that this was a subject which had
been dealt with by the former legislatures
of the different Provinces of the Domi-
nion, and could be dealt with again ; and
then the reply that so far that might be
true yet they could not deal with it upon the
high seas and between other colonies of
the Empire and this colony, and therefore
it was a subject which could be with more
convenience, more force and greater pro-
priety and certainty, dealt with by the Im-
perial Parliament than by the legislature
of any of the Colonies; and then the final
rejoinder of the Government of the Domi-
nion that it would be well at all events
that we should assert our right within our
own Dominion, which right is asserted by
the bill before us.

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

CRIMINAL JUSTICE IN DISPUTED
TERRITORIES BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second 'reading of Bill (F), "An Act
to continue in force the Act 43 Vic., Cap.
36."

He said :-The House knows that
the Government of the Dominion and
that of the Provinceof Ontario, and latter-
ly that of the Province of Manitoba, have
not been able to come to an agreement
as to the boundary between Ontario and
Manitoba, though efforts have been made
on both sides to do so. I do not desire
to go into the relative earnestness or merits
of these exertions, but simply to say that
they have been made,. and yet, so far,
that they have failed. Hon. gentlemen
know the direction in which exertions have
been put forth by the Government of the
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Dominion and the objections that have
been taken by the Goverment of Ontario
and the suggestions made on behalf of that
Government as well as by our own. But
in the meantime, and until a settlement
is arrived at it is desirable that this Act,
which provides for the administration of
justice in the disputed territory, should be
continued. The Bill itself was introduced
some years ago, and it is desirable to con-
tinue it for the purpose of having an effi-
cient administration of criminal justice
in the disputed territory. I hope the
time is not far distant when it will cease
to be disputed, and when it will be award-
ed either to the Province of Ontario or to
the Province of Manitobs

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

MONTREAL AND CENTRAL CAN-
ADA RAILWAY COMPANY'S

BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. SCOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (K) " An Act to incor-
porate the Montreal and Central Canada
Railway Company." He explained that
the object of the Bill was to incorporate a
Company for the construction of a railway
from Smith's Falls to the city of Montreal
in a direct line.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the second time.

The Senate adjourned at 8.45 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, March 1st, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PETITIONS FOR PRIVATE BILLS.

TIME EXTENDED.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE presented
the Sixth Report of the Committee on
Standing Orders* and Private Bills. He

HON. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL.

said: I beg to inform the House that the
time for receiving petitions for private
bills expires to-day, and that the com-
mittee has not recommended an extension
of the time ; but the House of Commons
having done so, it might be necessary to
follow the same course in the Senate.
The're is no recommendation on the part
of the committee, but if the House has
no objection I move that the time for
receiving petitions for private bills be ex-
tended to the xoth instant.

The motion was agreed to.

BILL INTRODUcED.

HON. MR. FERRIER introduced a
Bill for the relief of Matthew Gardner.

The bill was read the first time.

INSOLVENT BANKSAND TRADING
CORPORATIONS BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (A) " An Act
respecting Insolvent Banks, Insurance
Companies and Trading Corporations."

He said: This bill has for its object
the providing of machinery for the pur-
pose of winding up insolvent banks, and
insolvent trading companies. Some mea-
sure of the kind has been considered
desirable for some years past, and in fact,
has been alluded to once before in the
Speech from the Throne, but it is now
presented for the consideration of Parlia-
ment for the first time. The bill is draft-
ed mainly upon the provisions which
existed in the English law upon the same
subject, but some parts of it have been
suggested by our own old bankruptcy
law. The Bill proposes that in a certain
contingency any bank or trading company
may be placed in liquidation. The
contingencies are enumerated in the
bill in detail, but I think, for the purpose
of discussion, I might put them all in one
phrase by saying, when a bank or any
other company suspends payment it shall
be liable to be placed in liquidation. In
such a contingency the creditor, or any
creditors for a certain amount, applies to
the judge, and the bank or insolvent
company is summoned before the judge

34 AInolvent Bank and
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to show cause why the institution should
not be placed in liquidation. There is an
Opportunity then afforded for testing the
circumstanceswhich led the creditors to de-mand that the company be placed under
the jurisdiction of the court. Sholild
the court or the judge be of opinion that
more time should be given for the pur-
Pose of ascertaining one or the other ofthese points he is at liberty to do 6o, and
should it turn upon the second point-that
is whether the corporation is really insol-
vent-the bill arms him with power to
place an accountant not in possession
exactly, but to place an accountant in sucha Position as to be enabled to investigate
the books and the standing of the institu-
tion, and it enables the accountant to ask
for the assistance of the officers of the bank
or corporation, and gives him power toenquire thoroughly into the affairs of the
institution. Until his report is made the
matter is held over. The judge havirig
made up his mind whether the debt really
exits and whether the corporation should
be placed in liquidation, makes the order
which places the estate in liquidation.
In the same way he appoints a liquidator
who is armed with all necessary authority
to wind up the institution. He is invested
with all the authority which the institution
itself ever had He can collect debts and
compromise debts, can make calls uponthe shareholders, either with reference tothe stock which they may have taken and
which they have not paid up, or the liabili-
ties which they have incurred under the
double liabilities clause, in the case ofbanks, and can exercise, in short, every
Power which is necessary for getting inthe assets of the institution. The liquida-
tor is in the*same position as an officer of
the court and liable to be dealt with for
any malfeasance or misfeasance, i the
most prompt manner,-not by any length-ened proceeding but by being punished
for contempt as though he were a clerk orcrier of the court and disobeyed an order
of the court. So that the judge has the
most Prompt means to deal with any short-
coming or wrong-doing on the part of the
liquidator. The court can appoint one
or more liquidators, as may be thought
fit, and the remuneration of the liquidatoris, by this measure, within certain limits,
left also to the court. The House will
observe that this power is given, not to
the creditors, but to the court, and this

has been the result of consideration of the
opinions of various eminent men in Eng-
land, and I believe many in Canada, who
have given attention to the subject and
who have had experience with reference
to the working of insolvency laws in Eng-
land and in this country. That experi-
ence, strange te say, leads to this conclu-
sion, that those most interested in a bank-
rupt estate will not give it special attention,
that where it rests with the creditors to
say that such and such steps are necessary
or that suth and such proceedings shall
be taken by the assignee, or if he has not
done his duty, or in case of a variety of
complaints of that nature which will sug-
gest themselves to the minds of hon.
gentlemen, the creditors will not attend
to these things and time passes on, and
what is not attended to by one is not
attended to by the creditors as a whole.
It is nobody's particular business and
time passes on until the collection of the
assets of a bankrupt estate becomes very
difficult. In England it was very slow,
and it became almost a by-word in many
parts of Canada that the assets of a bank-
rupt estate never got beyond the hands of
the assignee. That, I think, was the
result of a want of vigor or want of inter-
est on the part of the creditors, because
they certainly had under the old bank-
ruptcy law of Canada all the power in
their own hands and could have attended
to the matter and had better results if they
had given personal attention to the wind-
ing up of insolvent estates and had shown
proper vigor and persistence. Particularly
they did not proceed persistently. In
case of a lbankruptcy the creditors met,
and for the moment everything would
seem to be going on vigorously, but the
estate would soon be lost sight of. There
was not the persistent attention necessary
to wind up an estate in a satisfactory
manner by the creditors.

The opinion of most eminent men in
England, the present Lord Chancellor and
the late Lord Chancellor and one or two
judges who have taken an interest in the
matter and have seats in the House of
Lords, and whose opinion can be ascer-
tained by hon. gentlemen who take an in-
terest in the subject, speak favorably of
the plan which is embodied in the Bill
now before the House-that is, of not
leaving the matter in the hands of the
creditors, but of placing it under the con-



36 Insotvent Banks and [SENATE.]

trol of a judge who being only one and
therefore prominent, and whose neglect
would come-home to himself-leaving it
in the hands of one person and making
him see that the liquidator attends-to the
collection of the debts and the proper
division of the assets, and that the estate
is wound up in a manner that business
men would be satisfied with. The bill
does not propose to give a discharge to an
insolvent company. It does not propose
to do that because at present there is no
insolvency law in force in the Dominion,
and there are no means of giving a private
debtor a discharge, and therefore it is not
contemplated in this Bill to give a bank-
rupt corporation a discharge. It is rather
for the purpose of winding up bankrupt
institutions (not of depriving them of their
charters), and of placing their assets in
the hands of their creditors. The Bill, as
I have said, has been framed principally
on the English law on the same subject,
but with a good deal of reference to, and I
may say, many provisions drawn from our
old bankruptcy law.

It occurred to me in bringing it before
the House that it would be desirable, and
I propose with the sanction of the House
to avail myself of the opportunity, to get
the assistance of some of those members
of the Senate who are likely frôm their
experience and professional knowledge to
have given this subject most attention ;
and I propose with the assent of the
House to refer the bill to a private select
committee for the purpose of obtaining
such suggestions as can be given with re-
ference to all the features of the Bill
which I have mentioned. I think it very
desirable that this committee should be
composed of gentlemen from the differeni
Provinces and belonging to different pro-
fessions. I venture to submit the names
not only of gentlemen belonging to the
legal profession, but also of gentlemer
who are merchants and who can, because
of their practical knowledge of busines
affairs recommend the best course to be
pursued in reference to the estates of in
solvent corporations. I hope with th(
assistance of that committee, whos
names I shall submit to the House wher
the bill is read the second time, to perfect.
measure which will meet with the approva
of Parliament. I have mentioned thi
general scope of the bill, and I trust witl
the assistance of this committee, we shal

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.

be able to present it in such a shape that
it will be a useful addition to the laws of
the country which are singularly defective
on this point I have received during the
time I have given consideration to the
bill several suggestions, some of which are
given at length, some from the Province
of Ontario and some from the Province of
Quebec,. all more or less valuable, and all
pointing to what was considered by those
who have prepared them as defective por-
tions of the measure. Whether they are
so or not, will be a matter for the consid-
eration of this committee to whom I will
submit them with the bill. I do not think
I need detain the House by any further
observations. I have given hon. gentlemen
a general idea of the measure, and I am
quite sure that the principle of it will be
readily assented to by every member of
the Senate.

HON. MR. DICKEY--Before the mo-
tion is put from the Chair I would like to
call the attention of the hon. Minister of
Justice to the fact thit with regard to one
branch of this measure, that is the wind-
ing up of insolvent banks. there is already
legislation in the Banking Act, and it
would be convenient for the House to
know to what extent this legislation differs
from the existing provisions, which are
certainly stringent enough for the winding
up of insolvent banks. These powers
which have been mentioned with reference
to requiring parties to pay up calls, double
liabilities, etc., have all been provided for
with regard to banks. The other two
classes-insurance companies and trading
corporations - I say nothing about at
present, because that will be a matter for
detail and enquiry. It would be conve-
nient, however, for the House, if my hon.
friend would state to what extent the pro-
visions in this Act for winding up banks

k difier from those now in force.

;HON. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL-As
>far as my recollection goes, under the

- Banking Act there is a provision for the.
>purpose of enabting catts to -bé. made with-

out exhausting in the first place the assets
i of the bank. That was the difficulty
i which led to the Banking Act being
t amended in that sense. A bank faits an-d
2 there is the double liabitity clause by
i which the stockhotders can be called upon
I1 to contribute ver targety to the paymnent
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of the debts which the bank may owe.
But it was held by the courts that that
clause could not be put in operation until
the assets of the bank were exhausted, and
that put off indefnitely the time when the
stockholders could be called upon to meet
their liabilities under the double liability
clause. Under the amendment the double
liability clause can be used without wait-
mflg until the assets of the bank are called
in, but there is no legislation beyond that
for the passing of the estate intô the hands
0f the liquidator. There is no provision
gvmg the liquidator the powers to which
I have referred : there is none for giving
the court power to ascertain'- whether the
bank is insolvent or not ; and none to
give to the court or to the liquidator
Power to deal with the assets of the bank
or with the liquidator in a summary way.
In the banking act there is just a provi-
sion to meet the difficulty which was ex-
perienced with respect to the double lia-
bility clause not being capable of being
u1sed until after the assets were all called
In. None of the provisions of this bill,
to which I have alluded, are in the bank-
ing act.

HON. MR. McMASTER-I desire to
cal attention to the fact that clauses 57and 58 of the act provide that if a bank
should fail to meet its liabilities within

nlnety days, that constitutes insolvency;
and provision is made for the appointment

an assignee. Inthe event of its remaining
in this Position for six months, power is
91en to the assignee, or to the directors,
to nake an assessment, at intervals of
thirty days, for the purpose of meeting
the liabilities without reference to the
assets. This is a very important provision,
and it appears to me that there is no greatnecessity to include banks with the other
conipanies in this bill, in view of the pro-
vions to which I have referred and
whicb appears to be quite ample.

.1ON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-We
Will consider that in the committee.

HON. MR. SCOTT-IsthisBill intended
to supercede the banking act ?

ION. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No.

feON. MR. SCOTT-1 notice, with reference to the clauses to which my hon.
îr'end alludes, that the time specified is

the same as that mentioned in the banking
act-ninety days-before any proceedings
can be taken before the court, but the
observation which the hon. Senator on my
left (Mr. McMaster) has made is a very per-
tinent one-that it is the case of other
corporations than banks that this measure
is intended to meet. It may possibly be
a matter for the committee to decide
whether the clauses of the banking act
are sufficient, and whether the banks
might not be excluded from this measure.
We all admit that the time has arrived
when legislation of this kind is necessary,
and we should have some law upon our
statute-books by which the vast number
of ephemeral corporations, which have
become insolvent, should be wound up.
This legislation is not a day too soon. I
assume that the Government are not con-
mitted to the principle of including banks,
and that if the committee are of opinion
that the legislation which already provides
for the winding up of insolvent banks is
sufficient, the provisions in this bill will
not be made to apply to banks. Their
case is different from that of ordinary tra-
ding companies, being institutions of an en-
tirely different character; however I shall
reserve any opinions I may have to ex-
press until the bill is before the committee.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-This ap-
pears to me to be a measure of such
importance that, the hon. leader of the
House having already explained its details,
I am sure there are many members of the
Senate who desire to have the discussion
on the second reading stand over until
to-morrow, in order that they may thor-
oughly digest the remarks which he has
made, and understand in what manner the
interests of shareholders are to be dealt
with. It does appear to me that it is an
excessive power which this bill proposes
to give to- the court to appoint a liquida-
tor to deal with the property of share-
holders in this summary manner, without
the shareholders having any voice in the
appointment of the accountant or liquida-
tor. Suppose we are all shareholders of
a bank, the bank suspends, under this
measure application is made to the court
to deal in a most summary manner with
our property! We have no voice what-
ever in the appointing of the accountant
or liquidator in order that we might have
some hope of the shareholders' interests
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being protected. It is all very well to say
that the judges of our courts are men of
unimpeachable integrity. We know they
are, but surely it appears reasonable that
where a large body of men, the share-
holders, have their all in the bank, and
that perhaps their property may have been
thrown away in a most discreditable man-
ner, they ought to have some voice in the
appointment of the liquidator in whose
hands their property is to be entrusted.
We may be called upon to pay a double
liability in a summary manner, while we
have not one comforting assurance to feel
that our interests are fairly dealt with. It
does appear to me that the House ought
to pause. Does the hon. gentleman pro
pose that the Bill shall be retrospective -

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-I think it
is very desirable that it should be retro-
spective, to deal with certain banks which
have got into difficulties within the past
five years. It does seem to me that in
view of the history of some of the banks of
this country that wA know of, a measure
which empowers a court to appoint liqui-
dators in this manner, will have the effect
of driving every man to take his money
out of bank stocks and invest it in other
securities.

. HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I b'eg
to move that the bill be referred to a select
committee to consist of Hon. Messrs.
Scott, Dickey, Trudel, McMaster, Gibbs,
and the mover.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-I again
ask why a Bill of this importance should
not be left to the committee on Banking
and Commerce? No objection can be
raised to the members of that committee,
but to send the bill to so small a number
when we have the Banking Committee
selected from the leading merchants and
the leading bankers of the House, seems to
me an improper course. I cannot under-
stand why the hon. gentleman should
propose a select committee to deal with
an important matter like this, and I hope
the House will not agree to it.

L'HON. MR. BUREAU-J'attire l'at-
tention des honorables Sénateurs sur l'im-
portance de conserver aux actionnaires ou
autres personnes ayant des réclamations

Judges' Bill.

contre les corporations en question, tous
leurs droits et privilèges que ces action-
naires ou autres pourraient avoir contre
ces corporations, leurs directeurs ou agents
responsables afin que telles liquidations ne
puissent en aucune manière leur préjudi-
cier. Je sais que durant la Session ac-
tuelle ces questions seront soulevées à
l'occasion d'une banque à Montréal qui a
été mise en liquidation. Le Bill actuel
peut régler équitablement les droits de
toutes les parties intéressées en pareille
circonstance, sans avoir recours à une lé-
gislation exceptionnelle.

HON. MR. POWER-I do not think
the objection of the hon. gentléman from
Woodstock (Mr. Alexander) is well taken.
This is a public bill introduced by the
Government, and I do not think it has
been the practice to refer bills-of that sort
to any committee; I think perhaps the
Government are judicious in referring it
to a special committee, consisting partly
of members of the Opposition, because in
that way the Government get rid of a
great portion of the responsibility, which
perhaps, properly ought to rest on their
shoulders alone. I think that the Hon.
Minister of Justice has shewn a great deal
of judgment in the sel ection of the com-
mittee, and I feel that the bill could not
be in better hands than those in which he
proposes to put it. I rise chiefly for the
purpose of saying, that I presume-I wish
to get an expression from the leader of
the Government in this House on the
subject-that there will be the fullest
opportunity to consider the bill in detail
when the report of the committee comes
up, and that we shall have just as ample
opportunity to discuss the details of the
bill as if it had not been referred to this
committee, but had gone to. a committee
of the wbole House.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
Certainly.

The motion was agreed to.

COUNTY COURT JUDGES' BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. SIR ALEXANDER CAMPBELL
moved the second reading of Bill (B) "An
Act respecting County Court Judges."

He said-Great difficulty has been

HON. MR. ALEXANDER.
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found in dealing with some of the county
court judges whose conduct has not
been such as the country has a right toexpect from men occupying that high
Position. The county court judges in
Ontario were at one time liable to be dis-
Placed by proceedings before what was
termed in the Act, a court of impeach-
mnent. This court of impeachment con-
sited of judges of the Supreme Court or

Judges of the Court of Queen's Bench in
9ntario. During the history of Ontario
since it became a separate Province from
the old Province of United Canada that
Act was repealed, or at all events, lan-
guage was used intended to repeal it, and
tO create another tribunal for trying
Judges of the county courts against
whom there was any complaint. This
lew tribunal consisted of the Lieutenant-
Governor-in-Council. Great doubt arose
as to whether or not, under the measure
which repealed the Act of old Canada and
constituted what was called a court of
linpeachment, the legislation of Ontario
Purporting to repeal that statute was within
the scope of the legislative powers of
Ontario, and a doubt has been felt not
only by those gentlemen who have been
concerned in the administration of the
law here in Ottawa connected with thedifferent Governments of the Dominion,
but has been felt by those gentlemen con-
cerned in the administration of the law in
Ontario; and the result has been that they
were unwilling for the Government of
Ontario to act upon the law which enactedthat judges of the county courts might
bh tried before the Executive Council andthe Lieutenant Governor of that Province.
1hey distrusted the legality of that statute,nfld latterly, when I have been endeavor-
thg to put in force some machinery for

e Purpose of trying to deal with com-Plaints against a judge in Ontario, whoseflamne and locality I will not mention, I
found that the judges, or one of them, avery learned judge of one of the courts of
Ontario, was of opinion, and was ready toPronounce judgment to that effect, thatthe legislation of Ontario which I havedescribed, and which repealed the old
sta.ute of Canada providing for a court

mf npeachment, was ultra vires of the
Powers of the Legislature of Ontario. The
result was, that we were thrown back upon
the necessity of legislating as the bill pro-
Poses to do, or of trying to put in force

an old statute of the Imperial Parliament
which made provision for the removal of
judges in the colonies under certain cir-
cumstances and with certain formalities.
It was somewhat difficult to avail ourselves
of that statute. We did try, but difficul-
ties were encountered, and on the whole
it was thought necessary almost, (I think
I may say absolutely necessary,) that some
legislation should take place upon the sub-
ject for the purpose of enabling the execu-
tive government to deal with the case-
and there are one or two very flagrant
cases-of misconduct on the part of
county court judges. This bill provides
that these cases should be dealt with by
the Governor-in-Council, who may for
the purpose of investigation avail himself
of the services of one of the judges of the
Supreme Court who shall conduct the
inquiry and report upon the complaint
made against any judge: that report, and
evidence will be laid before the Privy
Council, who ultimately will deal with the
case. This provision which is made in
the bill is analogous to that which was
made by the statute of Ontario, and
analogous to that which was provided by
the English act to which I have alluded.
and which I tried to put in force in one
of the instances which I have mentioned.
I desire to put in the bill other provisions
one of which relates to their pensions ;
the sixth clause is not so full as I intended
it to have been and as I propose to make
it in committee. There is now a provi-
sion in the law under which after twenty-
five years' service a county court judge
may be pensioned ; that has not been
placed in the sixth clause as I intended it
should have been and as I will ask here-
after to have it placed by the committee
of the House. Then I have provided
that if a judge of the county court is
removed by the Governor-in-Council for
inability or incapacity, and that the inabil-
ity or incapacity has arisen from old age
or ill health, that that shall be the same
as though he had resigned and that he
may still have the pension. It does some-
times happen and I think it is now the
case that a judge clings to office when in
reality it would be far better for himself
and for the administration of justice that
he should retire. At the same time he is
not of that opinion, he thinks he is still
able to discharge his duty ; we all cling
to the belief that we continue to possess
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our full powers in old age, and these
gentlemen cling tso their offices in a way
which is disadvantageous to the adminis-
tration of justice. It is proposed in this
bill that they shall be removable for inabil-
ity arising fron old age or incapacity, and
that they shall be entitled to a pension.
Then there is a provision which I do not
feel quite sure about, and I am not desi-
rous of pressing it ; as to the appoint-
ment of a junior judge, unless there is a
given population ; I think, perhaps, that
had better remain over. Then I have
received many remonstrances against the
last clause, which provides that a judge
of a county court shall not hold any
office under the Government of a Province.
In Ontario there are many judges holding
the office of Master in Chancery and
Registrar in Chancery, and these offices
they derive from the Government of the
Province. They occupy a great deal of
their time and they get remunerated by
fees ; sometimes it may be said that the
discharging of their duties as judges is
hindered, and their time occupied to the
disadvantage of their duties as judges by
those other duties ; but I have received
so many remonstrances-some of them
shewing such strong reason for the con-
tinuance, for the present at all events, of
the system-that I am not prepared to
press that clause upon the consideration
of the House. The statute of Ontario
makes it incumbent upon the judge to be
the Master in Chancery; this statute
makes it incumbent upon him not to be
so, and the judge would be placed in a
dilemma. I think, perhaps hereafter,
when some future Government, or this
Government reconsiders the subject of
judges' salaries generally, that the oppor-
tunity might then be taken of passing a
law confining them wholly to the dis-
charge of their duties as judges, but I
think just now it would be unfair to do
so. These are the general provisions of
the bill of which I move the second
reading.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-It is a matter of
very great regret that there should be any
necessity for this legislation proposed by
the Government; but I really feel myself
that the observations which the hon.
gentleman (Sir Alexander Campbell) has
made with reference to the necessity are
true, and that it becomes important to

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.

deal with certain judges, who have not the
good taste to resign when they become
incapacitated from causes for which they
themselves are somewhat responsible, and
therefore it becomes necessary to remove
them in the manner laid down in this bill.
The only portion to which I take a very
strong objection, is that which gives the
Governor-General-in-Council power to
name other persons than those who are
specially mentioned in the bill îtself.
Now, I think in placing in the statute
book a measure of this kind, which affects
in so tender a point a class of gentlemen,
many of whom--a very large proportion,
in fact-are of vcry high standing, we
ought to be extremely careful in the selec-
tion of the tribunal that is to try them. A
judge of the Supreme Court would be a
very proper tribunal, but the clause goes
on to give the Governor-in-Council power
to name other persons. We might as well
strike out all the preceding portion of the
clause, and say that the Governor-in-
Council may investigate the matter. I
think if these words to which I have re-
ferred were struck out, and the number
of persons to whom this sovereign
power could be delegated could not
be increased, the bill would not
be objectionable. I am glad to hear
the hon. the Minister of Justice say that
he does not intend to insist upon the
tenth and eleventh sections, more particu-
larly the latter, which would deprive judges
of the right to accept fees in addition
to their salaries. It would affect more than
the Master-in-Chancery. For instance,
there are judges of surrogate courts. I
know there are some county court judges
wh- are surrogate judges and they are
entitled to draw fees for their services in
that court; and they are really the best
tribunal to which. wills could be left.
There are some other details of this bill
which it is not necessary to advert to
further than to say that I generally ac-
quiesce in the principle of the measure, but
would be glad to see it altered in the
direction which I have indicated. Parlia-
ment should know, and the judges them-
selves should know the tribunal before
which they are to be tried ; otherwise if a
judge were inimical to the Government of
the day it would give them power-a very
extraordinary power-to appoint a person
who might be of a yielding character and
who might be disposed to do what was
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not right or proper. Therefore, I hopethe Government will see the propriety
of Taking this change. ,

ION. MR. READ-I am very glad tohear the hon. leader of the Government in
this House say that he is not going to in-
Sist Upon the i oth clause, because there
are localities with which I am acquainted
where the interests of justice demand a
junior judge. The county in which I.re-
side is nearly oo miles long and the judge
vould have to travel fromn where he lives

fifty or sixty miles, to hold courts. There
is no railway, and the roads are very bad,
and it would take him a long time, and
he would be prevented from discharging
the duties entailed upon him. That is
one instance. Then in the counties of
Lennox and Addington the judge would
have to travel over a large district. In the
county of Renfrew there are forty town-
ships, yet the population is only 40,000.There would be a great inconvenience
there. For these reasons I am very glad
to hear that the Hon. Minister of Justice
does not insist at the present time on the
Ioth clause, because I think in many cases
it would be necessary to have junior
judges.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Might not
some of the provisions of this bill apply to
judges of other courts as well as to the
judges of county courts - I mean as
regards removal for incapacity from
age or ill-health ?

lioN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL--I am
mfluch obliged to my hon. friend opposite
for the kind spirit in which he received the
Bill. There is great force in the sugges-
tion which he makes as to the objections
to giving power to hold this enquiry, to
Other persons than the judges named.
Before the bill comes up for consideration
in committee, I will discuss that point
'With my colleagues, and will perhaps be
able to meet my hon. friqnd either wholly
or to some extent, in the direction in
Which he finds a difficulty. The case
Which is mentioned by the hon. Senator
from Belleville (Mr. Read), was before
ne, and the judge did tell me that he was
Ulable to discharge the duty,-although
the Population of his county was not
greater than that mentioned in the bill-
I cOnisequence of the distances which he

would have to travel. The county of
Hastings is very long and not very broad,
and the railway does not extend far
through it, so that it makes it difficult to
conduct the business of the courts there
with only one judge. Still, I am strongly of
opinion that if the judges gave the whole
of their time to their duties, and displayed
the ordinary vigor which men shoùild do in
the prime of life-as most of them are-
that a great deal more could be done than
is accomplished now ; but it is necessary
to go gently. The hon. Senator for Lun
enburg asks, why not extend the provi-
sions of this Bill to other courts? The
reason is that they hold office during
good behaviour and can only be removed
by the action of both Houses of Parlia-
ment. They can be pensioned after
serving fifteen years if they are unable to
discharge their duties from illness or in-
ability. I think most of these provisions
are substantially to be found in the ex-
isting laws with reference to other courts;
but that also I will examine into and see
if there is any thing omitted in that
respect.

HoN. MR. POWER-I regret that I
cannot agree with the leader of the Op-
position in congratulating the Government
for having struck out the two last clauses
of the bill. It seems to me that the
tenth section contained a very proper
provision. I think that the multiplication
of county court judges is not desirable.
Under the provisions contained in the
earlier sections of the bill, any judge who
is incapacitated from old age or illness to
discharge his duties, will be removed, and
then the necessity of appointing junior
judges will not arise. There is a good
deal of force in the remark of the hon.
Senator from Belleville (Mr. Read), with
reference to those counties which are
very extensive ; but I think, as a rule,
where a small population is spread over
a large county the amount of litigation is
very trifling, the great bulk of litigation
being, as a rule, in the towns and cities.
I think it will be found that the amount
of business in a large district sparsely
settled is very small, and that a man of
fair energy and vigor having charge of
those districts, will be quite able to over-
take all the work to be done there. I
think further, that if it is found, that the
work done by a judge, in other capaci-
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ties than that of a county court judge,
conflicts with his regular duties it would
be better for the Government to pay him
a suflicient sum to confine his attention
to the county court work. I regret that
the Hon. Minister of Justice does not see
his way to doing anything of that kind at
present. The Treasury is overflowing to
an extent never known before, and this is
a most opportune time to give hard work-
ing and valuable officeis, like these
county court judges, such salaries as
*ill enable them to devote all their time
ând energies to the discharge of their
duties, and to live in a way becoming
such important functionaries.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I am very glad
that the suggestion which was made by the
hon. gentleman below me as to the mode
of conducting these enquiries has been ac-
eepted so freely by the leader of the Gov-
ernment in this House. I have a very
strong opinion, and I hope he will concur
in that opinion, that it is very undesirable
that a judge of the county court should
be removed by any lower functionary than
a judge of the Supreme Court.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I do not desire to
be misunderstood with reference to the
tenth clause. I do not think it would
be wise for the Government to tie itself up
to the necessity of a population of i o,ooo
before appointing a junior judge. I have in
my mind's eye several counties in Ontario
where the population is under 7o,ooo, and
where it would be impossible for one
judge to discharge all the duties. Where
a county extends over a large area there
might be a population of only 6o,oooo,
and yet it would be impossible for one
judge to discharge all the duties, especially
if it was a commercial county. There is
always more litigation in a county where
you have a number of towns and villages,
and therefore, I think the limitation as to
population is too high. My impression is
that the general rule that has been kept
in view by former Gôvernments has been,
that there should be at least a population
of So,ooo to 6o,ooo to warrant the ap-
pointment of a junior judge. There are
some counties where the area is large, in
which there is but one judge. There are
other counties where the area is not so
large, but where the population is larger,

HON. MR POYER.

and where there is a junior judge. I
think 70,000 is too high a standard, so far
as population is concerned. If you are
to name a limit at all, I think it should
be lower than that. At all events it would
be putting on record that in a considerable
number of cases the junior judge was a
supernumery. There are eight or ten cases
in Ontario where there are junior judges,
where the population does not reach
7o,ooo, and this would be practically our
opinion, that the appointing of junior
judges in the past in unions of counties
where the population was less than 70,000,
was an improper exercise of the appoint-
ing power. The Governor-in-Council
should decide when the time has arrived
for the appointment of a second judge in
a county or union of counties. My idea
is, that the limit is high and that it should
be made lower or left as it is. Unless
there is ample business for two Judges, a
junior judge should not be appointed

HON. SIR ALEX. ÇAMPBELL-I
should like to add, with reference to that
point, that a paper of much interest was
submitted to me after this clause was pre-
pared, which contained the views of one
of the most eminent men who have held
the office which I now fill-Mr.
Blake-*-who was considering this point
and who suggested with reference to the
question which occurred to the mind of
the hon. Senator from Halifax, and which
was also alluded to by my bon. friend
oppôsite-the effect of a certain kind of
population on the business of a court.
Mr. Blake was of -opinion, and goes at
length into the subject in this paper, that
the population in towns should be counted
as two against the rural population in esti-
mating the business of any locality. It is
discussed at considerable length in this
paper which Mr. Blake very kindly fur-
nished my predecessor in the office, and
I feel very much inclined to defer to that
view. That would restrict the appoint-
ment to a certain population. Various
reports have been made by judges point-
ing out the difficulties in their several
counties such as have been referred to by
the hon. Senator from Quinte, which ren-
dered it inexpedient to lay down a hard
and fast rule as to population. The mat-
ter, I think, must be left to the responsi-
bility of those who are Ministers of the
Crown at the time.
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UON. MR. FLINT.-The population
Of the County of Hastings at present isabout 6 oooo and we have twelve Division
Courts, one in Belleville and eleven out-
side of it. It requires at least seven to
eight weeks for a deputy judge to attend
to these courts, and consequently it
WOuld take a great deal of time away from
!he principal part of the business of what
Il called a County Court. Hastings is aVery long county: from Belleville to its
nOrthern extremity it is about 120 miles.
T'he whole of the courts, with the excep-
tion of one are wjthin a radius of 30 miles.
That one is seventy-eight miles to the
north of Belleville and fifty miles north of
hadoc where the last court, you may say,

elys As a general thing it would take
tWeO days to go there, two to corne and
saY two to attend to the business of the
CoUrt. We have only two Courts there
lu the year, one every six months, and as
a matter of course, a vast amount of busi-
ness accumulates. The time will soonarrive when it will be necessary to have up
there a greater number of courts-that is
to have either three or four through the
Year, which will expedite the business, but
if the limit Of 70,000 of a population is to
be adopted, and deputy judges are to bedone away with, we could not have any
courts, or else the. majority of the courts
WOuld have to suffer from the absence of
the judge. I think however, the day is
not far distant when there will be a divi-
sion of the County of Hastings, and then
the probability is that one iudge could
attend to the different divisions, but as
!natters are at present it would be simply
impossible for one to do it, and if the
Minister of Justice could see his way to
lowering the standard to 5o,ooo it would
be far more acceptable. t

The Bill was read the second time.

IMPROPER USE OF FIRE-ARMS
BILL

SECOND READING.

1 loN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL
InOved the second reading of Bill (E),"An
-ct to amend the Act 40 Vict., cap. 30,lntituled ' an Act to make provision against
the imuproper use of fire-arms.'" He said

Under the existing law fire-arms, when

they are illegally found in the possession
of any person, are broken up and required
to be destroyed. Remonstrances were
made on this point from certain munici-
palities, and it was suggested that the
weapons instead of being destroyed, should
become the property of the municipality.
This Bill is to carry out that suggestion.

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

STEAM USERS' INSURANCE COM-
-PANYS BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. VIDAL moved the second
reading of Bill (1), " An Act to amend the
Act incorporating the Canadian Steam
Users' Association, and to change the
name of the said Act to the ' Boiler and
Inspection Insurance Company of Can-
ada."' He said-The Bill is one of a very
simple character indeed. It has been
found by the incorporators that the name
is not a sufficient indication of the character
and work of the Association, and they
therefore desire that the name should be
changed from that of the "Stean User's
Insurance Association" to that of the
" Boiler and Inspection Insurance Com-
pany," the object of the Association being
the inspection of boilers and the issuing of
insurance against the explosion of boilers.
The second section, although it may
appear long, is only made so by repeating
in full the clause of the former Act which
it seeks to rescind. That clause required
that the Company should be managed by
a Board of Directors, one-half of whom
should retire each year in rotation, and it
is thought desirable that the new Board
should be elected each year.

The Bill was read the second time.

FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF
CANADA BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. GIBBS moved the second
reading of Bill (J), " An Act to incor-
porate the First National Bank of Can-
ada."

He said: This is a Bill for the purpose

First Bational
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of establishing a bank in the town where
I live, with a capital of one million dollars,
and subject to the usual provisions of the
Banking Act. I do not suppose it is ne-
cessary that I should go through all the
clauses of the Bill, as I believe most of
them may be found in the general Bank-
ing Act.

The Bill was read the second time.

HARBORAND RIVER POLICE BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (D), "An Act
respecting the Harbor and River Police of
Canada." He said :-This is a Bill with
the object of reducing to better order than
it is now the Harbor and River Police of
Montreal and Quebec. The history of that
police force is this: It was constituted in
the first place by an ordinance passed in
the time of Lord Durham, and the money
necessary for keeping up the force was
then voluntarily contributed by the mer-
chants and ship-owners. Subsequently in
old Canada the ordinance was changed,
and instead of voluntary contribution a
tax was levied upon the vessels coming
into the harbors of Montreal and Quebec.
This tax was imposed for that purpose, and
the money which was raised from it was
given to the police authorities who were
called upon to disburse it, and who re-im-
bursed themselves by this tax. It has
been going on in that sort of way, which
I must say is a slip-shod way, from that
time to this, any deficiency between the
money received and the cost of the force
being paid out of the general revenue of
the country. Then difficulties arose as to
the command of this force, as to whether
it was a Provincial or a Dominion force,
or whether it was under the control of a
certain official in Quebec, or under the
control of the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries. This Bill provides that the
force shall be under the authority of the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, and
that it shall be composed of a superin-
tendent and so many policemen, that they
shall be paid out of the Consolidated
Revenue of the Dominion, that a certain
tax shall be continued on shipping, which
shall go into the Consolidated Revenue;

HON. MR. GiBBS.

and it is believed that one will be suffi-
cient to meet the other; but there is no
pretence (which was a very bad plan) of
applying that particular money received
from the ships to the payment of the
police.

The pay of the police is charged against
the general revenue, and the proceeds of
the taxes levied go into the general
revenue. Provision is made for the main-
tenance of order, etc., and is sufficiently
precise I think to meet the necessities of
the case and to remedy those inconve-
niences which experience has shewn in the
administration of the force. I have the
various statutes by me, but I do not think
it is necessary to trouble the House with
them upon the occasion of the second
reading of the bill. The superintendent
is made a justice of the peace, for the
purpose of carrying out the criminal laws,
which he was not before. That was done
for this reason-this police force has juris-
diction outside of the harbors of Quebec
and Montreal, and may go down to en-
force the laws as far as Anticosti and
other places, and therefore it was thought
desirable, if they had to go to a distant
part of the Gulf, where there were no
magistrates, that thesuperintendent should
have the power of a justice of the peace ;
and in that sense he is made a magistrate,
but it is not intended that he shall inter-
fere in any way with other magistrates
and their duties. There is a certain juris-
diction conferred by the Merchant Ship-
ping Act on certain officers in Quebec
and Montreal, and this bill cannot inter-
fere with their duties in any way since the
Merchant Shipping Act provides in so
many words, that the proceedings under
that Act shall be before a judge of the
Court of Sessions.

HON. MR. SCOTT-In reference to
the eighth clause, I think it would be
ultra vires of this House to pass it. That
clause should originate in the House of
Comjnons, it will really have to come
back to this Chamber again.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-We
have introduced Bills of this kind in the
Senate several times for the purpose of
advancing them. They go down to the
House of Commons and the blanks are
filled, ahd they come back to us again.

Hularbor and (8 EN AT E.]



[MAwH 1, 1882.]

HON. MR. DICKEY-The hon. gentle-
man has referred to the conferring of the
Powers of a justice of the peace upon su-
Perntendents. The Dominion Parlia-
Ment has no power to create justices of
the peace, and we certainly ought not to
give them jurisdiction with reference to
laws which are not within the purview of
the Dominion as criminal laws are. This
clause goes further and says that "every
superintendent of harbor and river police
appointed under this Act shall for the
Purpose of carrying out the criminal laws
and other laws of Canada," etc. I think
this ought to be limited in a different way
or the question of jurisdiction might arise,
and a question of the power of this func-
tionary to discharge the duties of a jus-
tice of the peace in respect to matters
which are not within his jurisdiction. I
understood my hon. friend to say that he
did not propose that these superintendants
should interfere in any way with other
justices of the peace!

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No.

HON.
wording
conflict
to it.

MR. DICKEY-This extensive
of the clause might lead to a

and I therefore called attention

HON. SIR. ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
an very much obliged to the hon. Sena-
tor from Amherst for his suggestion. We
will consider that béfore going into com-
mlittee. It may be the words "and other
laws," should be stricken out. I think it
requires some consideration, because it is
for the purpose of enforcing the laws
enacted by the Dominion. However, I
Will give most careful consideration to the
objections that have been made.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I beg to call
attention to the eighth clause by which
Power is given to collect tolls from vessels
entering the harbors of Quebec and Mon-
treal. In previous sessions both Houses
have considered the question whether it
wOuld not be proper to take steps to dimin-
ish the tolls upon vessels entering those
harbors in order to increase the traffic by
Way of the St. Lawrence. This bon.
House will recollect that comparative
statenents have been submitted to us
Showing that the tax upon vessels by the
St. Lawrence route exceeds the tolls levied

upon vessels entering the harbor of New
York for instance, and that this difference
is operating prejudicially to our ports by
diverting trade which should naturally
come to them. I understood at the time
that the policy of the Government was in
the direction of diminishing those charges,
as I think should be done in the interests
of the country. If I recollect right the
pilotage, harbor dues and other charges
at the port of Montreal are more than
double those paid in the harbor of New
York, and if a new tax is put upon vessels
entering the St. Lawrence, it seems to
me that it will be a mistake. I merely
cal] attention to the matter and ask
whether it would not be possible, not
merely in the interest of the ports of Que-
bec and Montreal, but in the interests of
the whole of the Dominion not to increase
those duties. We have all learned with
great pleasure that the revenue exceeds
the expenditure and, therefore, I think
that these new charges contemplated by
this Bill should be b->rne by the Govern-
ment of the Dominion, and I hope they
will take the matter into their serious con-
sideration.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I do not
know whether new charges will be created
by this Bill, but I beg leave to differ from
my hon. friend (Mr. Trudel) with respect
to the charges at the port of New York
and at the port of Montreal. From what
I know of those ports, the charges at
Montreal are not so great as at New York.
The towage at Montreal is large, but ex-
cept that, the difference is the other way.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
question raised by the hon. Senator from
DeSalaberry (Mr. Trudel) is a large one,
and it was discussed in this House some
sessions ago. Some approach bas been
made towards the accomplishment of the
object which the hon. gentleman has in
view by the assumption by the Dominion
of some of the debt incurred at the bar-
bor of Montreal, and by lessening the
debt on it materially-reducing it from six
to four per cent-but it would be hardly
fair I think to the rest of the country to
do away altogether with those charges
which really relate to a very great extent
to the ports of Montreal and Quebec.
This force sometimes, abnormally, goes to
other parts of the country; but it is for
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the most part to maintain order, and to
enforce the regulations in the harbors of
Montreal and Quebec. To a very great
extent these are local, and therefore I
do not think it would be fair that the
charges which are necessary for the en-
forcement of these local rules and regula-
tions should be borne by the country at
large. If in any way the charges by the
St. Lawrence route could be reduced, I
should be glad to see it done, and I hope,
in the course of time, that ingenuity will
suggest some way; but it is very difficult,
because of the extent of the Dominion,
and what is due to other localities. If the
charges were taken off the navigation of
the St. Lawrence and the ports of Montreal
and Quebec, under what circumstances,
and for what reasons, shall we maintain
such a force? What interest, excpt as
belonging to one country, have the in-
habitants of other parts of the Dominion
in the reductions of charges to be made
in those ports?

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I would ask
the Government to consider whether in
the interest of the public generally it
would not be well not to augment the
charges. I admit.at once that it is per-
fectly reasonable that those expenses which
arise from local difficulties in the harbors
of those cities should be met by local
charges, but if one of the consequences of
those charges is to prevent trade going by
the St. Lawrence and to divert it to the
harbors of the United States, and if the
country looses more by that than it would
.y assuming these charges, I think it
would be reasonable for the Government
to bear the expense. I simply call the
attention of the Government to the matter.

HON MR POWER-The hon. Senator
from De Salaberry seems to be under the
impression that this Bill imposes new
charge on shipping entering the ports of
Montreal and Quebec. I understand that
it is merely continuing the charges which
have been paid since 1867. There is no
augmentation of the duties at all, and I
was very glad to hear the hon. Minister
of Justice speak as he did on this subject.

HON. MR. RYAN.-It would appear
to be uncertain as to whether new charges
are to be imposed or not because there is
an important blank in the Bill to be filled

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.

up. When that is done, we shall see
what the charges on ships are to be.
There is a peculiarity in the system which
has prevailed hitherto with regard to ships
entering the harbours of Quebec and
Montreal, and that is, that while the police
can be employed for other services,
throughout the country, a large portion of
that charge comes upon the shipping
interest. In saying this, I do not wish it
to be at all:supposed that I mean to object
to proper and fair charges being imposed
upon the shipping interest either of
Montreal or of Quebec, to the shipping
interests of which ports this Act applies.
It will appear when that blank, which is
still in the Bill, is filled up, whether the
charge is to be as formerly reasonable or
excessive, and it will be time enough then to
pronounce upon it; but I repeat that it is a
peculiarity in this Bill that shipping is
made to pay a tax which is not entirely
for the benefit of that interest, but a large
proportion of which goes to other interests
which require protection. I believe the
shipping interests of Canada, or rather of
the two ports of Quebec and Montreal, as
long as they are fairly well protected, and
such occurrences as have taken place
previous to this are prevented by the effi-
cient exercise of Government Police, will
have no objection to pay for that protec-
tion ; but they expect that this will be
done, and they also expect that the charge
will be moderate.

I take it for granted that the Govern-
ment in bringing in this measure have
ascertained the views of the important
shipping interest of those two larger ports,
and I trust that they are acting in such a
way as will not prove objectionable to
that interest. I take it for granted, and
I dare say the Hon. the Minister will be
kind enough to state, that they have
assented to, and concurred in the views
of the Government upon this subject.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-I
would be very glad to give my hon. friend
the assurance, if I had it in my power to
do so. The Bill is the result of an appli-
cation made to the Department of Justice
by the Department of Marine and Fish-
eries. Some papers have been sent in, I
see, from Montreal and Quebec, and I
have no doubt that the views contained in
them have been duly considered. I think
I said before that the police were not em-
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Pl0yed entirely in the discharge of duties
connected with the ports of Montreal and
Quebec, but that that was their normal
duty. They are occasionally employed
elsewhere, and to that extent-if we only
could arrive at what that extent was-
some other income should be devoted to
them ; but it would be very difficult toarrive at that amount.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
read the second time.

CONSOLIDATED INSURANCE
LOANS AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE moved the
second reading of Bill (H), "An Act to
aniend the Consolidated Insurance Act of
!877." He said that this bill having been
'ftroduced last session, and having passed
this House, it was useless for him to make
any further reference to it. He simply.
mlloved the second reading.

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

CRIMINAL JUSTICE IN DISPUTED
TERRITORIES BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House went into Committee of the
Whole on Bill (F), "An Act further to
continue in force for a limited time the
Act, 43 Victoria, cap 36."

In the Committee,

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the adoption of the first clause.

HON. MR. POWER called attention to
What he thought was a matter of some
little importance, and which would involve
sOmne slight amendment to the bill. The
Act passed in i88o was before the exten-
Sion of the boundaries of Manitoba, and
at that time the only question was whether

is disputed territory belonged to the
rovince of Ontario, or to the District ofKeewatin ; and the language of the

Act which it was now proposed to
continue was such that it did not
aPPly to the existing state of affairs.
,t the þresent time the disputed terri-
tory Might be in the Province of Manitoba
Or the District of Keewatin or the Province

of Ontario, and he thought it would be
necessary to amend the second section.
He therefore proposed the following
amendment :-

''That the Bill be amended by inserting
after the word ' Canada ' in the first section
the words following : 'is hereby aniended' by
inserting after the name 'Ontario,' in the
third line of the second section thereof, the
words ' or in Manitoba,' and by inserting after
the naine ' Ontario,' in the sixth line of the
said section, the words ' or in an undisputed
part of Manitoba and as so amended shall."'

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
it seemed to him at first blush that there
was something in the objection which the
hon. gentleman had taken, and he would
prefer to give it further consideration.
He was disposed to think that the amend-
ment was necessary, and he therefore
moved that the committee rise and re-
port progress and ask leave to sit again.

HON. MR. FERRIER from the com-
mittee reported that they had made some
progress, and asked leave to sit again
to-morrow.

The Senate adjourned at 5.50 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, March 2nd, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

FREDERICK DUNBAR, SCULPTOR

MOTION.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER moved:-
" That this House desires to recommend to

the favorable consideration of the Govern-
ment, the merits of Frederick Dunbar,anative-
born Canadian, whose skill as a sculptor has
been eminently exemplified in the execution
of various buste of the Righlt Honorable Sir
John A. Macdonald, and of other men of dis-
tinction in this Dominion and in the United
States; and to express the satisfaction with
which this House would entertain a proposal
to encourage this distinguished native artist,
by ordering the execution of marble buste of
their Excellencies the Governor General and
H. R. H. the Princess Louise, to be deposited
in the Library of Parliamen¢."
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He said :-The motion which I have
presented to this House is one which I
am sure will be regarded by the Senate as
presented at a very opportune moment.
Is is quite unnecessary for me to dwell
upon the responsibility which rests upon the
Parliament of this Dominion, the respon-
sibility of fostering every interest which
affects not only the material prosperity of
our people, but which can also secure to
them the happiness and enjoyment of a
higher civilization. It cannot be ques-
tioned that. this Parliament has been
striving to do its duty as far as ordinary
material interests are concerned, and the
proposition which I now respectfully sub-
mit to the House is in the direction of
raising the public mind to the ennobling
enjoyment of art.

HON. MR. PO.WER-Hear, hear.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-The hon.
gentleman says " hear, hear," I hope he
appreciates the higher enjoyments of art!
Sculpture is the noblest of all the arts.
The works of Phidias and Praxiteles pre-
sent to us the gods of ancient mythology
and the heroes of ancient Greece. Who
could behold the Appollo of Belvedere in
the Vatican, the statuary in the Ducal Gal-
lery of Florence, in the Glyptotheke at
Munich or in the Louvre without feeling
that sculpture is thé most ennobling of arts.
Some of us who have seen the torsos which
were dug by the orders of Lord Elgin,
well known as the Elgin marbles, have
been astounded when we have examined
portions of the human frame mutilated,
denuded of heads and portions of limbs,
but presenting to mankind the most ex-
quisite and most beautiful forms of the
human body. The people of this Domin-
ion will be proud to know that a young
sculptor of promise has sprung up in our
midst. Guelph claims to þe his place of
birth ; but feeling the inspiration of genius
he has labored manfully to make his skill
and genius manifest to the world. He
has already executed busts which have
calledforththeadmirationofthosewhohave
seen them. One of these, namely that of
the Hon. William B. Lawrence, American
Minister to London in 1828, and Governor
of Rhode Island in 1851, was a great suc-
cess, and it has since been presented to the
Historical Society of New York as a work
ofgreatmerit. SincethentheirExcellencies,

HoN. MR. ALEXANDER.

&ulptor.

representing her Majesty here, with their
usual munificence, sent our young Cana-
dian sculptor, at their own expense, to
Florence and Rome to prosecute his
studies in those schools of art, and his
last bust of the First Minister which is
now shown in the Library of Parliament,
commands general admiration. As citi-
zens of the Dominion we may weil be
proud of.our native-born Canadian sculp-
tor, and I am sure that the Government
and the House of Commons will in their
wisdom deem it a wise expenditure of
public money, and order the marble busts
respectfully suggested by this motion.
Monumentum exigimus aere perennius. It
is known to all that His Excellency the
Governor General has ever since his ad-
vent to us, manifested an increasing inter-
est in everything that concerns the welfare
of the Dominion. He has laid this
country under deep obligation to him by
the way in which.he has used his exalted
position for the advancement of this Do-
minion. This devotion to our best inter-
ests was equally shared by his illustrious
consort until by a sad accident Canada
was deprived, for a time at least, of her
kindly presence amongst us, and of the
encouragement afforded by her example.
How could we then spend public money
more beneficially and in a -manner
to do greater honor to ourselves than
by contributing to encourage native artists,
and thereby fostering a higher taste. which
adorns and beautifies our civilization.
With the permission of the House I will
now move the resolution of which I have
given notice, seconded by Hon. Mr.
Haythome.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-While con-
gratulating the hon. gentleman upon the
eloquent terms in which he has introduced
this motion, I regret to say that I cannot
concur in the views he has expressed, that
it is right or proper that the Senate should
pass that resolution and express the opin-
ion which the hon. member has set forth
in his notice of motion. Even the obser-
vations which the hon. gentleman made
in introducing this motion show that the
Senate is not the place in which such a
resolution should originate. He admits
that it will call for the expenditure of pub-
lic money. I think that in itself is a fatal
objection to the motion which the hon.
gentleman has made. This resolution is
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based upon no information which the
Senators have. There is no petition be-
fore the Senate that I have heard of,Showing reasons why this resolution
should pass, or setting forth the claims of
the gentleman to whom he refers; but
While I object to the motion, I beg leave
to state that' I know nothing whatever of
the Merits of the artist who is referred to.
It is one of the objections which * I have
to the passing of this resolution-that
there is no sufficient evidence before the
lOuse, even supposing it were one of the
privileges of the Senate to pass a resolu-
tion which involves the expenditure of
Public money. After long experience inthi louse and in other legislative bodies,
I an not aware that a similar motion to
that has ever been proposed in the upperbranch of any legislature that I have hadeXPerience of. There is no precedent forit, and I trust, under those circumstances,
that the hon. member will see that how-ever nuch merit this artist may possess,
the course which the hon. gentleman has
taken is not one which can be adopted by
the Senate, and that he will, after havingexpressed his opinion of the merits of thisgentleman as an artist in the eloquent
termns he has done, deem it desirable to
Witbdraw his motion.

IION. MR. BOURINOT-I have lis-tenied to the remarks of the hon. mover or
this resolution. No doubt his views to
somne extent meet with the approval ofevery One who has heard them. But thequestion arises whether the resolution
should be introduced in this hon. House.

mY opinion it ought not be entertained-ere at all. If the object of the mover
Sinply to recommend a sculptor as a
si5On entitled to some support from this

hOuse, he has accomplished it. Thel. gentleman who has just resumed his
t has anticipated many of the remarks

whicb I intended to make at the outset.an glad that he has spoken because he
dan do so more effectively than I can. Idorse his views. I look upon the
curse taken by the hon. gentleman from
todstock (Mr. Alexander) as being one
as i should fnot in any way be encouraged,
of tis aking use of the Senate as a sort
fadvertising medium to make known the

talents Of artists, and many others might
ine advantage of this precedént if it were

any way countenanced. The hon.

gentleman's remarks were very eloquently
expressed and were very creditable to
him, and now that he has spoken, I hope
he will withdraw his resolution.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER -If the
House will permit I will give three preced-
entsfrom the House of Lords for the course
which I propose. In 1852, the House of
Lords appointed a select Committee to
inquire into the claims of Baron de Bode
for pecuniary relief, in respect to a certain
claim against the Government; and in
the following year Lord Lyndhurst moved
a resolution, based upon the report of this
Committee, " earnestly recommending this
claim to the favorable consideration of the
Government."

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-What has
that to do with it ? This is a different
thing altogether.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER.-It is a
matter affecting money. Ini 86o, a Lord's
Committee upon Floating Breakwaters,
&c.,recommended "that a sum not exceed-
ing £1o,ooo be placed at the disposal ot
the Admiralty," to enable that department
to test any plans for the suitable construc-
tion of such works.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD.-Was it
recommended by a message to the House ?

HON. MR. ALEXANDER (continuing)
-On July 5, 1861, Lord Shaftesbury
moved an address to the Queen, in favor
of the extension throughout India, of the
best systems of irrigation and internal
navigation. The previotis question was
proposed on this motion, on the ground
that the Government were themselves
prepared to carry out the principle advo-
cated as fully as possible, but would con-
sider " the adoption of such an abstract
resolution to be inconvenient." The
House of Lords have on many occasions
taken such a course, not that they actually
make positive substantive motion for a
money vote, but wherever they feel that it
is in the public interest, they make such
a recommendation. I have shown three
precedents from the House of Lords, and
Todd's Parliamentary Practice states with
regard to these questions that they were
decided merely upon their merits, and
not upon any question of the constitution-
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ality of the House of Lords dealing with
such matters. If the Senate decide that
they will not recommend that the talent
of a promising young Canadian sculptor
should be encouraged, then let them take
the responsibility of it. (Cries of withdraw.)
Of course, if the seconder says that the
motion shall be withdrawn, I must let
it drop.

ATTIMPT ON THE LIFE OF HER
MAJESTY.

NOTICE OF MOTION.

Hom. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL read
the following press despatch from London:

" Queen Victoria was fired on at Wind-
sor Railway Station to-day. She escaped
unhurt."

He said-I give n'otice that I will on
to-norrow move an address to Her Ma-
jesty the Queen, on her escape. (Cheers).

READJUSTMENT OF REPRE-
SENTATION.

INQUIRY.

IHON. MR. BOTSFORD enquired.

" Whether it is the intention of the Govern.
ment to introduce a measure during this
Session to re-adjust the representation of the
Province of New Brunswick, so as to give the
County of Westmordand an additional Mem-
ber in the House of Commons."

He said-In making this inquiry I will
not detain the House long, but I will
refer to the recent census and. to the rep-
resentation of the Province of New
Brunswick as it is at present distributed,
and which has been allowed, for some
reason or other, to remain unchanged,
notwithstanding the injustice which has
been done to certain counties in that
Province. The census of last year gives
New Brunswick a population of 321,233.
I will now refer to the representation of
the several counties of that Province to
show that a readjustment of that repre-
sentation is demanded, not only in fair-
ness to the population in the several dis-
tricts, but also to carry out the principle
of the British North American Act which
certainly is based upon representation by

population, and when I read the statistics
which show the unequal representation of
the Province of New Brunswick I would
fain hope that the Government would take
measures in this direction in order to re-
move the great inequality which now exists.
The City and County of St. John have a
population of 52,966. I may state that
New Brunswick is now entitled to sixteen
representatives and that a population of
somewhere, in round numbers, about
20,000 would be entitled to a representa-
tive. The City and County of St. John
have three members giving a member for
each 17,500 of their people. The popu-
lation is some 8,ooo short of what it
should be to entitle them to such repre-
sentation. I refer to this because the
Government of the day gave the City and
County of St. John an additional repre-
sentative which the Province of New
Brunswick was entitled to under the Cen-
sus of 1871. But following up this com-
parison I will now direct attention to
some other counties. The population of
Westmoreland is 37,719. The population
of the County of Sunbury is 6,65 1 yet
each has but one representative. Now,
that certainly is not in accordance with
the spirit of our constitution, nor in fact
with the letter of the British North Amer-
ica Act. The next county to which I
refer is the County of Restigouche the
population of which is 7,058, yet it has a
representative. These two counties put
together contain a population of 13,709
and they have two members while West-
moreland with a population of 37,719 has
but one member. The County of Queens
has a population of 14,017 and has a re-
presentative, and the adjoining County on
the opposite side of the River St. John,
the County of Sunbury, to which I have
already referred, has a population of 6,651
giving two representatives for 20,632 in-
habitants while the County of Westmore-
land with a population of 37,719 has but
one member. I think these figures of
themselves show that there is a great ine-
quality and make out a case where the
Government should endeavour in some
way to rectify a manifest injustice to the
,County from which I come. I may say
that the population of the County of
Westmoreland during the last decade in-
creased at t.he rate of 29 per cent. while
the increase in the rest of the Province
was only a little over 12 per cent. and in

HON. MR, ALEXADER.
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this increasing County we have but onerepresentative. Another claim for addi-
tional representation is the amount of
duties collected in the four ports of entry
Of the County of Westmoreland. Some
Of the rural counties, to which I refer,have no ports and no duties are collected
in, them. Last year the amount of duties
fromn Customs alone collected at the four
Ports of the County of Westmoreland
was $137,400.

In addition to these claims I would
refer to the town of Moncton, which has
a Population of upwards of five thousand,
itself, and the remainder of the parish
some thousands more, making some 9,6oo
Of a population in the town and parish of
Moncton ; while two of the counties, hav-
iflg each one representative, contain in
one case some seven thousand odd, and
'f the -other some six thousand odd,-
shewing how very uneven and unjust therepresentation of the Province of New
Brunswick is. In addition to that there
are large manufactories in the town of
Maoncton. In the first place they have a
gas and water company,-and this is ofvery great importance to the Intercolonial
taiway nasmuch as it supplies water tothe trais,-they have a foundry, they
aveta sugar refinery in full operation,and they have a cotton factory in course

0f construction. These are all important
Works, which no doubt increase the rev-
enue of the Dominion, and are entitled
to colsideration when representation isgiven to the district In the next placethere is the parish of Sackville; it has two
f0undries, a steam tannery, and a cheesefactory; it haý a boot and shoe factory, asteamr furniture factory,-and a large
a'n0unt of shipping owned by the inhabi-
tnrts. It has a direct trade to the West1ndia Islands, and also to other foreign
COuntries ; and further, a large amount of
lter isshipped at that port. Dorches-

tris another port whose inhabitants owna very large amount of shipping; theypail ships, and the port is the shipping
Place for coal from the Spring Hill mine.
Another port is Shediac, a well-known
Place Of call for the Quebec and P. E.
d'land steamers; an entrepot for the pro-
dUCts of P. E. Island, and exports a very
large anount of lumber. These are
addltional claims, I think, why the County
OfWestmoreland should receive additional
representatin, I will not weary the

House by going further into details, but I
trust I have shewn that something ought
to be done to re-adjust the representation
of the Province of New Brunswick.

HON. MR. WARK-I have listened to
the statistics of the hon. gentleman oppo-
site, but he has not gone so fully into
them as the paper which has given us an
outline of the claims, which he thinks
entitles this County of Westmoreland to
additional representation. He has refer-
red to some of the smaller counties ; he
and I know a good deal about the repre-
sentation of New Brunswick, and the
course which has been pursued in regard
to it. We have never laid down the prin-
ciple there, of representation by popula-
tion. When a small county was taken
away from a larger one and a division
took place, we always treated the smaller
county with a great deal of consideration:
we have assisted in the erection of its
public buildings; we have given represen-
tation to its small population, and we have
given additional aid for its public works,
roads, bridges and the like ; but the prin-
ciple never has been broached there that
population was to be the guide. To some
extent it has, of course ;-when a county
increased faster, in population, than any
of the others, we would give it an addi-
tional member, but there never has been
any attempt made to disfranchise one
constituency in order to increase the
representation of another. The hon.
gentleman, I believe, was in Parliament at
the time when the County of Northum-
berland was divided into three, and sub-
sequently into four, but they left North-
umberland its original representation and
gave the new counties representation as
well. He and I were in Parliament when
the County of Westmoreland, which he
represents, was divided. It was originally
represented by four members, and West-
moreland, although then left but a small
county, and not a very populous one, re-
tained its four members, and the County
of Albert, which was set off from it, got
two.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-That is
admitting the principle of representation
by population.

HON. MR. WARK-The hon. member
would disfranchise the counties of Queens

Readjustme of Representatio.
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and Sunbury to a certain extent, in order
to increase the representation of West-
moreland. Is that a course which has
been pursued in any other part of the
Dominion? Has any constituency been
disfranchised? There have been readjust-
ments I believe in Ontario ; a section
has been taken off one constituency
and added to another, but no such thing
has ever been thought of as depriving
one constituency of a representative in
order to give that representative to another
county. The hon. member thinks the
population of Westmoreland is not sufli-
ciently represented: I think if any one else
would tell him so he would resent it.
From his ability and long experience, I
should .think it is well represented in this
House and in the House of Commons.
It is the only constituency in the eastern
part of the Province that has a titled
representative. He has represented West-
moreland for thirty years I believe, and
so much to the satisfaction of those who
elected him that he has retained their
confidence fo all that period. But if the
hon. member thinks that the population
is too great for its present representatives,
why not transfer a portion to another
county? Westmoreland is in the shape
of a horse shoe. It runs three-fourths of
the way around the County of Albert.
Why not detatch a portion and give it to
Albert, which has a population of only
12,349? Why not divide the represent-
ation ? If he thinks the people are not
sufficiently represented now, I am satisfied
that my hon. friend behind me here
(Mr. McClelan) will represent them most
satisfactorily.

HoN. MR. BOTSFORD-The hon.
gentleman has entirely misunderstood
what I have said. I have no objection at
all to the other counties being represented.
I say that under the circumstances re-
adjustment should take place and West-
moreland ought to have an increased
representation.

HON. MR. WARK-The hon. gentle-
man knows that the Côunty of Westmore-
land cannot get another member without
depriving some other county of a rep-
resentative. He knows that we had a very
narrow escape from losing a member by the
last census, that is by taking off twenty per
cent. we came within 7,000 of losing one

HoN. MR. WARK.

member. The reason I mention Queens
and Sunbury is because the hon. member
gives their population particularly. Now
if the County of Sunbury is over rep-
resented it may be connected with the
County of York, a county which contains
upwards of 30,000 inhabitants, and let
them send- two representatives, and let the
Counties of Albert and Westmoreland
send two representatives if it is thought
desirable; but I believe the people of
New Brunswick do not want any other
change. They were quite satisfied when
we came into Confederation that each of
the constituencies, large and small, should
have its representative just as the Prov-
ince then existed. At the last census
when we gained a member I think the
people were unanimously of the opinion
that the City and County of St. John
should have the additional representative.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-Westmore-
land made no claim!

HON. MR. WARK-Westmoreland is
never backward in making claims, but I
believe now that if we had lost a member,
the City and County of St. John, instead of
endeavoring to take representation from
one of these small counties, such as Res-
tigouche, Sunbury or Queens, would give
up the member which they got at the last
census. The hon. member speaks of the
shipping of the County of Westmoreland.
If shipping is to be represented, where
would the County of St. John be ? Where
would Yarmouth and Windsor in Nova
Scotia be? These ships are built and
leave the port in which they are construct-
ed and are never seen there again. They
are abroad earning money for their owners
and remitting exchange, but these large
ships never come back again. The hon.
gentleman speaks also of the factories.
Well, in Fredericton we have some, and
there are numerous factories in St. John.
We have just the same description of fac-
tories in Fredericton that they have in
the County of Westmoreland-shoe factor-
ies, foundries, and everything that he has
named except a sugar refinery. I hope
the refinery at Moncton will succeed; but
from the representations that have been
made, that one sugar refinery would be
enough for the whole of the Dominion,
I fear that it will not. However, that is
their own business, but I do not see that
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the existence of a refinery at Moncton
entitles the County of Westmoreland toanother representative. Then, the hon.
gentleman speaks of the amount of duties
Paid at the four ports in that County, but
that gives no idea of what the representa-
tiOn should be. What I look to is the
exPorts from the county to show what it
really produces to pay for the imports. & It
is true that they had a large amount of
duties collected last year, because a vast
quantity of sugar was imported into Mone-
ton. For what purpose was it imported?
To be distributed and consumed over the
Whole of the Dominion ; but it is no proof
that they are entitled to increased repre-
sentation. I will give the House now
Sorne statistics with respect to the exports.
Dorchester exported last year $39,000
worth Moncton $4o,645, Sackville
$58,040, Shediac $87,912 ; making less
than a quarter million dollars from that
large County of Westmoreland.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-How much
did Sunbury and Queens export?

HON. MR. WARK-I'can tell the hon.
gentleman that we have one man in York
County, very near the Sunbury line, whoexports more than four times as much as
the whole County of Westmoreland. He
exported $1,ooo,ooo worth last year. I will
noW give the exports from some ports fur-
ther north. Iýhave shown that the exports
frOmt, the four ports of Westmoreland last
Year were less than a quarter of million of
dollars. Dalhousie exported $2o6,ooo
Worth, Bathurst $270,000 worth-more
than the whole County of Westmore-
land-Chatham and Newcastle exported
$1,356,ooo that is in the County of

orthu0mberland. Restigouche exported
$240,ooo worth-more than the whole
County of Westmoreland. Yet there isno claim put forward by any of these coun-
ties for another representative. We al-
Ways look upon Northumberland, though,
't has not so large a population, as one of
the most important, after St. John, in the

o"tvince, because of its large exports.
ut there is one point to which I wish

tO refer, and I ask the Govemment to pay
Particular attention to it : the Province of
New Brunswick was originally settled,

.1St by the population moving up the
iver St. John and settling back from the

river, second by settlers upon the streams

flowing into the Gulf of St. Lawrence
and the Straits of Northumberland. These
settlements gradually spread inland ; but
they had hardly any intercourse with each
other any more than if they had lived in
different countries-in fact, not so much.
The settlers have never met yet in many
directions. You could go down from the
north to the south of New Brunswick for
hundreds of miles through the middle of
the Province without meeting a solitary
settler, or seeing a human habitation, or
hearing anything but the woodman's axe ;
so that the two sections of the population
of these two parts of the Province are to
a great extent isolated, one being along
the line of the Intercolonial until you
came to St. John, the other up the River
St. John. On the St. John we have six
counties. I do not refer to the County
of St. John because it lies at the mouth
of the river and fronts on the Bay of
Fundy. The six Counties are : Kings,
Queens, Sunbury, York, Carleton and
Victoria. These six Coùnties have i 15
733 inhabitants. Westmoreland, as I
observed before, was divided into two
counties-Albert and Westmoreland ;
Northumberland into four Counties-
Kent, Northumberland, Gloucester and
Restigouche : making six Counties on the
eastern side of the Province. Now, these
six Counties contain 126,440 inhabitants
-about io,ooo more than the other six.
But to what .are they indebted for that
difference ? The Dominion Government
built a railway from north to south of
these Counties through the five Counties
that border on the Gulf of St. Lawrence,
and there was a large expenditure among
the people of these counties. The hon.
member refers to the town of Moncton.
The Dominion Government are expending
money there to an enormous extent.
They have placed their great railway
works in that town and the hon. gentle-
man cannot tell how much the increase of
population in Moncton is dependent on
the number of employes of the Inter-
colonial Railroad, and the same may be
said of all the counties through which that
railway runs. What the hon. member
must aim at is this-that the six counties
on the river St. John should lose a mem-
ber and that the six counties on the Gulf
of St. Lawrence should gain one. What
feeling would that create among the peo-
ple residing on the river St. John? They
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have always considered themselves in
every respect equal to the population of
the Eastern counties, and believe that
they should have the same advantages.
Now the Eastern counties contain o,ooo
more people than the counties along the
river St. John, and he proposes in con-
sequence of this to take away one of the
members from the latter and give it to
the former. Proceeding upon the princi-
ple of representation by population, he
would give 126,ooo people in the Eastern
counties seven members, and 115,000
people in the river St. John counties five
members. Now I contend that the feel-
ing of the Province of New Brunswick
has not been tested on this question.
They have been smarting severely under
the legislation of this Parliament, and it is
not a time for the hon. gentleman to cast
a fire-brand among them. I hope there-
fore that the Government will see that if
they were to transfer a member from the
river St. John to the Eastern counties, it
would be resented by every member from
that section, and I am satisfied that not
one of the members from the Southern
counties would hold up, his hand for
depriving the river St. John district of a
representative.

HON. MR. BUREAU-I wish to say
a word or two with reference to the last
Census. I have no remark to make about
thedistribution of seats in the Province of
New Brunswick, but I take this opportu-
nity of submitting the result of the last
Census, showing how it affects the differ-
ent Provinces. The population of the
Province of Quebec, divided by the num-
ber of its representatives in the House of
Commons, forms the basis of representa-
tion for the Dominion. The population
of that Province divided by 65 gives 20,-

908; and on this basis Ontario will be
entitled under the new Census to 92
members with a fraction of only 692
remaining. Nova Scotia will be entitled
to 21 with a fraction of 1,504 remain-
ing. New Brunswick will be entitled to
15 with a fraction of 7,713 remaining;
but having 16 representatives already, the
Province does not lose any. Manitoba
would be entitled to only three with a
fraction of 3,230 remaining, but of course
will retain its present representation, a
number which it will no doubt largely
exceed before another census is taken, and

HON. MR. WARK.

the North-West united to it would almost
entitle it to three more representatives.
British Columbia is entitled to only two
with an excess of 7,643, but of course
will retain its present representation, six.
The Province of Prince Edward Island
would be entitled to only five, with an ex-
cess of 4,351, but will of course retain its
present representation, notwithstanding
the change which the last census shows.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-In
reply to the question which has been put
by my hon. friend opposite I beg to say
that it is the intention of the Government
to introduce a measure during this session
to readjust the representation of the sev-
eral Provinces of the Dominion, but as to
the precise effect of that bill upon this
particular County of course I am not able
to give any exact reply. The statistics
which my hon. friend from that County
(Mr. Botsford) has laid before the House
possess very considerable interest, and I
will take care that those of them that are
not already in the possession of the Govern-
ment shall be brought under the notice of
those members who are more particularly
charged with the readjustment measure
than I am, and I have no doubt they will
be very useful. I will also take care that
the remarks of my hon. friend on my left
(Mr. Wark) will receive due attention.
The bill will of course be introduced in
the other branch of Parliament, and when
introduced it will speak for itself: I am
afraid I cannot, in advance, give any in-
formation as to its exact scope or effect
upon any particular county.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (63)-" An Act to repeal the duty
on Promissory Notes, Drafts and Bills of
Exchange."-(Sir Alex. Campbell.)

STAMP TAX REPEAL BILL

SECOND. READING.

How. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-This
bill having been passed by the House of
Commons, and having for its object the
reduction of taxation I apprehend will
meet with no opposition in this House.
Lt has been considered very desirable that
it should go into force immediately so as
to avoid litigation and difficulties, and to
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Shew the public at large, at once, what thechange in the law is. I desire, if the
Ilouse will permit it, that the 41st rule

may be suspended, and the bill read the
second time now I desire also to ask
the IÎOuse subsequently to read it thethird tim o't'me now.

The bill was read the second time.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
ask the House to allow this matter to
stand for a few moments. The Minister
of Inland Revenue has not had an oppor-
tunity of seeing the Minister of Finance,and there is a difficulty which has just
Occurred to my hon. friend in this respect

that the bill as it now stands states thatbill stamps issued shall be received at
%heir face value, but in fact they have notbeen issued at their face value, since the
Government allows five per cent. to all who
take them. Whether it is worth while to
alter it I do not know.

'ION. MR. MILLER-Only to those
who sell them.

1ON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
Would suggest that it stand for the last
Order of the day.

HON. MR. DICKEY-When these
Stamnps are distributed to other people
they have to pay the full value ?

"ON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Yes.

"ON. MR. iICKEY-Why should
not a party, who paid the full face value,
receive the amount which the stamps costhim ?

"ON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-But
tPposing there are larger quantities in

hands of postmasters and others who
buy largely from the Government, they
WOuld be entitled as the bill now stands to
the face value of those stamps.

The third reading ot the bill was post-
POned.

SEAMEN'S ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (G) "An Act

er to amend the Seamen's Act 1873."'

He said :-This bill proposes to amend
the "Seamen's Act," which, as it origin-
ally stood, made it necessary that the pun-
ishment inflicted upon a man first arrested
on board ship should be five years ; that
has been found in some cases to be too
severe a punishment, and it is proposed
to alter it by this bill to a period of not
less than three years. The effect of that
would be that if a person offended against
the Act and was found on board ship,
armed, he would be sent to the peniten-
tiary for any period over thee years, but
not for an absolutely fixed period of five
years, as mentioned in the original bill.
The second and other clauses propose to
remedy some difficulties which have oc-
curred in the administration of the Act,
some doubt having been felt by the Judge
of Sessions in Quebec as to the possibility
of enforcing the Act in certain cases: it is
proposed to give him that power in the
second clause, and it is a provision which
was wanting in the original bill. The
third clause is in the same direction, and
the fourth is to correct a clerical error in
the copy of the French translation of the
bill as published in the Statutes.

The bill was read the second time.

CRIMINAL JUSTICE IN DISPUT-
ED TERRITORIES BILL.

IN COMMITrEE.

The House resumed in Committee of
the Whole consideration of Bill (F), "An

Act to further continue in force for a
limited time the Act 43 Vic., Cap. 36."

In the Committee.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that when the Committee rose yesterday it
was for the purpose of enabling him to
consider the amendment which had been
suggested by the hon. Senator from Hali-
fax (Mr. Power), which was to the effect
that the words "Province of Manitoba"
should be added twice in the original Act,
which is continued by this Bill. He (Sir
Alexander) asked the hon. gentlemen, and
afterwards the Committee, to allow the
matter to stand over until to-day, in order
that an opportunity could be had to look
at the Act and ascertain whether the sug-
gested amendment was expedient. Hay-
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ing done so, he thought it was desirable
that the amendment should be made.
The original Act provided for a state of
things existing at the time that the Act
was passed, when the disputed territory
between the two Provinces was either in
Keewatin or Ontario, and it enacted that
the offence in the indictment might be
laid either in one or the other of these
two places, Ontario or Keewatin. Now
the southern part of Keewatin had been
converted into the province of Manitoba,
and therefore an offence might be com-
mitted in what might turn out to be
Ontario, or what might turn out to be
Manitoba; or what might turn out to be,
if far enough north, Keewatin still. He
therefore thought that the suggestion
made by the hon. Senator from Halifax
was a good one, and was prepared to
adopt it. He moved that the amendment
which had been submitted yesterday be
inserted now.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
it had also been suggested to him by an
officer of the House that the title should
be altered. He therefore moved that it
should be amended to read, "Respecting
the administration of Criminal Justice in
the Territory in dispute between Ontario
and Manitoba."

HON. MR. POWER suggested that
the title should read, "Further to amend
and continue as amended."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL ac-
cepted the suggestion, and the amendment
was accordingly made.

HoN. MR. FERRIER, from the Com-
mittee, reported the Bill with the amend-
ments, which were concurred in.

STAMP ACT REPEAL BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the third reading of Bill (63), "An Act to
repeal the duty on Promissory Notes, and
Drafts and Bills of Exchange." He said :
I think that this Bill should be amended
in this sense that the stamps should be

redeemed at what they cost the holder.
My hon. friend mentioned a case just now
of a bank which bought recently a thou-
sand dollars worth of stamps. They
obtained them at five per cent. less than
their face value, and there is no reason
why they should be allowed to return them
at their face value. I therefore move that
the following words be inserted " be
received at their cost to the holder."

HON. MR. HOWLAN-The holders of
the thousand dollars worth of stamps
might distribute them among their friends.

HON. MR. AIKINS-It is not likely
that the banks would resort to anything of
the kind, and they are the large purchasers.

HON. MR. MILLER-What is to pre-
vent a party holding a large quantity of
stamps from handing them over to his
friends to-day or to-morrow ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
Nothing.

HON. MR. MILLER-Then why
change the Bill.?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-We
apprehend that a bank would not do any-
thing of that kind. Finding itself a hold-
er of a thousand dollars in stamps it would
not try to pass them among its customers
but would say :-" We gave you $95o, for
these stamps, and will take that amount
for them."

HON. MR. DICKEY-Should it not be
limited to the cost to the holder at the
passing of this Act ?

HON. MR. MILLER-What means
have you of proving that ?

HON. MR. DEVER-Put the proof on
them.

The Bill was amended by striking out
the words " face value " and inserting in-
stead : "At their cost to the holder thereof
at the time of the passing of this Act."

The Bill was then read the third time
wand passed.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.

otamp -Act Re6peai Bill.
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THE ROYAL ASSENT.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY THE GOV-

ERNOR GENERAL.

A message was received from His Ex-
?ellency the Governor General announc-
Ing that he would attend in the Senate
Chamber to-morrow afternoon to asssent
to the bills which had been passed during
the present session.

The Senate adjourned at 5.05 p. m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, March 3rd, r882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three p.nm.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS ASSENTED TO.

Ris Excellency the lkight Honorable
Sir JOHN DOUGLAS SUTHERLAND CAMP-
BELL (commonly called the Marquis of
Lorne) Knight of the Most Ancient and
MOst Noble Order of the Thistle, Knight
Grand Cross of the Most Distinguished
Order of St. Michael and St. George,
Governor General of Canada, and Vice
Admiral of the same, &c., &c., &c., being
seated on the Throne.

The Hon. the Speaker commanded
the Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod
to proceed to the House of Commons
and acquaint the House-" It is His Ex-
cellencys pleasure they attend him imme-
diately in this House."

Who being come with their Speaker,
The Clerk of the Crown in Chancery

read the titles of the Bills to be passed as
follows -

Bi (38), " An Act for the relief of the
nk of Prince Edward Island."
Bill (63), " An Act to repeal the Duty

n Promissory Notes, Drafts and Bills of
Pxchange."

To these Bills the Royal assent was
PrOnounced by the Clerk of the House in
the words following:-

" In Her Majesty's name, His Excel-
lency the Governor General doth assent to
these Bills."

His Excellency the Governor General
was pleased to retire, and the House of
Commons withdrew.

MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED
WIFE'S SISTER.

MOTION

L'HON. M. TRUDEL propose:-

" Qu'il soit présenté une humble adresse à
Son Excellence le Gouverneur-Général, pour
prier Son Excellence de vouloir bien faire
transmettre à cette Chambre copie de toute
commincation ou correspondence, et de toute
décision, jugement, ordre ou consultation ou
de tout autre document reçu de quelque auto-
rité religieuse du Canada, sur le sujet de tout
projet de loi relatif au mariage entre beaux-
frères et belles-soeurs."

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-I
have no objection to the Address, I take
it for granted that the hon. gentleman
does not want the petitions which have been
received sent down?

HON. MR. TRUDEL-No, only the
official documents.

The motion was agreed to.

THE ATTEMPT ON HER
JESTY'S LIFE.

MA-

MOTION.

HON. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
am sure it must have been with a sense of
great relief that members saw by the
papers this morning that the wicked
attempt which has been made on the life
of Her Majesty, did not proceed from
any one thinking that he had suffered any
pohtical wrong or grievance, or that he
was in any way oppressed by Rer Majesty
or by the laws of the land. That, I think,
is a great relief, because we do find that
in other countries where attempts of this
kind are made on the life of the sovereign
those who make them believe at all events
that they are suffering under some wrong
or grievance which happily for Her Ma-
jesty's subjects no one under her benign
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sway does suffer from in any part of her
dominions. I think that is a great relief,
and must have been so felt by all those
who read the dispatch this morning. It
would appear that the attempt was made

.by a person who, probably, was either
seeking notoriety or who might not be
perfectly sound in his mind, or actuated
by some motive which one cannot under-
stand ; but at all events it did not pro-
ceed from any of the motives to which
I have alluded, and that, I think, is a sat.
isfaction. No life, certainly, is more
precious to Her Majesty's subjects than
her own, and I think I may say that, not
only with reference to ourselves, but also
with reference to all English speaking
people throughout the world. (Cheers.)
It has always been a gratifying circum-
stance to me to notice the affection-for no
weaker term can express it-manifested
by our neighbors and friends to the south
of us for Her Majesty. There are, I be-
lieve, a great many millions of people,
American citizens, who feel nearly as
strongly-we cannot admit that they feel
quite as strongly as we do-but they feel
nearly the same affection for the Queen
that we do, and I am sure they will share
our indignation that no matter from what
cause or under what circumstances any
one should make an attempt on her val-
uable life. The address which I propose
for the adoption of the House will, I trust,
be seconded by my hon. friend opposite
(Mr. Scott). It has been so worded as
simply to express our sense of the attempt
which has been made, and that it gives us
an occasion to renew expressions of our
fealty and devotion to our Queen, the
value which we all place on her life, and
our delight and gratitude to the Almighty
that it has been spared to us. We trust
it may long be preserved. No nation
can more thoroughly appreciate than we
do the advantages of free and constitu-
tional Government ; no one can have
less cause to make any such attempts
than we have, and no country could
witness them with greater indignation than
Her Majesty's subjects do all through the
world. The Address which, I propose, is
in the hands of my hon. friend opposite,
and will be read in a few minutes by the
Clerk.

The Address was read by the Clerk, and
it is as follows:-

To the Queen's ?Most Excellent Majesty:

MosT GRaÂIous SovEREIGN,-We, Your
Majeety's dutiful and loyal subjects of the
Senate of Canàda, in Parliament assembled,
desire most earnestly, in our own niames and
on behalf of the people whom we represent,
to renew the expression of our unwavering
loyalty and devotion to Your Majesty's per-
son and Government. We were profoundly
shocked, may it please Your Majesty, by the
intelligence which was received by telegraph
yesterday, that an attempt had been made.on
Your Majesty 's most honored and valuable
Ife. We tke the earliest opportunity of
adding our congratulations to those which we
are persuaded will come from our fellow-
subjects in all parts of your Empire, at your
providential escape from so grave a peril.
We are doubly grateflul to the Author of all
Good for averting a dire calamity from Your
Majesty's .people, and thankful to Him that
Your Majesty's life may still be counted
among the precious possessions of your
devoted subjects.

We pray that the blessings of Your Ma-
jesty's reign may long be continued.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I have very great
pleasure in seconding the address, which
the leader of the Government has handed
to me, of congratulation to Her Majesty
upon her providential escape from the
assasin's bullet. I think, in no part of
Her Majesty's wide-spread dominions will
there be greater or more heartfelt satis-
faction and thankfulness to a kind Provi-
dence for having preserved Her Majesty's
life than in this Dominion.

In the last fifty years, owing to the facil-
ity with which human life can be taken,
from the multiplication of fire-arms and
the ease with which they can be obtained,
the lives of govereigns and sovernors of
empires have been much more frequently
sacrificed than in former years. I believe
this is the fifth attempt on the life of Her
Majesty, and I believe I am speaking cor-
rectly when I say that on no one occasion,
certainly not on the last occasion, was the
attempt in any way connected with either
a public grievance or a personal wrong.
It has been properly observed by the lead-
er of the Government that it is a very
great gratification to us that it has sprung
in no way from a confederate body, that
it emenated from no desire to change the
dynasty of the country, that it was not pre-
concerted, apparently at all events, by
conspirators, but seems to have arisen
solely and entirely from a morbid desire
on the part of this man Roderick McLean,
if possible, to acquire notoriety; or, as it

HON. SiR Arux. CAMPBEL.
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has been stated in some of the newspapers,
om sheer want, he made this attack upon
er Majesty in order that he might be

a!rested and taken care of. Certainly, in
View of the admiration we all have for
1ier Majesty, regarding her as the type of

he best sovereign in the world, who has
ept up to the spirit of the age, never in-

C1ng on pushing the prerogative of the
rown, but recognizing the rights of the
ople as they developed day by day in

thetprogress of government, bringing it tothat perfection which the constitution
iuder which we happily live has reached,tis fit and proper on an occasion of this
•ind that we should approach Her Ma-jesty with assurances of the loyalty of her
Canadian people, French, English, and of
ail nationalities. Her Majesty has thehapiness to preside over a vast Empire-east, West, north and south-and a great
variety of people. The shock and horror
that. Will be felt through hundreds of

hn»llOns of people will, I am sure, be uni-
Versal and we shall have going forth overthe wires and by the cable under the ocean,
trO I all directions of the globe heartfelt
thnks to Divine Providence that Her
Mjestys life has been saved to her people;
and the wish will be expressed that she may
lOng continue to bless the people over
WhomT she so happily reigns.

i:ON. MR. ALEXANDER-It is scarce-
'y nlecessary to add one word to what has
been already so ably stated by the leader
fthe House and the leader of the Oppo-stioL Long ere this, expressions of5YMpathy and congratulation will have

betn wired from every part of the globe
to our beloved Queen. We do not find in

e annais of human history a monarch
Who has been so beloved by her own sub-jects, and so revered and esteemed by the
whole world. Where any calamity or
suffering of an unusual character befalls
'y citizens of Her Majesty, she hasalaysbeenthe first tosympathise with them
thd to alleviate their distress. I am surethat in every church throughout this vasttrnpire, prayers of devout and earnestthanksgîving will be offered to tbe Great

kUlerOf the universe that Her Majesty
!ias escaped on this occasion without any
' onUry from the attempt that has beenMTade onj her life.

ti oN MR. PELLETIER-I believe
is a fitting occasion for the population

of Canada, English and French, to unite
in expressing their sympathy with Her
Majesty, the most esteemed and most be-
loved sovereign in the world, on the
shocking and atrocious attempt which has
been made on her life. As one of the
members representing the French popula-
tion in this House, I heartily unite in the
sentiments so well expressed by the Hon.
Minister of Justice and the hon. member
on my right (Mr. Scott). I heartily con-
cur in all that has been said. None of
the loyal subjects of Her Majesty feel
more grief than we do at the audacious
attack which has been made upon her,
and none feel more thankful than we do
to hear of her escape. We sincerely hope
that the general expressions of sympathy
which will be conveyed to our beloved
Queen will be a consolation to her under'
such distressing circumstances.

The motion was agreed to

HON., SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
moved that the said Address be engrossed,
and that the Speaker do sign the same on
behalf of this House.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-mov-
ed that a message be sent to the House of
Commons by one of the Masters in Chan-
cery to acquaint that House that the Sen-
ate has adopted the Address to Her Most
Gracious Majesty.

The motion was agreed to.

ADMINISTRATION OF CRIMINAL
JUSTICE IN DISPUTED TER-

RITORIES BILL.

THIRD READING.

H-ON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
Moved the third reading of Bill (F) "An
"act to further continue in force for a
"limited time the Act 43 Vic. Chap. 36."

The Bill was read the third time and
passed.

IMPROPER USE OF FIREARMS
BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
Moved that the House go into Committee
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on Bill (E), "An act to amend the Act 40
Vic. Chap. 30, intituled 'An Act to make
provisions against the improper use of
firearms.' "

HoN. MR. ALEXANDER-I do not
rise to oppose the House going into Com-
mittee of the Whole on this Bill. I hope
the observations I am going to make will
not be considered by the members of the
Government in this House as in any way
disrespectful to them but it does appear
to me, with regard to this Bill, that when
it goes to the other Chamber that House
will be surprised that a measure should be
introduced into Parliament the purpose of
which is simply, instead of destroying a
pistol that may be found on a criminal, to
hand it over to a municipality, and where
there is no municipality to hand it over to
the Lieutenant-Governor. What differ-
ence does it make whether a pistol is de-
stroyed in such a case or g-ven to the
Lieutenant-Governor or to a municipality.
I hope the leader of the House will not
consider that I am reflecting upon the
Hon. Minister of Justice. I have no de-
sire to do so but I am sure if a Bill were
introduced into the U. S. Senate for such
a purpose we should all laugh at it and I
am afraid that when this Bill goes down
to the other House they will say that the
Senate can have very little to do when
they devote their time to such a measure.

The House then went into Committee
ofPthe Whole.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL ex-
plained that the Bill was introduced in
consequence of representations from va-
rious municipalities on this subject.
There was no object in destroying wea-
pons found in the possession of criminals
and it was thought that they might be
utilized by the municipalities-to put in
the hands of police officers, for instance.

HON. MR. WARK from the Comnittee
reported the Bill without amendment.

Whole on Bill (D), "An Act respecting
River and Harbor Police."

In the Committee.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that the first clause of the Bill creating
this Harbor and River Police force, en-
ables the Governor-in-Council to appoint
one or more proper persons to be super-
intendents of the force. The proposal
was that the head of the force should
be appointed by the Governor-in-Council,
but the men shall be appointed by the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries. The
origin of the force was traceable back to
1837 or 1838, when Lower Canada was
under the control of the Governor-in-
Council, and when the laws were passed
by the name of ordinances-there being
no legislature at that time. The Gover-
nor of that time-Lord Durham, he
thought-by such an ordinance created
the police force in Quebec and Montreal,
for the purpose of maintaining order and
enforcing regularity amongst the shipping
and all duties of that description. The
force, as he mentioned when he asked the
House to read the bill the second time,
was then paid for by subscription; but
afterwards, when a legislature was estab-
lished, a tax was imposed under the laws
of Lower Canada, and a duty was levied
upon ships for the purpose of paying the
cost of the force. The first statute of the
Legislature affecting it was passed in 1851,
when the force was found in existence and
when they imposed a duty, without saying
anything more about the creation of the
force, or who should have the power of
appointment, or in fact indicating any-
thing more about it; they simply estab-
lished a small tax of three farthings per
ton, for the purpose of paying for the
force. As the shipping increased the ex-
pense of maintaining the force became
heavier, and the duty was raised from time
to time, and it was now, he thought, three
cents per ton.

It was then read the third time and HON. MR. RYAN-What is it intended
passed. to be in the future?

HARBOR AND RIVER
BILL

POLICE

IN COMMITrEL

The House went into Committee of the

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said it
would be just the same. The Act of 1868
respecting the Harbor Police provides
that the duty shall be three cents per ton.
The force is really at this present moment

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.
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nlot in a satisfactory position as to theauthority which the commissioner or

hchOf it has, and as to the authoritythe men composing it have, in the
ischarge of their duties; and representa-

tions have been made from time to time,-
'used by litigation in Quebec chiefly-as
tO the necessity of some measure giving
athority and defining accurately what the
Police shall be, who shall appoint them
and what their powers shall be, and giving
them the necessary authority to carry out
that duty. This bill was passed to meet
these difliculties and to give these powers.
The first clause merely enables the Gover-
nor-in-Council from time to time to
appoint one or more proper persons to be

superintendent or superintendents of the
fore, He moved the adoption of that
clause.

h NON. MR. POWER said it. seemed to
him there was some objection to the
wording of the first section. The old
Police force, so far as one could see, had
nO jurisdiction beyond the Saint Lawrence
river; it was supposed to be a charge
1pon the harbors of Quebec and Montreal,
and he thought that while the people and
representatives of the Province of Quebec
flight view it as they pleased, it was a
Matter of some concern to Senators fromthe other parts of Canada that this first
clause proposed to extend the jurisdiction
Of this force over the whole Dominion;and he thought that the Minister of Jus-
tice Ought to have shewn some reason why
So great a change in the law, as that pro-
POsed, should be introduced. He found
at the ninth line that the superintendents

ethe police force at Montreal and Que-
of are to have jurisdiction over the whole
o Canada or such various ports as may
b defined by the Governor-in-Council,
and as coming from the Province of
14ova Scotia he would object to these
Police having jurisdiction in that Province.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
e jurisdiction was not enlarged by the

euse in question, that it existed at pres-eht; but it was not intended to employ
themi beyond the St. Lawrence. .They
Were Cften employed, and had been for
Years past, in other ports of the St. Law-rence than those of Montreal and Quebec,and necessarily so. Supposing for instance
I ShiP was going down the river and she

was twenty or thirty miles from Quebec,
there might be some difficulty or trouble
on board among the sailors, some of whom
might attempt to escape, or some other
difficulty might arise anywhere down the
Gulf, and it would not do to confine the
jurisdiction of the police force simply to
those two harbors of Montreal and
Quebec. It had never been extended
beyond the St. Lawrence and there was
no suggestion that it should be. It was
not proposed to extend it to any ports of
the Dominion other than the St. Lawrence,
and certainly not to the harbor of Halifax
which the hon. gentleman (Mr. Power)
had in his mind ; but it was desired that
those words should be continued in the
bill so as to enable the Crown, in case of
trouble, to send the police force where-
ever it might be necessary. For example
there was a great deal of shipping arriving
at the port of Gaspe on the St. Lawrence,
and it might be necessary to send some of
the police force there': or sometimes they
might be employed upon duties not imme-
diately connected with shipping or navi-
gation-say some unex'pected emergency,
or some very considerable difficulty, for in-
stance a serious riot such as did occur in
the city of Quebec some time ago. Diffi-
culties arose and it became necessary to
employ not only this police force, but the
local police force, and also Her Majesty's
troops. These men would be constantly
paid all the year round, and he thought it
was not an unsafe thing to trust the Gov-
ernor-in-Council with such powers as this
first clause proposed, in order that he
might employ the police wherever the cir-
cumstances of thç moment call for their
services ; and certainly we should not
apprehend any danger from that in a
country constitutionally governed as Can-
ada is.

HON MR. DICKEY asked if the
wording of this clause did not run in the
same direction as the meaning of the Act?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
he believed so.

The clause was adopted.

On the second clause,

HON. ML POWER asked why the
mode of appointment had been altered ?
From all he could gather the appointments
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were made by the superintendents now,
and he thought it would increase the pat-
ronage of the Government, which was not
desirable.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that difficulties had arisen as to the ap-
pointment of these men in the past, there
being a doubt as to who had the authority.
It was considered better to give the ap-
pointing power to the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries who was responsible to
Parliament for the manner in which he
exercised it.

The clause was adopted.

On the fourth clause,

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-In
reply to the objection of the Senator from
Amherst (Mr. Dickey) that there could
not possibly be any other laws than crim-
inal laws to be enforced in this way, said.
that there was other legislation such as
the Seamen's Act, which was an Act of
this Parliament under which certain trans-
actions between a sailor and the master of
a vessel for the recovery of wages, and
respecting disobedience of orders, could
be enforced by the Police Magistrate. Of
course this was not giving them any ad-
ditional power if the general laws of
Canada did not of themselves provide and
make it necessary that they should act.
He did not think therefore, that the objec-
tion of the hon. Senator from Amherst
was well taken, or at all events it would be
wiser to let the words of that clause stand
rather than perchance cut out from the
superintendent some authority which he
ought to have for the enforcement of the
laws enacted by the Parliament of Canada
which were not criminal.

The clause wag agreed to.

On the fifth clause, the blank was filled
in by inserting the words " twenty dollars."

On the seventh clause,

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that under the existing law the fines form-
ed part of the fund for the payment of
the police. It was now proposed to pay
them into the consolidated revenue.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE.-Have
the fines been sufficient to pay the force?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Not
of late years.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE.-Dothey
nearly pay the force?

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL said
he did not know. There had been a
short-coming for eight or ten years. Dur-
ing that period the fines and the revenue
from shipping had not paid the charges of
the police, and the balance had been made
up out of the consolidated revenue.

The clause was adopted.

The blank in the 9 th clause was filled
up by inserting the words " fifty dollars."

The remaining clauses of the Bill were
adopted.

HON. ML MONTGOMERY, from
the Committee, reported the Bill with
amendments, which were concurred in.

THE LAW CLERK.

THE REPORT OF THE CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS
COMMITTTEE ADOPTED.

HON. MR. READ moved concurrence
in the second report of the select com-
mittee on Contingent Accounts.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
think there should be some addition made
to this report. I do not desire to oppose
its adoption, but the contrary ; but I think
there should be some addition made to
the duties which are enumerated in the
report, by way of avoiding any difficulties
in the future. I am quite prepared to be-
lieve that the gentleman whom the report
recommends will turn out to be zealous
and anxious to do his duty, and that what
has occurred in the'past will not occur
again ; but still I think it is better to guard
against it, and, therefore, I hope the House
will concur in a resolution to this effect,
either putting it in the report, or adopting
it as a separate resolution. It might be
put in the report if there is no objection
by any one.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER.

Law Clek.
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. H'ON. MR. MILLER-It would be veryirregular.

"ON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
Then it can be adopted separately. It is
as follows :--"In addition to the duties
enumTerated, the Law Clerk shall discharge
such other duties as may be imposed upon
'ITi by order of the Senate." I think i
that ought to be in. I do not suppose tany difficulty will arise with this gentle-
Man ; but with his predecessor a difficulty
did arise and he objected to doing any-
thing more than the duties assigned to
him by his original appointment without
additional remuneration.

"ON. MR. DICKEY-I think that sucha resolution as that is not only unneces-
sary, but is not a very creditable one for
the Senate to pass because they have the
POwer now. This officer is certainly
under their control as much as any officer
at the table or in the employ of the Senate,and if he were to refuse to do anything
Which he was ordered to do by the Senate,
he would soon, I hope, find his walking
ticket. He is under the control of the
Senate constantly, and the Senate would
lever ask him to do an unreasonable

thing. Then I think it is supererogatory
to say that he must do what he is ordered
to do by the Senate. We would preserve
Our Own dignity by not passing such a
resolution.

ION. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No
doubt he is under the control of the
Senate, and if he should disobey our
orders we could dismiss him; but it puts
himn in this position, if he chose to assume
such a position, that he can say " I was
apponted at such a time, and my duties
Were defined to be so and so. If the

oIluse Jesires me to do anything in
addition to the duties so defined, I appeal
to You that I ought to be paid for it."
It Would be put in that sort of way, and
I think it would be very difficult to resist

• I will give you an instance which has
?ccurred to my mind since I was attend-
lflg the committee. Of course it is un-
Pleasant to mention the names of those
Who are no more, and who are not present
to answer for themselves: one duty which
should have devolved on the Law Clerk,
Was furnishing corrected copies of the
Acts to the Queen's Printer. It is a duty

vhich certainly should have been dis-
charged by the Law Clerk, but our late
Law Clerk refused to do that. He said
he was appointed for such and such a
purpose, and not to do that work, and
ie said " I hope if I have to do that, I
Aill be remunerated for it." It is to guard
against the possibility of such an objection
n the future, that I propose this resolu-
tion.

HON. MR. ALLAN-In this very report
the Committee say "He shall in addition
to all the duties performed by the late Law
Clerk do all drafting and amending of bills
of a public nature for membeis of the
Senate." If it is proper to mention one
thing of that kind I do not see what ob-
jection there can be to this resolution.

HON. MR. DICKEY-That clause
was put there in consequence of some
difficulty with reference to his predecessor
who had made some objections to that sort
of work, and it was thought better, as the
new Law Clerk might falt back upon the
example of his predecessor, to point that
out distinctly. There was no doubt about
it, simply because he was appointed to do
all the duty the Senate required of him,
and I was certainly always under the im-
pression that it was the duty of the Law
Clerk to correct the bills; I was quite sur-
prised to hear that there was any objection.
Perhaps the difficulty may have arisen from
the indulgence and forbearance exercised
towards an old and meritorious public
servant, but at present we are not under
any difficulty of the kind because this is a
new man and he must follow the direc-
tions of the Sepate. So far as I am
concerned I shall certainly not protect or
attempt to defend him for an instant if he
disobeys an order of the Senate. But I
may mention another point which occurs
to me; if this rule is necessary in regard
to the Law Clerk, what about the other
officers of the Senate ? I think we should
reserve our powers and exercise them
whenever it may be necessary.

HON. MR. SCOTT-This subject was
discussed before the Committee, when it
was decided that the duties of the Law
Clerk should begin four weeks before the
opening of the Session, and terminate
four weeks after 'its close. I remember
myself making the observation that one
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of the duties he ought to be called upon
to perform was to correct the statutes, to
see that the marginal notes were put in,
and to attend to the printing. Whether
that can be done within four weeks after
Parliament has risen, I cannot say, but
that is one of the duties which should be
attached to the office, and I regard it as a
limitation of time ; he, certainly, is not an
officer of the Senate except during the
time specified.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I think the
resolution of the leader of the House will
meet with the approval of this body ; it
seems to be nothing more than we all
admit, and I think it is well that it should
be drafted into the report of the Com-
mittee and adopted by the House.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
think it would be safer, at all events, to
add the resolution, and we might adopt
the report ; I will then move the resolu-
tion.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-It seems to
me the simpler way would be to add that
with the consent of the House. There
can be no objection to the suggestion
made. It seems to me, it is what we
would all expect of an officer of the
Senate, and the reason why I should be
inclined to support the resolution is simply
this; that we have defined his duties in
the report, and I think it ought to be
qualified by the suggestion made by the
Minister of Justice. I see no objection
to it ; I think-of course, by consent of
the House-that those words should be
added to the report.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I think it is
better to adopt the report and I would not
oppose the resolution if the Hon. Minis-
ter of Justice thinks fit to move it.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL then
moved his resolution.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I would like to
ask the leader of the Government a ques-
tion. Can we impose any duties upon
him anterior to the four weeks before Par-
liament meets, or after four weeks subse-
quent to the closing of the session ?

HON. MR. SCOTI.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No,
I should think not.

HON. ML SCOTT-Then it is only
during that time that he is our officer ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Yes.

The resolution was adopted.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (M), "To amend the Acts relating
to the Great Western Railway." (Mr.
Vidal.)

The Senate adjourned at 5.05 p. m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, March 6th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE ATTEMPT ON HER MAJES-
TY'S LIFE.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE OF COMMONS.

A message was received from the House
of Commons informing the Senate that it
had passed an address to His Excellency
the Governor-General praying that he
would be pleased to transmit the joint
address of both Houses to Her Majesty
expressive of their congratulations on her
providential escape from the recent at-
tempt made on her life, with the utmost
despatch in the first place by cable mes-
sage, and in such other manner as to His
Excellency would seem fit in order that
the same would be laid at the foot of the
Throne, requesting the Senate to unite
with the House of Commons in the said
address.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELI-
Moved that the Senate agree with the
House of Commons, and that the blank
be filled up by inserting the words "and
Senate."

The motion was agreed to.
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11M. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
d 1 that the Speaker do sign the said

address on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to,

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
Oved that one of the Masters in Chan-cery go down to the House of Commons

tO acquaint that House that the Senate
ls agreed to the address.

The motion was agreed to.

11ARBOR AND RIVER
BILL.

POLICE

THIRD READING.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
Moved the third reading of Bill (D) "Anet respecting Harbor and River Police."
he said that he had inquired into the
POint raised by the hon. Senator fromHalifax (Mr. Power) as to the use of the
words "Receiver General" in this Bill.
On examining the Act which did awayWith the department of Receiver General,
le found it simply did away with it as
a.separate department by adding it to the

inance department, but reserved the title
and duties of the office..

The Bill was read the third time and
Passed.

COUNTY COURT JUDGES BILL.

IN COMMITTEL

The House went into Committee of the
Whoe on Bill (B), " An Act respecting
Couhty Court Judges."

In the Committee,
tON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said

that the second clause contained the con-
sht 0l s under which a County Court judged hold office. These conditions
were, during good behaviour and his resi-
dnice within the county or union ofcOunties for which the court was estab-
"iShed. A good deal of complaint hadsen as to the non-residence of judges
Within thé limits of the counties wherethey were required to discharge theirdutiecse

1Thte clause was adopted.

On the third clause.

HoN. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL said
that this clause mentioned the causes
which might lead to the removal. of a
judge-inability from old age or ill-health
or any other causes, or incapacity or mis-
behaviour. There should be a pause after
the words "other causes," which related
to inability.

HON. ML SCOTT asked if it would
not simplify matters to strike out the
words as they now stood and leave simply
the words " any cause."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that there were judges of the county courts
now who were unable to discharge their
duties, not from ill-health or old age, but
from dissipation.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I am quite aware
of that.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-If
they are unable to discharge their duties
from any cause they can be removed.

HON. MR. POWER said that the lan-
guage of the clause was somewhat am-
biguous, and suggested that after the
word "or," in the fourteenth line the
word "for" should be inserted, which
would make it clear that the incapacity or
misbehaviour would not be connected
with ill-health or old age.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
he had no objection to making that
amendment.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN was sorry that
the Government did not see fit to raise
the salaries of the County Court judges of
Prince Edward Island. He found the
complaint was made not alone in that
Province but also in Ontario. He had
had a conversation with a judge in Ontario
a short time ago whose salary was $2,400,
which was a very small amount. He
knew that judges in Prince Edward
Island had complained to the Minister of
Justice during the last two or three years
with regard to their salaries, which were
smaller than in ofher Provinces.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
the salaries of the judges of Prince Ed-
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ward Island were raised during the last
session.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-A small
amouIft.

HON. MR. MILLER- Are they not
the same all over the Dominion?

HON. MR. HOWLAN-No.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that there were three or four judges who
got more than the others.

HON. MR. MILLER said that judges
in such places as Halifax, St. John and
Toronto got immediately on their ap-
pointment £6oo, and the other judges
after three years got the same.

HON. MR. HOWLAN said that one of
the judges in Prince Edward Island, the
Judge for Queen's County had quite as
much work to do as any of the judges
who had been named, and there was no
good reason why if he did the same
amount of work he should not have the
same salary.

The clause was adopted.

On the 2nd proviso of the clause,
HON. MR. MILLER asked if the

Government had not the power to remove
those officers before ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that there was some difficulty, especially
in Ontario, as he had explained at the
second reading of the Bill.

HON. MR. POWER thought the section
was imperfect without an additional pro-
viso. It seemed to him that it was neces-
sary not only to afford the judges the pro-
tection mentioned in the two first provi-
sions in order to give them that feeling of
independence which a judge should pos-
sess, but it was also essential that he
should not be removed unless his inca-
pacity was proved on investigation.
There was no proviso in the Bill that this
should be done, and it seemed to him it
would be better to add to this section a
proviso something like this ;-"That such
inability, incapacity or misbehavior shall
be established after an enquiry conducted
under the terms of this Act." *

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL thought
that was not necessary. The first clause
stated that he should hold office during
good behaviour, and that he was not to be
removed unless by order of the Governor-
in-Council for certain causes, and it pro-
ceeded to state under what evidence the
Governor-in-Council should act.

HON. MR. POWER said that this con-
clusion might be drawn from the Bill by
inference, but it would be better to have
it set out.

On the 4th clause,
HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said

that exception had been taken at the se-
cond reading of the Bill to the words,
" And such other person or persons as the
Governor-in-Council may think proper,"
which gave the Governor-in-Council power
to issue a commission to one or more
judges of certain courts named, and also
to "other person or persons." The
ob ection of the hon. Senator ftom Am-
herst was to these last words. He believed
with that hon. gentleman that it would be
safer to omit these words, and therefore
moved that they be struck out.

The amendment was agreed to and the
clause as amended was adopted.

On the fifth clause,

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL ex-
plained that the Act would apply to judges
now holding office aswell as to judges who
might hereafter be appointed.

HON. MR. SCOTT-It is retroactive.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
Merely as to the mode of dealing with it.

The clause was adopted.

.On the seventh clause,
HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said

that this clause explained more fully than
he had himself when speaking of the third
section why the words " inability, old age,
or any other cause," were preserved.
This clause gave the Governor General in
Council power to grant a pension to a
judge who should be removed for inability
or incapacity, provided the inability or
incapacity arose from old age or ill-health,

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL,
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If Under such circumstances a judgehould
bermenoved it was proposed to enable the
th.ver ment to give him a pension, and

is clause met a class of cases of which
there were several instances. A judge is
unable to discharge the duties of his office
from old age, as every one but himself
thinks, but he refuses to retire. If he is

melOved for incapacity or resigns throughOld age, then he is granted a pension.

HON. MR. POWER suggested that
Words should be added to meet the case
Of a judge who might be injured, for in-
stance by a railway accident, and thus in-capacitated from discharging the duties of
hi8 Office.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said in
that case the judge would resign and beentiltled to a pension. This was to pro-
vide for cases in which judges were forcedout.

The clause was adopted.

The tenth and eleventh clauses of theBill were expunged.

HON. MR. VIDAL, from the committee,
reported that they had made some pro-
gress with the Bill and asked leave to sitagain.

SEAMEN'S ACT 1873 AMENDMENT
BlLL

THIRD READING.

The House went into Committee of the
Whole on Bill (G), "An Act further to
alnend the Seamen's Act, 1873."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that this Bill was for the purpose of giving

magistrate a larger discretion than he
now. As the law now stands if a

0f goes on board a ship armed, for any
the purposes mentioned, the punish-
Int Iust be five years in the peniten-

That was sometimes more punish-
nent than the circumstances rendered
USt and this Bill was drawn for the pur-

Pose f giving the magistrate greater dis-
iretion. Unluckily it was so printed that
!t did not carry dut the object intended,

c11 eonsequence of the omission of the
Words " than two or." The words should

ave been printed "he shall for every such

offence be subject to imprisonment in the
Penitentiary for any period not less than
two or more than five vears.

The amendment was agreed to.

On the 2nd clause,

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
the second clause had been rendered ne-
cessary in consequence of a decision, or
several decisions which had taken place in
the city of Quebec in which it had been
held by two judges of the Superior Court
at different times that the Act did not
give power to the magistrate to punish an
offender; that it only gave power to levy
pecuniary penalties, and the judge pointed
out that in the English Act the words
" and to punish offenders" were found in
addition to the words which were in the
present Act of Canada which simply
covers penalties. The judge of the Ses-
sions had pointed out that it was abso-
lutely necessary to alter the law in this
sense.

The clause was adopted.

On the third clause,
HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL said

that the necessity for an amendment to
this clause, had arisen from the fact that
in Quebec the judge of the Sessions of
of the Peace was also Police Magistrate
and Stipendiary magistrate, so that when
the judge of the Sessions was absent all
the authorities mentioned in the Bill to
determine in a summary way offences
punishable under the Act were absent ;
except the judge of the County Court,
and there was none there. It was thought,
therefore, that this amendment was neces-
sary. He suggested an amendment to
the effect that in the Province of Quebec
a judge of the Superior Court shall have
the like authority and jurisdiction as that
conferred by the terms of the Act of 1873,
and by this Act upon the judge of the
Sessions of the Peace.

The amendment was agreed to.

HON. MR. DICKEY called the atten-
tion of the hon. the Minister of Justice to
the clause which imposed penalties, and
asked him to consider seriously whether
these penalties were not so much in excess
of the offences that they were likely to
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have a contrary effect to that intended.
He thought that a person entering a vessel
without the authority or concurrence of
the master and being unarmed should not
be liable to such punishment as imprison-
ment for not less than six months. He
considered it entirely too harsh, and
inadequate to the offence itself. The next
penalty was that of a rarty going on board
armed, but without any intention of using
the weapon which might be upon his per-
son, and which would not te dangerous
until used ; in that case he should not be
liable to be put in penitentiary for three
years. He considered it a great mistake
to make the punishments so excessive that
it would be very difficult to convict. He
mentioned it that it might be considered
before the third reading.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
he had taken the advice of persons con-
nected with the trade before bringing the
Bill to tlie House. Of course, if a person
went on board of a ship innocently and
and without any bad motive it would seem
to be very harsh; but the Act was not
intended for such cases and would not be
applied to them. But if one took the
case of a ship arriving at Montreal, there
were often a great many people there,
stevedores and longshoremen,·and these
men, two or more, would go on board the
ship, and do no other harm than prevent
the seamen from working ; they might
perhaps stop the discharge of the cargo,
and he thought such an offence should be
punished very severely, even if they go on
board unarmed. That, ho*ever, was a
question for the Committee, whether the
punishment was great or not. He was
not himself an advocate of very severe
punishment ; but those hon. gentlemen
who lived in seaport towns, he fancied,
knew the difficulties which sometimes
occuired with reference to ships when
discharging their cargoes and the inter-
ference which took place from longshore-
men and others who might be on strike.
The whole business of the harbor of
Montreal, or at any rate very much of it,
had been arrested for twenty or thirty
days during hast summer and the summer
before, in a manner that was most injurious
to the commerce of the country, and if
such powers as these sho.uld not exist it
would be very difficult to prevent those
longshoremen from going on board. He

HoN. MR. DICKEY.

thouglit the Committee might very safely
trust that no magistrate would enforce
this Act against a person who was inno-
cently on board, as the Bill was not in-
tended to affect such cases.

HON. MR. DICKEY said the hon.
gentleman had referred to the experience
of Montreal and Quebec. If this Act
were to be confined in its operations to
those ports he would be inclined to allow
the gentlemen who were interested there
to deal with the Bill ; but it was a gene-
ral act. His hon. friend had also said that
when a vessel was discharging, stevedores
and others might go on board and inter-
fere with the sailors doing their work.
That was one class of cases in regard to
which the Bill was more extensive in its
operations, because it extended to a per-
son going on board any ship previous to
her actual arrival in the dock or getting
to her place of discharge. For instance,
a vessel coming up the river might be
boarded by a person who would not have
the consent of the master, and would go
on board innocently, yet, under the terms
of this Bill, he was brought under heavy
penalities-very severe penalities,--and
might be taken to jail at once. He did
not think that this was desirable, and felt
that the clause should be amended in
some way, so that persons who go on
board a ship unarmed and without any evil
motive should not, because they have not
the permission of the master, be subjected
to heavy penalities, or brought before a jus-
tice of the peace and committed to prison
for a long term. It did not seem to him
desirable to put these impediments in the
way of navigation, and it was not in the
interests of the ports, it appeared to him,
that penalties so excessive as really to de-
feat the objectif the Bill should be im-
posed.

HON. MR. MILLER suggested that it
might be amended in this way: to read
" without the permission and against the
wish."

SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL thought that
was already in the Bill.

Hon. MR. HOWLAN said that this
Act was merely carrying out the rule which
had prevailed with regard to entering a
man's house. One has no right to enter
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a mlan 's door without his permission, and
if he does so he must take the conse-
quences : in the same way a man who
bards a vessel when sailing up- a river,
Wthout the consent of the master, should

e the consequences. The difficulty to
me'et was very easily understood by anyone conversant with the matter. At cer-

tain seasons of the year a great many
seanen are required and incoming ves-
Sels are boarded by people,who are known
a <'crirnps," with a view of enticing the
sailors to desert or of ascertaining how
rnuch they are getting a month, and
acting as pilots or guides to lead those
sailOrs to other vessels; and stringent
rules were necessary to prevent this. Inthe first place no master or mate of a
shiP iould bring a man before a magistrate
unless he had been guilty of some im-
Proper act on board his ship, and in thenext rlace without such a law as this a
84ip might be crowded from end to end
with Persons who had no right there. Avesel discharging her cargo had all the
hatches off and was quite open ; it washerefore necessary to have some such law

this n force. The old act had been
Passed specially to meet these particular
cases, and he did not know that anything
Wrong had resulted from it.

IoN. MR. FERRIER said that any-One who could remember the circum-
stances connected with the business of
Montreal for the past three years, would

ree that the provisions of the law should
made much more stringent than at

Present. They should particularly pro-bide for such cases as persons going on
board a ship in a way that would enablethem to commùnicate with those on boardend to stop entirely the discharging ofthe cargo by the sailors of the ship. .Heoughtit reallynecessarythat there should
esone legislation more stringent than

any that now existed, and which would'
protect the commerce of the country ;
esPecially that of the ports of Montreal
and Quebec.

la 1
1 0N. MR. MILLER had no doubt the

was required for Montreal and Que-
b'ute the position seemed to be, that

two the law was necessary for those
Ports, a general law should be passed

aPPlicable to the whole Dominion, and
eecting ports whose trade does not call

for such a law. He would have no.objec-
tion to the measure, and would not con-
sider it at all too stringent if it were con-
fined to the ports of Montreal and Quebec,
and perhaps it might extend east to St.
John and Halifax, but not generally to
ports in the Maritime Provinces. It was
a very common thing there, when a vessel
was coming into port, for friends to go on
board, and for other parties to board her
as she is coming into her place for dis-
charging; under this law it would be
optional with the officers of the ship to
have every one of these people, who went
on board thus innocently, brought up and
subjected to severe punishment. He did
not think a law should be placed upon the
statute books that would leave such a
power for abuse in the hands of any man,
and therefore he was of opinion that the
phraseology of the Act should be changed,
or that it should be limited to those ports
where it is considered indispensable to
have such a law. If the clause were
slightly altered as suggested, and made to
read "without the permission and against
" the wish of the officer in charge," he did
not think it would be so objectionable as
at present.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
there was no objection to those words.

HoN. MR. TRUDEL thought a change
might be made in this sense-that the law
should be enforced against a party who,
having been ordered to retire, would re-
main on board against the will of the
officer. It would not be easy to clear a
person against whom a master of a vessel
might go and make a declaration setting
forth that the man came on board his ves-
sel against his wish ; and unless it were
enacted that he should expressly order the
man to withdraw and only proceed against
him in the event of his refusal to obey,
room would be left for arbitrary conduct
on the part of an officer of a ship. He
thought that a very severe law should be
enacted to meet the requirements of such
cases as had been alluded to, yet he felt it
would be easy to frame the clause so that.
it would not allow of the exercise of any
arbitrary power. The Hon. Minister of
Justice had said a few moments before
that he thought no magistrate or judge
would enforce the law without very clear
proof of the bad intention of the offender
having been adduced, but some magis-.
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trates. and justices of the peace are far HON. MR. KAULBACH asked if the
from learned in the lak, and have no Hon. Minister of justice meant to say
great experience in its application, and that this power was conferred upon ordi-
might be inclined to take the letter of the nary juxices of the peace
law and say, " The law says that any per-
" son found on board a ship against the HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL said
" wishes of the master shall be imprisoned;" the powers given would be found in the
and so it could happen that a master last clause of the bil, and they were al
would swear that the person was on board special magistrates.
against his wish,-though no order had
been given him to withdraw-and the HON. MR KAULBACH asked if it
magistrate might punish an innocent party. would fot then be the case that any ordi-
He thought it would be easy and desirable nary magistrates, such as they had in Nova
to mention that there should be an obliga- Scotia, would not have these powers?
tion on the mastei of a vessel to order the
intruder to withdraw, and it would be a
very simple way to meet the difficulty.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
there was no difficulty about making the
bill a little more particular in the direc-
tion to which objection was taken, but he
asked the House to bear in mind that the
bill was not merely to provide against per-
sons going on board, but going and being
on board-which means that they con-
tinue there without permission; and he
reminded the hon. gentleman from Rich-
mond (Mr. Miller) that if a person re-
mained on board without the permission
or consent of the master it was almost
equivalent to being there against his will.
He was, however, quite willing to make
the clause clearer and suggested that in
the twelfth line instead of the words, "shall
go and be on board " there should be
inserted the words, " shall go and
remain on board." Also that there
should be inserted in the fifteenth and
sixteenth lines, as suggested by the hon.
member from Richmond (Mr. Miller) the
words, "against the will and." It would
then read, "against the will and without
" the permission of such master." He
further considered it would be well to use
the same words instead of those at present
used in the twenty-first line, and thought
when that was done there could be no
danger of the bill being mis-applied. He
stated that the same law was in force in
England, at London, Liverpool and other
seaports, and had existed in New Bruns-
wick and Nova Scotia for several years
past, yet no evil had followed and he
felt the House might rest secure in the
belief that no evil results would spring
from the measure. He had no objection
to amending the bill in the way proposed.

HON. MR. TRUDEL

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL replied
they would not as it was desired that the
provisions of the bill should be carried out
by persons specially qualified to deal
with it.

HON. MR. KAULBACH said in view of
this explanation, the bill was not so objec-
tionable as it otherwise would have been.

HoN. MR. POWER thought that the
alteration suggested by the Minister of
Justice might to a certain extent defeat
the object of the Bill, because one of its
objects was to prevent these men loading
a vessel when they were ordered not to do
so. The alteration that the hon. gentle-
man proposed would not make that an
offence at all unless they continued on
board. The mere fact of a man going on
board when the master ordered him off
should be a penal offence.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Very
well I will make the alteration.

HoN. MR. POWER said it seemed to
him that the views of the hon. Senator
from De Salaberry might be met by amend-
ing the sixteenth line by adding the fol-
lowing " without the permission and con-
trary to the orders of."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-It is
the same thing.

HON. ML POWER said it was neces-
sary to meet the difficulties suggested by
the hon. Senator from De Salaberry.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
the master would have to establish before
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a:,agistrate that he had told the man to THE ATTEMPT ON HER MAJES
e TY'S LIFE.

HoN. MR. HAYTHORNE called
attention to the fact that these offences
COuld Only be tried before certain judges.
l Prmelce Edward Island a police magis-
trate could be found in Charlottetown, and
also judges of the county courts, but as a
general rule in the rural districts of the
Iland only justices of the peace could be
fOUnd, and in cases of necessity a long
!ourney would be required before any ofthe authorities mentioned in this Act could
try the offence.

HioN. MR. FERRIER-Have there
any strikes among the ship laborersthere ?

11ON. MR. HAYTHORNE-No.

'oN. MR. MILLER did not thinkthe act would ever have to be enforced in
Such places.

hiON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL thought
te sugestion made by the hon. Senator

mOX Richmond was to the same effect,atnd would have the same result as the
SUggestion made by the hon. Senator from

alifax ; but he had no objection to either
Of theIn After the words " without the
Peflission," in the sixteenth line, he would
Zsert "against the orders."

The amendment was agreed to, and the
clause as amended was adopted.

HoN. ML BUREAU from the com-
Inittee reported the Bill with amendments
which were concurred in, and the third
reading was ordered for Wednesday next.

The Senate adjourned at 4.40 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, March 7th, 1882.

The SPEAKER
Three pm.

took the Chair at

Prayers and routine proceedings.

MESSAGE FROM HIs ExCELLENCY.

HoN. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-The
Address which the House voted a few
days ago to Her Majesty congratulating
her on her escape from assassination was
transmitted by telegraph on the night of
the day it was passed by this House.
Since then a message has been received
in return from the Colonial Secretary
which His Excellency has desired me to
read. It is as follows :-

" London, 6th March, 1882.

Message third instant laid before
Queen. Her Majesty much gratified by
congratulations of Legislature and people
of Canada over her escape and by assur-
ances of loyalty and devotion.

(Signed,) KIMBERLEY.'

FUGITIVE OFFENDERS IN CAN-
ADA BILL

IN COMMITrEL

The House went into committee of the
whole on Bill (C), "An Act respecting
fugitive offenders in Canada from other
parts of Her Majesty's Dominions."

In the Committee.
HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-As I

mentioned on the second reading of the
Bill, it is introduced with the view of pre-
serving the right of Canada to legislate for
itself with reference to fugitive ofienders so
far as regards its own borders. The Im-
perial Parliament passed an Act for the
rendition of fugitive offenders from one
colony of the empire to another, and they
could pass it with greater advantage than
could be done by any colonial legislature,
because they have the right to deal with
all the colonies and with prisoners on the
high seas. Although we yielded to that
view of the matter it was thought desirable
to preserve our own autonomy, and to
legislate within our own borders. It is
proposed to do so by this Bill whichreally
applies to Canada and to fugitive offenders
within the limits of the Dominion the pro-
visions of the Imperial Act. I think I
can give the committee an idea of the
whole measure by reading. the English
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Act. The second clause of the Bill
before the Committee corresponds with
the second clause of the English Act.
The language in the English Act is gen-
eral and applies to all the colonies of the
Empire, while the language of this Bill
applies specially and only to the Dominion
of Canada.

The first and second clauses were
adopted.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
same difference runs throughout the two
Bills. The third clause describes the
proceedings to be taken in Canada on a
warrant issued elsewhere. The duty is
imposed upon the Governor General or a
judge of the Superior Court in Canada.

HON. MR. POWER-Before that clause
is put, I wish to ask the Minister of Justice
why he has apparently adopted a different
view of the law from that entertained by
his predecessor. I find in the first page
of the correspondence which has been laid
on the table in connection with this Bill
that the Hon. James Maçdonald, at that
time Minister of Justice, thought that the
Governor General was not the officer who
should act in Canada, but that the et-
pression "Governor" should mean the
Lieutenant Governor of the Province. I
just wish to know why the Minister of
Justice has adopted a different view on
that question.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I have read the
correspondence on this important subject,
-and I should like some explanation of the
reason why we have this legislation run-
ning paripassu with the English Act. My
hon. friend in explaining the second clause
pointed out the discrepancy between this
measure and the English Act, and I
should like to see how this legislation is to
be enforced if thëre be already existing an
Imperial Act applicable to every part of
Her Majesty's dominions. I do not
wish to go into the subject at present ; it
is not a proper subject to discuss in com-
mittee at all events ; but there ought to be
some explanation why we should pass this
clause, and why indeed we should pass
the Bill at all if we recognise the existence
of the English Act, and in that point of
view the predecessor of the Minister of

Justice, and his predecessor the Hon. Mr.
Blake, both took a sound constitutional
ground in claiming that the right to legis-
late on this subject rested with Canada.

HON. SIR. ALEX.CAMPBELL-With
reference to the remarks of the hon.
Senator from Halifax, I have not the cor-
respondence before me at present. In
the meantime I will refer to what has fal-
len from the hon. Senator from Amherst.
The reason the Bill is introduced is this ;
we were anxious to secure for Canada the
right to legislate for the Dominion on this
subject in this Parliament. In one of the
papers to which my hon. friend has refer-
red-that which was sent by the Hon.
Mr. Blake-the position is taken that
Canada could of its own authority deal
completely and advantageously with this
subject and I think that also was asserted
by my immediate predecessor, Mr. Mac-
donald, but I do not think that this is
true because the rendition of fugitives
must involve some proceedings beyond
the borders of Canada, as for instance if
the fugitive was demanded from Canada
on behalf of Newfoundland or Australia
some steps must be taken with reference
to that fugitive outside of Canada altogeth-
erandin order that that may be deait with
completely, thoroughly and advantageous-
ly, it was, I thought and the present Gov-
ernment think, desirable to yield'to the
wish of the Imperial Government and al-
low the legislation which was about to
take place in England to apply to all
the Colonies, but, with the reservation on
our part that we would supplement it so
far as regards Canada and dealing with
criminals within our own borders, by le-
gislation of our own-not legislation such
as the hon. Senator from Amherst sup-
poses contradictory or in antagonism to
that which has taken place in the Imperial
Parliament but in furtherance of and in
consonance. with that legislation and mere-
ly repeating it for our own part for the
purpose of preserving our autonomy and
right to deal with the subject. That was
our view. I do not know that I could
express the idea in words that are more
likely to readily catch the apprehen-
sion of hon. members of the House than
by reading the memorandum which I pre-
pared for Council and which is to be
found on the last page of this return. It
is as follows:-

HON. SiR ALEx. CAMPBELL.
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h aenUommittee of the Privy Council have
under consideration the despatch of H1er

tY's 1 rincipali Secretary of State for the
"e8e to Ris Excellency the Governor-

eni ral, dated the Ilth of December last, en-
B ,lg a copy of the "Fugitive Offenders

perial Proposed to be introduced in the Im-
e Parliament, and a copy of a printed

p Orandum by Mr. Jenkyns, (one of the
re ·tamnentary ounsel,) on -the answers
tieved from the various Colonial Govern-
Zflts respecting the Bill, with a report of the

30thiter Of Justice on the subject dated the
of Decenber last.

The Committee are of opinion that theaeneral subject of deportation of criminals,d of their being rendered to justice from
fateYer part of the Empire they may have
fou',and in whatever part of it they may be

', i one which, in the interest of the
o.odgvernment of all parts of Her Majesty'sas fa iOne, it is expedient should be placed

aras Possible on one uniform system.

c(ALS Was pointed out by Mr. Blake very
.early in his paper which is to be found

is in this return.)

The power of each colony to deal with such
i1nsbject is manifestly limited, and, although
th .rProvincial provisions did exist before
or hConfederation, amongst Her Majesty's

sarl American Provinces. they were neces-
narly restricted in their character, and did
pri purport to extend to the conveyance of
9asoners over the high seas, or to or from

er parts of the Empire.
The (jommittee of the Privy Council con-thar therefore, with the Minister of Justice

I the object in view can best be attained by
Ur . e slation, and they humby advise

eart ofX3elency that the objections on the
ord,, Canada te that course, referred to inUrIn berly's despatch, be not adhered te.

t Ythe-bye this recalls to my memory
that the report of the Minister of Jus-tice referred to in this minute was
not report of my predecessor, and
that ny own. The recommendation
drt We should depart from the ground
&'t taken and adhered to altogether by
dr- Blake and for a time by Mr. Mac-
he 1d and that we should acquiesce in
on theelation on the part of the- Empire

subject at large came from Mr.
tat - ad, and this report concurs in

p 'ewi but suggests that for the pur-We Of preserving our own autonomy,n Should legislate in the same directionthad for the same object, but to confine
at feislation to what is to be done with

ve criminal within our own Do-

" The Committee of the Privy Council are
nevertheless of opinion that full juriediction
in all matters relating to the " peace, order
and good government " of the country was
unconditionally conceded ·to Canada by the
terme of " The British North America Act,
1867," and that it is not expedient that any
portion of the autonomy thereby ranted to
the Dominion .should be surrenfered ; and
they are persuaded that neither Her Majesty's
Government nor the Imperial Parliament
desire in any way to withdraw or interfere
with the fui Iexercise of any of the powers or
rights granted by the Act of the Canadian
Constitution above referred to. With the
view, however, of avoiding any apparent
acquiescence, on the part of Canada, in an
implied surrender of the complete and un-
doubted riglt of the Parliaient of the Do-
minion to legislate on all subjects affecting
its internal Government, whic h might other-
wise arise from the withdrawal of the objec-
tions referred to ; the Committee humbly
advise that a Bill be introduced by Your
Excellency's advisers at the next session of
the Canadian Parlianient, recognizing and re-
enacting, so far as regards Canada, all those
provisions of the proposed Imperial Act,
which, in pursuance of its ecope and temor,
will need to be enforced or availed of within
the Dominion or any of its Provinces.

The Committee concur in the recommen-
dations of the Minister of Justice in the re-
ference to the definition of the word " Gov-
ernor," and the words " Su perior Court,"
when used in the Bill, and in th e suggestions
made by him as to the most convenient
meaning to be given to these words as regards
Can aa.

That explains the whole object of the
Bill-in the first place, when it was
thought the Imperial Government would
be asked to legislate on the subject at
large, of the deportation of criminals from
one part of the Empire to another, des-
patches were sent to the various Colonies,
and amongst others to Canada, and then
the first paper which is in this return was
prepared by the then Minister of Justice
rather objecting to that course, and say-
ing that Canada had always legislated on
such subjects on her own authority; that
she had a constitution which enabled her
to do so, and that the various Colonies
had in the course of their history dealt
with them, and claiming that the Domin-
ion nowdeals with them. That was ad-
hered to by Mr. Macdonald at first, but
on argument and considering the opin-
ions advanced by Mr. Jenkyns referred to
here and supported by the Imperial Gov-
ernment, and the argument of conve
nience that as criminals were to be de-
ported from one Colony to another all

. 1 vùe ¾enders [ AncÉ 7, 1882.]
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over the Empire, and as no one Colony
had jurisdiction outside of its own bor-
ders, it was thought better that legislation
should be had in the Parliament of the
Empire. It appears to me that that argu-
ment is sound, and should recommend
itself favorably to hon. members. Fur-
ther than that, this present bill proposes
that we should for the purpose of assert-
ing our own rights and our own authority
within the limits of the Dominion,
deal with this matter and legislate
with the same scope and object and in
the same direction as the Imperial Act.
My hon. friend from Halifax asked why I
departed' from the view held by my pre-
decessor. I think I have already explained
that in the course of my remarks in reply
to the hon. Senator from Amherst.

HON. MR. POWER-If the hon. gen-
tleman will állow me, I will just read the
particular portion of the late Minister's
memorandum to which I referred. The
first is this:-

"It is not, I think, necessary to discuse the
legal questions which may arise as to the
power of the Canadian Parliament to pans. a
law with reference to the deportation of an
offender from Canada, over the high seas, to
another part of Ber Majesty's dominions, be-
cause in view of the practical difficulties sug-
gested by the memorandum by Mr. Jenkyns,
I think that the objections to legislation on
the subject by the Imperial Parliament should
not be adhered to, especially as no legislation
on the subject has yet been passed by the
Parliament of Canada, and the proposed bill
is merely to take the place of an Imperial Act
already in existence on the subject, viz:-6
and 7 Vic., ch. 34.

I recommend, therefore, that Her Majesty's
Secretary of State for the Colonies be so in-
formed.

This report of the late Minister of Jus-
tice was prepared at a time when his view
on the subject was the same as I under-
stand the view of the Minister of Justice
is to-day; but the late Minister went on
to say:-

"There are a few ol the provisions of the bill
which, I think, require notice, because they
do not appear to me to be applicable to the
state of ffairs in Canada, or to accord with
the division of executive authority between
the Dominion and the Provinces. I refer to
those provisions relating to the acts to be per-
formed by the Governor contained in sections
3,4, 6, 6, 7, 8, 34 and 36.

By section 40 of the proposed bill, it is de-
clared that the expression " Governor" means
any person administering the government of

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL

a British possession. A British possession
is declared to mean any part of Her Mjesty's
dominions, and that al territories and laces
within Ber Majesty's dominions which are
under one legislature, shall be deemed to be
one British possession and one part of Ber
Majesty's dominions."

Now, this is where the argumentative
portion of Mr. Macdonald's report comes

"Under the British North America Act the
administration of justice in the Provinces, and
the constitution, maintenance and organizr
tion of Provincial Courts, both of civil and
criminal jurisdiction, are placed within the
legislative authority of Provincial legislation,
and it has always been considered that the
executive authority over those matters is
vested in the Provincial Executive.

The scope of the proposed bill appears to
me to relate to the administration of justice,
and, I think, it would be more convenient
were the powers proposed to be conferred
upon the Governor of Canada by the bill, con-
ferred upon Lieutenant Governors of the
Provinces instead. The only change which
would appear to be necessary in this respect,
would be to add to that part of section 40,
which defines the meaning of the word "Gov-
ernor," the following words, viz:-"With
" respect to Canada the expression 'Governor'

means the Lieutenant Governor of the
province, territory or district in or on the

" way to which the fugitive is or is suspected
"to be, or in which he has been admitted to
" bail."

I would merely add to this that it seems
to me it would be much more convenient,
as a matter of practice, that these warrants
should be signed by the Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor of a Province than by the Governor-
General, who is at a point remote from all
the places to which fugitives from across
the seas would come. It seems to me
that it would be practically much more
convenient that the duties should be per-
formed by the Lieutenant-Governor of the
Province where the fugitive is found.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
object of the Bill, my hon. friend must
keep in mind, is the rendition of fugitives
from one Colony to another and the only
officer of the Dominion who could hold
intercourse withthe Government of another
Colony would be the Governor-General.
The reason why power should not be
given to Lieutenant-Governors to give up
fugitives is that it would be inconvenient
because they can only deal with their own
particular Provinces. However I will in-
quire further about the matter.

[SENATE.] m Canada.
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SON. M. POWER-A judge of the
Superior Court can endorse the warrant
and he has nothing to do with other
Colonie

iol. SI ALEX. CAMPBELL-But
the correspondence wouldall come through

Governor-General afterwards. How-
ever I will not ask the the House to
adopt the clause until it is thoroughly
Understood

. liON. MR. DICKEY-This legislation
only adopted, I believe, on the report

Of the Privy Council of the 2 1st of April
1881 and that report says.

TIhe Conmittee concur in therecommenda-
O" Of the Minister of Justice in the refe-

rnce to the definition of the word "'Governor,"ýnd the words "Superior Court," when useda the Bill, and in the suggestions made by
na to the most convenient meaning to be

given to these words as regards Canada."

'The suggestion is that the word "Gov-ernor" shall include the Lieutenant-Gover-
for of a Province.

ThoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
here may be some confusion on the

Point. I shall refer to it again, and ask
that the Committee consider the question
and ascertain that point; in the meantime

1nove the adoption of the third clause.

HON. MR POWER-I would respect-
fUY ake this suggestion, that instead of

vernor-General," we insert in the dif-ferent sections of the Bill, where the word
"Governor-General"' occurs, the word

Governor," and in the last section of the
Bil give the definition of the word "Gov-
ernor" to mean " Lieutenant-Governor."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
ould ask the Committee not to do that,
.cause it may turn out that the Bill as

Pnted is all right. If any confusion has
se 1 can ask the Committee to con-
aider the question and alter that.

The clause was adopted.

On the r 7th clause,

atoN. MRL POWER-I rise to call theattention of the Minister of Justice to the
eighth section, which refers to the appli-cation of this Act. It is as follows:-

,1889.] in CJana&a. 75

"This Act shall apply to the following
offences, namely, to treason and piracy, and
to every offence, whether called felony, mis-
demeanor, crime, or by any other name,
which is for the time being punishable in the
part of Her Majesty's dominions in which it
was committed, either on indictment or in-
formation, by imprisonment with bard labour
for a term of twelve months or more, or by
any greater punishiment; and for the purposes
of this section, rigorous imprisonnent, and
any confinement in a prison combined with
labour, by whatever name it is called, shall
be deemed to be imprisonment with hard
labour."

It occurs to me that it might be much
more convenient for the Governor-General,
an.d particularly for the judges in the Su-
perior Courts in the different Provinces
who might not have libraries at hand
showing what crimes are so punishable
in the different colonies, to have a
a list of the crimes included in a
schedule or in this section ; because it
would be very difficult, I think, for the
Superior Court judges, for instance in the
Province of British Columbia, or in the
Province of Nova Scotia, to tell what
crimes are punishable in that particular
way in Australia, or some other remote
colony of the Empire. It seems to me
that as a matter of convenience it would
be better to have the crimes, or most of
them, enumerated in the Bill. •

HON. MR. DICKEY-I have an addi-
tional objection to that section because it
provides for the extradition of prisoners
for offences which are not crimes in
Canada. It says that this Act shall apply
to an offence, notwithstanding that by the
law of Canada it is not an offence. It is
very difficult to forecast what may occur
under that clause. There may be trifling
offences, or at all events offences which we
do not consent to make criminal in this
country; and yet we are forced by the
operation of this Act, if it is considered a
crime in the country from which the
criminal escapes, to render him back
again. I do not see why it is necessary
to tie our hands up in that way by con-
senting to take the definition of the
offence from the country from which the
criminal comes, instead of taking the
offence under our own law. I can hardly
conceive a caze in which injustice could
be done if we should adopt the rule that
criminals may be extradited for offences
which are offences in our own country,
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but can see that a great deal of inconve-
nience, and perhaps something still
stronger, might occur from the fact of our
being called upon to render a fugitive who
is not a criminal under our own law, but
only a criminal by an act in force in the
country from which he escapes.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-My
hon. friend will bear in mind that it is all
within the Empire, and that the language
of the Imperial Act, which this Act copies,
applies to every colony of the Empire, and
it would be very unsafe for us to depart
from that, and establish some rule of our
own. We should be placing ourselves*
then at.a point of difference between our-
selves and some other colony, or all the
other colonies of the Empire and
the United Kingdom itself. We are
not to suppose in the first place
that any injustice would be done
in the Empire-that any hardship would
result from giving up a criminal from
Australia, for instance, whether his offence
would be a crime or not. It may often
happen by a change of the law that some-
thing which is a very serious offence in one
colony is not an offence in another colony.
We find that by changes in our own
criminal law what is an offence now was
not an offence two or three years ago, and
changes may occur in the other direction.
Suppose a man commits some offence in
Australia, whether it is an offence here or
not if it be a crime against the law of
Australia why should that man not be given
up. We have no object in keeping him
here. His being here is no advantage to
us and no source of pleasure, and should
we not, therefore, give him up, and all the
more so since he is not going beyond the
protection of Her Majesty's law? Whether
the offence is one here or not does not
make any difference: there is no danger
of giving up one of Her Majesty's subjects,
because he is not going out of the Empire.
Take for instance the state of Canada
as it existed before confederation. I have
no doubt there were many offences then
which were offences in one part of the
Dominion and not in another. Take for
instance the case of a man committing an
offence in New Brunswick: it would be
certainly no advantage but rather a disad-
vantage to every body if the person who
committed that offence fled to Quebec or
Ontario because it happened that in

HON. MR. Dicoz.

those provinces that particular crime
was not prohibited by the law. It would
be of no advantage that that mail
should be kept there and not sent back to
New Brunswick to be tried ; on the con-
trary he ought to be sent back to the
Province in which the offence was com-
mitted. If the argument of my hon.
friend opposite (Mr. Dickey) suggested
any hardship' at all it would be this,-that
the man might be sent back to some
place where he would be tried for some
absurd thing, or where his liberty would
be affected in some way to be regretted,
and to which we ought not to subject
him ; but I do not think any difficulty of
that kind would arise in any other Colony
of Her Majesty. My hon. friend from
Halifax (Mr. Power) will allow me to
point out :that it would be dangerous, in
view of the simple argument that I have
used, to attempt to define the offences
more closely than the Imperial Act does ;
and that Act defines them in the same
words which we have used in this bill.
As the whole scope of the act is not to
render any additional assistance to the
Imperial legislation because it would be
full and ample enough without this act,
but simply for the purpose of asserting
our own right within our own borders, the
only safe plan is to follow the language of
the Imperial Act, and to make that a
crime which the Imperial Act recognizes
as such. If we went to amend them and
attempted to define the crimes within
limits which were more circumscribed
than those of the original act we should
be running contrary to that act, and fall-
ing into the error which my hon. friend
from Amherst (Mr. Dickey) suggested, of
legislating in a direction antagonistic to
the Imperial Act. We do not want to do
that, but simply to exercise our own au-
thority and means so far as regards deal-
ing with offences within our own borders ;
and I think it is far safer, as I hope my
hon. friend from Halifax (Mr. Power) will
see, not to make anything a crime which
is not a crime in that act, or to go into
details which are not in that act inasmuch
as some other difficulties would spring
out of our attempt to define more closely
than they have done, the crimes to which
the Act applies.

HON. MR. BUREAU-I. think the
Imperial Act decides the question as be-

(SENATE.] in Canada.
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n the Imperial Parliament and the
Coonies. There is no doubt that certain
Acts Of the Colonial legislatures were con-
fi'ctng With the Imperial statutes and todefine and explain the position between
the Inperial Parliament and the Colonies
there was passed not long ago a special
stute ; I think it is contained in a book
on constitutional matters which was pub-
hhed in i88o. I think the leader of
the House is perfectly correct and if wewere to legislate for any of the Coloniesthat legislation might be directly against
the Imperal statute and it would be put
aside. I think we have no other course
to follow under present circumstances-so
long as there exists an Imperial bill affect-
'ig or relating to the subject-than tosubnit to that law. We have had some
difficuty of that kind in the past in
the province of Quebec and a judge
suspended there because he gave his
OPinion against the laws that had been
adopted here. He was a chief justiceand he was suspended because heiade it known that he thought the Im-
Perial Act was correct and that the legis-
lation in Quebec conflicted with that au-
thority and was not good ; that is to saythat he maintained the correctness of the

lPerial Act as against the local statute.
The result was that the judge in questionas suspended, and he complained to
digland of the injustice which had beentone him just because he had interpreted
the law according to the Constitutional
rights conferred by the Imperial statute.

MON MR. DICKEY-That must havebeen in the good old times before Confed-eration ?

lN. MR. BUREAU-Yes; it was be-
ore Confederation but we occupy theame Position now. a The judge was sub-

uleIently appointed a chief justice just as
ad of indemnity ; but what I wish to
sand nmy authority is the Imperial
tis that those conflicting interests have

St decided by virtue of the Imperial
iatute, and .after the Bill is read I shall
te that authority. I have mentioned

desand ly but I do not complain if we
thi and no rights contrary to it ; for I

pre in this country, in view of our
present Position, should be quite inde-
pndent in those matters as well as in
onunercial inatters and what I wish to

state is not my personal opinion but the
Statute by which we must be governed.

HON. MR. POWER-I am sorry to
trespass so much upon the time of the
Committee but this is a matter of some
consequence. The Bill is an important
orie, and I suppose that the more it is
discussed the better it will be understood.
I regret to say I am not convinced by the
last argument used by the Hon. Minister
of Justice. As I understand the position
taken by him it is this-that this is a
matter entirely within the jurisdiction of
the Imperial legislature; and although we
are, as he says, passing a Bill of our own,
in order to shew that we claim to have
jurisdiction, still we are bound to follow
the exact lines of the ImperialAct. Now the
hon. gentleman's predecessor, in the report
to the Privy Council from which I read a
short time ago,and the hon. gentleman him-
self in the memorandum which forms part
of the correspondence that has been laid on
our table, proposed to modify the Im-
perial Act with reference to defining the
word " Governor " and some other mat-
ters, and the words "Superior Court."
It seems to me that while we are bound,
perhaps, to follow the general outlines of
the Imperial Act we are not therefore
obliged to make our Bill a servile copy of
the Imperial Act, but we should introduce
such improvements into the Bill as will
make it more easily worked within the
Dominion. In making the suggestion I
do not propose to alter the 8th clause at
all, but merely to change the wording of it
so as to make its meaning clearer to the
officers who would have to carry it out.
My proposition would simply amount to
this-that in addition to treason and pir-
acy the Minister of Justice should name
a large number of other offences which, ac-
cording to the laws in force in the Dom-
inion, are punishable as provided in that
section. I would make the bill very
nearly define all the crimes to which it
would be applicable and, inadditionto that,
the hon. Minister might retain the words
that are at present in the bill "to every
other offence etc." It is merely with
reference to the practical working of the
bill that I think the insertion of say some
twenty or thirty crimes which are punish-
able in Canada in the manner described
in the bill, would make the measure much
more satisfactory. I do not urge the

PuJgi/«Oe gnders
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thing very strongly but it seems to me
desirable.

HON. ML MACFARLANE-I should
judge that it would make it more imprac-
ticable if the legislatures had the power of
defining what were offences; it would
appear on looking at it as if certain legis-
latures might designate as a crime what
really was not a criminal offence with us.
It is quite possible that such would be the
case and I find that the ninth section of
the Act entirely provides for it. Take
the case of a judge before whom a party is
brought supposed to have committed a
crime and extradition is applied for ; if
the judge were of opinion that the offence
wasof a trivial character, or of such a kind
as not to demand extradition he could
still take it into consideration and could
either release the party altogether or re-
lease him on bail as the necessities of
the case required. I can see where this
could possibly happen and that what
would be a criminal offence in the Cape
of Good Hope and some other Colonies,
might not be an offence with ns at all, and
crimes, so far as we know them in Canada
and as defined in our Criminal law, would
in some cases find no parallel there. My
impression is that the clause is sufficiently
guarded and while giving all necessary
protection to Colonies outside in the sur-
render of fugitives, it will still give every
protection in this Dominion that we could
or ought to afford.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I will
only add this to the remarks of my hon.
friend who has just sat down:-how
difficult it would be for us to say now, in
the absence of information, for what offence
we would decline to give up a criminal, we will
say from Australia. How canwe tell? We
should have to know exactly what the
offence is with which he is charged and
we should have to know the laws of Aus-
tralia and many other circumstances btfore
we could say whether we would or would
not give up the man. The object which
the hon. gentleman has in view I take it is
this-it must be with reference to any
possible compromising of the liberty of the
subject, any possible rendering up of a
person to be tried for some offence which
would be in itself very trivial, such an
offence as should not interfere with a
man's liberty, and in that way sacrifice

HON. My. PowER.

his liberty as a subject. As I said a
moment ago as the person would come
only from one part of Her Majesty's do-
minions to another, there can be no diffi-
culty in that respect. Therefore I think the
object we wQuld have in view in specifying
the offence would be to takè care that a
man would only be given up when he
committed a serious offence and such as
we should recognize as such. Here that
object does not exist because this legis-
lation applies only to cases of persons
committing offences within the Empire
and who on being given up will remain
under the operation of Her Majesty's laws.

On the seventeenth clause,

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-With
reference to the part to be taken by the
Governor-General in this matter and
whether it should be taken by him or by
the Lieutenant-Governor, I will enquire
into that and if there are any errors made
I will take care that they are corrected at
the third reading; and whether there is an
error or not I will take care to refer to it.

HON. MR. ARCHIBALD from the
committee reported the Bill without
amendments.

The report was adopted and the bill
was ordered for third reading on Friday
next.

GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY COM-
PANY'S BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. VIDAL moved the second
reading of Bill (M) " An Act to amend the
Acts relating to the Great Western Rail-
way Company." He said : There is
nothing new in this Bill. It is rather of a
domestic character, affecting the internal
management of the affairs of the Great
Western Railway Company. It asks for
no increase in their power, no addition to
their loan capital or anything of that kind
but simply that they may be permitted to
change the nature of their securities and
to issue their debentures at a lower rate
than prescribed by law-six per cent.
The sections all bear on the proper man-
agement of this affair, and they are suffici-
ently guarded by the requirement that

(8 E NAT E.] Railway Company.
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the8e debentures shall only be issuedsancany change made, upon being
hCtioned by a majority vote of the stock- Otta
a thrs, the taking of which is prescribed

ýe statutes already regulating these Th
airs. In the seventh section there is Three oalother subject introduced, asking for analiendment to their Act, 43 Vic., cap 49, Praye

atorizig the establishment of superan-
o1ain, provident and insurance funds, by

!1king Out of the fifth section the words
thithn twelve months after the passing of
h'3 Act." That act was passed in i88o,and I am not informed whether its terms
were strictly complied with within the ifax
andve months. I think they were not, hurch

. in order to prevent any difficulty
9flsing, although the superannuation fund ment be
s established, it is better that these words tik it

struck out. The Bill will, of course, that I d4hreferred to the Committee on RailwaysWhere its provisions will be closely and Sot
11Y enquired into. last year

ION. MR. DICKEY-The hon. gentle- have see
'nil l be prepared, I hope, to call the countiesattention of the committee to those par- to the c
ticular sections in the Acts of 1866 and to prom

8.75 Which are applicable to those which ages har
is proposed to alter or affect. It is one commur

of the inconveniences of legislating forýhese railway companies that sometimes STEAM
neongruities creep in, and the hon. gen-
eman will see the necessity of turning his

attention to those acts so that he may be1 a position to enlighten the members of
the committee by showing in what respect vaemit
the clauses of this Bill differ from the Au Ad
Present acts. "nAacts. The C

ON. MR. VIDAL said he had care- Assoiat
sbyrad them, and that he proposed to the said

ait them to the Committee. spection

h'ON SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I reported
hope the Railway Committee will see that HON.
the interests of outside parties are not reading.
P"e udiced in any way. I did not under-
Sfldfrom the remarks of the hon. mem- The

refron Sarnia that they are, but glanc- bil read
bng at the second section I see that the
beTnWig powers of the company are to NOV
le nlarged. It is very desirable that not lation should be allowed that will in-terfère With the existing rights of any per-
p ho may have loaned to the com-

The Bill was read the second time. IThat
THe a4

Thl Stateadjurnd a 4.o p m. inTh o

sugar Ref"nries.
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SPEAKER took the Chair at
clock.

rs and routine proceedings.

THE SCOTT ACT.

PETITION.

DR. ALMON presented a peti-
m the official members of the
North Circuit of the Methodist
of Canada, praying that no amend-
passed to the Scott Act except to

more effective. He said,-I
is only justice to myself to say
o not at all agree with this peti-
at my opinions with regard to the
t are as strong to-day as they were
, nay more intensified, because I
n the working of it in some of the
of Nova Scotia, and have come

onclusion that it is not calculated
ote temperance, while it encour-
d and unchristian feelings in the
ity.

USERS' ASSOCIATION BILL

THIRD READING.

MR. BELLEROSE, from the
tee on Standing Orders and Pri-
is, to whom was referrèd Bill (13)
t to amend the Act incorporating
anadian Steam Users' Insurance
ion,' and to change the name of
company to 'The Boiler and In-
Insurance Company of Canada,"'
the bill without amendment.

MR. VIDAL moved the third

motion was agreed to, and the
the third time and passed.

A SCOTIA SUGAR REFIN-
ERIES.

MOTION.

MR. POWER moved:-
an humble Address be presented to
llency the Governor-General, pray-
His Excellency will cause to be laid
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before this House, copies of all Orders in
Council, Reports and Memorials, and ai]
Correspondence between the Government and
any Departments and Officers thereof, and the
Directors of the Nova Scotia Sugar Refinery
(Limited), or any members or officers of the
said Company, respecting the vranting of a
drawback to the said Company u on Sugars
or other merchandize intended for exporta-
tion."

He said-I think, before formally mov-
ing the resolution, it is desirable to
make a few explanations, so that the
Government will understand as well as I
éan state it, what the object of the motion
is. From the statistics submitted last
year it appeared that the whole amount of
sugar consumed in the Dominion was
about 117,000,000 pounds, and that the
two refineries which were in operation in
Montreal at that time (that is about
twelve months ago) handled 87,000,000
or 88,ooo,ooo pounds-that is that the
two refineries in Montreal were able,
without any inconvenience, to manufac-
ture three-fourths of the sugar required
for consumption in the Dominion. Since
that time, two or three other refineries
have been established, one in Moncton-
a large one which has been success-
fully conducted-and another one in
Halifax, which was erected at great cost
and is a most perfect refinery as far as
plant, machinery and buildings are con-
cerned, and another smaller one, also in
Halifax. So that instead of the two sugar
refineries which we had last year there are
five in operation. Now, it is quite clear,
hon. gentlemen, that these five refineries
are able to manufacture a great deal more
sugar than is necessary for consumption
in this country. The fact is, I believe
that the two refineries in Montreal, with
the smallest of the three in the Lower
Provinces, would manufacture all the
sugar required for consumption in the
Dominion; and the consequence of that
fact is that these refineries instead of find-
ing a sale at home for all the sugar that
they manufacture at their own prices,
or nearly so, will go into competition with
one another. One of the consequences
will be that the prices of sugar may be
very slightly reduced, although I do not
know that they will be to any gredt
extent ; but the most serious consequence
will be that those refineries will not be
able to work to their whole capacity, and
some of the refineries 'which are at a dis-

HON. MR. PowE.

advantage as compared with others will
probably be obligedtoclose. I seethat this
matter has been brought up at a meeting
of the Halifax Chamber of Commerce,
where it was stated that the freight on re-
fined sugar going from Halifax and Monc-
ton to the Upper Provinces is higher than
the freight on raw sugar from the sane
points to Montreal. The result will be
that one of the refineries of the Lower
Provinces will have to close unless steps
be taken to find a market elsewhere. The
only hope, I think, that remains for the
refineries in Halifax particularly, and to a
certain extent of the refinery in Monc-
ton also, doing a profitable business, is in
their finding some other market than
that of the Dominion. They will have
to look for a market abroad. That
is the fact of the matter, and I think
that the shareholders in the Halifax
refinery quite realize it now, and the
Board of Trade there realizes it
also. The only way in which the
refined sugars in the Lower Provinces can
find a market outside of the Dominion is
by getting a drawback on the sugars ex-
ported. I think it must be perfectly clear
to every hon. gentleman that if there is no
market for the sugar in the Dominion the
refiners will have to look abroad, and the
only way in which they can export the
sugar,which pays so high a duty coming in,
is by having a drawback equal to the duty
paid on the raw material. I will read a
resolution adopted by the Halifax Chamber
of Commerce at the annual meeting held on
the first of the present month. The resolu-
tion was moved by Mr. Bremner, who is
a prominent member of the Conservative
party and one of the directors of the
Halifax sugar refinery, and it was seconded
by Mr. Silver whose sympathies are with
the Opposition and who is not a director
nor a very large shareholder of the com-
pany. The resolution was, I think, adopted
unanimously, and was as follows:

"i Resolved that the Executive Committee
be requested to use their efforts to induce the
Government to grant a drawback upon the
various grades of refined sugar exported equiv-
alent to the duties which have been put on the
raw sugar used in the manufacture thereof."

I presume that this resolution has
already been forwarded to the proper offi-
cer of the Government. It represents
the opinion of the Halifax Chamber of
Commerce in regard to the sugar refineries
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in1 tht .
her at city; and there is a gentleman
¡ te no who I understand represents the
oterests Of the Moncton refinery, and his
object, I presume, is to press upon the
dov rnment the necessity of granting a
1 thi ak in the interest of that refinery.
the will be conceded that if it is in
th Power of the Government to assist
it tse undertakings by granting a drawback

their duty to do so.

tOn that point I wish to draw attention
One or two facts. In the Act to amend

cud Consolidate the acts respecting the
astoms Passed in 1877, and which so far
tis regards this particular matter still con-
inues in force, it is provided by Section

, that
CcThe Governor in Council may under reg-

rations Made for that purpose allow on theexportation of goode which have been im-

or ted into Canada, and on whichî the duty
to ustoms ihas been paid, a drawback equal
tionedutiesso paid, and in cases to be men-
pr. in such regulations subject to such

d V80eas nîay be therein mnade, such
rawback may e allowed on duty paid goodsg flufactured or wrought in Canada into

the Xeported therefrom as aforesaid, and
be a er1od within which auch drawback may
shal liei after the time the duty was paid,

m14lrited in such regulations."

So it is quite clear that the Govern-
nient have the power, if they have the

wii, to grant this drawback. The generalquestion of drawbacks came up in thetther Chamuber shortly after I put this no-
% On theVpaper, and I find that the hon.
'nister of Customs who has charge of

particular matter used this language
bspaking on this question of draw-

si l1I can tell the hon. gentleman is that
a 0ou late discussion has been extended to
Wher* extent, that in every single instance
elat, .manufacturers have presented their
f'ort sn Ouch a manner that it was possible

Sin 0CCtintant to arrive at a correct deci-
1 a the amount ofadrawbacks they shoud

aI ele, there bas been no delay whatever in
ig it to them. I think he will find that,

that t Comes down, the return will show
the ttere was a much larger amount paid in
'lions ,,, drawback than there was iu pre-

and I have no doubt that as the
%he eturers continue to prosper, and when
ely eg hl have succeeded in more than sup-
otig te home market, the export trade will
i4erie ta increase. rnd as it continues to

ent 0 i prothe Gov-
eat Pay back as 1argean amount of draw-
aS the law will permit."

The Minister of Customs, then speak-
ing on behalf of the Government, de-
clared quite positively that the drawback
would be paid in cases like this ; and I
hope that before Parliamentrises this vexed
question of the drawback on sugar will
have been settled by the Government in
a manner most favorable to the manu-
facturers. There is another reason in addi-
tion to the justice, and, as I think,theneces-
sity of the case, why the Government are
bound to deal liberally with the sugar
refineries in the Lower Provinces. The
Government, very properly, shortly after
they came into power placed a sum in the
estimates to aid a line of steamers plying
between Halifax and Brazil and touching
at some of the West India islands. After
a good many delays this line of steamers
has at last gone into operation, and the
first vessel of the line arrived at Halifax
shortly before Parliament met. A dis-
cussion has arisen, and there has been a
good deal of difference of opinion amongst
business men both in Montreal and the
Lower Provinces, as to whether these
steamers are likely to have outward car-
goes. It is very doubtful whether the
outward cargoes of these vessels will be
such as will make the line profitable urless
every encouragement that the Government
can give in the way of helping them to
get cargoes is afforded, and one of the
best ways that the Government can do
'that is by granting this drawback on
sugars. These steamers, and other vessels
coming from Brazil, will probably bring
large quantities of sugar for the use of
refineries ; and if the drawback asked for
by the refiners in the Lower Provinces is
granted, the probabilities are that they
will be able to ship back to Brazil large
quantities of refined sugar which will, to
a certain extent, counterbalance the
coarse sugars which we import from there.
The sugar business is one in which the
protective policy has run its course rather
more rapidly than almost in any other
and the reasons are obvious. The sugar
required for consumption in the country
can be supplied by a very few large estab-
lishments, and then as soon as these large
establishments have been put up it be-
comes clear that the manufacture of sugar
ceases to be profitable unless an outlet
can be found for the manufactured article
outside of the Dominion; then the objec-
tionable character of high duties becomes
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apparent-that is unless these duties are
compensated for by drawbacks to the ex-
porter. I think it is not only the duty of
the Government, as a matter of justice
and fair play, particularly to the capitalists
and other people in the Lower Provinces
who have invested their means in these
undertakings, but they are bound by the
ties of affection to treat these sugar re-
finers in a particularly friendly manner.
Not only hon. gentlemen in this Parlia-
ment but gentlemen outside of this Cham-
ber who support the Government have
been the last two or three. years very fond
of claiming with a great deal of pride that
all these manufactories are their children-
the legitimate offspring of the policy that
they adopted in 1879. Now, it seems to
me that the Government should not treat
this offspring as they might treat step-
children, but they should show a little
natural affection for them as well as a dis-
position to give them fair play; and, if the
Government do desert these undertakings
in the Lower Provinces, their action will
be very much calculated to shake the faith
even of those who are strong believers in
that National Policy. With reference to the
Halifax sugar refinery, the one as to which
the question is particularly asked, I merely
wish to say that a very large sum ot money
has been invested in the building and
plant and machinery; that the refinery as
a whole is looked upon by gentlemen
competent to form an opinion as being
without any superior in America. The
refinery when in operation-I be-
lieve it is in operation again, although
operations had been suspended for some
little time-gives employment for a con-
siderable number of men. There are
about 150 men employed there, and it has
one of those tallchimneys thesight of which
gladdens the heart of the leaders of hon.
gentlemen opposite. I think the hon. gen-
tleman who leads the Government in this
House, and all his friends, would feel
very sad indeed if they were to visit Hali-
fax and find that that " tall chimney" did
not belch forth its proper quantity of
smoke, and I hope they will do their best
to keep it going. If the Government do
not grant the reasonable request of the
friends of this refinery, and the establish-
ment is in consequence obliged to sus-
pend, a certain number of men will be
thrown out of employment. In addition
to that, it will have a very serious efiect

HoN. MR. Pownj.

on the condition of many other manu-
factures in Nova Scotia. and probably in
the Lower Provinces at large, if this
refinery with all its advantages and all the
expenditure on it is not able to keep
alive. And the probabilities are that no
one who has any regard for his capital
will care to invest it in any other under-
taking of a similar character, and manu-
factures in the Lower Provinces would
not increase. There is another argument
which, perhaps, I should not use, but it is
one that ought to have some weight with
the hon. gentlemen who support the Gov-
ernment, and that is, that if this refinery,
upon which so many hopes were built,
and about which the press supporting
hon. gentlemen opposite boasted so loudly,
should prove a total failure its effect upon
the prospects of the Government candi-
dates in the elections which are expected
to take place shortly may be very serious
indeed.

I trust, then, that the Government will
not be deaf to the cries of justice and to
the demands of natural affection, and of a
judicious regardfortheirown interests; but
that they will grant the sugar refiners of
Halifax the drawback to which they are
entitled, and that they will not be niggard-
ly in their treatment of the application.
In conclusion, I would ask the
leader of the Government in this
House if he will be kind enough
to have the return brought down to the
present day, because I think there has
been some correspondence within the last
few days with the Government.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I am very
glad to second the motion of my hon.
friend who has placed so well and forcibly
before the Government the important
matter of this sugar refinery. In doing so
he has no doubt expressed the general
feeling of Nova Scotia and I trust it is
within the power of the Government to
grant the application which is made. In-
deed, I understand that a member of the
Government sitting in another place, has
stated that when the consumption in Ca-
nada is not sufficient to exhaust the quan-
tity of an article manufactured here, from
imported material, and a portion of such
manufactured article is exported to a
foreign country, that a drawback, equiva-
lent to the duty paid on the raw material
used in the manufacture of such exported
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article would be paid to the manufacturer.
MY hon. friend has shewn clearly that this

isacase coming within the views of that
Memuber of the Government to whom I
refer, and I feel that it would be only
acting in accordance with our National
Pohey to accede to his request. I am
very glad to find that my hon. friend (Mr.
?oWer) has become such an advocate and
supporter of that policy as he has shewn
blnself to be in the present instance. I
amT Sure, as regards the sugar refining in-
terest, my hon. friend could not have
made a clearer or more forcible speech in
favor of the policy of protection to home
Industries, and I am therefore the more
Pleased to second his motion. He hasexpressed the opinion of the Chamber of
Commerce of Halifax, a most important
body, whose resolution, as passed, is to the
same effect as the speech my hon. friend
as just made. The important subject of

Our foreign trade is affected by this motion
and I regret that it has not in the past
attracted that attention to which it is en-
titled. Our foreign markets are now very
limited. It is true we have sold largely
to Great Britain, and particularly within
the past two or three years our exportation
to that country of cattle and meat pro-
ducts has been very large, but I fear that
larket has been opened to us not so
Much because of the enterpriše of our
0Wn producers as from the necessities of
the consumers there. In this our day of
Prosperity we should strive for a diversity
of Markets, and for new outlets for the
products of our factories, fields and forests:
those resources are the main-springs of
commercial enterprise, and now is the
tine to seek out and test the value of dis-
tant markets. With the aid afforded by
this Government and that of Brazil a line
of steamers plying monthly between the
twO countries has been established, and
when we come to examine the matter of
our home products and those of Brazil we

d open to both countries a large and
Valuable field for the interchange of their
respective products. The total trade
between Canada and Brazil in 1878 was
$669,804, and last year it was $1,369,731
and shewed a balance of trade in our favor
of $1o0,ooo; yet this is but an insignifi-
Cant part of our whole foreign trade which

t year reached $189,902,427. The
dealings between ourselves and Brazil are
Confined almost entirely on our part to

the products of the forests and fisheries,
and on their's to sugar, coffee and hides.
I find that in 188o there was imported
into one port of that country, viz. Rio de
Janiero, the following articles which are,
and can be, manufactured and produced
as well and as cheaply in this country as
in any part of the world ; but none of
these things have we sent to any large
extent, as yet, to Brazil. They are-
Butter, 28.018 cases and 19.397 packages;
Cheese, 10,406 cases; Candles, 47,567
cases; Flour, 313,112 barrels and 133,066

bags; Potatoes, 170.021 .sacks, 9,470
hampers and 112,572 boxes; Beans, 30,-
490 bags; Coals, 296,988 tons; Coal Oil,
204,113 gallons ; Bricks, 1,119,186 pieces,
and of Boots and shoes 4,239 cases.
The United States, France and Germany
have controlled this trade, and what few of
these articles have been exported from this
country to Brazil have mainly gone
through and been handled by the United
States. With proper enterprise and with
the aid given us by the present Govern-
ment in the line of steamers, we have a
new and valuable market for the products
I have mentioned, and of which it is to be
hoped this country will now avail itself
and thereby extend the commerce of this
whole Dominion and leave us more in-
dependent of the few outside markets we
now have for our products and exports.
I therefore support the motion of my hon.
friend.

HON. MR. AIKINS-It is certainly
very gratifying to find the hon. member
from Halifax come out so heartily and
endorse the policy which the Government
has pursued in the past with reference to
the establishment of national industries.
As far as the City of Halifax is concerned
it has a sugar refinery-a very extensive
one-in which 15o hands are employed
in the manufacturing and refining of
sugar. There is also a very gratifying fact
in connection with his speech, and that is,
it proves that what has been more fre-
quently stated than anything else by the
supporters of the Government as well as
by its members, that the result of establish-
ing industries in the country would be to
reduce the cost to the consumer, is cor-
rect. My hon. friend from Halifax has
stated that the establishment of these sugar
refineries will have the effect of reducing
the cost of sugar. Now this is just one
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of the results anticipated by those who
have been the strongest advocates of the
National Policy. With regard to the draw-
back to which my hon. friend has referred
I am not aware that application has been
made to the Governrment for it but if ap-
plication has been made what the hon.
gentleman has stated is strictly true-it is
quite in the line which the Government
has been pursuing to grant a draw-back
on articles manufactured in this country
equal to the duty paid on the raw material
when brought into the country. Now with
regard to this Brazilian line of steamers,
the course which the Government has pur-
sued with reference to that must be highly
satisfactory to my hon. friend. The Gov-
ernment have been anxious to cultivate a
foreign trade. They have assumed-and
very properly assumed-that by the estab-
lishment of that line of steamers raw sugar
would be imported into this country and
manufactured here at the several refineries
that are being established and niay here-
after be established in the Dominion, and
that in this way our own people will have
the benefit of manufacturing for them-
selves. I think the final results in con-
nection with the Halifax refinery have
shown this, that some of the statements
made with regard to the great profits
reaped by these sugar refineries,are scarcely
correct. The term "bloated monopolists"
had I believe been applied to them as a
class. I think that what has taken place
in Halifax has demonstrated this fact very
fully-that even with regard to the manu-
facture of sugar notwithstanding the large
profits (some consider very large ptofits)
which the refineries are supposed to make,
unless .they are managed very closely and
very well they will get into trouble just in
the same way as the Halifax refinery did..
In that case I believe a very large amount
was spent in erecting a large building and
in getting very expensive machinery-I
suppose the best that could be procured-
and the large amount expended in the
building and machinery rather than in the
manufacturing of sugar prevented the par-
ties who invested in the enterprise from
deriving the profits they expected. I un-
derstand that the refinery at Moncton has
proved a decided success. Those who
went into it were no doubt practical men,
and in place of expending a large
amount on buildings and machinery, they
adopted another course. I am satisfied

it will be found that they cut their
coat according to their cloth; they
knew what their means were and tested
the business on a small scale knowing that
they could extend their manufactory at
any time and the result is that it has
proved very satisfactory and I trust it may
continue to be successful. The same I
believe is true with regard to the small
refinery in Halifax. I have not the least
doubt that it will be successful and that
those who take stock in the enterprise will
receive a handsome return, but if they do,
we are assured by the hon. Senator from
Halifax that the consumers will not have
to pay any more for their sugar, and the
Government have a right to congratulate
themselves on the success of their policy.
There is no objection to the address.

HON. MR. POWER-A construction
has been put on the language that I used
which I think it did not fairly bear. The
hon. gentleman on my right (Mr. Kaul-
bach) and the Minister who has just sat
down both expressed satisfaction at my
endorsement of the National Policy. I
never intended to endorse the National
Policy, and I never expect to do so.
I do not think it was ever pretended by
gentlemen whose political opinions are
the same as mine that the National Policy
would not assist certain lines of manufac-
ture. I recognisedthe fact thatthetariffwas
particularly calculated to promote the
growth of sugar refining, and I pointed
out that the policy had run its course
in that business in a shorter time than
other ones, for the reasons which I gave.
I am sorry that the hon. gentleman who
has just sat down should have misappre-
hended what I said. I certainly did not
wish to convey the impression that the
prices of sugar are going to be lower
than if we had the tariff which was ih
force before 1879. All I said was that
the probable result of competition be-
tween the different refineries would be to
make the cost a trifle lower than it is
now, not lower than if sugar came in at a
moderate rate of duty. There was one
argument which I forgot to use, but it
does not seem to be necessary, inasmuch
as the Minister of Inland Revenue appears
to say that the Government will be pre-
pared to deal in a most liberal way with
the sugar refinery, and that is, that there
is no reason why we should not be able to

HON. MR. AIKINS.
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export refined sugar from Canada as well
as they do from the United States ; and it
is done there under the drawback system,
such as these refineries in the Lower Prov-
inces wish to get. The hon. Minister made
o)ne or two remarks about the ill success of
the Halifax refinery, as showing that the
Profits made by sugar refiners were not
large, but he went on to contradict him-
Self by telling us that the Moncton refinery
had made a great deal of money. I believe
the profits of the Moncton refinery were
very handsome last year, and the cause of
the failure of the Halifax refinery last year
'was not in consequence of putting up too
large a bMilding and getting too fine ma-
chinery, but unfortunately, getting men
to manage the business who were unfit for
the Position, and it was owing to the extrav-
agance and blunders of those men that
the business was unsuccessful. The Hali-
fax refinery begins this year with a much
greater competition than it would have
had two years ago and needs what as-
Sistance the Government can give it now
inuch more than it did at that time.

lION. MR. READ-This discussion has
taken a rather wide range. I think I will
have to refer to what the oracle of the
hon. gentleman who has just sat down
(Mr. Power) said the other day. The
article is headed " Hark-stole away ! "
and then they refer to Mr. Redpath going
to England, and say :

« They have paid in the last three years atleast $3,000,000 of illegitimate taxation to
the industry represented by Ma. REDPATH."
And then they add:

".But the latter gentleman, instead of dif-fusing downwards, according to the Tilliean
!nethod and promise, simply puts his millions
'rto a bag and goes off to hob-nob with em-
resses and dukes, leaving an aching void inthe sugar-pot behind him.

1 oN. MR. HAYTHORNE-Will the
hon. gentleman inform the House whathe is reading from ?

HON: MR. READ-The Globe. Ithink it must be apparent that the
OPPosition are in accord with the Gov-
ernrnent in their policy : I have
long wanted an opportunity of saying80. We sit here from day to day,and week to week, and we hear the Oppo-
Sition eulogizing the Government meas-
Ures. They do not raise objections to

them, they do not make a motion, they
do nothing but eulogize their opponents,
and it shows to my mind conclusively that
the policy of the Government is the policy
in the best interests of this country. We
do not hear a whisper, aresolution or a
motion,-in fact we hear nothing-against
the Government, but every now and then
the Opposition flatter them, and I am glad
to find that such is the case. We are a
happy family here; we are getting on
immensely, and long may it continue : it
is an admission that the Government of
the day are the right men in the right
place, and it is proper to 'eulogize them
as the Opposition do, or rather to sit
quiet and endorse their policy.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (N) "An Act to amend the Act
inc'orporating ' The English and Colonial
Insurance Company of Canada."' (Mr.
Allan).

Bill (O) "An Act to incorporate the
Royal Canadian Academy of Arts." (Mr.
Allan).

SEAMENS' ACT AMVENDMENT
BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. AIKINS moved the third
reading of Bill (G) "An Act further to
amend 'The Seamens' Act, 1873."'

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

The Senate adjourned at 4.35 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa Thursday, March 9 th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

NEW BRUNSWICK PENITEN-
TIARY.

MOTION.

HON. MR. WARK moved:
" That an humble Addrese be presented to

His Excellency the Governor-General, pray-
ing that His Excellency will cause to be laid
before this House a copy of the case agreed
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on by Dominion Government and the Gov-
ernment of New Brunswick, on the New
Brunswick Penitentiary, and submitted to the
Supreme Court, together with a copy of the
judgment of the Court thereon."

He said-Ih moving this resolution I
beg to explain that before New Brunswick
came into this Confederation the policy of
our Government was to collect criminals
generally and keep them all under one
management in our penitentiary ; there
was no limit as to the time which a man
required to be sentenced for in order to
obtain his admission. It was left with the
local authorities, and if the sentence was
of sufficient length with hard labor to jus-
tify them to go to the expense of sending
him he was received. We felt that this
system was for the public advantage.
Those who were sentenced for long pe-
riods became experienced workmen at the
different employments that were pursued
in the penitentiary, and they were consid-
ered as skilled laborers. Those who
were sentenced for short terms, although
their labor could not be utilized in the
county prison, yet could be rendered pro-
fitable by having it employed co-jointly
with the labor of those who were more
experienced. It was for the benefit of
the prisoners themselves. They were
much better employed at wholesome
labor in connection with other prisoners
than they would have been if shut up
in a cell in solitary confinement, which,
was often the case. Besides, if there was a
disposition to reform they had the advan-
tage of religious instruction from the chap-
lain of the institution, and if their health
was affected they had the best medical ad-
vice ; consequently, for the benefit of the
prisoners themselves and in the public in-
terest in and order that their labor might
be more profitably employed we thought it
best to confine them all in the same insti-
tution. When we came into Conferation it
was decided that the Dominion shouldtake
over the penitentiaries ; the Government
of New Brunswick handed over the New
Brunswick penitentiary with all its lands,
building, shops, machinery and tools-
everythingwas handed overand the Domin-
ionGovernment took possession. No one
in New Brunswick, I think, at that time
expected that we would ever hear anything
about the existing state of things being dis-
turbed ; neither was it disturbed for a long
time, but to our suprise a bill was intro-

HON. MR. WARK.

ducedand passedthrough Parliamentwhich
provided that no person should be received
or imprisoned in any penitentiary unless
he was convicted for two years or upwards.

That would have set all our short term
prisoners at liberty at once if it had gone
into operation. The time, at which the
limit was set, was extended. Otherwise
it would have set our prisoners at liberty
because there was a flaw in the statute.
The Act said "received or imprisoned"
after a certain date ; after that date it
would have been illegal to detain the
short-term prisoners in the Penitentiary if
the Act had not been ameuded. The
anomaly is now somewhat singular. The
criminal laws are passed by this Parlia-
ment; the Judges are appointed, and
their salaries are paid by the Dominion
Government, yet one of these judges may
hold a court in which two men may be
indicted and tried for the same offence.
They may be convicted, but because of
some extenuating circumstances in the
case of one, or some aggravating circum-
stances in the case of the other, the judge
is allowed to decide that a different pen-
alty should be imposed and if he senten-
ces one to two years imprisonment and
the other to eighteen or twenty months,
the two are separated; the one goes into
the penitentiary and is supported or pun-
ished, as the case may be, at the expense
of the Dominion of Canada; the other is
thrown on the local authorities to be
supported, punished and taken care of
during the time of his sentence.

This seems to me to be very anomolous.
However the papers I am going to move
for grew out of this state of things. The
Province of New Brunswick protested
that the Dominion Government had taken
over the institution with the distinct
understanding, so far as New Brunswick
was concerned, that it should be managed
just as it had been managed before; the
only difference was that the control of it
came under the Dominion Government
instead of the New Brunswick Govern-
ment. When we found that the state of
things which we -thought was permanent
was thus upset negotiations were com-
menced which have now been going on
ten or twelve months on that subject, and
lately, I understand, a case was prepared
by the Dominion Government and the
Government of New Brunswick and sub-
mitted to the Supreme Court, and the reso-

Penitentiary.(8 EN AT E.]
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lution that I have moved is that a copyof this case and the judgment of the court
be laid before the House.

'IoN. MR. AIKINS-I am quite well
aware from the facts which have come
Under my notice, that the hon. gentleman
*ho has made this motion has given a
fair and correct statement of the facts with
regard to what has taken place in New
Brunswick so far as the short-terrn pris-

n1,ers are concerned. A good deal of
friction, no doubt, existed in the public
mmd there, because, no doubt, it was sup
Posed that the short-term prisoners would
be kept at the expense of Canada in the
Way they had been kept before at the
expense of New Brunswick. A case was
decided upon, and that case was sub-
Mnitted to the Supreme Court. The
Points at issue, so far as I am inforned
(and I think I am correctly informed),
Were first with regard to the constitution-
alitY of the Act-as te the power of the
Dominion Government in passing an act
Such as that in reference to the transmis-
siOn of prisoners from the Penitentiary at
St. John to that of Dorchester. I believe
the Points of the case, as submitted to the
Suprerne Court, were as follows:

'.'( 1) Had the Parliament of Canada legis-
ratve authority to pass the several acts above
referred to in so far as they would, after a cer-
tin date, restrict the admisnion to the St.
John Penitentiary? If not, in what respects
are such acta not within the powers of Parlia-ment ?»

Now, that I believe was the case largely
which was submitted to the Supreme
Court, and on that I think they decided
that the Act was constitutional. There
was another point raised. I am not pre-
Pared to speak very definitely as to what
the position on that was. However,
when the papers are brought down the
hon, gentleman will see what the decision
Was. The point submitted was as fol-
lOWS:

'«(2) Ie there any legal obligation upon the
Doninion Government which the Parliament
of Canada cannot affect, to make provision
for the imprisonment and maintenance at the
c))lion expense, in the penitentiary, of the

86s7 of rsons who, before the 1st July,
7, mig t, under the laws then in force,

have been sentenced to the St. John Peniten-
tiary?»

I cannot say
nouncement of
On that point.

definitely what the pro-
the Supreme Court was
I think, perhaps, it would

be better if this motion was made a little
more definite, because, what the hon.
gentleman desires, I suppose, is to have
the case as made up in reference to the
short-terni imprisonment. It is not so
much the case of the Penitentiary at
St. John as the dispute with reference to
the short-term imprisonment. There is
no objection whatever to the motion, and
the papers will be brought down in due
time.

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned at 3.55 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, March ioth, 882.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at

Three o'clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

MONTREAL AND CENTRAL CAN-
ADA RAILWAY CO'S BILL.
CONCURRENCE IN AMENDMENTS.

HON. MR. DICKEY from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Har-
bors, to whom was referred Bill (K) "An
Act to incorporate the Montreal and
Central Canada Railway Company," re-
ported the same with certain amendments.
He said-It will not be necessary to enter
into any of the details of the amendments,
as they will be read at the table, and they
are simply of a verbal character, to improve
the phraseology of the Bill and to correct
certain discrepancies.

HON. MR. SCOTT-The alterations
and changes made in this Bill are not of a
very important character ; as explained by
the Chairman of the Committee, they re-
late to the phraseology of the Bill and to
the correction of manifest defects. I there-
fore move concurrence in the amendments.

HON. MR. AIKINS-I do not rise to
oppose the motion, having confidence in
the leader of the Opposition on this ques-
tion, but I am quite sure that hon. mem-
bers of this House who are not members
of the Railway Committee would know
very little of what changes were made in
that Bill. I have no objection to the
amendments being concurred in, but I
think it ought not to be followed as a
precedent.

The motion was agreed to.
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RAILWAY LANDS IN BRITISH
COLUMBIA.

INQUIRY.
HON. MR. MACDONALD enquired:
" Whether any questions are now pending

between the Dominion Government, and the
Government of British Columbia, relative to
the Railway lands on the mainland of that
Province, and whether it is the intention to
offer for sale this year, such land as the Gov-
ernment may have acquired in that part of
the Province ? "

He said-I would ask permission to be
out of order for a few moments in order
that I may say something on this subject
before asking the question of which I
have given notice. We have every reason
to expect that the public works now going
on in our Province will induce settlers to
come in and remain there, and with thàt
view I would .like to impress upon the
Government the necessity of throwing
open the railway lands there as soon as
possible. Although the area for culture
there is somewhat small as compared with
the broad prairies of the North-West, yet
I hope the Government will not deem it
beneath their notice to take up the ques-
tion of these lands and deal with it at an
early day. Settlers now going in cannot
get an acre of land in that .part of the
country. They desire to settle along the
Fraser River and the line of railway, but
at present all those lands are locked up as
a Government reserve being part of the
land ceded for railway purposes. Every
settler brought into the country is, of
course, a source of wealth and of impor-
tance not only to the Province itself, but
to the Dominion at large. We all know
how well British Columbia has con-
tributed her quota to the revenue and I
am certain that as population increases
the revenue will keep pace with it. I
hope the Government will see their way
to placing these lands in the market this
year as they have been locked up now for
the last two years.

HoN. MR. AIKINS-This question is
now pending as between the two Govern-
ments and until a decision is arrived at
no action can be taken as to the disposal
of the lands. It is hoped that at a very
early date this question will be settled,
and settled satisfactorily to both Govern-
ments. As soon as that is done action
can be taken in reference to their disposal.

CIVIL SERVICE RETURNS.

INQUIR.Y.
HON. MR. TRUDEL inquired,
Whetherthe Order of this Honorable House,

made on the 8th March, 1881, that an humble
Address should be presented to His Excel
lency the Governor General, praying that
His Excellencv would cause to be ai before
this House,-A Return showing the distribu-
tion of the various offices in the Civil Ser-
vice, has been executed ?

HON. MR. AIKINS-In reply to this
question I am sorry to say that very little
progress has made in reference to obtain-
ing the information or answering the ad-
dress which was moved by the hon. gentle-
man and which the House ordered. It
passed on the 8th March; this House
was prorogued on the 21 st, and since that
time there has been no opportunity given
to complete the return. I am told by the
officers who would have the compiling of
this return that it would take perhaps
eighteen months before they could com-
plete it. However I shall communicate
with the Secretary of State and say to hin
that the hon. gentleman and this House
desire that this report should be
completed.

The Senate adjourned at 4.10 p.m.

THE SENATE

Ottawa Monday, March I3th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following bills were introduced and
read the first time :

Bill (18), An Act to incorporate the
Ottawa and Arnprior Junction Railway
Company. (Mr. Scott.)

Bill (14), An Act respecting the Canada
Southern Railway Company and the Erie
and Niagara Railway Company. (Mr.
Scott.)

Bill (P), An Act respecting Loan and
Savings Companies. (Mr. Allan.)

Civil Service Retureff.
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MIONTREAL AND CENTRAL CANA-
DA RAILWAY BILL.

THIRD READING.

"ON. MR. SCOTT moved the third
reading Of Bill (K), An Act to incorpo-rate the Montreal and Central Canada
Railway Company.

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

PUGITIVE OFFENDERS IN CANA-
DA BILL.

THIRD READING.

oN SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL movedhe third reading of Bill (C), An Act rest-
pecting Fugitive Offenders in Canada from
Other parts of Her Majesty's Dominions.

lie said---I promised when this Bill
Camne Up for third reading to explain a
Point which was raised by the hon. mem-
ber frOft Halfax with reference to the use
of the words " Governor General," instead
of the words "Lieutenant Governor," as
recoimended by a report made by my
Predecessor mn office and sustained by an
order in council since I have held the of-
fce of Minister of Justice. The ex-
Planation is, that that recommendation
was a recommendation to the Imperial

erinment asking them to insert that
Ntheir bill as presented to Parliament.

0 answer was ever received to their
representation made on that subject
and the Bill was passed by them as it'
stood without reference to that.suggestion.
t therefore thought it best to introduce
this Bill here in the same way they had
passed it there, and to leave that question
tr further discussion between the two

vernments, and probably to be reme-
Iied ultimately by a bill to be introduced

this legislature with their concurrence.

ON. MR. DICKEY-When this Bill
" under discussion my hon friend from
ti Lorinier (Mr. Bureau) called atten-
io t so e Imperial legislation which

ht bear very materially upon this Bill,
he quoted a work of some importance

eet has been recently issued on the sub-
' ec by Sheldon Amos, entitled " Fiftys Of the English Constitution," and I
it to call the attention of the House tot as this is a matter bearing on the ques-of paramount legislation of the Im-
Perifl Parliament and the legislation of

)ur own Parliament. I wish to call the
attention of the House to it as being of
tself a bill of a very important character,
and especially in the direction I have
alluded to. On page 175 of that work it
is laid down that :-

"The assumed supremacy of Parliainent
over Colonial Legislatures as a whole, and as
distinguishable from an assumed right of
ar bitrary supersession of the action of partic-
ular Colonial Legislatures, is manifested by
the language of particular statutes, and by
the nature of legislative acts the validity of
which has never been disputed. Thus, by the
statute of the 28th and 29th Vict. cap 63,
entitled 'an Act to reinove doubts as to the
validity of Colonial Laws,' it is enacted that
any colonial law repugnant to the provisions
of any act of Parliament extending to the
Colony to-which such law may relate, or re-
pu gnant to any order or regulation made
under the authority of such Act of Parliament,
or baving in the Colony the force and effect
of such Act, shall be read subject to such Act,
order or regulation and shall, to the extent of
such repugnance, be void. By the same Act,
the Colonial Legislatures are empowered to
establish Courts of Judicature; and represen-
tative Legislatures (which are defined to be
legislative bodies, of which one half is elected
by inhabitants of the Colony) are empowered
to make laws respecting their own conetitu-
tion, powers, and procedure, provided that
such laws shall have been passed in conform-
ity with any Act of Parhiament, Letters Pat-
ent, Order in Council, or Colonial Law for
the time being in force in the Colony. The
term Colony in this Act includes all Her
Majesty's possessions abroad in which there
existe a Legislature, except the Channel
Islands, the Isle of Man, and British India."

A notable instance of this power is
given in the reference to the Copyright
Act, passed in the 5th and 6th Vic., cap.
45, which says that the words "British
dominions" in the Act shall include "all
the colonies, settlements and possessions
of the Crown," and enacts that the Act
shall extend to every part of the British
dominions. We have had some little ex-
perience -of the effect of that Act upon our
own efforts made from time to time when
my hon. friend from Montreal (Mr. Ryan)
was endeavoring to secure legislation res-
pecting copyright. Another instance is
given in the passing of the Act 3otli and
31st Vict., cap. 45, sect. 16, by which
Her Majesty is empowered to establish
Vice-Admiralty courts in any British pos-
session, notwithstanding that such pos-
session may have previously acquired
independent powers. I call attention to
these authorities and to these laws as

-Pugitive Ofeiides [MinenR 13, 1882.]
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affording very strong evidence of the para-
mount power that the British Parliament
has thought proper to exercise over the
different colonies; but I ought also to
refer to the fact as being one of some im-
portance bearing upon this part of the
question, that this Act which is quoted is
the 28th and 2 9 th Vict., and the British
North America Act which is the charter of
our liberties was passed a year afterwards.
In that respect it appears to me-I do not
know that it occurred to my hon. friend
who has considered this subject-to have
a very important bearing, and to sustain
in a great measure the position that was
taken by the late Minister of Justice and
his predecessor upon the point as to the
power of this Parliament to legislate under
the British North America Act.

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

COUNTY COURT JUDGES' BILL.
IN COMMITTE&

The House resumed, in Committee of
the Whole, consideration of Bill (B) " An
Act respecting County Court Judges."

In the Committee,
HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said

that some amendments had been sug-
gested since the bill was last before the
Committee, which he would submit to-
day. The first was a suggestion by an
eminent judge that the word "judge" in
the Bill should be defined to include
junior judges. While he did not consider
the definition necessary, in deference to
the opinion which had been expressed, he
would move that the fifth clause be
amended by defining the word "judge"
to include the junior judge.

HON. MR. MILLER asked what effect
that clause would have upon county
court judges who were also Supreme
Court judges, as was the case in such
Provinces as Manitoba and British Col-
umbia.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL sup-
posed that a judge of the Supreme Court
could not be deprived of his office except
by petition to the two branches of the
Legislature.

HON. MR. MILLER-As to the ques-
tion of residence, how would it affect
them?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
the judge would have to reside in bis
county if he held the office of countY
court judge. In Manitoba the Gover-
ment were about to appoint other countY
court judges, and perhaps that anorne
lous state of affairs would rapidly vanish.
In British Columbia certain districts had
been assigned to the judges within the
last year or two, and the old system had
been done away with. The Province was
divided into judicial districts, and a judge
of the Queen's Bench was assigned tO
each of these districts.

HON. MR. MACDONALD-I believe
this Bill does not affect any of the judges
in British Columbia.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
it did not affect judges of the Suprerne
Court, but if they were county court judges
as well, it would affect them as countY
court judges.

HON. MR. MACDONALD - TheY
have no appointment as county court
judges ; it is a duty placed upon them by
the local legislature.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-TheY
are judges of the Supreme Court doing
county court work ?

HON. MR. MACDONALD-Yes.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
the Bill would not, in that case, affect
them. The next amendment which he
would propose was one which had beeln
suggested by the hon. Senator from Hai-
fax (Mr. Power) to the third clause. ie
(Sir Alex. Campbell) did not consider it
necessary ; still, as the object was tO
make the meaning of the measure clearer,
he would move to add the following words
to the third clause :-" established to the
satisfaction of the Governor-General in
Council."

The amendment was adopted.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that the sixth clause was intended to be a
transcript of a clause in the Statute of
1879, but the following words had been
omitted :-"Or in case a judge of the
county court, after having continued in

HON. MR. DICKEY.

(8 EN AT E.] Judges Bak



[MÂARC 13, 1882.]

as such judge for a period of at
ent 25 years resigns such office," he is

t e to a pension. He moved that
ese words be added to the clause.
The amendment was adopted.

ON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said it-ad been suggested tohim alsoby a learned
Judge that there should be a repeal, in so
inany words, in this Bill of chap. 14 of the

onsolidated Statutes of Upper Canada.
That Act created a court of impeachment
Whch formerly was the tribunal before
which judges who had offended against the

s or against their duty, in Upper Cana-
were tried, and the statute was in

existence for some time though he did not
rernember any case in which it had been
acted upon The Ontario Legislature re-
Pealed that act and established another
tribunal which was the Lieutenant-Gover-
nor im Council. It had since been decid-ed by the courts of Ontario that that re-
Peahrng act was ultra vires and that chap.

of the Consolidated Statutes of Upper
.Cnada was still in force. This learned
JUdge suggested that it would be better to
rePeal it in this Bill and he (Sir Alex.CamTpbell) therefore moved to add a clause
Which would repeal the statute referred to.

The motion was agreed to.

ON. MR. KAULBACH moved that
clefOllowing be added as a separate

Ec very inquiry under the third and fourth
ction§ of this act shall be held as far as
Practicable either in the county town of the

C Ounty wherein the judge whose inability,
-ncapacity or misbehavior is being inquired

1ito ordinarily resides, or at the place where
"uch judge is doniciled."

"ON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that it would follow almost as a matter of
Course that the trial would be where the
IUdge resided. It seemed to him that this
Was a matter which might be fairly left to
the Executive. The inquiry would cer-
e Iy take place where the judge discharg-

his.duties except under some very ex-
Ordinary circumstances. He had no

ction to the clause being added but
e 'eally did not see the necessity of it
d it would not be desirable in legislating

Y that " as far as possible " anything
be done. The Bill should either

'Y that the trial shall take place where

the judge resides or leave the matter to the
discretion of the Executive. It may hap-
pen for instance in the interest of the judge
that it would be better not to hold the
inquiry where the judge resides. The
judge himself may have offended against
the feelings of the community where he
resides and may be anxious himself to
have the inquiry take place elsewhere. At
all events he thought the position of judge
was so respected that there was no danger
of his being inconveniently and to his pre-
judice tried anywhere than in the county
where he resided.

HON. MR. KAULBACH saw a great
deal of force in what the hon. gentleman
said but he thought the word "practicable"
would meet the case and leave it open to
the Governor General in Council to say
where the trial should be held; it would
be inconvenient for the judge to be taken
away from the sphere of his duties.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-That
would be a strong reason why the inquiry
would not take place outside of the county.

HON. MR. POWER quite concurred
with the hon. Senator from Lunenburg.
A difficulty 'might occur in the Maritime
Provinces which might not arise in
Ontario. In Nova Scotia there were dis-
tricts of three or four counties in which
there was only one judge, and in such a
district the judge might naturally prefer to
have the enquiry take place in the county
in which he resided.

HON. SIR ALEX.CAMPBELL thought
it was safe to leave the matter in the
hands of the Executive.

HON. MR. DICKEY said that the
amendment itself might produce difficul-
ties in Nova Scotia, because a judge might
reside in one county whereas the offence
might have arisen in another county and
if it were rendered imperative that the
offence should be tried in the county where
the judge resided he might be exposed to
as much inconvenience as if the bill were
left in its present shape. He thought
under the circumstances, and as this
would be only a preliminary inquiry, it
would be better not to put in anything
which would be an element of uncertainty.
The amendment cut both ways by intro-

C»ebty c0Uýt Jufges -Bill.
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ducing an uncertainty and after all leaving
the matter to the discretion of the Execu-
tivz. His hon. friend would, no doubt,
on reflection conclude that it would be
better to leave the Bill as it was and throw
the responsibilitv on the Government.

HON. MR. KAULBACH admitted that
there was a good deal of force in the ob-
jections which had been raised and there-
fore would not press the amendment.

The motion was withdrawn.

HON. MR. POWER said he had an
amendment to submit. As the bill pro-
vided for an investigation into the conduct
of a county court judge and for his having
counsel and witnesses in his own behalf,
he thought it clear that the question of
the expense to which a judge would be
subjected in defending his position should
be considered. The bill made no provi-
sion for the re-imbursement of the judge
for the expenditure so forced upon him,
and he considered it only fair, in the event
of charges being made and not sustained,
that the judge should be recouped the
money that he was out of pocket. He
therefore moved the following amend-
ment, though the wording was not quite
what he could wish, viz:-

In any case where the inability, incapacity
ormisbehaviorof a county court judge becomes
the subject of enquiry under this Act, and
the result of 1 he enquiry is not to establish
the existence of such inability, incapacity or
misbehavior, such judge shal l be entitled to
receive. from the proper officer of the Domin-
ion of Canada, immediately atter the receipt
by the Governor in Council ,of the report of
the commissioner or commissioners, a sum
equal to the costs and expenses reasonably
incurred by such judge in connection with
such inquiry.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL thought
the amendment was not in consonance
with the course usually pursued in such
enquiries. In the case of complaints or
charges being made against judges or in-
dividuals,-supposing they were made in
the ordinary courts of the country-and
the parties were acquitted of the charges
so preferred, the costs were not paid back
to them; and so in the case of a com-
plaint being made against the character of
a judge, or his conduct, before the two
Houses of Parliament, there was no'allow-

HON. MR. DICKEY.

ance ever made to a judge for the costs
incident to the making of his defence.
He thought there was no reason to sup-
pose that complaints would be made with-
out grave reasons for them, and he doubt-
ed if anybody could recall a case where a
complaint was made lightly against the
conduct of a judge, either within his own
recollection or from his reading on the
subject.

HON. MR. POWER said there was a
very recent case.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL asked
what the case was.

HON. MR. POWER said it was the
case of the county court judge of Halifax.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that had not been enquired into before
any court and could not be except at the
instance of the Government. The bill
did not suppose that any enquiry would
be had without the action of the Govern-
ment, and the Government before order-
ing such enquiry would look into the
complaints and satisfy themselves of the
serious nature of the charges before taking
such a step. If the complaints were of a
trivial kind no investigation would ever be
ordered and no judge could possibly be
put to any expense until the Governor in
Council decided there was something very
grave adduced against his character into
which an enquiry was necessary. It must
be remembered that the judges were sur-
rounded by the respect of the community
and complaints were not likely to be
considered by the Government unless
shewn to be warranted. In such a case a
judge or judges of the Superior Court
would be sent to hear the case, to take
evidence and report upon it. If from such
report it appeared that the judge had not
offended in the way alleged against him,
he should be satisfied with escaping and
should not ask that his expenses be paid.
No judge against whom serious charges
had not been made would be pursued by
any party in power, and so far as he knew
it had never been done either in this
country, in England or in the United
States.

HON. MR. ALMON said he would not
have risen except for the remarks of the

Ju.dge8' Bell(SBN AT E]
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senior member from Halifax (Mr. Power),
who said that the charges made against
the judge of the county court of Halifax
were very trivial; he thought, on the con-
trary, that any person who read then
Would say they were very grave. They
were made by a large number of the bar-
risters of Halifax but they had not been
thoroughly enquired into, or if they had
the result had not been made public. He
considered a grave responsibility rested
Upon those who had charge of the matter.
Hle was much pleased to see this law
passed, and if the charges against the
judge mentioned had been thoroughly in-
vestigated, at the place where they oc-
curred, he had no doubt as to what the
issue would have been. The senior mem-
ber for Halifax had complained loudly
and feelingly about the great trouble and
eXpense to which a judge might be put
"i repelling charges made against his
character,-but in the case of the judge
Of the County of Halifax, why were the
charges made? If the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Power) would carry his memory far
enough back, perhaps he could say how
that jüdge got his situation. He would
remind him that it was simply by a decis-
lon that he had made on an election in-

1ION. MR. POWER rose to a point of
Order; the hon. gentleman's remarks had
nOthing whatever to do with the matter
before the House.

.ON. MR. DICKEY asked the Hon.
ister of Justice whether the Senate

had anY power to pass such a clause as
ProPOsed by the hon. gentleman from
thelifax, as it would impose a charge uponthe Public funds, and he thought it should
O1 'nate in the other branch of Parlia-
Mlent

i 1 N. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL con-srdered that the amendment was out ofOrder.

re ". MR. KAULBACH thought the
(Dmarks of the junior member for Halifax
for n) very irrelevant and uncalled

hand considered the amendment of the
i r. Power was deserving of consid-
Ondton. In the case of the county court

aide of Halifax-he felt that only vague
rothsubstantial charges had been raised;

nlothig definite had been advanced against

that gentleman and there was no necessity
for an enquiry. Many of those who signed
the paper asking for an investigation did
so believing there was nothing in the
charges, but because of their anxiety that
the judge should be exonerated, and they
lent their names to the memorial for that
reason. He considered that where a judge
was very poorly paid-as was the case with
the Halifax county court judge-and an
enquiry was demanded into his actions at
the instance of persons who may have been
considered aggrieved by his decisions, if
such investigation resulted in the acquittal
of the judge it was only right that his rea-
sonable expenses should be repaid to him.
Referring to the charges against the judge
at Halifax he cited as proof of their weak-
ness the fact, that the same barristers who
had signed the memorial asking for an in-
vestigation had subsequently supported a
motion made by the law societysthere to
have the judge's salary increased. He
therefore regretted that the charges had
not been investigated, and the judge ac-
quitted by a properly constituted court of
enquiry.

HON. MR. POWER thought that the re-
marks of the hon. Minister of Justice rather
strengthened his position, when he said that
this amendment would not be likely to be
needed in any case ; because if it was not
likely to be needed there was less objec-
tion to inserting it. But the hon. Minis-
ter had no sooner sat down than his
learned colleague from Halifax (Dr.
Almon) gave the very best evidence that
there was a necessity for some such pro-
vision as this. This was not the first time
that his hon. friend had made statements
here in reference to the county judge of
Halifax, and it was only fair to that officer
that the real state of the case should be
known. A meeting of the Barristers' So-
ciety of Halifax had been held at that
city more than a year ago.

HON. MR. ALMON rose to a point of
order and asked if there was one rule for
the junior member from Halifax and
another rule for the senior member ?

HON. MR. POWER said that the
case of the judge might be brought before
the House before the end of the session,
and he (Mr. Power) only wished to say that
although the majority of the meeting of the
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Barristers' Society had voted for an inves-
tigation, some who did so did not think
the judge was guilty, but they believed
that in his own interest it was better there
should be.an investigation. At a recent
meeting of the Barristers' Society some of
the very same men who had voted in favor
of an investigation supported the motion
that his salary should be increased. There
was a further fact that his hon. colleague
had overlooked: that the charges against
the county judge of Halifax had been
submitted to the Government here, and
the Government had not deemed them
of sufficient importance, or sufficiently
well supported by evidence even to make
them a proper subject of enquiry. After
the officers who were charged with the
duty of making this investigation had
dealt with it in that way it was hardly fair
for his hon. colleague to get up here and
attempt to injure the character of a person
against whiom he had some personal
feeling.

HON. MR. ALMON objected to his
hon. colleague imputing motives to him.
He thought it was not in accordance with
the rules of the House.

HON. MR. POWER-I withdraw the
remark.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-With-
draw the amendment.

HON. -ML POWER-I withdraw the
amendment.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL moved
that the Committee rise and report the
bill with amendments.

HON. MR. READ asked if the ioth
and 11th clauses of the bill had been
expunged.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
ioth and i 1th clauses are both expunged.

HON. MR. VIDAL from the Committee
reported the bill with certain amendments.

The amendments were concurred in and
the bill was ordered to be read the third
time to-morrow.

The Senate adjourned at 4.25 p.m.

HON. MR. POWER.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, 14th March, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE SENATE DEBATES.

MOTION.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER moved:

To Resolve,-Ihat the Select Committee,
on reporting the Debates of the Senate, report
to this House the names of the Public Jour-
nals and all persons to whom copies of the
Senate Debates are forwarded from time to
time, as they are printed for circulation.
He said :-It is with very great reluctance
that I have placed this motion on the
notice paper. I am sure that such mem-
bers of the Committee appointed to man-
age the reporting and publication of the
debates of this Chamber as my hon. friends
from Oshawa, (Mr. Gibbs,) from St. John,
(Mr. Boyd,.) from Deboucherville, (Mr.
Deboucherville,) from Wallace, (Mr. Mac-
farlane,) from Hamilton, (Mr. Hope,)
and from Montreal, (Mr. Trudel,) could
not suppose that I desire to reflect upon
them; but I have to observe that we may
take up at this moment every journal from
the Atlantic to the Pacific, and where do
we find any notice of the proceedings or
the debates which take place in this Cham-
ber. I have letters myself from editors of
county papers in western Ontario stating
that they never see a copy of the Senate
Debates. I ask this House if there is a
citizen of Ottawa, or any other city of the
Dominion, who knows what takes place in
this Chamber? Do the judges of the land
know anything of what takes place in the -
Senate of the country? I would ask the
Committee when they reply to the obser-
vations which I respectfully make to this
House if they have sent a copy of the De-
bates to the representative of the Queen
in this Dominion ? No committee ever
discharged their duties with a more ear-
nest desire to endeavor to advance the
interests of the country and to elevate the
Senate in the estimation of the people
than the former committee of which I was
an humble member, along with my hon.
friend from British Columbia, (Mr. Mc-
Donald,) Mr. Bellerose, Mr. Haythorne,
Mr. Power, and others. No committee
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ever labored more faithfully and more
earnestly than we did. But last session
the leader of the Government in this
bouse rose at the opening of the session
and declared that it was necessary to wipe
Out the whole committee; and what is
the reason that he gave? That he wanted
to have peace! Now, will he say wherein
the peace was disturbed. I challenge the
hon. gentleman to show that the com-
mTittee disturbed the peace in any way in
this Chamber.

We endeavored to the utmost of our
Power, to get the debates of this Chamber
before the people. There may have been
s'One little discord, but the committee did
nothing to disturb the peace of this
1iouse. Will the hon. gentleman say
that, as independent members of this
body, we have not the right to circulate
the utterances of this House amongst
thepeople? Willhesay whenwefindpub-
he abuses we should not expose them and
try to correct them ? Can he undertake
to defend that position ? I will mention
a remarkable circumstance that has taken
Place to my knowledge within the last
three weeks. A Toronto daily newspaper
Published the speech of an hon. gentle-
rnan in this House in its first edition-I
hold a copy of it in my hand-but in
sOine mysterious manner the second edi-
tion of the paper came out without it,the speech had been removed.

HION. Mr. MACFARLANE-Will the
hon. geneleman state the name of the
Paper?

,HION. MR. ALEXANDER-The To-
ronto Telegram. I hold the two o'clockedition of that paper which contains the
5peech, in my h;nd, and I find that be-fore the issue of the four o'clock edition
Parties whose characters that speech may
have affected used private influences with
the editor of the paper to get it suppressed.
WhO could believe that such a thing
could take place in a free country like
Canada ?

bON. MR. GIBBS-Is it well reported?

bON. MR. ALEXANDER-It is tol-
e bly well reported. The hon. the leader
, the Government said upon one occa-

n, when the subject of the publication
Our Debates was before the Senate,

" It is not necessary that we should incur
any expense in sending the utterances of
this House to the country. Let us trust
to the public journals." I will give an
illustration of that. I find a report of the
Senate debates of the second of March,
in a leading Toronto journal of the third
of this month, on a motion purporting to
be made by the hon. gentleman who is
now leading the House. It is as follows:
-" In the Senate to-day, Sir Alexander
Campbell brought up his motion asking
the Government to commission Mr. Dun-
bar to execute busts of the Marquis of
Lorne and the Princess Louise, and sup-
ported it with a strong argument in favor
of encouraging sculpture as a means of
developing public taste, but the motion
was defeated." That is the manner in
which the reporting is done when it is
left to the press of the country. I do not
say that this was done intentionally; I
believe it was done inadvertently. I do
not desire to attribute any motives-it is
contrary to the rules of Parliament-but
one cannot help observing this, that while
we have a body of gentlemen here of in-
dependent fortune, of education and of
large experience, meeting from day to
day, it is a most remarkable thipg that
some secret power is exercised somewhere
to palsy (I use the word deliberately and
calmly) the efforts of this House. What
interest can a body of such gentlemen as
I see around me here, have in addressing
the House when they know that their
utterances will not go to the people, and
when they know that if they are presented
in one independent journal, private in-
fluences will be used to, prevent them go-
ing to the people.

HON. MR. GIBBS-Whose speech is
that ?

HoN. MR. ALEXANDER-I decline
to name the party. We have the fair
name of the Senate in our keeping. We
must all feel the responsibility of the
position we occupy, We stand here inde-
pendent of the popular vote, and our own
sense of honor ought to lead us in every
possible way to make this body useful to
the country. I know that is the spirit of
a large majority of this House; but there
appears to be in the Senate an amiable
spirit, a kindly spirit that where one or
two members appear to be exercising an
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extraordinary influence in some way para-
lyzing to the House, they do not wish to
remonstrate and endeavour to oppose that
spii it which I say calmly is quietly and in-
sensibly destroying this Chamber in the
estimation of the people. I hope that
every member of this House will speak
upon this subject. We have here men of
culture to make this House more useful
than the other Chamber, and still such
are the influences which have been used
to prevent our utterances going to the
country, that the whole spirit of the
Chamber is crushed, and now there are
many members of the Senate who really
do nor care about entering the Chamber
when the House opens.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I have
consented to allow myself to be made the
seconder of this resolution but I do not feel
that strong interest in the subject that has
been evinced by my hon. friend, nor was I
aware that he intended to ask me to second
the motion. I may say that I do not
altogether agree with the remarks which
have fallen from him on the subject. He
drew what I think was an unnecessary
contrast between the part performed by a
former committee, and by those com-
mittees which have subsequently dealt
with this matter. For my own part, when
I was a member of the Debates Com-
mittee I endeavored to do all in my
power to discharge the duties which de-
volved upon me and I have no doubt
that those who were associated with me,
and the members of subsequent com-
mittees were animated by the same spirit.
I claim rio merit for what I did and I
think the matter would better have been
let alone. I was not disposed at first to
approve of the mode of reporting our
Debates which was adopted for this
session but thus far I have had no reason
to be dissatisfied with the change. I have
addressed the House but once this session
and vn that occasion my remarks were
very faithfully and ably reported and pub-
lished very much to my satisfaction, and I
have therefore had no reason to find fault.
As to there being no publication of the
Debates of this House, during the present
session, in the press, I think that is not a
matter of surprise to any body here, be-
cause the fact of the matter is, there has
been very little debating on any subject.
We have had very few measures before us

HON. MR. ALEXANDER.

and these were not of a character to give
rise to discussion or criticism and as a
consequence our debates have not been
very long or interesting. That I think is
reason enough to assign for their non-
appearance in the public journals. No
doubt as the session advances and as
matters of more general interest come be-
fore us there will be more prolonged debates
and then no doubt my hon. friend's fancy for
seeing the debates ofthe Senate appearing
in the newspapers of the Dominion will
be gratified. But there may be advan-
tages in the present system. It sometimes
gives rise to unexpected results. For
instance my hon. friend (Mr. Alexander)
has referred to some mistakes which have
occurred by the transposition of names. I
remember a laughable ins3tance of the
effect of such a transposition upon a friend
of my own. He saw in a certain
newspaper a speech which was
attributed to the hon. leader of the Gov-
ernment in this House-some very able
remarks as he thought, defining very accu-
rately what he considered was the proper
position of the Senate and what ought to
be the duties of Senators. So much was
he struck with this speech, which was at-
tributed to the leader of the Government,
that he wrote to me and said these were
just the sentiments which were entertained
by himself and which he thought should
be shared by every hon. Senator. But it
turned out that instead of being the senti-
ments of the leader of the Government in
this House, the speech was one delivered
by the hon. Senator from Woodstock (Mr.
Alexander) himself ; therefore he should
feel satisfied when he finds his sentiments
attributed to the leader of the Government
and producing such impressions on the
mind of a gentleman who was not present
to hear them himself. I really think there
cannot be any objection to bring down this
return,but for my own part, although I have
consented to have my name connected
with the resolution it is only because I
did not like my hon. friend to say that he
could not find anybody in this House
to second his motion. I do not, how-
ever, coincide with his views. It is a
curious position perhaps to be placed in,
and probably I ought not to have consent-
ed to second the motion, but my feelings
as an Englishman led me to do so.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-As far as
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I have known, as chairman of the Debates
Committee, we have heard no objections
to the present system of publishing the
debates of the Senate. We have received
no complaints and heard none except from
the hon. Senator fromWoodstock. He ap-
pears to be the only one who has any fault
to find. Now what is the position in which
We stand ? Last session we arrived at the
determination to publish our debates in
the nanner that had been found so satis-
factory in the other Chamber. Efforts
were made by which it was supposed we
Would be able to bring to the floor of this
Rouse representatives from some of the
leading newspapers in the Dominion. It
was found, however, that this would in-
volve a very large expense in addition to
the cost of the official report-so large, in
fact, that the Committee did not feel them-
selves warranted in recommending that
expenditure to the Senate. We then made
the existing arrangement with the Messrs.
Rolland who are now reporting our de-
bates and who, up to this time of the ses-
s8on , I think, have faithfully fulfilled the
contract which they entered into with the
Debates Committee of this House. Our
debates have been well and faithfully re-
Ported so far as the Committee know, and
they have been regularly laid on the desks
Of members of this House at three o'clock
each day. How does that compare with
the former mode of publication ? It is
well known that under the system carriedol by the hon. gentleman's committee,
Which he appears to laud so highly,
somrletimes days elapsed before we could
have laid on our desks the reports of
the debates. To such an extent was this

e case that people lost all interest in the
sPeeches delivered here. I am satisfied
that the utterences of my hon. friend him
telf are reported fully and accurately, and
they are laid on his desk at three o'clockthe day following their delivery. If the

eW8papers of this country will not take
e Pains to report the hon. gentleman's

SPeeches, it is not the fault of the Com-
rlittee. We cannot compel the news-
Papers to publish his ptterances. We do

We cani; we send them to every leading
PaPer in the Dominion. Under the ar-

ngement made with the Messrs. Hol-
oftd there is a daily edition of 700 copies
Ofthe Debates. Five copies are distributed
tD each mnember of this House ; that
A40irbUpwards of 350 copies; and we

send one copy to each member of the
House of Commons. So that in reality
6oo copies of the daily edition go to
the members of Parliament. In addition
to that we send copies of the Debates to
the editor of every daily paper in the
Dominion, or, what is better, a copy is
mailed to the representative of every
paper in the reporters'gallery of the House
of Commons. In the City of Montreal,
the Gazette, Herald, Post, Star, Witness,
Courier de Montreal and the Minerve
receive in this way the reports of our
debates ; and so it is with the daily papers
in other cities.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-What
about the weekly papers.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-We send
the Debates to every daily paper, but the
bon. gentleman must bear in mind that
there are in thjs Dominion upwards of 500
weekly papers, and to furnish them with
copies of our Debates would entail an in-
crease to that extent of our daily edition :
The bon. gentleman complains that his
speeches are mutilated. I do not know
if he wishes the inference to be drawn that
the mutilation is done at the instance of
the Debates Committee; if so, I can only
assure him that we have not interfered
with the publication of his speeches.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-Will the
hon. gentleman allow me to say that I
never meant anything of the sort.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE--I accept
the bon. gentleman's explanation, and I
can only say that if it was not done at the
instance of the Committee, there is no
reason to complain of their conduct. As
to the non-appearance of the debates of
the Senate in the press of the country,
it is well known that up to this period of
the session we have not had much im-
portant business before us, and most of
the long speeches which have been de-
livered have come from the Hon. Senator
from Woodstock himself. I fancy he
will find, as far as the official reporters
are concerned, that he has been faithfully
reported. I can onlv say that he has
made no complaint to the Committee or
to any member of it, that I am aware of,
that his speeches have not been accu-
rately recorded. As the session advances,
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I believe it will be found that the system
we have adopted will give thorough satis-
faction.

Now I may say that I have been in
communication with a large number of
the gentlemen who are representing the
leading newspapers throughout the Do-
minion, andwhoarethe reporters in the gal-
lery of the other branch of the legislature;
I have taken pains to make enquiries of
them and I find that by no other
means-so far as I can gather information
from them,-could they be enabled to
transmit to their papers so readily any-
thing that is deemed of importance in this
House, as they now can under the system
we have adopted. They get the report
and if they think there is anything in
which their paper would be interested
they at once send it off, each reporter
having the report in his hands. I may
say in addition that at the close of its la-
bors last session the Committee, (being
anxious to give the widest circulation to
any valuable utterances in this Chamber)
before adjourning requested his Honorthe
Speaker to take pains during the recess
to communicate with some of the
principal daily papers, and see if it would
not be possible to have their reporters
in regular attendance in this Chamber.
He did so, and although they were not
able to make any arrangements by which
they would engage to report any certain
portion of a debate, or to occupy any
distinct portion of their columns, yet they
agreed that their reporters would be pre-
sent in this House. What, I ask, is the
consequence ? We have here to-day, and
have had since the commencement of this
session, reporters from the twoleadingdaily
papers of this Province, the Globe and
Mail, and any utterances in this House
which have been deemed worthy of inser-
tion in those papers have been regularly
transmitted to them, and published. I
say that the Committee, in every way in
its power has taken pains to give the
utmost circulation to the utterances of
members of this Chamber, including, of
course, those of the hon. gentleman
himself (Mr. Alexander) which he deems
so valuable; and if the country does
not appreciate them it is certainly not
the fault of the Debates Committee.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I do not
wish to prolong this debate but at the

same time as my silence would seem to
imply that I endorsed the views of the
hon. gentleman, I am obliged to say that
I do not believe he expresses the sense of
this House when he asserts that the present
system is acceptable to the majority of the
members of the Senate. On the contrary
I think it is not, but at the same time I
do not wish to find fault either with the
action of the Committee or with the re-
porters. As to the latter I believe under
the existing system they do the work as
well as it can be done ; it is the system of
which I believe the majority of this House
complain as being one which does not
give the widest circulation to the Senate
debates. On many occasions some sub-
ject is discussed, and ably discussed, in
this Chamber which affects the interests of
a particular Province-say the Province
of Nova Scotia or perhaps the county to
which I belong-now it is perhaps easy to
get some dozens or say hundreds of those
papers to circulate, but no hon. gentle-
man likes to circulate these little sheets
no matter how much the country may be
interested in the debate. Complaints
have come to me from a variety of sources
asking why our debates have not come to
them in the old way, and the reason is
obvious ; hon. gentlemen as a rule do not
like to circulate what may emanate from
themselves or from friends of theirs. For
myself I know my desk is loaded with
these sheets that come to me every day-
and I think my experience is similar to
that of other hon. gentlemen,-they lie
there and are simply so'much waste!paper,
as I fear may be said of a great portion of
the 700 copies which my hon. friend says
are circulated in this House. My own
observation has suggested these remarks,
though I am not complaining and do not
propose to endorse the views of the hon.
gentleman who moved this resolution. At
the same time I do not believe in the
present arrangement, and am of opinion
that before the end of the session those
hon. gentlemen who now support the
present system will be convinced of its
defects, they will make a new departure
and perhaps go back to the system pre-
viously adopted.

HON. MR. READ-I certainly agree
with the hon. gentleman who has just sat
down, that the debates are just so much
waste paper; they might almost as well

HON. MR. MACFARLANE.
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be thrown to one side and not be dis-
tributed; perhaps one copy would be
useful, but I do not think the others are
valuable. There may be, perhaps, one
hon. gentleman in twenty who would cir-
culate these sheets, but not more, and
this expenditure might just as well be
done away with ; yet I say now, as I have
done manytimes before,that the money spent
in actually circulating among the people in-
formation as to what takes place in this
ilouse is money well spent. Why, hon.
gentlemen, what do we find ? We see
that among those papers which pretend
tÔ circulate the utterances of members of
this House, such things as the following
are Published: I will read a little ex-
tract from yesterday's issue

NOTES AND COMMENT.-The DominionSerate eeni to, bave fairly caughit the spirit
of their master, and are piishin' on the ork
of legislation at a rate that woulÎdi do credit toSir John himself. Only think of it. They
etually managed on Friday to put one ques-
on, and learn in reply that very little

Progress was being made in execnting an or-
de the House for a certain return; andthen, exhausted by the effort, discharged theLWQ orders of the day and retired to seek re-
he for their exhausted brains. And for all
thj8 te people have to pay only the trile of*250. What a Iuxury it is to be well gov-
erned 1 -And so cheap 1" i

Now this is from the leading organ ofler Majesty's Opposition, the Toronto
Globe; it is an editorial, and such things
go to the country-too often being un-
contradictéd. I therefore think the utter-
ances and proceedings in this House8hould go to the country in some proper
Way, and I contend that the method now
adopted will not meet the end which we
desire. I have often said that this House
COsts the Dominion a great deal of money;thelre is no doubt about that fact, but a
fitte More spent in allowing the country
tO know what is said and done here wouldb in the interest of the people at large,because I do not believe it can fairly be

gued that the country does not get a
ful return for the money so expended, in
the efforts of this Chamber to secure good
9OVernmnent and wise legislation. I per-.
ftIy agree that the country is well gov-
erned ; that paper from which I have read

y it is well governed, though of course
ta foes not mean it ; and while it is true
that.We have had very little to do this
%s'On up to the present time I dare say,

as the session goes on, there will be many
matters that will engage our attention, and
we shall perhaps not have the Globe com-
plaining that we sit so short a time and
do so little.

HON. MR. FLINT-I receive every
day five copies of the Debates of this
House, and I take particular pains to send
them away to people in the back country
where newspapers are very seldom seen.
I think if other hon. gentlemen would take
the same pains to send away the copies
that they receive it would be a benefit to
a portion at least, of their constituents, and
I do not see why they cannot do it as
well as I can. I know very well it would
be better if we could have our debates
published as they were last year in the
press, but even if they were published in
a newspaper the probability is that very
few except those along the frontier would
receive them unless copies were purchased
by hon. gentlemen for the purpose of
sending them to their friends. I know
that whenever my hon. friend from Wood-
stock (Mr. Alexander) made a nice speech
last session, he usually purchased fifty or
sixty copies of the papers containing the
report and had them wrapped up and sent
away to his friends. Of course he wished
to have his speeches read and understood
by his friends in every direction, and he
knew that a great many others would read
them. I was in hopes that my hon friend
was not going to throw any firebrands
into the House this session ; we had
enough of that last year. When I met
him at the opening of thé present session
he told me that he had been down the
St. Lawrence last summer and had been
drinking so much of the pure St. Lawrence
water that it had cured him, and I thought
that, having got rid of his malady, we
should have a continuance of the peace
and harmony that have so far character-
ized the Senate this session. I -hope the
hon. gentleman will be careful, now that
he has returned to Ottawa, not to have a
relapse, as the water here is not quite so
pure as that of the St. Lawrence, and it is
tinctured with a color that I do not like.
Under the circumstances, I think the hon.
Senator has no great reason to complain
of the manner in which we are treated in
reference to our debates. If we cannot
have all that we want we must be content
with what we can get. I am quite willing
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to be content with what I receive, and
although I would not like to have to send
away all the surplus copies of the Debates,
I could dispose of a great many more of
them than I receive if I had them.

We certainly cannot find fault with the
Government or with the Committee. We
cannot expect that every paper in the
country should get the Debates, and even
if they did, there are many of them that
would not reproduce them. They could
net print them in the weeklies, and if
they published them in the dailies they
could only give a garbled statement. It
is only in the case of an orator such as
my hon. friend from Woodstock that they
will give a speech in full, and, as a matter
of fact, the p\ublic see as much of our pro-
ceedings here as they do of the proceed-
ings of the other House. The papers
take the same course in reference to the
Senate that they do to the Commons, and
I think under the circumstances my hon.
friend had better withdraw his resolution
and let matters go on as they are at present.

HON. MR. POWER-I fail to see that
there is any objection to the House adopt-
ing the resolution of the hon. gentleman.
It simply asks for some information which
will go to show how the present system
of reporting the Debates is working.
There can be no objection to that, more
particularly as towards the end of the
Session it will become the duty of this
House to re-consider the whole question
of the reporting and publishing of the
Debates, and it will be necessary that the
Senate should have the fullest information
in reference to the manner in which the
present system is working. I quite con-
cur in the views of the hon. gentlemen
from Lunenburg and Quinte, that the
system we had last year is a better one
than the system which the Government
have, to.a certain extent, compelled the
House to adopt for the present session.
I do not think there is any fault to be
found with the reporters for the manner in
which the system is being carried out, and
I do not think there is any fault to be
found with the Committee, as they are
doing their duty very satisfactorily, and the
work is being done :as thoroughly as the
system will permit; but I think the system
is a bad one, and the probabilities are that
the House will, towards the end of the

Session, revert to the system we had last
year. I fail to see that there should be
any objection to adopting the resolution
moved by the hon. member from Wood-
stock as it is only asking for information.
I do not endorse a number of the remarks
which the hon. gentleman made in mov-
ing the resolution, and which had no par-
ticular connection with the motion itself.

HON. MR. AIKINS-There is one ob-
servation which the hon. gentleman from
Halifax has made that the Government
must demur to. The Government used
no coercion or influence in adopting the
present system; the Committee was
apointed by the House and I do not think
the statement should have been made by
the hon. gentleman.

HON. MR. POWER-It will be within
the recollection of hon. gentlemen that last
year the Government did take this matter
of reporting into their own hands by
appointing the Committee, and when the
leader of the Government indicates a cer-
tain coui se to be taken in this House that
course is adopted. The leader -of the
Government did indicate the line to be
taken this session, and if he had not inter-
fered in the matter the reporting would
have gone on as it had done in former
years.

The yeas and nays were then called for:
the motion was declared lost on a
division.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (32) An Act to incorporate the
Lake Superior and James' Bay Railway
Company. (Mr. Dickey.)

Bill (43) An Act to incorporate the
Sault Ste. Marie Bridge Company. (Mr.
Read.)

COUNTY COURT JUDGES' BILL.

THIRD READING.

Bill (B), "An Act respecting County
Court Judges" was read the third time
and passed, without debate.

The Senate adjourned at 4.35 p.m.

HON. MR. FLINT.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, March i5th, r882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three.p. m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following bills from the Commons
Were introduced and read the first time :-

Bill (3), An Act to incorporate the St.
Lawrence Marine Insurance Company of
Canada. (Mr. Ryan.)

Bill (29), An Act to incorporate the
Northwestern Bank. (Mr. Gibbs.)

Bill (16), An Act to incorporate the
Manitoba Bank. (Mr. Girard.)

Bill (28), An Act to amend the Charter
of the chartered Bank of London and
North America and to change the name
thereof to the " Chartered Bank of Lon-
don and Winnipeg." (Mr. Gibbs.)

Bill (27), An Act further to amend the
Act incorporating the Mutual Life Insur-
ance Association of Canada and to change
the nane thereof to the '-Life Association
Of Canada." (Mr. McInne, Hamilton.)

Bill (32) An Act to incorporate the
Quebec Timber Company, Limited. (Mr.
Skead.)

OTTAWA AND ARNPRIOR JUNC-
TION RAILWAY BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (18), "An Act to incorpor-ate the Ottawa and Arnprior Junction

ailway Co." He explained that the ob-ject of the Bill was to incorporate a com-pany to construct a direct line from Ottawa
to Arnprior, to save a considerable bend
ln-the Pacific Railway.

The Bill was read the second time.

BILLS DROPPED.
The following bills were discharged:-
Bill (H), "An Act to amend the Con-

o.idated Insurance Act, 1877." (Mr.tellerose.)

Bil (N), "An Act to · amend the Act
''rPOrating the English and Colonial

'fsurance Company." (Mr. Allan.)

LAKE SUPERIOR AND JAMES'
BAY RAILWAY BILL.

SECOND READING POSTPONED.

HON. MR. DICKEY moved the second
reading of Bill (22), "An Act to incorpor-
ate the Lake Superior and James' Bay
Railway Company."

HON. MR. ALEXANDER objected to
the second reading, the bill not having
been distributed. Frequently bills were
placed on the desks of Senators at 2.30
p. m., and they were expected to consent
to the second reading of such measures
without having an opportunity of seeing
them. He hoped the House would in-
sist upon a strict observance of its rules.

HON. MR. DICKEY moved that the or-
der of the day be discharged and the se-
cond reading fixed for to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

SAULT ST. MARIE BRIDGE COM-
PANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. READ moved the second
reading of Bill (43), "An Act to incorpor-
ate the Sault St. Marie Bridge Company."

He said :-This Bill purports to give
authority to build a bridge at Sault St.
Marie It has the general clauses that are
to be found in all such bills, and it gives
no special privileges to any one company.
All parties are to use the bridge on equal
terms, when constructed, on payment of
tolls.

The Bill was read the second time.

The Senate adjourned at 4 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Otawa, Tlursday, March 16, 1882.
The SPEAKER took the chair at

three p. m.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

A PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT.
MOTION.

HON. MR. POWER moved-
That when the House adjournh to-day, it

do stand adjourned to Mon day evening next
at eight o'clock.

Proposed .Adjournment. 101
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HON. MR. DICKEY-No grounds
have been given for this motion, and I
should like to know why we should ad-
journ at this period of the session, while
business is pouring in thick and fast ? I
suppose it may be suggested that to-mor-
row is St. Patrick's day, but I am not
aware that there is any precedent for an
adjournrment on such a ground; and, cer-
tainly, we never adjourned on the 2 3d
April because it was St. George's day.
I confess that it would occasion as little
inconvenience to-morrow as any day on
which it could possibly occur, except Sat-
urday ; yet if we set a precedent of this
kind it might on another occasion occur
in the middle of the week, and interfere
with the business of the Senate. I believe
it is not the practice of the House of Com-
nions to adjourn over St. Patrick's day,
and I think it is only proper to add that
my hon. friend ought to be content if the
House would adjourn before the dinner
hour to-morrow, and not meet again in
the evening. That would quite carry out
the purpose he has in view, especially as
any procession that takes place occurs in
the forenoon when the Senate is not sit-
ting. Therefore, I trust that the House
will not entertain this motion, chiefly on
the ground that it may be referred to
hereafter as a precedent. There is also a
question whether the notice on the paper
is a regular one, inasmuch as it was given,
I believe, while the doors were closed.
On these grounds I object to the motion.

The SPEAKER declared the motion
lost on a division.

THE GARDINER DIVORCE BILL.

SECOND READING POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day having been
called for the second reading of Bill (L),
"An Act for the relief of Matthew
Gardiner."

HON. MR. FERRIER presented the
certificate of the Clerk of the Senate
setting forth that the notice of the second
reading of the Bill had been duly posted
at the doors of the Senate for fourteen
days.

Also, an affidavit of the service of the
notice ansi a copy of the Bill on the wife
of petitioner.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-This
is not the kind of proof which the rules of
the Senate require : this is simply an affi-
davit of service. The proof which the
Senate requires is evidence to be adduced
at the bar of the Senate vive voce. I do
not know whether the House will see fit
to depart from the rule or not. If so,
then the rule must be suspended and this
affidavit accepted in lieu of the evidence
required. The formalities are laid down
in the 76th rule, which is as follows :-

" The second reading of the Bill is not to
take place tntil fourteen days after the first
reading, and notice of such second reading is
to be affixed upon the doors of the Senate-
during that period, and a copy thereof and of
the Bill duly served upon the party froi
whom the divorce is sought, and proof on
oath of such service, adduced at the Bar of
Senate, before proceeding to the second read-
ing, or sufficient proof adduced of the impo-
sibility of complying with this regulation."

The rule clearly requires that the wit-
ness 'shall appear at the Bar of the Senate.
I do not know that it will make any dif-
ference in the case; but perhaps the
Senate might come to different conclu-
sions from hearing a witness at the bar
and the manner in which he gives his tes-
timony, froni that which they would arrive
at from reading his affidavit. At all
events, the vitness must be called to the
bar and furnish proofof the service of the
notice and of the Bill.

HON. MR. DICKEY-It is quite true,
as stated by my hon. friend, that it has
been the practice to have the witness
examined at the bar, and to put to him
certain questions, and the answers to
those questions formthe evidence on which
the House is to judge. But I apprehend,
and probably it will occur to my hon.
friend himself, that on other occasions
besides the last case before us an affidavit
of the service of the formal notice was
received, and the House will see that the
rule only requires that proof shall be
made on oath at the bar of the Senate.
In this case the affidavit is produced to
the House. I recollect a case in which such
evidence was received, and my hon. friend
acceded to the view that it was sufficient
proof unless the House had some doubt
on the subject and wished to examine the
witness orally.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-I
have no objection to whatever course the
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House may pursue on the matter ; but
m1y hon. friend is mistaken in supposing
that an affidavit is the proof required by
the rule. " Proof on oath " is the lan-
guage which is adopted with reference to
the service of the preliminary notice-that
is, the notice of the intention to apply for
a bill of divorce. Rule 73 says :

" A copy of the notice in writing, is to be
served, at the instance of the applicant, on
the person from whom the divorce is sought,
if the residence of such person can be ascer-
tained ; and proof on oath of such service, or
Of the attempts made to effect it, to the satis-
faction of the Senate, is to be adduced before
the Senate on the reading of the Petition."
That has been done by an affidavit, which,
Of course, is proof on oath, and then the
Senate resolves that is satisfactory. But
when you come to the 76th rule the lan-
guage is changed, and it is not then "proof
On oath," but " proof on oath * * *
adduced at the bar of the Senate."

HON. MR. FERRIER-The proof is
,contained in the affidavit of service directly
on the individual.

HON. SIR. ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
rule requires the presence of the witness
here to prove it

HON. MR. FERRIER moved that the
rule of the House be suspended, and that
the affidavit be deemed sufficient, and the
attendance of the witness at the bar be
dispensed with.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-It is
for the House to say whether they are
disposed to suspend their rules, and accept
this affidavit in lieu of the presence of the
Witness. It may not be attended by any
evil resuits, but it certainly is a departure
fromt the rule-a departure from that for-
rnality in which safety is often found.

HON. MR. POWER-As has been sug-
gested by the leader of the Government,
We are acting in a judicial capacity now,
ýnd I have very grave doubts as to whether
t 8 COIpetent for the House, without anynotice given beforehand, to suspend the

le Which is intended to protect the par-
ties In bills of this sort. It is possible
that the counsel for the defendant, the

ifer 1in this case may be prepared to con-
tradict the evidence which would be given
at the bar on behalf of the husband. And

I may say further, I have very grave
doubts as to whether this is a case in
which we should suspend the rules of the
House. It will be remembered that the
proof of the attempt to serve a notice of
the bill in the first instance was made in
the sane way, by affidavit here. I learned
afterwards (it is not evidence, of course)
from a member of the House of Com-
mons whose firm happened to be inter-
ested in the matter, that they had offered
to accept service on behalf of the wife, and
further that there had been no attempt
whatever on her part to evade the service.
Consequently grave doubts are thrown on
the reliability of' the affidavits made here
on behalf of the plaintiff. I think under
the circumstances the House ought to be
slow to accept this affidavit as satisfactory
proof.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Would not
it be competent for that evidence to be
contradicted by proof before the Com-
mittee ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No,
the rule requires that the evidence be
furnished here at the bar of the Senate.

HON. MR. DICKEY-A rulé of the
Senate may be suspended without notice,
but it requires the assent of the Senate.

Hon. Siw ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
unanimous assent.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The ordinary
rule is that notice shall be given in the first
instance, but there is no doubt it is equally
in the power of the Senate to suspend a
rule without notice.

HON. MR. FERRIER-I may state
that the respondent's counsel is present.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-That
does not make any difference.

HON. MR. FERRIER-I mean to say
there is positive proof that the respondent
has rcceived the notice in the way I have
stated. This affidavit is confirmed by the
fact of the counsel for the respondent
being present to act for her in the matter.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMP.BELL-I
would be sorry to interpose any obstacles
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in the way of my hon. friend getting on
with his bill, but it is very essential that
we should preserve the forms of the
House in what is really a judicial question.
In a court of justice a judge would have
no hesitation in saying in such a case as
this " It is my duty to examine the wit-
ness and if he is not present in court I
cannot allow the case to proceed." That
would be the decision of a judge. As we
are sitting here in a judicial capacity in
this case, is it not safe to adhere to the
rule which says that proof shall be adduced
at the bar of the Senate ? Would it not
be unwise and unsafe to depart from that
rule and to take ap affidavit as proof? It
seems to me that it is far better for the
House to adhere to the rules. It may
postpone the second reading of the Bill
for a day or two, but it is far safer to fol-
low the regular course which the rules of
the House prescribe. Outside of that I
think there is no safety.

Hon. MR. FERRIER moved that the
order of the day be discharged and the
second reading of the Bill fixed for Tues-
day next.

The motion was agreed to.

CANADA SOUTHERN & ERIE &
NIAGARA COMPANIES BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. SCOTT moved the second
reading of (Bill 14), "An Act respecting
the Canada Southern Railway Company
and the Erie and Niagara Railway
Company."

He said :-The Erie and Niagai
Railway Company under their charter
bad power to construct a branch railway
connecting with the Welland Railway at
or near Port Robinson on the Welland
Canal. That Railway subsequently be-
came the Canada Southern Railway
with a charter issued in Ontario, and
power to make connection with other lines
and also to build branches. The present
Bill is on the petition of the two Railways
asking that the time limited for building
these branches, which they had power to
build under their several charters-
shall be extended for three years. This
Bill also asks power to enable the Canada
Southern Railway Company to enter into

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL,

an agreement with the St. Clair River
Railway Company for the purposes of
completing and purchasing that line.

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

LOAN AND SAVINGS COMPANIES.
BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ALLAN moved the second
reading of (Bill P), "An Act respecting
Loan and Savings Companies."

He said:-The object of this Bill, which
is an amendment to the law respecting
Loan and Savings and Building Companies
is to enable the shareholders of any such
company, if they so desire, by resolution
passed at ahy regular meeting of the com-
pany called for that purpose, to increase
their stock in the manner prescribed by
the act. As the law stands, in the issuing
of any shares the directors are bound to
allot them to the existing shareholders,
and if any are not taken up they can be
sold for the general benefit of the com-
pàny. By this act it is provided that the
shareholders may, if they see fit, on a vote,
of not less than two-thirds in value, of all
the shareholders of the company present
in person or represented by proxy, at
a special meeting called for that purpose,
prescribe how such new stock may be
issued with regard to allotment to the
existing shareholders or otherwise, and
what amount shall be issued, the amount
to be paid on subscription of such shares,
the time at which the balance shall be
called up and the dividend to be paid
thereon. The reason why the amend-
ments are asked for are these; hon.
gentlemen are aware that at present most
of the Loan Companies in Ontario have
obtained more or less money from capi-
talists in England on debentures
and it is believed that many of those
parties hitherto investing in these bonds
would 'very gladly invest in the shares of
companies if they had the opportunity of
doing so, and this Bill is to enable any
company that desires to issue shares and
place them on the market in England,
to do so in the manner prescribed by the
Act. Hon. gentlemen are, of course,
aware that in England, for instance, stock
that is not fully paid up is much preferred
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to Stock which is paid up in full. I ask
that the Bill be read the second time,
although it is an amendment to a public
Act and should perhaps be referred to a
committee of the whole House. I think
however, it would be more convenient
and more satisfactory to refer it to the
standing Committee on Banking and
Commerce.

. FON. MR. ALEXANDER-I conceive
It mny duty as a shareholder in various loan
societies to state what I feel to be objec-
tions of so grave a character that I think
the Bill should not be read the second
time. It is well known to every member
Of this House that the Banking Commit-
tee of the Senate bestowed great labor and
care in making the charters of the loan
companies as perfect as possible, to guard
the shareholders and to guard the public;
and what is the effect of a bill of this
character brought in by a private member,
unknown to the public, under the provi-
SiOns of which Bill the Directors of a loan
sOciety can at any time increase their capi-
tal stock.

HON. MR. AIKINS-You surely have
lot read the Bill?

iON. MR. ALEXANDER-The di-
rectors by getting a vote of the share-
holders can increase the capital of the loan
societies. It is well known that various
complaints of this character have come up
Within the last six months; that commer-
§al men and others have been speculating
111 the stocks of loan companies and they
have been misled and have lost large sums
of money. We have the case of the
Ontario Bank; we have the case of par-
ties connected with certain of the loan
societies who made investments under anentire isapprehension of the position of
the Bank. We find that certain stocks of
loan societies stand at a certain premium.
Take the Huron and Erie, for instance,
standing to-day at 623 /! Take the Free-hold, standing at about 72, and other loan
societies. The speculator takes the char-
ter and he there sees what is the capital
stock of the loan society and he speculates
t1 their stock, forming his estimate en-tIrely on the amount of the capital of the
COtnPany, and judging by the premium at
bilich the stock stands. Yet here is a

brought in by a private member, under

which the directors of loan companies may
increase the capital stock of such com-
panies, and the public may not be aware
of it. I am sure the House will not
allow a private member to legislate in this
direction, aftcr the explanation I have
given. If such legislation is necessary at
all, it is the duty of the Government to
take the responsibility. Then we would
have a guarantee that the legislation will
be safe for the protection of the share-
holders and the public. We all know that
in the city of Toronto we have a number
of gentlemen who are directors of loan
societies and their chief object is to get
the allowance of four dollars for each
weekly meeting of the Board. They
have no deep interest in these loan
societies-I could cite twenty to fifty cases
where they simply purchased enough stock
to qualify-being what is called "Guinea
pigs." That is the name by which they
are known in London, England, and the
fact has been much dwelt upon there.
They take stock perhaps to the extent of
$2,000, in order to get on the board of
directors and draw their four dollars for
each meeting. I ask would you give
those men,-who perhaps have got the
control of millions of money,-a power
unknown to the public, and which they
may exercise at any moment, by passing a
bill of this sort, which is not introduced
by the Government but by a private mem-
ber ? Is there any petition before this
House from any loan society, or from any
individual within this country, demanding
legislation in this direction? I think not,
and we should not load our statute books
with legislation which may be fraught with
evil. There are various other objections
to the bill, which may be pointed out if
the House allows it to go to the second
reading, but I now protest against legisla-
tion of this kind and I think it is unworthy
of the Government to allow a private
member to bring forward such a bill.

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

LAKE SUPÉRIOR AND JAMES' BAY
RAILWAY BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I was placed in
the position of taking charge of this Bill
for the purpose of getting it before the
Committee, in order to expedite the busi-
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ness of the House, but without having
very much knowledge of the Bill and, in
fact, no interest in it whatever ; but I
will state its object and repeat what I said
yesterday on this subject.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-Has the
bill been circulated?

HON. MR. DICKEY-It has been cir-
culated. The object of the Bill is to pro-
vide railway communication between the
great inland sea of Lake Superior and our
great ocean sea of Hudson Bay, and
in this connection I may observe that
the introduction of this Bill suggests
considerations of the most gratifying
nature with regard to the extent and re-
sources of our Dominion in a direction
where only a short time ago such re-
sources were not supposed to exist.
This is no less than a bill for the construc-
tion of a railway for several hundreds of
miles across a country which, only a few
years ago, was a lone land; a country of
which little was known, and less was ex-
pected ; yet I believe it is a region of
very large resources in timber, fish and
other commodities. These facts may be
expected to induce capitalists to build
this railway, and I hope-without wishing
in any way to make anything like a spread-
eagle speech upon this subject-that it
will be gratifying to the House to bear in
mind that this is a bill to develop a coun-
try from which, until very recently, we
expected to derive little or no benefit.
I have therefore great pleasure in moving
the second reading of the Bill.

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

The Senate adjourned at 4.20 p. m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, Marci 17, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.

THIRD REPORT ADOPTED.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE,
absence of the Hon. Mr. Simpson,
the adoption of the third report

HON. MR. DICKEY.

in the
moved
of the

Joint Committee on Printing. He
explained that it was one of the usual
reports of the Committee recommending
the printing of certain documents.

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned at 3.50 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, March 20, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SAULT ST. MARIE BRIDGE BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the Com-
mitte on Railways, Telegraphs and Har-
bors, reported Bill (43), " An Act to in-
corporate the Sault St. Marie Bridge Com-
pany" with certain amendments. He said
that these amendments were generally in
the direction of making the Bill conform-
able to the Railway Act ànd other existing
legislation.

ST. PETER'S CANAL ENLARGE-
MENT CONTRACT.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. MILLER inquired-
"Whether Kennedy the assignee of Tuck,

the contractor for the enlargement of St.
Peter's canal, Cape Breton, has been paid in
full for all work done in connection with that
undertaking ; or has the Government reserved
any portion of the money due for said work to
pay the claims of persons to whom Tuck was
Iargely indebted for labor and materials sup-
plied for said canal enlargement; and if not,
is it the intention of the Government to afford
any relief to those persons who have suffered
from the fraud of the contractor in relation to
that public work?"

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-In
reply to the question that has been put by
my hon. friend, I beg to say that Mr.
Kennedy, the assignee of Tuck, has been
paid in full for all work done in connec-
tion with the contract in question. The
Government has not reserved any portion
of the money due for said work to pay the
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claimsof personsto whom Tuck was largely
'fdebted for labor and inaterials supplied,
and it is not the intention of the Govern-
ment-in fact they have no means-to
afford relief to those persons who have
Suffered. I have answered the question
catagorically. I may add that at the time
Of the assignment of the contract from
one contractor to the other, the Govern-
ment was not informed that there
Were any claims against the original con-
tractor. It was only after the assignrment
Was consented to, that the Government
Was informed that Tuck was largely in-
debted to the laborers. Representation
Was made to the then Minister of Public
Works (Mr. Mackenzie) and he distribut-
ed, anongst the creditors of the original
contractor, the ten per cent. which had
been reserved in the hands of the Govern-
ment. That was all that could be done.
Afterwards further application having been
received, a reference was made to the
Diepartment of Justice to know if any-
thing could be done by way of retaining
"lOney out of the hands of the new con-
tractor. The Department of Justice
'nfformed the Minister of Railways and
Canals that nothing could be done. A
letter was written on the 21St September,1880, by Mr. Lash, the Deputy Minister
of Justice, to the Secretary of the Depart-
ment of Railways and Canals, which I
will read.-

"In reply to your communication of
Yesterday asking for opinion as to the
liability of the Government in respect to
certain claims made against Mr. J. P. Tuck
late a contractor for the enlargement of
the St. Peter's Canal, C. B., I have the
honor to say that in my opinion upon the
State of facts disclosed in the report of the
'"gineer in charge (paper No. 89,159) the
t vernment is in no way bound to pay
the claim, nor would they be justified
Without an order to that effect from the
contractor in using any moneys which
tnay be due to him, in paying suchClains.»

Sh it will be seen to have been out of
.he Power of the Government to do any-

thing more than was done.

E N. MR. MILLER-It is evident
nisthe material in the hands of the

'flister of Justice that he expected a
'leech from me in reference to this mat-

ter, and I am sorry that I have disappoint-
ed him. But the truth is, I have spoken
so frequently upon this subject in the
House that I do not feel justified in tres-
passing. upon the time of the Senate upon
the present occasion with any remarks. I
have been applied to on numerous occa-
sions by persons who suffered through the
fraud of the contractor, Tuck, and have
been pressed to get for them a final an-
swer as to whether anything could be done
to afford them relief under the circum-
stances as no other course was open to me
than the one I .have adopted, and as it
was the most ready means of conveying
the information to the applicants that they
desired to receive I concluded to ask this
question. I can only express my regret
that after having, in conjunction with
other representatives from Cape-Breton,
done everything in my power to press thq
claims of those unfortunate individuals on
the Government, I have been unsuccess-
ful. Itisonly within the last few days that
four or five farmers,who were in comfortable
circumstances, have, in consequence of
the frauds practised upon them by Tuck,
had their farms sold under mortgage, and
been thrown out of house and home.
The numbers of such cases in Cape
Breton is very large, much larger than one
would suppose from the amount of the
claims, which is about $12,ooo or $13,-
ooo. I have done what I could to get
satisfaction or redress for these poor
people, and, having failed, they must, so
far as I am concerned, only take the will
for the deed.

WINTER COMMUNICATION WITH
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND.

MOTION.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE moved,

That an humble Address be presented to
His Excellency the Governor General, pray-
ing that His Excellency will cause to be laid
before this House a Return showing:-

lst. The number of tripe made by the Con.
tractors for carrying the mails between Cape
Traverse, in Prince Edward Island and Cape
Tormentine, in New Brunswick, from the
recommencement of the Mail Service by that
route in the present year, to the lôth day of
the current month.

2nd. The number of mails which have been
delayed at either Cape, also, the length and
cause of such delays.
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He said :-The subject contained in
the motion of which I have given notice is
one of very considerable importance to
those inhabitants of the Dominion who live
by the sea side, and I wish to divest the
question as far as possible, of all extran-
eous matters and confine myself to one
view of it, and to avoid those parts of the
subject which relate to the carriage of
mails and passengers on the land. I wish
to deal with a far more difficult and more
important question-the carriage of mails
and passengers across the straits-and I de-
sire, first and foremost to simplify the
question still further by drawing the
attention of the House to the fact
that this question is not one belonging
properly or solely to Prince Edward
Island The question is the carriage of
Her Majesty's mail which, I take it belongs
to the whole of this Dominion-and the
whole of Her Majesty's dominions ;
and therefore it would be very narrow
minded indeed to view the question as
one belonging exclusively to Prince Ed-
ward Island. There might be some hesi-
tation, perhaps, in making a very large ex-
penditure of money, or entering upon
some untried experiment with a view
solely to the interests of one Province.
But when the question relates to the wel-
fare and trade of the whole Dominion it
assumes far larger proportions. There is
another view of the question to which I
wish alsoto draw attention, and that is that
when the Province with which I am con-
nected entered Confederation, ncw nine
years ago, one of the terms was that the
Province was to be kept in communica-
tion, winter and summer, by steam with
the Intercolonial Railway. I am not going
to assert that no attempt has been made to
fulfil those conditions, because the tact that
a steamer was built specially for this pur-
pose and has been endeavoring to run
during several seasons past between the
harbor of Pictou and the harbor of George-
town, would be a sufficient answer to that;
but the truth of the matter is that that
steamer has been unsuccessful in her
attempts to keep open winter communi-
cation by steam. I am not going to dis-
parage her performances, or to speak
lightly of the ship herself. She has proved
herself to be a strong and useful vessel
and the vicissitudes she has gone through
not only this winter but on frequent other
occasions, in the ice has demonstrated

HoN. MR. HAYTHORNE,

that she has been skilfully constructed.
I believe myself that but for the skill which
has been displayed in her construction
she would not now be in existence or
that those embarked on her would be
alive to tell the tale of privations they had
gone through in the ice ; but it has been
found necessary in a very early period of
our experience in this winter communica-
tion, to have recourse to the old method
of carrying the mails in the winter. It
has been found by experience that the
Northern Light cannot, and perhaps it
would be safe to say no vessel which
could be constructed, can safely contend
with the ice-pack in the month of Febru-
ary, between Georgetown and Pictou.
That I believe to be a fact. Hon. gentle-
men and many others seem to think that
all conditions of ice are the same. It
would be necessary for those who have to
deal with this important question, to dis-
abuse their minds of that idea, and ascer-
tain what the difficulties to contend with
really are-to discriminate between the
really solid ice which obstructs navigation
and that which is broken and which can
be overcome by steam, or even small ves-
sels. I have, therefore, put my motion
on the paper in the form in which it ap-
pears. I consider myself, that it is pretty
nearly a certain thing that the branch
railways which have been talked of in con-
nection with this subject will be con-
structed at a not very remote period, if
not by this Government by some
other Government, or in connec-
tion with the proposed marine rail-
way; and, therefore, I am not sorry
to drop that question of railway connec-
tion from the subject. At the most
they are not surrounded by engineering
or other difficulties. They are simply
questions of dollars and cents, and the
whole cost of them, including the wharves,
&c., necessary, amounts to but $634,838,
which certainly is not a very formidable
sum for a purpose so generally useful for
a Dominion like ours, which is expending
money by the million in British Colum-
bia. This subject of the transport of
mails and passengers across the strait
which separates Prince Edward Island
from the mainland, is now becoming more
important than ever, and for reasons
which I will briefly describe : many years
ago, when our commerce was less and
our population was smaller, and inter-

witÀ P.E. island.
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c0urse between the Island and the main-land was a very small thing on the whole,
these small boats could perhaps performthe service without much difficulty, but
timTes have completely altered. Our por-
ulation has grown, and what has effected
Perhaps the greatest change, is our en-
trance into the Confederation. That
bas also made a great change in our trade,
which formerly was more exclusively with
Great ]Britain and the United States. It
is 1ow to a large extent conducted with
Other Provinces of the Dominion,
and consequently our intercourse with
Other parts of the country has greatly in-
creased. It has therefore become more
'"nportant than ever that the mail service
across the straits should be conducted
with greater regularity. It is evidentthat difficulty and danger might arise from
a few days delay through the accumula-
tion of mails. On ordinary occasions the
mnail passes every day, and so long as theweather remains favorable there is no
great accumulation, and the danger is less,
but in some conditions of the straits and
Weather it is impossible for days to pass,
and consequently there is a large amount
Of mails which is of itself a cause of very
great danger in crossing the straits.

hon. gentlemen will easily understandthat wben perhaps one hundred or moremail sacks are to be carried across a strait
such as that which separates Prince Ed-
Ward Island from the main land, it is an
Udertaking of very considerable danger.

ft I want to bring before the attention
Of the Government and this House is the

ssiblity of preventing these interruptions.
Want to show what conditions of the stràit

and weather cause these delays and having
dorie that, I want next to show how they
can best be obviated. It would be quite
Mliecessary that I should state when these1nterruptions take place ; they occur every

ter ; they have occurred within the last
days. It is an actual fact that as L

Came to take my place in the House to-
, I had two letters placed in my hands

&m Prince Edward Island, dated i ith
tharch, showing they were nine days on

e oad, but that is a short interruption
Cj41pared with some that have occurred.
dIcee seasons ago this subject was under
p icucssion by the gentlemen representing
f nce Edward Island in both branches

Sthe Legislature and they came to the
COClu'sion that they would wait upon the

Minister of Railways, Sir Charles Tupper,
with a memorial. We did so and had a
long discussion upon the question with the
Minister. The tenor of our memorial was
to advise that the subject was surrounded
with difficulties, and that to the best of
our belief the Government did not possess
that information on the subject which was
essential to enable them to deal with it
successfully. The answer given to us
was that since the previous session a re-
port had been received and L think had
been ordered by the then Minister's prede-
cessor, Mr. Mackenzie. That is numbered
one hundred and forty-four, and dated
1879, and is a report of a cvil engineer
of some eminence Mr. Henry McLeod.
It is, L may say, a very valuable report,
but it does not touch on the points at
issue. Mr. McLeod appears to have
gone to the Island with very full
instructions and, if I am to judge from
the report, with some forty questions
drawn up for him or by himself at his
leisure-which I will not say. He not
only acted as an engineer on this occasion,
but also examined a great many witnesses
whose evidence is before us in this report.
His instructions were to ascertain whether
it was practicable to navigate that strait
from day to day during the winter-in
fact whether steam communication can be
kept up there. Now, I think our further
experience is conclusive as to the point
that during a severe state of weather, when
these straits are blockaded with heavy
pack ice, it is utterly impossible for any
steamboat to navigate them, but these are
not the occasions when interruptions oc-
cur. When the weather is most severe,
the ice is most solid and connections are
most regular. Consequently though there
may be interruptions to traffic such as
taking goods across, nevertheless there is
more regularity in the transportation of
mails and passengers than at any other
time and less to complain of. What
really cause the interruptions are the
thaws during the course of the winter,
such as have occurred this year and
heavy storms which break up these
thick strata of ice and prevent boats cross-
ing readily and safely. These great
storms and the changes from severe to
mild weather break up the ice to such an
extent that men and boats cannot pass
over it, and the existence of any con-
siderable expanse of this broken ice pre-
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vents communication between the island
and main land. These are the two
causes of the interruptions to the carriage
of our mails. Hon. gentlemen can under-
stand that a small boat laden with passen-
gers and mail bags cannot be safe under
such circumstances as those ; a heavy
breeze would have the effect of swamping
the boat.

The time has evidently arrived when
the Government must do something to
overcome this difficulty. It is not merely
their own characters as administrators that
are at stake, but the safety of Her Majesty's
mails and of her subjects whose lives are
constantly jeopardized under the circum-
stances which I have just described to the
House.

Now, while I am willing to admit, so
far as our modern science and experience
have gone, we do not believe in the possi-
bility of navigating thcse Straits, or any
other Straits surrounding our Island,
while the ice is at its thickest, I do say
that the real interruptions can to a great
extent be obviated by assisting the mail
boat service with a steamer. The atten-
tion of Mr. McLeod, the engineer whose
report I have alluded to just now, had
been carefully drawn to this point, and
he examined several witnesses upon that
subject. I will just read the question
which he put and the answer given to it
by several witnesses :-

" Can the present ice-boat service be
improved in any way, if so, state how;
would high towers on each side be service-
able with lights and signal bells ; are boat-
houses with stoves required ; would two
small tugs, one on each side, be useful ?"

That has been answered by several
witnesses in the affirmative. The first is
a man who has lived on the bank of the
Straits his whole life. His name is Allen.
The twelfth question and his answer to it
are as follows :-

" In your opinion, what draft of steamer
would be most servicable for both winter
and summer service ? "

A screw steamer drawing 8 to io feet."
Then again several other witnesses an-

swer the same question: " A steamer
would not be as safe off Capes as off
Georgetown; but she would be as safe as

with P.R. Island. '

off Pictou." But perhaps the most expe-
rienced witnesses of any who were exam-
ined were the present contractors, Messrs.
Muttart and Irving. These gentlemen
are now advanced in years, and this ser-
vice has been the occupation of their whole
lives. They are both men of high intelli-
gence, and I think about as capable of
judging on this point as any that can be
found. The only objections which have
been urged against placing a steamer on
this route is that she could not be safely
berthed there. These two witnesses, and
several others whose evidence was taken
by Mr. McLeod, speak with very great
confidence not only as to the safety of
vessels so berthed, but also the facility
for this accommodation. In the first
place they say that the vessel could make
a place for herself-that a screw-steamer
drawing eight to ten feet of water would
be in no danger; that the berth would not
become blocked up with "lolly" or drift
ice for any length of time. " The easiest
place on the main-land to make a berth
would be off Cape Jourimain. The
steamer would be just as safe as off
Georgetown. The depth of water at the
edge of the board-ice would be about six
fathoms on the island side, and three
fathoms on the main-land." Then, being
asked " What is the easiest condition for
crossing with boats, and what causes the
difficulty?" the answer will, I think, con-
firm the fact which I have just placed be-
fore the House. Mr. Irving says that
the easiest condition for crossing is when
there exists "level field ice without snow.
Lolly is the great obstruction; open water
with wind is an obstruction." But, as I
explained to the House just now, the
question which was paramount in Mr
McLeod's mind when he took this evi-
dence and made this inquiry was, that a
steamer should be maintained day by day
there, constantly navigating those straits,
and feeling the impracticability of that,
I took occasion first in the year 1879,
and subsequently in connection with my
hon. friend opposite from Prince Edward
Island, when some of those long inter-
ruptions occurred, to put myself in com-
munication with these two contractors
and inquire from them what had been in
their opinion the cause of some recent
interruptions, and whether in their opin-
ion they would have been obviated by the
assistance of a steamer. If the House

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE.
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W'ill bear with me for a few minutes, I will
Just read the communication to them and
their answers:

To ARTHUR IRVING, EsQ.,
Cape Traverse,

DEAR SIRa,
Senator Mont-

gomnery and I, in common I believe with ail
others here who are connected with Prince
Edward Island, have been much disappointed
at the interruption of ail communication by
mail with our homes and with those we re-
Present. We feel assured, however, that this
'interruption has not been caused by any re-
iiiissness on your part or that of Mr. Muttart
r yýour crews.

We are confident that ail has been done
by you both and by your men to ensure suc-

.I Will now proceed to state the more imme-
diate objects of this communication. Yester-
day Mr. Montgomery and I called at the Post-
mnasfer General's Department, to enquire after
news from the Island, and at our request tel-
, a1Ms were sent to the Cape, in the course

the day two answers were received and for-
warded to us. By these we find that the
boats returned to the Island on the l8th inst.,
and had not been able to accomplish a pas-
sage to Tormentine since up to yesterday;
als0 that the prospects were considered bad.

Mr. Montgomery's wish and mine is, of
course, to servé the interests of our Province
b Using our positions as Senators with the
bst effects. And we think we might possibly
4cornplish something towards a more regu-
at thensmission of mails by the combination

the boat and steamship service betweene Capes, if we were in possession of a re-hable statement of the causes which have
er 'ented you from crossing during the lastten days.

We therefore make it our request that you
WOuld confer with Mr. Muttart on this subject%na write us as soon as possible thereon,ng particularly as far as can be rememn-
thred, what was the state of the weather since

18th, day by day, if possible, if not,
generally; also it crossing was prevented

' Storns whether of wind (with open water
the Gulf), or snow, or by both, but what

ae Prticularily wish to know, whether in
Yoir candid opinions the Northern Light

dhave effected a passage on any of those
oY W which prevented the boats from crossing.
ex o in1on has always been, and our more
ta ed experience each year confirms it,

a the boat and steam service should act
cornbination and that the best station is

tween the Capes. R. P. HÂTORNE.

ln answer to that I received very short-
eYafterwards from the contractor a letter
tXPaining what the causes had been, and
t confirrned my opinion on every occa-si• lie does not assert that he could
hve kept up communication under all

circumstances ; but he does assert that if
he had been assisted by a steamer he
could have carried the mails with tolera-
ble regularly. His letter is as follows

CAPE TORMENTINE,
March, 15th, 1879.

On the 17th of February I crossed to
Tormentine with mails, wind north, had no
mails that day to return. Mr. Muttart came
over the next day, wind north-east, blowin
pretty hard, about three miles thin ice. I
did not put out from this side. Mr. Yeo and
Son, passengers on that day. Mr. Muttart
said I would have had no chance to have
made the Island. The storm was up by 12
o'clock. The Northern Light, that day,
could have crossed to the good ice, meet ice
boats and exchange mails. The saie on
Wednesday aud Thursday. We were out a
good part of the day; had not one pan of old
ice. Steamer, this day, could have crossed
from board ice to board ice a number of times.
Next day-Friday-the big storm; nothing
could be done that day. Saturday, the winJ
north-west, report fron the Is and-three
miles of lolly. Steamers service good this
day, also.on Sunday boats crossed to Island.
It so happened there was no crew on hand, it
being Sunday, the four regular boats crews'
were ail atTormentine. The crossing was not
so that any of the crews could make a return
trip that day. Steamer would have been of
no service. Monday, Tuesday and Wednes-
day, wind north-west, blowing hard and
stormy at times; ice running aIl this time
east. On Thursday, crossed and returned
with ail the mails.

We had another delay since last Wednes-
day until yesterday: the boats from the
Island made out to get across, but from this
side they had to return. Half way, lolly and
Island shore. Steamer could have kept up
communication every day this time.

I remain,
Your obdt. svt.,

ARTHUR IRVING.

Hon. gentlemen will observe that under
the circumstances these small boats to
which the mails and passegers are com-
mitted could not pass at all. whereas in
the opinion of this experienced contractor
a steamer çould have passed from shore to
shore several times. He gives some in-
stances in which their passage was inter-
rupted by the existence of rough water, or
this other condition of "lolly" (which hon.
gentlemen do not understand so well per-
haps) and if they had been assisted by a
screw-steamer on that occasion they would
have been able to deliver their mails and
passengers with regularity. On some oc-
casions, when great storms prevailed, he
could not cross. I had a further commu-
nication at another time, when the mails
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were interrupted, from the same parties
and with the same results. It was as
follows :-

CAPE TORME.\TINE,
Apri]l18th, 1879.

Hon. R. P. Haythorne,
- DEAR SiR,-I received vour letter yesterday
evening, too late to answer it by to-day's nai.

On Tuesday, lst April, the boats left this
side-south wind-not much water-but
blowing pretty bard. he boats' aid were
afraid to put ont fromn the Island side,
knowing there would be nuch more water in
the after part of the day-and wind increas-
ing-they would stand a poor chance of ]and-
ing. To remedy this a six or eight-oared
water boat should be kept on this side.

Second and third.-Wind north, blowing
bard, with snow showers; water about half-
way from Island shore; steamer could have
ke t up communication these two days.

Fourth, Friday.-Snow storm; wind eaut.
No possibilitv of crossing.

Saturday, Fifth.-Boats crossed each way;
had about three miles lolly, which we were
able to row through. The same amount of
storm earlier in the eason would have pre-
vented cros8ing for a day or two.
A steamer would have no trouble at present,
or for the last fortnight.

I remain, &c.,
ARTHUR IRVING.

Again last year the same thing occurred
also with the same results. I think, there-
fore, I am justified in asserting that these
interruptions could, to a great extent, be
obviated if this boat service were assisted
by a suitable steamer. Of course I under-
stand perfectly well that steamers, par-
ticularly those required for special pur-
poses, cannot be extemporized in a mo-
ment, but the Government might, if they
were so disposed, considerably assist that
boat service across the Straits with very
little delay, and at comparatively small
expense.

These boat houses have been recom-
mended by many experienced men, by
Mr. McLelan and by a deputation of
members of Parliament and Senators of
the Dominion, who waited upon the
Minister of Public Works, and the utility
of them has been admitted. They might
be built at a very small cost and they will
have the effect of enabling the boats to go
out to their work in a dry and serviceable
condition; whereas all that can be done
at present with their equipment, oars, etc. ;
is simply to turn them bottom upwards on
the board ice. I would like to make one
more point before I resume my seat,

HoN. MR. HAYTHORNE.

with P.E. Iland.

which is the very small remuneration
allowed for this service. It is performed
by contract, and perhaps it may be said
that if men are to be found prepared -to
attend to this work at unremunerative
prices, it can hardly be expected that the
Government shall advance the amount. I
think under ordinary circumstances I
could endorse that view but the circum
stances of this case are so special that I
think the arguments which would prevail
in favor of letting work by contract in
general, do not apply to this particular
service; because it is necessary that the
parties who are to perform it must be men
of undoubted steadiness and experience
besides their other qualities ; and if it
were entrusted to inexperienced men,
living perhaps at a considerable distance
from the sea-shore there would be contin-
ual danger. It seems to me the proper
plan would be to consider what a fair re-
muneration for the service would be, and
to grant that to the present contractors as
long as they are capable of performing the
work, and there will always be a number
of young men, who, having had the ad-
vantage of the experience of their parents
would be able in future to take the matter
in hand. In the Local Government of the
Island, before Confederation, although
public opinion was rather in favor of the
general principle of letting contracts by
tender, they actually declined to let that
particular service by tender and had it
performed by private contract. Another
very important point is the want of some
larger boats to assist the smaller ones
when much open water is found. Such
boats would cost very little, and until a
steamer is provided by the Government
(if they should decide upon putting a
steamer there) I hope they will furnish
such boats ; they would be very useful
adjuncts to the present service. There
are times when the ice dissappears alto-
gether for a time, and under such circum-
stances the larger boats would be of very
great use. I regret to have detained the
House so long upon this subject, but I
hope the Goverment will bear in mind the
strong feeling which is growing up in the
Island upon this question; the papers
there are beginning to take an exceedingly
bitter view of this matter and it is affected
in their estimation by subjects which per-
haps have no strict connectionwith it. They
are beginning to talk about the large ex-
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Penditure that is being made at the
western end of the Dominion while their
Own important interests are comparatively
POStponed : I hope that the House will
allow me to combine with this motion the
question of which I have also given notice,
because they both relate to the same
question so closely that it is hardly pos-
sible to separate them, and possibly the
Ole statement from the minister may serve
for the two. The question is as follows:-

Whether the attention of His Excellency's
adeisers has been directed to the practica-
bility of assisting the Boat Service between
2qPe Traverse, in Prince Edward Island and

adpe Tormentine, in New Brunswick, by the
em'Ployment of a suitable Steam vessel, or by
"Y other means ?

HON. MR. MONTGOMERY.-This
rTatter has been before us for the last
three or four years or more, but I am
sorry to say there has not been very much
done towards improving the crossing be--
tween the Island and the mainland,
though it has been shewn that communi-
cation can be kept up for the greater part
of the year between the two. I do not
think myself that the crossing between
Pictou and the Island can be kept up
during the month of February and a great
Part of March. I think something should
b done towards assisting those smallboats which have to perform the service
Of crOssing between the Capes during the
IIonths I have named. I have crossed
there myself, and have had a rery severe
te.of it, having reached the edge of the

"arning ice, we came to a piece of open
Water one mile and a half broad, whichhad to be crossed before the board ice
COild be reached, and if the wind had not
%len just as we came up there, I believewe Should have had to remain on the icethe whole night. Had such been our
Ve , the consequences would have been
a serlous, as the succeeding day saweof. the most severe snow storms one
tOuld itagine. I think there should be
4 mneans adopted for meeting the
Of y carrying the mails. In the month
the ruary when the wind prevails from
ad West small boats are not able to cross
to i some steps are absolutely necessary
aho ldove the crossing there ; larger boats
in the e provided, or else a steamer, and
Pue tevent of the latter boat being sup-

there would be occasions when the
8

larger boat could not be used and then the
small boats could perform the service; on
the other hand when -the smaller boats
could not be utilized the steamer oulc p
take their place. It is a hard undertak-
ing I admit, but I have often wished we
had some member of the Government
with us on such days as that I named when
real danger and hardship had to be faced.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-Hear,
hear. I wish you had them all then !

HON. MR. MONTGOMERY-I can-
not help thinking that afterwards we should
have no difficulty in getting these boats
furnished. At present when you go down
to the ice boat you find it turned up on
the ice and often covered with snow, I
would strongly urge that there should be
boat houses on both sides of the Straits
to keep them dry, they would then be
comfortable to travel in. As matters now
are it is a great hardship to travellers and
passengers crossing over to the mainland,
both mails and passengers being liable to
a wetting. I might mention that on one
occasion, some four or five years ago, three
boats were crossing and it was blowing so
hard that one of the boats being smaller
than the others began to fill ; we in our
boat seeing her danger were preparing to
throw the mail and luggage overboard
and go to their rescue, but fortunately
they weathered the storm. As it was,
some of the passengers were thoroughly
soaked. Such is the crossing there and I
am sure that the Government ought to
take this subject into their serious consid-
eration and endeavour to provide some
more certain and less dangerous means of
communication.

HON. MR. ALMON-The hon. gentle-
man has mentioned the "Northern Light."
Now we have heard stories of persons being
in very great danger on that vessel, and
two or three times there have been reports
that she was lost. The Government may
be at a loss to know what to do with this
boat in case she is not to run any more,
and in case they should lay her up I
advise that she be given to the British
Government in return for the Charybdis
which they have given us.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-This question
has no doubt in theopinion of a large num-
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ber of Hon. gentlemen been discussed gave utterance to the same views 1
ad nauseum, but under the terms upon was sneered at. 1 stated that howevel
which the Province of Prince Edward useful she might be for service
Island entered the Union, steamship in the Gulf, she would certainly prove a
communication was to be kept up winter failure for our jurpose. My hon. friend
and summer. That point was discussed says she was fot a failure, and that she is
very intelligently, as whether communica- a strong vessel; but it has been shewn by
tion of that sort could be kept up and it another hon. gentleman that a sum nearly
was settled beyond question or doubt that equal to the cost of that ship has been ex-
such could be done. Unfortunately per- pended upoflher since she entered the
haps for Prince Edward Island the Govern- Dominion service in order to make her
ment of that day went out of powerand the useful. It seems now to be decided that
Government that preceded this present the ship was totally unfit to perform the
Government came into office. I believe I Winter service in lrince Edward Island.
am not going too far in sayingthatamajori- She was constructed for river navigation,
ty of the gentlemen within reach of my and ocean and river navigation are entirely
vòice at the present time can bear evi- different. She was built for the river St.
dencetothefact that the Government used Lawrence below Quebec, to be used as
every means to have a boat constructed far down as Bic where the current runs
suitable for that service ; and I feel it is alternately twice a day; she was fitted for
the impression of a majority in this House that service but she cannot run through
thrt the Northern Light was built particu- solid pieces of ice as large as this room.
larly and principally for the service of She can perform the service in Prince Ed-
Prince Edward Island. But that is not ward Island as long as there is moving ice
the fact. There is nothing further from between Georgetown and Pictou, but as
the fact. The Northern Ligit was con- soon as the ice gets driven in on the coast
ceived by agentleman livingatQuebec, and she is useless and she gets jammed in the
she was no doubt intelligently conceived ice. Lt is to remedy this that we want a
for the particular service for which she boat built to mn between Cape Traverse
wasintended, viz. to assist the Quebec Tug and Cape Tormentine. The question
Boat Association.; she was to be a valu- may be asked why cannot the same boat
able adjunct to the Association in assisting which runs fron Georgetown to Pictou,
vessels to make the port of Quebec early also run from Cape Tormentine to Cape
in the Spring and to leave late in the Traverse? The answer is because she draws
Autumn. In fact she was three years on too much water, she was constructed on a
the stocks before Prince Edward Island river where the depth of water was no
everthought of entering the Union. The consideration at al; therefore she was
model, the construction and the sailing fot constructed to perform the service in
of that ship were never considered with Northumberland Straitý and that fact is
regard to Prince Edward Island ; but acknowledged now after a large amount
when weentered the Conferation the ques- of money has been fruitlessly spent upon
tion was brought up. It was anovelques- her. There is no question in my mmd
tion to agreat manyhon. gentlemen, butit that the service can be performed fron
was not novel to us: it was one which we Cape Traverse to Cape Tormentine; if 1
had long considered and which we were had any doubt about it I would not for a
satisfied could be carried out. I ask what moment attempt to place my views before
took place next ? A gentleman who hap- this hon. House. 1 beieve that a boat
pened at that particular time to be mem- can be found, but if this service is to be
ber for Levis-he was also a poet-was made use of in the same way now as it has
selected to get a ship that would navigate in the past-viz: to aivance party inter-
the Straits of Northumberland, and ests-then I think it neyer will be per-
I need not tell hon. gentleman what the formed. But if the Government take
consequences must be when poets select hold of it in an intelligent way and appoint
ships. A gentleman better qualified a commission of hon, gentlemen to ex-
than I am expressed the opinion amine into and report upon this subject
that she could not be succesfully plac- believe the service can be efficiently
ed upon the route, but when 1, from performed. I would however suggest that

iy seat on this side of the House the Government should be very chary of

HoN. MR. HOWLAN.
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taking any boat that has not been built
sPecially and particularly for this service
and that they should select as their ad-
visers practical men, who can be found in
the Maritime Provinces, and who can
give them intelligent information on the
subject.

HON. MR. CARVELL-I did not hap-
Pen to be in my seat when the hon. gentle-
man from Prince Edward Island introduced
this motion, and therefore do not know what
Points he made; but I may say that
this is a question of very much more im-
portance than it is generally considered to
be by, I think I am safe in saying, a very
large majority of hon. gentlemen present,
or a majority of the members of Parlia-
ment generally. As has just now been
remarked one of the condiions on whichPrince Edward Island entered the Con-
federation was that we should have the
closest possible daily communication with
the mainland. I do not hesitate to say
now that no matter what the Government
mnay do, and with all the appliances science
Inay suggest, it is impossible literally to
fUlfil those terms, but a very great deal
Ylay be done, at a comparatively small
cost, to improve winter communication
between the Island and the mainland. I
'lay say that I understand this question
asWell, perhaps, as any man in Canada
tOIay. One reason why I say so is the
fact that for the last twenty-two years I
have crossed the Straits nearly forty times.
alaving made some winters three tripsacross, and having discussed the questioneahh time with the intelligent men
hao have charge of the ser-vice, I
have no hesitation in saying that

at service is capable of very material
thaprovement. But it is absurd to saythat it can be made perfect and complete.
With reference to the steamer Northern
Z0f44 I think she is the best abused piece

ePublic property the Dominion Govern-
dnPt possesses to-day. That vessel has
done good service and if too much had'ot been expected from her we would allhave reason to be satisfied with herbarormance. That she has beèn
wenty managed from the day she first
doet down there I am in a position to

'nltlrate. The first winter she
ice in the raits, she got into the
re Off Charlottetown harbor, and had toaM there with all on board for some

time, perfectly helpless. Mr. Sewell, the
intelligent builder of the vessel, was sent
for, and on going to her found that his
plans had not been followed. The ship,
instead of being trimmed to draw only
thirty inches forward, was loaded down to
eight feet forward, and then she was no
better for that particular service than any
other vessel. I claim now that, well han-
dled she will do good work, but there
are times when the ice is in such
a condition that no vessel can cross
the Straits. That steamer was only
intended originally as an auxiliary, to
do a certain amount of work and then
stop. She should be laid up, taking one
winter with another, between the ioth and
2oth of January, and not be sent oùt again
until March, because, as I have already
stated, it is utterly impossible at times for
any steamer that ever has been or can
be built to cross. Hon. gentlemen
will understand this to some extent, when
I tell them that the harbor of George-
town, on the 6th of June, has been
blocked with icebergs grounded in thirty
feet of water. When large quantities of
heavy ice are massed together by strong
winds, blowing in one direction for days,
they become so firmly packed, that no
power, it is possible to bring to bear
against them, can move or penetrate them.
The ordinary or summer steamers have to
go off that route generally between the
ist and ioth December, then for three
or four weeks, or in some winters five
or six weeks, the Northern Light
does good work. Up to a certain
point she can do excellent service, but the
time for refusing to go out should be
placed at the option of those on board
of her. The captain and the pilot should
be the ones to decide, and not the officers
in the Marine & Fisheries Department, in
Ottawa, nor their agent at Charlottetown.
The men who navigate her are the best
judges as to when it is safe to cross and
when to refuse to go. There was no
necessity for that ship being out in the ice
this winter if the captain and pilot on board
had as they ought to have had, discretion-
ary power to decide when the crossing was
safe. With reference to the passage between
Capes Tormentine and Traverse, it is
simply impossible to navigate between
these points continuously during the win-
ter, and the experience I have had in
crossing thirty or forty times, and the
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information I have gathered from men
who are now and have been crossing and
re-crossing is this: they want but a very
few thousand dollars to improve the means
of crossing and make it comparatively safe.
The " board-ice," which is solid ice,
remains all winter and forms out from either
shore about a mile, leaving a space of
about eight miles in which there is floating
ice. The tides run there up to four or five
miles an hour. It is not a steamer that is
wanted to run across there : what is wanted
is a small steam launch on either shore.
You may go down on the ice; with the
weather bright and the wind off shore,
but you cannot cross in a small boat,
because there is too much sea. Per-
haps you may have three miles of
open water and everything favorable,
except that the boats used are too small-
say only fourteen feet long, and less
than four feet deep. Then they are
loaded with the mails first, then with bag-
gage, and sometimes, very improperly with
freight-commercial traveller's trunks,
iron-bound, four or five feet long-loading
the boat down to within six or eight
inches of the gunwales. When these boats
go out loaded thus and get into the sea,
it is impossible to go on, and they have
frequently to return. I have had to return
myself, after having crossed to within half-
a-mile of the opposite side of the Strait,
siniply because the boats were overloaded,
and the sea was too heavy for them to
proceed. Say for instance we had to
start out from Cape Traverse to-morrow
morning, the wind being off shore
and one, two or three miles of clear
water was found on the Island side, you
then would take the steam launch, and,
with mails, passengers and light luggage
on board, and the ice-boats in tow, you would
make rapid, safe and comfortable progress
over that which without the launch would
be impossible. The next morning, per-
haps, the ice may be on this side, and
consequently a lainch would be required
on each side. Two steam launches, one
on each side, with proper boat houses that
will only cost two or three hundred dol-
lars each, are what is required. The
boat houses should have stoves in them,
so that the boats, after performing a
journey, could be taken in and cleared of
ice. It is very important that they should
be cleared of ice after each trip, as they
are frequently stove in crossing and

HON. MR. CARVELL.

made to leak. In very cold weather the
boats get covered with ice, and it is im-
possible to see where they are broken.
One instance occurs to me where loss of
life resulted from this cause. A Mr. Rob-
erts, of our town, started to cross from
Pictou, and made an arrangement with
some men to take him across to Pictou
Island, and from Pictou Island to Wood
Island. The party started in their boat
and have never been heard of since. The
general impression was that they had taken
an old ice-covered boat and did not know
that it leaked until they were too far from
shore, the leak being stopped for a time
by the ice in the seams.

The loss of these lives, one of them at
least a very valuable one, was owing to
that very fact. I have crossed between the
Capes when it *as necessa.y to constantly
bail the waterout ofthe boat; I have crossed
when I was within an ace of losing my life,
asothers have crossed before and since.
We want a good house on each side to
put the boats into so that in the morning
when they go out they can be free of ice
and clean; they would then be lighter
and easier to handle. This is a service
not for the benefit of our Province alone ;
it affects the whole of the Dominion, be-
cause not only are the islanders crossing
the Straits during the winter and at all
seasons, but the commerce of the country
is such that, as I remarked last winter,
there are more people from Montreal,
Toronto and other centres of the country
than there are of the islanders crossing
these Straits. It is a Dominion service,
and it interests every man who is likely to
go across there. The position I take is
this, that you want this boat house, you
want a little more money paid to the con-
tractors, perhaps not a great deal more,
and you want some kind of inspection or
supervision. Boats go out there in the
morning not knowing where they are go-
ing, sometimes without provisions or even
water. Sometimes they are out for many
hours at a time, and sometimes all night;
fortunately that does not happen often,
but still there should be some inspec-
tion to prevent them going out unpre-
pared for such contingencies. Hon.
gentlemen will understand that where
men become accustomed to these things
they grow comparatively careless ; they
take out a four-oared 5oat with only
two oars fit for use, water casks

withi P.L. Island
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that are empty and straps out of order.
It may interest hon. gentlemen to know
that passengers are harnessed to the
boats with straps and have to assist in
dragging the boat over the ice. The
service is an important one, and the cost
Of Putting of it into a greatly improved
Condition is so tritling, that it is a shame
to the Government and perhaps more so to
the people of Prince Edward Island, that
such a state of things should exist. The
1Humane Society, or some like influence,
should be implored (if the Government
Will not come to the rescue) to remedy as
far as possible the hardships and dangers
to which human beings are exposed on
that, the only mid-winter route between
the Province of Prince Edward Island
and the mainland. I remember on one
Occasion, when the thermometer registered
22 O below zero, with a high wind, Icrossed
the straits, and while doing so was sub-
mferged thest deep, when about half pas-
sage, was much frightened because I
thought I must necessarily freeze to death.
The fright perhaps saved my life. Exer-
tion was my only chance. I hauled the
boat and its contents for s.ome time over
not very good ice unitil I felt warmth
returning. We were out over two hours
after ry ducking and I sustained no injury
&Om it. I think there should be an inquiry
by commission, committee or other
Way, into this matter, and that the re-
quisite means should be adopted to re-
n'ove what I say is a shame to the
country. I remember once I waited a
Week for a chance to get across,
and at last one fine frosty morn-

nflg the men said they were pre-
Pared to go ; I- said " I won't go," but
they thought they would try it. They
Went out and were thirteen hours gone,and could not get across. I went home
and waited a week longer, and then got
across easily. I speak warmly on this
subject, because I know how little

Money is required to remove what I
çonsider a great disgrace to the country.
e WOuld strongly impress upon the hon.
leader of the Government in this House,the niecessity of making it impossible
that the couriers should take freight of
any kind, with the mails. Only a few days

1 We received our mails so wet that
the letters were blurred and we could
not in some cases read them, and
we found that there was a great

deal of freight conveyed in the boat
with the mail, and the consequence
was they were nearly lost. The boats
sometimes reach a certain point but
being too deeply laden they cannot go
further, whereas if they had nothing but
the mails and passengers-because the
passengers are necessary to help to
convey the mails-they might com-
plete the trip. What I advise is to
increase the pay to the couriers; they
have always been underpaid. With
a house on shore, freight prohibited and
a little more money I think the service
can be made very satisfactory to every-
body. As for the steamer, it would not
be too much to say that you might as
well expect two Indians to paddle a
canoe through this building, as to run a
stéamer through the ice jammed there
some forty, fifty and even sixty feet
thick. It cannot be done.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
The hon. gentleman from Prince Edward
Island, who introduced this subject in the
House, has, I am confident, done a good
service, not only to his own Province, but
to the Dominion at large, accompanied as
his motion has been, with elucidations
which he has himself given, and followed
by information from every hon. gentleman
in the House, coming from that Island,
showing that the service is insufficient,
and suggestions how to make it more reg-
ular. My hon. friend, who made the
motion and the hon. gentleman who
spoke afterwards, are quite wrong, if they
suppose, as they apparently do, that the
full importance of this subject is not quite
present to the members of the Govern-
ment. I recognize the truth of the remark
which fell from the hon. gentleman who
made the motion, that this is not a ques-
tion for the Province of Prince Edward
Island only, but for the whole Dominion.
It affects particularly the Provinces on the
two shores of the Straits of Northumber-
land, but it also affects the entire
country, since we are all interested, no
one can tell how much. The question
arises out of the terms which Prince
Edward Island made when entering the
Union. Those terms, neither this Gov-
ernment nor the one which preceded it,
have been at all indifferent to: on the
contrary, every effort has been made by
both Governments to carry into affect the



118 Winter Comnnication [SENATE.]

condition which was imposed by the terms
of Union in respect of this service. The
condition is as follows:-

" Efficient steani service for the conveyance
of mails and passengers to be established and
maintained between the Island and the main-
]and of the Dominion, winter and summer,
thus placing the Island in continuons com-
munication with the Intercolonial Railway
and the railway system of the Dominion."

It was supposed, when the Northern
Light was put upon that route, she would
be able to keep up this steam service as
far as it could be maintained (because I
gather from what my hon. friends, par-
ticularly the last speaker, state, that no
steam service could be maintained the
whole season) and it was thought when
that vessel was put upon the route that
the best was done that could be accom-
plished to carry out the service. Until
my hon. friend explained the purp>se and
the route for which the Northern Light
was constructed, I was not aware that the
vessel was not specially built for this
service. It was thought by the Govern-
ment of that day that she was adapted for
that service and would do all that could
possibly be done to maintain communica-
tion by steam between the niainland and
the island. If it be true, and I rather ap-
prehend that it is the fact, that no steam
service can be effectually maintained all
the year round, then we can only do the
next best thing to carry out the terms of
union, and that would be either the plan
suggested of having steam launches or
some auxiliary steam service between the
two capes, or something of that kind.
That can only he determined upon care-
ful inquiry. The -invest(gation to which
reference has been made, was instituted
by the Board of Works, for the purpose of
arriving at some satisfactory and intelligent
conclusion on that point. Communica-
tions have been received from a company
of gentlemen in Prince Edward Island,
with a view of placing the service in the
hands of those who would be most inter-
ested in making the service efficient.
These communications referred, not only
to the service between the two capes, if
that were found to be absolutely essential,
but mainly to the service between Summer-
side and Shediac, and Georgetown and
Pictou. All these matters were consider-
ed and negotiations were opened and are
still pending, I believe, for the completion

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.

of such a contract as would place this
service in the hands of those who would
be most likely to maintain it efficiently.
Whether that be the best plan of doing
it or not is a doubtful question. Hon
gentlemen from Prince Edward Island,
who have spoken, think .the service is of
such a character that it should be kept in
the hands of the Government, and that
it would be more efficient than placing it
in the hands of a company, however
strongly they might be organized to main-
tain the service. The auxiliary service of
two steam launches, from what we have
heard to-day, seem to be the most practi-
cal way to deal with the question. I am
exceedingly glad that the question has
been discussed in the manner in which it
has been, and all that has been suggested
to-day will be brought under the notice
of the Minister of Public Works, who has
the most earnest desire to give all pos-
sible' effect to this condition of the
Union to which attention has been drawn.
We are most anxious to afford every facil-
ity which could possibly be given to my
hon. friend in the exertions which he is
making, and which we desire to further.
We are as anxious to maintain an efficient
steam service as any of the hon. gentle-
men can be, and if it is not done it will
not be for want of effort on the part of
the Goverrrment to accomplish it. The
hon. gentleman proposes an address ask-
ing for the number of trips, etc. To avoid
any delay I have brought down the
return, and have it here in my hand and
will lay it on the table so that my hon.
friend who has moved in the matter may
have the information which he desires
at once. It has been brought down
from the day he mentions - from
the re-commencement of the service,
25 th of January-to the 4th of March.
I find that during that period of thirty-
nine days, which, including the service
both ways, would give a total of seventy-
eight days, there were forty-eight when
they did not cross, and thirty when they
did. The number of mail bags
varied very much, and it will be seen
from the figures in the return that
the service is a very important one and
deserves all the attention the Government
can give it for the purpose of making it
effective. In answer to the enquiry which
my hon. friend has made, I beg to say
that the attention of His Excellency's

with P.E. Iland.
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advisers has been directed to the practi
cability of assisting the boat service be-
tween Cape Traverse and Cape Tormen-
tine, and they are considering, and
anxiously desire to ascertain the best
way to carry it out effectively.

HON. MR .HAYTHORNE--May I be
allowed to express my thanks to the hon.
gentleman for the promptitude with which
he bas brought down the return and to
Say also that when we waited on the Min-
1ster of Public Works im 1879 one of the
requests we had to make of him was that
a commission should be appointed. I
slways have been of that opinion and an
So even now, but what I want to say at
Present is, we have arrived at the ninth
Year of Confederation and it seems strange
that after the experience we have gained
in that time, we have to fai back on what
should have been done in the first place.
If the House will allow me I will read
What the members of the other House and
Senators from Prince Edward Island said
On that point ; it is as follows:
."The undersigned are aware that nuch
iversity of opinin exists in Prince Edward

d as to the ports or places between whichinter communication by steain can be most
easily and regularly naintained ; and they
adm)it that on this point they theinselves are
!lot Unanimous. They acknowledge that
influences of a political and local character1faY perhaps have some effect on their judg-
meut, but they are fully agreed on the expedi-
e cY of instituting a searching inquiry into
ths. subject in all its bearings. through the
1ledium of a Commission, the members of
which should be carefully selected by the
GOvernment for their independence, their
freedom from local prejudice, as well as their
eOnipetence in other respects. Their instruc-
tions ruight require them to report, not only
On the points of approach and departure, but
On the manner of conducti'g the steam con-

niflcation in winter; on the fitness of the
UOrthern Light for the service, and il deemed
of ai, in what manner slie miglt be disposed0fad her place filled by a vessel of adequate
Power and suitable construction. The Report
Of the Commission should also deal with the
i dred subjects of wharves, breakwaters or

Other structures reqnired at the points of

erature, also on t he very important consid-
Sof access to those points by Railroads

It 18 obvious that these subjects embrace
Wide range of enquiry, and that much time

'*01d be required to enable such a Commis-
8lon' to perform its work in a cornplete

abanner but the undersigned submit thea as
all local interests and every shade of opinion

.Otlid be represented before the Commission
competent witnesses, results might be

anticipated and summed ip in its report,
far more reliable and more worthy of public
confidence than the opinions of individuals
tiowever large might be their capacity and
wide their experience."

That is the ground which the members
from Prince Edward Island took in ad-
dressing the minister in 1878 and there-
upon the minister referred us to this report
of Mr. McLeod. It is a very useful re-
port ; I agree with a great deal of it but it
does not go the length I have gone my-
self. It does not recommend the facili-
ties which are required in assisting the
service with steam vessels. I should pre-
fer something larger than launches, but
steam we must have in connection with
that boat service or else the lives of Her
Majesty's subjects and the safety of Her
Majesty's mails will be endangered in the
crossing of these Straits.

The motion was withdrawn the return
having been brought down.

CHARGES AGAINST JUDGE
JOHNSTON.

MOTION WITHDRAWN.

HON. MR. ALMON rose to withdraw
the motion of which he had given notice,
and which was as follows :-

That an humble Address be presented to
His Excellency the Governor General, pray-
ingthat His Excellency will cause to be laid
bef6re this House, a copy of the charges made
by the Members of the Balifax Bar against
Judge Johnston, County Court Judge, and a
copy of what action, if any, was taken on said
charges.

He said,-In doing so I beg leave to say
that I do not retract one word that I uttered
I feel that the charges are as grave as
I stated them to be, and that if those
charges were brought before this House
an investigation would have to take place,
and what the result would be I cannot say,
because a man can never be said to be
guilty until he has been tried; but if it
should have the result which I fear it
would, it is one which should not come
from m. From circumstances which are
known to those who come trom the
Province of Nova Scotia, I withdraw this
motion with some reluctance, and feel
that I am making public duty yield to
feeling, which on the floor of this House
I ought not to do. The hon. Senator from

Chargew Against (M.anon 20, 1882.]
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Lunenbùrg (Mr. Kaulbach) says that the 1
charges which I tell you are so grave " are
unsubstantiated charges," and that there
was " nothing advanced against that gen-
tleman, of any importance." My hon.
friend, the senior member for Halifax,
(Mr. Power) said, I think that they were
" frivolous." Holding such opinions, and
hearing me express the views that I did,
it is easy for them to proee that I am in
the wrong. Let them take up the motion
which I have dropped, and ask for an
investigation of those charges. They
must know that a judge's character, like
Cesar's wife, should be above suspicion.
They are both members of the bar, and I
think they are much more interested than
I am in having these charges inquired
into, and there are not the same peculiar
reasons to prevent them from pressing for
an investigation. I theretore withdraw
the motion, feeling certain that the hon.
gentleman from Lunenburg and the
senior member for Halifax will take it up.

HoN MR. KAULBACH-I am very
glad that my hon. friend's better judg-
ment has prevailed and caused him to
withdraw his motion. The charges are
without foundation and it would ill be-
come this body to inquire into the con-
duct of judges or the correctness of the
decisions at which they arrive in the exer-
cise of their judicial functions. I am glad
that he has withdrawn his motion but I
think in doing so he might have spared
his friend the insinuations which he has
cast upon him and refrained from malign-
ing his character and position as he has
done. I am sorry that he has endeavored
to impress upon the minds of the House
and the country that the gentleman to
whom he refers is in any way guilty of the
charges so vaguely and, as I believe, so
unjustly made against him.

HON. MR. POWER-I feel strongly
tempted to adopt the suggestion of the
Hon. Senator from Halifax and to move
for these papers.

HON. MR. ALMON-Hear, hear.

HON. MR. POWER (continuing)-
But I do not think there is sufficient
reason. The fact is, as the Minister ol
Justice is aware, certain charges were made
against the Judge of the County Court foi

HON. MR. ALMON.

Inswrane Bill.

the district of Halifax ; that these charges
were submitted to the Government and
investigated by the proper officer and that
the gentlemen who made the charges
were informed that some of them were
frivolous, that others were vague and that
others were not proper subjects for inquiry,
but they were informed that if they were
prepared to formulate and press again one
or two of the charges mentioned in their
list, the Government would be prepared
to order an investigation of them. The
gentlemen who made the charges did not
take the advice. The Government who
have no reason to be friendly to this
gentleman who is a political opponent,
not finding there was sufficient ground for
inquiry I do not think it is proper for this
House to spend its time in considering the
subject. Any time employed in discussing
this matter is simply wasted, and it will be
soon enough to ask for these papers when
we find that there is some substantial
charge made against Judge Johnson-
some charge which the Government think
is worth enquiring into.

ST LAWRENCE MARINE INSUR-

ANCE BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. MR. RYAN moved the second
reading of Bill (3) An Act to incorporate
the St. Lawrence Marine Insurance Com-
pany. He said :-This is a bill to establish
a marine insurance company with the
usual powers, I believe, given to com-
panies of that description. Those who
seek the Act of incorporation are men of
high standing and wealth, and fitted to
manage a business of that description
properly. Within the last few minutes I
have been informed by a gentleman from
Prince Edward Island that there is a
marine insurance company there bearing
the same name. However, as this bill is
to go before a select committee of this
House, I am sure if there is anything
which makes the names and interests of
the two companies conflict that those who
are interested in this Company will be at
once prepared to amend their Bill.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
read the second time.
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NORTHWESTERN BANK INCOR-
PORATION BILL.

SECOND READING.

ION. MR. GIBBS moved the second
reading of Bill (29) " An Act to incorpo-
rate the Northwestern Bank."

ION. MR. DICKEY-I do not rise
for the purpose of opposing the second
reading, although my hon. friend has not
offered the usual explanation of the object
Of the Bill. I merely rise to make the re-
Mark that it is the first of three bills on
the order of to-day relative to banks, to be
followed during the session by I do not
know how many more. I am not a mem-
ber of the Banking Committee, and there-
fore 1 merely call attention to the fact
that there are so many bills for the incor-
Poration of banks and I think it is well that
the Banking Committee should investigate
this matter and ascertain if there is any
necessity for so many of these acts of in-
9Orporation. Now is the time to make the
'nquiry and have these banking incorpo-
ration bills brought before the House in
Such a way as to avoid putting them in the
Position of the third of these companies
whose bills are on the order of to-day, ask-
Ing for an extension of time and a change
Of naie. I have no further remark to
Imake except to call the attention of the
House and of the Committee to the
sUbject.

HON. MR. McMASTER-Most of the
directors named in this Bill reside at
quite a distance from Winnipeg where the
bank is to be incorporated. Some of
thema live at Whitby, some at Oshawa and
elsewhere. I think it is desirable that
the incorporators should reside at or
rithin a short distance of where the bank

1s to be established so that they can give
that attention which is necessary to its
organization. Probably the gentleman in
Charge of the bill will offer further explan-
ations on that point ?

FION. MR. GIBBS-This Bill is sought
fOr the purpose of doing business princi-
Pally in the City of Winnipeg. It is quite
true as the hon. gentleman from Toronto
states that some of the incorporators reside
In the Town of Whitby. They are gentle-
inen of means and capital who desire to

establish an institution of this kind in the
North West for the purpose of doing
business in the Province of Manitoba and
perhaps further West. They are gentle-
men of means, character and reputation,
and in my opinion may safely be entrusted
with the powers which they seek to obtain
at the hands of this Legislature. They
ask for it in the usual way, and I do not
know that gentlemen living in the Town
of Whitby and desiring to place their
money in the North West should be
debarred from doing so because of their
place of residence. They choose to place
their money where it will yield them a
better return than in the neighborhood in
which they reside. They have asked me
to tak.e charge of this Bill, I know them
all personally and can vouch for their
respectability ; I therefore ask the House
to grant them the act for which they seek
to-day. I might further state the Bill
has passed the other House, and I believe
at none of its stages met with opposition
there.

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

MANITOBA BANK INCORPORA-
TION BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. GIRARD moved the se-
cond reading of Bill (16), " An Act to in-
corporate the Manitoba Bank" He said:
I will explain the objects of the Bill in a very
few words, but before doing so I would
refer to the remarks of the hon. gentleman
from Amherst (Mr. Dickey). It seems to
me that an application for the incorpora-
tion of a bank need not alarm the country.
The establishment of a bank means pro-
gress and I am sure that the present ap.
plication will be acceded to unanimously
by this House, because it is the first at-
tempt at incorporating such an institution
in the city of Winnipeg. At that place
nearly all the banks of Canada have es-
tablished branches but we have no bank
of our own or entirely in the possession
of the people of Winnipeg and I think it
is but right that some such bank should
exist. The gentlemen who are named
as having applied for incorporation are
men of wealth and standing and in asking
what they now do they offer every kind Qf
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security. The capital of the bank is lim-
ited to $1.ooo.ooo, and the gentlemen
applying for the Act will be provisional
directors. They will receive subscrip-
tions, and as soon as a certain amount
shall be subscribed the bank will begin
businessin the city of Winnipeg. Inevery
way this bank will be under the general
terms of the Banking Act. At the same
time there are provisions in this bill under
which the incorporation now asked for
will cease if the terms of the bill are not
complied with. I am satisfied, however,
that the details will be fulfilled and that
the bank will do as large an amount of
business, and have as fair an amount of
success as is enjoyed by all those banks
which are in existence there.

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

LONDON AND NORTH AMERICAN
CHARTERED BANK BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. GIBBS moved the second
reading of Bill (28), "An Act to amend
the Charter of the Chartered Bank of
-London and North America, and change
the name thereof to 'The Chartered Bank
of London and Winnibeg,"' He said;--
This is a bill to revive, amend and change
the nameof the Chartered Bank of London
and North America to that of the Char-
tered Bank of London and Winnipeg. I
believe the provisions of the Act are the
same as the others which have been pre-
sented to this House, and it has already
received the assent of the House of Com-
mons. The gentlemen interested now ask
for the assent of this House to the Bill,
which I trust will be granted.

HON. MR. McMASTER-I do not
oppose the Bill but there are one or two
exceptional things in it. It is reviving a
bill passed in 1876 incorporating a bank
with an array of very prominent names as
provisional directors-all of whom reside
quite a distance from the place where it is
now sought to establish the bank. I find
the following names-James Domville of
New Brunswick, President of the Maritime
Bank; Hon Mr. Chinic, Senator and
President of La Banque Nationale; Hon.
John Henry Pope, director of the Eastern
Townships Bank; Hon. Henry A. D.

HON. MR. GIRARD.

Kaulbach, Senator, of Lunenburg Nova
Scotia; Hon. Clement Francis Cornwall,
Senator, of British Columbia; Hon.
Thomas Heath Howland, director of the
Bank of Prince Edward Island; Angus
Morrison, Mayor of Toronto-now these
gentlemen all reside a great distance from
Winnipeg where this bank is sought to be
established. It is quite evident they have
not taken any interest in the bank here-
tofore, and I merely suggest to the pro-
moters of the Bill whether it would not be
better that he should be prepared, when
the Bill goes before the Committee, to add
a number of names from Manitoba, in ad-
dition to the few that ar; in the Bill, who
will be on, the spot to see after and take
charge of the organization.

HON. MR. GIBBS-I do not know
why that should be necessary. Cor-
porators in the city of London, England,
are directors of a business as far away from
London as British Columbia, and they
manage its affairs as seems best to them
and for the promotion of the bank's in-
terests. Although perhaps the persons
desiring incorporation may not object
to the suggestion that has just been
made-that other gentlemen should be
added-I do not know whether we
should be able to correspond with all
those gentlemen in time to do that and
place their names upon the Board of
Directors as corporators. . At any rate I
do not see what objection there can be
to giving an Act of incorporation sim-
ply because the gentlemen live at a dis-
tance from the place where they do
business. Most banks in the country
have head offices; they do their busi-
ness, most of them, in the city of
Toronto and in Montreal, and they have
agents in various parts of the Dominion,
as seems best in the interests of the
shareholders and for the advancement
of the bank generally. I presume it is
the purpose of these gentlemen, whose
application is before us, to act in pre-
cisely the same way. I do not know
why gentlemen in Australia cannot be
owners of bank stock in the Province
of Manitoba. I should not be surprised
if we find before very long that the hon.
gentleman who has raised these objec-
tions, has invested some of his capital
in that direction, and is endeavoring to
make that country still more prosperous.
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The motion was agreed to and the Bill
Was read the second time.

QUEBEC TIMUeER COMPANY IN-
CORPORATION BILL.

SECOND READING.

ION. MR. SKEAD moved the Second
reading of Bill (32), " An Act to incor-
Porate the Quebec Timber Company,
Limited." He said :-This is an associa-
tion wishing to be incorporated in Can-
ada; they are now I believe incorporated
mi Scotland under the provisions of an
Act of the Imperial Parliament for the
Purposes hereinafter mentioned, and they
are now praying to be incorporated in
Canada for the purpose of purchasing the
large and extensive mills of the Messrs.
Atkinson at Etchemin, Quebec. They
want to hold limits, to purchase timber
lands and generally to trade in timber.
They have limits in Ontario as well as in
the Province of Quebec, and it is a Bill
which I think will be of great use to the
country. The association seems to be
composed of men of wealth, and they want
to be organized under some special ar-
rangement of their own. Further explan-
ation will be given and the charter of the
Scotch Company will be produced before
the Committee, if necessary ; the said Bill
I Iay add has passed in the House of
Commons.

RON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-A
question arises in connection with this bill
Which I think it is desirable to bring under
the notice of the House. It is this that
this Company already exists as a Corpor-
ation ; it exists apparently in some Scotch
Act. I presume that that Act is in force in
Canada or else it would not be recited in
the preamble. If it is in force here then
We have proof of its already existing here,
Yet this Parliament proposes to incorpo-
rate it again. Well that cannot be ; you
can1not have a double-headed corporation.
You cannot have a corporation which owes
its existence to foreign legislation and at
the same time to the legislation of this
li.use. The question has come up with
reference to other bills in the House of
Commons, and it has been discussed there
before the Private Bills Committee with
reference to a bill which originated in9 ntario, and a company, having its charter

from the Legislature of Ontario, asking
another charter from the Dominion Par-
liament by its corporate name. This
company, being in existence in Canada,
cannot have a double corporate life; it can
only have a single corporate life. But
supposing they are incorporated here by
force of this Imperial Act, then they can-
not come here in their corporate name
and ask us for incorporation. If they
want to get an act of incorporation they
must have no other life except that which
we give them. You cannot add to their
powers in the way that is proposed to be
done. I think it should be taken up by
the Private Bills Committee, with some
conference with the sane Committee of
the other branch of the Legislature, and
they might arrive at some conclusion upon
that point. It seems to me thère is
another objection. A company owning
mills in Quebec, when desiring the
acquisition of land in Ontario or the
United States, does not get an act of in-
corporation from the Dominion, and I do
not think it is sufficient authority for the
Dominion Parliament to act, simply be-
cause the parties want to acquire land in
the rest of Canada. • They could do that
supposing they had no existence under
this Scotch law at all. They could be in-
corporated by the Province of Quebec
and by that protection they could come
here and by their corporate name acquire
timber limits, float logs down, and do all
they wanted. Supposing the Bill is to be,
passed at all, I think it should originate
and be complete in the Province of Que-
bec. I do not think that the reason
given-that they want to acquire land
here-is sufficient. They propose to do
their business in Quebec, and it seems to
me they ought to get their corporate
powers there, if at all. I think the other
point is one for the Private Bills Commit-
tee, in order that we may arrive at the
same conclusion here as has been arrived
at in the other House.

I do not .know that the Private Bills
Committee in the other House has pro-
nounced upon the point, but I know it
was under discussion with a view of arriv-
ing at a decision on this point, whether a
company already incorporated, and having
an existence in the country could come
and take a second act of incorporation-
having as it were a double existence.
Hon. gentlemen will see without my ar-
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guing what grave confusion it would lead
to. Supposing it should turn out here-
after, that some of the gentlemen in Scot-
land have not been consulted, and when
they find what has been done, they should
say : " We do not want to acquire limits
or pine lands in the Dominion of Canada,
we want them in Quebec only, and this is
something quite novel to us." There is
no remedy against that, and you would
have legislated in one place for one pur-
pose-a limited one-and they would be
incorporated in another place for a dif-
ferent purpose, a sort of double-headed
corporation, with increased liabilities, in-
creased risks and all that kind of thing,
which would lead to very great confusion.
I mention the point because it is an im-
portant one, and I am sure will receive the
grave attention of the members of the
Private Bills Committee, and I believc
will be dealt with by them. I would sug-
gest a conference on the subject with some
of the legal gentlemen upon the Commit-
tee on Private Bills in the other branch of
the Legislature.

HON. MR. SKEAD-I hope the hon.
leader of the House will permit the Bill to
go to Committee for it has passed the
other House and has been fully discussed
there. When it is before the Committee,
evidence will be produced that will, I
think, be satisfactory to the Committee
and to the House also.

HON. MR. RYAN-While the House is
on this subject I should like to refer to a
Bill that was passed last session ; it was
called, I think, the " Consolidated Gold
Mining Company's Bill." If I remember
right in that case a charter was given
to a company doing business in New
York under a New York charter. They
came to this House under similar circum-
stances and asked for a charter and got it.
I thought at the time that it was objection-
able, but as there were higher authorities
on the subject than I was, I did not press
my objection strongly-besides I was
interested somewhat in the company and
it was not my business to interfere. How-
ever, such a Bill passed last session, and I
fancy that the Committee to which this
Bill is referred will have the Consolidated
Gold Mining Co's charter, as a precedent,
to contend with.

ATE.] pany Incorporation. -

HON. MR. DICKEY-The incident
cited by the hon. gentleman for Victoria
furnishes, perhaps, the strongest reason for
calling attention to this legislation, because
if such a thing has occurred it is high
time that we should look at those Bills
more closely as they come before us when
our attention is directed to them. I entire-
ly concur in what has fallen from the hon.
Minister of Justice on this point. I know
of no reason why a corporation regularly
constituted in England or Scotland may
not acquire property here in their corpor-
ate name and hold it. With regard to
this Bill it professes in the first place only
to ask power to purchase land in Quebec,
and then, strange to say, it goes on asking
us to grant them power to purchase land
in the Dominion of Canada and in the
United States. This is a point that
requires some explanation. Then when
we look a little further into the Bill we
find a still more dangerous clause ; I
allude to section five which empowers the
company to purchase and sell, accept or
endorse and make bills of exchange or
promissory notes, without any restriction
whatever. Hon. gentlemen who have
been on those Committees, and who
watch closely the proceedings of this
House know very well what pains have
been taken to restrict this power of mak-
ing bills of exchange and scattering
them over the country. One of the in-
dispensable provisions has always been
that such companies shall not do any
business that partakes of the nature of
banking; but here is a power given in
these couple of lines, which a Banking
Committee would require a dozen clauses
to restrain within proper limits. This is
all the more remarkable inasmuch as the
last clause is of this extraordinary char-
acter :-

" The chief office of the Company shall be
their registered office for the time being in
Scotland, but the Company may appoint and
have officers, agents, and servants in Canada
for such purposes and with such powers as
the Company may assign to them respec-
tively."

No chief office in this country, yet the
Company may appoint and have officers,
agents and servants in Canada in such
places and with such powers as the Com-
pany may assign to them ! There is no
protection to the public: you give the
Company a sweeping power to purchase,

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELI.
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sell and issue promissory notes, and you
have no office in Canada where the holders
can go to look for payment. It is one of
the extraordinary features of the Bill that
Occurs to my mind at the moment.

. HON. MR. READ-I beheve that a
sirnilar Bill has just now passed the other
branch of the Legislature in which a com-
Pany organized in New Jersey and applies
here for an act of incorporation under
circunstances somewhat similar to those
of this Quebec Timber Company. They
base their charter on the legislation passed
for other companies-the Canada Con-
solidated Gold Mining Company, for
Instance. I refer to the New York and
Ontario Furnace Company. The Company
carry on furnace works in New Jersey,
and they wish to extend their business to
this country. If my memory serves me
right I think we have other precedents for
this legislation. If I am not mistaken the
Trust and Loan Company have an
Imlperial charter as well as a Canadian
charter.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-Yes,
they have a Royal patent.

HON. MR. READ-While it is neces-
sary that this matter should be looked
into, I think we have precedents enough
to guide us, and the industries of the
coufntry should not be retarded by little

inatters of law, or we should make the
law so that they should not be retarded.
This Furnace Company have entered into
arrangements to erect large furnaces in
this country, and a large amount of local
aid is being given to this enterprise for
Which they are now seeking a charter.
Parliament should not do anything that
WOuld tend to retard the developement of
such enterprises amongst us. We want
the whole of them, and if people are pre-
Pared to come here and invest their capi-
tal in such enterprises they should be
encouraged.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-NO-
body would for a moment interpose to
prevent the spread of activity in business,
On the contrary, everyone would be most
anxious to afford every facility for the pro
41otion of such enterprises, but we must
do so legally. Supposing this difficulty
ecists the charter would be illegal, and

therefore it is in the interest of the Com-
pany itself that we should go safely. It
is not with the view of interposing diffi-
culties that these objections are raised,
but to facilitate matters safely.

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

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS.

THE THIRD REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE
ADOPTED.

HON. MR. READ moved the adoption
of the third report of the Select Commit-
tee on Contingent Accounts. He said-
This is a recommendation that the estate
of the late Mr Montezambert be paid one
hundred dollars for books that the late
Law Clerk seemed to have an interest in.

The motion was agreed to, and the
report was adopted.

ROYAL ACADEMY OF ART BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ALLAN moved the second
rcading of Bill (O) " An Act to incorpor-
ate 'the Royal Canadian Academy of
Art.'" He said: this Bill is for the pur-
pose of incorporating the Royal Canadian
Academy of Art, founded in 1879
by His Excellency the Governor Gen-
eral and Her Royal Highness the
Princess Louise. The objects of the
Society are stated in the preamble of
the Bill to be briefly the encouragement
of design as applied to painting, sculpture,
architecture, engraving and the industrial
arts, and the promotion and support of
education leading to the production of
beautiful and excellent work in manufac-
tures; and then the Bill sets forth the
methods by which they hope to attain
these objects. The provisions of the Bill
are mainly founded upon the constitution
and by-laws of the Society as they were
prepared at the time of the first formation
of the Academy. The Academy, as hon.
gentlemen are aware, is naw by sanction
of Her Majesty entitled to call itself the
Royal Canadian Academy of Art, and
they now ask for an Act of Incorporation
in order better to carry out the objects of
the Association.
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HON. MR. ALEXANDER-I desire
only to make one observation-when I
had the honor on a former sitting of this
House to submit for its consideration, a
motion to encourage native genius in con-
nection with the art of sculpture, the
mover of this Bill displayed upon that
occasion so much disinterested and en-
lightened patriotism and love of art, that
I am bound to give this Bill my support.
It would be ungrateful on my part if I
omitted now to express how deeply I ap-
preciate the noble efforts which the hon.

mover put forth on that occasion, to en-
courage one who is likely to become one
of the brightest ornaments of this School
of Art. I further desire to refer to the
venerable and honorable Senator (Mr.
Botsford) who thought himself the highest
authority on constitutional law and prac-
tice, but who misled this Chamber upon
a certain occasion lately, contrary to pre-
cedents cited from the House of Lords.
I hope and trust that the hon. gentleman
will not upon the present occasion have
any compunction and prevent this Bill
being read a second time.

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

The Senate adjourned at 5.50 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa Tuesday, March 21st, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

CANADA SOUTHERN AND ERIE
AND NIAGARA RAILWAY BILL

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Har-
bors, reported Bill (14), "AnAct respecting
the Canada Southern Railway Company
and the Niagara Railway Company"
without amendment.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the third reading of the Bill.

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

OTTAWA AND ARNPRIOR JUNC-
TION RAILWAY BILL

REPORTED FROM COMMITrEE.

HON. MR. DICKEY from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Har-
bors reported Bill (18), "An Act to incor-
porate the Ottawa and Arnprior Junction
Railway Company" with several amend-
ments. He said:-The amendments are
chiefly applicable to the fourth section
which asked for an unlimitedpower to build
branch lines. That we restricted by
making it entirely comformable to the
provisions of sub. sections 17 and 18 to
section 20 of the Consolidated Railway
Act. It also asked for an unlimited
power to purchase railways and to sell
them to any company whatever. There
is power asked for and granted to amal-
gamate with certain specified railways but
the company is confined, in selling or
leasing, to those specified companies
instead of leaving them the unlimited
power they ask for to amalgamate with any
company whatever. Again, in the clause
which has given so much trouble, with re-
gard to promissory notes, they ask for
unlimited power to issue such notes for any
amount, no matter how small. We have
amended that to confine it to notes of not
less than $ioo each. We protect the pub-
lic by a provision that when a bill of
exchange is made bythe President or Vice-
President and countersigned by the Se-
cretary, it shall be valid.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (48), " An Act respecting the Niag-
ara Grand Island Bridge Company."
(Mr. Macfarlane).

GARDINER'S RELIEF BILL.
SECOND READING.

The order of the day having been read
for the second reading of Bill (L) " An
Act for the relief of Matthew Gardiner,"
and that the parties be heard by. their
counsel.

HON. MR. FERRIER moved that the
witness who served the notice be called and
examined at the bar.
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The motion was agreed to, and the wit-
ness appeared at the Bar, and was sworn s
by the Clerk.

ION. MR. FERRIER moved that the r
following questions be put to the witness:

" What is your name, occupation and
Place of residence; and do you know the
Petitioner, and Elizabeth Ann Gardiner,
his wife?"

The SPEAKERa-Is it the pleasure of
the House that the question be put ?

The motion was agreed to.

The Clerk then read the question from
the table.

The WITNESS(reading)-Harry Dallas
Ielmcken, of the City of Toronto, student

at-law. I know the petitioner, and Eliza-
beth Ann Gardiner, his wife, and I have
served upon her a duplicate of the Bill
now before the House for the relief ôf
Matthew Gardiner, and produce the docu-
ment, being a duplicate of the Bill served
by me on the said Elizabeth Ann Gardi-
lier. I compared the document served by
me with the document now produced, and
ascertained that it was a correct copy
before I served it.

HON. MR. KAULBACH asked that
the document be produced.

ION. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-It
will be produced, no doubt, before the
Iext question.

HON. MR. FERRIER-Did you serve
the order now produced with the said
bill by leaving a copy of it with the said
bill, and did you compare the two to as-
certain that 'you served a true copy of such
Otder ?

The WITNESS-I served theordernow
Produced with the said Bill by leaving a
cOpy of it with the said Bill at the time of
such service, and I compared the two to
ascertain that I served a true copy of such
Order.

FION. MR. FERRIER-When and
Where did you serve a copy of the said
bill and order, and to whom did you de-
iVer the same?

Rekef 127
The WITNESS-I served a copy of the

aid Bill and order on the said Elizabeth
Ann Gardiner by delivering the same to
herself in person at her present place of
esidence, 79 Girard street, in the city of
roronto on the 9 th day of March instant.

HON. MR. FERRIER moved that the
witness have leave to withdraw.

The SPEAKER-The witness may
withdraw.

HON. MR. FERRIER moved that the
petitioner present at the Bar of the Senate
for the puipose of being examined as well
generally as in regard to any collusion or
connivance between the parties be not now
examined, but that it be an instuction to
any select committee to whom the Bill on
the subject may be referred to make such
examination.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-The
House should pronounce in some way
that the evidence of the service of the Bill
is satisfactory, if it is satisfactory.

The SPEAKER-Hon. gentlemen, is
the House satisfied with the evidence that
has been given at the Bar that the service
has been regularly and properly performed.

Hon. gentlemen-Content.
THE SPEAKER-Carried.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-It
ought to appear on our Minutes that the
person who asks for the Bill is at the Bar,
and is ready to be examined.

HON. MR. FERRIER moved that the
said Bill for the relief of Matthew Gar-
diner be now read the second time.

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

HON. MR. FERRIER moved that the
said Bill, entitled " An Act for the relief
of Matthew Gardiner," be referred to a
select committee composed of hon.
Messrs. Dickey, Kaulbach, McInnes
(British Columbia), Skead, Sutherland,
Read, Gibbs, Hope, and the mover, with
power to send for persons, papers and
records, and ,that all persons summoned
to appear before the Senate in this mat-



[SENATE.]

ter appear before the said committee, and
that the said committee have leave to sit
on Saturdays and other non-sitting days,
and that the petition of the respondent be
also referred to this committee.

HON. MR. ALMON-I have not the
slightest objection to make to the com-
mittee, but it appears to me to be a mat-
ter of justice, and more fair to the de-
fendant, that she should have something
to say in the appointment of the jury who
are to try the case.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
House names the committee.

HON. MR. MILLER-I was going to
call the attention of the mover of that
resolution to the fact that there is a re-
dundency in it, inasmuch as he asks for
power for the committee to sit on non-
sitting days. Any committee of this
House has power to sit on non-sitting
days. That is the practice of the House
of Lords as laid down in May, and I do
not wish to be understood as assenting to
what may be a precedent for having to
ask leave for a committee of this House
to sit.

HON. MR. FERRIER-I have just
followed the wording of a similar motion
in the Lyon divorce case reported on page
120 of the Journals of the Senate, 27th of
March, 1878.

HON. MR. MILLER-There you see
the effect of a bad precedent, for there is
no doubt that committees of this House
have power to sit on Saturdays and non
sitting days.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The objection
taken by my hon. friend is perfectly correct,
and although there have been cases such
as have been mentioned by the hon. gen-
tleman opposite (Mr. Ferrier) he will find
that in later cases it has not beçn thought
necessary to insert that provision in the
resolution; therefore it is simply a redun-
dency. As my name has been referred
to in connection with the committee
hon. gentlemen will perhaps pardon me
for referring to a question that has been
raised by the hon. leader of the House as

to the sufficiency of the proof of service by

HoN. MR. FERRIER.

affidavit. On that occasion although I
had no interest in this matter I thought it
but right to suggest to the hon. gentleman
who has charge of this Bill that the affida-
vit of service would be quite sufficient if
it was the pleasure of the House to receive
it. On that occasion I was told it was
quite true that there might be precedents
for the reading of the petition on an affi-
davit of that kind, and my attention was
called to the 73rd rule which simply re-
quired evidence upon dath, but I was told,
and it was strongly contended on the other
hand that there was no such precedent for
any reference under the 76th rule on the
second reading of the Bill-no precedent
for dispensing with the examination of
the witness at the bar; that the affidavit
is made at the bar and sent up to the
House and placed by the gentlemen in
charge of the Bill on the table. I stated
that I thought there were precedents in
that direction but I was told there were
no such precedents. If I found that I
was mistaken, I should have been the first
to correct any misapprehension under
which I had placed the House, but I find,
hon. gentlemen, that I was perfectly cor-
rect, and I refer my hon. friend now to
the proceedings which took place on the
5th of March, 1875, in this House in the
case of the Peterson divorce case. Then
the proceedings adopted were exactly
what my hon. friend who has charge of
this Bill took on Thursday last An
affidavit was produced of the service of
the notice of the petition on the second
reading. not merely on the presenting of
the petition but on the second reading of
the Bill, and it appears in this form, and
the House will say as I go on that I
have very high authority for it because
the proceedings were taken by a Minister
of the Crown:-

« The return of Archibald Henry Mac-
donald of the town of Guelph, in the county
of Wellington, and Province of Ontario, Bar-
rister at law, relative to service of notice for a
Bill of Divorce on Emma Grange, wife of
Henry William Peterson, was then handed in
and read by the Clerk.

'cThe honorable Mr. Aikins moved sec-
onded by the Honorable Mr. Leonard,

That the return on oath of the said Archi-
bald Henry Macdonald of the service required
by the 77th rule of this House to be niade on
the party from whom the divorce is now
sought by the said Henry William Peterson,
be deemed sufficient.
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The question of concurrence being put
thereon the same was, on a division, resolved
In the affirmative."

It appears to have been objected to,
because "the question of concurrence
being put thereon, the same was on a
division resolved in the affirmative." So
there was a precedent, and I believe my
hon. friend on my left objected to it at
the tirne. What I contended was that the
Ilouse did not require that the witness
should be examined at the bar. I hope
the House will not expect any apology
from me for setting myself right on a point
like this, because it is of some conse-
quence that we should adhere to the regu-
lar procedure in such matters.

'ION: MR. KAULBACH-I am glad
that ny hon. friend has brought this mat-
ter Up and set himself right before the
ROuse, so that in future we shall know
what to do in such cases. I see by a
Imanual of procedure of the Senate, which
has been placed in our hands (by whom I
do not know) that the course which my
hon. friend from Amherst (Mr. Dickey)
saYs is the correct one, is laid down there
at Page 76, as follows:-

" On the day appointed for the second
!eading, the order being called, the member
lu charge presents, Firstly, The Clerk's cer-
tificate that the notice was posted on the
doors of the Senate, and it is read by theSpeaker. (R. 76, Sen. J., 1878, p. 79.)

Secondly, The return of service on the res-
Pondent. The return is read by the Clerk,
and motion is made for the second reading of
the Bill, unless the allegations of the returnare not deemed sufficient. In that case theniemiber in charge informs the House thatA. B., who served the notice, is in attendance,
and asks that he be called in and examined.(Sen. J., 1878, p. 120.)"

.This procedure appears to be consistent
Wth precedents we have in other cases
before us, and with the strict construction
Of the rules of the House, sections 76 ard
77. I am very glad that there should be
"0 mlistake made with regard to this
If anual which has been placed before us.

Ifit is to be our guide it should be cor-
rect, so that in future parties will knowow to proceed.

1loN. MR. FERRIER-From the re-
1nark which fell from the hon. member
Iom Richmond, I wish to know whether
't' the opinion of this House those words
should be struck out.

HON. MR. DICKEY-No; they are
mere redundancy.

HON. MR. SKEAD-It appears that
there is some dissatisfaction with the
committee named in this affair, and I
should like in all seriousness to withdraw
my name. It is the last committee on
which I should tmagine anyone would
wish to serve, but if there is any hon.
gentleman who would like to take my
place, I should be glad to let him have it.
If I might be allowed to make a sugges-
tion, I would name my hon. friend from
Halifax (Mr. Almon); I daresay a medi-
cal man would be useful on a committee
of this kind.

HON. MR. ALMON-I have not the
slightest wish to serve, only it appeared to
me rather unfair that the petitioner in this
case should nominate the committee. It
seems to me that it is not consistent with
the rules of common fairness which I
learned as a schoolboy and which have
guided me ever since. I have great ob-
jection to serve on that committee, be-
cause my views differ very greatly from
those of the majority of this honorable
body. When I first came here a divorce
case was before the Senate, in which the
adultery was witnessed to have been com-
mitted by two parties. I believe that when
Francis, the supposed author of the Junius
letters, while holding a legal appointment
in Calcutta, was accused of adultery, but
as the fact had been only witnessed by
one person, and according to Indian law
no one could be convicted for such an
offence unless witnessed by three parties
besides the two engaged, he was acquitted.
From what I heard in the first case which
came up after I was appointed to the
Senate, I should say that in Canada two
witnesses are not sufficient. My view is
that much less evidence is required to
convict than this body had before them in
that case, and therefore I should object
to serve on the committee, for that, if for
no other reason. I do not object to the
members who have been named, but I do
object to such a mode of appointing a
tribunal of this kind, which has to act in a
judicial capacity. I do not believe that
we should be called upon to deal with such
cases, but that they should be decided
elsewhere, but so long as they continue to
come before us, I think in all fairness the
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accused should have something to say
about the appointment of the committee,
although, personally, I have not the slight-
est objection to any of the gentlemen who
have been named.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
hon. gentleman who hasjust spoken does
not keep quite in mind that although the
motion comes from the hon. Senator who
moved the second reading of the Bill, yet
it must receive the sanction of the Senate,
and it must be presumed that he is acting
with perfect fairness to the House and
does not nane any one from whom the
utmost impartiality could not be expected.
If the House adopts the motion the com-
mittee is named by the House If it
could be shown that any member is biased,
of course an objection could be made, and
if there was such objection to any mem-
ber I am sure he would at once ask to
have his name withdrawn. The hon.
Senator from Amherst has certainly cited
a precedent for admitting an affidavit in-
stead of requiring oral evidence at the bar,
but I did not say anything about a prece-
dent or the non-existence of a precedent.
What I said was that the rule of the House
required the presence of the witness at the
bar. My hen. friend quoted the 73rd
rule to show that an affidavit should be
accepted. I said that was a preliminary
proceeding and quoted the 76th rule to
show that there was clearly a distinction
between the two rules, the one requiring
simply evidence to satisfy the House and
the other rule requiring specifically and
in so many words the presence of the wit-
ness at the bar. Then the hon. gentle-
man said that that could be dispensed
with if the House so pleased. I assented
to that and said it could be done
if the House was' unanimous. The
hon. gentleman who has charge of the bill
had not given any notice of the intention
to present an affidavit instead of having
the witness examined at the bar, and there-
fore the request, being made at the mo-
ment, could only be granted by the unan-
imous consent of the House. I was not
arguing as to the existence or non-existence
of a precedent, but as to the legal effect
of the rule. If my hon. friend will read
the report of what I said he will find that
I did not lay stress on the question of
precedent, because I could not expect to
be informed as to precedents. These

HON. MR. ALMON.

things occur and pass out of one's mind
and I seldom cite precedents because I
do not retain them in my memory., I think,
however, that it would be unwise to de-
part from the rule. It might in some
cases be exceedingly desirable that the
witness should appear at the bar of the
Senate so that we might ascertain wheth-
er the service actually took place. I re-
member one case in which the service
was effected in the United States, and
there was quite a cross-examination as to
whether the witness was sure of the iden-
tity of the person on whom he had served
the papers. Such a case might occur
again. Half a dozen cases of that kind
might be imagined in which it would be
very désirable and important that the wit-
ness should appear at the bar of the House
and it is because it is so desirable and
important that the 76th rule requires oral
evidence instead of an affidavit.

HON. MR. DICKEY-My hon. friend
certainly stated distinctly that I was mis-
taken in supposing that the affidavit was
sufficient-

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
say so still.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I stated there
were precedents for the affidavit, but my
hon. friend tells me at once that I am
mistaken.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No
I did not say so, it is not here in the
report.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The hon. gen-
tlemen said: " I have no objection
to whatever course the House will
pursue, but my hon. friend is mistaken in
supposing that an affidavit is the proof
required by the rule." Then he goes
on to say this proof on oath is required
with reference to the service of the
preliminary notice, that is, the notice
of the intention to apply for a bill
of divorce; that is the notice which
my hon.' friend says might be sup-
plied by affidavit. But when you
come to the 76th rule, which is the one
we were discussing the other day, and the
one which applies to the second reading,
" the language is changed and it is not then
proof on oath merely, but proof on oath
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at the bar of the Senate." So that my
precedent was questioned as not applying
to the second rule, and the House acted
Upon that impression. I 'certainly did
not challange it any further, because I
did not want to put my memory or my
Opinion against the opinion of the leader
of the House.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I did
not say my hon. friend was mistaken in
his precedent; 1 said he was mistaken in
his belief that the rules were identical.

HON. MR. DICKEY-My hon. friend
to-day has gone farther ; he says it is not
sufficient to move the suspension of the
rules, but they ought to give notice. Now
I have quoted to him from the journals
here and shewed him that it was done
Without giving notice and that it was re-
Solved on a division that this be dispensed
With at the moment, and the Bill was re-
ceived and read the second time. That
action was taken by my hon. friend Mr.
Aikins at the time, and I thought that
Was the very best authority.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
rule was not suspended; it was said that
that was sufficient-that was all.

HON. MR. MILLER-The House will
perceive the wisdom of adhering strictly
to the rules in a matter of this kind where
we are acting in a judicial capacity. I
recollect the case that my hon. friend
alludes to, and I know that I opposed
accepting evidence by affidavit of the
service. I think the leader of the House
's Perfectly right in the interpretation he
gives to that clause of the rules of the
llOuse. On the case in question I took
the same ground he has taken now, and I
saY it only shows the wisdom of adhering
strictly to the rules and not allowing any
Precedent which might conflict with their
sPirit to get upon our Journals, because
It has the effect of continuing the irregu-
larity and in some cases may work very
serious injustice.

.HON. MR. DICKEY-I am not discus-
sig the question whether it would be
better to have the evidence taken at the
bar of the House or to have it upon an
affidavit Upon that fact I stated frankly
that the House had generally been in
favor of examination at the bar, but I said

there was a precedent for this on the
second reading and that was the question,
and I did not like a statement I had made
here to be questioned. I may state, now
that I have called the attention of the
House to the fact, that a Minister of the
Crown moved this same resolution which
was proposed last Thursday; that was
on the second reading. It was moved by
the Hon. Mr. Aikins and was to the effect
that the affidavit be considerëd sufficient
proof of service, and was carried on divi-
sion ; it was not on reading the peti-
tion, it was on the second reading of
the Bill. So that it appears to be my
misfortune to be misunderstood in
this matter, although I have read the
words out of the report in the hearing of
évery gentleman here. Now I am told
that the division which took place was on
the second reading. Of course it was, but
it was carried on a division, this very
resolution which was questioned, and my
hon. friend was one of those who ques-
tioned it and he had a perfect right to
question it. I said the other day that any
hon. gentleman had a perfect right to
object if he thought proper to do so.
Now I will set myself right here, and will
again read the record.

(The hon. gentleman again quoted from
the journals.)

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
must again deny that I questioned the
precedent in any way. What I questioned
was the interpretation of the rule.

The motion was agreed to on a divi-
sion.

SAULT STE. MARIE BRIDGE COM-
PANY BILL.

AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

HbN. MR. DICKEY moved concur-
rence in the amendments made by the
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors to Bill 43, "An Act to incor-
porate the Sault Ste. Marie Bridge Co."

HON..SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Will
my hon. friend explain the motion, or was
it explained yesterday ?

HoN. MR. DICKEY-The amend-
ments are not very formidable. They
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are chiefly verbal ; the most important is
the power they ask to make regulations
with regard to this bridge. I myself took
exception to giving too extensive powers
because it might lead to amalgamation
with arailroad company in the UnitedStates.
A bridge company was a very different
thing because it might happen there would
be two companies empowered to bridge a
stream which divided the two countries
and they naturally might wish to amal-
gamate, and I therefore struck out the
word "Railway Company" and inserted
the word " Bridge." That was the most
important. Then in the section which
gave power to them to take action without
any reference whatever to the provi ions
of the present Act, we inserted the eords
"that all said action should be taken
subject to the provisions of this Act." The
only other important amendment was that
this word "Company" should be con-
sidered to mean the company incorporated
by this Act, or such amalgamated com-
pany, so as to make the checks and guards
in the Bill apply to the consolidated com-
pany, in case it should be formed, as well
as to the company mentioned by the Act.
The other amendments are strictly verbal.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
am much obliged to my hon. friend for
the explanation. There is another point
which has been under the consideration
of the Government, in reference to these
bridges extending from Canada into the
United States, which is, the desire that in
all bills for incorporating such bridge
companies, there should be a clause to
the effect that the Act should not go into
operation until it has been proclaimed by
the Governor General. The object of
that was to take care, that in some way or
other, the consent of the United States
Government was signified to the Bill.
We thought, and I am of the opinion that
the House will think, there might possibly
be some complication with the United
States Government, with reference to these
bridges. This particular bridge at Sault
St. Marie does not probably interfere with
navigation, because there is no navigation
above the Sault, at least just at the Sault.
But there are other cases of the incorpora-
tion of bridges in other places asked for
along the St. Lawrence, and one or two
or three below Prescott, where the river
is the border, Canada being on one side

and the United States on the other. Now
the bridges incorporated for the purpose
of traversing the river there, might or
might not give rise to complications with
the United States with reference to the
navigation to which they are entitled, in
consequence of these bridges, the enter-
ing of the channel, the character of the
bridge, or some other complication of that
kind; and we think that where a company is
incorporated to construct a bridge one
side of which is to be in the United
States, there should be signified to the
Government of this country the assent of
the United States in some definite way.
It was thought it might be done in
this way ; that if these bills had inserted
in them a clause that they did not come
into operation until after the proclamation
of the Governor General, then the persons
who are interested in this Bill might cor-
respond with the Government at Washing-
ton, and might procure some official com-
munication from the Secretary of State
there to the Secretary of State here
showing that the United States had
no objection to that bridge. In that way
we could avoid ulterior complications. I
will suggest to my hon. friend, the chair-
man of the Committee, that in future that
point may be brought to the notice of the
Committee. I do not know who has
charge of this particular Bill, but I hope
that he will let this clause be inserted :
that the Act shall not go into operation
before a day to be fixed by the Governor
General-in-Council.

HON. MR. READ-I have had charge
of the Bill. It has passed the House of
Commons, and has come up here. Per-
haps it would be better to lay it over until
I telegraph to find whether there is any
objection to a clause of that sort. It
would perhaps be more prudent, and I
can easily communicate with those inter-
ested. Mr. Bell was here when it was
before the committee. I think there is no
objection to such an amendment.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I do
not think they will object to it at all.

HoN. MR. READ-I do not think
they will myself; but it will be better for
me to postpofie it until Monday.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I do not think
there will be any danger in the delay.

HON. MR. DICKEY.
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As reference has been made to me, as
chairman of the committee, I have
Pleasure in saying that I am in favor of
such a clause. It struck us in the com-
rTnttee, but we had no precedent, as no
objection was ever taken to those bills
that have been passed from time to time.
I think it is very proper that a proviso
should be inserted in some way or other
by which conflict or confusion might be
prevented, and a clause requiring the
proclamation of the Governor-General in
Council would meet this. I can only say
that in any bridge bills that may come
before us in the future, I shall feel it my
duty to communicate with the leader of
Government on that point.

The motion was agreed to.

QREAT WESTERN RAILWAY LAWS
AMENDMENT BILL.

AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

HON. MR. VIDAL moved concurrence
m the amendments made by the Commit-
tee on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors
to Bill (M) "An Act to amend the Acts
relating to the Great Western Railway
Company." He said-These amend-
rents, although at first sight they appear
numerous and might seem to require some
consideration, if a little attention is bestow-
ed on the minutes, as recorded on page
175, it will be at once seen that they are
really very unimportant, and mainly refer to
a change in certain figures. I might sly
that the amount originally inserted in the
Bill was considered to be right, but mas-
Imuch as the business to which it refers is
transacted in England it was only when
they i eceived from England a correct
statement of the exact figures of the bonds
which had been issued at that date that
they were enabled to put in the exact
anount. It is very desirable that the
amount should be accurate, and these
alterations are simply in order to correct
a very trifling error. There are two jor
three amendments, one of which is men-
tioned here on page two, line forty-two,
where some twelve or thirteen additional
lines are inserted in the Bill simply to
bring it into harmony with the alterations
and changes made in the figures. The
effect is not to give the Company any
enllarged powers. If it has any effect at
all it is to restrict them in the interests of

the public. It is merely showing that the
extent to which they are permitted to issue
their bonds shall be reduced when in
place of those bonds money is invested in
other securities. A little further down
power is taken to change the day of ren-
dering their annual accounts, and the day
for holding their annual meeting. These
are strictly following the legislation which
has been granted by this Parliament to
other companies, and the latter one is
aipended by the clause which requires that
it shall only be done with the consent of
two-thirds of the stockholders. There is
really nothing that is important in the
amendments which have been made in
committee. They were very càrefully
con5idered there and assented to by that
committee without a division.

I have to ask the indulgence of the
House to make yet two trivial amend-
ments, that were overlooked or not
thought of while the Bill was in the .con-
mittee. They are merely verbal. I wish
to explain why I do not propose to make
the amendments at the third reading; I
think it will be much more convenient to
the House that the Bill should be printed
perfect with all the amendments in it. As
it now reads it almost implies that the
running of steamboats and the carrying of
freight on vessels is a part of the business
of the railway. They do not wish it to
appear as being in their business ; they
wish it to appear as being in connection
with their business. Another amendment
is in the i oth section making no change
whatever in the meaning of the clause, but
sinplifying it in its expression.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-We
are now upon the reception of the report
of the Committee, and cannot very well
add anything to the Bill at this stage.
When it comes before the House for third
reading it will then be open for amend-
ment.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I see that the
amendment cannot be properly made now;
I ask, therefore, that it shal stand as a
notice of amendment to be made at the
third reading.

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

The Senate adjourned at 4-35 P-m.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, 22nd March, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

The following bills, reported from the
Committee on Banking and Commerce,
were read the third time.and passed :

Bill (3) "An Act to incorporate the
St. Lawrence Marine Insurance Co."
(Mr. Ryan.)

Bill (29) " An Act to incorporate the
North-Western Bank." (Mr. Girard.)

Bill (16) "An Act to incorporate the
Manitoba Bank." (Mr. Girard.)

FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF CAN-

ADA BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. ALLAN, from the Commit-
tee on Banking and Commerce, reported
Bill (J) " An Act to incorporate the First
National Bank of Canada," with amend-
ments which, he explained, were with one
exception of a purely verbal character.
The only important amendment was to
alter the name to " The Western Bank
of Canada."

HON. MR. GIBBS moved concurrence
in the amendments.

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

BUILDING, LOAN AND SAVINGS
SOCIETIES BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. ALLAN, from the Com-
mittee on Banking and Commerce, re-
ported Bill (P) " An Act further to amend
the law respecting 'Building Societies and
Loan and Savings Companies carrying on
bus.iness in the Province of Ontario," with
an amendment which he explained was

for the purpose of removing doubt as to
the vote by which the resolution for in-
creasing the capital stock of the Company
was to be passed. The ordinary phrase-
ology adopted in other acts of a similar
nature was used in the Bill, but a doubt
had been suggested as to whether it might
be construed to mean a vote of two-thirds
in value of all the shareholders present
or represented by proxy at the meeting,
and to remove this doubt and make it
perfectly clear, the word "present" was
struck out and the word "given" substi-
tuted, and striking out also the word
"represented," the clause is made to read
"by a vote of not less than two-thirds in
value of all the shareholders given in per-
son or by proxy." He moved concur-
rence in the amendment.

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

GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL.

THIRD READING.

The order of the day being read for the
third reading of the Bill (M) "An Act to
amend the Acts relating to the Great
Western Railway Company."

HON. MR. VIDAL moved that the Bill
be not nowread the third time, but that it be
amended in accordance with the notice
which he had given.

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

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills from the House of
Commons were introduced and read the
first time -

Bill (52) "An Act to incorporate the
Planters' Bank of Canada." (Mr. Ryan.)

Bill (26) "An Act to incorporate the
Saskatchewan and Peace River Railway
Company. (Mr. McInnes.)

Bill (34) "An Act to amend and con-
solidate as amended the several Acts
relating to the British American Insurance
Company." (Mr. Smith.)

Bill (17) "An Act to grant certain pow-
ers to the American Telegraph and Cable
Company." (Mr. Gibbs.)
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Bill (31) "An Act to incorporate the
Clements Steamship Company, limited."
(Mr. Macfarlane.)

Bill (65) "An Act respecting the New
York and Ontario Furnace Cormpany."
(Mr. Read.)

Bill (4) "An Act respecting the Sun
Mutual Insurance Company, of Montreal."
(Mr. Ryan.)

The Senate adjourned at 4.05 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, March 23rd, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE LAKE SUPERIOR AND
JAMES' BAY RAILWAY BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. DICKEY from the Com-
mTittee of Railways, Telegraphs .and Har-
bors to whom was referred the Bill
'ftituled "An Act to Incorporate the
Lake Superior and James' Bay Railway
Conpany," reported that they had gone
through the said Bill and had directed
hin to report the same to the House with
certain amendments. He said: The first
atnendment refers to the third section of
the Bill and is merely to correct some
tautology by striking out a couple oflines.
The amendment in the twelfth section is
inerely a transference of a word in order
to improve the language. The amend-
Ment to the seventeenth clause is merely
verbal. The eighteenth clause is amend-
ed so as to make it conformable to legis-
lation already existing. The Bill as it
stood limited the time for commencing
Work on the Railway to five years. While
it was admitted that this line would pass
through, to some extent, a comparatively
Unknown country, yet it was thought an
Unreasonable extension of the ordinary
.lirit which is two years; but under the
circumstances the Committee considered
that the Company should be allowed three
Yeairs within which to commence opera-
tiOns. The most important amend-
'nent to this Bill is the striking out

of the clause 21 which gives this Company
power to amalgamate with any other com-
pany. , Under this amalgamation clause
the Company asked for a sweeping power
which the Cornmittee thought it was not
advisable to give in view of the fact that
in most of these railway bills the com-
panies with which they propose to amal-
gamate have always been named so that
Parliament could see if they were rival
lines or subsidiary lines. Considering
also that this Company was not in a posi-
tion geographically to unite with any
other company except with the Canadian
Pacific Railway, it was thought the proper
time had arrived to make a stand on this
point, and call the attention of Parliament
to the necessity that exists for restraining
these unlimited powers of amalgamation
that have crept into a great deal of our
railway legislation; and the further fact
that this company has three years within
which to commence its operations. After
that time, if they find it necessary to
unite with any other specific company,
there will then be ample time to call upon
Parliament to give them necessary power
to do so.

HON. MR. SCOTT moved that the
amendments be taken into consideration
to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

DOMINION DEBENTURES.
MOTION.

HON. MR. READ moved to resolve-
That, in the opinion of this House, it in

desirable that a certain portion of Dominion
debentures issued on the authority of Parlia-
ment, at whatever rate of interest they are
disped of, may from time to time, be placed
wit the Assistant Receivers General in each
Province, and that the interest thereon
should be payable where such debentures are
circulated for the convenience of trustees and
other investors in the particular locality.

He said: The motion I have given no-
tice of aims at placing within the reach of
investors of this country a class of secur-
ities that, to my mind, is not easily to be
found even if you have the money. In
looking over the list of shares and stocks
presented to investors in this country I see
no notice of Dominion debentures. It is
quite evident they are not on the market in
this country or else they would be placed
in the long list I have before me, of other
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stocks, from the Bank of Montreal down
to the Champlain and St. Lawrence Rail-
way Company. Al have their market
value, but Dominion debentures even in
the Dominion of Canada do not appear
to have any quotation or to be in the
market at all. What I think is an appa-
rent want in this country is that Dominion
debentures should be placed in such a
manner that capitalists would have an
opportunity at all times to invest in the
securities of their own country. I will be
told, I dare say, that they can do so now;
if they can do so it is by a very circuitous
route ; they have to go to England to
buy them and they have to go there to
collect their interest. The object of my
motion is that some arrangements may
be made by which Dominion debentures
shall be obtainable here and the interest
be made payable here at such places
as they circulate in. What I mean
by circulation is that they shall be ob-
tained at the offices of the Assistant Re-
ceiver General in each Province. It will
not add to the expense of those offices and
will be very convenient to persons who may
desire to obtain a class of securities in
which they have confidence. To my
mind the world does not present a better
security than Dominion debentures. The
credit of the country is established beyond
doubt ; we have been enabled to re-
duce the rate of interest from time
to time in the money market of the
world, where securities are closely
scrutinized for purposes of investment.
From year to year the interest on our de-
bentures has been reduced, and the,
reason for that is very obvious: in the
first place.we have always paid our inter-
est, and we have always been able to meet
our debentures when they became due.
Consequently, in the money market of the
world the value of our debentures is well
established. It must be apparent to every
one that the capital of this country has
vastly increased within the last few years.
We have only to look at the public
accounts and the statements presented to
Parliament, to see that there is an enor-
mous increase of wealth in Canada. This
must be apparent to hon. gentlemen here,
who are well versed in this question. I
am almost ashamed to present the figures,
but still every one has not the same oppor-
tunity of seeing them as hon. gentlemen
who are within hearing of my voice. We

HON. MR. READ,

find that on the 14 th May, 1869, our paid-
up bank capital was $30,843,337, and on
the 18th of the present rhonth the paid-
up bank capital of the country was
$62,176,933, or an increase in twelve
years of $31,334,596. I have no doubt
that that capital is finding profitable in-
vestment. On looking a little further I
find that the bankdeposits, bearing interest,
in the different banks of the country,
on the 14 th May, 1869, amounted to
$22,496,624; deposits without interest,
$14,534,4o4, or a total deposit of
$37,031,o28. On the 18th of the present
month, I see, by the returns just in, that
the deposits in the banks of the country,
bearing interest, have increased to
$4 5,055,oo9,while depositswithout interest
have increased to $46,565,576, or a
total of $92,62o,585 of the people's
money deposited in the chartered
banks of this country. This is a very
great increase but if we add to that the
Post Office and Savings' Bank deposits,
we find that on the 3oth June, 1881, they
amounted to $6,208,226, an increase over
the previous year of $2,262,507. To this
may be added Dominion stocks which
have been issued to the depositors of the
Post Office Savings' Bank amounting to
$2,431,900, or making the total deposits
of the people, $101,260,711 ; an increase
in 12 years of $64,229,682 of capital
placed within the chartered banks and in
the Government Post Office Savings'
Banks. That is such a vast increase that
we must take warning, because I believe
we have entered upon an era of great
prosperity. We nay be asked how this
prosperity arises : For a great number of
years we have been engaged in clearing
lands, building fences, bridges, roads,
churches and school-houses and other
permanent improvements that caused a
great outlay without giving us an imme-
diate return ; but for the last 20 or 30
years the people have been reaping the
reward of their industry and the capital
that they invested in the early settlement
of the country is beginning to
yield them a profitable return.
That to my mind accounts for it in some
measure. Then, we have this vast coun-
try in the North West, the extent of which
and the future of which we can hardly
conceive. Until now we have had no
prairie land to offer to the settler. The
immigrant who come to us had to rough
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it in the woods, enduring great hardships
and spending a lifetime before reaping a
fair return for his toil. But now, those
who come among us will go to the prairies
and in a very few years- enjoy a compe-
tence as the result of their labors. I
think I am not visionary when I predict
that the wealth of the country will thus
'fcrease with great rapidity and beyond
Our powers of calculation. The future of
the Dominion is, to my mind, highly
satisfactory, and will invite millions to the
great North West where by honest industry
they can surround themselves with every
comfort necessary to make life happy.

Let us now look at the growth of the
revenue of this country. In 1868 it was
$13,835,46o: in 1881 it reached$29,638,-
975, showing in thirteen years the mar-
vellous increase of $I 5,803,515. Of course
Wise legislation. has had something to do
With it; the people of this country are all
at work. A gentleman told me just now
that he had six hundred girls working for
him in one factory andthathepaid$i ,ooo
eVery month in wages. We are seeing
effects of this wise legislation in the in-
creased deposits in our savings banks,
representing the profits of the laboring
classes. On the 3oth June, 188o, the
atount deposited in the Post Office
Savings? Bankswas$3,9 4 5,664; onthe 3 oth,
June 1881,justoneyearlaterit was $6,208,-2 26 , an increase in oneyear of $2,262,55 7 .
Now, this represents the savings of artisans,
laborers and others. All these tacts
show that it is necessary to place within the
reach of the public of this country
debentures which they can invest
in with some feeling of security. The
Post Office Savings'Banks are safe enough,
but my idea is to give them an invest-
ment which shall be irredeemable. Take
the case of a trustee. He has money to
'fvest and he requires a safe investment.
le is not so particular about the rate of
interest as having good security. For in-
stance, a trustee has $1oo,ooo to invest.
If he buys building society stock, he may,
Perhaps, get his interest, but when he
Wants to sell the stock it may not be
Saleable. If he buys bank stock, the bank
'lay fail and he may lose the money and
be responsible for more. If he buys loan
society stock, it may, if the business of
the company is well managed, bring him
t good rate of interest, but they may have

o0re farms thrown on their hands than

they can sell. While they can manage to
wring the interest out of borrowers it is
all very well, but after a time borrowers
may become disheartened and abandon
their properties. If he buys houses and
land, the houses may be destroyed by fire
or the land depreciate in value. It does
seem to me that a trustee should be in a
position to purchase the securities of this
count'y and thus be relieved of all
responsibility as to the safety of his invest-
ments. Then, again, if any one wishes to
make provision for some member of a
family, these debentures would afford a
desirable security. There are helpless
people in Canada as in every other
country, and people whose duty it is to
take care of them, and Parliament should
give them an opportunity to make safe
investments. We are increasing in wealth
enormously and there are benevolent
people who may wish to aid useful and
charitable institutions; in what way could
they invest their donations so safely as in
the debentures of this country? Almost
every country has a public debt, and the
people who bear the burden have an op-
portunity to invest in it. With us the case
is different : it is exceedingly difficult to
obtain Dominion debentures. It is only
a day or two ago that a gentleman who,
I should think, has every opportunity to
be informed on this subject, said to me he
was anxious about his little family and
felt the want of Dominion debentures in
which to invest his means so that the in-
terest would be payable here. See how
the French nation took up their national
debt ! Look at the immense amount of
money which the Franco-German war
cost them, and how, when their bonds were
offered, the people took them up ! I was
reading to-day a statement showing that
when the Government asked for 400,000,-
ooo francs, they had ofiers to take up
1,ooo,ooo,ooo, and on another occasion
when they asked for 8oo,ooo,ooo francs,
the offer was 8,ooo,ooo,ooo.

Hon. MR. ALEXANDER-Taken up
by their own citizens ?

HON. MR. READ-Yes. The offer to
take up the loan was ten times more than
the requirements of the country. Look
at the debt of the United States! On
July ist, 1856, the debt of that country
was only $31,762,761, bearing interest at
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the rate of 5.88; on March Ist, 1882, it
was $1,584,326,6oo, bearing interest at
the rate of 3.90 ;. showing that the capi-
talists and people of this continent had
faith in the recuperative power of their
country. We have a debt, but it has not
been created for war purposes. It was
incurred in the construction of public
works and other useful enterprises; so
that I do not consider our debt amounts
to anything. Why, it is only a few years
since we were frightened about building
the Intercolonial Railway. We built it for
$25,000.000, yet we do not feel the bur-
den it entailed; and so it will be with the
Pacific Railway; we will hardly know that
it is being done, as regards the placing of
burdens on the people. I was very glad
to learn, when the Finance Minister was
delivering his budget speech, that in pay-
ing the interest on our debt in England
we are saving $15,ooo a year, and that by
an arrangement which he had made for
a loan to meet the debt due in 1885, there
will be a saving to this country of $350,000.
Now, all this half per cent., or whatever it
may be, could be saved to this country,
because the Assistant Receivers General
could do such work to the extent that is
necessary to meet the wants of the people
of this country who would take up deben-
tures. I do not* wish to detain the
House: while it is a fit subject to bring
before the attention of Parliament, I admit
that it is one with which I am not thor-
oughly familiar. I beg, therefore, to move
the resolution which appears on the paper,
secoftded by the Hon. Mr. Ogilvie.

HoN. MR. OGILVIE-My reason for
seconding this motion was simply this-
that if the Government see nothing in the
way tô prevent this being done, I think it
would be a very great convenience for
many people in the Dominion, not only
for the investment of money for estates,
for which it would' be useful, of course,
but for a great many people who have
small savings of $500 or $1ooo, now
drawing but 3% interest. To many of
them it would be a great convenience,
indeed. if they could buy a bond of $500
or $1,ooo, or whatever amount the Gov-
ernment might see fit to issue-if they
could buy that and hold it and get their
interest every six months, I think there
would be a feeling of having property in
their hands that was perfectly secure and

ÛHON. MR, READ,

satisfactory; and it would lead people tO
save more than even depositing money in
savings banks. It is certainly a question
that troubles many people at the present
time. I have felt it, I know, myself in
one or two estates which I had to manage.
One does not know what to put money
into in order to have it perfectly secure
and so as to run no risk. Executors and
trustees do not generally get any pay for
their work, and when they get no remu-
neration and have to run serious risks be-
sides, if it is possible to furnish a safe
investment such as these debentures
would be, I think it should be done. I
do not say that it is possible: there may
be objections which I do not see, but if it
is possible to have it carried out, it would
be of great use in every part of the
Dominion.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-This is a
question which is probably not within my
sphere and which I do not know much
about, but listening to my hon. friend who
moved in the matter and the gentleman
who bas just sat down, I think we have
reachei such a state of prosperity in this
country, that this subject is worthy of the
consideration of Parliament and of the
Government-whether these debentures
could not find a market in the Dominion
as well as outside of it. Evidently we
have entered upon a new era of prosperity
in this bountry, and notwithstanding the
fact that the Government have restricted
the rate of interest in the savings banks,
we find large amounts of money deposited
there by mechanics and others, who
do not probably see any other safe and
sure means of investing it. I consider a
matter of this kind is worthy of grave con-
sideration. When we come to find, as my
hon. friend from Belleville bas said, that
we have $1oo,0ooooo more wealth now
than we had 15 years ago, deposited in the
banks and savings banks of the Dominion,
it seems to me that the people are in a
state of prosperity. There is a large
amount of capital in the Dominion, a con-
siderable portion of which might be in-
vested in the way suggested by my hon.
friend. The House and the Government
should consider whether these debentures
could not be sold in this country as well
as in England when we require to borrow
money. I think it is in the interest of the
country that they should be held, if pos-
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sible, by the people of Canada. It would
be conducive to good government; it
would increase the interest which people
shoUld have in the welfare of the country
and in the proper administration of public
affairs.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I think
the proposal which has been made by the
the hon. Senator from Belleville will meet
With general approval, throughout the
country at least, whether it meets with
the approval of the Government itself.
There may be technical objections to this
arnong financiers but I can say from my
Own experience that the want of such in-
vestments has at a not very remote period
been sensibly felt by the people of the
Province from which I come. Large
quantities of lands having been expropria-
ted in Prince Edward Island, it became
necessary to invest the money which form-
ed a trust fund for which ordinary invest-
ments would not answer, because they are
lot sufficiently secure and do not relieve

trustees from personal liability. There
was an instance of that in Scotland at the
time of the failure of the Glasgow Bank.
In that case trustees found to their
astonishment and horror that the invest-
Inents made in the most bonafide manner
by them on behalf of parties for whom
they were acting, were worthless and they
themselves were liable to the trust funds
for the moneys they had so invested. In
PrinceEdward Island before Confederation,
When the local Government expropriated
estates from proprietors, they used to pay
them with debentures bearing six per cent.
Inlterest. Since Confederation expropria-
tion has been carried on much more ex-
tensively. I remember myself being sum-

Otined before the Court of Commission-
ers who adjudicated upon those expro-
Priation questions on the point as to how
Proprietors who had been paid for lands
taken from them, could safely re-invest
their money so as to yield a revenue simi-
lar to that which they had received from
their lands. I was compelled to admit the
great difficulty existing as to finding in
the Island a secure and profitable invest-
Mnent. The proposition of my hon. friend,
if adopted, would meet all those difficult
questions and provide a means of invest-Ing savings and trust funds, and I very

onuch hope that the Government will look
with a kindly eye upon it.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER - This
House and the country are certainly much
indebted to the bon. gentleman from
Belleville for bringing this matter under dis-
cussion, and his explanations have been so
lucid, so practical, and so'able that I feel
myself that it is almost unnecessary for me
to add one word to what has fallen from
him. We all know that the Parliament
of this Dominion has resolved to construct
public works which must roll up the
public debt of this country to a very much
larger amount that it now is. While it is
necessary for the Government to borrow
money, there can only be one opinion
that the statesman should borrow it in such
a manner as to drain the least possible
amount of wealth out of the country. He
should borrow it if possible to consolidate
and strengthen the bands which hold this
Confederation together. Let us take for
example the mother country which has
the largest debt in the world ; but the
debt of Great Britain is acknowledged to
be the strength of the nation, because it is
chiefly held by its own citizens. We have
thus exhibited to us two great objects
which the British nation aimed at. It
constitutes the wealth of her people by
the interest remaining in the country,
while we observe that a vast mass of the
population have a direct interest in up-
holding and strengthening the Goverment
against any foe at home or abroad. These
are two points which statesmen ought not
to lose sight of, either statesmen of the
European world or of this Continent. The
same reasoning can be used in favor of
the adoption of the patriotic motion offer-
ed by my hon. friend from Belleville. We
may well ask why has the present Govern-
ment made no movement in this direc-
tion ? No doubt, it will be replied the
loans are more easily effected by our
financial agents in London, and our credit
is so good there that we can raise as much
as we please by paying a commission to
our financial agent.

But that is not the whole duty of a
statesman. All the interest up to the
present moment on the indebtedness of our
municipalities, our counties, cities and
local governments-and even on our
Dominion debt-has been flowing out of
the country. We must all remember that
while at the present moment this country
is in a very high state of prosperity,it yet was
but a short period ago that we lamented
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the fact that gold was being drained out
of the country in consequence of the
large municipal, provinicial and Domin-
ion indebtedness. We cannot suppose
that the sun will shine upon any country
for ever, or that we are going to be blessed
always with good harvests; and we shall be
subjected in the future, no doubt, as in
the past, to a change in our financial
position. In addition to the interest flow-
ing out of the country, I find by referring
to the public accounts now before me
that we paid commissions to our financial
agents in London last year to the amount
of $92,820. Messrs. Glyn, Mills & Co.
alone received $83,82o, as commission,
and I think that it is now confessed by
our present Minister of Finance that we
have been paying a great deal more than
we should have done, and he is now
entering upon an arrangement by which
$32o,ooo will be saved during the next
five years, simply because we have our
own high commissioner, Sir Alexander
Galt, now in London, who simply tells
our financial agents that he is prepared
to negotiate our loans in future at a very
much smaller rate. When these gentle-
men find they are going to lose our busi-
ness they come to him and offer to make
terms with us by which we shall affect
this saving. What a vast amount of money
have we been throwing away in the shape
ofcommissions! Itmayberepliedthat there
would be difficulty in floating the deben-
tures of the Government and getting them
taken up, but I maintain there would be
no such difficulty. I do not say that the
whole of every loan would be taken, or
one-half of it, but who that knows the
present state of Canada and the position
of our farmers, who are accumulating by
their industry year after year considerable
amounts of money, and who are anxious
to invest that money safely--who will say
that the farmers of this country do not
look forward to some such investment as
my hon. friend from Belleville now de-
sires? Again, men who are managing
estates as trustees will be glad to get such
trust funds invested at say four per cent.
in this way. How many there are living
to-day who really, when they come to
look at the present insecurity of invest-
ments, and a# the state of our banks and
loan societies,-at the competition
amongst them and how frequently failures
are found when they are least expected-

HON. MR. ALEXANDER.

will welcome such safe and reliable in'
vestment as that now proposed ! Frequent-
ly the very men in whom we have placed
confidence prove unworthy and families
are ruined by their speculations. NO
head of a family at the present moment
knows whom to name as his executor and
therefore I think the motion of my hon-
friend from Belleville ought to be carried
because if heads of families have such a
mode of investing their moneys as these
debentures would offer they would nO
longer be liable to loss through the inca-
pacity of others. I would hope that a
large number of the members of this
House will adopt the suggestions and
motion of my hon. friend from Belleville.
I hope and trust that no objections will
be raised by the leader of the Government
in this House, but that . the common
sense view will be taken and every effort
put forth in favor of this motion. We
ought to afford to our own people thor-
oughly reliable securities and we cannot
better strengthen the bonds that hold this
confederation together than by adopting
this course. Suppose any trouble should
arise with the United States-if any great
number of our citizens held a large por-
tion of our own debentures it would be an
additional tie-an additional reason for
them to band all together to meet the
common foe; and if any internal troubles
arise here the same argument might apply.
I hope there will be no objection to this
motion.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-In
the object which my hon. friend froxn
Quinte Division has in view the Govern-
ment entirely concur. That object I be-
lieve to be that there should be placed at
the disposal and command of the people
of this country the opportunity of investing
in Government stocks. Those stocks are
divided into inscribed stocks and deben-
tures, and the hon. gentleman suggests
that these debentures should be placed in
the hands of the Deputy ReceiversGeneral
in different parts of the country; and I
presume his object was the disposal of
them to persons who desired to purchase.

In that object the Government entirely
concur, and if debentures were to be
sold, or if the debt of the country was at
this moment to be increased, that would
be the course the Government would pur-
sue ; because in Canada to-day a
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very considerable sum could be bor-
rowed from the people of this

untry at the same rate as it could
beborrowed in England. The advantage
which the hon. gentleman from the Quinte
bivision has pointed out, of having the
Interest upon the debt payable to persons
ýho reside in the country is very great and
1s thoroughly acknowledged by the Gov-
ernment, but I do not think-much as we
agree in the desirability of adopting the
course which the resolution somewhat
vaguely points at-that it would be de-
Srable or expedient for the House to pass
this resolution; for the circumstances of
the country may vary at any moment. It
"happens that the Government, at this

particular epoch, do not desire to borrow
any roney. Large sums of money are
COniing into the treasury from different
Sources particularly from the Canadian
dacific Railway Company, from the sale of
debentures which Parliament authorized
that Company to issue and the proceeds
of wvhich are to be deposited in the hands
Of the Receiver General until that Com-
Pany shall, by virtue of the construction
.f so many miles of the road, be in a po-

sition to call for the payment of the
'oney. Until that period arrives a very
arge sum of money is deposited, and will

increasing, in the hands of the Govern-
nent, belonging to that Company. The

Oney in the treasury arising from postOffice savings banks and from other sour-
ces is also very considerable, so that at the
Present time the Minister of Finance does
nlot anticipate being obliged to borrow any

oniOey. Therefore it would be inexpe-
lent to say, with the authority of this

louse, what should be done in an event-
lality which does not now exist. Nobody

'en tell what the circumstances may be
next year, or when the Minister of Finance
Or the time being may desire to borrow
nioney ; the rate of interest then may be
l Per cent. or eight per cent. in this
Ountry, and it may be four per cent. in

Pngland or elsewhere. It would there-1
fore be very inexpedient'to tie down the
hands of the then Government or the then
ý1inister of Finance, and to make him
Place any part of any loan, which he may
lesire to make, in the hands of the Assist-

ant Receivers General. I therefore think,
While at the present moment it might be
afe, it would be unwise to lay down

for the future the policy which the

hon. gentleman from the Quinte
Division proposes by this resolution.
Then again the hon. gentleman's proposed
resolution places these debentures in the
hands of the Assistant Receivers General,
meaning I suppose thereby, that they
were to be bought from them. But his
resolution is vague in that respect though
I presume the hon. gentleman meant that
persons should go to the offices of, the
Receivers General and buy them. That
might be very expedient; supposing the
existence of circumstances different from
the present, and that the Finance Minis-.
ter desired to borrow money and the rate
of interest here was. as low as now. He
might think it expedient to borrow in this
country but it might not be the best way
to borrow. It might be very desirable-
instead of placing the debentures in the
hands of the Assitant Receivers General,
for persons to go and and take them up at
par-to receive tenders for them. In
fact it would be very awkward if tenders
were not received and I apprehend Par
liament would censure very severely the
Government of the day and the Minister
of Finance, if he had placed the deben-
tures in the hands of the Assistant Re-
ceivers General-as proposed in this re-
solution-and allowed them to be bought
up at a rate fixed by him. If the plan
pointed out in this resolution were adopt-
ed, the Minister of Finance would have
to fix a rate so that these debentures
would be sold at par or at such and such
a rate, and then public censure would
probably be visited upon him and it might
be said :-"Oh, you should not have fixed
a rate ; but you have done so when you
might have got much better terms. You
have said ' par ' here in the most rash
way, and you have written a circular to
all the Assistant Receivers-General placing
these debentures at par. Why, if you had
asked publicly for tenders you might have
got five per cent. premium. And the
Government and Minister of Finance of
the day would be reprehended, and I
think properly so, for not having taken the
best means of ascertaining what the mar-
kets would offer in different countries for
these debentures. So I think the plan
suggested by this resolution is not expe-
dient. Even supposing the Government
wanted to borrow money to-day, and
supposing that money was as cheap here
as in England, it would not even then be
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expedient for the Minister of Finance to
take this particular mode of disposing of
these debentures, and I think the House
will see that.

I think the House will see that it is
true not only with reference to the whole
amount, but it is true with reference to
any part of it. The Finance Minister of
the day is bound to get the best price he
can for every dollar that he issues, and
anxiously endeavors to do so, and the
only way to secure that end is to leave
his hands untrammelled, allowiag him to
do it by public tender or advertisement if
he thinks fit, or by naming the rate and
seeing that the debentures shall be sold
at that sum if he thinks fit. My hon.
friend has paid considerable attention to
this class of subjects, and he knows very
well the different results that were arrived
at by these two modes of disposing of de-
bentures-the course pursued by the late
Minister of Finance, and the course pur-
sued by the present Finance Minister.
In one case the price of the debentures
was fixed, and they were sold at that
price; in the latter case tenders were
asked for and the competition resulted in
a higher price being obtained for our
debentures. But this resolution points
to the future. Supposing that in five
years hence it is still the case that deben-
tures could be sold here as advantageously
as in England, still it would not be expe-
dient to tie down -the hands of the Minis-
ister of Finance by this mode of placing
his debentures. If the Government or
their -Finance Minister take a wrong
method and do not dispose of their
debentures to advantage, they are visited
at once by the censure of Parliament and
the withdrawal of its confidence. In this
way the public have a guarantee that the
Government will do the best they can to
get the best possible terms when they
have got to increase the public debt.
Hon. gentlemen know very well that that
is a special point with a Minister of Fi-
nance. I do not wish to draw any dis-
tinction between one Finance Minister
and another, for I believe that every
Finance Minister, when he has been
obliged to ask for a loan, has done the
best he could to obtain it as cheaply as
possible, because his own reputation and
the reputation of his Government were
affected by it. If he does it badly and
clumsily, and to the disadvantage of the

HoN Six AuVx. CAwmu.

country, then his reputation and the repu-
tation of his Government suffer, the coun-
try suffers, and they are at once visited by
the censure of Parliament and the with-
drawal of its confidence. On the other
hand, if he places his loan ably and well,
then it redounds to his own reputation,
the reputation of his Government,
and the advantage of the country,
That is the true guarantee that the people
have, and that the Government have, that
the Finance Minister will do his utmost
to secure a loan on the best possible
ternis. To my mind it would be exceed-
ingly unwise to tie the hands of the Gov-
ernment to any particular mode of dispos-
ing of debentures; it would be particu-
larly unwise to tie them down to this or
that mode, for the next year you might
have money at seven or eight per cent. here
when it would be only four per cent. in
England. Above all, I think it would be
unwise for this House to seek to do so,
for any resolution we might pass upon the
subject might differ from the resolution or
conclusion that might be arrived at in the
other branch of the Legislature who have
the control of this class of subjects, and
with whom it rests to say when and where
money shall be borrowed, and upon what
terms. It is quite open for this House to
express its pleasure, and ministers can bow
to it as far as they can bow to it, but they
cannot say they will obey it if it differs
from the conclusion arrived at in another
place. The Government will say gener-
allywith the greatest possible respect to this
Senatethatnoresolution has been passed in
the other branch of the Legislature, and
we must obey the decision of the House
of Commons. So that in every way it is
inexpedient, because this House does not
speak with authority, and I think it is
always to be deprecated when the Senate
speaks on any subject on which it cannot
speak with authority. So far as my ex-
perience goes in this branch of the Legis-
lature I would prefer that a resolution
should not pass unless it is obeyed. It is
the only way to preserve the influence and
proper position of the Senate, and there-
fore I deprecate the passing of a resolu-
tion which, paradventure, may not be
obeyed because it may be contradicted by
the branch of the Legislature which has
superior authority on this subject. But
laying that aside, and the reasons I
have mentioned I consider that the
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resolution is not one that the House
should adopt, and I hope my hon. friend,
after having drawn attention to the neces
sity or expediency of an opportunIty being
given to the people residing in this coun-
trY to invest in this kind of securities, and
having received from me the assurance
that the Government is quite alive to that
lecessity, and quite aware of the advan-
tages th:t would result to the country from
having a large portion of' its interest pay-
able to persons residing in the Dominion;
that if circumstances were as they are now
We should adopt some such course as that
IOW pointed out and give the people in
Canada an opportunity, to invest in these
debentures-I think when my hon. friend
has drawn attention to that point in the
useful way that he has done and received
the assurance he has received from the
Government he will not consider it neces-
sary to press his resolution.

HON. MR. READ-I have taken agood
deal of interest in what the leader of the
Government has said, and I must say that
by his own argument he has convicted
himself. He is doing to-day what he says
he should not do; he is borrowing money
frorm the people to-day. I see that there
are debenturesissued for $2,400,ooo, and
if it isnot properfor him to do it, why is he
doing it ? He is borrowing money in the'
savigs' banks, andwhy is hedoingit if it is
Uotproper ? While he admits that the Gov-
ernment see the importance of the course
1have suggested he does not give the as-
surance that the Government will give the
Country the benefit of it. When he talks
about authority, I think I have the best
authority that this resolution is in order.

shall not say by whom it was drawn,-
. ut it was drawn by a person who, I think,
is an authority, and I did not move it
without knowing that my authority is one
Which is quoted here every day.

HON. MR. MILLER-The question of
Order is not raised.

HON. MR. READ-I do not fix any
rate of interest, yet they are doing it every
day up to the amount of $3,000. If
they are doing it for $3,ooo and it is
wrong to do it, why are they doing it ?

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-It is for the
berlefit of the depositors.

HON. MR. READ-Then it is for the
benefit of investors who are the people of
this country as a general thing. That is
what I aim at-the benefit of investors.
The Government tell us that we do not
want any money. However, if they look
at the little book before me they will find
that we will want $32,467,169.20 in two
years and a few months. They will have
to borrow somewhere for that and it will not
be long before they will want more. There
is something coming due every year and I
hope the Government will be in a position
to pay it without borrowing. As to the
mode of investing of course there will be
differences of opinion. Sir Richard Cart-
wright says he took the best method of
selling our debentures when he fixed them
at a certain rate,and he defendedthiscourse
in Parliament. I do not think it was the
proper mode of disposing of them, but
Parliament sustained him. I think if the
Government would say three per cent or
any other per cent., and act upon their
own judgment, the country would sustain
them. I know it is a growing want, a want
that should be met, and I hope -that the
Government will, after what has taken
place, take the matter into consideration
-I have no doubt they will-feeling that
it is a policy that everyone desires to see
carried out, as we would rather subscribe
for our own stocks at a little less percent-
age than invest in American securities. I
have no desire to press the question to a
division, and if it is the wish of the House
I will withdraw the motion.

HON. MR. WARK-There is a differ-
ence of opinion between the hon. mover
of this resolution and the Minister of
Justice, which, I think, can be got over in
this way. The policy of the country
ought to be, as far as possible, to transfer
the debt which we owe beyond the Atlan-
tic to the Dominion if there is money
here to be invested, rather than to increase
the debt. Interest ought not to fluctuate.
If we owe a debt on the other side at five
per cent. we have merely to watch if there
is any premium, and what the premium is,
and offer our debentures here at that
premium. Then if we do not want to
borrow money we can purchase on the
other side and pay so much of the debt
there, and by this means transfer it to this
side of the Atlantic. There is another
class of securities that would be very
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acceptable to a considerable number of
our people, that is life annuities, in which
single people can invest their money, or
parents can invest for their children. • It
is a great pity that our Government have
never adopted that system as it would be
a great boon to many of our people who
have now to invest in bank stocks and other
securities which are not considered to be
as safe as Dominion debentures.

With the consent of the House the
motion was withdrawn.

WINNIPEG POST OFFICE.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. GIRARD inquired

Whether the attention of the Government
bas been called to the defective character of
the Post Office arrangements at the City of
Winnipeg, both as regards the Post Office
building, and the inefficiency of' the staff em-
ployed therein; and if so, what steps have
been taken to remedy the defects now exist-
ing, and which are the subjects of general
complaint?

He said-It is admitted that at present
there is a great deal of complaint about
the management of the Post Office. I do
not blame the Government, or the offi-
cials : very likely it is due to excessive
work in the office, owing to the rapid in-
crease of population. It was remarked
here the other day that the eyes of the
world are turned to the Province of Mani-
toba, and it seems to me that the eyes of
the Government should also be turned in
the same direction, and precautions should
be taken to remove the causes of these
complaints. There is not a province in
the Dominion but is represented in Win-
nipeg: we have population from every
part of the Dominion, and it seems to me
it is the duty of the Government to avoid
causes of complaints which would cir-
culate far and wide from Winnipeg. It
seems to me we do not receive the care
and attention, in Winnipeg, that we are
entitled to. It is a matter of public
riotoriety that any one who bas anything
to do with the Winnipeg Post Office is
subject to a great deal of inconvenience.
The building is not large enough for the
amount of business transacted there, and
the officials very likely are not numerous
enough or sufficiently paid to attend to

HON. MR. WARK.

the work which is thrown upon them. I
think the building itself should be enlarg-
ed to accommodate the volume of business
transacted there, that the staff of officials
should be increased an4 that their remuie
eration should be in proportion to the
services required of them. We cannot
expect efficient service from underpaid
officials-officials who receive no more
than clerks in any common store. It must
be remembered that there is a boom in
Winnipeg, and we see every day young
men on the streets, smoking cigars, who
have cleared from $5,ooo to $1o,o0
during the summer. Now, if you want to
have officers to discharge their duties pro-
perly you must pay them higher salaries
than the officials in the Winnipeg post
office receive. The staff there will bear
comparison with any organization of the
kind in any other city or town in the
Dominion; but they have too much work
to do, and it is unreasonable to expect
under the circumstances that they will
give satisfaction to those who have business
to do at the post office. There are good
grounds for the complaints which have
been made, but I attribute the trouble to
the amount of mails arriving there beyond
what was anticipated. We have seen such
reports in reference to this matter that
people in other parts of Canada might be
led to suppose that we are behind them in
civilization. It is unnecessary to say that
such an opinion is not correct; but I
shall avail myself of every opportunity to
say that as good order and civilization
exist in Winnipeg as in any other part of
Canada. With this explanation I respect-
fully solicit an answer to my question.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I should like
to say a word with reference to the state-
ment of my hon. friend behind me. I
have heard, and I think a good many
must have heard, of the defective character
of the postal arrangements in Winnipeg,
but it is hardly necessary that any gentle-
man should say anything upon that subject
in confirmation of the views of my hon.
friend, in whose statements we always
have confidence. At the same time I
think it right to call the attention of the
Minister to one fact which has come
within my own knowledge-that is, in
reference to a valuable box which arrived
at the railway station in Winnipeg in due
course; a drop letter was sent to the party
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to whom it was addressed, and it was
seven weeks before the letter was deliver-
ed. The consequence was, that the box,
during the whole of that time, remained
at the station. This is only one of num-
erous cases I have heard of; bute I

. Mention this because it cornes within my
own knowledge. I think the reason is the
rapid strides which Winnipeg and the West
have made, and the postal business has
entirely outgrown the facilities provid.d
for it in Winnipeg.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAM PBELL-I think
mIy hon. friend from Manitoba has good
reason to complain of the state of things
in connection with the post office at Man-
itoba. The attention of the Government
has been drawn to it several times by
crrespondence from that place, and we
have done as much as seemed to be possible
at the moment to remedytheinconvenience
and to increase the facilities for the post
Office work there. I think there is this
excuse for the dereliction of the Govern-
nent-that Winnipeg has grown so fast-

't is very difficult to keep pace with the
City. It is the case of a growing young
fellow who grows out of his trowsers every
few months, and it is very difficult for his
'T other to keep him clothed. It is the
Same with Winnipeg as it was with San
Francisco and Melbourne during the gold
fever. The business of the post office in-
creases so rapidly that it is difficult to
mIake arrangements to keep pace with it :
What seems sufficient to-day is found by
the time it is carried out to be insufficienL
The complaint comes to-day that the post
office staff is short two men. Immediately
two are sent up ; by the time they get
there the deficiency is greater than before,
and the two officials do not meet the
wants of the office. So it is with the area
devoted to the public and the area devot-
ed to the clerks. The complaints made
with reference to the Winnipeg post office,
only show the great prosperity of the 'city,
and what lucky people its inhabitants are,
and I hope it will help them to believe
that they should put up with some of the
in1conveniences which follow upon their
very great and unusual prosperity. That
Was the case in San Francisco and in
Melbourne. Complaints were made a
short time ago with reference to the
POst office in Winnipeg and in connection
with the inquiry which my hon. friend

gives notice of, I- ascertained from the
Inspector and the Postmaster at Winnipeg,
and the officials here, that the present
business of Winnipeg can be managed by
eleven persons besides the Postmaster and
his Deputy. That staff was furnished and
within the last ten days news came that
three of these clerks hal left. Then a
few days ago five men were sent up to
replace the three who had left. So far as
the staff is concerned it was immediately
attended to, and the number now would
seem to be sufficient. It is very difficult,
I may say, to get clerks in Winnipeg; you
cannot get them there because they earn
more than we cai give. Above all you
cannot get experienced men there, and
where the business is growing so fast, it is
very necessary to have a staff of experi-
enced officials. They are taken from
offices in the older provinces, such as
Brockville, Belleville and other places,
where they have served for four or five
years and acquired some experience and
a reputation iri the Department. They
are offered something to go to Winnipeg
and sometimes when they are there four
or five months they are offered something
which promises them thousands where we
give hundreds, and they go away and this
increases the difficulty. It is the opinion
of the Postmaster at Winnipeg, and the
Inspector, and of the gentleman in charge
here, that eleven of a staff is all that is
necessary in Winnipeg, and that staff is
there. With reference to the building,
I believe it isinsufficient even still, but weare
increasing the area now and adding to thte
number of boxes. There have been
boxes put in to the number of 1,300
besides having 1,300 lock boxes. Then
the area in front of these boxes, into
which the public come, which up to this
time was 494 square feet, has been so
increased as to give 878 square feet,
nearly twice the amount it had when my
hon. friend left Winnipeg. Then inside
of the office, so that there may be more
room for the clerks to discharge their
duties, the area is being increased from
1,216 square feet to 2,903 square feet,
and the Chief Inspector of the Post Office
Department sends me a certificate in
which he says, " I think that with proper
"arrangement the additional space pro-
"vided in Winnipeg Post Office should
"be sufficient to meet the present
"requirements," and I notice that he
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underscores the word " present," indicat-
ing that it may possibly happen that
additional space will be required at some
future period. The architect says " I
concur" with tle remarks made by Mr.
Dewe. So the hon. gentlemen will see
that so far as we can be guided by the
information which we received, we have
endeavoured to meet the requirements of
the Winnipeg business, in regard tothespace
and to the number of men employed. We
hope this will be sufficient at all events
for a time. As quickly as there are in-
dications that it is insufficient and that a
larger staff or more space is required, that
increased staff and larger space will be
provided, and the Minister of Public
Works is looking forward to ·a period as
not being very far distant, when a larger
building altogether must be put up for the
service there. I assure my hon. friend
that we are fully alive to the increased
business there, and are very anxious to
give every facility for the efficient manage-
ment of the business of the Post Office
at that place.

HoN. MR. GIRARD-I have no doubt
of the kindly disposition of the Govern-
ment towards us, but at the same time, I
think that something should now be done.
It is the duty of the Government to keep
pace not only with the growth of Mani-
toba, but of the Dominion. I understand
there is more difficulty in Manitoba than
in any other place, but at the same time
we must rely upon the Government to
meet any emergency which may arise.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Cer-
tainly.

HON. MR. GIRARD-I concur in the
opinion of the leader of the House that a
staff of eleven men is perhaps sufficient to
transact the ordinary business of the post
office; but it must be remembered that
we have from 8oo to 1,ooo people coming
into our city every day, and these people
on their arrival are naturally anxious to
get news from their friends. If a staff of
eleven officials is required to do the busi-
ness of the post office at present, how is
it that it has been suspended for days at a
time? There were mail bags unopened
there for weeks. I do not blame anybody,
because every one appears to be attend-
ing to his business; but there is neces-

sarily a great deal of work in the office,
and there will be more during the surn-
mer, and we may expect continual
confusion when so many people are arriV-
ing in the city. When there are about
iooo people arriving daily jn Winnipeg
at present, what number may we not ex-.
pect when the spring opens? There will
probably be 2,000 people daily going there
requiring to visit the post office imme-
diately on their arrival. They will find
nobody ready to attend to them, and it
will be very disagreeable for those who
have to transact business with the post
office authorities. I do not regret having
drawn the attention of the Government to
the matter because, I think, now is the
prope-r time to provide for all this. If we
are satisfied we may be a source of strength
to the Government, but if not, the result
may be that we will give them trouble.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (9), "An Act concerning marriage
with a deceased wife's sister." (Mr. Ferrier.)

NIAGARA GRAND ISLAND
BRIDGE BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE moved
the second reading of Bill (48), " An Act
respecting the the Niagara Grand Island
bridge Company." He explained that the
object of the Bill was merely to extend the
time for carrying out the work.

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

MUTUAL LIFE ASSOCIATION
BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. McINNES (Hamilton)
moved the second reading of Bill (27),
"An Act further to amend the Act incor-
porating 'The Mutual Life Association of
Canada' and to change the name thereof
to ' The Life Association of Canada."'
Heexplainedthattheamendmentsasked for
were only in the direction of giving ad-
ditional security to the public who insure
with the Company

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

HoN. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL.
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OTTAWA AND ARNPRIOR JUNC-
TION RAILWAY BILL.

THIRD READING.

The order of the day having been read,
for consideration of the amendments
Made lby the select committee on Bill (18)
"An Act to incorporate the Ottawa and
Arnprior Junction Railway Bill."

HON. MR. SCOTT said :-I move the
concurrence of the House in the amend-
mnents made by the Committee of Rail-
Ways to this Bill. The first amendment
has reference to the power of building
branch lines other than the terms of the
Consolidated Railway Act. The second
amendment restrains the Company from
amalgamating with any other roads than
those named in the Bill; they have only
Power to amalgamate with certain roads
there defined, and a general power of
amalgamating with other lines was struck
Out by the committee. The third and
fourth amendments are simply carrying
Put that principle. The fifth amendment
1s a verbal one, substituting " that " for
"the." The sixth amendment restrains
the company from changing the qualifi-
cation of directors. The seventh amend-
ruent provides that the annual and special
Meetings shall only be held under the
termus of the Act, and are not liable to be
changed or altered by a by-law of the Coi-
Pany. The next amendment has reference to
calls, which are to be as provided by the
Act, and are not subject to be disturbed
by the by-laws of the Company. The
rllfnth amendment substitutes simply the
Plural for the singular. The tenth amend-
mIlent provides that bills and notes issued
bY the Company shall not be less than one
hundred dollars ; and further that all bills
and notes signed by the President and
countersigned by the Secretary shall be
Presumed to have been done under proper
authority. The last has reference to the
quorum of directors, and it takes from
then the power to fix the number which
shal constitute a quorum, leaving it to
the Company to say what shall be a quo-
rum of directors.

SASKATCHEWAN AND PEACE
RIVER RAILWAY BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. VIDAL moved the second
reading of Bill (26) "An Act to incor-
porate the Saskatchewan and Peace River
Railway Company."

He said :-In àsking permissionto intro-
duce and move the second reading of the
Bill,I neednotoccupythetime of the House
with any explanation of it. It is an ordinary
incorporation of a railway company, with
clausesadapted toone or twocircumstances
peculiar to the road in that remote region
-extending from the Saskatchewan River
to the Peace River Valley. The names
of the incorporators are sufficient guaran-
tee of the genuineness and bond #des of the
Bill. I think the Railway Committee has
given a very good indication of the care
with which all those bills are examined ;
that is evidenced by the numerous amend-
ments which have been submitted to the
House in connection with the bills which
have been under their consideration, and
as the Bill will go to that Committee I
need not, I think, occupy the time of the
House any further than to move the
second reading of the Bill.

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

CLEMENT'S STEAMSHIP
PANY BILL

COM-

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE moved the
second reading of (Bill 31) "An Act to
incorporate the Clement's Steamship Com-
pany, Limited." He said: This is a
Bill from the House of Commons for in-
corporating a Steamship Company in the
western part of the Province of Nova
Scotia. The incorporators are very well
known as extensive owners of valuable
shipping, and this Bill is sought for the
purpose of conducting a trade by steam
vessels between ports in Canada and in
the United States. It needs no further
explanation, and I beg to move the second
reading.

ne amendments were concurrea in
and the Bill was read the second and The motion was agreed to, and the
third times and passed. i Bill was read the second time.
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SUN MUTUAL LIFE INSURANCE
COMPANY OF MONTREAL BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved the se-
cond reading of (Bill 4) " An Act respect-
ing the Sun Mutual Life Insurance Com-
pany of Montreal." He said: I beg
leave to move that the' Bill of the Sun
Mutual Insurance Company be now read
the second time. There is very little
change required in this Bill, and one of
the principal changes that we want is the
same as has been granted here to the
Mutual Life Association of Canada. The
name of our Company was the Sun Mu-
tual Life Insurance Company of Montreal.
Well, it was a misnomer; it is not a
mutual life, it is partly a mutual and
partly a stock company. One other
amendment is that we require a reduction
of from 50 to 25 in the number of shares
owned by men qualified to be directors.
We do not require that at all for the
directors in the. city of Montreal, but we
hope to have directors in different cities
in Canada, and sometimes it is hard to
get gentlemen at a distance to invest in as
many as 50 shares to become directors.
In fact, if I am informed correctly, the
first company of Canadian growth is the
Canada Life Insurance Company, and a
man only requires to own one share in it
to become a director. We want to reduce
our qualification for a director from 50 tc
25 shares, and that is about the most im-
portant change.

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

The Senate adjourned at 5.23 p. m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Friday, March 24th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

QUEBEC TIMBER COMPANY'S
BILL.

REFERRED TO THE SUPREME COURT.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE, from the
Select Committee on Standing Orders and
Private Bills, reported Bill (32) "An Act

to incorporate the Quebec Timber CoDn'
pany, Limited, recommending, in conse
quence of doubts which had arisen as tO
the jurisdiction of Parliament to legislate as
proposed by this Bill, that before proceed-
ing further with the measure, the opinion
of the Supreme Court, or of two judges Of
it, be obtained on the following points:
1st, Whether a Company, already incor-
porated under the Companies' Act Of
1862 to i88o of the Imperial Parliament,
for the purposes mentioned in the Bill,
has a legal corporate existence in Canada,
and, if so, whether a second corporate
existence can, upon its own application as
a Company, be given to it by the Cana-
dian Parliament, and 2nd, Whether the
objects for which incorporation is sought,
are such as take the Bill out of the exclU-
sive jurisdiction of the Legislature of the
Province of Quebec.

The report was adopted.

PRIVATE BILLS.

TIME FOR RECEIvING REPORTS OF T149
COMMITTEE EXTENDED.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE presented
the thirteenth report of the Select Corn-
mittee on Standing Orders and Privatc
Bills, recommending that the time for
receiving reports of the Committee ol
Private Bills be extended to the 1 5th
April next. -He 'moved the adoption of
the report.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I should like tO
hear some explanation from the Chairman
of the Private Bills Committee why at this
period of the session there should be a
further extension of the time for receiving
reports of private bills. I should like tO
know if he has any intimation when the
session is really to end, or when these er
tensions are to end.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-The Senate
having adopted a motion the other day
to extend the time for receiving petitions
for private bills, and, the time for receiving
reports of the Committee on Private Bills
ending by the rules six weeks after the
opening of the session, it has becorne
necessary to extend the time for receiving
reports for a few days at any rate ; other-
wise we could not receive the reports of
the Committee, and we thought we might
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take a few weeks more, when asking for
the extension, and fix the date on the
'5th April, feeling sure that Parliament
*Ould be sitting at that time.

The motion was agreed to.

ROMAN CATHOLICS AND PUBLIC
OFFICES.

INQUIRY.
HION. MR. POWER--In order that I

mnay be clearly understood, and that no
difficulty may be experienced in following
the thread of the observations which I
propose to address to the House, I shall

egi by reading the notice which I have
given, which is that I shall

Call attention to the expectations whichWere excited previous to the General Election
of 1878, that, in case of a change of Govern-ent, the Roman Catholies of the Maritime
thOvinces would be more liberally treated, in
the matter of appointments to the higher
O.ffies» by a Conservative Administration
thilan they were by that of Mr. Mackenzie, and
tO the fact that those expectations have not
then realized; and shall ask the Government
the cause of the latter tact.

I have to establish, in the first place,
that previous to the general election of
187, expectations were excited that, if the
Party of hon. gentlemen opposite were
Successfui in regaining the power which
they had lost in 1873, the Roman Catho-
ies Of the Lower Provinces would receive
lnore liberal treatment from them, in the
'natter of appointments to thehigher offi-
ces, than was bestowed upon them by Mr.
Mackenzie's Government. To do this it
s not necessary to go beyond the record

o.f the debates of this House for the ses-
s1on of 1878.

I shall first quote from the remarks
tnade by the hon. gentleman from St.
John (Mr. Dever)-in connection with an

quiry respecting the judiciary of New
.runswick. That hon. gentleman-assum-
'rig to speak on behalf of the Roman
Catholics of his Province-used the fol-
10ing language, which will be found at
page 748 of the Hansard for 1878.

<'connection with this subject 1 niay
ntion a case in which a large section ofe People of New Brunswick feel that they

tve not been treated with proper considera-t'on in the appointment of the judiciary in
that Province. It is now understood that an-
other judge is to be appointed there, and I

o0uld call the attention of the Government
to the claims of a gentleman (Mr. Watters)

for the position. He is a man eminently
qualified to fill the highest position to which
lawyers may aspire. He has held the office
of Solicitor-General in New Brunswick for
many years, and I and others cannot explain
why his merits have been so long overlooked,
unless it has been on sentimental or political
grounds."

The hon. gentleman said further;
" I would be the very last to advocate the

appointment of any mari to a high judicial
sition merely on the ground of hie religious

aith, but, I think, on the other band, the
claims of a man of ability should not beignored
because of his creed. It is hardly right that
a gentleman possessed of such qualifications,
and who has held such a high position in
New Brunswick as Mr. Watters h as, should
be overlooked so ]ong, and it is from that
standpoint I ask the Government, in making
appointments to the Bench in New Bruns-
wick to give the clainis of Mr. Watters and
his friends that consideration to which they
are fairly entitled."
and again, in reply to the leader of the
Government of that day, who thought
that my honorable friend complained that
Judge Watters did not receive a suffi-
ciently large salary as County Judge of St.
John, he said

" The on 1 fault i had to find was that the
claims ot Ir. Watters to elevation to the
Supreie Court had not been recognized. I
contend that he would be an ornament to the
highest Bench in New Brunswick. Ris claims
have not been considered, in some way or
other, in the manner that a large section of
the people of New Brunswick have a right to
expect. I hope they will be no longer over-
looked, if other appointments are to be made
to the Bench oi New Brunswick."

In the course of the discussion which
arose upon the inquiry of my honorable
friend from St. John, the honorable gentle-
man from Richmond made a speech,
characterized by all his usual force and
eloquence, in which he took broader
ground and was more outspoken than the
gentleman who brought the matter to the
notice of the House. I trust that the
Senator from Richmond will excuse me
if I quote somewhat freely from that speech.
I need not ask any excuse from other. hon-
orable members ; because the language
of that honorable gentleman is much more
eloquent and pleasant to listen to than
any description of its substance that I
could give.

On page 750of Hansard, he is reported
to have said.-

" I will tell the hon. Secretary of State
what the hon. member from St. John desired
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to say ; he desired te say that Judge Watters',
religion was a barrier te his promotion in the
Province of New Brunswick, and, I believe,
there is much truth in that opinion. It can-
net be denied that the Roman Catholics in
ail the Maritime Provinces have not fair play
in the distribution of patronage-do not re-
ceive justice in regard to the honors or emol-
ument of public lite-and do not stand on
equal ground with their Protestant fellow-cit-
izens in this respect in those Provinces.
Conceal the matter as we may, there can be
no doubt of the truth of these allegations-a
Roman Catholic's creed in the snall Protes-
tant Provinces is a barrier to his success in
public life, and a serious obstacle to his at-
taining any of its higher distinctions. This
is no less true, although there may be an ex-
ception te the general rule-although it may
net have have been politic or possible te ignore
the body altogether-and in one instance a
high office is held by a representative of the
Maritime minority ; but that is an office be-
longing te the Dominion, and the giving of it te
that gentleman was not due te the liberality
of the majority in the Maritime Provinces,
but to the justice of the whole Dominion.
That act of justice was done too, te compen-
sate for the intolerance of this party, in deny-
ing te the Roman Catholic minority in the
lower Provinces a single seat in the present
Governnent. Under the present Govern-
ment we have been treated from the outset
with the greatest contempt and injustice, for
which the day of reckoning is net far distant.
The Roman Catholics are very nearly one-
third of the population of the Maritime Pro-
vinces; they comprise 241,000 out of a popu
lation of about 750,000. These Provinces have
never had less than four representatives in
the Cabinet since the present party has been
in 1 ower, and for a while they hadfive seats at
the Council Board, but no place could be
found fbr a representative of the proscribed
minority at that Board. Is it fair, with four
or five seats in the Government at the dispo-
sal of the Premier, not te find a place for a
representative of one-third of the people in the
position above ail others in which it is most
essential that tbere should be representation ?
The want of such representation has been too
evident in the distribution of patronage under
the present Government. I do net deny that
some of the lower class of offices have been
given to Roman Catholics in the Maritime
Provinces within the last few years, but for
the higher offices and distinctions, as a gene-
rai rule the minority are net considered as
on an equal footing. There seems te be an
understanding net openly expressed, but se-
cretly acted on, that outside of the lowest
grades of patronage Roman Catholics are te
be quietly ignored. This is the conviction at
any rate among a large body ofthat denomin-
ation, and it is well that the whole Dominion
should know it."

After calling attention to the fact that,
out of fifteen Dominion Judges in Nova
Scotia, only one was a Catholic; that in

New Brunswick, out of eleven judges, "c
Roman Catholics had only one county
judge, and that out of six in Prince
Edward Island, they had also only one
inferior judge, then the hon. gentleman
went on to say :

" I must not be understood as claim-
ing appointments for Catholics on ac-
count of their · religion. What I con-
tend I have a right te denounce, if 1
believe it to be true (and I do believe it to be
true) under this Government, is that being a
Roman Catlolic in the Maritime Provinces
is a barrier in the road of any one of that
ignored class in regard to their fair share of
distinction and publié patronage. It is espe-
cially true vith regard to the bigher offices
of the State, suîch as those I have been allud-
ing to."

When the speaker declared that " the
Roman Catholic majority of Quebec
should not look with indifference on the
injustice being practised towards the
Roman Catholic minority in the Maritime
Provinces," hon. gentlemen opposite man-
ifested their approval of his language by
cries of " Hear hear."

Then the hon. member continued as
follows :

" In the days of Sir George Etienne Cartier
that minority lied a just friend, who would
net allow their fair claims te be ignored, and
in those days Sir Edward Kenny and Mr.
Hugh McDonald had seats in the Dominion
Cabinet as representatives of their class. Sir
George Etienne Cartier was a statesmah who
believed in doing justice, net onlv te his own
people but te all classes. The French repre-
sentatives in the present Cabinet do net even
seem to care for their ' own countrymen-
they are too busy in thinking of themselves;
an it is no wonder 'that they do net trouble
themselves te see justice done te the minority
in the snall Protestant Provinces. But there
is some consolation in the thought that, al-
though a Grit Government with a large ma-
jority iii Parliament has been able te ignore
the rights and claims of the Roman Catholic
minority in the Maritime Provinces during the
past five yeais, have treated us as mere
hewers of wood and drawers of water in the
political order; although, for a short time
they have been enabled by theirgreatstrength
in larliament te treat us with contemptuous
injustice, they cannot in the approaching
elections so boldly disregard our power. They
would like (in fact, al] parties like very wel )
te get our votes, but when our votes are once
recorded, it seems as if we had no other pur-
poce to serve. If it must be se, let it be se, but
I shall not hesitate at all times te denounce
the hypocrisy and injustice of men who, pro-
fessing liberality and fair play, are, in truth,
intolerant bigots, and disposed in deed, if net
in words, te place the iron heel of intolerance
and proscription wherever they have the

HON. MR. PowzR



Roman Catholi8 [MARCa 2À

Rower to do it, on the class to which I belong.
The Catholice of the Maritime Provinces will
not forget Grit proscription at the coming
elections ; and if any party venture to act in
the siame way in the future, it will not receive
11y approval ."

The following is the close of the hon.
gentleman's spirit stirring address :

"The wrong that is at the bottom of all
the unfair treatment of the minority in the
Lower Provinces, is that which exists in de-
Priving one-third of the population of any
representation in the Government to advocate
their interests and watch over their rights.
This wrong is at the founda.ion of alil the
Others, and I can never support a Govern-
luent that per trates it, neither should the
Catholics of Ziuebec support any Govern-
ment that treats their co-religionists in the
Protestant Provinces with injustice. Is it
fair that, with nearly half the population of
the Dominion belonging to that denomina-
tion, there should only be four Catholics in a
Cabinet of thirteen nembers? or that the
Catholics of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and
Prince Edward Island should be denied all
rePresentation whatever? It is a mockery of
fair play, and a strange commentary on the
bOasted liberality of some people, and the
equality of ail classes in this country. The
equality only exists in name; practically, it
has no existence at ail in some portions of
thii'Dominion. I again repudiate the idea of
claiming political consideration for Roman
Catholics on account of their religion, that is
not at ail my desire-but I wish to show that
that large body is, for some reason or other,
deprived of its just share of public position
and patronage in the section from which I
cone, and, deny it as much as you please,
the only reason that Roman Catholics can
believe to be at the bottom of the wrongs they
suffer, is their obnoxions creed. That is the
feeling, at any-rate, among a large class of
the people in this country, and I am sorry
that facts give it so much confirmation. The
Present Government have done mnuch, by
their systematic neglect of their Catholic sup
porters, to strengthen this belief; they have
shown their true colore by taking advantage
Of their great strensth after the last elections,
tO inaugurate a polbcy et proscription, instead
Of using it to do justice to ail classes. The
next electioc, when the people will be called
to paso jndsment on the manner in which they
have exercised the power vested in them, is
lear-at hand, and I have no doubt the mi-
nority in the Maritime Provinces will give
fitting expression to their opinion of the treat-
roent they have received from the great
Liberal party of Canada."

When the speaker resumed his seat his
friends again expressed their approval of
his sentiments by their applause. When we
remember how admirably organized the

PpPosition in theSenate were in those days,
under the honorable gentleman whom we
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are all delighted to see still leading this
House, what entire harmony reigned
amongst them, and the distinguished po-
sition in their ranks occupied by the Sen-
ator from Richmond, in virtue of his great
experience, energy ànd ability, can we
doubt but that the language applauded by
honorable gentlemen opposite was adopt-
ed as their own ? Would not any elector,
who read that eloquent denunciation of
Grit intolerance and proscription, feel that,
if the friends and allies of the orator were
placed in power, they would at the earliest
opportunity redress the crying injustice
under which the Roman Catholics of the
Maritime Provinces were described as
suffering ? Must we not believe that those
burning words had their due effect with
the electors of the denomination whose
grievances the honorable gentleian so
vividly described ?

As if to remove any doubt as to the fact
that the language of the honorable gentle-
man from Richmond expressed the senti-
ments of gentlemen opposite, the Senater
from Lunenburg, speaking at the close of
the debate, used the following words :

"I He did not intend to say anything on the
uestion that had been raised by his hon.

friend from St. John, but there was a strong
feeling in Nova Scotia in favor of the
views of his hon. friend from Arichat, not
only among the body to whon he had refer-
red, but among Protestants. It was remarked
no denomination should be proscribed on
accountof their religion, and it was well thatthe
Government should be made to understand it.
The hon. member from Hopewell did not
fairly meet the plain ,remarks of the hon.
gentleman from Arichat, who had not claimed
appointments on the score of religion, but
had simply showed how unfairly hie co-reli
ioniste in the Lower Provinces were trea 4 .
He did not claim any rights on religious
grounds, but simply that so large and influ-
encial a body should not with impunity be
proscribed on account of their religion. As
for the remarks of the hon. inember for
Halifax."

HON. MR. ALMON-That was not I.

HON. MR. POWER-No, that was
myself.

" As for the remarks of the hon. member for
Halifax, they seemed to surprise nobody. He
had assumedthe role of Government advocate
on ail occasions, and under al] circumstances,
and it mnattered not whether the best intereste
of his Province or of Halifax were sacriflted,
he was bound to stand by the Government.
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To-day he had gone yet further and had even
commended and supported the Governnent
in a course which the hon. inenber fron
Arichat had so manftully contended was a
flagrant injustice to bis co-religionists, who
asked no favors but simply denanded that
their religion should not be treated as a bar-
rier to office."

Nor was the line of argument adopted
by the hon. gentleman from whose speech-
es I have quoted confined to this House.
Something of the same kind was heard in
the Commons; and the Irish Canadian
of Toronto, a paper professing to speak
on behalf of the Irish Catholics of Canada
although edited by a Protestant (Gen. M.
Butt Hewson,) whose dealings with the
Right Hon. leader of gentlemen opposite
have lately been made more public than
vas contemplated when they took place,
was most persistent and violent in its de-
nunciation of the Reform Government for
their alleged injustice and intolerance to-
wards Irish Catholics. A similar line was
adopted by the Post or À rue Witness
published in Montreal.

Honorable gentlemen will see that, on
the eve of the general election of 1878, we
had this House, speaking through some of
its most prominent members and with the
approval of hon. gentlemen opposite, we
had speakers in the House of Commons
and on outside platforms, and we had a
press inspired and subsidized by the leaders
of the Conservativeparty, all united in de-
nouncing Mr. Mackenzie's administration
for their alleged injustice to Roman Cath-
olics, and in claiming that their only hope
of fair play was in the return to power of
the generous and considerate Ministry of
Sir John Macdonald. Can any one doubt
then, for a moment, but that expectations
were excited-perhaps more in the Mari-
time Provinces than in Ontario-that a
change of government would result in
bringing about a much more liberal treat-
ment of Roman Catholics in the matter ol
appointments to the higher offices than
they received from the Reform administra-
tion ? I think not, honorable gentlemen
and I think it will be further admitted that
these expectations had much to do with the
increased Roman Catholic vote which the
Conservative candidates received in tht
Lower Provinces at the last general elec
tion.

The second proposition which I hav
to establish, hon. gentlemen, is that thc
expectations which were undoubtedly ex

HON. MR. POWER.

cited in the minds of the Catholics of the
Lower Provinces have not been realized.

This is not a difficult task. As to new
Brunswick, we have the evidence of the
Senator from St. John, who, when speak-
ing last session of his friend Judge
Watters, used the following language :

" Others have been raised to the Bench
over bis head without any 'regard to his prior
right, and his friends are beginniig to think
that things are going too far for the peace and
good of that Province. It is hard when men
feel they have cause to believe they are de-
prived of and proscribed from the legitimate
political prizes of their countrv. And I have
no hesitatioi in saying that we think so in
New Brunswick àtepresent."

As far as my information goes, not a
single Catholic judge of either Supreme
or County Court has been appointed for
the Maritime Provinces since the change
of Government in 1878. No Catholic
has been appointed a Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor or a member of the Dominion Cab-
inet for any of those Provinces ; nor, as
far as - my knowledge goes, has any Cath-
olic been appointed to any important
Dominion office in the Provinces. It is
clear then, hon. gentlemen, that the ex-
pectations of greater liberality from gen-
tlemen opposite than from their predeces-
sors in office have not been realized.
Nor have the present Government mani-
fested such liberality to my co-religionists
in the West as to atone for their sins of

somission in the East. As far as I am
aware, no Catholic has been appointed to
a judgeship or other important Dominion
office in Ontario, or elsewhere in the
West. On the other hand, certain Cath
olics appointed to important positions by
the late Government have been removed
by their successors. This was the case,
for instance, with Mr. Matthew Ryan,
Stipendiary Magistrate for the Northwest
Territories, and Mr. Haggart, General

F Medical Superintendent of Indians in
those territories.

I have said enough, I think, to show
that any hopes built upon the declarations
of hon. gentlemen opposite and their
spokesmen and organs, have not been
realized, and that in fact the present Gov-
ernment have appointed no Catholic to
any important office in the Lower Prov-
inces, nor, with the exception of the Post-
master General, in any other Province
than Quebec-a Province which does not

- enter into our calculations. But I ven-
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ture to go farther, and to say that so far offices, but 1 shah speak of two or thre
from being more generous than their pre- One of the two New Brunswick judge,
decessors in office, the present Govern- ships might have been bestowed upon
Ment have been less so. If we had no Judge Watters. The gentleman who rep-
Lower Province Catholic in the late Gov- resents the county of Victoria in the
ernment, we had Mr. Anglin-perhaps House of Commons-Mr. Costigan-
the ablest and most distinguished Catholic might very well have expected a seat in
in those Provinces-filling the office of the Government, as a representative of
Speaker of the House of Commons, one New Brunswick, and as a tried and most
of the most honorable positions in- te obedient Roman Catholic follower of the
cOuntry. No such office is now held by right honorable leader of the party now in
a representative of that section of the power. Having placed his oratorical and
country. The late Government appointed other powers completely at the service of
a Catholic, Warden of the Halifax Peni- Sir John A. Macdonald, in every case
tentiary, and another, Superintendent of where it was desirable to influence the
the Intercolonial Railway at Halifax. No feelings of the Catholics of this country,
such appointments have been made by the member for Victoria had a right to
their successors. Two Catholic Lieuten- expect that his leader would not have ne-
ant-Governors, Macdonald and Cauchon, glected him in the day of triumph. Turn-
Were appointed by Mr. Mackenzie, none ing to our own body, we see with satis-
by Sir John Macdonald. faction that we have in this Chamber three

If the facts are as I have stated them Ministers of the Crown-one more than
to be, and I think my statements cannot under the late Government; but it is a
be truthfully contradicted, it must be somewhat remarkable fact that these three
admitted that not only have I established gentlemen axe aIl from the Province of
rny second proposition-that the expecta- Ontario, and that .here is no Catholio
tiOns of more appointments of Catholics amongst them. When we look back to.
to the higher offices under the new admin- the days when the hon. gentleman who,
iStration have not been realised, but that now leads the Government in this HoSe
Catholics now actually hold fewer of such led the Opposition, and remember thç
Officesthanunderthe Reform Government ;prominent part taken in debate by th
that not only have we not got any new Senator from Richmond, who played
Catholic governors, judges or members of Achillesto his honorable leader's Agamem-
Government for the Lower Provinces, but non, and when we remember the intima-
We have lost a Speaker of the House of tion of great things to be donç foi t.
Commons, without any compensating Maritime Catholics, it seems almost un-
gain. accountable that that honorable gentleman

should be in this House, and neither a
As to the inquiry with which my notice member of the Cabinet nor Speaker. I

concludes, I wish to say a few words. I trust that I shaîl be paxdoned if I ay
cannot tell what was the cause of the dis- of that honorable gentleman'that, while 1
appointment of the reasonable hopes of have not been able to view things from
the Catholics of the Lower Provinces, but the same stand point as he, if long par-
I can mention some causes to which it liamentary experience, distinguished ser-
cannot be attributed. The reason for the vice in party warfare and great business
non-appointment of Catholics to the high- capacity axe to be regarded as qualifica-er offices in those provinces was, neither dons for high office, no honorable gentle-
that there were not persons fully qualified man in this Chamber was better qualifled
to fill them, nor that there were not op- than the Senator from Richmond. Not
Portunities of putting such persons into only, however, was that honorable gentle-
the offices. There have been two gover- man passed over when the Cabinet was
lorships,' four supreme court judgeships first constituted, but agair, when Mr. Wil-

and six or seven seats in the cabinet, any mont was appointed to the Goverorship
One or more of which offices might very of New Brunswick, and stiil more recently,well have been conferred upon a Roman when a gentleman of much inferior ability
Catholic. was taken ftom this Chamber, to be

I do not propose to enumerate all the placed in the Cabinet, and transferred to
Persons who were qualitied to fill these the House of Commons I think, ho-
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gentlemen, that I have made it plain that
expectations were aroused amongst the
'Catholics before the election of 1878 ;
that these expectations have not been re-
alized by the Government, and that the
cause of this non-realization has not been
the lack of opportunity. It is for the
Government to tell what the real cause is.
Unless it be much more substantial than
any which I can conceive, it strikes me
that if the honorable gentlemen from St.
John and Richmond spoke their true
feelings in 1878, and I have no reason to
think otherwise, their sentiments to-day
cannot be those of entire and unmixed
satisfaction.

I trust that the House will pardon me
if I undertake, before sitting down, to ex-
plain briefly why I have called attention
tô this matter. There is the more
reason for doing this, because I have been
charged with attempting to excite religious
prejudices and animosities. As to this, I
can honestly say that nothing is farther
from my thoughts. My sentiments to-
day are the same as they were in 1878,
when I am reported to have spoken as
follows :

" Religion should be kept out of politics as
much as possible, and he thought before a
charge of.the exclusion of any body from any
position in consequence of their religious

lief should be brought before the Legisla-
ture, very convincing proof should be produc-
ed that that denomination were being dealt
wish in an unfair manner."

Again, speaking of the Roman Catho-
lics, I am reported to have said :

" If there was a gentleman of that denomi-
nation who was in harmony with the party in
power for the time being, who was better qual-
ified than gentlemen of any other denomina-
tions, for a seat in the Government, he pre-
sumed that he should be appointed, on ac'ount
of hie superior qualifications, but apart from
that, the question of religion should not be in-
troduced at all. As long as the Roman
Catholics of the Lower Provinces felt that
they are receiving moderately fair play, it did
not make much difference whether they were
represented in the Cabinet or not."

Even though I might regret the present
state of things, I should not have been
disposed to impute much blame to the
Government, had they not when in oppo-
sition excited expectations that something
very different would follow their advent to
power. Having raised these expectations
they should have fulfilled them, as they
had every opportunity to do. They delib-

9o. M& POWER

erately raised the cry of Liberal proscrip-
tion of the Catholics to damage their poli-
tical opponents. Surely we Reformers
are justified in showing the hollowness and
hypocrisy of that cry ; and it is certainly
absurd to taunt us with stirring up secta-
rian strife, when we undertake to do no
more than that. It is a clear case of Con-
servative wolf and Liberal lamb.

It is not improbable that some new arti-
fice will be used before long for the pur-
pose of misleading the English-speaking
Catholics of the Dominion, so as to induce
them to cast their votes for the candidates
of honorable gentleman opposite; and I
feel that it is my duty to try, to the best
of my humble ability, to hinder my co-
religionists from being again hood-winked.

It was said of the right honorable leader
of gentlemen opposite, by one familiar
with his history, that his course was marked
by the political grave-stones of his friends;
now-a-days, I should be rather disposed to
say that the career of hon. gentlemen op-
posite was marked by the remains of mul-
titudinous broken promises. Why should
I not try to teach my friends to estimate
such promises at their true value, and
judge the two parties by what they do, not
by what they say ?

HON. GENTLEMEN-Hear, hear I

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I have been
taken a little by surprise, as I did not
expect my hon. friend would have brought
up this subject quite as he has done. This
kind of discussion ought not to be intro-
duced into any Parliament, and we know
that such a course is usually only followed
by a party too weak to attack the policy of
the Government in any legitimate way. In
Nova Scotia we remember the day when
this cry was first raised, and we know the
party that fanned such a controversy. We
know that the Conservative party in Nova
Scotia has been always true to the policy
of giving equal rights to all parties, regard-
less of religion. We do not forget that
when this cry was raised in that Province,
it was due entirely to what is at present
called the Liberal party of Nova Scotia,
who declared then-that is thirty years
ago, and before my hon. friend from Hali-
fax (Mr. Power) had any political existence,
or perhaps any other existence-that no
Roman Catholic could hold any position
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in the councils of the country or in the he sanctioned and supported? If my
L-egislature. Everybody who knows any- hon. friend couid show that any vacancy
thing of the politics of Nova Scotia, must has occurred in Nova Scotia, or in the
be aware that the proscription of the body, Maritime Provinces, in which his co-reli-
Of which my bon. friend is a member, took gionists have been ignored and overlooked
its rise in the ranks of the party with he might have a grievance; but it is evi-
which he is politically identified. I may dent to my mmd that he has no such case
Say I have been taken by surprise by this to point to. He has said that these expect-
debate, as I had forgotten it would come ations were excited at the last general
UP to-day, and I was engaged until half- elections in Nova Scotia; but how they
Past two o'clock on a committee. My were excited I ar at a loss to know. I
hon. friend must know the great reason do not believe that such inducements
Why these complaints have not been reme- were beld out, and I do fot think that
died. Does he not know that the late the people of Nova Scotia believe any-
Administration, of which he was so strong thmg of the kind, further than the fact
a supporter, while in power filled up every that they believed that common justice
Office in Nova Scotia with Protestants? would be donc to every person, regard-
Can he point to an office of any impor- less of his religious creed or predilections
tance, either under the Government, or on should the Conservative party core into
the bench, or any other office, filled by a power. I believe that is the proper way
Roman Catholic appointed by them ? I to look at these matters-regardless 0f
know that there was a new office created what a man's religious convictions may
during their term, that of weights and be,and that he should only be appointed to
mheasures, in Nova Scotia, in which there office according to his qualifications to
were some ten or twelve appointents, ail fil it. It would be highly improper tosay

hade by that Government, and every one that a man should be appointed to any
of them were fidled by Protestants. There position simply because he happens to be
Were new appointments of county court a Roman Catholc, or a Preshyterian, or
udges, and how were they filled up? an Episcopalian or a member of any

dvery one by a Protestant, and every ap- other. denomination. My hon. friend
Pointrent sanctioned and supported by wy ought to know that he has no grievance;
hon. friend (Mr. Power) from bis place in he cannot bring forward an indi
this House. He asks wby bas not a vidual case in wich a man eaim 
change been made by tbe present Admin- ing a position, to whicb he was
istration? It is simply because those entitled hs been ignored on account of
gentlemen stili bold tbeir positions, there bis religion. My bon. friend bas talked
bave been no accusations against them, about Nova Scotia grievances ; I do not
and no vacancies bave been created. know bow, or wben, or where tbey exist

I believe tbat in the election of 1878 the
HON. MR. POWER-I may mention people of Nova Scotia thougt'enotring of

that there bave been two judgsbips vacant the knd, further than tey expected that
in Nova Scotia Since tbe present Adminis- if tbey would bring an honest Govern-
tration took office. ment into power they would deal fairly

and justly with every party regardess of
HON. MR. KAULBACH-I ar not creed, and proscribe no party on account

aware that there bas been any vacancy in of their religion. Altbougb tbe Reforrn
the county courts, and it is of the county Governrent were in power only a few
Court judgesips I ar speaking particu- years, yet tbey managed to block every
larly. Tbere were several county court office in Nova Scotia, and tbeir appointees
JUdges appointed by the Governmyent, of were al Protestants. I can tell the hon.
irhich ry hon. friend was scb an ardent gentleman this fact, that the Roman

supporter; in none of these offices bas a Catbolics of Nova Scotia neyer bad a
Vacancy occurred since,-and I sould judge upon tbe Supree Court Bench
hke to ask the bon. gentleman how e until Mr. Hugh McDonald was appointed
can expect that bis co-religionists can be by Sir John A. Macdonald whose desire
appointed to tbose offices? Does be ask was to do aIl he could to obtain justic
that we shaP E make a vacancy in any of for that denorination. I believe the
those offices, the appointrents Co which hon. gentleman would find if a vacancy
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occurred to-morrow that the Government
would do in future as they have done in
the past, appoint the best man to the
Bench, and that my hon. friend would
probably find another co-religionist placed
upon the Bench in Nova Scotia.

HON. MR. ALMON-The Halifax
Chronicle is the authority for that.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-My hon.
friend from Halifax (Mr. Power) has
quoted from my remarks made in 1878,
as well as from the remarks of other hon.
gentlemen. I do not know why he has
made those quotations, and although he
has patted some of us on the back I do
not think he has done so from any interest
he bas in us, but it is done evidently in
order to test the temper of hon. gentle-
men, and see what kind of reply they will
make to his remarks on this question. I
shall also make a quotation from the
speech my hon. friend delivered in the
same debate to which he refers, and which
he says bas so excited the people of Nova
Scotia. In his motion he says it had
excited the minds of the people of Nova
Scotia in the last elections and so in-
fluenced the elections by' the votes given
by his co-religionists. But how did.that
debate arise ? It seems to me it came
up impromptu on a motion of my hon.
friend, Mr. Dever, on the question of an
inicrease of salary to the Judge of the
County Court of St. John. It came up
impromptu, as far as the broad aspect of
the question was concerned, and the
extent to which it was debated,
as it spems to have diverged from the
question before the House and involved
the general question of patronage to
the different denominations. In that
debate my hon. friend proved by his
own remarks that every justice had
been done to his co-religionists, and if so
what has'he now to complain of. I will
first refer to what the then leader of the
Government in this House (Mr. Scott)
said on that subject during the debate in
question. Speaking of the reason why
so few Roman Catholics were appointed
to the bench he said, "it was due, he
believed, to the absence of gentlemen
suitable for the position in the minority
class-to the fact that they did not seek
the higher walks at the bar in the same
proportion to their numbers that other
clisses did.»

HON. MR. KAULDACI.

HON. MR. POWER-He was then
speaking with reference to the Province of
Ontario.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-My hon.
friend says that that remark was confined
to Ontario. It may be so, but what does
my hon. friend himself say?

" It did not therefore seem as though the
Roman Catholic interests had been neglected
in the western part of the Dominion."

Coming down to Nova Scotia he says;
" It was true that no Roman Catholie

judge had been appointed in Nova Scotia since
the present Government came into power, but
the reason for that was not difficult to find.
The last appointment made to the Supreme
Court of that Province by the late Govern-
nient before they went out of power was a
Roman Catholic one, and it was not to be
expected that the next appointment would be
a gentleman from the same denomination.
As the bon. Secretary of State bas said, in
these matters due regard must be had to other
things besides religion-the qualifications of
the individual had to be looked at apart from
religion altogether."

Further on my hon. friend, speaking of
the appointment of Roman Catholics,
apart from qualification, said :-

" There was a very fair representation of
the Roman Catholico of Nova Scotia in that
Bouse, (speaking of the House of Commons)
and, if they had considered that their inter-
ests required it, they might have had
co-religionists of their own appointed. In
fact, he understood that the position had been
offered to two Roman Catholics, who both
declined to accept it ; so it could hardly be
said that their claims were not recognized.
It would also be found that since the present
Governument came into power, a very fair pro-
portion of the public appointments in Nova
Scotia bad been given to gentlemen whose
creed was now said to be proscribed. * * *
One of the best offices in Nova Scotia, that of
Warden of the Penitentiary, was given to Mr.
Flinn, a Roman Cathofic. Then when a
vacancy occurred in the office of Superintend-
ent of the Intercolonial Railway at Balifax, a
Roman Catholic, Mr. Macdonald, had been
appointed to it. That did not look as though
the present Government had ignored the
claims of hie co-religionists. The new Sup-
erintendent of the Provincial Insane Asylum,
and the Provincial Engineer of Nova Scotia,
who had been appointed a year or two ago
by the Local Government, were also Roman
catholics. Those names had occurred to
him on very little reflection ; and other
instances could be cited if the matters were
looked into, to prove that the Roman Catho-
lice had not been ignored by the party now
in power. If there was a gentleman of that
denomination who was in harmony with the
party in' power for the time being, who
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WTas better qualified than any gentlemen
Of any other denominations, for a seat
nll the Government, he presumed that he

Should be appointed on account of his supe-
rior qualifications; but, apart from that, the
question of religion should not be introduced
at all. As long as the Roman Catholics of
the Lower Provinces felt that they were receiv-
hng moderately fair play, it did not make
Inuch difference whether they were represented
in the Cabinet or not."

I ask my hon. friend, in view of these
expressions of his, if he can show an in-
stance in Nova Scotia where his co-re-
ligionists have been neglected ? I ask
him if he can show where a vacancy has
Occurred in Nova Scotia? Has there
been a vacancy in the judiciary, or has
there been a Lieutenant Governorship to
fill? True, Lieutenant Governors have
been continuedintheir offices beyond their
first term; but he cannot complain of that.
We have, on the other hand, instances
where vacancies have been filled by
Catholics. Look at the Harbor Master
of the Port of Halifax.

HON. MR. POWER-That is a minor
office.

HON. MR. KAULBACK-It is a very
important office, and was filled by the ap-
Pointment of Mr. O'Brien. It was a
good selection, and the appointment was
made in a place where the hon. gentle-
nan's co-religionists were in the minority.

HON. MR. POWER-What is the Har-
bor Master's salary?

HON. MR. KAULBACK-Icannot tell;
but I know it is an important office. It
is somewhere about $16oo a year. I put
the hon. gentleman to the test to show
where a vacancy has occurred in Nova
Scotia in the judiciary, or any where else,
where a Roman Catholic of any position
has came forward, * or has been put for-
ward by his co-religionists as a man quali-
fied for a position and willing to accept
office, in which the position has been re-
fused him. Under the late Administra-
tion we can show office after office filled
by Protestants, as in the case of the appoint-
ments under the weights and measures
Act, and of the county court judges. In
both instances none of his co-religionists
were selected by the Government of which
he was a supporter and which he sustain-
@d in every way up to the last moment of

their existence as a Government: yet the
the hon. gentleman comes here and raises
discord not only in the Senate but through-
out the country when no cause for it exists.
His co-religionits looked to this Govern-
ment for fair play and they have received
it. They have not been proscribed as
they were by the Liberal party in Nova
Scotia before and even since my hon.
friend had any political identity or exist-
ence. It is to be regretted that this ques-
tion should be brought up here at all. I
care not what a man's religion is, whether
he be Romanist, Episcopalian, Presbyte-
rian, or a member of any other denomi-
nation, the Government should put the
right man in the right place, irrespective
of any other consideration. I contend that
was not done in the past by the party
with which my hon. friend is identified
I fail to see what fault he has to find with
the present Government and I think this
body is the last one in which a question
of the kind should come up. I do not
wonder that in 1878, the subject was dis-
cussed on the question I believe, of in-
creasing the salaries of the judges. The
Roman Catholics were then smarting un-
der the injustice which they had suffered
at the hands of the Government which the
hon, gentleman supported. Religious
discords are bad any way. I believe this
Government will in the future, as they
have done in the past, appoint to office
men who are qualified, regardless of their
religious belief, and my hon. friend in-
steadofdoingany good to his co-religionists,
or increasing the popularity of the party
with which he is identified has only shown
the striking contrast between the liberality
of the present Administration and the in-
justice of the late Government of which
he was a consistent supporter.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL - I
think I am within the bounds of parlia-
mentary rules in venturing to express my
regret that the hon. gentleman from Hali-
fax has thought it his duty to bring this
subject under the riotice of the House ;
but if he really feels that he and his co-
religionists have grave grounds for corn-
plaining of injustice done to them, un-
doubtedly he is in the strict exercise of
his rights in calling attention to it. But I
do not understand the hon. gentleman to
complain in a direct manner. The hon.
gentleman demands that there should
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not be-I do not understand that he goet
further than that-any barrier to a man's
appointment to office, simply on account
of his religion. Now I think we all agree
in that. I do not think any of us would
for a moment suppose there ought to be,
or indeed has been, any barrier placed in
the way of a man's fair ambition, on
account of his religion. Of course it is a
topic which it is very difficult to discuss
without offending the sensibilities of
others, and that is why I regret that the
hon. gentleman has seen fit to introduce
it here for discussion. The proposition
suggested in the notice seems to me not
to have been made out by the hon. gen-
tleman. Where you say that expecta-
tions have been held out I think it must
be meant that they have been raised by
those who were in a position afterwards
to realize them, and I had supposed, on
reading the notice, that the hon. gentle-
man was coming here to quote from
speeches delivered on the hustings by gen-
tlemen who are members of the present
Administration-that he would have been
able to show that members of the Gov-
ernment from the Maritime Provinces,
had on such and such an occasion, and at
such and such a place, held out expecta-
tions to his co-religionists that matters
would be changed on their entering office,
that those gentlemen had come into
power and still a change had not taken
place. That is what I supposed he would
have tried to establish in support of the
first part of his proposition, instead of
quoting speeches made by hon. gentle-
men in this House and elsewhere who are
not in a position to carry out whatever
they may have thought was proper in that
respect, or whatever views they may have
advocated, or in whatever way they may
have animadverted adversely to the con-
duct of the late Administration in respect
to these appointments. But the expecta-
tions which may have been formed in the
minds of the Roman Catholic population
of the Maritime Provinces, were not raised
by the gentlemen who are now in office.
Then the hon. inember goes further in
support of that proposition, and refers in
a very general way to the utterances of
newspapers, quoting the opinions ex-
pressed by the editor of a paper in Toronto
who holds no office in the Government,
who had no responsibility then and has
none now, and whose utterances ought
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not to excite expectations in anybody.
Then the hon. gentleman speaks in a very
vague way of utterances on a platforn,
but refers to no particular platform,and to
no particular individual, and quotes no
utterances. So that the whole of the first
part of his proposition rests upon speeches
made in Parliament by gentlemen who did
not succeed to office, who did not repre-
sent those who afterwards succeeded to
office in any way, and whose utterances
were on their own individual responsibil-
ity. So far as the present Government
are concerned it would be absurd to hold
them responsible for what was said on
.these occasions by the gentleman to whom
reference has been made. But as I have
stated if the hon. gentleman really feels
that injustice has been done to his co-reli-
gionists on account-of their religion, I do
not at all quarrel with him for bringing
the matter under the notice of the Senate,
though I very much regret that he should
introduce a topic so likely to create feel-
ing on such slight grounds as he has given
in the address which he has made to the
House. His allusions to cases are very
very vague, and I think very insufficient for
the purpose of establishing the position
which he has laid down. If instead of
speaking in the manner in which he has
done, he had studied the returns which
have been made to Parliament, and pro-
duced a list showing those who had been
appointed to office during the term of the
late Government and those appointed
since, and, in addition to that, shown that
a particular individual had fair claims
to some position, and that those claims
had been disregarded, and traced that to
the claimant's religion, then indeed he
would have established a case, and I am
quite sure we should all be exceedingly
sorry, and I myself, as a member of the
Government (and I am sure my colleagues)
would be ashamed that such an incident
should occur. I do not believe any such
incident has occurred. I do not believe
that any man has been proscribed on ac-
count of his religion. It does not form a
qualification for office. Men should not
be appointed because they are Protestants
or Roman Catholics ; but their religion
should be, and has been, no barrier to
their appointment. So far as the present
Government is concerned I am only ap-
prehensive that we may have gone too far
and unduly favored the denomination
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to which the honorable gentleman belongs.
I think that a much stronger case-I speak
fron the papers which I have been read-
ilg over-could be made out for some
denominations of Protestants represented
in the Govemment. I believe that an
infinitely stronger case could be made
Out, if it were taken up by a denomination
Of Protestants very strong in this com-
Munity-almost the 'strongest amongst
Protestants-who have been treated by the
present Government in a manner which is
quite marked, but quite accidental. No
One can suppose for a moment that the
Government of the country would deprive
any man of his fair field for ambition, or.
of his fair claims to office. But an infi-
fitely stronger case could be made out to-
day, if the matter were taken up, by one
of the Protestant denominations which is
represented by members in this House,
than on behalf of the Roman Catholics.
Why, gentlemen, any ministry would be
guilty of suicide, if they could for a mo-
ment ignore, on account of religion, the
fair claims of any of Her Majesty's sub-
jects. To say that any Government would
be rash or insane enough, or so anxious to
Commit suicide as to refuse the fair claims
of our Roman Catholic fellow-citizens,
seens to me the height of absurdity.
Why, their interest, and their own desire
to succeed and to make their Government
Popular in the country, would prevent their
adopting so foolish a ,course. I was un-
Willing, and until the hon. gentleman took
Up that part of the subject, I had made up
My mind not to quote any instances of
appointment to offices; but when the hon.
gentleman referred, as he did, to cases of
appointments made in the Maritime Pro-
vinces, it seemed to me then, for the pur-
pose of defending the Government, that it
Was necessary to mention cases to show, by
absolute facts and by absolute instances, that
the conduct which has been attributed to the
Government, they are not guilty of, and that
they have not in the Maritime Provinces, or
elsewhere, been open to the charges which
he makes; but that on the contrary, they
have striven, as I hope they will continue, to
do what is fair to all religions. We are
not anxious to recognize any distinction,
and the hon. gentleman does not put for-
Ward any claim on account of religion; but
we are very anxious-and it is impossible
that I can express the feeling too ear-
nestly-that nobody should suppose for a

moment that the religion of any one is a
barrier or an obstacle in the least degree
to h'is being promoted to office, or having a
fair field for his ambition as long as the
present Government can control appoint-
ments. I have had a table prepared,
showing how we have filled the vacancies
which have taken place-but I desire first
to refer to the case which has been men-
tioned of Mr. Justice Watters, of St.
John, N.B., who was appointed by a Con-
servative Government. At this very
moment there is a proposition before the
other branch of the Legislature, and in-
cluded in the estimates, increasing that
gentleman's salary. Does that show any
desire to deal harshly or illiberally with
him, or to treat him as he would not be
treated if he were a Protestant? On the
contrary it shows every disposition to treat
him fairly, and to put on one side his
religion, and to show that it is not a mat-
ter which concerns the question of his
promotion, or of his appointment to office,
in any sort of way, nor does it. With
reference to the instances which have
occurred in the Maritime Provinces, I have
had a list prepared. The language used
in the hon. gentleman's motion is "higher
offices." Well, I have endeavored not to
go down very low in the scale of offices;
I have kept within those that may be
considered reasonably good appointments.
It is very difficult to know what the
hon. gentleman means by "higher offices ;"
but I have kept pretty well at the head of
the ordinary appointments in the Civil
Service. These vary from $8oo or $9oo
to $2,ooo or $3,ooo, and I have striven
to keep above $7oo at all events. Well,
now, since the present Government came
into office the appointments to offices in
the Province of New Brunswick have
been small in number and comparatively
unimportant. The House must bear in
mind that the patronage, after all, is not a
very great thing ; we have not the gift of
offices that lead to very high emolument
and they are very few in number. The
appointnents in New Brunswick have
been a postmaster in St. John, who is a
Protestant, and whose salary is $2,200 ; a
postmaster at Fredericton,who is a Roman
Catholic, and whose income is put down
at $r,400 ; an inspector of Weights and
Measures at St. John, a Protestant, whose
salary is put down at $1,200 ; one in
Kings County, also a Protestant, at $8oo.
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So that there have been altogether four
appointments to this kind of offices in
that Province. Of those four, three have
been Protestants and one Roman Cath-
olic. Well, now, I do not know that this
is very unfair ; at all events there is
nothing in it to create comment. The
gentleman appointed as postmaster at
Fredericton was friendly to the Govern-
ment, and was a man of sufficient capa-
city and character to justify his appoint-
ment, and he was appointed without any
reference to his religion. This is the
case in New Brunswick. Now, take
Prince Edward Island, where, I believe,
the Roman Catholics are stronger in pro-
portion to the Protestants than they are
in New Brunswick, and, certainly, their
appointments to offices have been in that
sense. The hon. gentleman said there
had not been a Roman Catholic judge
appointed since this Government came
into power. He is mistaken ; there was
a judge in Prince Edward Island ; there
was a County Court judge whose name I
forget.

HoN. MR. HAYTHORNE-Judge
Kelly.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-He
was appointed at $2,4oo. There was an
Inspector for the Marine and Fisheries
Department appointed from Prince Ed-
ward Island at $1,200, who was also a
Roman Catholic ; a clerk was appointed
to the Marine and Fisheries, a Roman
Catholic, at $î,15o. Then there was a
clerk appointed from Prince Edward
Island, a Protestant, at $750 ; there was
an agent appointed for the Marine and
Fisheries Department at Charlottetown,
who was a Protestant, at $1,o00. Then
the Master of a steam dredge, a Roman
Catholic, who gets $8oo ; and an Inspec-
tor of Weights and Measures, also a
Roman Catholic, who gets $Soo. So
that in Prince Edward Island, apparently
there were five Roman Catholics appoint-
ed and three Protestants. Well, now,
can anybody say that this is unfair, or
that the Government has drawn any dis-
tinction between Roman Catholics and
Protestants ? It is manifestly incorrect.
I only apprehend that perhaps other
denominations might complain, and say
they were not sufficiently considered by
the .Government. In Nova Scotia there

have been more appointments than in the
other Provinces, but still the proportionl
of Roman Catholics seems to have been
very fairly maintained. There has been
no appointment to any very considerable
office there, nothing apparently higher
than $2,500 ; still that is a very good
office. I will read what has been done
there, since this Government came into
power : an Inspector of Post Offices was
appointed, a Protestant, at $2,200 ; a
clerk in the Customs, brought up to
Ottawa, gets $8oo, and is a Roman Cath-
olic. There was a district Inspector of
Inland Revenue, who is a Protestant, and
gets $2,200; also an Inspector of Weights
and Measures, a Protestant, who gets
$1,2oo ; a Collector of Inland Revenue
at Halifax, who is a Protestant, gets
$1,2oo, and one at Pictou, a Protestant,
who gets $8oo. Then there was a Super-
intendent of the Pacific Railway, who is a
Roman Catholic, at $2,500.

HON. MR. POWER-That, I presume,
was the same officer who occupied the
office under the late Government. His
name is Macdonald.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No,
the hon. gentleman is mistaken : his name
is Lynskey. His appointment was first on
the Intercolonial Railway, and he was
afterwards transferred to the Pacific Rail-
way. He was a Roman Catholic and was
appointed at the request of the late vener-
able Archbishop of Halifax. His salary
is now $2,5oo. Then there is an engineer
of the Railways and Canals who was
brought from Nova Scotia and who is
here in Ottawa now filling the vacancy
created by the resignation of Mr. Smellie.
He is a Roman Catholic and gets $2,500.
Then the master of the steamer Newfield,
a Protestant, gets $1,4oo. The second
in command of the steamer Newfield, a
Roman Catholic, gets $8oo. An Inspector
of Marine and Fisheries, a Protestant, gets
$,400. An Inspector of Lights, I think
a Protestant, gets $1,200. Then there is
the Provincial Arbitrator, a gentleman, I
understand (I have not the pleasure of
his personal acquaintance) of very great
merit, who was dismissed by the late
Government. I would not for a moment
say that it was on account of his religion.
I will say I do not believe was. He
was dismissed by the late Administration
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and appointed by the present Governmèht.
lie discharges his duty with great ability
and to the complete satisfaction of the
Minister more immediately charged with
that branch of the public service. He is
a Roman Catholic. There is a track
master, a Roman Catholic, who gets a
salary of $1,2oo. So that there has been
ro unfair discrimination between Protes-
tants and Catholics in Nova Scotia, and
as has been said by the hon. Senator from
Lunenburg, the very first appointment of
a Roman Catholic to the Bench in that
Province was made not by this Govern-
!Yent but by the Government which was
in Power in 1873, whose mantle and
Whose sins we inherit, and whose good
deeds we may possibly claim merit for too.
And further, I beg to say that the offer
Of a judgeship was made to a distinguished

Roman Catholic in the Lower Provinces
but was not accepted by him. The late
Mr. McKechnie, of Cape Breton, was ap-
Polnted by the late Government. The
present Government, in making all these
aPPointments were actuated by a desire
to do justice to all; and I had hoped, and
Up to this time believed, and will still en-
deavor to believe that even the hon. gentle-
man will concede there has been no dis-
crimination between the variou! denomina-
tiOns in making these appointments.

HON. MR. POWER-They do not
affect the question.

eON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
Then I em surprised, and I confess I do
fot understand the question. The point
Which he raises is that we have unfairly

Iscriminated against the Roman Catho-
es in appointments to the higher offices.

HON. MR. POWER-I never said
anYthing of the kind.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Then
will the hon. gentleman explain what he
did say ?

HON. MR. POWER-I think it is very
clear.

HON. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
h*on. gentleman's notice is to " call atten-
tion to the expectations which were excited
previous to the General Election of 1878,
that in case of a change of Government,

the Roman Catholics of the Maritime
Provinces would be more liberally treated, in
the matter of appointments to the higher
offices, by a Conservative Administration
than they were by that of Mr. Mackenzie,
and to the fact that those expectations
have not been realized." In reply to that
I say that those expectations, to be charged
against the present Government, should
have been raised by members of the present
Government. There is no consistency or
logic in charging us with sins of omis-
sion when we held out no expectations.
Therefore, the first part is not (stablished.
Then he says that these expectations have
not been realized. I have shown that no
matter who held out the expectations,
they have been realized. I have shown it,
not by contrast with the appointments
made by Mr. Mackenzie's Government,
but by establishing the fact that a very
fair proportion of those appointed by the
present Administration to offices in the
Maritime Provinces are Roman Catholics.
If that is not the proposition of the hon.
gentlemen, then I confess that I am so
dull that I have not been able to under-
stand it ; but I believe, notwithstanding
his denial, the House will consider that
his complaint is that the present Govern-
ment have failed to realize the expecta-
tions which were held out (he does not
say by them, but I contend he ought to
establish that first) that if the Conserva-
tive party came into power, the Roman
Catholics would be treated more fairly in
appointments to the higher offices than
they had been by Mr. Mackenzie's Ad-
ministration. I have not been able to
trace what appointments were made by
Mr. Mackenziq, but I have been able to
establish strongly, and, I would almost
say, conclusively by the list which I have
read, that those made to what might be
called the higher offices in the Maritime
Provinces by the present Government, are
absolutely without objection on the score
of religion to the denomination to which
my hon. friend belongs-that it is estab-
lished by the numbers of those who have
been appointed and by their reasonable
equality with the Protestants. If the Roman
Catholics are one-third of the population
they have had at all events one-third of
the higher offices, and more than one-third
as regards salary and dignity of position.
They have had their full share, and I say,
therefore, no matter who held out those

Roman Catholics



I62 Roman CaMholic [

expectations they have been fully realized;
full and ample justice has been done them,
and I should be exceedingly sorry if it
had not been done. I can assure the hon.
gentleman and the House that it has been
the constant desire of the head of the
Government and of those gentlemen who
hold the offices which involve the most
patronage, and of the whole Government,
to see carefully that no man's religion
ýonstituted a bar to his ambition or to his
legitimate claim for appointment to office.
Although that has been our desire, and
although I believe we have completely
executed that desire, yet we claim no
merit for it, and there is no merit in it,
but only a fair discharge of the duty
entrusted to us by the united suffrage of
Catholics and Protestants. We believe
we have been true to the trust reposed in
us by all classes of Her Majesty's subjects,
regardless of religion, by holding a fair
balance and seeing that no man's religion
constituted a bar. We have endeavored
to deal fairly by all classes of Her Majesty's
subjects in that respect: I believe we
have done so, and I should be ashamed if
we had not accomplished that result.

HON. MR. POWER-I regret that I
failed to make myself understood by the
Hon. Minister of Justice. The gist o
my argument was this : that under the
late Administration, when it was no
denied that the Catholics had, at tha
time, had fair play in the matter of com
paratively small appointments like those
a list of which has been read over by tht
hon. Minister, it was alleged that in th
matter of governorships, Supreme Cour
judgeships and seats in the Cabinet, th
Catholics of the Lower Provinces had no
received justice, and capital was made ou
of the allegation, and yet since the chang
of Government they had been less liber
ally treated in that respect. That was th
complaint of that day, and I thought
quoted very good authority. The hon
gentleman said I had not made out
case to show that those expectations ha
not been excited. I think differentl)
When an hon. gentleman who is one c
the leaders of the Conservative party i
this House declares in the most positiv
terms that an injustice has been done t
the body to which he belongs; and whe
he intimates in the strongest possible ma
ner that when a change of governmer
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takes place a different policy will be pur-
sued ; when he declares that the electors
will punish the party in power for not hav-
ing remedied this injustice, is it not rea-
sonable to suppose that expectations shall
be created in the minds of the people for
whom he speaks, that something more
is going to be done for them than has been
done ? I think it is perfectly clear that
such should be the case ; and it is all very
well for the Minister now to say " we are
not responsible for the utterances of the
hon. member for St. John, or the hon.
gentleman from Richmond." The hon.
gentleman who sits by and applauds the
language of a prominent speaker of his
own party is responsible for what that
speaker says, just as though he uttered it
himself. And further, I state that the
Irish Canadian, which was a subsidized
organ of the Conservative chieftain, con-
tinually attacked the Administration of
Mr. Mackenzie for not having done justice
to the Irish Catholics. It has been made
quite dlean that that paper was strictly
under the control of the Rigbt Hon.
leader of gentlemen opposite, who ought
to fulfil the expectations whicb were
created by the uttenances of that organ.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-And tbey
are being fulfilled.

t HON. MR FOWER-Not at ahl. Sup-
tposing that wbat was advocated by bon.
-members of this House and by this news-

paper, had been done, credit would -have
been claimed for it, and the Governmeflt

>would have said,"I we bave done wbat our
tfriends said we would do." It seems to
me that, in trying now to disavow the

t utterances of their own supporters, in this
t House and in the other House, and the
eutterances of their subsidized organ, the
-bon. gentlemen are pursuing a course

e wbich does flot do much credit to thei
I candor or honesty. I have flot made anY

.complaint wbatever that the present Go"ý
a eriment were flot giving the body to wbicb
d I belong fair play. As I said inl 878,
r. and if language which I quoted here just
>f now, I tbink this is a complaint that one
n sbould be very slow to make and should
e make only on very good grounds. Wbat 1
o complain of is this ; when gentlemen wbo
n are now if the Government wene if oppo-
i- sition they could flot show that the Gov-
it ernment of that day bad flot given the bodY
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to which I belong fair play, because it ap-
Peared in the discussion that in the mat-
ter of appointments in the various provinces
Mr. Mackenzie had acted very liberally
and had appointed a Roman Catholic
Lieutenant Governor and two county
Judges in Ontario, and a Roman Catholic
Lieutenant Governor in Manitoba, and
had made a number of minor Roman
Catholic appointments in the Provinces.

HON. MR. KAULBACH - Not in
Nova Scotia.

HON. MR. POWER-Yes, for instance
the Warden of the Halifax Penitentiary,
Mr. Flinn was a Roman Catholic, and the
Superintendent of the Intercolonial Rail-
Way at Halifax. And if the hon. gentle-
Men to whom judgships were offered did
nlot take them, I do not see that we have
any right to complain if they were not
filled by our co-religionists ; but yet these
gentlemen excited expectations that more
Would be done by the Conservatives, and
these expectations have not been realized.
There have been no Supreme Court judges,
nlo member of the Cabinet and no Lieuten-
a.nt Governor appointed from the body
to which I belong. I am not complaining
of that'fact in itself; but think that after
the expectations that had been excited,
the Government should have made such
appointments. Again, the minister says
they have increased the salary of Judge
Watters. The fact is that the same answer
was made to the member of St. John
When he made the complaint before. The
hon. gentleman who then led the House
said that the Government had appointed
Judge Watters, judge of the Vice Amir-
alty Court, with an increased salary. The
general election is likely to come off, if
everything is serene and lovely, before Par-
liarnent meets again, and it is a very shrewd
thing on the part of the Minister of
Fimance, who is to run an election in St.
John to put a sum of $6oo in the estim-
ates for this purpose, which will probably
have a certain amount of influence in
securing the votes of some of Judge
Watters' friends.

HON. MR. ALMON-He buys it very
Cheap then.

HON. MR. POWER-I am very glad
that this discussion has taken place. It

has had the effect of eliciting from the
Leader of the House, the declaration that
religion is not a matter that should be
considered in making appointments at all.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-No sensible
man ever thought cf the like.

HoN. MR. POWER-I did not under-
stand him to say that the late Government
had ever dealt any way but fairly by the
Roman Catholics in their appointments;
and I hope that one result of this discus-
sion will be that we shall not, in the next
election, have the spokesmen and organs
of hon. gentlemen opposite making efforts
to again hoodwink and deceive the Catho-
lic body by promises that they do not
intend to fulfil.

HON. MR. CARVELL-I do not
understand the object of this discussion,
but I presume the hon. gentleman who
moved this resolution does. I might
remind him, however, that the first Roman
Catholic member we every had in the
Government of New Brunswick was the
Hon. George Watters. The first Roman
Catholic judge we ever had in the Province
of New Brunswick was Judge Watters
who was appointed on the recommend-
ation of the present Finance Minister
and now his salary is about to be increas-
ed at the instance of the Minister of
Finance, and I do not think it is quite
fair that it should be alluded to as a pos-
sible election card.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I do not
rise to speak to the question, but I think
it is time to ask the Minister of Justice
whether the report which was asked for
last session by the hon. member from
DeSalaberry-a list of all the officers of
the Dominion, showing their nationalities,
religion and salaries-is yet ready ? I sup-
pose that even though the Government
employees numbered half a million the
return could be compiled in twelve
months. That statement might have been
prepared and I believe it would have
shortened this discussion, because such
an official document would be the best
argument. On both sides there seem to be
good arguments, but I must acknowledge
that to my mind the hon. member from
Halifax has made the strongest point, and
if we consider the logic of the argument
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the victory is on his side. I should like
to have the return moved for by the hon.
member from DeSalaberry to see if the
logical argument of the hon. member
from Halifax coincides with the official
figures.

HON. MR. ALMON-I did not intend
to say anything on this question, but I
hope that that return will never come
down here. If we are going to have con-
tinually brought before us the religion and
nationality of every man appointed to
office to see whether the person who held
the office before him was of the same
religion, then I should say do not bring
down that report. I think the majority
of this House will say that this constant
interference with and mention of peoples
religion is very much to be deprecated. I
had hoped the great honor of Nova Scotia
was that it was there it was first discover-
ed that a man's religion should not be
considered as a barrier to public life.
When Kavanagh was elected to represent
Cape Breton, Protestants and Catholics
joined hands to attain that result, and he
was admitted without being required to
take those absurd oaths of supremacy, and
non ecclesiastical power of the Pope. It
was first proved in Nova Scotia that a
man's religion should not be a barrier to
entering into public life, and I regret to
see it now brought forward that religion
should be the best means of appointment
to public office. If it is in the power of
the Leader of the Government to do so I
hope he will not produce this return show-
ing the religion of people who hold office.
For the sake of harmony, for the sake of
peace and Christian amity tear it up and
keep it out of the House.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
return was not asked for by my hon. friend
behind me, but by the hon. gentleman from
DeSalaberry, and was ordered by the
House, and of course it is in preparation.
When it is likely to be brought down of
course I do not know. I am glad at all
events that the discussion has elicited
from the hon. gentleman who provoked it
his sense of this, at all events that ne
injustice has been done to his countrymen
by us in the Lower Provinces.

HON. MR. BOYD-I did not intend
to take any part in this discussion, but

the reference made to St. John impels me
to say a few words. In the first place,
while I regret that this discussion has
taken place, and that the hon Member
from Halifax has brought in here an
element which, I think, should never be
introduced into the Senate, an element
which has created so much disturbance in
another part of this building between reli-
gious contestants, I am the less sorry that
the matter has been brought up because
it has elicited a reply from the Leader of
the Government in this House which
must be satisfactory not only to the Senate
but to the whole country. The statement
has been thrown in my teeth, and has
been thrown in the teeth of other hon.
gentlemen, that the denomination to
which my hon. friend refers has not re-
ceived justice. While I was asking for
an appointment the other day for a friend
of mine, in a Department of the Govern-
ment here, he said '- Why, the cry is that
I am appointing nothing but Roman
Catholics." Whether that is true or not
I am not called to say, but I must say that
the list that has been presented to us here
to-day shows that justice, full jûstice, has
been done to my Roman Catholic fellow
citizens in the Province I have the honor
to represent. If my hon. friend had gone
a little further and included in his list
salaries under $700 or $8oo, he would
have found numbers of others. With refer-
ence to Judge Watters, I had the plea-
sure of taking part in an election that gen-
tleman and my hon. friend the Finance
Minister ran previous to 1867. Then
Protestants and Catholics fought side by
side, and they won a victory, but I an
sorry to say that from the year 1867 until
this time we have not known in New Bruns-
wick Protestants and Catholics fighting
side by side for membership in the same
constituency. Previous to 1867 we were
Liberals and Conservatives, and known by
these names, but in 1867 or previous to
that there was a contest which took a
difierent form altogether. It was a con-
test as to whether these Provinces
should remain in the state of
disunion in which they had been
previously, or enter into a bond of union.
I regret to say that under the leadership
of an able man, an able journalist now in
another part of this House, my Roman
Catholic fellow countrymen, with a
small exception, went with the party who

HON. MR. BELLEROSE.
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Were Opposed to the Union of these Prov-
'lces. In consequence of that they have
'lot worked with us as formerly, and
they have not, perhaps, partaken of the
higher offices that might otherwise have
fallen to them, because of the policy to the
Party belong the spoils. But I am happy
to Say from what I have heard since, and
frOm all I know, this state of things is about
e'nded, and I think you will find, when the
lext election comes on, whether it is this

Year or next year, that our Catholic fellow
citizens will take a different course. They
Will corne back to their allegiance; we
shal find them side by side with us. The
scales have fallen from their eyes; they
See that the trade policy and the land
Policy of the present Government are the
best for the country, and they will be dis-
POsed to cast in their lot with those who
tave endeavored to carry out this policy
tO the great success and prosperity that
prevail all over the country. I hope hon.
gentlemen, that this will be the last timeWe shall ever have brought up in this
Selate any reference to the altar a man
Worships at, wben he is seeking appoint-
ruent to a public office. I trust we
%hall only look at his qualifications for
the Position, and that his religious belief
%hall neither be a barrier nor a recom-
'liendation. I state this fully and frankly
Scause, while I am a Protestant there

o 110 man in this House or in this Dom-
""on who has within the same compass
"lore warm friends than I have among the
Rorman Catholics where I live. I think I
deserve thern : I deserve them, not only
on denominational and mercantile, but
a'8o on educational grounds. But I
have never asked a man, under any cir-
Ctstances, what his religion is and why,
anld I never will. Years ago, when I was
a boy and given to poetry, I read some
les of Tom. Moore and have not forgot-

ten them yet
Shal I ask the brave soldier who fightslby

i y side
the cause of mankind if ourcreeds do agree?Bhal I fj1 n

t ie ve up the friend I have valued and

Ifhe el not before the same altar with me?
rom the heretie girl of imy soul shall I fly,seek somewhere else a more orthodox kiss?°> perish the hearts and the laws that

Pr, Would try .
, valor or love by a standard like this.

hope hon. gentlemen that this is the
t.we shall hear of this question here.

HON. MR. DEVER-It is very painful
to me to have to speak on this occasion,
and I certainly did not intend to do so; but
this debate has taken so wide a range that
I feel it is my duty to give expression to
my thoughts as I view the situation. It
has been said that the Catholics of my
Province opposed Confederation, and I
believe a large body of them did so, in
consequence of the advocacy of a very able
man in that Province; but I have to deny
wholly that the Catholics as a body were
then or have been opposed to the Unicn
since they found out the benefits of it, and
realised that we are to have a national ex-
istence in which they will be identified as
other classes of society. But I think I
would be recreant to my trust if I permit-
ted my hon. colleague from St. John (Mr.
Boyd) to assert that they are quite satisfied
with their present situation and representa-
tion in the Cabinet. It is well known hon.
gentlemen that there should be five mem-
bers representing the Lower Provinces in
the Cabinet of this country, but at present
there are only four, and those four are all
Protestants. Nova Scotia has her quota-
two-P. E. Island also is fairly represent-
ed, but New Brunswick has only one of
the two members to which she is entitled.
It is admitted that in New Brunswick the
Catholics number at least one-third of the
population, yet they are not represented.
Now, I do not claim that the Catholics
of this country can perhaps produce such
men as the Right Hon. Sir John Mac-
donald, Sir Charles Tupper, Sir Alex.
Campbell or Sir Hector Langevin; but
we do claim that we have men quite as
competent to fill the lesser offices in the
Cabinet as the "small stowage" that at
present occupy those positions, if indeed
they are not much more competent. It
is a cause of complaint, and we feel that
we have a right to complain, that when a
vacancy occurred in the Cabinet after the
last election, we were deprived of that re-
presentation, which was our right; and I
could not go back to my Province if I
were silent on this occasion. I tell this
House that we do feel that neither this
nor any other Government has a right to
expect the support of the Catholics if they
do not give them- representation in the
Cabinet of the country. I say it is un-
reasonable for the present representative
of New Brunswick to expect that he can
go down there and receive the support of
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a people who have been ignored in such
representation; blood is thicker than
water, and it is useless to try and suppress
the prejudices of the masses, for they will
have them. Many of those people may
be personal friends of my hon. colleague
(Mr. Boyd), and many of them have been
faithful, true, honest and loyal supporters
of Sir Leonard Tilley, ever since he en-
tered on his course as an advocate of the
Confeteration of these Provinces, but stili
they are at present greatly dissatisfied. I
have done every thing that I possibly could,
I have even withstood the attacks of people
with whom I was most closely identified;
I worked in every possible way that was
straightforward and honorable to reconcile
their feelings, to what I conceived jwas
right; and while we find to-day that in
that Province, and especially in the city
and county of St. Jdf#1, there are no
more truthful supporters of Confederation
than the Catholic portion of the people,
there is nevertheless a deep feeling of
anger and dissatisfaction among them at
the way in which they have been treated
in this matter of representation. We all
know the result of the last general elec-
tions : Hon. Sir Leonard Tilley was the
only prominent representative froin that
Province who came up here to forma a por-
tion of the Cabinet. It would appear that
because the representation from New Bruns-
wick was against the Government he was
opposed strongly by a large party. It was
found that insteadof bringing to his support
and that of the Cabinet some 12 or 13
members he had only two or three, and
out of those two or three we had a right
to expect that one of our own people
would be chosen. It was necessary to
select two representatives for New
Brunswick in order to make up the
quota of that Province to what had been
accorded in former years, for we have
always had two members in the Cabinet
ever since we entered the Confederation.
My hon. friend from St. John knows that
Sir Leonard Tilley came to Ottawa, and
instead of taking one of his own party as
a colleague in the Cabinet he went across
the country and selected a man that was
opposed to him for 20 years, hostile to his
party and hostile to him, and whom Sir
Leonard Tilley had educated the young
men of St. John to oppose inasmuch as
he was the very man whom he (Sir
Leonard) put out of the political position

HON. MR. DEVER.

that he occupied, as Provincial Secretary
in that Province, in former years.- That
man was selected from the opposite side
of politics, to the exclusion of one of the
Government supporters, and was made his
colleague in the Cabinet. Gentlemen
who had a right to that position naturally
asked the question: how is all this, what
is party government, are we to be sup-
porters of a party in order to have an op-
ponent of 20 years standing selected and
put into the Cabinet of this country with-
out any reason ; a? man known to be
obselete in his politics and without any
fitness for the office ? The result is, gen-
tlemen, that the conclusion has been forced
upon us that there were only some
three men (two of whom were Catholics)
to be selected froin in New Brunswick,
and in consequence of those two men
being Catholics they were overlooked, and
a man was selected who it was universally
acknowledged, had no right or title to the
position. Opposition was shewn to it and
the result was that that gentleman
retired from the Cabinet; he took the
position of Lieutenant-Governor of New
Brunswick, and he holds that office to-day.
And I ask what has followed? His place
in the Cabinet has been kept open and
representation has been denied to New
Brunswick in preference to taking in a
Roman Catholic.

HON. MR. POWER-The position
has been filled by a man froin another
Province.

HON. MR. DEVER-New Brunswick
has no representative in the Cabinet but
Sir Leonard Tilley : that is the position
we hold. Now I have every respect for
that hon. gentleman, there is no man in
this Dominion thinks more of him than I
do, but at the same time I believe in
common justice, and it is wrong to say
that men are satisfied who feel that they
are entitled on party grounds and fron
party position to consideration, but that
they have been overlooked. I know they
are not satisfied, and they can only be
brought to the polls by pressure that I
think is not satisfactory. If I mistake
not my hon. colleague will find the error
he has made, and I am sorry for it.
People may secure their elections,
but it would be much more satis-
factory to have the universal respect
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and confidence of the electors, and that Bill (79), "An Act to incorporate the
cannot be obtained by equivocation and Anerican Electric Light Company of Ca-
deception ; but it does not necessarily nada. (Mr. Gibbs.)
follow from the mere fact of election, that Bill (46), "An Act to incorporate the
a candidate enjoys such respect. It Edison Electric Light Company of Cana-
Would be far better to get the open, manly da." (Mr. Bellerose.)
expression of all sections of the people in Bill (Q), "An Act to make further pro-
his favor, and that cannot be obtained vision in regard to the Supreme Court of
While the Catholics feel they are only Canada."
being trifled with ; it is futile to expect
then to go to the polls with that hearty AMERICAN TELEGRAPH & CABLE
desire which would be evinced if they COMPANY'S BILL.
felt they were treated with true friendship S
and open handed justice. 1, for one, SECOND READING.

cannot go back to my Province and HON. MR. GIBBS moved the second
tell Iy people that they are fairly dealt reading of Bill (17), "An Act to grant cer-
With; by doing so I would feel I was dis- tain powers to the American Telegraph
crediting both them and myself. I know and Cable Company." He said:-This
they feel bitterly that the cause is sim- is a Bill to incorporate the American Tele-
Ply this; they are ignored through fear lest graph and Cable Company which has
the patronage should be divided and they already a corporate existence in the
should receive what is their due, from one State of New-York. Its object is to con-
of their own kind-and I may tell this struct a telegraph and cable line between
!louse that they are not satisfied to receive America and Europe. Being incorporated
it from any other source. Now that is already in the State of New York they
the position and in saying so I wish it desire to place themselves under control
distinctly to be understood that there is no of the Dominion of Canada and to make
fault to be found with the prominent themselves amenable to the acts of the
ilnenbers of the present Cabinet from other Dominion : for that purpose they seek
Provinces than New Brunswick. We do not this Act of incorporation.
look to Sir John Macdonald, Sir Charles The motion was agreed to and the Bill
Tupper, or even Sir Hector Langevin, who was read the second time.
represents Quebec. We acknowledge that
Nova [Scotia has a noble representative, NEW YORK AND ONTARIO FUR-
but it is to Sir Leonard Tilley we look for NACE COMPANY'S BILL
Justice; we feel proud of him but we can- SECOND READING.
flot allow him to think that we are satisfied
When we are not receiving that to which HON. MR. READ moved the second
We are entitled. When a legitimate vacancy reading of Bil (65), "An Act respecting the
OCcured in the Cabinet we had a right t the New York and Ontario Furnace
exPect that it would be given to one of our Company.
Own people who had been faithful to the The motion was agreed to and the Bil
Party; that has not been done and it is on was read the second time.
that ground we are dissatisfied. I would
fail in my duty if I did not let this HON. MR. DICKEY, suggested to the
Senate know clearly that it is not the small chairman of the Committee to whom th(
Offices for, which we look, but fair and Bill was referred, that he should takt
equitable representation in the Cabinet of into consideration whether it would no
this country. be better to refer it to the Supreme Court

BILLS INTRODUCED. for their opinion as to the regularity o
The following Bills from the House of such legislation.

CoInmons were introduced and read the LAKE SUPERIOR AND JAMES'BAY
first time :- RAILWAY BILL.

Bill (51), "An Act to incorporate the
Synod of the Diocese of Saskatchewan THIRD READING.

and for other purposes connected there- HON. MR. DICKEY moved concur
with." (Sir Alex. Campbell.) rence in the amendments made by th
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Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors to Bill (22), "An Act to incorpo-
rate the Lake Superior and James'- Bay
Railway Company.". He said :-In the
absence of hon. Mr. Scott I have been re-
quested to move that the amendments
proposed by the Railway Committee be
concurred in. I explained them very
fully yesterday and therefore will not
again go into the matter as they evidently
met with the approbation of the House.

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

PLANTERS BANK OF
BILL.

CANADA

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. CARVELL, in the absence
of the hon. Mr. Ogilvie, moved the se-
cond reading of Bill (52), "An Act to in-
corporate the Planters Bank of Canada."
He explained that it was applied for with
a view to have more direct business com-
munication with the West Indies.

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

THE SENATE DEBATES.

FIRST REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE

ADOPTED.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE moved
the adoption of the first report of the
Committee on printing and publishing
the Debates of the Senate. He said :-
This is a report which gentlemen will
observe has been published in the minutes
and is introduced by the Committee on
reporting for the purpose of improving
and enlarging the index of the Senate
Debates. The Committee fou#d on ex-
amining the index that it was not as coin-
plete as was thought desirable, and we
had an offer from a gentleman in one of
the Departments here, Mr. C. Campbell,
who has made a specialty of this work, to
prepare an improved index. He is the
gentleman who in 1879 compiled the
index for the House of Commons
Hansard. His proposition was to give
as an index similar in character, but on a
reduced scale and in proportion to the
size of our volume for our Debates for the
sum of $2oo. We then drew the Messrs.
Holland's attention to the fact, but they

contended that while they were obliged
by their agreement with the Senate, to
provide an index to the Debates, they
were not required by their contract to
prepare such an index as was compiled
by this gentleman for the House of Com-
mons ; but they were willing to allow
$1.oo per page of the printed index,
which may be deducted from the amount
payable to them under their contract and
which would reduce the amount of the
$200 to be paid Mr. Campbell. We
agreed to recommend that this sum should
be paid to Mr. Campbell and it will prob-
ably give us an amended index of the
Debates for the sum of $150. The Com-
mittee think it would be a very valuable
addition as a book of reference and, as
the report states, we have recommended
that sum for the purpose.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I approve
of the suggestion made in the Report of
the Committee. I have looked over the
index of the House of Commons Hansard
and find it of great use for reference, and
I think the price for the service is not
extravagant. I would ask my hon. friend
what the cost of reporting and circulating
the Debates is now as compared with
the former system ?

HoN. MR. MACFARLANE-I do
not understand in what respect.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-What is
the cost of the present system of reporting
the Debates of the Senate compared with
the cost under the old system ? Is it
more or less ?

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-It is a
very slight increase upon the previous
sum under the agreement we have now
with the Messrs. Holland, but the publi-
cation is more prompt and the speeches
delivered in French are reported and
printed in that language. If gentlemen
will look over the Senate Debates they
will notice that the book contains two
indexes, a table of contents at the begin-
ning and an alphabetical index at the end
of the volume. On examining the former
it seemed to us that it was not necessary,
and we agreed to have that struck out
altogether, as has been done in the House
of Commons Hansard.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. M. DICKEY.
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BRITISH AMERICAN ASSURANCE
COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. SMITH moved the second
reading of the Bill (34), "An Act to
' amend and consolidate as amended the

" several Acts relating to the British Ame-
" rican Assurance Company."

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

The Senate adjourned at 5.5o p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, March 27th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

EASTERN EXTENSION RAILWAY
INQUIRY.

lon. MR. WARK inquired:

" Whether Mr. Shanly, to whom was re-
ferred the claim of the Government of New
Brunswick, to be refunded the balance of the
sulins expended on that part of the Intercolo-
rual Railway known as " Eastern Extension"
leported favorably thereon, and if so what
amount he recommended to be paid to New-
Brunswick, and whether the Government
intend to pay the same ?"

He said :-This question refers to the
railway which was undertaken in accord-
ance with an agreement between the
people of the United States, the people of
New Brunswick, and the people of Nova
Scotia to construct' a road to connect the
United States railways with Halifax, and
shorten the ocean route. In pursuance of
this arrangement we first built the middle
section of our line to connect St. John
with the Gulf of St. Lawrence at Shediac
as a government work. We subsidised a
Company to meet the railway from the
United States at the boundary in which
we investeil $1,200,ooo-$1o,ooo a mile,
and $300,6oo stock. Our Government
then agreed with the Government of Nova
Scotia to build the connecting link at the
Other end. Nova Scotia was to build from
Truro up to the boundary, and we had to

build from near the Shediac and to meet
the Nova Scotia line. Both governments
let the work by contract, and the con-
tractors on the New Brunswick end com-
menced work about the time we entered
Confederation. After a while it was found
that those two sections being built in New'
Brunswick and Nova Scotia would form
part of the Intercolonial railway. Nova
Scotia stopped, and did not go on with
their work. We had advanced too far,
and when the road was well on towards
being finished the Dominion Government
agreed to take it off the hands of the Gov.
ernment of New Brunswick, but at a price
which was fixed very low. The Commise
sioners were then of the opinion that,
having let contracts on the Intercolonial,
they could get the road built for $24,ooo a
mile, and they advised the Dominion
Government to offer New Brunswick
$24,ooo a mile. That offer was -made
with the alternative that if it was not ac-
cepted they'would go on and build one
of their own, which would be a rival line.
Of course the offer was accepted. We
were subsidizing this road to the extent of
$1o,ooo a mile; but under the arrange-
ment, out of $24,ooo which the Dominion
Government paid us, all that our Govern.
ment got was $25o,ooo instead of
$400,ooo. The Intercolonial Railway
cost much more than the price fixed at
that time. Nova Scotia having made no
progress with their contract, it, was handed
over to the Dominion Government, and
that section was built throughout at the
expense of the Dominion Government.
We think the Dominion Government
ought to pay us the amount we invested
in that portion of the line which fell to
them. I put my question on account of
having seen a message sent down by
the Lieutenant Governor of New Bruns-
wick two years ago. On the 2oth April
188o, a message was sent down, and a
resolution with respect to the building of
the new parliament buildings. The reso.
lution is to this effect:-

" Resolved-That in view of the anticipated
favorable settlement, during the recess, of the
claim of thiR Province 'upon the Dominion
Government in regard to the Eastern Exten-
sion Railway (so called) whereby the means
for payment of the said Building, may be ob-
tained, it is desirable that meantime the Gov-
ernor in Council effect, and they are hereby
authorized to effect a temporary loan or ad-
vance from the Dominion Government, or
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any other source they may see fit for such
sume as may be required to meet the cost of
construction of the said Building, not exceed-
ing, however, the said amount of seventy-five
thousand dollars."

On the strength of this resolution, from
which it appears that the Lieutenant Gov-
ernor and his Council were well satisfied
that the sum of $15o,ooo would be paid,
they have gone on and built a very beau-
tiful building at a cost I am told-fitting
up and all-of '$125,000, which would
absorb most of this amount. This reso-
lution contained the opinion which was
held by Lieutenant Governor Wilmot,
lately a member of the Dominion Gov-
ernment and speaker of this Senate,
and his Council two years ago. A mem-
ber of that Government made a speech
in the New Brunswick Assembly a
few days ago in which he said :-" I met
"Mr. Shanly in Halifax and I have confi-
'dence that his report will be favorable
"and satisfactory." Now this is the opin-
ion of a member of the New Brunswick
Government at this date, and the other
is. the opinion which was entertained by
the Lieutenant Governor Wilmot and his
Council two years. I think therefore, as
negotiations have been going on so long
about this matter, that the Government
ought to be prepared now to give a favora-
ble answer to the question I have put.

HON. MR., AIKINS-The piece of
road to which my hon. friend refers cost
the New Brunswick Government, I be-
lieve, $400,ooo ; but for the purposes of
the Intercolonial Railway it was valued,
andconsidered to be only worth, $2 50,000,
and the question at that time was whether
the New Brunswick Government would
take the sum of $25o,ooo, or whether the
the Government of Canada would build
an independent line; and the Govern-
ment of New Brunswick, I believe, at that
time acquiesced so far as to say that they
would take whatever this portion of the
road might beconsideredto be worth. I be-
lieve these are the facts as they occurred.
The answer to the question as put by my
hon. friend is this :-the matter is still in
the hands of the Minister of Railways,
who will give it careful attention. Mr.
Shanly was called to report on it confiden-
tially for the Minister's information; it
was merely a confidential report and-as
it is now in the hands of the Ministers of

Railways-until it is considered by the
Government, it cannot be brought down.

HON. MR. WARK-I am surprised at
the answer to my question. This was
one of the claims on the list which was
referred to Mr. Shanly. Why this should
be looked upon as a private report,
more than any of the others, I can-
not understand. The hon. Minister
of Inland Revenue states that the
Government gave New Brunswick its
choice, but that New Brunswick need not
have accepted this offer; I contend that
there was no alternative. It was out of
the question that there should be a rival
road built, and they had to accept what
was offered ; but at the same time they
accepted it on the understanding that
the Dominion Government would build
the whole road at $24,ooo per mile. The
road has not been built at that price, nor
at $3o,ooo per mile, and I think New
Brunswick is entitled to the same price
as that which the adjoining section in
Nova Scotia cost the Dominion.

SAULT STE MARIE BRIDGE BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. READ rose to move the
third reading of Bill (43) " An Act to in-
corporate the Sault Ste Marie Bridge
Company." He said: When this Bill
was before the Senate the other day, the
Govemment raised some objections to it
and said it would be necessary to add a
clause. I have one prepared which bas
received the approval of the leader of the
Government in this House. It is as
follows :

" The Company shall not commence the
actual erection of the said bridge until an
act of the Congress of the Unite States of
America has been pased consenting to or
approving of the bridging of the said river,
but the Company shal have the power in the
meantime to acquire the lands, submit their
plans to the Governor in Council and do all
other the matters and things authorized by
this Act except the commencing of the actual
construction or erection of the bridge, and
the time for completion of the work as fixed
by this Act shall run from the date of the
passing of said Act of said Congress."

I move the adoption of the clause.

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

HON MR. WAIUC.
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AMERICAN ELECTRIC LIGHT
COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

ION. MR. GIBBS moved the second
reading of Bill (79), " An Act to incorpo-
rate the American Electric Light Com-
Pany of Canada." He said--The Bill is
for the purpose of manufacturing machin-
ery, apparatus and instruments for the
Manufacture, sale and distribution of
electricity for the purposes of light, heat,
and power. The Bill empowers the Com-
pany to purchase, sell or lease such ma-
chinery, and also gives the Company
authority to construct and operate neces-
sary works for the production of electricity
and to hold real estate requisite for the
Purposes of the Company.

HON. MR. POWER-Under our rules
the House has power, at the second read-
ing, to refer a bill, as to the constitution-
ality of which there is any doubt, to the
Supreme Court of Canada or any two
judges thereof for their opinion, and I
respectfully suggest to the hon. gentleman
Who has charge of this Bill, that it is one
which should be referred for that purpose
now. If it is not referred now it might
be treated as another Bill has been report-
ed by the Standing Orders and Private
Bills Committee with a recommendation
that it be referred to the Supreme Court
-and I think it will expedite matters if
the reference is now made. This is the
regular stage. It is to the knowledge of
other hon. gentlemen, as well as myself,
that a very long discussion took place in
the House of Commons as to the consti-
tutionality of this Bill and the other on the
Orders of the Day, the Edison Electric
Light Bill. Some very high authorities
in that House were of opinion that these
Bills should be passed by the Local Legis-
latures and not by the Dominion Parlia-
ment, the work that they are to do being
local-that although it may be done in
different provinces the work in each pro-
vince is of a local nature and not work
which extends from one province into
another. Then the companies are given
certain rights with regard to the use of
streets and real estate. On both these
grounds the Bills are supposed to be
tneasures which should be more properly
Passed by the Local Legislatures. On the

other side it is contended that as the
companies propose to do business in
more provinces than one they should
come to this House for their charters. It
seems to me it would be better to have
this matter settled now than at a later
stage or after these companies get their
Acts of Incorporation. If the hon. gentle.
man has no objections I will move that
this Bill be referred to the Supreme
Court or two judges thereof for their
opinion.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-This ques.
tion was discussed in the other Hous-e
and the conclusion was arrived at that the
Dominion Parliament had full power and
authority to legislate in this direction. I
think, after the full consideration which
was given to the point which is now raised
by my hon. friend, it will probably work
injustice to the parties who are seeking to
be incorporated by this Bill, if his motion
be adopted. I cannot see any force in
his objection, and, therefore. I cannot
possibly support his motion.

HON. MR. GIBBS-I trust the Bill wi4
be allowed to go the second reading, and
be referred to the Standing Orders and
Private Bills' Committee, where this quesm
tion can be properly discussed, and, if the
committee consider that the Bill should bc
referred to the Supreme Court, the refer,
ence can then be made. That is the
course which has been pursued with,
reference to bills of a similar character. I
trust, therefore, that the hon. gentleman
will waive his objection, and let the bill be
read the second time and referred to the
committee.

HON. MR. DICKEY-This question
has been up on several occasions, and the
singular anomaly has been pointed out
that we were called upon to affirm the
principle of a bill, and afterwards to refer
it to the Supreme Court. The rule for-
merly required the reference to be made
before the second reading, but it was
changed, and it now reads as fpllows:-

"At any time before the passing of any
rivate bill, the same may,if the Senate thin

Bt, be referred to the Supreme Court for ex-
amination and report as to any point or mat-
ter in connection with such bill expressed in
the order of reference."

During this session we have acted upon
that, and a bill has passed the, sqcond,
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reading and been referred to the commit-
tee, and the committee has recommended
to the House that it should be referred to
the Supreme Court-I allude to the Que-
bec Timber Bill-and the House acted
upon that report. I think that would be
the proper course to pursue in this case.

HON. MR. BUREAU-My hon. friend,
in such an important matter as this, ought
to have given some notice of his motion.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-I think the
principal objection to the motion as made,
is that the hon. gentleman ought to state
in the order of reference the point on
which the opinion of the judges is to be
asked. The simple resolutiorn that it
should be referred to the judges, without
stating the order of reference, is irregular.
Peyhaps, under the circumstances, the
hon-gentleman will allow the Bill to be
read the second time, and referred to the
Private Bills' Committee.

HON. MR. AIKINS-I think that in
this case, as in others, we should be uni-
form as far as possible. Now, when the
Bill to which the attention of the House
has been called by the hon. gentleman
from Amherst-the Quebec Timber Bill-
was read the second time, and referred to
the committee, a sub-committee was
appointed specially to, take that class of
cases into considerati&n. I think it would
be well to follow the same course
now, and if the sub-committee thought it
desirable that the Bill should be referred
to the Supreme Court they would so
report to the committee, and the com-
mittee would make the recommendation
to the House.

HON. MR. POWER-I have no very
great interest in the matter before us, but
the old rule, which has been altered, was
that the bill should be referred at the
second reading. Hon. gentlemen will see
the propriety of that, because when we
read a bill-the second time, we affirm the
principle of it.

HON. MR. AIKINS-Not a private bill.

HON. MR. POWER-We affirm the
principle and therefore it seems to me,
strictly speaking, that the second reading
is the proper stage at which to make the

HoN. MR. Dicmm.

reference. I do not think the objection
raised by the hon. gentleman from De
Lorimier (Mr Bureau) has any force; I do
not think that notice of a motion like
this is neeessary. I think, however, that
the hon. Senator from New Brunswick
(Mr. Botsford) is right in saying that the
reason for the reference should have been
stated, and I had proposed to do so, but
the order was called before I had time to
prepare the motion. I have no special
hostility to these Bills, and my motion
was made rather in their interest than
otherwise, because it seems to me there
would be less loss of time by making the
reference now and getting the opinion of
the judges of the Supreme Court at once,
than by referring the Bills to the com-
mittee, who would have to refer them to
a sub-committee and afterwards report
them back to the House to be dealt with
again. I think the course which I have
suggested would be the shortest and best.

HoN. MR. MACFARLANE-The
sub-committee might come to the con-
clusion that the reference to the Supreme
Court would not be necessary, and in that
case it would be an advantage to have the
Bills read now and referred to the
committee.

HON. MR. MILLER-The absurdity
of affirming the principle of a Bill and
then referring it to the Supreme Court, as
pointed out by the hon. Senator from
Halifax (Mr Power) must be apparent to
any one who has given the subject any
consideration whatever. If you read a
Bill the second time you adopt the prin-
ciple of it, and that is why the old rule
required the referenee to be made before
the second reading. It is no argument to
say that, because an irregularity was fallen
into the other day with reference to the
Quebec Timber Bill, we should make that
a precedent for another irregularity.

HON. MR. AIKINS-It is no irregu-
larity under our rules, because a Bill may
be referred at any stage.

HON. MR. MILLER-But the object
of the great latitude given by the rule, is

'to meet cases which may arise after the
second reading and where objection was
not taken before the second reading, and
it is as well perhaps that the rule is as
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broad as it is at present; but in a case
Where the constitutionality of a Bill is
questioned, if there is really any ground
for the contention, this is certainly the
Proper time to make the reference. I do
flot rnean to say that there is any sufficient
ground for referring this Bill to the Su-
Preme Court, in fact I am rarely inclined
to refer any Bill to them unless there is
somne urgent necessity for doing so. I
think we should divest ourselves of as
httle as possible of the powers which we
Possess, but still I think the construction
Placed upon the rule by the hon. Senator
from Halifax (Mr Power) is the right one.

ION. MR. GIRARD-I object to the
Principle of frequent reference of bills to
the Supreme Court. We are here to legis-
late and express our opinions on the ques-
tions which come before us. The principle
of this Bill is that certain parties ask power
to Manufacture machinery, etc, for the pro-
duction, sale, and distribution of electri-
cIty for purposes of light, heat and power.
There is no dificulty in admitting that
Principle in the limits of the Dominion.
It seems to me the wisest course would be
to refer the measure to the Commitee on
Private Bills and the question can there
be decided, whether there is sufficient cause
for referring it to the Supreme Court or

ot. We are here acting as a court and
it seems to me that it is our duty to de-
cide on these questions instead of referring
them to the judges of the Supreme Court.
There may be occasions where such refer-
ence should be made but in such cases it
would be better to let the Commitee make
the recommendation and the House can
then act upon it. I therefore object to
the motion.

The amendment was withdrawn and the
Bill was read the second time and refer-
red to the Commitee on Standing Orders
and Private Bills.

EDISON ELECTRIC LIGHT COM-
PANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE moved the
second reading of Bill (46), "An Act to
incorporate the Edision Electric Light
Company of Canada."

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read the second time-

The Senate adjourned at 4.10 p.mn.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, March 28th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock, p.m.

. Prayers and routine proceedings.

SASKATCHEWAN AND PEACE
RIVER RAILWAY COM-

PANY'S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the Stand-
ing Committee on Railways, Telegraphs
and Harbors, reported Bill (26), "An Act
to incorporate the Saskatchewan and
Peace River Railway Company," with cer-
tain amendments.

It was ordered that the report be taken
into consideration to-morrow.

NIAGARA GRAND ISLAND BRIDGE
COMPANY.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the Stand-
ing Commtttee on Railways, Telegraphs
and Harbors, reported Bill (48), "An Act
respecting the Niagara Grand Island
Bridge Company," without amendment.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE moved
that the Bill be now read the third time.

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

DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER MAR-
RIAGE BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. FERRIER moved the se.
cond reading of Bill (9), " An Act con.
cerning marriage with a deceased wife's
sister." He said :-Two years ago when
this Bill was before the House, it was
unfortunately placed in my hands. I then
expressed jny regret that it was put in my
charge, because I felt that I was quite
unable to do justice to the measure, and,
to-day I feel precisely in the sane posi
tion. I regret exceedingly that the Bill is
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not in the hands of a man who has the
ability necessary to submit it to the House
in a proper manner. Although the Bill
was thrown out by a majority of two on
the previous occasion. I felt no regret
because it has given the time for conside-
ration which was asked for on that occa-
sion by the armendment so admirably
drawn by my hon. friend from Amherst
(Mr. Dickey). It is well that this Senate
should invariably take care that no hasty
legislation is adopted, and therefore, I
felt perfectly satisfied regarding the
decision of the House on that occasion.
Instead of only the one year that was
asked for by my hon. friend, and others
who viewed it in the same light, being
taken for a further consideration of this
measure, two years have been allowed.
The gentleman who introduced the Bill
in the House of Commons was consulted
last year, and after considerable enquiry
I was glad to learn that he had come to
the conclusion that it would be better to
let the Bill stand for another year, so that
there could be no excuse regarding the
pushing of it through the House this
session. That delay was granted, and
since then I have been more convinced
than ever of the necessity of the measure.
I was asked by an honorable member of
this House the other day whether I was
acting conscientiously regarding this Bill.
I told him that if I had not perfectly
settled that question with myself my name
would never have been attached to this
measure. It is a question that was
qettled in my mind many years
ago. I have had no relations of
Sy own nor anything connected
with my own family to lead me to
that conclusion; but I have had many
friends in a position that required this
measure of relief, and I am perfectly satis-
fied from what has come under my own
observation, not only within the last two
years, but during many years past, that
this legislation is necessary. I have cer-
tainly given more attention to it of late
years than formerly, and to the hard-
ships that many families have to endure
for the want of the relief which this
measure will afford. I quite understand
that members of the Roman Catholic
Church are in a better position than the
members of some other churches in this
respect; because they can obtain a dispen-
sation to carry out what they sdesire in

relation to marriage with a deceased
wife's sister. It appears to me, though,
that this Bill will be a great relief even to
them. Because, although they may get
authority for such marriages, that does not
settle the legal question in reference to
their children, and I know very well the
difficulty a family that I am acquain ed
with have had regarding the property totbe
left to their children and the trouble they
experienced in having that question settled.
It is only a very short time ago since the
w'fe of an intimate friend of mine in
Montreal died; her sister had been living
in the house, for a number of years and
taking care of the children with his wife.
Two years after his wife's death, fearing to
bring in another woman to take charge
of his family, he proceeded to Kingston
and married his deceased wife's sister.
But he had to go back to Montreal to
attend to his business and he found himself
in this position "I have got married legally
under the laws of Ontario butin Quebec I am
in a different positionregardingmyfamily."
Of course men in poor circumstances are
unable to do what people in better circurn-
stances can accomplish by getting proper
writings drawn up when they have an ad-
dition to their family. These are matters
for which a remedy ought to be provided.
I am perfectly satisfied that the Roman
Catholic Church in giving a dispensation
to a man to marry his deceased wife's sis-
ter does not give a dispensation to remedy
what it considers the law of God ; whatever
rules it may adopt I am quite sure it is not
adopting them in direct opposition to the
laws of God. Therefore I think the dis-
pensation is perfectly right ; but in passing
this Bill the members of that church will
have a law in reference to their families
which will put them in a much better po-
sition legally without the exposure that
they undergo under the present system.
I am sure it is quite unnecessary
for me to say any more in reference to
this measure. Some nineteen members
spoke on the subject two years ago and I
do not think there is much change of senti-
ment in reference to it except in the minds
of those who at that time did not consider
the measure necessary. There is no
necesssity for me to quote authorities,
and I shall not detain the House at pre-
sent any further. Therefore I beg to move
the second reading of the Bill, seconded
by my hon. friend Mr. Botsford.

RoN. MF. FERiJEI.
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HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I must say
I regret very much that I am obliged to
oppose this Bill. I feel it all the more
because the hon. gentleman who has charge t
of the measure is the last in this House I
With whom I would wish to disagree; but t
I feel that having been one of the framers
of the constitution ; that being one
of those who undertook the great respon-
sibility of uniting the provinces of the Do-
minion and making the contract between
them, it is my duty to maintain the con-
stitution according to its true intent and
mneaning as understood by the framers of
the British North America Act. I regret
the position I am now obliged to take, all
the more because I am in favor of the
principle of the Bill.

Hon. Gentlemen-Hear! Hear!

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I am in fa-
Vor of the Bill. The church to which I
belong considers that the exception which
it takes to these marriages is only a matter
of discipline ; that it is only an ecclesiasti-
cal rule she has made and which she may
dispense with under certain circumstances,
.though I am bound to say that
the Bill as it now stands is not quite ac-
ceptable to me, because there is an excep-
tion in it which to my mind there is no
reason for. Nevertheless, as we say in
French, "when we cannot have the whole
we must take what is given." I have also
another objection to the Bill, but it is one
which I might possibly waive because
I knew full well that I could not carry
-my point. The reason why I oppose this
Bill is because of its unconstitutionality,
and I say that the Dominion Parliament
has no right to legislate on this subject :
I can not suppose for a moment that the
gentlemen who are now at the head of
this country, members of the Government
of the day, would be untrue to those for
whom they spoke in 1867. On the con-
trary I have no doubt that to-day they will
be ready to sustain the position that they
took at the time of Confederation-
and what was that position ? If we
refer to the report of the Confed-
eration Debates in 1867 we will see,
that the head of the present Gov-
eriment and some of the gentle-
men who are now with him in the
Cabinet pledged their honor that the reso-
lutions then submitted to the House and

which formed the basis of Confederation,
giving to this Parliament some jurisdiction
over marriages, would never be utilized in
he way this Bill proposes it shall be used.
may say now that since the opening of

his session I had intended opposing this
Bill, but my resolution failed me, and to-
day I had almost abandoned what I con-
sider now to be my duty ; and I may
say that the more I think of the question
the more I am led to believe that I can-
not sit silent and allow this Bill to
pass unopposed. When I look at the
Confederation Debates I find the follow-
ing language reported. Hon. Mr. Cauchon
says:-

"Marriage presents itself to us here under
another as et -that is, marriage with regard
to civil effects. This project attributes the
civil laws and legisiation as to property to
the local legislatures. Now, marriage, con-
8idered as a civil contract, becomes neces-
sarily a part of these laws, and, I might even
say, it eflects the entire civil code, contain-
ing in its broadest sense ail the marriage
acte, all the qualities and conditions required
to allow marriage to be contracted, all the
fornalities relative to its celebration, all its
nullifying causes, ail its obligations,
its dissolution, the separation of the
body, its causes and effects; in a
word, all the possible consequences tha
can result from marriage to the contracting
parties, their children and their estates.
(Hear, hear.) If such had been the intention
of the delegates, we might as well say that
the civil laws will not be one of the attri-
butes of our Local Legislature, and that the
words 'Property and civil rights,' have been
placed ironically in the fifteenth section of
the forty-third clause of the scheme. But I
was sure beforehand that such could not be
the case when the Honorable Solicitor Gen-
eral for Lower Canada declared the other
day, in the name of the Government, that the
word marriage, inserted in the- project of
Confederation, expresses the intention to give
to the Federal Parliament the power to de-
clare that niarriages contracted in any one
of the provinces according to its laws, should
be considered as valid in ail the others. Then
am I to nnderstand that that part of the Con-
stitution relating to this question will be
dratted in the sense expressed in the declara-
tion of the Honorable Solicitor General, and
will be restricted to the case mentioned ?''

"HON. SOL. GEN. LANGEVIN-I made,
Mr. Speaker, the other day in the name of
the Government, the declaration now alluded
to by the honorable member for Montmorency
relative to the question of marriage. The
explanation then given by me exactly ac-
cords with that which was affixed to it at the
Québec Conference. It ie undoubted that the
resolutions laid before this honorable Rouse
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contain in all things only the principles on
which the bill or measure respecting Confed-
eration will be based. I can assure the hon.
mnember that the explanations I gave the
other evening relative to the question of mar-
nage, are perfectly exact and that the Impe-
rial Act relating to it will be drawn up in
accordance with the interpretation I put upon

"H oN. Ma. DORION-I thought I under-
stood from some one, whom I had reason to
consider well informed, that that article was
intended to protect nixed marriages."

"HON. SOL. GEN. LANGEVIN-In order
that I may be better understood by the hon.
member, I will read the written declaration
which I communicated to the House the
other evening. This declaration reads as
follows:

'The word marriage has been plaeed in the draft of the
' proposed Constitution to invest the Federal Parliainent
' with the right of declaring what niarriages shall be
' held and deemed to be valid throughout the whole ex-
' tent of the Confederaey without, however, interfering
'in any particular with the doctrines or rites of the
'religious creeds to which the contracting parties may
'belong.'

Look at the precautions which the
Minister, Hon. Solicitor General Langevin,
then took ! Having stated that he was
the mouthpiece of the Government
of that day and of all the delegates from
the several provinces then to be united,
he said -

"In order that no doubt may exist res-
pecting it, I have given to the reporters
the very text of the declaration."

You will see, therefore, that at the tirne
the members who were taking upon them-
selves the responsibility of what is now un
fait accompli, took precautions that the
great and most important question of
marriage would be left to the Provinces,
and if the Government of that day had
not said so in the plainest aud most ex-
plicit manner, the Confederation resolu-
tions would never have been passed, be-
cause Lower Canada would have opposed
them, and without that Province there
would not have been a majority in their
favor. If we consent to this legislation
to-day, what will be our position? We
will be acknowledging that any ques-
tion relating to marriage can be
settled by this Parliament. If we
sanction this measure, another one
may be introduced to-morrow to. remove
the restrictions existing under our civil
and religious laws in Quebec. If you
permit the marriage of a man with his de-
ceased wife's sister to-day, you may find

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE,

to-morrow that the other six or seven im-
pediments to marriage in that Province,
exist no longer as legal impediments
These are the reasons why, after carefully
considering the question, and after a con-
flict with myself as to whether I should
rise to speak against - the measure, I
decided at the eleventh hour to do so, and
to explain why I am obliged to vote
against the bill. The hon. gentleman who
moved the second reading says that this
measure is one which he can conscientiously
support : having studied the subject
deeply, I have come to the conclusion
that it is one which I must conscientiously
oppose-one which, as a member who
shared the responsibility of bringing about
the union of these Provinces, I could not
sanction by my vote. I have, up to the
present moment, been speaking 'of the
spirit of the law, and the intention of
those who framed the Confederation Act
and it is by the intentions of the framers
of a law that you learn its true intent and
meaning. I have shown what the inten
tion was in this case, and that if we pass
this bill to-day, it will be ultra vires since
it is in contradiction to the spirit of the
British North America Act. But I go fur-
ther: if my memory serves me, the Judi-
cial Committee of the Privy Council in
England, in a judgment on an important
case, expressed the view which I take on
this point, inareferencewhichthey made to
these very clauses of the British North
America Act. I am quite sure that the
position which I have assumed cannot be
controverted, and I am therefore obliged
either to ask that a vote be taken on the
second reading, or to move that the mat-
ter be referred to the Supreme Court, for
their opinion. An objection was raised
yesterday to such a motion, because no
notice of it had been given, and I admit
that I have not given any notice in this
case. I had one prepared yesterday, but
as I have said, I did not finally make up
my mind to take the course which I am
now pursuing until the last moment. My
opinion is that notice for a motion of this
kind is not necessary. I do not think
there is any rule which calls for it. There
is no rule providing for the reference of
public bills, but doubts may arise with
respect to them, as they sometimes arise
with regard to private bills, another mo-
tion for reference then comes in as a
matter of course.
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HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-My
hon. friend is mistaken in supposing that
there is any possibility of referring such a
bill as this to the Supreme "Court under
the statute which provides for the refer-
ence of private bills only.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-It is true
the Supreme Court Act provides only for
the reference of private bills, but while
the Act does not provide for the reference
of public bills, the opinions of the judges
upon them will be just as good as if the
law made such a provision, and therefore
there can be no objection to the reference
Of this measure.

If there is opposition to the reference,
then I shall feel forced to move that this
Bill be not now read the second time.
I wish to explain that my intention in
llaking such a motion is not to oppose the
Principle of the Bill, but to oppose the
tendency towards centralisation which is
evinced by those who are working for the
Bill. We consider theyoughttobeworking
rather for that which we all contemplated
at the time of Confederation, viz: the
giving to the Provinces their rights and at
the same time conserving those of
the Dominion.

HON. MR. SMITH-It was not my
intention to say a word on this matter,
and it was not my good fortune to be
present in the House when the vote was
taken some two years ago. However,
iniasmuch as I find that the law of the
Church to which I belong has no particu-
lar objection to this measure, I have made
!iP my mind to support the Bill. I am
im'pelled to this course by the feeling that
I want my people to have no greater
rights and privileges than my fellow-men
Of other denominations in this country.
The last speaker said "refer this back to
the Local Legislatures," but if you refer
it back to those Legislatures there are
8one Provinces in this Dominion that
Would very possibly suffer, in consequence
Of a prejudice against * this measure; but
by passing this legislation here aý a united
Parliament to-day we may do a great and
Proper measure of justice to many who
are now laboring under the disabilities
Which this Bill is intended to remove.
Therefore I think it is but reasonable and
right that we should consider this measure
carefully, and not force our views on the

Protestant community by giving expression
to any sectarian feelingwhich mightmilitate
against the passing of the Bill. I repeat
that the law of my church does not forbid
it and I say that in all justice to those
who are suffering under disadvantages at
present, we should do them the great
benefit which this Bill contemplates; in
following such a course I am sure we will
not be transgressing any law of God. If
we referred this matter to the Local Legis-
latures it is very likely that the people of
thé Province of Quebec would not be
granted this relief, and my Protestant
fellow-men in that Province would be
laboring under a hardship perhaps for all
time to come. By my vote to-day I shall
be aiding to some extent in relieving them
from such a disability; it is my desire to
do so, and I shall therefore support
the Bill.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-It is
necessary to have discussion upon all
questions which are brought before Par-
liament, but I believe the feeling of this
House is, that after the discussions which
have taken place here and in the Imperial
Parliament upon this great public question
it is not desirable to have any lengthened
debate upon the subject. This question
has been before the Imperial House of
Commons seven times, and was carried
there by a large majority, being defeated
in the House of Lords on one occasion
by a majority of only eleven against it.
On that occasion I happened to be pres-
ent in the House of Lords and by a
somewhat strange coincidence there hap-
pened to be eleven bishops of the Church
of England in their seats : if they had
been absent a bill almost the -same as
that now before us would have been car-
ried by both Houses of the Imperial
Parliament. I have no doubt that we
shall to-day have hon. members of this
House expressing their honest convictions
and especially the views of their churches,
of their bishops and their clergy, upon
this measure; and while there is no
member of the church to which I belong
who is disposed to treat with greater
respect the views of its bishops and clergy,
still as an humble member of this House
I conceive it to be my duty always to
adhere to my own convictions upon any
public question. Now let us look at
what has been the opinion of the churches
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in the past. In the eleventh century the
Council of London forbade marriage with
the kin of a deceased wife within seven
degrees: in the fifteenth century we find
that the Council of Westminster forbade
marriage even with the daughter of god-
father! Such has been the opinion held
in past years, but we know that as the
world goes on, opinion changes with' re-
gard to those great questions. Now what
the law should forbid, but does not-and
I take this opportunity of stating it-is a
man marrying any flesh of his flesh or
blood of his blood. Such marriages are
forbidden by a higher power, and the evil
effects of them are frequently manifested.
I have witnesses of (hem in one of the Im-
perial families of Europe-in the house
of Hapsburg-where they have been mar-
rying and intermarrying for generations;
and it is often the case that a man having
married his cousin it has produced imbe-
cility in the children. I have witnessed it
in one of the Emperors of Europe. We
have seen in private circles cases where
men have married their first cousins, no
doubt from affection, and most lamentable
results-not only imbecility but great phys-
ical dçfects-have followed; to which I
need not more particularly refer. The
law should certainly prevent such marria-
ges ; I wonder that the church does not
speak out on that subject, and that Par-
liament does not take action upon it and
decide that no man shall marry his first
cousin-who is blood of his blood and
flesh of his flesh. We should enact
human laws in this direction, for it is
manifest that it is opposed to Divine Reve-
lation and Divine Law, and it certainly
would be for the well-being, happiness and
comfort of mankind. Now, let us see
how this is likely to affect society in our
circumstances-the proposal to allow
a man to marry the sister of his deceased
wife. Let us take the circumstances of
society in this Dominion, because we are
differently placed here from the people in
England. I can quiteunderstand the preju-
dices which exist amongst the higher
nobility and gentry of England, and in the
state of society there, against the passing
of this law; but the circumstances of our
civilization upon this continent are differ-
ent. We have seen some of the leading
men of this country, who, when they have
had the misfortune to lose their wives,
have been obliged to go to the United

States to marry the sister of their de-
ceased wife, to whom they have been at-
tached. Those marriages have taken
place ; but we have seen no church in this
country raise its voice against the practice,
and such families stand in the highest
position and retain the respect of their
neighbors. I have seen in my own neigh-
borhood wealthy, respectable and leading
farmers members of the Baptist and the
Wesleyan churches, both highly respect-
able bodies, go to the United States tO
contract such marriages ; and when theY
have returned have they been less res-
pected by their church and by their
neighbors ? Why they have stood in so-
ciety as if this Bill had passed. That 15
the position of things among the better
classes of society; and if this Bill were to
pass no evil results would follow, for we
know that marriages contracted in the
manner referred to have been attended
with all the blessings of ordinary marriages.
Then let us look at the poor. We find the
poor struggling with troubles, and everY
calamity in life. A poor man with half
a dozen children may have the misfortune
to lose his wife, and perhaps there may ble
a sister of his deceased wife attached tO
the children ; I ask what can be more
natural than that the man should marry
the sister of his late wife who would take
a deeper interest in his children than anY
other woman ? These being the facts with
reference to the state of society in the new
world, how can I bring myself to vote
against this Bill ? I cannot see that it will be
fraught with any evil to society, and there
is no law either in the Old or New Test-
ament against it. It is perhaps true that
some bishops and clergy have recorn-
mended their people to oppose the Bill;
but we are acting simply as members Of
the Senate, and citizens of the country,
having the heavy responsibility resting
upon us of doing our duty here in our jU-
dicial character according to our convic-
tions.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I cannot
agree with the remarks of my hon. friend
who spoke last (Mr. Alexander) and whO
thought that this House would not be dis-
posed to listen to any debate or to any
lengthened discussion, upon thismatter. It
is a subject of such vital importance, affect-
ing as it does our whole social relations,
that I hold this House should pause and

HON. MR. ALEXANDER.
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cOnsider well before it commits itself to
what, iany of us at least, consider to be
a violation of law, unscriptural and wrong.

Y contention, when this Bill came up
to us before, was that I believed it would
'.erfere with family relationships, besides
being unscriptural; thatthoserelationships
Which are at present shielded by law would
be affected. The sister-in-law would be
"'0 longer the sister-in-law of to-day; her
cOnduct would be open to suspicion and
Subject to doubt. Those were my views
then, and after two years consideration,
aInd discussion of the matter with persons
of various opinions, I have only been con-
fied in my belief. It seems to me that
i YOU pass this law you do away with that
cordial, and close fiducial relationship
which exists between families to-day, that
ae connected by marriage. My hon.
.end from Toronto, (Mr. Smith) who has
lust spoken seems inclined to support
thi8 Bill because of his sympathy for those
who are now suffering from the alleged
hardships which the measure before us is
Iltended to remove. No doubt there
'1 ay be some cases of suffering, but I do
nIot believe that this Parliament is right
I passing an act to relieve those who
have openly violated the law, and we
should not allow our sympathies to be in-
fluenced to the extent of legislating in a
'latter which many of us consider to be
of such vital importance. I must state
n1Y conviction that the very sympathy to
whichmyhon. friend alludedhashada very
great influence, at least in originating the
OPPOsition to the present law. Considera-
tionl for those in that unfortunate position,
'd for the offspring of such marriages,

as entered too largely into the arguments
used in this debate both now and in the
Past ;and I feel we cannot be too care-
fu in giving our consent to any legislation
Which will have the result of changing thelaw under which our social relations have
been so long preserved, and which I be-
ieve has been productive of so much
ood. There has been placed in my hand

tO)day a pamphlet published in Montreal,
1 believe, by the Marriage Law Reform
Association. No doubt that association
1s a good one but it has originated from
that feeling of giving relief to those
who have placed themselves beyond
the pale of the law. The society has for
its object the, legalising of marriages that
were illegaland makingthe issue ofsuch mar-

riageslegitimate. Itisverywellif wecan do
that without violating what we consider a
solemn and binding obligation' uponus
viz:- -the protecting of society from what
we consider to be dangerous and wrong.
My hon. friend from Woodstock spoke
of the. state of the law in England, and
went back to the eleventh and fifteenth
centuries. The spirit of that age seemed
to be that a person should not marry
even his god-father's daughter, but we
must not consider ourselves the slavish
imitators of England, or the legislation of
England, in this matter. We find that
the law still exists there which was intro-
duced with Christianity into that country
prohibiting these marriages; but the hon.
gerleman says if it had not been for some
reason-what it is I really forget-the Bill
which is now proposed would be the law in
England. Well, if it would be, the concen-
sus of public opinion there would be directly
opposed to it, and I may just cite how the
votes have stood in the mother country
on this subject. The largest vote ever
given in favorofabill ofthis kind was oi,
in the House of Lords, whose full comple
ment of members is 46o ; and in the Im-
perial House of Commons, where it has
been passed on several occasions, the two
largest votes ever cast in its favor were on
one occasion 243, and on another 177-
while the full House contains 650
members.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-Has my
hon. friendthe numberwhovoted against it?

HON. MR. KAULBACH-When a Bill
of this kind is pressed upon in Parliament
it is presumed that all who have voted for
a bill are in favor of it, and all who abstain
from voting are against the Bill; therefore
it stands to reason that only one third of
the members were in favor of it, and my
hon. friend cannot strengthen his position
by referring to the decisions or the argu-
ments niade use of in England. We know
that as often as this measure has come up
it has been defeated, and that by decisive
majorities, and I cannot see, while we
take our rules and precedents and a great
deal of our legislation on other subjects
from England, that there are any different
circumstances to suggest to us that the
laws of England, so long established coeval
with Christianity itself, should be violated
and that we should set up a new code of
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laws regarding marriage which would be
opening the door to other evils of grave
import.

All parties agree that the Divine law
forbids blood relations marrying. That no
woman shall marry a descendant of her
own father or mother, or a man a descen-
dant of his father or mother. This is a
very plain principle and is sustained by
common sense and reason. Although the
Bible does not expressly forbid marrying in
all these cases, yet it gives examples
enough to show us this is the principle
intended to be applied to every case.

Yet we also find more cases of relations
by marriage or affinity forbidden and now
more strictly enforced under our Christian
dispensation. Under the table of degrees
and the 9 9th canon of the Church of
England a woman shall not marry those
blood relations of her deceased husband
whom she could not marry if they were
her own blood relations-and a man shall
not marry those blood relations of his
deceased wife whom he could not marry
if they were his own blood relations. The
principle is plain and clear that in marriage
the one to the other accepts a relationship
of blood kindred in the prohibited degrees.
There is no other rule or principle given
to us. It is a plain rule founded on plain
reasons, to depart from which would in-
volve many clergymen in harrassing diffi-
culties and conflicts with their church. We
should act and legislate on this Bill in
accordance with this Divine rule and
principle, or we act on no principle and
open the door to the legalizing of other
forbidden marriages, beside those named
in the Bill before us, and provide an excuse
for all persons to marry as they please
regardless of affinity-with the further
result or tendency to relax the principle
of consanguinity.

We ought to stay our hands and not al-
low this Bill to pass into law unless we are
certain that Christianity has always been
wrong in teaching that God's law prohibits
this marriage, and that we are also certain
that this breach upon the wall of protec-
tion built around our social, family and
home life, and existing ever since England
was Christian, will lead to no injurious
effects andto noneof those miserable results
which we see in other lands. Legislation
of this character, I am persuaded, tends
to social demoralization, loose marriages,
and easy divorces. We have to look no

farther than the United States of Americ
as a proof of the effect of such laws. This
is not a mere matter of sentiment as sont
allege-but of overmastering argument
drawn from social life supported by lae
and common sense which sustains the sei'
timent. Yet it appears that to meet the
desires of a few, the whole edifice of soci-
ety and all that is blessed in domestic life
must be imperilled without even an appar-
ent desire fully and deliberately to discus5
and consider the principles and effects Of
such a measure. By civil and Divine la$
the wife's sister is the husband's sister-if-
law. Nobody seems to deny this close
relationship, and yet by this bill we are
asked to destroy this time sacred relatiofl'
ship and connection. I believe that every
body within the sound of my voice revolt5
from the very thought of such a marriage,
and yet we are now asked to legalize it.
As I have already said, blood is not the
only obstacle to legalizing indiscriminate
marriages. If it was so, why is the rn-
riage of a step-father with his step-daugh-
ter or of a step-mother with her step-sOn
forbidden? Is there bloodthere or where-
in consists the difference between marriage
with a wife's sister and a brother's wife?
Our nature abhors the latter ! Does it not
also abhor the former ? The affinity i5
the sane, and I would ask hon. gentlemen
if there is any, or wherein, is the difference?
Yet we are now asked to stamp the forimef
as holy and honorable-and ere long We
will probably be called on to brand the
other alliance I have just mentioned in the
category of crimes, and legislate the Pel'
petrators thereof into imprisonment, fine5,
and other penalties. How utterly inco'
sistent this must seem, and its inconsist-
ency must tend to strengthen what I hoPe
will be the conclusion of hon. gentlernen
around me, and of the majority here, that
by the Bill before us we are opening the
door wide to graver inconsistencies and
flagrant offences against morals and social
life. I think if there is any matter thalt
comes before the House for legislation 0 n
which we can act more in accordance With
the dictates of our own consciences than
any other, independent of public opinio,
it is this. I can see no reason advanced
for this legislation except that of sympathy
for those persons who have violated the
law. My own feelings and sympathies
are strong in the same direction, but theY
cannot induce me to support a measure

HON. MR. KAULBACH.
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that in effect will be most disastrous to burg, (Mr, Kaulbach) that it was a very
fani •relations, and I shall now as I have wicked and naughty thing, and shoulddone l the past, record my vote against refuse to marry her, she could go beforethis Bill. the congregation, and in return for his hav-

ing given her the mitten, take off his shoe
lioN. DR. ALMON- am unwilling and spit in his face. From all that the

b record a silent vote on this question, Bible teaches us, we must therefore look up-because I feel that the vote I shall give on the marriage of a man with the widow of
Will be against the wishes of the Bishop of his deceased brother as a trivial offence.the church of which I am an unworthy We find also in the New Testament an
!ernber, a gentleman whose zeal, learn- instance of seven brothers marrying one
1ng and piety I have the greatest respect woman, and there is nothing said in con-for, and against the petitions of the demnation of the act. In another placecergymen Of the church to which I we are told of a man named Zelophehat

eong, many of them gentlemen for who died, leaving seven daughters and no
Whom I entertain the highest personal sons. The daughters were commanded to
respect, and I am anxious to record marry within their own tribe, in order that

'. reason for so doing. Although the land which they possessed from their
-heir action has not swayed my father should not go out of the tribe.
Judgrent, it has induced me to The deceased brother's widow would have
lOok carefully into the matter, and I had the same latitude given her, viz : tohave found nothing in the Bible to induce marry any man in the tribe, had the mar-
!e to change my mind. There is nothing riage with a husband's brother been a deadly
111 Scripture relating to marriage with a sin. They all married their cousins, and I
deceased wife's sister, except the passage think they did right in doing so. Let us take
. ich says that a man must not take unto the other view, and see what is the moral

hirnself his wife's sister, to vex her during effect of the existing law. A man leaves
ter lifetime. That would clearly imply Canada and goes to the United States.
that it is a sin only to take her during the He has with him his wife and his wife's
lifetime of her sister, but polygamy was sister. His wife dies there, and acting
allowed, or at least winked at by the Jews within the laws of the coúntry, he marries
Of that day as you will see, a little further her sister. She is his honored wife there,
On, how a man is to behave who has two and his children are legitimate issue. He
Wives, one of whom he loves better than returns to Canada, and what is the result ?
the other. We may infer from the com- Some legal authorities tell him that his
fnand, that a man is not to marry his second marriage is void ; others that
lVife's sister while his wife is alive, but it is voidable ; and his wife is no
that he may marry her sister after his wife longer the wife of his bosom, and a namedies. It is said that the Bible prohibits can be applied to his children which every
the marriage of a widow with the brother man shudders to think of. Are you going
of her late husband. It cannot be said to to retain such a law on the statute books ?
e a very heinous sin, astheonlypunishment Take another case: Suppose a person of

s8 that they shall have no children. If a the religious belief held by a large number
Mhan wishes to take his deceased brother's of the members of this House, who look
Wlfe, it is an unclean thing, and the Scrip- upon matrimony not as a civil right, but
tire goes on to say that they shall be as a sacrament, should marry his deceased
Childless. According to this, such a wife's sister under the high authority of
transgression of the law was considered a the Church. What does the law say?
1ere trivial offence, and a great many The law says, " No; the marriage is void-
Illstances are given in which the command able," and this woman, who has certainly
Was broken through. Supposing, for in- taken every precaution that religion allows
stance, the husband died and left brothers, her and common sense will dictate, feels
the widow might marry any of these that the marriage is not valid, and that

others, provided she had landed estate. her husband can, on the slightest pretext,
e find, even now, that widows with throw her overboard. As far as senti-

lded estate are very quickly picked up. ment goes, I agree with the hon. gentle-
If the brother should be of the same man for Lunenburg. It is a thng I
opinlion as my hon. friend from Lunen- should not like to do myself, nor to see

Deceased Wifes Sister Bill. 18[Mi&aca 28, 1882.]



.Decea8ed Wife'8

any one very dear to me do, but am I
going to oppose a bill from a mere feeling
of sentiment! No; other members may
have different views on this subject from
what I have, and I am not going to tram-
mel them. If the Bible is to be taken
literally, I hold that according to St. Paul,
a bishop has no authority to marry more
than one wife; therefore I am not sur-
prised that the bishops should be opposed
to this bill, as they cannot derive any bene-
fit from it. The bill must eventually pass
this· House, and why not let it pass now ?
It has passed the Lower House; it is the
law of France and Switzerland, and must
eventually be the law of this country, and
why should we stop the way; why should
we not keep pace with the spirit of the
age, and adopt this legislation.

HON. MR. ODELL-I have no doubt
that the hon. mover of this Bill has given
it his support because he is convinced and
is perfectly sincere in the matter. But at
the same time I must add, that in his
opening speech I think he implied that he
was still influenceçd by a great deal of
sentiment towards those with whom he
has been brought into closest association,
and I do not wonder at it. I have no
doubt that there is a strong feeling of
sentiment in his mind, but the hon. mem-
ber who last addressed the House has
told us that we are not to legislate for
sentiment at all. I believe there is quite
as much, if not more sentiment in this
measure than anything else. I regret very
much that the Bill has been introduced at
all. If there were a necessity for it I am
persuaded, in my mind, that a public
measure like this, affecting as it does the
whole community throughout the Domin-
ion, from the Atlantic on one side to the
Pacific on the other, ought to have been
a Government measure; and I believe
that when a Government undertakes a
measure of this sort they should bring to
this House indisputable proof that it is
one that is really required in the interest
of the people at large, and not merely in
the interest of a few individuals. Now
hon. gentlemen, I deprecate altogether,
any interference on behalf of either an in-
dividual or a Government with these
marriage laws. I think that it should be
avoided except in most pressing circum-
stances. We do not know what the
result of it may be. This measure is not

HoN. DR. ALMON.

a final one; you may depend upon it it is
only the entering wedge and you will find
session after session other bills brought inl
by other individuals to extend the privi-
leges here granted. And after this so-
called disabilities will be frittered away
one at a time until at last you will corne
almost to promiscuous marriages and a
total disregard, perhaps, for the laws en-
joined by Scripture. Something of that
sort, I fear, is coming upon us and there-
fore it is that I deprecate entirely any
interference with the marriage laws at all.
Under the existing laws we have lived
very contentedly and happily together, and
we have never heard of any strong public
exhibition of feeling with regard to it.
There have been no public meetings.
There is no. proof that the country at
large requires this legislation. It is very
true that this law has been violated in a
few instances, but these instances are feW
and I believe one may almost count themt
in any district upon their fingers. What,
I ask, has been the consequence? No
real public inconvenience has arisen either
social or moral and in fact there have
been no proscriptions, no penalties nor
anything of that sort attached to these
things, and I cannot see that there is any
ground for the Act that is now proposed.
But in the remarks which I am about
to make with regard to it, I mean to avoid
altogether all reference to any theological
question. I think we had that on a
former occasion, when it was pretty well
sifted, and I shall be quite willing to
leave the theological question to be dis-
cussed, if it is thought necessary, by my
hon. friend from Belleville (Mr. Flint) whO
expounded it to us last year.

HON. MR. FLINT-I am not going
to cast my pearls that way this year.

HON. MR. ODELL- I must say the
hon. 'member, when he produced the book
from his pocket last year, reminded me
very much of Mr. Bradlaugh the other
day when he produced the Bible froin
his pocket to take his oath. I hope the
hon. gentleman will not quite rank me
with the animals.

HON. MR. FLINT-I make no such
allusion.

HoN. MR. ODELL-I intend to base
my arguments upon the propriety of pass-
ing sucha law underexisting circumstances,
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and I will call attention to the history of
jireasure. You are all aware, hon.

gentlemen, that in 188o this Bill was intro-
duced by a private member, influenced,
as he himself admitted at that time, by
SYmnpathy for a woman who had violated
the law. She had corne to him and
through her influence over him this
neasure was introduced. Now, it does
flot appear to me that that is a proper way
for a grave and important question like
this to corne before Parliament. However,
Previous to this there was no public ex-
pression of feeling ; there was not a peti-
tion before either House, or any meeting,
or any expression of sentiment whatever,
that I am aware of, until the question was
started in this way by a private member
ini the other branch of the Legislature.
In that way this Bill was sprung upon us,and Parliament was called upon, without
any notice whatever, to consider the
question. There was no opportunity
given to get up petitions against it, except
the time that intervened between the
introduction of the measure in the other
Ilouse and its discussion in this branch
Of Parliament. Notwithstanding the fact
that the time was so short, petitions were
brought before your honors to the number
Of sixty-one, against the passage of the

ill. And what may I ask, was the num-
ber before us to pass it? Only four, and
two of thiose four came from the same
locality, and really might almost be looked
upon as the same petition. That, I think,
of itself would show to this House that
there was no public exigency for the
mIeasure, and the Senate wisely, under
the resolution which was moved by the
hon. Senator from Amherst, said "No, we
cannot pass such a measure under such
circumstances." And therefore, though
the majority was very small, we did very
good service. I think it was an act of
Wisdom and prudence on the part of this
Ilouse to defer the consideration of that
Bill as it did. I will now read the
reference to remind your honors why the
COnsideration of the Bill was postponed.
On the 2 7th April, i88o, the hon.
Senator from Amherst moved

" That the said Bill shall not be now read
the second tine, bu: that it be resolved that
It is inexpedient to proceed with this measure
diring the present session in order to aflord
tune to consider the various etitions to the

n1ate for and againt the BShl, and to ascer-

tain the sentiments of the people on the
question at the next session of Parliament."
That was the opinion of the Senate when
this Bill came up in 188o. And here I
would say that there was an opportunity
for the Government to have taken charge
of that measure, and in the meantime to
have ascertained clearly and distinctly
what the feelings of the country at large
were, and whether there was really any
necessity for it or not; but that was not
done. I think there was an opportunity
which might well have been improved,
when the census was taken, to ascertain
how many persons there were in the whole
Dominion who had violated this Act.
We could then have learned whether there
was any real necessity for such a Bill at
all; because I hold that we are not here
to legislate for the relief of a few persons
who have violated the law against the
large mass of the community who have
rigorously obeyed it, and therefore I
should have liked to ascertain clearly
what number of people would be affected
by such a measure.

In the session of 1881 nothing was done:
we never heard of this Bill or of any
movement being made with regard to it.
The consequence was that those who were
opposed to the measure thought that the
matter was dropped ; they were lulled into
security, and never took any trouble with
regard to it. When the session of 1882
commenced, this Billwas introduced in the
same manner. Under these circumstances
I think it was the duty of those in charge
of the Bill to take care to establish the
fact that it was a necessity. But nothing
of the sort has been done So far from
this being the case we have nothing con-
stitutional before us to that effect. We
hear from individuals that there 1 is a
feeling in certain districts in favor of the
measure, or that irgiividuals in certain
places require relief ; but we have nothing
constitutional before us to show any neces-
sity for the legislation asked for. On the
contrary I contend we have the best pos-
sible proof that such legislation would be
imprudent and hasty. The weight of
public opinion, I think, is against the Bill.
I am now going to appeal to facts, and I
shall quote from the votes and proceed-
ings of the representatives of the people,
and then refer to the petitions which have
been presented for and against this meas-
ure. In i88o, at the second reading of
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the Bill in the House of Commons, there
were nineteen votes against the measure
and 140 in favor of it-that is, about one-
eighth of the whole House opposed to it-
and on one of the amendments the divi-
sion came to sixty-seven to sixty, and that
amendment the opponents of the Bill
carried. Then, the last division which
took place in the session of 188o was 34
to 108, so that you see that there was one-
third of the vote against the Bill. In
1882 upon the second reading we had
thirty-four votes against the Bill and 171
for it-that is, one-fifth against it, so that
there has been an increase from one-eighth
to one-fifth in the opposition to the Bill.

the number of signatures. They all appear
to be ladies, but some signed as Mrs. and
some as Miss, and where there were
initials you could not be sure. However,
I counted the number of signatures, and
found there were only 125. I do not
charge the hon. mover of the Bill in the
other branch of the Legislature with any
intention to mis-state the case. No doubt
it was a very long petition, and he imag-
ined there were more signatures to the
petition than there really were. When
you come to find that instead of 3oo there
were only 125, I would like to know how
many of these statements made by the
supporters of this Bill can be relied on.

HON. MR. FERRIER-I think it is HON. MR. FLINT-It may be as bad
the other way. on the other side.

HON. MR. ODELL-You have in the
first place nineteen votes opposed to it in
the House of Commons, and this session
you have thirty-four votes opposed to it.
I want to know if that is not a gain.

HON. MR. SMITH-Instead of 140
you have 170 in favor of it now.

HON. MR. ODELL-This year when
the question came up on the six months
hoist there were fifty-one against the Bill
and 104 in favor of it showing another
gain in the opposition to the Bill in the
popular branch of Parliament.

I want now to call your attention to the
petitions, and I think that is a most im-
portant point, because petitions are the
only way in which we can constitutionally
ascertain the feelings of the people. But
before drawing your attention to the num-
ber of petitions presented to the Senate
upon the subject, I will refer to the speech
of the member who introduced the Bill in
the other branch of the Legislature. In
moving the second reading of the Bill
respecting marriage with a deceased wife's
sister, he said :-

« After having seen, as we have to-day, a
petition frorn about 300 ladies of Montreal, for
the repeal of the prohibition of the narriage
with a deceased wife's sister, we cannot post-
pone the passage of the Bill."

I was a little curious to see that petition
and I applied to the proper officer at the
other end of the building, but it was a long
time before it could be found. At last I
found it and took the trouble to count

HON. MR. ODELL-I am coming to
that directly. What we have to look to is
the evidence before us, and I want to call
your attention to the petitions which have
been presented to this House against the
Bill. I have stated already that in 188o
there were sixty-one against the Bill and
four in favor of it. I contend that a very
short period has been allowed this year for
getting up these petitions, because as I
said before, the country was not prepared
for the introduction of the Bill this session.
It was supposed, as reference was made
from one session over to the next session,
that the Bill would probably have been
introduced in 1881, but it was not, and
therefore it was supposed that it was
dropped. The hon. Senator (Mr. Ferrier)
shakes his head, but I assure you that
was the feeling in my part of the country
at all events.

HON. MR. FERRIER-How many
circulars were sent around to members
during that year ?

HON. MR. ODELL-I do not know.

HON. MR. FERRIER-I got a large
number myself I know.

HON. MR. ODELL-During the re-
cess?

HON. MR. FERRIER-Yes.

HON. MR. ODELL-I cannot an-
swer the question because I got no cir-

HON. MR. ODELL.
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culars nyself. It has been suggested to
Me by an hon. gentleman near me that
Probably these circulars were sent only to
those in favor of the Bill and not to those
who were opposed to it. This session
there have been fifty-eight petitions pre-
Sented in this House against the Bill and
how many signatures do you suppose there
Were to these petitions ? I have taken the
trouble to count them and I find that
there were 3,369, of which 1,237 were
females. The latter are underrated, for
this reason that in counting them I wished
to be particular so as not to overstate the
thing at all and I omitted those who
mnerely had initials. Now it is stated
there were 300 signatures attached to the
Petition presented in the other House and
I have shown that there were only 125.
If we take the number which I have
stated as correct and deduct it from the
niumber of female signatures attached to
the petitions presented here you will
find over 1,ioo more praying that this
Bill do not pass than you find in support
of it. I can safely say that these numbers
mnight have been increased largely-quad-
rupled, or even more if necessary. Not-
withstanding all that has been done on the
Part of the advocates of this Bill, during
the short time that has been allowed its
OPponents, these fifty-eight petitions have
been presented. Nothing could more
clearly demonstrate the growing opposi-
tion to the Bill though it has been most
carefully drawn to avowedly catch votes.
It was openly stated by the hon. member
in the other branch ofParliament, who intro-
duced it that he had struck out the former
mfost objectionable sections. The hon.
Senator from Belleville has said that the
figures may he incorrect on my side, but
the petitions are on fyle and he can ex-
amine them for himself. With these facts,
which cannot be disputed, on our records,
in response to the resolution moved by
the hon. Senator from Amherst in 188o,
when he said the sentiments of the people
should be ascertained, I ask how, with any
show of consistency, we can pass the Bill
which is now before us ? Whatever the
feelings of hon. members may be and
however much they may be influenced by
sympathy for isolated cases of those who
have violated the laws, in view of the facts
which I have feebly endeavored to submit
and in justice to the petitioners, I hope
you will accede to their prayer and reject

the Bill. You have asked for public ex-
pressions to guide you and you have 3,369
petitioners against the measure and only
thirty-seven in favor of it, and an increase
in the opposition to the Bill in the popular
branch of Parliament. I would earnestly
ask from your honors a verdict in accord-
ance with the evidence which I have en-
deavored to lay before you ; and I trust
the resolution which has been moved by
the Hon. Senator from DeLanaudière will
be adopted.

HON. MR. SMITH-What was the
majority in favor of the Bill, in the other
House, in i88o?

HON. MR. ODELL-Sixty-two.

HON. MR. SMITH-And what is the
majorit' in favor of it this year ?

HON. MR. FERRIER-Seventy-seven.

HON. MR. SMITH-That is an in-
crease of 15 in the majority this year.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I will take up
very little of your time, indeed, hon.
gentlemen, and I certainly shall not fol-
low the line of argument which has been
adopted by some hon. members to-day. I
do not think we should altogether vote
here upon what petitions may be sent in.
Petitions, of course, may have their
influence, and may show sometimes which
way public feeling goes; but I know per-
fectly well that on a great many occasions
petitions have very little to do, indeed,
with public feeling. People will sign many
a time with very little thought, and very
little care, I am sorry to say. I told a
gentleman who wanted me to sign a peti-
tion once in Montreal, "Why, I could
go out, and in an hour get a petition
signed by fifty people to have you hanged."
I believe occasionally you could do such
absurd things. But since the hon. Sena-
tor for Rookwood (Mr. Odell) has spoken
so much about the petitions presented to
Parliament, I have the very best and most
correct information that the petition which
was signed by the ladies of Montreal had
over 300 signatures. Then the hon.
gentleman did not refer to the petition
that was sent to the House of Commons
this year, signed, if I recollect correctly,
by about 1,200 clergymen. If any peti-
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tion is of value at all, there cannot cer-
tainly be one of more importance than
that. I would not record my vote here
for all the petitions that could possibly be
sent in to this House, but would be in-
fluenced solely by what I conscientiously
believed to be right. I have come to my
own conclusions of what I should do:
they may be erroneous; I do not pretend
to be infallible, but I have paid a good
deal of attention to this question since
ever it was first brought up in the House
of Commons in England, and I have seen
members of the poorest, of course, and
also of the wealthiest families in Montreal,
who went to the United States to get
married, and returned, and are residing in
Montreal to-day. If they are living in
defiance of the law, certainly their social
relations do not find fault with them; cer-
tainly it does not alter their feelings
towards them. . I think, in this age of
electric telegraphs, railways and steam-
ships, it is quite possible that we may be
able to improve even such matters as the
laws of marriage. The hon. Senator frorn
Woodstock has stated that many years ago
a man could not marry the daughter of his
god-father. I do not think any of us
would like to have that law in force at the
present time. Many of us have seen the
time when feeling ran very high between
the different religious denominations. I
am not a very old man yet, but I remem-
ber well where I was brought up, in a
totally French-Canadian country, where
the feeling ran so high between different
religious denominations, that they would
hardly associate socially with each other.
I am very happy to say that this has been
wiped out almost completely, and I hope
to live long enough to see the day when
religion shall not interfere with a person's
social relations in the slightest degree.
That being the case I cannot see why we
should not improve the marriage law, if
this is an improvement; and I certainly
should not like, as a memberof this House,
that we should be called obstructionists
here. There is no law that I am aware of
against people marrying their cousins. I
do not say by any means that such mar-
riages are wrong; but, I think, if there is
nothing against the inter-marriage of cou-
sins, there certainly should not be any-
thing against a man getting married to the
sister of his deceased wife-I do not pro-
pose to quote the views of any of my re-

HoN. M. OGILVIE.

ligious superiors or instructors on this
question. I exercise my own common
sense on the subject ; if I am wrong in
my conclusions I must bear the disgrace
of it ; but if I am right I will act upon
my convictions and nothing else. I feel
quite certain that if we could only give the
ladies a chance to vote upon
this question, notwithstanding the
long petition which has been presented
here, you would find nine-tenths of then
in favor of the passage of this Bill. The
hon. senator from Lunenburg (Mr. Kaul-
bach) says they are against it; but he did
not employ to-day the usually strong
arguments used by him when he speaks
on other subjects. I think it would be a
great pity, after what has taken place in
the House of Commons, if we should act
as obstructionists here to prevent the pas-
sage of a bill which we know is wanted.
The hon. senator from Rookwood (Mr.
Odell) has stated that there did not seem
to be any particular reason why this Bill
should be brought forward at the present
time, and he said it was sprung upon hirn
suddenly-that he had not had time to
see about it. It seems to me that two
years is a good while to think over it. It
was introduced first in i88o, and passed
by a large majority in the House of Com-
mons and it was defeated here by a very
small majority indeed. Since then two
years have passed, and I certainly think
that I am within the mark when I say
that the feeling is very much stronger
to-day in favor of the Bill than it was then.
I know that the majority in the House of
Commons was larger this time than it was
before.

HON. MR. POWER-Not at all.

HoN. MR. OGILVIE-The majority
was 62 in 188o; it is 77 now.

HON. MR. SMITH-The majority is
15 more this year.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-If thatis the case
we should at least concede that they know
something of public feeling upon the sub-
ject. We know that the members of the
House of Commons are somewhat parti-
cular about voting the way that the major-
ity of their constituents feel, if they can
possibly do so, and I think when they
have a larger majority there it is the best
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criterion of how public feeling is upon this
Bill. I do hope that this measure, more
than any other that will come before the
Senate, will pass by a good majority, and
I shall be more than sorry if the public
have a chance to call us obstructionists
here.

HON. MR. ALLAN-If I consulted
only my own inclinations, and perhaps I
mTight add the inclinations of the House,
I should content myself with recording
My vote against the Bill, and not trespass
upon the time of the Senate by making a
speech in reference to it. I, however,
feel very strongly indeed that by taking
such a course one sometines lays himself
open to the imputation, on the part of
those whose opinion he values, of being
lukewarm about the matter itself, or of
having changed his views, or in some way
or other altered his opinions. Now, for
rny own part, J desire to say very dis-
tnctly that I have not changed my views
on the subject of this Bill since it was in-
troduced here two years ago, and that I
feel more strongly than I ever did as to
the mischief which I believe will follow
from its passage. I cannot forget, how-
ever, that when this Bill was introduced
here in the session of 188o it had not
only been very fully discussed in the
House of Commons, but the subject of it
had been canvassed in the public press
and in innumerable pamphlets; and not
only that, but as the hon. mover of the
Bill said in his opening address, on that
occasion no less than 19 members of this
House spoke on the subject. It would,
therefore, be very great presumption on
my part to suppose that I could put the
subject in any new shape before the House
which would be likely to convince hon.
gentlemen who, as I quite imagine all
have done, have made up their minds
either on one side of the question or the
other. I cannot suppose that I am at all
likely to bring forward any arguments
which would change their views, and
therefore I have no intention of trespass-
ing on the time of the House with a long
speech. But I cannot help noticing one
appeal which has been made to us, which
was made very forcibly by the hon. mover
of the Bill, but which I do not think is
one that should have any weight what-
ever. It has been repeated again and
again ; it is that we should regard the

hardships to which those persons are ex-
posed who have entered into marriage
contracts which the existing law prohibits,
and that therefore we are called upon now
to relieve them from the disabilities under
which they are laboring. Well, if the ex-
isting law is wrong, if the restrictions
which it imposes upon marriage with the
sister of a deceased wife be wrong and
contrary to the law of God, and undesir-
able so far as the happiness of the com-
munity is concerned, then by all means
sweep it away from the statute book. But
it is no argument to any of us who be-
lieve that the law as it now stands is
right, who believe that the doing away of
that law would introduce very great mis-
chief, and occasion much that we should
regret to see in this community-it is no
argument to address to us, that certain
persons have offended against that law
and are suffering great disabilities in con-
sequence of it, and that therefore we
ought to pass this Bill to relieve them.
Again, it has been said, and very truly,
by the hon. gentleman on my
left (Mr. Ogilvie) that, after all,
the number of petitions which may
be sent to Parliament for or against any
Bill is not always a safe gauge as to
public feeling on the subject ; and I am
quite satisfied on this point, that the great
majority of the people of this country
have felt no deep interest in this measure,
and are not in favor of it. Wherever
you find a certain number of people who
are deeply interested in having a parti-
cular measure passed, you will find them
the people who are likey to be always
most active in sending petitions and
doing all they can to work up public
feeling in favor of the particular measure
they desire to see passed ; and where
there are parties who are laboring under
certain disabilities and who believe them-
selves that those disabilities have been
imposed upon them wrongfu'lly, it is most
natural that they should use ever endeavor
in their power to have them done away
with. Therefore we find that this agi-
tation has been continued, not only in
Great Britain but in this country, most
strenuously, from year to year. But I do not
believe, if the sentiment of the people of
the country could be taken-if it could
possibly have been ascertained in the way
suggested by the hon. Senator from Rook-
wood, when the census was taken-
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as to whethe.r the present law should be
repealed, that a majority or anything like
it would be found in favor of passing a
measure like this. The hon. mover of
the Bill stated that he had been asked by
a member of this House whether he was
thoroughly conscientious in introducing
it. I venture to say that no one who is
acquainted with the hon. gentleman will
for one moment suppose that he would
introduce any measure which he did not
believe to be right, and for the benefit of
his fellow creatures. I thoroughly acknow-
ledge that myself, and I give him credit
for having done it with the most conscien-
tious feelings, but I think it is only fair
that those of us who differ from him
should be credited with being actuated
by the same feelings.

HON. MR. FERRIER-Surely.

HON. MR. ALLAN-While I think
that the opinions of the bishops and
clergy who have been referred to so
frequently in this debate are en-
titled to the greatest respect, I
at the same time think that this is a
question which any man of intelligence
and education ought to be able to decide
for himself, and if, after having done so, he
comes to the conclusion that in the first
place the existing law is right and is
founded upon what, so far as he is able to
fQrm any judgment on such matters, is
the law of God, and, in the second place,
believes that the law as it now stands
conduces to domestic peace and purity,
and to the promotion of happiness and
comfort in family life, then I say that he
is thoroughly justified in offering every
possible opposition to the passage of a-
Bill altering those relations in the direc-
ton which he thinks most likely will be
disastrous to family life and the happiness
of the community. Believing most con-
scientiously that the Bill, if it passes, will
entail these unhappy results, I shall do as
I did when a similar measure was before
us two years ago, and record my vote
against it.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the adjournment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

this subject, and I beg to call the atten-
tion of the hon. leader of the House to
the fact that they have not been brought
down yet.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL -
Somebody drew attention to the subject
before. I find that the papers were pre-
pared but by some mistake were sent to
the other House. The return contained
what papers there were on the subject.

SASKATCHEWAN DIOCESAN
SYNOD BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. VIDAL moved the second
reading of Bill (51), " An Act to incorpo-
rate the Synod of the Diocese of Sas-
katchewan, and for other purposes con-
nected therewith." He said : I need not
take up the time of the House in ex-
plaining this Bill. It is founded upon,
and, in fact, is almost identical with the
original act of incorporation to which it
refers, and, as the measure has been for
some time before the House, I presume
hon. gentlemen are acquainted with its
contents.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I should like to
call the attention of my hon friend to
certain provisions of this Bill which are
of a novel character, and to ask if he is
prepared to submit any amenidments. I
allude to the second section of the Bill,
which is as follows :-

"2. The said Synod may meet and frame a
constitution and regulations for the general
management and good government of the said
Church of England in the said diocese, and
from time to time as they shall see fit,
alter and amend the same, and in such a
manner and by such proceedings as they
shall adopt, make regulations for enforeing
discipline in the church, for the appointment,
deposition, deprivation, or removal of any
person bearing office therein of whatever
order or degree, for the acquiring and
disorsing of property, and for the con venient
audorderly manaizement of the same and the
temporalities, affairs, and interests generally
of the church in matters relating to and
affecting the same, and the officers and mem-
bers thereof, and not in any manner interfer-
ing with the rights, privileges or intereste of
other religious communities, or of any person
or persons not being a member or members
of the said Church of England."

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I moved the Now, there can be no possible objec-
other day for certain papers relating to tion to this incorporation for legitimate

HoN. MR. ALLN.
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purposes ; but is this House prepared to
constitute a church tribunal in the dis-
tant diocese of Saskatchewan, and to give
the sanction of the law to its decisions on
questions of internal discipline ? I have
always understood that these acts were
for the purpose of enabling parties to or-
ganize and hold property. In the Nova
Scotia Legislature, of which I had the
honor of being a member for several
years, a similar bill was introduced for
the incorporation of the synod of Nova
Scotia, and on that occasion we had a
fight which lasted for a week or two. I
took the ground then, and I take it now,
that it is not the function of Parliament
to interfere with the discipline of any
church, and to pass laws fcr enforcing
such discipline, and more especially when
it includes the power to deprive a clergy-
man of his sacred office. That view, I
am happy to say, was adopted, and the
Bill was subsequently passed on my own
motion during the same session as a bill
for what I think this ought to be-for
regulating the disposition of property and
their own internal affairs without this
church court which, as I apprehend, is
for the first time asked in legislation.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I very cordially
and fully concur in the sentiments ex-
pressed by hon Senator from Amherst and
am quite prepared, when the Bill is in
committee, to assent to any alteration
which will bring it in harmony with any
legislation of a similar character, asking
no special privileges whatever.

The Bill was read the second time.

BILLS INTRO.DUCED.

Bill (13) "An Act to authorize and
provide for the winding up of the Domin-
ion Fire and Marine Insurance Com-
pany."

Bill (45) "An Act to reduce the capi-
tal stock of the Ontario Bank, and to
change the nominal value of the shares
thereof, and for other purposes." (Mr.
Gibbs.)

Bill (53) "An Act to amend the Act
incorporating the North American Mutual
Life Insurance Company, and to change
the name thereof to the North American
Life Insurance Company." (Mr. Allan.)

Bill (8) " An Act respecting the Com-
mercial Travellers' Association of Canada."
(Mr. Macfarlane,)

The Senate adjourned at 6.o5 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, 29th March, Ï882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PUBLIC LANDS IN MANITOBA
AND THE NORTH-WEST.

L'HON. M. TRUDEL demande
" Le gouvernement se propose-t-il de faire

traduire et imprimer en frangais pour l'usage
du public les règlements concernant la *ente
des terres dans le Manitoba et le Nord-Ouest,
ainsi que les cartes et plans des terrains à
vendre? "

HON. MR. AIKINS-In reply to the
hon. gentleman I would state that the
land regulations are being translated:into
French. It is not considered necetary
to strike off two forms for maps because
it would be merely the change of a few
names of rivers.

HoN. MR. TRUDEL-If the hon. the
Minister will allow me, I wish to call his
attention to a fact that was pointed out to
me some time ago. The names of certain
places in the North-West, which on recent
maps have been translated into English
from the French-some of them well
known names and are found in the geo-
graphies of foreign countries-have been
so changed in the translation that they
cannot be recognized, and I think this is
likely to lead to great inconvenience.
I would respectfully call the attention of
the hon. the Minister to this fact. Of
course, it might lead to large expense to
publish maps in two languages, but there
might be some translation of the rhôst
important ternis printed %t the bottom of
the maps. That would be a guide to
parties who cannot translate the names as
they are.

HON. MR. AIKINS-I will suggest it
to the officers of the Department speci-
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ally charged with it ; and, if it can be
done readily, certainly it will be attended
to.

GOVERNMENT MEASURES IN
THE SENATE.

MOTION.

HON. Mr. ALEXANDER moved-
Tb Resolve,-That in view of the position

occupied by the Senate, in the Parliament of
this Country, it is desirable that the Domi-
nion Ministers of the Crown should submit to
the consideration of thid House all the more
important measures of' Legislation in sutfi-
cient time to admit of their being maturely
discussed and disposed of before the proroga-
tion of Parliament.

He said :-A strong sense of duty im-
pels me to present this motion for the
consideration of the House. It is a simple
matter of fact that if we take the editorials
of the public journals as an expression of
public sentiment, the country is not sat-
isfied with the manner in which the
Senate is doing its work. There is a
feeling that we have degenerated into a
mere partizan body to serve à party.
Portions of the press charge us that we
make no adequate return to the country
for the indemnity we receive. A large
body of the members of this House feel a
natural indignation that the business of
the Senate should be now so conducted
as to give rise to such public criticism.
Let us calmly enquire what grounds exist
for this disparaging criticism. What in-
fluence does the Senate (as now conduct-
ed) exercise in preventing maladministra-
tion by the present party in power?

Are the more important measures of the
Government brought before us in proper
season, I may ask, since the advent of the
present party to power ? Then again there
is a complaint that if.any member of this
House desiring to serve his country, brings
forward an important motion-so impor-
tant that every memberof the House feels
its importantce, the, leader of the House,
with half-a-dozen of his partizan followers,
call out "Withdraw." The motion be-
comes defunct and that is the iast of it.
I have on former occasions again and
again shewn that no utterance of this
House now reaches the public, as far as
the people of this Dominion are concern-
ed, and any information they receive of
what is done within those four walls, we

might be regarded as a thing of the past,
or perhaps occasionally a fear is expressed
that a certain Legislative Chamber will
obstruct some measure demanded by the
country. Some of the scenes that have
taken place recently in this House remind
me of a conversation which I had while
in England with Sir Robert Torrens, the
member for Cambridge, who had been
Prime Minister of the Colony of South
Australia, but which he left on account of
the manner in which party warfare was
carried on there. He observed to me
one day that no man of honor could re-
main there in public life. That the
unscrupulous cunning of political leaders
would shock the sense of any upright man.
They inspired the Press to misrepresent
and distort every thing he did. They
bribed portions of the Press to omit his
utterances. They tried to damage him
by repeating and falsifying his private con-
versations. They influenced a certain
number of members by promises of
office, to join their cabal. The system
of deception they practised was simply
ludicrous. They exhibited great skill in
keeping such members dangling in the
vain hope of getting offices, some speaker-
ships, some judgeships and others valuable
positions in the Civil Service. Sir Robert
said it reminded him of a basin of sugar,
with a cloud of flies hovering around.
But as he observed, the leaders kept all
the sugar for themselves and their own
kin, or some miserable servile and venal
followers. The poor flies lived in the
vain hope of getting, but never got any of
the patronage. What a pitiable picture
of human cunning and human credulity!
Then of course there was the adjunct of
state dinners, given with the large official
salaries. The relation of my tale is fin-
ished. It has its moral.

I feel that in pursuing this subject, I
am treading on somewhat dangerous
ground. The lust of power would destroy
anything and everything that stands in its
way. It is rapidly destroying the Senate
of the Dominion.

Let us see what the illustrious Washing-
ton said on this subject. In his farewell
address he remarked:-

"All obstructions to the free expression
and pnblication of opinion by the Pple 'a
representations, under whatever plausible
pretence or argument, with the design to

1HON. MR. AIKINS.
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c0unteract or awe the natural deliberations of
Parliament, are destructive of every hope of
good Government."

Then again he says:-
' However, partizan combinations may

now and then answer popular ends, they are
likely, in the course of time, to becorne en-
gines, by which cunning, anbitious and
unprincipled men will be enabled to subvert
the power of the people and use their position
for their own selfish ends."

Now hon. gentlemen, is such a body of
men, as I see here before me, going to
permitthisdignifiedand useful branchof the
legislature to sink more and more in pub-
lic estimation till it becomes an object of
general attack, an object of public derision,
which I am sure every hon. member of this
House would desire to avert. (Here the
hon. gentleman quoted frorn the Stratford
Beacon, MontrealStar, BrockvilleRecorder
and British Whig). It onlyremains for me
tomove theresolution of which I havegiven
notice, seconded by the hon. Mr. Read.

THE SPEAKER-Who seconds the
motion ?

HON. MR. READ-I suppose I must,
as the hon. member has asked me.

HON. Mr. ALMON-The hon. mem-
ber leans upon Read, but it is a broken
reed.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I must rise
to express my views of the language which
the hon. senator froin Woodstock (Mr.
Alexander) has just used, and I am im-
pelled to do so by a strong sense of duty.
I am told by my hen. friends on my right
and left that it is better not to notice his
remarks, but to let them pass without any
comment. The hon. gentleman has, how-
ever, quoted from several newspapers, and,
in doing that, no doubt he endorses the
sentiments therein expressed. I believe
there is no member of this House who has
done more to propagate such sentiments
than the hon. senator from Woodstock
himself. I do not wish to impute motives,
but it seerns to me that his whole course
has been, as far as possible, to get just
such expressions of sentiment as he has ut-
tered here to-day himself and quotedfrom
various newspapers published throughout
the country. With regard to the manner
in which the Senate does its work, I think

çach member of this body can speak for
himself; but I contend that no body of
legislators has ever deliberated upon pub-
lic questions with better judgment and less
partisan spirit. The Senate have not been
led blindly; their judgment has not been
warped by partisan prejudices, and their
decisions have met not only with the ap-
proval of Parliament, but of the public
generally. It is not the fault of the Senate
that important measures come up to us late
in the session ; it is necessarily so, and
cannot be helped. The Government have
no control of the general legislation of
Parliament. It is in the hands of mem-
bers, and when the measures come up to
us at the end of the session, it is no fault
of ours if the work crowds upon us. Every
attention is given to them, not only in the
Senate, but in its committees. I know,
as a member of two important committees
of this House, that every attention is given
to the legislation which comes to us; and
it is admitted, not only by members here,
but by members of the other House, that
the Bills which come up to us receive
careful consideration; and the amend-
ments which are made meet with their
approval. In fact, those who are not favor-
able to this body admit that our criticisms
and the amendments which we make to
the Bills which are sent to us meet with
their approval. I do not know what the
hon. senator frorn Woodstock has to com-
plain of this session, for all the measures
controlled by the Government which could
be initiated in this House have been in-
troduced here, and we certainly have not
delayed any legislation. As regards the
publication of the debates of the Senate, I
am fully in accord with the hon. gentle-
man in disapproving of the present system.
I stood by him fearlessly in condemning
it, though in opposition to the general
sense of the Senate, because I believed I
was right ; but I cannot join him when he
endeavors to belittle this branch of the
Legislature. I find that his speeches in
this House have been quoted by certain
portions of the press to sustain the view
that this body is not doing the work which
it was intended to perform. Therefore, I
should not be doing my duty if I did not
express clearly my belief that, if there is
such a feeling in the country as the hon.
gentleman has stated, it has been produced
more by his own expressions than by any-
thing else.
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My hon. friend from Belleville (Mr.
Read) was quoted, as having brought up
a somewhat similar resolution the other
day. I consider that was a very impor-
tant resolution, one well deserving the atten-
tion of this House, and I supported my
hon. friend from Belleville in the remarks
which he made on that occasion. That
matter was properly brought before us,
and received all the consideration this
body could give it, and although we did
not come to a vote upon the resolution, I
am sure my hon. friend must have been
satisfied with the expressions of the leader
of the Government in this House, that
they were prepared to consider the matter
most carefully and give the utmost weight
to the expression of opinion which the
motion elicited from this Chamber. I
may say, therefore, that we have nothing
to complain of, and my hon. friend from
Belleville (Mr. Read) on that occasion
was evidently of the same opinion, for he
did not press his resolution to a vote, as
he otherwise would doubtless have done.
We all know the independence of mind
and action which characterises that hon.
gentleman's conduct, and we may be sure
that not even the utterances of the
leader of the Government in the
Senate would have dissuaded him from
dividing the House if he had considered
it necessary in the interests of this country
to do so. After hearing the opinions of
many Senators, however, he was satisfied
that fair consideration would be given to
the subject by the Government, and he
allowed the matter to stand. Now, I
think it ill becomes any member of this
House to belittle the importance of the
body to which he belongs. The moment
I feel that this Senate is not doing its
duty, and is consequently fairly open to
the charge of neglecting the business of
the country, I shall retire from it : but I
do not think it right that any bird should
make its own nest unpleasant. We
should all endeavor to keep ourselves pure
and in a proper position before the House
and country: let us look at home first and
exercise that due government of ourselves,
that becoming deportment in the House
and in our utterances, which will com-
mand respect here and in the country
generally. I may say I am very sorry to
have had occasion to make these remarks,
but strongly as I coincide with the views
of my hon. friend (Mr. Alexander) on

HON, MR. KAULiAcI.

many subjects,-much as I believe that
the Debates of this House are not prop-
erly circulated at present, and that we are
not given sufficient credit by the people
for our action upon public questions,-yet
I cannot go with my hon. friend and
endorse the sentiments of certain papers
in this country, and say this Senate is
simply the echo of a certain party. I, for
one, must rise here and say that I always
exercise my judgment as an independent
member of this House upon any public
measure that comes before us, and I can-
not sit in my place and listen to the senti-
ments of my hon. friend, without giving
them my strongest condemnation.

HON MR. DICKEY-When I first
read the resolution which is upon the
paper, I was under the impression that it
was merely to give expression to an
abstract opinion as to the duty of this
House, and if my hon. friend had con-
tented himself with merely reading the
resolution without making any remarks
upon it, I should perhaps not have
troubled the House upon this occasion.
But he has given a gloss and colour to
this resolution which will make it impera-
tive upon the House to pass an opinion
upon it. My hon. friend has not content-
ed himself with merely placing that
apparently weak official resolution upon
the paper, but he has accompanied it by
remarks, and what, may I ask the House,
is the tendency of those remarks ? It is
to convince the House that the party in
power neglected its duty, and that especi-
ally the leader of this House has neglect-
ed his duty and- has not attended to the
business of the country. My hon. friend
has gone further ; he has alluded to ex-
pressions in newspapers which charge the
present Government with maladministra-
tion of the business of the country. He
has also referred to the " unscrupulous
cunning " presumably of the leader of
this House, and stated he is ready to
endorse-and I regret exceedingly that
he is-the opinion of any newspaper, that
has his imprimatur at all events, that the
leader of this House by name is content
to pocket his salary and leave the business
of the country to take care of itself.

Now, I think that is a most unworthy
imputation, and it gives a character to
this resolution which requires the House
imperatively to express its opinion upon
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it. The hon. gentleman is not satisfied
With that, but he goes on to give the
Opinions of other newspapers, that the
members of this Senate are chiefly occu-
pied with dangling after offices. Well I
do not know exactly in what quarter that
May apply ; it certainly does not to me,
for I have never had, and never expect to
have an office. But possibly there may
be some gentleman in this House to
whom that imputation may be applicable,
and I leave the hon. gentleman himself
( Mr. Alexander) to make the application,
if he chooses, to any gentlemen here, and
let that gentleman rise and defend himself.
I Say it is a most unworthy imputation
upon his fellows, that he should endorse
an expression of opinion like that,-that
the occupation of the Senate is that of
dangling after offices. Now my hon.
friend has quoted the opinion of Washing-
ton, and he has gone a little further even
than that : he goes on and says that
Senators use their positions for their
own selfish ends. Now, I ask this
House if this is language that -should be
applied to any party in power. If my hon.
friend who sits at present below me, the
leader of the Opposition, (Mr. Scott) were
in the position which he once held, and
Which he filled ably and well-the position
now occupied equally well by my hon.
friend the Minister of Justice-I should
just as strongly object to the imputation
that is conveyed by that quotation. But
My hon. friend is not satisfied even with
attacking the leader of the Government
in this House, and throwing across the
Chamber ihe imputation on every gentle-
man that he is dangling after office ; he
mixes up with this matter the question of
the reporting of the Debates. He has
expressed his views upon that subject, and
he has a right to them, and to enforce them
if he can, and he has taken advantage of
that right on several occasions during the
present session. But it is also part of his
complaint to-day, though it has nothing
in the world to do with the subject of
this resolution, which is applicable
only to the presenting of measures
to the consideration of this House.
My hon. friend seems to convey to the
flouse the impression that he has been
inspired in this matter, because he says
he is in a position to state that a gentle-
man, whose name we are not permitted
to mention here, has not had the Debates

of this House forwarded to him. I
would ask by what authority does he do
that ? Why should he import into this
debate the name of a gentleman who is
not supposed to be named in the discus-
sions in this House?

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-Will the
hon. gentleman allow me to explain that
I went to our Post Office this morning to
inquire whether the Debates were sent to
a large number of journals, and it led me
to ask the question, whether they were
ever sent to His Excellency. The post
office here is my authority.

HON. MR. DICKEY-My hon. friend
might have ascertained, if he had taken
the trouble to make a little further enquiry
that it is not perhaps the ordinary practice
to convey such documents to His Ex-
cellency through the post office; and I
am quite sure the hon. gentleman will,
upon reflection, rather reproach himself
for making use of such an argument in
this House. He has thought proper to
bring the utterances of certain newspapers
into this debate but he is perfectly aware
that the papers to which he has referred,
and he might have amplified the list no
doubt-belong to the party in opposition
to the present Government, and I do not
see that we need be surprised at!the tone
of their articles. I do think however that
my hon. friend ought, in justice to this
body of which he is a member, to have
stated that he himself could not endorse
the sentiments contained in those papers;
for he knows that this House devotes
itself earnestly and thoroughly to the
business of the country, and from that
point of view the utterances of those
papers were most unworthy and I do not
think it is necessary to pursue that matter
further. But the hon. gentleman has brought
forward a resolution which, read by the light
of his speech, and accompanied by the
remarks he has thought proper to make,
conveys an implied censure upon the
Government of this country and more
particularly upon the leaders in this House;
for I do not suppose that my hon. friend
for a moment incended to convey the im-
pression that the House of Commons were
to blame for not sending up their measures
in sufficient time. His complaint is that
the leaders of the Government in this
House do not bring forward these measures
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in ample time in order that they might be
fully considered. Now I do not contend
that in the past there has not been some
reason for that complaint, but it is due to
the Government of the day-of whom I
am quite as independent as my hon. friend
himself-to state that in the past session
and during the present session the Govern
ment have made a new departure upon
that point and they have brought forward
a great many measures in this House. I
do not intend to detain the House by
going into details of these measures, but
it must be within the recollection of my
hon. friends that a great many important
bills have been submitted to this House
at an early period of the session. There
has been a great improvement in that
respect, and the amendment which I shall
now propose to the House gives expres-
sion to what I conceive to be the general
opinion on this point, an expression to
which I think the Government are fully
entitled. Such an amendment would not
have been necessary had the hon. gentle-
man merely read his resolution, but under
the circumstances I think it is due to the
House that we should state clearly our
opinion as to the manner in which the
business is done in this Chamber. My
hon. friend has not tabled any statement
as to the manner in which this House
conducts its business, except in so far as
that part of his address which refers to
reporting the Debates, and upon that
part my hon. friend has expressed his
views; but that is not sufficient and really
does not refer in any way to the resolution
itself. I therefore beg to move the fol-
lowing amendment:

To strike out ail the words after the first
word " resolved" and insert " That many of
the more important measures of the Govern-
ment having at the last and during the pres-
ent session, been introduced in the Senate,
ample time has been afforded for their dis-
cussion; and that as the rules of the House
prescribe the mode in whieh business is to be
conducted, such time as the House desires for
the consideration of measures can be secured
by enforcing them."

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-I rise, hon.
gentlemen, to express my regret that the
hon. mover of this resolution should in
moving it have made use of the observa-
tions and sentiments that he has uttered.
I must express my surprise that such ob-
servations should come from a gentleman

who during the whole of his legislative
career in the Senate of Canada has talked
more about the dignity, and about the im-
portance, and about the influence of thiS
body than any other hon. gentleman ; and
I say, and say it deliberately, that no
statements that can be made in the press;
no insinuations as regards the manner in
which the Senate have performed their
duty as legislators could have such an in-
jurious effcct upon the Senate, as the sen-
timents that have been expressed by
the hon. gentleman himself. It strikes
me most forcibly that the sentiments he
has given utterance to in moving this
resolution tend to destroy, and would des-
troy if they were at aIl correct, the in-
fluence, and would tend toimpair the useful-
ness of the Senate in the performance of
its public duties. The hon. gentleman
does not see the force of this resolution.
An expression of opinion in accordance
with this resolution would take away from
this House powers and privileges which
we possess. It is not for the govern-
ment of the country to bring forward
all the important measures which may
be necessary in legislating for this
country. The Government have certain
measures which they agree upon, and
which they bring forward, but every indiv-
idual member in this House has the right
and the privilege of introducing important
measures for the consideration of the
Senate ; therefore the hon. member is
wrong in a constitutional point of view and
he belittles the powers and the privileges
which every individual member of this
House possesses. Now with respect to
the manner in- which the business of this
Senate has been conducted, I think that
hon. members will say that the sentiments
uttered by the hon. member from Wood-
stock are entirely incorrect. What meas-
ure has been brought before this Senate
that has not been dealt with in the manner
that a deliberative body should deal with
it ? I should like the hon. gentleman to
point out where the members of this
House have been derelict in their duty,
and where they have neglected to debate
them when it was necessary to debate
questions ; to elicit information where it
was necessary to elicit information, or that
they have not intellige ntly and astutely at-
tended to the performance of their duties ;
looked to the manner in which the select
committees and the standing committees

Ho. M. Dicizy.
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of this House have performed their duties, and they
looked to the manner in which questions bated upo
of importance are debated in the Senate; gentleman
looked to the care and the precautions ing forwar
which should be taken to see that all the session, be
Iules and standing orders of the House are in which t

enforced in order that no measure should prompt in
Pass hastily through this Chamber? So had to lay
far as my knowledge goes I am quite satis-
fied that no true charge can be made that HON. M
the senators as a body have neglected their to trespas
duty. attention o

ling indee4
HON. GENTLEMEN-Hear ! hear. tor from

with the s
HON. MR. BOTSFORD--That I lay our hearir

down as a principle and hon. members At the san
Who have long been members of the Senate will admit
Will bear me out in that proposition. Now, give prom
I must confess that the Senate do not rsett
desire nor have they ever made a great been don
display with respect to oratory. They manner t
deal with measures in a quiet sensible delivered
Manner. They do not make speeches for gentleman
effect and send them broadcast over the his desire
Country. That is not the practice of the pected an
imembers of this House. When important I may be
measures are brought forward the members which he
of the Senate are able to express their well calct
sentiments, and do express their senti- eflect. V
Ments, in sound common sense language, could not
and debate such subjects in an able a fling at t
imanner, but they do not make speeches Debates,
for effect. They do not make speeches for his c
for Hansard, or for display. Therefore, subject.
the observations of the hon. member are complain
entirely unjustifiable; they are unworthy, this Hous
I consider, of any member of the Senate, patriotic
and the hon. senator has made use of lan- way to the
guage and has made quotations which dis- those hi
Parage the Senate and he thereby gives'a venture t
tacit consent to, and approval of those good thiný
sentiments. I must confess that if the hon. wishes to
MTember talked less about the dignity and of those h
influence of the Senate in the country, of bis sp(
and would forbear from bringing forward, It was oni
resolutions such as this and some others reprehend
Which the hon. member has brought forward condemn i
I think the Senate would stand in a better course of
Position perhaps than it does. With respect by Ris Ex
to the hon. member opposite (Mr. Dickey) in-law, ou
he has commented very well on the mea- the hon. g
Sures which the Government have intro-
duced during the present session and last
session. It is quite within the knowledge they read
of every hon. member that the measures impropriet
Of the Government were introduced earlier he forge
this session than they ever were before, Sovereigri
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were thoroughly discussed, de-
n, and passed, and the hon.
is most unreasonable in bring-

d a resolution of this kind this
cause there never was a session
ie Government have been more
introducing the measures they
before Parliament.

R. VIDAL-I do not intend
s any length of time upon the
f the House. I am very unwil-
d to believe that the hon. Sena-
Woodstock really sympathises
entiments which he has read in
g as extracts from the papers.
e time, I think hon. gentlemen
that had he been employed to
inence to these sentiments with
the Senate, it could not have

e in a better or more effective
-ian in the speech which he has
to this House. The hon.
stands prominent among us in

that the Senate should be res-
d honored in the Dominion.
wrong, but I think the course
has thought proper to pursue is
lated to produce the opposite
hile making his remarks he

resist the opportunity of having
he committee on reporting the
and I should like to say a word
omfort, on that all important
He has ventured to surmise and
that the speeches delivered in
se--his own most eloquent and
utterances-do not find their
ear of His Excellency, or even

gher in position Now, I
to say that it is a very
g, for the hon. gentleman, if he
retain the respect and approval
igh dignitaries, that the reports
eeches are not carried to them.
y yesterday that he ventured to

in the strongest terms and to
n the most decisive manner the
action which has been pursued
cellency's most gracious mother-
r beloved Queen. How does
entleman think their ears, their
eir hearts will be touched when
his remarks of yesterday on the
y of cousins marrying ? Does
that his own most gracious
married her cousin ?
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HON. MR. ALEXANDER-The hon. time, place or occasion, but the resolutioll
gentleman is in error on that point : the itself contains nothing that is new to 1S
Queen was not a cousin-German to the here. To my knowledgc we have heard
Prince Consort. this complaint in the Senate from time tO

time. I have been long enough in Parlia-
HON. MR. DICKEY-He was literally ment to remember a striking instance of

her cousin-German. it. A Government was defeated on a
certain measure; an election followed and

HON. MR. VIDAL-The hon. Senator a new Government introdued a simila
ftomn Woodstock is misinformed. The Bir; when it came up to this House, it pas-
introduction of a remark of that kind in cd through ail its stages in one day. Ws
connection with the Bil, which was before that consideration enough to give an i-
the House yesterday, was uncalled for portant measure ? This is an old con-
and could only be regarded by the dis- plaint. have had occasion to spak a1,
tinguished occupants of Rideau Hall as the subject several times, and I think the
an unnecessary and impertinent fling at hon. Senator from Amherst has had sorne
the gracious lady who reigns in the hearts thing to say about it too. In 1868 there
of her people. The hon, gentleman may were several Governmcnt measures throwfl
congratulate himself that his speech did out in this House because there was not
not find its way to Rideau Hall. The proper time given to consider them. 
hon. member is a great sticklcr for the find by reference to, the Journals that 011
honor and dignity of this House and one one occasion the Supply Bill, the Inde
thould suppose that he would therefore be pendence of Parliament Bill and the Tar-
very careful to observe the rules of the if Bil were introduced in the Senate o
Senate. Yet, what do we find? Almost the 27th of Apriland on the 28th ofApril

.every address which he has delivered Parliament was prorogued. I do not
during the present session bas been in think there is much cause for complairit
direct violation of the rules of Parliament. this ycar. The amendment states that we
What is the custom as laid down in May? have certain rules by which we can secue
"A member is not permitted to read his sufficient time to carefully consider the
speech but may refresh his memory by measures which come before us, but we a
reference to his notes. The reading of know how the rules can be put aside. Of
"speeches, which is allowed in other course, if one wishes to be troublesome he
"deliberative assemblies, has neyer been can aval himself of the rules.

"admitted in the British Parliament. " - l
hope that such a stickler for the dignity In the course of this debate a resolutio-
and privileges of the Senate, as the hon. which I moved a few days ago was refer
gentleman is, will bear this in mind in the red to: 1 must say I am not satisfied
future, I shaîl not further trespass upon with the manner in which it was received.
the time of this hon. House because I do I sec no reason why it should have ben
not think the matter is of sufficient im- withdrawn. I Withdraw" is an old stry:
portance to receive the attention and time b hear it when an attempt is made tO
which bas been given to ito bring up almost any subject in this House-

I remember once I moved a very impor-
HON. MR. READ-t should not have tant resolution, and a cry of IwithdraW

risen to speak on this subject if I had not was raised. I did withdraw it after
felt it my duty, as seconder of the motion long discussion had taken place upon it,
to do so. On reading the resolution I because 1 am weak and good natured,
think it is a harmless one. The hon. and can hardly refuse to comply with sud'
gentleman who moved the amendment ad- a request as was made on that occasio
mits that it is a harmless one, and if it had by my leader here. The resolution was s
not been for the speech and extracts that follows
the gentleman who moved the resolution
thought proper to give the House, there "That in the opinion of this House, the
would have been no occasion for the present and future interests of the manu
amendment. For my own part I should facturing and agricultural industries of the
have preferred it if the extracts had not Dominion cal for the adoption ofied
been read. They were not suited to the national policy, by which either reciproctY
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Of trade with the United States is obtained,
or a reciprocity of tariffs is established by
Canada." Y

I lived long enough, at all events, to see
the Policy enunciated in that resolution
adopted by Parliament. I think that this
resolution is a reasonable one. It does
n1ot reflect on the Government: I would
be the last to support the motion if it did
It sirnply sets forth a complaint which has
Often been made, with good reason, in the
Senate.

ION. MR. FLINT-I certainly think
that some steps should be taken to put a
Stop to those controversies which come up
frorn time to time through my hon. friend
from Woodstock. I think, under all the
circumstances of the case, the introduc-
tion of six or seven Government measures
On the second day of the session and the
course pursued by the Government ever
Sile-that no want of energy has been
Shown in conducting the business of the
country in thisnHouse, and the hon. Sena-
tor should not have introduced his motion
or spoken as he has done to-day. How-
ever, he has seen fit to press his motion,
and to read quotations from newspapers
oPposed to the Government of the day. I
think it would be advisable for him to fol-
loW the course which he has stated a cer-
tain gentleman by the name of Torrens
took on one occasion-that is, to with-
draw from this corrupt body. If he will
Consult his own dignity, which is so very
great, he will certainly, after the exhibition
he has made of himself here to-day, sever
his connection with the Senate. I am
sure if he should intimate to the House
any intention to do so, we would all bid
him God-speed. We would turn out in a
body and escort him to his lodgings, or
even further if he required it. The hon.
linember seems to be anxious to immortal-
ize himself in some way. I think that he
has, by his course here during this session
and one or two other sessions, done more
than all others to lower the dignity of this
body. If he wishes to retain his position
in this Chamber, he should pursue a dif-
ferent course for the future.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-In my
Opinion the motion is almost unobjection-
able. If I had to compose one myself, I
should make very small alterations in this
resolution. If the hon. gentleman had

confined himself to pointing out the dif-
ferent ways in which the business of this
House has been heretofore, and has this
session, to some extent, been obstruct-
ed, he would have done excellent service
here to-day. He had a splendid opportu-
nity, and I am bound to say he did not
avail himself of it : on the contrary, he
threw it away. I am myself of the opinion
that something more might be done to
advance the business of this House by
bringing forward measures earlier in the
session. It is true the Government intro-
duced some in the Senate early this session,
but it was necessary from day to
day to postpone the consideration of them
because they were not printed. A little
pressure applied to the printing office in
connection with the business of the Senate
might have ensured more promptitude in
furnishing printed copies of the bills.
There was a point to which the hon. gen-
tleman might fairly have drawn the atten-
tion of the House. He might have shown,
as his seconder did, the great inconvenience
caused by bringing important measures
before us late in the session, and if he, or
this House in debate, could have suggest-
ed any means by which they could be in-
troduced so as to afford ample time to
discuss them, I repeat, the hon. gentleman
would have done admirable service. But
he did not adopt that course. He thought
his object would be best served by retailing
to the House the ridiculous reports of
some local newspapers with reference to
this body. If that hon. gentleman or any
other thinks it necessary to combat in this
House the statements which appear against
us in the press, all I can say is, we shall
have a hard and odious task, and one I
should be very sorry to see attempted in
this House. There has been some expres-
sion of opinion here to-day as to the inex-
pediency of constantly withdrawing mo-
tions. If thé motion is good and useful
in itself and unobjectionable, and if it had
not been supported by the arguments-
one can hardly call them arguments-by
the statements which the hon. gentleman
thought proper to make, I think in that
case it would have been wrong to with-
draw the motion, because, in my judgment,
it is a useful motion, and if I am compelled
to choose between it and the amendment,
I shall feel it my duty to vote for the res-
olution ; but the sense of the House is
evidently opposed to the manner in which
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it has been supported by the hon. gentle-
man. In my judgment, if an error has
been committed, the wisest course is to
retrace your steps as long as it is possible
to adopt that course. Fortunately it is
open to the hon. gentleman to ask leave
of the House to withdraw his motion.
(Cries of " No.") Is it not open to the
hon. gentleman to withdraw his motion ?

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-Ves, with
the consent of the House.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE--But if the
hon. gentleman makes the proposal, let
us see if the House will refuse its consent.
If I have any judgment as to what the
Senate will do, I think it will not adopt
that course. If the hon. gentleman will
accept the advice I tender to him, as an
independent member of the Senate, it will
be to this effect-that he ask the leave of
the House to withdraw that motion.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-And make
an apology for the speech he has delivered.

HON. MR. BUREAU-I think it is
very unfair to ask us to vote for the
amendment. It is a motion of confidence
in the present Government, and I think it
should not have been moved without due
notice. It does not bear on the same
subject as the original resolution, but is of
an entirely different character, expressing
confidence in the Government of the day.
I do not think the Opposition in the
Senate number one-third of the whole
body, and it is very unfair, without any
notice, to call upon us to vote upon such
a motion as this. We have acted in such
a manner as to deserve some considera-
tion at the hands of those who are in a
great majority in this branch of Parlia-
ment. This motion involves a discussion
of the whole policy of the Government.

ATE.] in Me &nate.

can to transact the public business, and I
must say that the Government this year
have taken the proper course of introduc-
ing important measures early in this
Chamber, so that we are enabled to con-
sider them carefully.

I cannot understand why some news-
papers demand the abolition of the
Senate, for this reason: we, in the Pro-
vince of Quebec, were opposed to repre-
sentation by population, and Confedera-
tion would never have been accomplished
if the perfect equality of the two Provinces
in the Senate had not been guaranteed.
That is the reason why Ontario has no
more Senators than the Province of Que-
bec, and that equality must be maintained
as long as the union lasts. Some of us
were opposed to the Confederation
scheme, because we thought it was not
matured at that time for the benefit of
the country, and might result disastrously
if harmony did not prevail among the
different Provinces.

The Opposition in this House is small
in numbers, but it is entitled to some res-
pect, and I think it would be but fair
play to us to withdraw both of the
motions. I shall not ask the Speaker to
decide whether the amendment, of which
no notice was given, is in order; but the
leader of the House will acknowledge, I
am sure, that we have always pursued a
course which entitles us to the respect of
the majority, and to him I appeal for fair
play.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I think the
amendment ought to be withdrawn. I
am not quite certain whether the motion
can be withdrawn, unless the amendment
is dropped. I am not so much opposed
to the motion of the hon. Senator from
Woodstock, as to his remarks, which I
think were uncalled for.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-In
HON. MR. DICKEY-Not at all. answer to tbe appeal of the hon. Senator

from DeLorimier (Mr Bureau). I do ac-
HON. MR. BUREAU-I am satisfied knowledge with the utmost pleasure that

that is not his intention, but that would be the course uniformly pursued by the oppo-
the result of asking us to vote upon the sition in this House bas been perfectly
amendment. I hope the resolution will fair and courteous on ail occasions, and
be withdrawn. I do not approve of all I should be exceedingly unwiling to see
that was said by the hon. Senator from them led, by à motion of tbis kind, to vote
Woodstock in introducing it: quite the in any sense confidence in the Govern-
contrary. I think the press treats the ment. I ar quite satisfied that the bon.
Senate unfairly. We are doing w aat we Senator from Amherst had no intention of

HON. MR, HAYTHORNE
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expressing confidence in the Government, from DeLorimier that 1 disclaim on the
and I certainly think no person who votes part of the Government that it conveys
for this amendment will do so. I appre- anything even remotely approaching an
hend that perhaps my hon. friend from expression of confidence in the Govern-
DeLorimier did not read the amendment, ment.
or hear it read, because there is nothing
il it which, in the most remote way, bears HON. MR. POWER-There is a fur-
the construction which he has put upon it. ther reason why the motion should be
The first part of the amendment is " That withdrawn; the resuit of a vote being
rnany of the more important measures of taken will be that this resolution which
the Government having at the last and the hon. Senator from Woodstock is
during the present session been introduced anxious to have adopted, wilI be voted
ini the Senate, ample time has been afford- down. That is a consummation that, 1
ed for their discussion." suppose, he is not anxious for, and there-

That is not an expression of confidence fore I hope the hon, gentleman will con-
-it is merely an assertion of the fact sent to withdraw his resolution. I think
that many of the Government measures, it is the more desirable for this reason;
during the last session and this session, altbougb we have heard the disclaimers
have been introduced in this House. The of the mover of the amendment and the
hon. gentleman from DeLorimier has just Leader of the Government in this House,
Said that this is a fact. There is no ex- that we might feel perfectly satisfied the
Pression of confidence in the next sentence amendment is not a vote of confidence in
"and that as the rules of the House pre- the Government, still it must be remem-
Scribe the mode in which business is to be bered that in the journals of the Senate
conducted, such time as the House desires these expressions of opinion will not
for the consideration of measures can be appear; you will simply have a record of
Secured by enforcing them." So there is the fact that Senator Alexander moved
nothing even in the most indirect way ap- this first resolution. Now that motion is
Proaching an expression of confidence in a perfectly harmless and proper one, and
the Government, but merely the assertion I think so more particularly in view of
Of two truths, both of which the hon. Sen- the discussions wbicb have taken place
ator for DeLorimier (Mr. Bureau) has eith- towards the close of the last three or four
er admitted or is ready to admit. I there- sessions. I think that the season at which
fore can see no reason why any hon. gen- it bas been introduced is also a proper
tieman who desires to make these asser- one, but I regret that the hon. Senator
tions should not do so merely because he from Woodstock, tbrough some unfortu-
belongs to the Opposition ; because the nate knack wbich he seems to have-and
amendment expresses no such confidence, wbich I am glad no other member of this
and on the part of the Government I en- House possesses-has the effect of making
tirely disclaim any idea that there is any a resolution (which would bè perfectly
expression of confidence, and my hon. harmless, and even desirable, if put before
friend who introduced it says that he had tbe House by any other member> appear
no intention of expressing confidence. It most objectionable wben coming from him.
is a question of the mode in which the As an independent member of this House,
public business is transacted in this branch I do not wish to be put in the position of
of Parliament. So far as my humble ad- having my name appear in the journals as
vice to the House is concerned, I would baving voted down wbat, in itself, from
Say, if the member who introduced this our past experience we know to be a
motion sees fit to withdraw it, I apprehend reasonable resolution. If the motion is
the hon. Senator from Amherst would also pressed I shaîl be forced to vote for it, and
be willing to withdraw his amendment. not for the amendment, for the reasons
If the hon. Senator from Woodstock (Mr. whicb I have given.
Alexander) does not see fit to withdraw
his motion-and it seems to me he should HON. MR. ALMON-The amend-
withdraw it and apologise to the House ment, I tbink, is fot a motion of confidence
for the language he has used-then, I for in the Ministry; it is a motion of confi-
one would be glad to see the amendment dence in the Senate. I ar very sorry
Pressed. I can assure the hon. Senator that it bas been introduced, and I think
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my hon. friend from Amherst (Mr. Dickey)
lacked his usual tact when he moved it.
I should rather have voted down the
resolution as it stands. However, as that
cannot be done, I, as a member of this
body, will not allow either the amend-
ment or the motion to be withdrawn.
Both of them having been moved and
seconded (one seconded in a very lame
manner, but still seconded) according to
the rules of the House they must be put,
and I think we would be derelict in our
duty to ourselves, after the statements
which have been quoted by the hon.
Senator from Woodstock (Mr. Alexander)
if we voted for that resolution. If I did
so I would follow the advice which the
hon. Senator from Belleville (Mr. Flint)
gave the hon. gentleman from Woodstock,
not only that he should go, but, if I ap-
proved of those sentiments, I should go
out with him. (Cries of " withdraw.")
If I have a right to insist upon it, and I
think I have, I object to either the motion
or the amendment being withdrawn, and
I insist on their being put.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-I have
no reason whatever to complain of the
tone of any remarks which have been
made with reference to myself as the
mover of this resolution, except those
which fell from the hon. Senator from
Belleville (Mr. Flint)-a gentleman whom
I respect very highly. It is simply absurd
to say that, on looking around me and
finding nine-tenths of the members of
this House, men of large estate and
independent fortunes, men of the first
position in the country, that I would
charge them with corruption. I have in
the discharge of my duty, observed that
the press all over the country, are
gradually gliding into the position of losing
all respect for this body. With regard to
the reply which has been made that these
extracts are from the Reform press, I say
that the fact of the Opposition newspapers
attacking this Chamber is a very powerful
argument in favor of my motion. A large
number of the members of this House
desire that it should stand as a high
judicial body, above party, and that it
should not be chargeable by the press of
one party or the other with being partizan.
I want this House to stand immeasurably
above party. With regard to the question

HoN. DR. ALMON.

itself, the matter rests with the House.
(Cries of "withdraw.")

After some discussion as to whether
the motion could be withdrawn, the amend-
ment was declared carried on a division.

SASKATCHEWAN AND PEACE
RIVER RAILWAY B1LL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY moved that the
House coucur in the amendments pro-
posed by the Committee on Railways,
Telegraphs, and Harbors to Bill (26), "An
Act to incorporate the Saskatchewan and
Peace River Railway Company ". le
said-Having fully explained the nature
and scope of these amendments when the
report came in, as required by the rules
of the House, I have now merely to move
that they be concurred in.

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

GARDINER'S RELIEF BILL..

FIRST REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. DICKEY presented the
first report of the Select Committee on
Bill (L) " An Act for the relief of Matthew
Gardiner." He said-The report, which
was submitted yesterday, is to the effect
that the practice followed in the House of
Lords in all these cases and which bas
been observed by this House in the past,
when considering petitions similar to that
now before us, should be followed in this
instance; and as the wife is a person with-
out means and having no separate property,
she may be allowed the expenses entailed
by appearing before the Committee. This
is in accordance with our past practice
and it is unnecessary to enlarge upon it ; I
merely express our cpinion that it is desir-
able to follow the precedent established,
and I beg to move that the report of the
Committee be adopted.

The motion was agreed to.

NORTH AMERICAN LIFE INSUR-
ANCE COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON, MR. ALLAN moved the second
reading of Bill (53) " An Act to amend

Insurance Company.
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the Act incorporating the North American
Mutual Life Insurance Company, and to
change the name thereof to the Dominion
of Canada Life Insurance Company." He
said : I took charge of this Bill when it
came up from the House of Commons,
nobody else being prepared to do so, but
I presume some other hon. gentleman will
Probably take charge of it when it comes
before the Committee on Banking and
Commerce. As I understand it, the Bill
is simply to enable the Company to change
its name, and also to make an alteration
in the number of its directors, to fix and
determine what shall be the qualification
of such directors, and what remuneration
shall be paid to them and other officials of
the Company. I beg to move that the
Bill be now read the second time.

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

COMMERCIAL TRAVELLERS'
ASSOCIATION BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE moved the
second reading of Bill (8), " An Act res-
pecting the Commercial Travellers' Asso-
ciation of Canada."

He said : This is a Bill from a large
and important body that has grown up in
this country. It refers to the Commercial
Travellers' Association, and an occupa-
tion that is extensively followed at the
present time, and to a fund that has been
established for charitable purposes in
connection with the Association to relieve
cases of illness or distress. As commercial
travellers are a class who travel a great
deal by water and by rail, and are subject
to casualties, they take this means of
providing for their .families. They have
already an Act of incorporation and the
object of the present Bill is to add a
mortuary clause to-itby which the families
of commercial travellers who are members
of the Association can draw from the
large charitable fund already established,
and to enable them to depçsit their funds
with the Government so that members of
the Association can feel satisfied that it is
well secured.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
Commercial Travellers' Association is, I

believe, a society that is entitled to every
consideration as they are a body without
which it would be difficult to carry on the
trade of the country. As far as the Gov-
ernment are concerned we are anxious to
give the Association every assistance in
our power. The insurance clauses of the
Bill have received the assent of the Gov-
ernment in another branch of the Legis-
lature, and I do not think it is necessary
to draw attention to them, but in the
interest of the Association; I think it is
desirable to draw attention to one or two
clauses which, if the Bill goes through in
its present shape, will only bring disap-
pointment to its promoters. One point is
that the Bill proposes to enact thata sum
which is payable to a beneficiary, that is,
not te the traveller, but to a person to be
named by the traveller, shall not be liable
to any execution against that person, and
the effect of that would be this : A travel-
ler might under the ,by-laws of the Asso-
ciation declare that a sum of say one
thousand dollars is to be payable in case
of his death to his son or his nephew or
any member of his family and supposing
that death occurs that sum is given by this
Bill to the beneficiary absolutely and is
not to be " touchable " by an execution.
That is unfair in itself. It may be reason-
able for the House to enact-although I
do not say that it is-that a sum payable
to a widow or to children should not be
touched ; I do not say that that would be
reasonable, but I contend that it would
be unreasonable to say that a sum that
would become the property of a nephew
or grown up son shall not be touched for
a debt that that son or that nephew might
owe. There is another point more de-
serving of coñsideration ; I think, it
would be beyond the power of Parlia-
ment to say that a certain debt
shall not be collected against a certain
sum; it does not rest with this Legisla-
ture to enact such a measure. It becomes
the subject of provincial legislation, and a
subject altogether within their discretion,
and therefore I think we should not enact
it in this bill. Then the clause which
provides for the deposit of certain sums
of money in the hands of the Government,
seems to me to be imperfect. It merely
says that the money shall be deposited for
the purposes of the bill, which seems to
me to be very vague. It would be much
better to follow the language of the insur-
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ance bills, and to define accurately what
is the security which it is contemplated
this $5o,ooo should afford to the
holders of policies or whatever
they are called-what the security is and
how it should be collected. I think that
point should also be attended to. Then
there is another point which seems to me
to be somewhat unsound and dangerous.
Certain by-laws are attached to the Bill
in the schedule, and these by-laws are de-
clared to have the force and effect of aJ
act of Parliament. In addition to that it
is provided that the by-laws may be
amendedand altered, and that the alter-
ations shall also have the force and effect
of an apt of Parliament. It is true it re-
quires that they shall be subject to the
approval of the Finance Minister, but it is
somewhat novel to entrust the Minister of
Finance with such powers, and it seems
to me desirable in all respects that the
attention of the Private Bills Committee
should be directed to these points, not
that I desire to interpose any obstacles to
the Bill, but that I desire that the legisla-
tion should be of a character not to dis-
appoint those who are looking towards
it with a great deal of anxiety, and in
whose anxiety I deeply sympathise.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-I quite
concur in the remarks of the hon. Min-
ister of Justice. I have not looked into
the Bill as I have only taken charge of it
since it carne up from the Commons at
the request of a friend. I have no doubt
when it goes before the Private Bills Com-
mittee the points raised by my hon. friend
will be carefully enquired into.

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

HON. MR. MACFARLANE moved
that the Bill be referred to the standing
committee on Private Bills.

HoN. MR. DICKEY suggested that
the Bill be referred to the Committee on
Banking and Commerce as it related
strictly to a commercial matter.

The suggestion was adopted.

The Senate adjourned at 5.45 p.m.

HoN. SiR Ai.x CAMPREL.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, March 3oth, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

INSOLVENT BANKS AND INSUR-
ANCE COMPANIES BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL pre-
sented the report of the Select Committee
to whom was referred Bill (A) " An Act
respecting Insolvent Banks, Insurance
Companies, and Trading Coi porations,"
with amendments. He said: This Bill
has received a great deal of attention at
the hands of the Select Committee to
whom it was referred, and in consequence
of the number of changes that have been
made, I thought it desirable, in order that
the House may have a clear comprehen-
sion of it, that it should be reprinted.
That has been done, and the amended
Bill has been distributed. I now move
that the Bill be referred to a committee of
the whole House on Monday next.

The motion was agreed to.

SASKATCHEWAN DIOCESAN
SYNOD BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMM ITTEE.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE, from the
Committee on Standing Orders and
Private Bills, reported, without amend-
ment, Bill (5 1), " An Act to incorporate
the Synod of the Diocese of Saskatchewan,
and for other purposes connected there-
with."

HON. MR. VIDAL-There being no
amendments to this Bill, I beg to move
that it be read the third time presently.

HON. MR. DICKEY-On the second
reading of this Bill I took occasion to call
the attention of the Committee to whom
it was referred to the extraordinary pro-
visions which it contained, and I should
like to have some explanation of the
reason why my suggestions were not con-
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sidered ; especially as my hon. friend
(Mr. Vidal) himself said that he entirely
concurred in my opinions, and assured
the House that they should receive every
attention at the hands of the Committee.
I Iniust say that it is to me a novel principle
of legislation altogether that this House
should be called upon to sanction these
Church courts, and their decisions as to
the important matter of depriving a man
of his living and divesting him of his
sacred office-it is a novel principle that
they should be incorporated in the legis-
lation of this country. I speak strongly
on this subject, because my hon. friend
on my right (Mr. Archibald) and I were
both members of a legislature where it was
carefully considered, and where it was
recognized as a vicious principle which
ought not be admitted into our legislation
with regard to a church which is not estab-
lished in this country, and only stands
on the same footing as other denomina-
tions.

HoN. MR. VIDAL-I called the
special attention of the committee to this
particular clause, and, also, took the
trouble to invite over to attend the com-
mittee the hon. gentleman who had
charge of the Bill in the House of
Commons. He very kindly came over,
and explained to the committee very fully
all the provisions of the Bill, clearly
showing that there was nothing new or
unusual in the wording of the clause-
that it was simply a transcript of the
clause as it exists in the former Act. It
was, therefore, considered unnecessary to
make any amendments to the Bill. How-
ever, if my hon. friend really wishes the
third reading to be postponed for any
purpose, I certainly shall not press it now.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I do think it is
the general sense of the House, the prin-
ciple is so unusual. Although, it may
have crept into former legislation, there is
no reason why we should keep it up any
more than we should keep up the amal-
gamation clauses which have been struck
out of bills during the present session.

HON. MR. VIDAL-Then, I beg to
move that the third reading of this bill be
fixed for Monday next, and I hope the
hon. gentleman will let us have the advan-
tage of his objections, in order that they

may be looked into, and I may be able to
reply to them.

The motion was agreed to.

SUN LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. ALLAN, from the Standing
Committee on Banking and Commerce,
reported, without amendment, Bill. (4),
"An Act respecting the Sun Mutual Life
Insurance Company, of Montreal."

HON. MR. RYAN moved the third
reading of the Bill.

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

PLANTERS' BANK BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. ALLAN, from the Standing
Committee on Banking and Commerce,
reported Bill (52), "An Act to incorporate
the Planters' Bank of Canada," with'an
amendment, which he explaired was not
of aiy importance.

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved concur-
rence in the amendment.

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

MUTUAL LIFE ASSOCIATION BILL

THIRD READING.
e

HON. MR. ALLAN, from the Standing
Committee on Banking and Commerce,
reported Bill (27), "An Act further to
amend the Act incorporating the Mutual
Life Association of Canada, and to change
the name thereof to the 'Life Association
of Canada,"' with an amendment, which,
he explained, was unimportant.

HoN. MR. HOPE moved concurrence
in the amendment.

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

CHARTERED BANK OF LONDON
AND WINNIPEG BILL

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. ALLAN, from the Standing
Committee on Banking and Commerce

Charter ed Bank of
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reported Bill (28) "An Act to amend the
Charter of the Chartered Bank of London
and North America, and to change the
name thereof to the Chartered Bank of
London and Winnipeg with certain amend-
ments."

HON. MR. GIBBS moved that the
amendments be taken into consideration
to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

MILITARY BARRACKS
WINNIPEG.

AT

INQUIRY,

HON. MR. GIRARD inquired:-

What measures has the Government seen
fit to take in order to afford shelter for the
numerous settlers who are expected to be on
their way this spring to Manitoba and the
North-West? And would it not be advisable
to place the military barracks at Fort Osborne,
within the limits of the City of Winnipeg, or
such portions of the said barracks as are not
needed by the Governmeit, at the disposal:ot
the local authorities of Winnipeg for that pur-
pose? Also what does the Government intend
to do with these buildings?

He said : I make this inquiry in view
of the numbers of people who are arriving
in Winnipeg every day, and I am desirous
to get information from the Government
if possible, as to what steps will be taken
to provide for their accommodation. From
a thousand to twelve hundred persons are
arriving daily in Winnipeg, and theie is no
place to receive them. The hotels are
full, and many are camped in tents around
the city, exposed to the inclemency of the
weather. It has occurred to me that it
might be possible to place the barracks
under the control of the local authorities.
I do not know how far it is possible to do
so, but if it can be done, it will render
a very great service to the population flow-
ing into Manitoba. It is to the interest
of the country that the settlers who arrive
there should be treated with care and at-
tention if possible. I also ask what the
Government intend to do with this build-
ing. My opinion is that in the course of
next summer it will be in one of the most
aristocratic quarters of Winnipeg, and that
it should be sold when it can be disposed
of to advantage. The land could be
kept and converted into a Champs de

Mars, or public square. I have not
heard whether the Government has done
anything yet towards the improvement of
what will be perhaps the largest city in
the west before many years. Here is an
opportunity to do something for the im-
provement of Winnipeg. Without further
comment I beg to put my question, and
I am sure that the answer will be favor-
able to the people of Winnipeg.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-In
reply to the question of my hon. friend I
beg to say that the Government does in-
tend to place the barracks at Fort Osborne
at the disposal of the immigrants who are
arriving at Winnipeg, for the purpose of
assisting to meet the difficulties that are felt
there in consequence of the very large
number of daily .arrivals. I do not say
that the barracks will be handed over to
the local authorities for the purpose, for
we have the means of doing it without
that, but the barracks will be put at the
disposal of the immigrants, and instruc-
tions will be forwarded to that effect.

MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED
WIFE'S SISTER BILL.

DEBATE CONTINUED.

The order of the day having been called
for resuming the adjourned Debate on
the Hon. Mr. Bellerose's motion in amend-
ient to the Hon. Mr. Ferrier's motion
for the second reading of the Bill (No. 9)
-Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage Bill.-
viz., to leave out "now " and after "time"
to insert "this day six months."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said:
Although I moved the adjournment of the
debate the other night on this Bill, I had
no intention of doing so with reference to
my making an address to the House
myself. It was rather with the view of
adjourning the debate for the purpose of
enabling others to speak; but I desire
now to say one or two words, not so much
on the measure itself as on some of the
circumstances which have attended its pres-
ence here, and I will take advantage of my
motion to make these observations. In
the first place, I desire to say a word or
two with reference to the objection taken
by my hon. friend the Senator from
DeLanaudière (Mr. Bellerose), and which

HON. My. ALLN.
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induced him to make the motion which
,is immediately before the House-that is,
the motion that the Bill be not nowread, but
that it be read this day six months. The
hon. gentleman explained to us that he was
driven by conscientious motives into
making that proposition, on account of
his conviction that this Parliament had
not jurisdiction to deal with this subject,
and he proceeded to enforce that view not
by means of the Confederation Act,
which governs our powers and controls
our deliberations, but by reference
to a circumstance that had taken place
before that Act had become law.
That circumstance was a debate which
took place at the time in the Legisiative
Assembly of the old Province of Canada,
and in which certain declarations were
made by a gentleman who was then a
member of the Government, speaking for
himself and on behalf of the Government.
In those remarks he held out the expecta-
tion that the legislation which was then in
contemplation, for the purpose of confed-
erating the Provinces, would, with refer-
ence to this subject, not contain provisions
which are now used for the purpose of
enabling the House to deal with questions
of this kind. I think I am stating the
hon. gentleman's proposition correctly.
The speech to which he made immediate
reference, was delivered on that occasion
by a gentleman who is a member of the
present Government-Sir Hector Lange-
vin-and in the course of his remarks
he is reported to have stated that the
Act of Confederation (he was speaking
before it became law) would contain
provisions with reference to Marriage
and Divorce, but, as regards the first
part of the subject, only so far as to
indicate that a marriage in one
part of the Dominion should be valid in
all parts of this country. He said it would
also contain some other provisions of a
kindred character, which he <escribed,
but would not make provision for such
legislation as is now contemplated. When
that speech was made, language was used
calling attention to the existing state of
the laws in the old province of Canada,
and either Sir Hector Langevin or another
member of the Government said that the
law as it stood then established would
remain ; and therefore my hon. friend
from DeLanaudière (Mr. Bellerose) states
that the legislation which has resulted

since, and under which we are now sitting,
did not realize the expectations which
were held out on that occasion, by the
Government, with reference to it. All
that I need say upon that point I think is
this: that the time at which these expres-
sions of belief were uttered has gone by
and we are now to deal, not with what
was then expected, but with what has
since taken place. We cannot now inter-
pret the British North American Act of
1867, by referring to what was said by in-
dividuals either speaking for themselves
or on behalf of the Government of a time
anterior to that Act, but he must interpret
it by reference to the language which it
contains. I do not understand for my
own part that the Hon. Sir Hector Lange-
vin, who uttered these sentiments has de-
parted in any way from the pledge which
he then gave, or that he or Sir George
Cartier, who attended the London con-
ference, in the least drew back from the
position which they took. But my hon.
friend from DeLanaudière (Mr. Bellerose)
must bear in mind that the British North
America Act may have received a differ-
ent interpretation from that which Sir
Hector Langevin expected from it at the
time that he assented to it in London. It
would have been very difficult probably to
have used any other language than that
which is found in it, and the right to deal
with marriage and divorce must be vested
somewhere, either in the Parliament of
the Dominion or in the legislatures
of the separate provinces. My hon.
friend from DeLanaudière (Mr. Bellerose)
must not forget that there are other prov-
inces besides Quebec where the same con-
ditions do not obtlin, and where it might
be much more difficult to keep legislation
upon this subject within what I might call
discreet limits than in the province of
Quebec; and that in the London Confer-
ence all these provinces were protected.
Therefore it was not exclusively the desire
or wish of Quebec that could be consid-
ered or her exclusive usages that could be
provided for; but it was necessary to con-
sider the feelings, views and prejudices-
if I may so say-of all the provinces of
the Dominion, and in consequence the
language which is found in the British
North America Act may have been used.
I dare say, from what I know of the frank
disposition of my deceased hon. friend,
Sir George Cartier, and from my know-
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ledge of Sir Hector Langevin, that it has
been used in a sense which they them-
selves-speaking for Lower Canada,
and as Lower Canadians-may pos-
sibly not have expected ; but of
that I cannot speak positively. I think,
undoubtedly, as regards the Act itself,
every one will say that the right to deal
with this subject is left with the Parlia-
ment of the Dominion. It says in so
many words that the question of marriage
and divorce is an attribute of this Parlia-
ment, and it says equally clearly that the
solemnization of matrimony, as distinct
from marriage and divorce, is an attribute
of the local legislatures. But ,irrespective
of that my hon. friend, if one may judge
from his remarks, seems to suppose that
some stress must be laid upon the words
" civil rights" which always were given to
the local legislatures. The matter then
stood in this way, that not only the
solemnization of matrimony, but civil
rights, were given to the local legislatures.
This is true of civil rights in a general
sense, but they are limited by those powers
which were given to the gcneral Parlia-
ment.; because there are a score of attri-
butes given tothe general Parliament which
involve civil rights in one direction or an-
other, as for instance the regulation of trade
and commerce, census and statistics,
military and naval service, navigation and
shipping, currency and coinage, banking
and savings banks, bankruptcy and insol-
vency, naturalization of aliens, copyrights;
all these subjects involved civil rights and
where the expression " civil rights" is used
as showing the powers given to the Local
Legislatures, you must take it subject
to the other languagemsed, and subject to
the general effect of all the language found
in the Act. If we take it in that sense
then the meaning of the language that
jurisdiction in matters relating to civil
rights is given to the Local Legislatures
must be taken as it may be limited by
reference to all the attributes that are
given to the Federal Parliament, and
therefore, with proper deference to the
views expressed by other hon. gentlemen
upon this subject, I do not think that the
expression " civil rights " adds anything to
the argument, and notwithstanding the ex-
pression "civil rights " and notwithstand-
ing the expression " solemnization of mar-
riage " the question of divorce is left to
this Parliament. Then this other fact is

left for consideration that the whole
act is one giving all power not
expressed to the general legislature, and
on that principle there was an intended,
and as far as it could be made, a marked
departure from the principle on which the
constitution of the United States was
framed. There, wherever the constitu-
tion is silent the power belongs to the
States; here whenever the constitution
does not expressly give power to the Local
Legislatures it is vested in this Parliament.
Then I say the power to deal with mar-
riage ard divorce is not given expressly to
the Local Legislature, therefore it is left
with this Parliament, and I say moreover
that the power to deal with marriage and
divorce is left expressly with this legisla-
ture, and I do not think that upon the
matter itself-the right of jurisdiction-
there can be any serious doubt, at least
there is none to my mind. I desire, how-
ever, to speak always with deference to
the judgment and the views of others.
This very question was submitted to
the high authority of the English Law
Officers of the Crown some eight or ten
years ago, and with reference to it, these
Law Officers of the Crown, who are al-
most always gentlemen of high legal
authority, on this particular qiestion of
jurisdiction used the following language:

"' Marriage and Divorce' which by the 91st
section of the same Act are reserved to the
Parliament of the Dominion, signify in their
opinion, all matters relating to the status of
marriage, between what persons and under
what circunistances it shall be created and
(if at all) destroyed. rhere are many reasons
of convenience and sense, why one law as to
the status of marriage shall exist throughout
the Dominion, which have no application
as regards the uniformity of th proce-
dure whereby that status is created or
evidenced. Convenience, indeed, and reason
would seem alike in favor of a difference of
procedure being allowable in provinces differ-
ing so widely in external and internal cir-
cumstances, as those of which the Dominion
is composed, and of permitting the provinces
to settle their own procedure for themselves ;
and they are of opinion that this permission
has been granted to the provinces by the Im-
perial Parliament, and that the New Bruns-
wick legislature was competent to pass the
Bill in question."

So that there the opinion of very eminent
men of the legal profession is given in
express terms that this power of dealing
with marriage and divorce rests with this
Parliament and the power of dealing with

HON, SIR ALEX. CAMPBEL.
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the statutes under which the ceremony
shall take place rests with the local legis-
latures.

HON.MR. TRU DEL-What is the hon.
gentleman quoting from? #

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I am
reading from the opinion of the Law Offi-
cers of the Crown quoted by Mr. Blake in
another place in the debate of the 27th of
February 188o. Reported in the House of
Commons Debates for that year, vol. I,
page 301, the opinion of the Law offi-
cers of the Crown is laid down in most
positive terms that the Parliament of Can-
ada has alone in this country the right to
deal with this question of marriage and
divorce ; so that it would seem that upon
grounds to be derived from the Act of
Confederation itself-upon the ground of
fair legal argument, deducible from that,
and upon the consensus of legal opinion
in this country, there is no reasonable
doubt of the right of Parliament to deal
with this subject. The other point which
I desire to mention is in reference to a re-
mark which was made by my honorable
friend from New Brunswick (Mr. Odell)
that this subject should have been dealt
with by the Government. Well, I was
somewhat surprised to hear that view ad-
vanced by my hon. friend, who is an old
parliamentarian, and who, I think, must
have known, but must have forgotten at
the moment, that this subject has been
again and again before the British House
of Commons during the times of the most
eminent Parliamentarians of our day in
the last twenty years. Session after session
it has been before the House of Commons
when that House has been led by the
most eminent men whom we have known
in our generation-during the time it was
led by Gladstone ; during the time it was
led by Palmerston ; during the time it was
led by Russell ; during the time it was led
by Disraeli. In the time of all those
eminent Parliamentarians a bill such
as this, or of the same character as this,
has been introduced and discussed in the
House of Commons for a series of nights
by all the most able men of the time, and
upon no occasion has it been a Govern-
ment measure, but was introduced by a
private member. It seems to me to be
the only sensible way of dealing with this
measure, one that is apt to create so much

feeling amongst men of different religious
convictions. I do not think, therefore, it
could be expected to be a Government
measure, or that it is reasonable to
charge the Government with any derelic-
tion of duty in not making this matter a
Government measure. I think it would
have been very inexpedient and very un-
wise for any Government to have done so.
Then, with reference to my own course on
the last occasion when this Bill was before
the Senate, when I voted for the six
months' hoist, I did so in company with
several other gentlemen, not from any ob-
jection to the Bill itself, but with reference
to the delay. I was particularly induced
to vote as I did by the fears expressed by
hon. gentlemen in this House who come
from the Maritime Provinces, who con-
tended that no knowledge that any such
legislation was in contemplation existed in
,he provinces from which they came; that
therefore these people would be taken by
surprise, and on their behalf it would seem
to be an unfair thing to endeavor to pass
through Parliament, the same session as it
was introduced, a measure touching so
many persons in so important and vital a
manner as this 1Bill was likely to do.
Therefore, in order that there might be
time for consideration, and in order that
we might not act hastily in legislation of
such importance, I voted with those who
désired time, at all events, to reject the
Bill. A large. majority of this House who
so voted probably did so from other mo-
tives, some of them probably from a strong
conviction against the measure itself.
With their feelings I had nothing more to
do, but with reference to my own motives
for voting the same as those who voted
with me, the explanation is necessary that
I really voted on my own judgment for
further delay, that the country might have
ample time to deliberate on such an
important subject, and see whether the
desire for it was the earnest, settled con.
viction of the country, or whether it would
pass away in the course of a year or two,
The Bill comes again before us, after an
interval of two years, supported in the
other House by a larger majority than
originally voted for it, and, therefore, so
far as that House is taken as the represen-
tative of the people, we must take it as
coming again with an increased expression
of the desire of the people for this legisia-
tion. I am myself much impressed with
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that. It is very difficult to say whether
the great majority of the people are for or
against this measure. For my own part, I
should imagine that the great majority of
the people do not care much about it ;
that there are a great many people who
desire it anxiously, and that there are a
great many people who think it ought to
become law as a matter of theory and
philosophy, and that the great bulk of
the people are indifferent about it. I do
not think my hon. friend from New Bruns-
wick was right in laying so much stress as
he did upon the petitions. I do not think
that petitions indicate very accurately the
feelings of the people ; they indicate the
exertions that have been used in getting
them up, I think, more than the opinions
of the public; but, if we are to judge by
the majority of the representatives of the
people who voted for it in the other House
-if we are to judge by what we hear daily
in social life, and by what we read in the
newspapers, I should say that this Bill is
nòw desired more strongly than it was
when it first came under the notice of the
House. I wish to offer these explana-
tions on these three pqints : the first with
reference to the jurisdiction of the House,
the next with reference to the course
the Government is pursuing with
regard to it, and the next with reference
to my own course in voting now contrary
to what I did on the previous occasion.
As to the measure, itself I must confess
that I have no strong convictions as to the
impropriety of such marriages. I do not
think there is any impropriety in it, so far
as I am able to form an opinion on the
subject-and I should be loth to express
an opinion in very strong language because
there is nothing so likely to lead one astray
as to undertake to interpret a text of
Scripture or to pretend to do so. Cer-
tainly this text of Scripture which a certain
number interpret in one way and a cer-
tain number interpret in another way, and
on which it seems, as far as authority is
concerned, such marriages are to rest I
do not myself take as an authority
on this subject. It does not seem to me
to apply to such a connection as this Bill
proposes to make legal, but to a connec-
tion made in the life-time of the first wife.
There is no physical reason why this Bill
should not pass, and then as to the feelings
which may exist either during the life-time
of the first wife or after her death, it seems

to me that the arguments are so divided
as to make it difficult for any one to form
an opinion who has no strong bias of his
own, or to say what the decision on this
point should be. The inclination of my
own mind would be to arrive at this con-
clusion : the arguments anterior to the
death of the first wife were somewhat
against the measure, and the arguments
after the death of the first wife are some-
what in favor of the measure.

I desire to speak with great deference
to the views and opinions of hon. gentle-
men, and not to assert my own in any
dogmatical way whatever; but I do not
think there is any Scripture rule or law
against this marriage; I do not know of
any physical reason why it should not take
place, and therefore I think it should be
left to the good or to the bad judgment
of those who see fit to enter into such a
connection. For these reasons I shall
vote for the Bill.

HON. MR. POWER-I am very sorry
indeed to find that the leader of the
House has departed from the good path
he chose to tread two years ago. On the
other hand, we have this advantage from
the delay that was caused by the defeat of
the measure on that occasion, by the action
of the honorable Ministers, that the Bill
that is now before the House is an in-
finitely better one than the Bill we had
before us then. The most objectionable
feature of the measure of two years ago
was that it allowed a man to marry his
deceased brother's widow, and that objec-
tionable feature has been eliminated fr6'm
the Bill now before us, owing to the action
of this House two sessions ago. I feel a
great deal of hesitation in undertaking to
differ on a constitutional point from the
opinion of the Minister of Justice; but
the very first question that meets us with
regard to this Bill is whether Parliament
has the power to pass it! I think that
there is a great deal of force in the objec-
tion taken by the hon. gentleman from
DeLanaudière (Mr. Bellerose); but I think
possibly the position of the Minister of
Justice is correct in this way: If the Min-
ister of Justice were sitting as a judge in a
court when the question of the constitu-
tionality of this Act came before him, I
think probably that the view he has taken
to-day might be the correct one, but I
think the posièon of a judge is different

HoN. SiR ALEX. CAMPELLI.
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frot that of a Legislator. As a judge,
the hon. gentleman would have had noth-

8ng whatever to do with the deliberations
that took place in Parliament when the
Constitution was being considered. I
think that, as a member who took part in
those discussions, as the colleague of
gentlemen who made pledges before the
Constitution was adopted, the hon.
gentleman stands in a totally different
Position from the position he would occupy
as a judge. But taking the hon. gentle-
Man's own statement here, to-day, the
conclusion, one would naturally come to,
woiuld be that he would feel bound to
OPpose this Bill. He does not deny that
a gentleman, who occupied a position in the
Government of which the hon. Minister
Of Justice was a prominent member, and
Which was led by the gentleman who now
leads the present Government, gave
Pledges with reference to this matter,
that they would prevent the passing of an
Act such as this. The hon. gentleman
i the latter part of his speech stated that

he really had very little feeling in the
mnatter ; that the succzss or defeat of this
Bill was a matter of almost indifference
to him. One would suppose that, in a
'natter in which he is personally so in-
different, he would feel bound to carry out
the pledges made by his colleagues to the
Province of Quebec a few years ago.
While it is true that possibly a court
rnight not be bound to construe this Act
'n the way that the hon. gentleman from
DeLanaudière would wish, I think that
it is not at all clear that the court
Would not construe it in that way.
I shall just call the attention of the
House to two or three points in connec-
tion with these two sections of the British
North America Act, and I shall first
read the sub-sections to which I refer.
Among the matters placed by the 91st
section within the jurisdiction of the
general Parliament, we find " 26. Mar-
riage and Divorce," and, in the 92nd sec-
tion we find, among the subjects placed
within the exclusive power of the Provin-
cial legislatures, " 12. The solemnization
of the marriage in the Province," " 13.
Property and civil rights in the Province."
I admit that at the first blush it would
appear that the matter of marriage rests
with this Parliament and not with the
Provincial legisiatures, but I think if we
go a little further we will find a reason

to doubt that. In the first place, recent
decisions of the Judicial Committee of the
Privy Council in England on questions
arising under the 91st and 9 2nd sections
of the British North America Act have
tended to give us altogether different
ideas as to the proper interpretation of
those sections from those which seemed
to prevail a little while ago. The ten-
dency of these decisions has been to
widen the sphere of the local legislatures
and to restrict the jurisdiction of the Par-
liament of Canada. I think the last
decisions we have had bearing on these
questions were the judgments in Parsons
and the Queen's and Citizens' Insurance
Companies. I noticed in reading over

the decisions in these cases that one point
upon which the Lords of the Privy Coun-
cil laid particular stress was the extent of
this thirteenth sub-section of the 92nd
section. They held that the effect of that
sub-section and of some others giving
power to the local legislatures could not
be avoided by giving an extensive inter-
pretation to the provisions in the 9gst
section. For instance, they held that the
words "the regulation of trade and com-
merce" did not refer to insurance at all.
Although the question before them was one
with reference to insurance, the language
and general wording of the decisions were
such as to limit very much, indeed, the
extent of these provisions under the 91st
section. Now, I think that it is not an
unreasonable interpretation of the 9 2nd
section, that under the term "solemnization
of marriage" you include not only the
actual ceremony, but everything connected
with the solemnization of marriage. It is
natural, when you give the local legislatures
jurisdiction over the solemnization of
marriage, that you should give them the
power to decide what parties should be
united in marriage. That, I consider, is
a reasonable interpretation of the clause.
Hon. gentlemen will remember that the
very next sub-section after this twelfth, is
the one relating to property and civil
rights. As was made clear, amongst
others by the present Lieut.-Governor of
Manitoba, in the discussion previous to
Confederation, marriage is the very foun-
dation, particularly in the Province of
Quebec, of the whole system of property
and civil rights ; and if you take away from
the local legislatures the right to decide
who are to be married, and of declaring
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whether the offspring are legitimate or not,
you interfere with the most important
function fulfilled by a local legisla-
ture. I think we ought to be slow
in a matter of comparative indifference, as
the Minister of Justice admits this to be,
to do anything calculated to interfere with
the rights of the Provinces. The fact is,
if you pass this bill you repeal one or two
sections of the civil code of Quebec. Then
again, with reference to the interpret ation
of the expression "marriage and divorce,"
in the 91st section. I think it is a prin-
ciple that is not altogether uncommon in
the interpretation of a statute, that where
you find words together, as in this case,
the one is to be taken to a certain extent
as cognate to the other, and I think, when
the terms "marriage and divorce" are
found there, the natural interpretation is
that this Parliament has the right to deal
with divorce and, and it has a right also,
to deal with the marriage status as re-
gards the sundering of the tie.

It is further reasonable to look at it in
the light of the meaning given to it by the
Solicitor-General of Lower Canada during
the Confederation debates. At any rate,
there is some reasonable doubt as to the
interpretation of this British. North Amer-
ica Act, and I think that it will be
admitted that, at all events as legislators,
if we should not have the right as judges,
when we find doubt as to the interpreta-
tion of this statute, we have the right to
go behind the Act itself and see what were
the intentions of those who passed it. I
will, with your permission, refer to one or
two points in connection with the Confed-
eration debates. In the first place let us
look at the resolutions which were adopted
at Quebec and upon which the British
North America Act was based. The second
section, in the address to the Queen, sets
out the kind of constitution the delegates
proposed to frame, and its language is as
follows

"In the federation of the British North
American Provinces, the systemi of Govern-
ment best adapted, under existing circum-
stances, to protect the diversified interests of
the several Provinces and secure efficiency,
harmony and permanency in the working of
the Union would be a general Governuent
charged with matters of cominon interest to
the whole country, and local Governments for
each of the Canadas and for the Provinces of
Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and Prince
Edward Island, charged with the control of
local matters in their respective sections, &c."

This matter of the status of the people
in the Provinces, the legitimacy of child-
ren is hardly, I think, a matter that would
be left to the general Government. It is
not a matter of common interest to the
whole country ; it is a matter of interest
to those individuals themselves, and their
neighbors, and the Province which has to
deal with property which they may own.
Then I find this other fact in connection
with the terms agreed upon at Quebec :
I find that while the powers given to the
general Parliament with reference to mar-
riage and divorce are worded exactly the
same as in the British North America
Act, in the section of the address to Her
Majesty which defines the powers that are
to be given to the local legislatures there
is no mention whatever of the solemnization
of marriage. Immediately before " prop-
erty and civil rights" comes the sub-
section dealing with the incorpora-
tion of companies, and there is
nothing dealing with the solemnization
of marriage. The question that naturally
suggests itself to one is, why that change
took place. My impression is that the
reason of that change was just the discus-
sion which was referred toby the hon. Senator
from DeLanaudière. Theoriginal articles
contained no provision directly giving
power to the local legislatures to deal with
the question of marriage at all. It was
contended by the Solicitor General for
Lower Canada and other gentlemen, that
under the title of property and civil
rights they had the power to deal with it;
and I have no doubt it was with the view
of making this point clear that the dele-
gates representing the provinces in London
provided that the solemnization of marriage
should be dealt with by the local legis-
latures. That is merely my impression,
but it is one which I think is highly prob-
able. I shall not quote the very eloquent
speech of the hon. gentleman who is now
Lieut.-Governor of the Province of Mani-
toba, with reference to the position of the
family, but I shall quote again the declara-
tion made by the honorable the Solicitor-
General of that day, Mr. Langevin. His
language was as follows:-

"In order that I nay be better understood
by the hon. member, I wili read the written
declaration which I communicated to the
House the other evening. This declaration
reads as follows:

'The word marriage has been placed in the
'draft of the proposed Constitution to invest

HON. MR. POWER.
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'the Federal Parliament with the right of
'declaring what marriages shall be held and
'deemed to be valid throughout the whole
' extent of the Confederacy without, however,

interfering in any particular with the doc-
'trines or rites of the religious creeds to
'Which the contracting parties may belong.'

That is the declaration ; then he
continues,-

"The hon. Member for Hochelaga will
Please to remark that I have been careful in
reading this declaration, and, in order that no
doubt may exist respecting it, I have given to
the reporters the very text of the declaration."

Nothing could be more solemn than
the pledge here given as to the meaning
of this provision.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-Can those
declarations change the constitution as
we have it ?

HON. MR. POWER-I have already
said that, if we were sitting as judges in a
court where a question of right came up,
and where we had to interpret an Act al-
ready passed, I thought very possibly
we would not be justified in going behind
the statute ; but we are not acting in that
capacity here. We are now asked to pass
an Act taking this question out of the
jurisdiction of the local legislatures, and, I
think, looking at the solemn pledge made
by the Government of 1865 as to what
the provisions of the Union Act were to be,
that we would be breaking faith with the
Province of Quebec at any rate, if we were
to pass that Act. If there is not a strictly
legal obligation, there is a moral obligation
on the House not to do that. So much
with reference to the provisions which di-
rectly affect marriage ; but it seems to me
that, under the other sub-section as to
property and civil rights, we are also in-
fringing on the domain of the local legis-
latures, and we should not do that. I
think that this is not an improbable result
of our action-if we pass this Bill, our
legislation will be in conflict with two or
three articles of the Quebec Civil Code.
This question will come up in the Courts
of the Province of Quebec, very probably,
in a little while, and it is not unlikely that
the Courts will hold that our legislation
is ultra vires, and instead of putting an
end to the confusion which is said to exist,
the probabilities are that that confusion
will be increased. It happens that one
Province in the Dominion feels more keenly

about this question than the others, and I
think that, in a case of this sort, in view
of the solemn pledge to which I have-re-
ferred, that this question would be left
within the domain of the local legislatures,
we should not pass this Bill. Everyone
knows how jealous the people of Quebec
are about all those questions of a quasi
religious or moral character, and I think
we *would be acting very unfairly in now
undertaking to deal with the matter in
violation of the pledge that was given at
that time. It is just one of those measures
calculated to create dissatisfaction in the
Dominion. If we are in a position now
to interfere with civil rights in this
way, and with the status of individuals
in the Province of Quebec, or any other
Province, we may hereafter interfere fur-
ther with their civil rights by a forced
construction ofthe Union Act. Butleaving
the constitutional question, which, I think,
is one of very great importance, there are
two or three other questions which arise.
Supposing we have the power to pass this
Act, that there is nothing unconstitutional
about it, is it such a measure as we should
sanction ? Does it recommend itself to
the moral sense of hon. gentlemen ?
(Cries of "Yes ") I mean, is it one that
there is any sort of moral obligation on us
to pass?

HON. MR. OGILVIE-Yes.

HoN. MR. POWER-With all due
deference to the hon. gentleman behind
me (Mr. Ogilvie) I think the moral obli-
gation is the other way. I agree with the
honorable the Minister of Justice that so
far as marriages of this particular kind are
concerned, there is not much to be made
out of the Scriptural argument: texts may be
construed in either direction ; but we have
this fact which there is no gainsaying-
that whatever the practice may have been
under the old dispensation, whatever the
correct interpretation of the Old Testa-
ment may be, there is no doubt whatever
that under the Christian dispensai ion, from
the beginning, these marriages were for-
bidden everywhere throughout the Chris-
tian world. (Cries of, "No, no.") I
presume that hon. gentlemen on all sides
agree that at all events during the first
ten centuries, the Christian Church held
none but sound doctrines, and during all
that time those marriages were forbidden.
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One of the changes made by the new dis-
pensation was that a man and his wife were
one -flesh for all purposes, and her rela-
tives were his relatives. That law was
rigidly enforced. That is not only the
general law of the church to which I
belong, but it is the law of the Greek
Church, which has preserved almost all
the old practices of the early church. The
rule is very strict in the Greek Church.
We find that the same rule has existed
from the beginning in the Church of Eng-
land. The same rule is laid down by the
Presbyterian Church. Those marriages
are forbidden by all these Churches, and,
consequently, whatever the doctrine laid
down by the Old Testament may be, we
have the fact that all Christian denomina-
tions, up to the seventeenth century at all
events, concurred in forbidding those
marriages. The hon. gentleman from
Montreal (Mr. Ogilvie) said the other day
that in these days of steamboats, tele-
graphs and railways, we ought not to be
restricted in this way. I regret to say
that a great many of the old limits which
did restrict and control people in morality
and order are giving way at the present
day, and I think it is very much to be
regretted. This Chamber should be one
of the last bodies in the world to remove
any of the barriers which still exist. The
hon. gentleman, I presume, does not
wish to see Canada in the same position
as a great many states of the Union,
where the barriers have been swept away
to a very much greater extent than here,
and where the family has been almost
destroyed.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-If the hon.
gentleman is referring to me again, I
think it might be as well for him to be
correct in his statements. When he said
that I spoke as if I wished to have these
restrictions removed, he is totally wrong.
I said that in this age of telegraphs, rail-
ways and other great improvements,
there was no reason why we should not
have improvements in the marriage law as
well as in other things.

HON. MR. POWER-I think the prob-
abilities are that if the improvements go
on in this direction for any length of time
we shall not have any marriage left. That
is really where they have got to now in a
great many States of the America Union.

HON. MR. POWER.

In some of the States I think the propor-
tion of divorces to marriages is one to six ;
and a little further progress in that direc-
tion, a little more improvement out of the
way of the restrictions which now operate
to preventmarriages,willbringthemdownto
pretty near the level at which the South
Sea Islanders were when first discovered.
There are very strong moral reasons why
we should not do away with the present
restrictions.

But putting aside the constitution-
al and religious objections, I think
there is a very serious question whether
this is such a measure as we should pass.
When any sniall number of petitioners
come to this House, and ask us to alter a
system which has existed from the begin-
ning of the Christian dispensation until
the present time, and which has worked
very satisfactorily on the whole, they
ought to make out a very strong case on
their own behalf. Another thing must be
remembered-they are asking us to alter
our law so as to make it unlike that of the
Mother Country. With all deference to
the ability of gentlemen who have spoken
with reference to this Bill, no strong case
has been made out for such a change.
That is not because the hon. gentlemen
are wanting in ability, for they are full
of it ; but it is because there is no
strong case to be made out on behalf
of the measure. The hon. member
who had charge of the Bill, and one or
two others who followed him, undertook
to show cause for its introduction. One
of the principal reasons was that it was
necessary, because of the great hardship
suffered by persons who had contracted
these alliances and who had found them-
selves in a very embarassing position. I
cannot sympathize with those people as
much as these hon. gentlemen do. I
think if a person sees an article of furni-
ture, or a purse of money belonging to his
neighbor which would suit him very well,
and he annexes it, the law is apt to visit his
offence with very serious consequences;
but I never heard much sympathy express-
ed for people under such circumstances.
Then as to, the difficulty which arises
about property in cases where these alli-
ances are contracted, that is one of the
inconveniences of contravening the law.
Where the law has been contravened and
property has to be disposed of, a man can
get over that difficulty by making his will
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One argument has been used by the hon.
gentlemen who have spoken in favor of
this Bill which was used befortkand has
appeared in the press a great 'deal-that
is, the argument that the best person to
take care of the orphan children is their
imother's sister. Now I think there
is a great deal of truth in that statement ;
but I do not at all agree in the conclu-
sions that the supporters of the Bill draw
from it. The fact is that, while a man looks
upon his wife's sister in the same light as
he does on his own sister, there is no
reason why she should not stay in his house
even after, his wife's death, and act the
part of a mother to her nephews and
nieces : but if you pass this Bill and place
her in the same position as any other
woman, she has to leave the house at once;
and the effect of passing the Bill would be,
instead of giving the children their aunt's
care, to take that care away from them.

HoN. MR. ALMON-Might I interrupt
the hon. gentleman to inquire whether a
widower is allowed to have a governess in
the house to look after the children, even
when she is young and good looking ?
Is it wicked or wrong, or does it lead to
immorality ?

HoN. MR. POWER-If I were any
friend of the governess, I should sooner
not have her there.

HON. MR. ALMON-You have a very
bad opinion of mankind in general.

HoN. MR. POWER-As to the argu-
ment of convenience and propriety, there
is no preponderance of argument in favor
of the Bill, and consequently it would be
our duty to reject it. In the absence of
any preponderance of argument in support
of the measure, those who ask us to pass
it should show that there is a strong popu-
lar feeling in support of it outside. There
has been no evidence of the existence of
any such feeling ; on the contrary, the
popular feeling, so far as we have evidence
of it, is hostile to the measure. The hon.
gentleman from Rookwood (Mr. Odell)
pointed out that while there have been
only two or three petitions in favor of the
Bill there have been fifty-eight against it,
and that while the signatories to the pe-
titions for the Bill have not amounted to
more than 3oo or so, at the outside, the

signatories against the measure have
amounted to 3,369, of whom 1,237 are
females. These petitions against the mea-
sure come from all parts of the Dominion
-from Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia,
New Brunswick, and Prince Edward Is-
land; while the petitions in favor of the Bill
come from Quebec only. I think the fatt
jhat there are so few signatures to the pt-
titions in favor of the measure is the best
evidence in the world that the popular
feeling is against it.

Now I presunie the House will be rather
pleased to hear that I have nearly finish-
-d ; but I must refer to the last argument
to which hon. gentlemen are driven who
support this Bill. It is that if there is no
other reason for agreeing to it there is
the fact that the House of Commons has
passed it a second time. Now I do not
think there is any hon. gentleman here
who looks with more respect on the deci-
sions of the House of Commons than I
do, but I think at the same time that we
should not sacrifice our independence as
a House. If I felt that there was a pro-
portionate majority of the voters outside
sustaining the majority of the House of
Commons on this question, I should
not dream of voting against the Bill; but
as I have said the evidence is the other
way; and notwithstanding what has been
said by the hon. Minister of Justice, the
fact is that the majority in favor of the
measure this year was less than on the
previous occasion. . The division which
tests the feeling of the House for or
against a measure is on the second read-
ing, and two years ago there were nine-
teen members of the House of Commons
who voted against the second reading,
and one hundred and forty voted in its
favor; the opponents of the Bill number-
ed on that occasion only one-eighth of the
House. This year at the second reading
in that Chamber thirty-four voted against
the Bill and one hundred and thirty sup-
ported it-out of a House of one hun-
dred and seventy-one members; so that
one-fifth of that House voted against the
second reading. Now I think that shows
a very decided growth of sentiment in
the pcpular branch of Parliament, in
what I consider a proper direction, and
my impression is that if we postpone this
measure for a couple of years more we
shall probably have a majority in the
House of Commons taking a proper and
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moral view of this question. As I
have tried to show, there is no very strong
argument in favor of this Bill, and I for
one fail to see that there is any pressing
reason why we should pass it. No one
has attempted to show that any very
serious consequences will result from let-
ting it stand over, which I think would be
the better course to pursue. In the first
place it is questionable whether we have
a right to pass the Bill, when we look at
the wording of the British North Ameri-
ca Act and at the discussions which took
place in connection with that Act or with
the Quebec scheme, and the pledges
given by the Government at that time.
But even if we have the power, it is not
this sort of measure that we should pass.

HON. MR. FLINT-When I was a boy
I used to obey the school-master, but it
seeems that we have a school-master in
this House who, upon every occasion,
lays down the law in connection with ail
business matters which come before us ;
I refer to my hon. friend who has just
taken his seat. No doubt his great legal
talents entitle him to give his views upon
all occasions and there is perhaps no objec-
tion to that, but when we remember
that we have in this Chamber opinions
of our own it is not to be expected
that we shall all agree with him. I cer-
tainly differ from him very materially
in the question which is now before us,
and after listening to his address I must
say that he might have said in five or ten
minutes all that was to the point, instead
of consuming so much of the time of this
House as he has done. However, as he
has got through, I shall thank the House
if I am permitted to speak for a few min-
utes, and I am sensible of the attention
which is always accorded to me when I
do speak. I am very much obliged to
my hon. friend the Minister of Justice
for the very lucid manner in which he
gave us to understand what he believed
and what I believe is the law on this
matter of marriage and divorce. I fully
agree with him, although I could not
have got up here and given the full expo-
sition which we have heard from him on
this subject; and I think the thanks of
this House are due to that hon. gentle-
man for the course he has taken in giving
us that enlightenment, after the action of
my hon. friend just below me (Mr. Belle-

HoN. MR. POWER.

rose), who moved the six months hoist
and made a very labored speech yester-
day. 1bw I differ from that hon. gen-
tleman, and take objection to his motion
for this reason : while in Quebec a man
may marry his deceased wife's sister by
means of a dispensation, we in Ontario
and in many of the other Provinces on
the contrary have no such course open to
us, and why should we be deprived of
marrying our deceased wives' sisters if we
choose? The hon. gentleman went so
far as to say he would be very glad if he
could give us the Bill, but it was from
conscientious motives and because of
what he considered was a legal point in
reference to the British North America
Act that he opposed it. Now I maintain
that, if the hon. gentleman was so anx-
ious to give us the Bill, he should have
lent his aid and co-operation to the meas-
ure instead of moving the six months
hoist; and he should have-left it to those
who are opposed to the Bill to test its
legality before the courts. I think that
would have been a fair and generous
course, because the people of the Prov-
ince of Quebec are in a much better posi-
tion in the matter of marrying the sisters
of their deceased wives than we are in
Ontario and the other provinces ; and if
my hon. friend had considered a little
longer he perhaps would not have offered
the motion which is now before the
House. Leaving this point, I might re-
mark that my hon. friend just below me
(Mr. Odell) in commencing his speech
yesterday seemed to address the first part
of it to me. Now I have no objection
to that, but he rather took me by sur-
prise, for I did not suppose that an indi-
vidual so humble as myself would com-
mand that attention from the hon. gen-
tleinan which he gave me yesterday.
He spoke of my holding up the Bible,
and seemed to wish to know if I was go-
ing to do the same thing on this occasion.
I replied in a very few words that it was
not my intention to cast my pearls, but I
did not intend to convey what I think the
hon. gentleman took as my meaning, in
speaking in that way. I meant that I
was not going to cast my pearls away by
taking my Bible and reading from it on
this occasion to hon. gentlemen here who
jeered and laughed at me when I had it
in this Chamber two years ago.
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HON. MR. ODELL-Does the hon.
gentlemen say I did so ?

HON. MR. DICKEY-Who are the
swine ?

ION. MR. FLINT-So far as that goes
there was a general laugh and I thought
that some hon. gentlemen were inclined
to jeer at me for having used my Bible.
The reason why I brought that Bible and
placed it on my desk was this ; that I had
heard passages in reference to this matter
from Leviticus which were quoted wrong-
ly; and I was prépared with the law and
the testimony that I might quote correct-
ly. It was not because I set myself up as
a priest or bishop, for I am only a hum-
ble layman ; but still I tiust when I read
my Bible that I can understand it as well
as if I went to a clerical gentleman and
asked him to explain what the meaning
of the words might be. In a conversation
with a clergyman just before I came here
he gave me to understand that I did not
know the meaning of the Scriptures, but
I told him that I thought I knew as much
about them as he did, and at any rate I
can take a common sense view of the
case. I wish to say here that there is not
to be found in the Bible anything that
goes to shew that a man may not marry his
deceased wife's sister. Now, as to these
petitions, my hon. friend from Montreal
(Mr. Ogilvie) stated I think that twelve
hundred clergymen had petitioned-

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I stated that I
had the best information for saying that
there was a petition handed into the
House of Commons with the signatures
of twelve hundred clergymen in Canada
attached to it.

HON. MR. FLINT-It has beenremark-
ed that most of the fifty-eight petitions
which have come here have been headed
by clergymen, but I say that we stand in
a vast majority in this matter so far as
regards the number of people upon those
petitions. My hon. friend from Rook-
wood (Mr. Odell) belittled one petition
from the ladies of Montreal in favor of
the measure, and stated there were not
three hundred but only one hundred and
twenty-five nanes upon it ; but let us take
his own petitions in opposition to the Bill
and how do we know how those names

were obtained; how do we know that
some one has not taken them into ladies'
schools and got every little girl to sign
them? I know how petitions are got up ;
the hon. gentleman said that a man
might get up a petition to hang himself
if he chose, and there is no doubt of it.
There are plenty of ways of getting up
petitions and I have seen enough of that
kind of business. I had the honor of
over-hauling one petition which came
from a certain constituency in Prince
Edward on which there were many names
of persons who had left the country years
before, and many others who had actually
died and gone to mother earth ; that peti-
tion was rejected, and very properly, by
this House. I am stronger in my opinion,
in reference to the question which is now
before the House-that this Bill should
pass in its present shape-than I was last
session. I reiterate now what I then said,
that when a woman dies she is no longer
the man's wife and she is no longer the
sister of the one who is left. Then let
us take the Episcopal Church: when they
marry they say "until death do them
part," so it follows that when death parts
them they are no longer connected. If a
man is not connected with the dead body
of his late wife surely the sister of that
woman is not connected with her. I think
that is fair and logical reasoning ; at all
events I have always held this view, and
shall keep to it unless some hon. gentle-
man convinces me to the contrary. I do
not wish to take up any more time, but I
must express the hope that this measure
will pass, and if any parties feel aggrieved,
let them go to the higher courts and see
if such legislation can be successfully op-
posed. I am satisfied that it will be
better to pass this law rather than to have
those of our people who wish to marry
their deceased wives' sisters, going over to
the United States for that purpose. I say
let us save the money, and keep it in our
own country; let our own clergymen
have the benefit of it. In every respect I
would follow that principle, I do not want
to go the United States for anything ; I
am satisfied it is a wrong course, and one
which does not tend to the advancement
of this Dominion.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-The hon. gen-
tleman who last spoke, has alluded to the
time when he was a boy, and I may re-

-Deceased Wife's [iARcH. 30, 1882.]



mark that we old people are generally in- Catholics in ail the other provinces, and
clined to refer to the time when we were there is fot the siightest difference be-
young. I shall myself have to allude to tweenitheir position and that of the peo-
some important facts which occurred, not pie of the same faith in Quebec. I ask
perhaps when I was a boy, but still many the hon. gentleman to remember that the
years ago, and which are still fresh in prohibition exists by a law of our church,
my memory. Before doing so, however and it is incorrect to say that these ma-
I must refer to something which was said nages are permitted by the Cathoiic
in connection with the religious belief to church ; but there is a special pro-
which I belong. When a similar Bill viso if you like, and it is to the effect
to that now before this House came up that they may be allowed under excep-
two years ago, I thought it my duty to tional circumstances. To say that these
oppose it on two principal grounds. My marriages are permitted by the law of
first objection was to the form of the Bih, our church would be the same as to say
which was in direct opposition to the law that the rules of this House allow a pri-
of my church. The second objectionable vate b to be presented before being
ftature was what seemed to me the un- preceded by a petition-that it is per-
constitutional character of the measure ; mitted by the rules of this Senate to have'
but I must say at once that I do not think the three readings of a measure during
the present Bia is so objectionable as the the sae sittng-or something of that
one which was presented two years ago- kind. Now any one who would make
at least in a religious point cf view. The such an assertion, would at once provoke
measure under consideration is not now a denial from the members of this House,
in flat contradiction to the law of m t and he would be told that on the con-
church, but stili I think it is objec- trary our rules prohibit the three read-
tionable to a certain extent. As to the ings of a bi in the same sitting; that a
constitutional reason it bas flot in any bill couid flot here be introduced unless
way been affected but it remains as strong a petition to that effect had previously
as it was in the past, and has been placed been presented. It wouid, however, be
squarely before the House by the hon. explained to him that there are certain
cnover of the amendment (Mr. Bellerose). cases where the House, for good reasons,
I may say I think the country is greatly may dispense with those ies; and it is
indebted to that hon. gentleman for hav- the samne with the Cathoiic church. My
ing raised the constitutional question so hon. friend from Halifax (Mn. Power) has
fainly on this occasion. As to the reli- poperly stated that in ail epochs of the
gious question, there seems to be a mis- Christian era those marriages have been
apprebension upon the part of some hon. looked upon with disfavor; it has been
gentlemen in this Chamber. It appears the generai mile and policy of our church
to be the general bevief-and it bas been to discourage them, and I may Say that
expressed by the hon. gentleman who has such is even at the present day the
just spoken (Mr. Fiintm-that there is tendency of ail religious denominations.
some law in Quebec which places the No one wiil pretend to-day that such
people of that Province on a footing marriages are to be desired, and if the
different foms that of those in the other Catholics of my Province are in favor
provinces of the Dominion. This is en- of the passing of such a measure I
tirely incorrect, for we in the Province of would ask what is the neason for such a
Quebec are under the saine prohibition feeling? Is it for the purpose of en-
a b that which obtains in the other parts counaging such marriages, or that the
of Canada; but there is this difference old ule of the Church prohibiting them
between Cathoics and people of other is recognized as unwise? Not at ail;
denominations,-that in the Catholic it is simply on account of. the impres-
church, though such mariages are pro- sion in the community that in certain
hibited, there is reserved by the church cases such marriages are rendered una-
the powen to grant dispensations in extra- voidable ; and there are some excep-
ordinary cases, when the authorities of tiona circumstances where for pnivate
the chunch believe. tiere is good reason or family reasons a dispensation should
for such a course. And here I would be granted. We recognize that some
say that this nule applies equally to the reasons may exist for making exceptions,
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but the general reasons against it still
exist We have now before us a measure
the effect of which is to place these
iarriages on the same footing as all

Others which are not only permitted, but
which are and have been formed and
encouraged by our system of legislation,
and which have always had the approba-
tion of the Christian churches. So, hon.
gentlemen, if we are in favor of this Bill,
it cannot be denied that the legislation
Which makes such marriages legal will
be open to serious abuse. I shall not
now enter into details of the reasons
generally which are urged in favor of this
Bill, but I must refer to one argument
Which we find in the mouths of all who
support the measure. It is that if you do
not allow this Bill you will deprive the chil-
drenofthe deceased wife of the affectionate
care of the aunt-their dead mother's sister.
Now, I think, if we examine that argu-
ment carefully, we shall see that, far from
coming to the aid of those children, by
passing this law we shall deprive them of
the care of that very person ; because as
it has already been stated, when this law
is in force, if a mother dies it becomes at
once impossible for the sister-in-law of her
husband to remain in the same house with
him. Again let us suppose that the wife
is ill: it may happen that from the begin.
ning of her sickness the dying woman
will see in her sister a rival, and in nine
cases out of ten it will be the duty of the
sister-in-law to deny herself the consol-
ation of cheering the last moments of the
woman she truly loves. I cannot help
thinking that such will probably be some
of the results, in this direction, of enact-
ing the proposed law. And now I come
to the constitutional question which I
regret to tell the hon. Minister of Justice
has not been treated by him as I conceive
it deserves.

I do not think that sufficient considera-
tion has been given to the subject. In
order to view the question which has been
raised by the hon. senator from DeLanau-
dière (Mr. Bellerose) in its proper light,
we must consider the position in which the
country stood when the confederation was
accomplished. When the two provinces
which composed old Canada were discus-
sing the question, it depended on Lower
Canada whether the union should take
place or not. Hon, gentlemen who were
in public life at that time will recollect the

importance which was attached to the
subject which we are now discussing.
They will remember that when it was
known that such an important matter as
marriage was to be left to the Federal Par-
liament it excited such a feeling that un-
less a satisfactory assurance was given on
that point, the union would not have taken
place. My hon. friend from DeIanau-
dière, in moving his amendment, showed
some hesitation in discharging that duty,
and although he gave the proper reason
for opposing the measure, he did not enter
sufficiently into details to enable the
House to thoroughly understand his
position. He was influenced by a feeling
which all of us representing the French
Canadian population share whenever
questions of this character come
before Parliament. We are con-
scious of the opinion which is en-
tertained by a majority of the members
of this House and of the population of
the Dominion, who do not feel it a sacred
duty to preserve the rights and privileges
of the French race in this country, that it
is desirable the differences which prevail
should cease to exist. I know it would be
more convenient if only the one language
were spoken-throughout the Dominion. I
know the majority consider that it would
be advantageous to have the same system
of law in all the provinces, but even though
all the French members of Parliament
could so change their opinions as to think
so too, we would still have no right to
deprive a large and important element
of the population of their cherished
rights and privileges. We are not
here for our own personal advantage or
pleasure merely, but to guard the vested
rights of those whom we represent.
However humble, and in the opinion of
some, perhaps, unimportant they may be,
they are still a part of our population
upon whom, for a time, the success of the
confederation scheme depended. The
news §pread far and wide in 1865 that the
marriage question was to be left to the
decision of a majority whose feelings and
interests were not identical on this point
with our own. The feeling of the people,
wherever it could find expression, was
unanimous, that such an impor-
tant matter should not be left to
the jurisdiction of the Federal Parliament,
and the reason of that is plain. We had
fought for a century to preserve not only
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our language and religion, but our laws.
Nobody who is conversant with the
French laws will deny that marriage is the
foundation of the most important civil
rights in the Province. For instance,
what we call the whole of our law relating
to communité des biens and séparation des
biens and the whole law of succession are
based upon marriage. If, therefore, we
dispossess ourselves of the control of such
an important civil matter, it is equiva-
lent to abandoning our exclusive
jurisdiction over civil rights in the prov-
ince. The House will see how important
it was felt to be, by the people of Quebec
Province, that they should preserve the ex-
clusive right to legislate on this matter for
themselves. The leader of the Opposition at
that time, the present Chief Justice Qf
Quebec, Sir A. A. Dorion, took advantage
of this feeling which existed in the prov-
ince, knowing full well that if it was weil
founded he could prevent the Confedera-
tion taking place. In his speech in
the Confederation Debates, on the i6th
February, 1865, he spoke as follows on
this question :-" Is the general Govern-
ment to be at liberty to set aside all that
we have been in the habit of doing in
Lower Canada in this respect?" I call
special attention to the words which
follow :--' Will the general Government
have the power to determine the degree of
relationship, and the age beyond which
parties may marry." Is it not exactly the
question which is involved in the present
bill-the degree of relationship and the
age beyond which the party may marry?
This was his objection. What was the
answer ? It cannot be said that the reply
of the Solicitor-General, speaking for the
Government, was given without proper
consideration. On the 21st of February,
five days after the question was put, during
which time it is reasonable to suppose he
consulted with his colleagues and spoke
for the Government, he said, after quoting
sub-section 13, relating to property and
civil rights, excepting those portions
thereof assigned to the general
Parliament:-

" Weil, amonget these rights are aIl the
civil laws of Lower Canada, and among these
latter those which relate to marriage, now, it
was of the highest importance that it should
be so under the proposed system, and there-
fore the members from Lower Canada, at the
conference took great care to obtain the
reservation to, the local government of this
à*-. rai raEL4

HON. MR. TRUDEL.

important righ t, and in consentingto allow the
word ' marriage' after the word 'divorce,' the
delegates have not proposed to take awaY
with one hand from the local legislature what
they reserved to it by the other. So that the
word 'nmarriage,' p laced where it is among
the powers of the Centi al Parliainent, has not
the extended significance which was souglit
to be given to it by the lion. nem ber."

Is it possible to state more clearly that
the interpretation which was pointed out
by Mr. Dorion and feared by the people
of the Province of Quebec, was not the
one which should be given to these
clauses ? But the hon.Minister of Justice
says that whatever may have been the feel-
ing of Sir Hector Langevin or Sir George
Cartier or Sir A. A. Dorion, and whatever
may have been the answer of the Govern-
ment of the day, we can only look at the
text of the constitution.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-Was that
the Government of the Dominion or sim-
ply the Government of one of the colonies.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL sug-
gested that as it was now nearly six o'clock
the hon. Senator from DeSalaberry might
move the adjournment of the debate and
conclude his remarks to-morrow.

HON. MR. TRUDEL moved that the
debate be adjourned and that the order
be the first on the paper for to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

DOMINION FIRE AND MARINE
INSURANCE COMPANY'S BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. HOPE moved the second
reading of Bill (13) " An Act to authorize
and provide for the winding up of the
Dominion Fire and Marine Insurance
Company." He said : There is nothing I
think, that will call forth opposition to this
Bill. The shareholders of this Company
sustained severe losses, and, having re-
insured all the risks, have now come to
Parliament for this Act which has received
the sanction of the House of Commons.

The Bill was read the second time.

The Senate adjourned at six o'clock.

Marine Inswrance Co.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, March 31st, 1882.

The Speaker took the Chair at three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

ROYAL CANADIAN ACADEMY
ARTS BILL.

OF

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE from the
Committee on Standing Orders and Pri-
vate Bills, reported Bill (0) " An Act to
incorporate the Royal Canadian Acadamy
Of Arts," without amendments.

HON. MR. ALLAN moved the third
reading of the Bill.

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

HON. MR. ALLAN said that although
this was a private bill it was of a public
nature, and, as it was well known that
artists were not a wealthy class, he would
give notice that the fee be refunded less
actual expenses.

QUEBEC TIMBER BILL

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE moved:
"That the Bill 'intituled An Act to incor-

porate the Quebec Timber Company (Limited)'
referred by the Housep accordance with the
report of the Committe on Standing Orders
and Private Bille, of4he 24th March instant,
to the Supreme Court for their examination
and report, be again referred to the Commit-
tee on 8tanding Orders and Private Bille, to-
gather with the report of the said Supreme
Court thereon."

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following bills from the House of
Commons were introduced and read the
first time :

Bill (55) " An Act to incorporate the
Canada Mutual Telegraph Company."
(Mr. Bureau.)
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Bill (20) "An Act respecting the Por-
tage, Westbourne and Northwestern Rail-
way Company." (Mr. Girard.)

Bill (60) "An Act to incorporate the
Ottawa, Waddington and New York Rail-
way and Bridge Company." (Mr. Skead.)

DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER MAR-
RIAGE BILL.

DEBATE CONTINUED.

The order of the day having been read,
"Resuming adjourned Debate on the
Hon. Mr. Bellerose's motion in amend-
ment to the Hon. Mr. Ferrier's motion
for the second readingnowof the Bill (No.9)
-Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage Bill.-
viz. to leave out " now " and after " time"
to insert "this day six months."

HON. MR. TRUDEL rose to address
the House.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-I rise to
make an explanation. I desire to ask the
hon. Senator from Sarnia (Mr. Vidal)
whether he has been correctly.reported in
using the following words on the 29th of
March in the course of the debate on the
Deceased Wife's Sister Bill-

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
do.not think that this is the time to raise
a question of this kind. The time to
raise it is before the order of the day
is called.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-I have
been misrepresented by the hon. gentleman.

HON. GENTLEMEN-Order! Order!

HoN. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-
The hon. gentleman is not taking the
proper time to make his explanation.
Notice should have been given yesterday
of the raising of this question.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-I am
quite sure the hon. gentleman has not
been correctly reported.

HON. GENTLEMEN-Order! Order!

THE SPEAKER-Does the House
wish meto rule on the question of order?
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HON. MR. BUREAU-I think that
the hon. gentleman from Woodstock did
not understand the leader of the House.
No objection has been raised to his mak-
ing an explanation except that it is not the
proper time to make it. The hon. gen-
tleman will have no difficulty at another
stage of the proceedings in addressing the
House.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-I desire to
appeal from the decision of the Speaker to
this honorable House.

HoN. GENTLEMEN-Order! Order.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-Then I
move that this House do now adjourn to
enable me to make my explanation.

THE SPEAKER-The Speaker made
no ruling. The Speaker asked if the
House wished him to rule, and the hon.
gentleman on my left (Mr. Bureau) rose
and asked the hon. gentleman not to
proceed, told him that he misunderstood
what had been said and suggested that
there was a proper time on the regular
motion for adjournment.

HoN. MR. ALEXANDER-Then I
beg to move that this House do now ad-
journ. I beg to refer hon. gentlemen
to May on Parliamentary Practice for it.
An hon. gentleman has the right to move
that the House adjourn in order to make
an explanation.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-As the dis-
cussion to which allusion has been made
was a very unsatisfactory one and not to
the credit of the Senate, I move that
strangers be ordered to withdraw.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I hope my hon.
friend who has made his motion will recol-
lect that we are now on the Orders of the
Day, and we are considering the Bill respect-
ing marriage iwith a deceased wife's sister,
and it is not competent for the hon. gen-
tleman to propose a motion to adjourn at
this stage of the proceedings. After the
business has been gone through it is quite
competent for my hon. friend to make his
explanation ; it is not competent for him
to interrupt the progress of the Order of
the Day which has been called and read
by making a motion to adjourn.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I have the floor,
and I think it is my right to speak.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-Have I not
the right to call for the yeas and nays ?

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I assert n'Y
right.

HON. GENTLEMEN-Go on! Go on!1

HON. MR. TRUDEL-When this
debate was adjourned yesterday, I was
reminding the House of the importance
which was attached to this question by the
people of Lower Canada when the union
of the Provinces was under discussion. I
read from the "Confederation Debates "
the question which was put to the Gov-
ernment of that day by the leader of the
then Opposition, and the reply of the
Solicitor-General on bebalf of the Govern-
ment. The question could not have been
put in clearer language, and the replY
could not have been couched in more
unmistakeable terms, and the Solicitor-
General added, speaking of his country-
men, "I repeat that they ought to rejoice
that their co-religionists in the conference
have not been found wanting on this
occasion." That is to say, it was ascer-
tained and stated to the House at that
time that proper safeguards were furnished
at the conference against the wrong inter-
pretation to which Mr. Dorion called
attention. Such being the case, what
stand should we from the Province of
Quebec take upon the present occasion?
I admit at once, taking the wording of the
British North America Act, and nothing
but the wording, that there is room for
two interpretations, end I do not question
the right of any member of this House
to construe it as leaving the matter to
the jurisdiction of the Federal Parliament ;
but should we who represent the French
element in this Parliament abandon not
only what we consider, but what we have
a right to consider, a vested right on the
mere statement that it could be construed
in another way ? Would the representa-
tives of any Province in this Dominion,
if they had been guaranteed certain rights
and privileges, without which guarantee
they would not have entered the confed-
eration, abandon those rights without a
contest, merely because the confederation
Act is susceptable of two interpretations ?

Sigter Bill.(8 EN AT E.]
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f edo not think they would for such a
feeble reason. The hon. the Minister of
Justice quoted, if I remember correctly,
the Opinions of the legal advisers of the
Crown in England as to the interpretation
Of this clause. Nobody has more respect
than I entertain for the opinions of those
high officials, and I am ready to admit
that they are worthy of our consideration;
but mny hon. friend will admit that lessWeight should be attached to them than
tO the decisions of a court of justice. In
fact, a legal opinion upon a merely
8Peculative question can never have
the weight of a decision upon a ques-

On, argued between two contending
Parties. Allusion was made the other
da to judgments rendered by the Judicial

Ommittee of the Privy Council in the
4ses of the Citizens' Insurance Company
ud the Queen's Insurance CompansVersus Parsons. In both of these casey

the principles which I maintain were laid
down, and one cannot read them without
COlning to the conclusion that they are
decidedly in favor of our contention and
have an immediate bearing on this very
question. The report says :-

«Notwithstanding the endeavour to givePre.eminence to the Dominion Parliament in
Oaes of a conflict of powers, it is obvious
hat in some cases where the apparent conflict

eXists, the legislature could not have intended
that the powers exclusively assigned to the
PrOvincial legislature should be absorbed in
thOse given to the Dominion Parliament.
Tatke as une instance, the subject ' marriage
and divorce,' corntained in the enumeration of
subjecte in section ninety-one; it is; evident
tbt solemnization of marriage would cone
W.ithin this general description; yet' solem-
nization of marriage in the province' is
enmerated among the classes of subjects in
section ninety-two, and no one ean doubt,
bOtwithstanding the general language of
ection ninety-one, that this subject is still

Within the exclusive authority of the legisla-
tures of the provinces."

And further, the report says ,-

*In these cases it is the duty of the Courts,
however diffieult it may be, to ascertain in
What degree, and to whatextent, authority to
deai wit matters falling within these classes
Of subjects exista in each legislature, and to
define in the particular case before them the
limnits of their respective powers. It could
not have been the iLtention that a confliet
should exist; and, in order to prevent such a
resuit the language of the two sections must
be read together, and that if one interpreted,
and, when neoessary, modifled, ty that of the
other."

So that the judgment goes so far as to
say that even the natural interpretation of
clause 91 should be modified to bring it
into harmony with the other. Then how
can we prevent a conflict, and harmonize
the twelve or thirteen sub-sections of sec-
tion ninety-two, leaving to the provinces the
exclusive jurisdiction over civil rights,
property and celebration of marriage, with
the ambiguous sub-section twenty-six of
section ninety-one, if not by interpreting
them as we do ? It goes on to say that :

" The provision found in section 94 of
the British North Ainerica Act which is
one of the sections relating to the dis-
tribution of legislative powers, was refer-
red to by the learned counsel on both
sides as throwing light upon the sense in
which the words 4property and civil rights'
are used. By that section the Parliament of
Canada is empowered to make provision for
the unifornity of any laws relative to property
and civil righte in Ontario, Nova Seotia and
New Brunswick, and to the procedure of the
courts in these three provinces, if the provin-
cial legislatures choose to adopt the provision
so made. The Province of Quebec is so
omitted from this section for the obvious
reason that the law which governs property
and civil rights in Quebec is in the main
the French aw, as it existed at the time of
the cession of Canada, and not the English
law which prevails in the other provinces.
The words ' property and civil rights' are ob-
viouslyin the same sense in this section as in
No. 13 of section 92, and thereseems noreason
for presuming that contracta and the rights
arising from them were not intended to be
included in this provision for uniformity. if,
however, the narrow construction of the
words ' civil rights ' contended for by the
appellants, were to prevail, the Dominion
Parliament could, under its general power,
legislate in regard to contracta in all and each
of the provinces and as a consequence of this,
the Province of Quebec, though now governed
by its own civil code, founded on the French
law, as regards contracta and their incidents,
would be subject to have its law on that su
ject altered by the Dominion Legislature, and
brought into uniformity with the English law
prevailing' in teohr three provinces, not-
withstanding that Quebec has been carefullTleft out of the uniformity section of the Act.

The objection was raised by the hon.
Senator from Sackville (Mr. Botsford)
that the interpretation of the clause, as
stated by the Solicitor-General, on behalf
of the Government of the late Province of
Canada was not given by the Government
of the Dominion. This is very true ;
but I respectfully suggest to the hon.
gentleman, and to the House, that for the
purpose of the present case this interpre-
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tation is still more authoritative than if it
had been given by the Dominion Gov-
ernment, and for this reason : when the
Imperial Parliament passed the British
North America Act, the intention was to
embody in it the agreement between the
Provinces which was entered into at the
Quebec Conference. They had no inten-
tion to enact anything contrary to that
agreement. I think nobody will deny
that. Therefore, to arrive at the true
interpretation of this Act we should look
at the understanding which was come to
at the Quebec Conference. What was
this understanding ? It was a kind of
treaty between the difference Provinces ;
and from this point of view
I respectfully submit to the House that
this agreement is in the nature of a
treaty whose provisions are guaranteed
by the general law governing the inter-
course between nations. Will any body
deny that at the Quebec conference
it was perfectly understood and agreed
that this right of the people of the Prov-
ince of Quebec should be preserved ?
And I ask, also, if there was a more com-
petent or respectable witness of the
true intent and meaning of the agreement
than the Government of the old Province
of Canada? Every one who has studied
the law knows that an agreement is per-
fectly independent of the document which
is to prove it, and it matters very little
whether a deed is drawn in a certain form
provided we can ascertain what was the
intention of the parties. If this principle
is true, and I think it is, does not the
solemn declaration of the government of
the two largest provinces, which was un-
contradicted at the time, form complete
evidence in support of the construction
which I put upon this clause ? Then the
interpretation given by the then Govern-
ment of Canada to the true meaning of the
clause has more authority than that of
the Government of the day, because it is
that of one of the cconstitutional powers
which made the confederation. Igofurther,
and I say that although strictly speaking
the British Parliament has the power of
depriving us by its legislation of our
privileges, yet the spirit of the law is that
they had no right to do so, because those
rights were guaranteed to the people of
Quebec by solemn treaties passed between
England and other nations-treaties which
could not be violated without the sanction of

the contracting parties. The interpretatiOn
of this treaty is not only well known in the
history of the diplomacy of England, and
the whole history of Canada, but it WaS
embodied in the special Act which is
referred to ; and I call the attention of
the House to this fact, that my construction
of this clause is the same as that which
was put on it by the Lords of the PrivY
Council in the cases to which I have
referred. They say -

Their Lordships say:-
" It is to be observed that the sane words

'civil rights' are employed in the Act 14
George third, chapter 83, which made pro-
vision for the Government of the Province of
Quebec. Section eight of that Act enacted
that His Majesty's Canadian subjects within
the Province of Quebec ehould enjoy their
property, usages and other civil rights as they
had betore done, and that in ail matters of
controversy relative to property and civil
rights, resort should be had to the laws of
Canada and be determined agreeably to the
said laws."

This is the construction put upon that
very question by the Privy Council of Her
Majesty, and those rights which were
then guaranteed by a solemn treaty and a
statute of the British Parliament have been
lately recognized again by the same high
judicial body. I cannot but feel that with
such an interpretation in our favor we are
right in taking that position with regard to
the construction put upon the wording of
that clause by the Government of the day;
and I may say here that I much regretted
to hear from the hon. Minister of Justice
an interpretation which is different to that
given at the time by one of his colleagues
-given not only in the name of the Gov-
ernment in general, but in his own naine
particularly. He was a member of the
Government of that day, and it is useless
to belittle the declaration made by the
Solicitor General of the time-reflecting
as it did the opinion of the Government
of the day. And I must add that that in-
terpretation was announced five days after
the question was put by the member for
Hochelaga, so that the Government had
ample time and opportunity to decide
upon the answer which should be given in
their name. So that it cannot be denied
that Mr. Langevin's interpretation, given
in presence of his colleagues, in their
name, with their approbation, was the con-
struction which the Government itself put
upon the said clause. I do not think it is

HoN. MR. TRUDEL.
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necessary to quote authorities to convince
thislHouse of thebearingof thatsolemn dec-
laration of the Government; and I think
that, after all, what is written, or even
What is signed, is but the secondary part
of our constitution ; because the most im-
Portant parts of the constitution of Eng-
land have fnever been written, and some of
the nost precious rights of the people of that
Country are based entirely upon the tra-
ditions of the nation. I ask is it not a
fact that, here in our proceedings, many
Of the most important things are never
Written, and not only never written, but
never even uttered ? For instance the only
Part which the Sovereign takes in our
legislation is the sanctioning of Bills
Passed by both Houses of Parliament.
On such occasions we know that the rep-
resentative of the Queen is present, and
an officer of this House says that "in the
nane of Her Majesty His Excellency the
Governor General sanctions these Bills;" but
Ris Excellency does hot even open his
rnouth and personallymakesno declaration,
still we know that the solemn declaration
Of one of the officers of this House is
sufficient to testify to the part which one
Of the three branches of the legislature
takes in the governing of the country. If
We look at the constitutional authori-
ties I think we will find that it has been
admitted everywhere, in all countries of
the world and in all centuries, that the
Solemn declaration of a Government is
equivalent, if indeed it does not carry more
weight, than any other solern act of the pub-
lic powers. For that reason I respectfully
Submit that this contract is binding upon
Parliament. Many members of this
louse will recollect that at the time when
the declaration to which I have referred
was made, there were many among the
conservative party who expressed some
doubt, some fear, that the construction
which might be put upon that clause in
the future would not be of the same
value as that which I have given here to-
day; and the expressions of those men
were spread abroad by some newspapers of
that time as exhibiting a want of confi-
dence in the Government, and the men
who uttered them were held up as traitors
to the conservative party, or something
very like it, because the declaration of the
Government was considered sufficient
to guarantee us the recognition of
the rights in question. That was the

way their expressions of anxiety were
regarded, and I think in view of those
facts we are justified fully in interpreting
this clause as my hon. friend from DeLa-
naudière did. I may say that I was some-
what surprised when I heard the other
day a distinguished member of this House
try to put us on our guard and warn us
that we should not play the rie of
obstructionists. Well if you call obstruc-
tion the opposition we may make to any
Bill which comes to us from the other
House, I cannot help thinking that the
duty of this House is one of obstruc-
tion. In fact if we were to be deterred
from such a course by the consideration
that the House of Commons had passed
a measure once or twice, and that con-
sequently we should bow our heads and
pass it also no matter what might be our
objections to the measure in question-
then indeed we would to a great extent
strengthen the hands of those who clamor
for the abolition of this Chamber. There
is another point ; hon. gentlemen will
recollect that when Confederation took
place it was after a contest of about
twenty years between Lower and Upper
Canada on that great question of repre-
sentation by population, and at the time
one of the provinces accepted Confeder-
ation only on the guarantee that if on one
side representation by population was
given in the House of Commons, the two
provinces would have an equality of
members in the Senate. Hon. gentlemen
will remember the reason for that ; it was
to give the Senate power to obstruct,
to use the words of my hon friend, and
if necessary to stop, any legislation which
could not be accepted by the whole
Dominion. I think it is a duty properly
devolving upon the members of this
House and particularly on Senators from
the Province of Quebec whose numbers
are somewhat in excess of what the actual
population would seem to warrant, and
in this sense my hon. friend, in accepting
a seat in this House, has accepted
deliberately the character of what
he calls an obstructionist. I would
ask if we are not appointed special.
ly to prevent undesirable legislation com-
ing from the other House being
assented to here ? If we are, then are we
acting within the spirit of the constitu.
tion when we use our powers here to stop
unwise measures, and ·I deeply regret to
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hear such an argument used by any mem-
ber of this body. I would not be aston-
ished to hear such a contention raised by
hon. gentlemen in the other House, and
if my hon. friend (Mr. Ogilvie) had ac-
ceded to one of the repeated applications
which were made to him by constituen-
cies in our Province, and honored one
of them by representing it in the House
of Commons, I might understand
him to express such a feeling
as he uttered the other day. I merely
refer to this subject because I do not think
we should allow such utterances to go un-
challenged. in this House. Now I know
there -is a seemingly victorious answer
which may be given to this and it is to
the effect that probably a majority of the
members of the House of Commons from
my province, and therefore having to de-
fend the same rights as myself, have voted
for this Bill. It may be that a majority of
the Quebec members of the House of
Commons have done so but I contend
that if we have certain rights, and the
members of this flouse consider there is
a question ofjustice to ourprovince involved,
it is their duty to defend those rights. I
am reluctantly obliged to confess that on
this question, as on many others, it is the
misfortune of my province that some of
the most precious of our rights seem to be
abandoned by some representatives of our
people. Amongst the rights so sacrificed
are those secured to us by the constitu-
tion of this hon. House. The Senate
was, in the views of the fathers of confed-
erátion, to be the counterpoise of the
Commons, the House in which should be
restored between the provinces the equity
destroyed by the granting of representa-
tion by population in the Commons. I
I do not intend to show how that
safeguard has been, in practise, rendered
wholly insufficient, and how the represen-
tatives of our provinces, in the Senate, are
deprived of the share of influence they
should possess, as it has been repeatedly
shown to this House. Hon. members
understand that matter perfectly well, so
that I need not give any further explana-
ation. But I hope the time will come
when the people of the province of Quebec
will have an opportunity of pronouncing
and voting upon this question. I, and
thse in this House who entertain the
saine feeling with me on this subject and
who come from the province of Quebec,

HON. MR. TRUDEL

have no more interest in it than the others
of whom I spoke, and if the people of our
province prove that they are not anxious
to preserve the rights which were secured
to us by the Act of Confederation, then
the question will have been decided; but
so long as those rights have not been defi-
nitely abandoned I think it is our duty to
defend them. As I before stated the pre-
sent representation of the province of Que-
bec in this House was granted as a safeguard
in view of the concession of representation
by population, and hon. gentlemen will re-
member that for twenty years the illus-
trious statesmen who were at the head of
our provincial Government, the men who
have left so great a name in the history of
the country, had distinguished themselves
in sustaining those rights ; and surely
we should not say now that those rights
were not worth defending. If I am not
mistaken the time is not far distant when
our people will prono#nce upon the pro-
priety of abandoning those precious
guarantees and safeguards, that inherit-
ance which all of our nationality should
be so anxious to preserve. I make this
declaration also in justice to those of the
majority here who may take ground
against what we consider to be right, and
I wish distinctly to say that we admit not
only their right to do so, but it is not sur-
prising that they should follow such a
course when we see members from our
own Province ranged on the same side
with them. We feel that it is quite
natural for them to take that ground but
that is no reason why we should not vote
for what we consider to be the rights of
our Province.

HON. MR. VIDAL-In instituting a
comparison between the Bill on this sub-
ject which was submitted to us two years
ago and that which is before us to-day, I
am free to confess that a very objection-
able feature which characterised the pre-
vious Bill has been eliminated from the
present one ; but at the same time there
has been introduced into the Bill now
under discussion a new feature which,
though not so distasteful to me on the
score of its morality or rightness, is still
objectionable from a technical point of
view.

My objection is founded upon the expres-
sion which I see in the first section of the
Bill, " All laws prohibiting marriage
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between a man and the sister of his de-
ceased wife are hereby repealed." I am
flot awaré that on our statute book there
Will be found a similar expression with
respect to repealing another, in any law
Which has been enacted by the Parliament
of Canada. When a law has been
repealed, it Is certainly customary, and it
is very desirable that that law should be
specified in the bill repealing it, that we
niay know in what year of Her Majesty's
reign, or in what year in a former reign it
Was enacted, and by looking into it may
see what the repeal of that law may effect.
It may revive some things which are very
objectionable, or sweep out of existence
others that are very desirable. Then the
terms of this bill are so general, that I
Would like to ask is it really intended to
repeal all laws prohibiting these marria-
ges ? Is it not a well-known fact to all
of us that a very large proportion-may I
not say a majority-of the Christian
churches hold that the law of God pro-
hibits this marriage, and are we in this
Legislature to pass an enactment repealing
the divine law ! Where is our authority
for such a course! A great many intelli-
gent and excellent people also contend
that there is a divine law prohibiting this
marriage ; is that law to be repealed by
the authority of the Parliament of
Canada ? I am not aware of the existence
of any law in the Province of Ontario in-
terfering with the desire or the action of
the people to contract alliances of this
kind. I believe that any who see fit to
contract such marriages, without consider-
ing it a violation of the law of God, are at
perfect liberty to do so. I have never
heard of a case where such a marriage has
been declared illegal, or the issue of such
a marriage illegitimate, or when the rights
of such children to property have been
interfered with. I have used this argu-
ment to persons who are advocates of this
measure, and I have challenged them to
produce acase in which any hurtful result has
been experienced from the law as it stands.
They fall back on the fact that they
know of no law in the Province of Ontario
or of the old Province of Canada which
prohibits these marriages ; but, they say,
we corne under a law of England, passed
in some former reign by the Imperial
Parlianent Granted there is such a law,
are we sitting here to repeal a statute
Passed by the Imperial Parliament ?

The Parliament of Canada surely has no
power to repeal any statute of that kind.
The Bill does not restrict its operation
even by saying that it is repealed only in
so far as it relates to this Dominion, or to
this particular class of marriages. The
same laws which we are about to repeal,
and which prohibit the marriage of a man
with his deceased wife's sister, may also
prohibit the marriage of a man with his
own sister. Although they have eliminated
the most objectionable feature from this
measure, I hold that the language of this
Bill is so loose and so objectionable that
it ought not to be placed on our statute
book. I presurne it would also repeal the
ecclesiastical law of England, as well as
the civil code of the Province of Quebec,
if it repeals all the laws on this subject.
Have we really any right to repeal the
civil code of Lower Canada? I think
not. Has it not been clearly shown to us
that the inhabitants of that province have
rights secured to thern by treaty and by
the Confederation Act? Has not the right
been conceded to them, as to the other
provinces, of dealing with all matters of
private rights and property ? Let me ask
is not the right of property very closely
and intimately connected with this ques
tion of marriage ? Most assuredly it is
The issue of these marriages are entitled
to inherit property or they are not. Under
the law of the Province of Quebec they
are not, and yet we are here asked in the
Dominion Parliament to override that law
-a law which has been guaranteed to
them in good faith, and I agree with the
argument adduced by the hon.'member
from Halifax (Mr. Power) with reference
to this matter : I do not think we are sit-
ting here as judges to interpret the law.
I think it is our bounden duty to go be-
hind that and take into full consideration
the arguments which have been adduced
to us in this debate by my hon. friend
from DeLenaudière (Mr. Bellerose) and
my hon. friend opposite (Mr. Trudel). I
think, therefore, in using such a general
expression as this, that " all laws prohibit-
ing marriage between a man and the sister
of his deceased wife are repealed," we are
undertaking to repeal laws with which we
have no constitutional right to interfere. I
have not changed the views which I
expressed to this House on the former
occasion with reference to public senti-
ment on this subject, and I do not now

Deceased Wife's Ma8ter -Bi/l. 225



226 .Deceaed lWife'8

admit that this legislation has been asked
for by the people of this country. My
belief is that nineteen-twentieths of the
people of this Dominion take no particu-
lar interest in it at all. There is, no
doubt, a minority who will be seriously
affected by it, persons who have contract-
ed marriage contrary to the laws of the
Province in which they reside. We know
that marriages of this kind have not been
common. We know that from the earliest
ages-and I say this notwithstanding that
the House has seen fit to take the state-
ment from the lips of the hon. Senator
from Halifax with something like amuse-
ment and incredulity-I say that the hon.
gentleman is correct when he alleges that
from the earliest ages of the Christian
Church no such marriages have been
permitted in any branches of that Church.
It is a new thing, and I hold that the
Churches which have in their standards
embodied this as a law have done so not
on their own authority ; that they do not
say that as a Church they decree such
marriages are unlawful, but they say : by
the way in which we interpret the Divine
law such marriages are prohibited. That
is the way in which it is found in the
standards of the Presbyterian Church, and
the Church of England and I presume in
the standard of the Roman Catholic
Church also. I do not propose to enter
into the question as to whether this is the
Divine law or not. My own impression
is that although with great propriety refer-
ence may reverently be made to the
Divine law in this House. I do not think
this is the proper arena for discussions of
this kind. I will merely briefly say in
connection with it, to those gentlemen
who have referred to the Scriptures, in
support of their views that I have been a
lifelong close and attentive reader of the
Divine law, and am perfectly familiar with
the passages to which references are gen-
erally made in connection with this
subject, and I can assure them that if
that chapter on which are founded all the
objections to unlawful marriages be not
considered as binding on us, then there
is no chapter in the Bible, from Genesis
to Revelations, which prohibits the mar-
riage of a man with his own sister or his
own daughter. That chapter and that
alone, the i8th of Leviticus, is the chap-
ter in which the Divine law is made
known to man with respect to

marriage, and what is it founded
upon? Upon a great and fundamental
truth, a mystery. I allow that we cannot
measure by any human standard the
mystery that by virtue of that union which
takes place man and wife become one
flesh most clearly and distinctly, as set
forth in the earliest history of our race
in the book of Genesis, and confirmed
by our great teacher, Christ himself,
when He trod on earth, when He says
"For this cause shall a man leave his
father and mother and cleave to his wife,
and they twain shall be one flesh." It is
because of that and in connection with
that perfect and entire unity between the
two, that the relations of the wife become
the relations of the husband, and that the
marriage of relations of affinity are
prohibited, as well as that of relations of
consanguinity. The Scripture referred to
sets forth fifteen instances in which mar-
riage is forbidden, eight of which are re-
lations of consanguinity and seven are
relations of affinity, and it will be seen
that of these last mentioned as probibited
there are degrees of affinity which are not
so close as that of a deceased wife's sister.
I do not think it is a subject which we
should discuss in this House, for it is one
on which there may reasonably exist a
great diversity of opinion, but we who
oppose the Bill should have that measure
of justice meted out to us which we con-
cede to its supporters, that having formed
an opposite opinion from that entertained
by them, we are fairly entitled to hold that
opinion without being called obstruc-
tionists, or being charged with endeavour-
ing to interfere with the advancement of
domestic peace, or of the general happiness
of society. As the debate has been pro-
tracted to a great length, and as I am
quite sure the House is anxious to have
it brought to a close, I will not trespass
on the patience of the Senate with any
further remarks.

HoN. MR. MACFARLANE-The
hon. gentleman from Sarnia is no doubt
sincere in the opposition he has shown to
this Bill. He opposed it the last time it
was discussed in this House, and is con-
sistent in the stand he has taken, and
although he tells us that the Bill in its
present shape is less objectionable in his
opinion than the Bill which was first
introduced, still, there are sufficient ob-

HON. MR. VIDAL.
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Jectionable features in it to war-
rait him in opposing it.

Now, I have no fault to find with the
nnner in which the hon. gentleman ad-
vocates the views he entertains. It is
quite consistent with his previous course,
and although he fails to convince me, I
have no doubt he has convinced himself
that he is correct. But I wish more par-
ticularly here to deal with the remarks of
the hon. Senator from DeSalaberry who
has given us a very long and learned ar-
glnent in defence of the constitutional
Point which has been raised, supporting, as
he was, the senior member from Halifax
Who also for two or three hours yesterday
'tltructed the Senate in sustaining a
su'nilar view of the question. Now, it
seens to me that the position taken by
4On. Senator for DeSalaberry and a por-
tiOl of this House supporting him, from a
Particular section of our people, is not
011ly unsound, but entirely unwarranted.
It is true that before Confederation the
Province of Quebec was entitled to, and
did enjoy, as did all the other provinces,
the right to deal with marriage and divorce
aid all matters connected with the dom-
estic condition of the people, but by the
]ritishNorthAmericaActtowhichQuebec,
as all the provinces, gave its assent, they are
111 the Dominion now and are all equally
obliged to submit to the provisions of the
Constitution. The question of marriage is
ýaPressly given to this Parliament, and it

expressly withdrawn from the jurisdic-
t'on of the local legislatures. While the
flode of solemnizing marriages is left to
the Several provinces, the right to deal
With the question of marriage is expressly
g'ven to the Federal Parliament. I could
nlot but notice during this entire debate
that whenever the representatives of
Quebec discussed the rights of that

rovince, they seemed to entirely ignore
the fact that, while there is a preponder-

ce of the French population-and we
e respect them highly-there is also a
very numerous, influential, wealthy and
energetic portion of the people who are
enitirely debarred from the privileges which

re enjoyed by the majority.
tilON MR. T RUDEL-I wish to state

a4t on this point of preserving our French
, our leading English speaking lawyers

44 judges, or the most of them, are as
esOu1s of retaining them as the French

DOPulation.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-I do not
at all object to the hon. gentlemen sus-
taining those rights. I -dare say if I was
one of themselves I should do so too, but
what I mean to say is that a very consid-
erable portion of the population of Quebec
Province are debarred from the privileges
which the majority enjoy. It is well
known, and it has been admitted here,
that in the Province of Quebec a man
who desires to marry his deceased wife's
sister can do so by a dispensation from
the church and that the union is not
regarded as improper and no stain rests on
their offspring. With the minority in that
Province it is different and it is well
known that the very strong agitation for
this measure has come more from Quebec
than from any other province of the Dom-
inion, because the disability is felt to a
greater degree in that portion of the Dom-
inion than in any other. The hon. Senator
from Halifax (Mr. Power) did not go so
far as the hon. member for De Salaberry
in his argument He did not profess to
deny that this Parliament possessed the
power to deal with the question of mar-
riage, or that the Confederation Act was
binding. In fact he admitted that if he
himself were sitting as a judge, he would
be compelled to interpret the clause as
giving the jurisdiction to this Parliament ;
but, as a legislator, he said that we could
go behind the Confederation Act and give
it a different interpretation. There is no
logic or consistency in such an argument.
The argument of the hon. Senators from
Halifax and De Salaberry are inconsistent
with each other. They argue from differ-
ent points, and endeavor to arrive by dif.
ferent reasoning at the same conclusion.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE--I beg the
hon. gentleman's pardon ; and as the hon.
Senator from Halifax (Mr. Power) is
not in his place, I will explain what
he really did say. He admitted that there
might be a good point in supporting the
views which the .hon. gentleman is sustain-
ing now, and that, probably, a judicial
tri unal would interpret the clause in that
way, and that it might be a fair con-
struction of the language ; yet, to his mind,
it would be wrong, because the intentions
of those who frame the laws should be
looked at, since there is a dfficultyi in the
interpretation of the two sub-sections this
House has to deal with, and if that were
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done there could be no doubt as to the
unconstitutionality of the Bill which is
now before us.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-That is:
the statement exactly.

HON. MR. BELLLEROSE-The hon.
member from De Salaberry (Mr. Trudel)
states about the same thing.

HON. ML MACFARLANE-What
the hon. Senators from De Salaberry and
Halifax, and the hon. gentleman himself,
when introducing his motion, said, was
that they felt bound by the statements
made by gentlemen before Confederation
in discussing the Union Act, and before
that Act went into operation, that we at
the present day should be bound, not by
what was done, but by what they
said was going to be done. That
is not what binds this Parliament. I ven-
ture to say that nine-tenths of the mem-
bers of this House will consider that this
is a matter with which the Dominion Par-
liament alone has power to deal. Taking
that view of the question, what position
does it occupy? The hon. Senator from
Rookwood (Mr. Odell), who argued at
considerable length on it, endeavored to
show us from the petitions presented, and
the circumstances which he stated, that
this subject had no great hold on the
people. Indeed, the argument of all those
who oppose the bill is that the people
entertain no opinion one way or the other
on this subject. It is true that we have
not had many petitions presented to Par-
lament, but it is known, through the press,

that there has been an agitation through-
out this country, and that it is a subject
that has taken a very deep hold upon the
people, and is continually increasing in
volume all over the Dominion; and why
is it spreading? It is because the fact is
known that the world at large is fast com-
ing to the conclusion that this restriction
should be removed. With the exception,
I believe, of the Cape of Good Hope, of
all the numerous colonies of the British
Empire, Canada is the only one in which
marriage with a deceased wife's sister is
not now permitted. And what is the
peculiar position which we in this country
occupy? We live close beside a nation
of fifty millions, where marriages of this
kind are considered legal, and are con-

tinually taking place. With the facilities
for inter-communication between the twO
countries, in a question affecting the
rights of a numerous class of the people,
it is easy to cross the border. My hon.
friend from Sarnia (Mr. Vidal) says he
never knew a case in which a hardship
has occurred, and challenged any one to
state such a case, if he knew of one.
I do not know of any myself; but let a
case arise in court-let any individual
contest the legitimacy of children, the off-
spring of such a marriage, and there can be
no doubt that any court of law would decide
that they had no right toinherit their parents'
property. Although no case may have
arisen, it is ansexigency which might occur
at any time. When we debated this ques-
tion here two years ago, the whole subject
was gone into fully and explicitly, and,
probably, very little could be said on
either side that was not stated on that oc-
casion. As to the religious aspect of the
question, there can be no doubt, as stated
by an hon. gentleman who preceded me,
there is a diversity of opinion amongst the
most eminent divines. No clergyman of
any prominence professes now to say that
there is anything incestuous in such mar-
riages. It is admitted that there is no
affinity between a man and his wife's sister.
Some individuals oppose it on moral
grounds. My hon. friend from Lunen-
burgh (Mr. Kaulbach) contended that such
unions are immoral. The fact is, there
was hardly an improper epithet that could
be found that he considered too bad to
apply to those who contracted such mar-
riages. That, I believe, is not the general
opinion of the world to-day. It is true
that, in the early ages, marriages were re-
stricted within very narrow limits, but
since that time the world has been making
progress, as stated by the hon. Senator
from Montreal (Mr. Ogilvie) the other day.
A man who wishes to enter into such a
marriage now-a-days can easily, in a few
days, travel to a portion of the continent
where the union would be legal, and where
his children, if he died, would inherit his
property. In every way that I can view
this measure, I consider it one that would
enlarge the power of persons to select
their partners, and enable a man to bring
to his household a presiding genius in the
shape of a matron who will be a guide and
protector to his children, and, probably, a
comfort to him in his latter days. I can

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE,
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On1ly say I shall myself have much pleasure
n voting for the second reading of the

Bil]• I do so with the more satisfaction
that the objectionable portion of the mea-
sure which came up to us on a former oc-
ca.sion has been removed. I must say, if
that section had been retained, favorable as
I am to the Bill in its present shape, I
shOuld have been bound to oppose it.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I would like
tO ask whether the hon. gentleman be-
hleves there should be any impediments to
Imarriage, and whether he considers this
ýarliament has a right to declare that such
Inpediments which may be recognized by
a church in any province can be removed
by our legislation here ?

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-I can
only say that all ecclesiastical matters I
leave to the churches to deal with as
they please.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-That is not
an answer to my question.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-Then
I do not understand the hon. gentleman's
question.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-Suppose
that in the different provinces there are
Civil laws providing that there shall be
certain impediments to marriage-say
narriage of brother with sister, or cousin

With cousin, or anything you like-I ask
Whether this Parliament would have the
right to wipe that off the statutes of the
provinces ?

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-I be-
heve this Parliament has the entire right
to deal with the subject of marriage. I
believe that is one of the privileges of a
free people and a free country, that we
have the right to deal with it as affecting
all the provinces of the Dominion.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-What does
the hon. gentleman understand by that
section of the constitution which gives to
the local legislature the right to deal with
Imatters relating to the solemnization of
1arriage ? Would he consider that this
Icludes the impediments of which I have

just spoken ?

or I do not comprehend the hon. gentle-
man's position. What I do mean to say
is, that with regard to all the provinces of
the Dominion this Parliament has the
power to deal with all the subjects that
are expressly reserved to it, of which mar-
riage is one, and, having that power, they
have the right to deal with it in
all the provinces alike. They have no
right or wish to interfere with any person's
religious convictions ; they have no right
to interfere with the solemnization of mar-
riages ; but as to the parties who can
contract those marriages, I think that is a
matter which pertains exclusively to this
Parliament.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Macfarlane) says that if
this Bill contained a clause permitting
marriage between a woman and her de-
ceased husband's brother, he would vote
against it. I am glad that the hon. gentle-
man has so far receded from the position
which he took before, because two years
ago he voted for a bill containing such a
clause. I am afraid he will find it diffi-
cult to explain to this House the difference
in degree of affinity between a man and his
deceased wife's sister and a woman and
her deceased husband's brother.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-That
has nothing to do with the discussion of
this question. When a bill to legalize
such a marriage is introduced it will be
time enough to consider the subject.

HON. MR. ODELL-The hon. member
(Mr. Macfarlane) has argued that in view
of the facilities for inter-communication
between countries being now so great we
ought to pass this Bill, because legislation
of this nature exists in other countries.
What I want to ask is, supposing this bill
were passed, what would be the position
of a man who married his deceased
wife's sister in this country and removed his
family to England to reside ?

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-I can
only say to the hon. gentleman that we
cannot legislate for England; but we can,
by this legislation, remove disabilities from
those who wish to contract such marriages
in this country.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-I must HON. MR. GIRARD-The debate has
either be very blunt in my comprehension, been protracted and I have some hesita-
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tion in rising to address the House on this
subject, but it is one of such importance
that I believe there should be an expres-
sion of opinion from every province of the
Dominion. When a bill to legalize mar-
riage with a deceased wife's sister was be-
fore the Senate two years ago, I voted
with the majority to postpone the measure
until the views of the people on this ques-
tion could be ascertained. Since then the
church has spoken and the people have
been heard from through their repre-
sentatives. For my part I do not
see anything in this Bill which would
lead me to give it my support. I
admit that these narriages take
place from time to time ; but I believe it
would be better to let the law remain un-
changed because I do not wish to see such
unions encouraged. I respect the res-
trictions which the various churches place
upon marriage because I believe them to
be in the interest of society, and those
who violate them frequently suffer in
mind or body or in their children. I
concur im the opinion of the hon. Senator
from Rookwood (Mr. Odell) that this
measure is of such importance that it
should come from the Government. If
it had been introduced in that way I should
have given it my support, leaving the res-
ponsibility with them ; but introduced, as
it has been, by a private member, I feel
it my duty to vote as I did two years ago.
With regard to the constitutional question
I agree with my hon. friends from Quebec
that the Act of Union was in the nature
of a treaty between the different Pro-
vinces, and, in construing that treaty, the
declarations which were made by those
who brought about Confederation should
guide us to a correct interpretation of
doubtful points. When I look at the 9 1st

and the 92nd clauses I find that in one
the Federal Parliament is given jurisdic-
tion over " marriage and divorce," and in
the other the local legislatures are given
the " solemnization of marriage." In the
former, it seems to me, it means marriage
following divorce, after the tie is severed.
It is veiy likely that it was intended to
give this Parliament the right to say
whether a person, after divorce, should
have the right to marry again, but that in
all other matters relating to marriage the
local legislatures only should have juris-
diction. That is my opinion.

HoN. MR. GIRARD.

HoN. Ma. TRUDEL-The game in'
terpretation was given in the debates 0
Confederation.

HON. MR. GIRARD-I was not aware
of that: I thought the idea was original.
It only shows that there is nothing new
under the sun. I approve of the stand
taken by my hon. friends from the Pro-
vince of Quebec, in defence of the rights
which were guaranteed to them when
they became British subjects It is the
law of Lower Canada that the power to
grant dispensations for such marriages
rests with the bishops. It is for them
to take cognizance of marriage. and to
grant dispensations under certain cir-
cumstances. It does not follow that
these marriages, where dispensations are
necessary, are approved by the Church,
but the Church in this instance, as in
many others, must necessarily make
some concession to the weaknesses of
her children, and grant dispensations
sometimes in cases where she not only
disapproves of, but blames, the union.
1'or my own part I would prefer to leave
to the churches what belongs to them,
and after hearing the opinions of mem-
bers of the diflerent denominations, I
must say that the great majority of
them seem to be quite in accordance
with me. They cannot stop these mar-
riages, but at the saine time they can-
not approve of them. No one could be
more anxious than myself to come to
the relief of those who have been mar-
ried in the manner which it is now pro-
posed to legalise, and I am also anxious
to do all that is possible for the children,
the issue of such unions. I would grant
to them all the privileges of legitimate
offspring; but while I would be pre-
pared to assist thosewho have contracted
such marriages, if they could find some
way of bringing their disabilities before
Parliament, I am nevertheless opposed
to passing a law placing such marriages
on a par with marriages made under
ordinary circumstances, and making
them worthy of the saine consideration
and encouragement. We speak much
of the National Policy, but I think these
marriages are contrary to the interests
of the State, inasmuch as we know they
are opposed to the interests of the issue
resulting from them. We are all inter-
ested in seeing families growing up in
this country, and preparing to take a
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stand in society which will be worthy of
good and loyal men. Now, I'do not
say that the issue of such marriages will
IlOt be desirable, but I say there is a
Certain risk. That is not the way to
improve the human race, and under
these circumstances I think I shall be
Perfectly justified in advancing this as a
question of National Policy, and in urg-
Ing that these marriages should not be
admitted. I believe that they aie
oPposed to the interests of our people,
and shall be forced to record my vote
against the present Bill.

.ION. MR. DICKEY moved the ad-
Journment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

SUPREME COURT BILL.

SECOND READING.

ION. SIR A LEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (Q), "An Act
to Make further provision in regard to
the Supreme Court of Canada." He
said: This is a measure of very consid-
erable importance, affecting appeals
from the Province of Quebec to the
8 upreme Court of Canada. Many ap-
Peals from the Province of Quebec stand
in an exceptional position before the
SUpreme Court. Certain of the laws
of Quebec are peculiar to that
Province, and in that respect, so far as
rOgards those laws, appeals from
that Province do not stand in the
sfatie position as appeals coming from
deisions of' the other courts of the
Dominion. It so happens, and it must
continue to be the case, that in Canada,
takeni as a whole, the groat body of the
r!Ofession of the law are men trained to

15nglish law. That is the case in
Ontario, it is the case in the Maritime
Provinces, in British Columbia, and
moIre or less in Manitoba; and it will
beoOme still more the case in that Pro-
Vince; so that Quebec stands, as regards
thiS class of cases, perfectly isolated.
The court as now composed, and as it
bas been composed trom its origin, in-
cludes two judges, who are members of
the bar of the Province of Quebec, and
Wh1o therefore are thoroughly com-
Petent to deal with the clas of
o** to which I have referred.

I desire also to say-and I am
quite sure that those who may take part
in the discussion which will follow this
motion will agree in the expressions I am
about to use-that there has been a great
anxiety manifested by all the judges of
the Supreme Court to give their utmost
attention to all cases which come before
them and to treat this particular class of
cases with the greatest care. Nevertheless
the majority of the Court is certainly at a
disadvantage with reference to this class
of cases, by reason of their original train-
ing and of their greater devotion to
English law, to those laws which affect
generally communities speaking the Eng.
lish language throughout the Dominion.
The evil has been felt for some years and
has been the subject of a good deal of
anxiety on the part of the legal profession
coming from Lower Canadaand on several
occasions the matter has been brought
under the notice of the other branch of
the legislature and efforts have been made
to bring about some change in the con-
struction of the Court which would make
it stronger with reference to this particular
class of cases. The present Government
has thought it very desirable that any
change which should be made in the
constitution of the Court should be as
little as possible, and that we should en-
deavor to preserve the Court as originally
constituted so far as we fairly can. There-
fore in framing this Bill we have endeav-
ored to depart as little as possible from
the construction of the Court and only
so to depart in order to bring about a
better tribunal for the disposition of the
class of cases to which I have alluded
That class consists entirely of those
cases which are to be governed by
and decided according to the laws which
are peculiar to the Province of Quebec as
distinguished from the others parts of the
Dominion, and with reference to that class
of cases only does it propose to make
any provision ; and this step is taken in
order to minimise as far as possible any
change in the construction of the Court.
We did not desire to make the change
greater than was absolutely necessary, if
indeed we made any, and there forewe
have confined it to the creating of addi-
tional judges for the disposition of only
this particular class of cases from the
Province of Quebec. Of course there are
many cases from that province, under the

(Manon 31, 1882.]



Tne Swpreme

commercial and criminal laws and under
the general laws of the Dominion, none of
which are peculiar to Quebec but are
governed by the rules and laws which are
common to the whole Dominion. But
the class of cases defined in the Bill is
peculiar to the Province of Quebec and
must be decided by French laws or by
those which have their origin in French
laws, andithasbeenthoughtverydesirableto
make the SupremeCourt stronger in that par-
ticular direction. The proposition in the
Bill is that this should be accomplished
by calling to the aid of the Suprerne
Court two judges from Lower Canada.
As the Court now exists, it has only two
judges from the Province of Quebec. Now,
it is a fact that appeals coming from that
province before they reach the Supreme
Court of Canada have already been heard
by judges of eminence and great learning,
equal in all respects to the judges whom
we may find from time to time upon the
bench of the Supreme Court. And not
only have the cases .been heard before
these judges, but at times before two courts
equally strong, so that one can un-
derstand, in cases which are pecu-
liar to the Province of Quebec, an in-
disposition-I desire to speak as carefully
as I can-an indisposition, on the part of
those who are concerned in them, to ap-
peal, with perfect and entire confi-
dence to a tribunal here, which
they would feel if that tribunal includ-
ed a larger number of members familiar
with the laws which governed the decision
of the case originally. That is the feeling,
no doubt, which has given rise to the dis-
satisfaction which, I confess, I believe has
existed more or less in the Province of
Quebec with reference to the construction
of the Court. It is proposed to overcome
that difficulty by calling to the aid of the
Supreme Court, in that class of cases, two
judges from the Superior Court of Lower
Canada; The proposal is that, when
the sessions of the Supreme Court
come round, the judges of that Court,
without argument and without hearing
counsel in the particular class of cases
covered by this Bill, shall decide what,
if any, cases are set down, covering en-
tirely the class for which this bill provides,
and if there are any, then that the Court
shall call upon Associate Judges, called in
the Bill "Judges in aid" to come and sit with
them, and that these " Judges in aid"

HON. Sia ALEX. CAMPBELL.

shall have the same power in all respects,
and be subject to the same duties and re-
sponsibilities, and take the same oath of
office as the judges of the Supreme Court.
The result will be that then any cases
coming within the class described in the
Bill will be heard before the Court with
these two associate judges sitting with
them. The change will make the Court
stronger in regard to this class of
cases by two members who will be
as familiar with French law, and as
capable of deciding the class of cases to
which I have referred as are the judges
from Quebec originally in the Supreme
Court. I think-and I am supported in
this view by those who are much more
familiar with the subject than myself-
that this will have the effect of giving
a tribunal more satisfactory to the feelings
and wishes of the people of the Province
of Quebec in this particular direction.
There are some objections to the
scheme which I have felt, and which
I may just as well mention to the House;
but I think they can be overcome, and
that- the proposal, notwithstanding the ob-
jections, is the most feasible one, although
I confess it is not entirely satisfactory.
The objections which I have in my mind
are these : The provision is that the
" Judges in aid " shall be called from the
judges of the Court of Queen's Bench and
from the five or six judges of the Superior
Court. It is proposed that the Governor
in Council shall select the judges of the
Superior Court who are to be " Judges in
aid," and that the five so selected by the
Governor in Council, with the Chief Jus-
tice of the Superior Court and the Chief
Justice and judges of the Court of Queen's
Bench, that they shall constitute the
" Judges in aid," and that the two judges
that are to serve shall be chosen from
amongst them, but they must not have
heard the case before. The objection isthis:
It may be said that most of the
cases which come before the Supreme
Court will already have passed through
the Court of Queen's Bench-that being
the Court of Appeal in Lower Canada-
and that is an objection to the Bill, since
the effect will be to deprive the Supreme
Court at all events of the choice of judges
of the Queen's Bench, and therefore that
the " Judges in aid " will, and of necessity
must be, taken from the judges of the
Superior Court. Well, the answer to that,
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s? far as a satisfactory answer can be
given, is this: in the Court of Queen's
Bench it is the case I understand-not of
niecessity, but by practice of the Court-
that five judges sit in appeal. I have
been corresponding with the Attorney
General of the Province of Quebec, and I
arn not without hopes that the result of it'
nay be that arrangements may be made

that four judges only may sit in appeal in
the Court of Queen's Bench in the
Province of Quebec. That is the case,
(and in Ontario four judges only constitute
the court), the decision must of
necessity be concurred in by three judges.
In the Province of Quebec five out of the six
Judgesmay sit, and where five sit, three are
necessary to constitute a judgment, which
Would make the condition of things
virtually equal to what obtains in Ontario
,where the Court is composed of four
judgesandwherealso three are necessaryto
render the judgment of the court. Even if
the change were made of which I spoke,
and instead of five judges sitting in the
Court of Queen's Bench they were limited
to four, still, as now, three judges must
concur in a decision. So we shall have
'three judges of the Court of Queen's
Bench capable of serving under
this Bill; nd then there is a class
of cases which it may be possible to bring
here without their going before the Court
of Queen's Bench. I do not say that it
is possible now, and some legislation may
be necessary to make it so, but there are
classes of cases which, once taken from
the Superior Court to the Court of Review
and having been decided there, there is
no appeal to the Court of Queen's
Bench. This occurs in two or three
classes of cases and it would seem
that in the Province of Que-
bec if a party takes his suit
to the Court of Review the other party
May, if he likes, make known his desire not
to waive his right to appeal, and in that
case if the adverse party be discontented
in Review he can go into Appeal ; if he
does not do that, then he loses his right.
It may be possible therefore to bring a
certain class of cases from the Court of
Review directly here. It is not possible
Without legislation, but that might be very
Convenient legislation inasmuch as with
reference to those cases the right of
Appeal seems to terminate in the Court
of Review. The difficulty which I have

felt in preparing the Bill is twofold, and
would be very much diminished in
the first place if we could have
available three judges of the Court of
Queen's Bench by the course which I
have suggested ; and in the next place
if there were appeals coming to the
Court from Quebec from the Court of
Review to the Supreme Court. The
difficulty is one which I saw no way of mak-
ing any better provision for than thatwhich
the Bill contains. Any assistance
which you get, in the way of dis-
posing of those cases, must be from
legal gentlemen who are familiar with the
French law, and therefore capable
of rendering assistance. They can
only be obtained from the Court of
Queen's Bench and the Superior Court.
The proposition then is that these judges
-they are twelve altogether-shall be
divided into divisions of two and that they
shall come on duty by some arrange-
ment to be settled amongst them to
sit with the Supreme Court on this class of
cases. I do not know when the objec-
tion has been taken, but I understand
that there is an objection with reference to
the language of the Bill in some respects
but we may alter the language to
meet the objections if need be. The
phrase "Judges in aid" it is thought
is not one that should find its way into
the Bill; that we should rather have
used "associate jadges." If that is a bet-
ter phrase, I shall be very glad to
adopt it. i will read to the House the
section of the Bill describing the class of
cases to be affected.

" In every case of appeal from the judg.
ment of any Court in t b Province of Quebec,
a preliminary summary examination of the
pleadings and papers in appeal shall be made
bythe Supreme Court, without argument or
the hearing of counsel, and if the Court shall
declare, by certificate under its seal, that the
appeal is one the decision of which muet be
governed by, and sbould be adjudged accord.
ing to, laws which are peculiar to the Pro-
vince of Quebec, as distinguished from those
of the other Provinces of the Dominion, the
case shall be deemed to be one coming within
the class which may be heard under the
special provisions herein enacted, and shall
be heard and determined as herein provided."

The whole scheme is framed with the
idea of minimizing the change as much
as possible, and of giving that assistance
which may be necessary in the "most
easy way, and of getting it from the
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class of persons who are most compe-
tent to give ilt; and I think and other
people who are much botter able to forrn
an opinion than I arn, think that such a
measure as the present would probably
give considerable satisfaction and
would place the court in a bet-
ter position to deal with this
class of cases, than it is as at pres-
ont constituted. At all events one can
only say that it is an effort in that
direction, and if experience should shcw
that it is insufficient, or that in some res-
pects it is not what it should be, it is
quite open to Parliament, and no doubt
Parliament will make such changes as
seem necessary. In the meantime it
seems to me to give the necessary assist-
ance in the administration of the court.

HoN. Ma. DICKEY-It is quite evi-
dent from the observations which have
been made by the Hon. Minister of Jus-
tice in bis usual lucid style that he has
no very strong opinion as regards this
Bill. He wili, therefore, be not very
much surprised to learn that a good
many of us have a strong opinion that
it is a Bill of an objectionable character.
Now, I am reluctant at any time to op-
pose a Bill coming fron the Govern-
ment, but at the same time I accustom
myself to an independent examination
of all these things, and an equally inde-
pendent expression of opinion upon
what I consider to be an objection in
any measure which comes before this
louse. It is suggested that this is a

very important Bill for the Province of
Quebec. It may be so from one point

-of view, but at the same time it must be
recollected that it is a Bill which affects
the whole Dominion, and particularly
and more closely affects the English
speaking population of Quebec, and
it may not remotely affect the interests
of a great many people in other parts
of the Dominion who are doing business
in Quebec. I ask what is the present
position ?

At the time of the passage of the Su-
preme Court Act, there was a sort of
treaty made by which the Province of
Quebec secured to itself the appointment,
for all time to come, of two judges, out of
the six, to come from the bar of Quebec.
The House will recollect that this pro-
vision was very reluctantly consented to

HoN. Su ALEX, Cumpizam.

by the majority on that occasion, and it
was accepted as a finality on that occa-
sion. What is proposed by this Bill?
The portion which the Province of Quebec
secured-secured without reference to any
of the other provinces-was one-third the
body of the court. By no other province
was any stipulation made that any pro-
portion should be accorded to one more
than to any other; and it seems to me
that the Province of Quebec ought to
stand by that arrangement, and be satis-
fied. Now what are we asked to do?
We are asked to appoint two additional
judges coming from Quebec-to make
the proportion of Quebec judges, in effect,
in regard to all the classes of cases pro-
vided for by this Bill, one-half of the
whole bench. This is a provision which
the hon. Minister, who has stated already
that he is in communication with the
authorities in Quebec on some point con-
nected with the measure, will do well to
consider before the second reading. I
do not wish to go any further into the
question at this stage of the Bill; but I
would suggest, as this is a measure of
great importance, and as the hon. gentle-
man has stated that he is in communica-
tion with the authorities at Quebec and
has also received two or three suggestions
with regard to the structure of the Bill,
that nothing would be lost by allowing
the order to be discharged and taking its
second reading at a future date; because
it is unfortunately a bill you cannot escape
the responsibility of voting for or against.
The whole principle is contained in it ;
you cannot emasculate it. It is a bill to
double for all time to come the number
of judges that were secured to the Prov-
ince of Quebec by the passage of the
Supreme Court Act. I hope we will not
be called upon to vote upon the princi-
ple of a bill of this kind-a bill which I
have reason to believe is open to criticism
and, perhaps, in some degree, to sus-
picion by members frorn other provinces.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELI-I
am very glad at all times to defer to
any expression of a wish on the part of
the hon. Senator from Amherst (Mr.
Dickey) more particularly with reference
to a measure of this kind affecting the
Supreme Court, or any other legal mea-
sure; but the objection which my hon.
friend takes is, I think, not a very strong
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Ole. The composition of the court will,
't is true, be changed, and two judges
added, and the proportion will be, as my
hon. friend says, one-half, but then it will
only be with reference to this particular
class of cases; it will not affect cases com-
ifg from other provinces, but will affect
Only this one class from the Province of
Quebec and the judges will come up and
hear cases of this particular kind. It is
Possible that two or three sessions of the
Court may go by without any such cases
cOrnng up at aIL The Bill provides that
all appeals from the Province of Quebec
hall be examined, and the Court shall

ascertain how many, if any, come within
the class described in this measure, namely
those that must be decided by the laws of
that Province as distinct from the laws of
other provinces. So that it is only to a
very srnall class of cases, those which are
governed by the French laws, that the
Bill applies. It does not seem unreason-
able, therefore, to add judges ad hoc to
the Court to give it additional strength
"I deciding such cases. As to postpon-
iflg the measure, I hope my hon. friend
Will not ask. me to do that. It was re-
ferred to in the speech from the throne,
and has been the subject of frequent
enquiries in the House of Commons by
merbers who naturally take a good deal
Of interest in it, and I should not like to
lose any time by a postponement. Any
objections that the hon. gentleman may
have to it I shall be quite ready to ac-
quiesce in his bringing before the House
at such a time and in such a way as he
thiniks most convenient, and taking a sub-
sequent opportunity of voting against the
ineasure if my hon. friend does. (I hope
he Will not) think it necessary to do so.
The measure has received very careful
coIsideration. We are obliged in the
"Iterest of the Province of Quebec to
Make some provision of the kind, and I
do not think there can be one suggested

*fnone, certainly, has occurred to me or
the other members of the Government-
Which will interfere less with the general
autonomy of the court. It will only be
forthis oneclass of cases, and will interfere in
the least possible degree with the court;
and therefore, I thought it was a scheme
which would meet with the approval of
'Y hon. friend, and I still hope it will.
If hé will reserve his objection to the Bill
and allow it to be read the second time,

we can next week go into committee upon
it, and the hon. gentleman can then make
any objection which he may think fit.

HON. MR. TRUDEI-I think the
Government deserve great credit for this
effort to give satisfaction to the Province
of Quebec, and I hope it will be success-
ful. I feel the difficulties which are to be
met, and see something in the objection
which has been raised by the hon. Sena-
tor from Amherst, but, at the same time,
we ought to take into consideration the
position in which we are placed in Que
bec. I have heard of cases which have
been decided in one way by nine judges
of that 'Province, and, when appealed to
the Supreme Court, the judgment of the
court below has been reversed by a bare
majority of the court here. Some of
those judgments had been unanimously
confirmed by five judges of the Court of
Queen's Bench.

I am afraid that in the working of this
measure there may be a good deal of
difficulty for the reason that our judges,
especially those of the Court of Queen's
Bench, from whom the selections are
likely to be made under this measure,
have more work on their hands now than
they can attend to. For instance, in
Montreal there are more than one hun-
dred cases on the roll that have been in
arrear for nearly a year, notwithstanding
the fact that the Court of Queen's Bench
has held special terms three or four
times and for periods of nearly twenty
days. I am afraid that this measure
would so increase their duties that they
would be unequal to the task. I wilI,
probably, have other remarks to make on
the subject when the Bill is in committee.
I consider the measure a step in the right
direction, and as a representative from
Quebec, I desire to express my gratifica-
tion that it has been introduced by the
Government.

HON. MR. READ-I cannot refrain
from this opportunity of expressing my
opinion that I consider the Supreme
Court a luxury which this country cannot
afford. Only the wealthy can get to it.
The hon. Senator from De Salaberry has
complained of their decisions in cases
coming from Quebec. I remember a
case in which the decision was in one
direction in the Court of Chancery, the
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Court of Queen's Bench and the Court of
Appeals, and was reversed by the Supreme
Court. I should like to see the Supreme
Court abolished. It encourages litiga-
tion. When a man commences a suit
he never knows when he will see the end
of it. Only the wealthy or those who
can get credit can afford to carry on a
law suit. A man of ordinary means has
no business to enter a court. I have
made up my mind to submit to a great
deal rather than go to, law. I have had
some experience of it, and I would advise
any man who has not plenty of money to
throw away, to keep out of court. He
will find himself taken from court to court
till his means are exhausted. 'I have
made up my mind if a man asks for my
coat to give it up at once, and throw in
the vest with it, rather than go to law to
defend my rights.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-In voting
for this Bill I do not wish to be understood
that I am in favor of the Supreme
Court. I was one of those who strongly
opposed the establishment of such a tri-
bunal, and was successful, while in the
House of Commons, in forcing the
Macdonald Government to withdraw this
same Bill which they brought before this
Parliament during the seven years
theywere in office, from 1867 to
1873. It was only when the Lib-
erals, who had lielped me to oppose
the Conservative Government in this
matter, came into power and changed
their veiws that the Supreme Court Act
was passed. Their leader in this House,
the late Mr. Letellier, by hard work man-
aged to carry it by a majority in the Senate.
That is how the Court was established
and it has ever since been a public
nuisance.

HON. MR. POWER moved
journment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

the ad-

THIRD READINGS.

The following Bills wcre read the third
time and passed:-

Bill (28) "An Act to amend the char-
ter of the Chartered Bank of London and
North America, and to change the name
thereof to 'The Chartered Bank of Lon-
don and Winnipeg.' " (Mr. Gibbs.)

HoN. MR. READ.

Bill (31) "An Act to incorporate the
Clements Steamship Company, limited."
(Mr. Macfarlane.)

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (62) "An Act to incorporate the
Lake Athabaska 'and Hudson's Bay Rail-
way Company." (Mr. Girard.)

The Senate adjourned at 6 o'clock.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, A9nday, Apri3rd, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock, p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BRITISH AMERICAN ASSURANCE
COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. ALLAN, from the Standing
Committee on Banking and Commerce,
reported Bill (34), "An Act to amend and
consolidate as amended the several Acts
relating to the British American Assurance
Company" with amendments.

HON. MR. SMITH moved concurrence
in the amendments.

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

QUEBEC TIMBER COMPANY'S
BILL

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE

HON. MR. BELLEROSE, from the
Committee on Standing Orders and Pri-
vate Bills, reported Bill (32), "An Act to
incorporate the Quebec Timber Company,
limited," with amendments.

HON. MR. SKEAD moved that the
amendments be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to, and the
third reading was fixed for to-morrow.
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NÏEW YORK AND ONTARIO FUR-
NACE COMPANY'S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE, from the
Committee on Standing Orders and Pri-
vate Bills, reported Bill (65), " An Act
respecting the New York and Ontario
Furnace Company " with an amendment.

. ION. MR. READ moved concurrence
in the amendment, which, he explained,
was merely to provide that the charter of
the Company shall be deposited with the
Secretary of State before the commence-
Ment of business.

The motion was agreed to.

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

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I understood
that the constitutional question was to be
raised as to whether it is expedient for
this Parliament to grant such a charter as
this or not. As the hon. gentleman who
intended to submit the matter to the
House is absent, perhaps it would be well
to postpone the third reading until
to-morrow.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
question upon this Bill was' just the same
-perhaps not so strong in the direction

the hon, gentleman means-as the Quebec
Timber Company's Bill, in which case
there was a company incorporated outside
of Canada, desiring to do business in the
Dominion. The Quebec Timber Com-
Pany's Bill was referred to the Supreme
Court, and they, in answer to the questions
submitted to them, said that it was within
the power of the Dominion Parliament to
Incorporate that Company, not saying in
80 many words that they recognised its
existence outside of Canada, but, I think,
uPnlying that. This is a similar case.
Hlere is a company, incorporated in the
State of New York, coming to do business
in Canada, and asking power to do so in
several .provinces. The circumstances
being almost the same as in the other
case, it seemed to the sub-committee of
the Private Bills Committee that the an-
swer to the one question was an answer to
anYthing that might arise on this Bill, and,

therefore, they thought that there was no
occasion to refer this particular measure
to the Supreme Court, inasmuch as the
points which might arise on it had already
been answered in the reply to the ques-
tions which had been placed before that
Court in the other case.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I see no reason
to object to this Bill, more than to any
other; but I understood it was the inten-
tion to bring the matter before the Senate,
and that is why I ask for a postponement
of the measure.

The third reading was fixed for to-
morrow.

THE GARDINER DIVORCE BILL.

WITHDRAWN.

HON. MR. DICKEY, as Chairman of
the Select Committee to whom was re-
ferred Bill (L) " An Act for the relief of
Matthew Gardiner," submitted the final
report of that committee, setting forth that
the petitioner had withdrawn the Bill, and
recommending that he be refunded the
amount of his fee, less the expense of
printing and translation. He moved that
the recommendation of the Committee be
concurred in.

The motion was agreed to.

SITTING BULL'S REMOVAL.

MOTION.

HON. MR. GIRARD moved:-
That an humble Address be presented to

Ris Excellencv the Governor General, pray-
ing that Hise Excellency will cause to be
laid before this Hovuse, copies of all corres-
pondence, Petitions, Reports, and Orders in
Council in reference to the removal of the
Indian Chief, known under the name of
Sitting Bull, from the North- West Terri-
tories, and his surrender to the United
States authorities in July last.

He said: The application which I am
now making may not be considered an
important one, and I have to apologise to
the House for bringing before them the
name of Sitting Bull, an Indian Chief who
with his band destroyed the army of
Custer, an American officer, in the wilder-
ness of the Black Hills a few years ago,
and afterwards fled to the free land of
Canada. He was not, as hon. gentlemen
are aware, a very desirable acquisition to
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our population although as a general
thing we extend a hearty welcome to
strangers who come to settle in this coun-
try. The arrival of this Indian Chief from
the other side of the line was the cause of
great uneasiness and alarm in the North-
West as it was known that he and his
band were a portion of the Sioux tribe,
one of the most barbarous of the Indian
tribes on this continent. When he settled
on Canadian territory he was, naturally,
living under the protection of the British
flag so long as he paid due regard to our
laws. However, it will be remembered,
that those Indians were the cause of a
great deal of trouble to the authorities on
both sides of the line, and Sitting Bull
and his band were looked upon as a
plague in that country. Inducements
were held out to him to return to the
United States, which he refused to enter-
tain, and promises were made to him by
the officers of the mounted police that he
would receive protection from the United
States authorities if he and his people
would return to their reservation. These
Indians were the cause of a great deal of
trouble and expense to our Government
as they were in destitute circumstances.
Buffalo were scarce, and Sitting Bull and
his followers were sometimes forced by
hunger to cross the line to find food,
and on this side there was constant
danger of collision between them and our
own Indians. At this time a French
Canadian, Mr. Legare who had been a
most successful trader in the North-West
for many years was appealed to by Major
Crozier of the mounted police for assist-
ance to induce Sitting Bull and his band
to remove to their own country. I will
quote an extract from a letter published
in the "Manitoban" a French paper pub-
lished in Winnipeg. It is from a letter
dated Wood -Mountain, 2oth April 1881,
from Major Crozier of the mounted police
to Jean Louis Pare. The Major after
setting forth what he wants from Legare
in reference to Sitting Bull and his band
concludes by saying:-

"I shall, of course, renunerate you for any
trouble you may have in the inatter, and not
fail to Jet the Governmnent know what a
great assistance you have been."

My object in moving this resolution is
to ask the Government what remunera-
tion Mr. Legare has received for the
assistance he rendered to the authorities,

HoN. MR, GimRD.

under the promise made to that effect by
the officers of the mounted police ? When
the appeal was made to him to assist the
authorities, he, by his own efforts, induced
Sitting Bull and all his followers to go
with him to the American side. During
the six or seven days he was on that mis-
sion, he was exposed to great danger and
risk of life, but Sitting Bull and his fol-
lowers were delivered safely by him to the
guardian at Fort Bufort, on American
territory. I think such a courageous act
should be acknowledged in some tangible
way by the Government, because I do not
hesitate to say that this man Legare has
accomplished what the mounted police and
the American and Dominion Govemments
could not succeed in doing; and that
without shedding a single drop of blood
or spending one dollar of money. Such
an act should be rewarded in some way,
and I should like to ascertain if any
acknowledgment has been made, by the
authorities, of those services. The occa-
sion may arise again when such services
will be required, and if they are properly
acknowledged now, we may rely upon it
that those to whom application may be
made in the future will promptly respond;
otherwise the possibility is that it may be
treated with indifference.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I did
not know beforehand that my hon. friend
proposed to call attention to the services
of this Mr. Legare, or I would have
informed myself as to what information the
Government had in their possession in
regard to his services and their value. I
shall, however, make inquiries, and when
the papers come down I shall reply to the
hon. gentleman as he deserves, as I am
quite sure he does not refer to this matter
without some good foundation for doing
so. I have never seen any reference to
these services of Mr. Legare in any of the
correspondence that has come under my
notice; but if there is any correspondence
on the subject it will be brought down.

CAUGHNAWAGA INDIANS

INQUIRY.

HoN. MR. TRUDEL inquired:-
Does the Government intend to introduce

any measure for the emancipation of the
Caughnawaga Indiana, and of the other lu-
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diai tribes etill existi within the limit8 of
the forner Province of anada?

lie said: In the course of the last three
or four years several documents have
been read to this House, and many facts
have been stated in the newspapers of
Montreal showing that the Indians of
Caughnawaga, or at least a part of them,
have reached such a degree of civilization
that some of them have succeded in at-
taining good positions both in trade and
commerce ; a proportion of them have also
received a liberal education and are in
every respect highly qualified to enjoy the
rights and franchise of British subjects.

It is admitted by every body that the
Position in which they are kept prevents
them from conducting their business suc-
cessfully, and in other respects is a serious
drawback. The press of the Province,
French and English, and especially the
newspapers of Montreal, take a deep in-
terest in those Indians and recommend
that they be emancipated. It has been
shown that some of those Indians have
extensive farms which they cannot culti-
vate, because they cannot depend upon
Inidian labor and are not allowed to em-
Ploy white men. It has also been shown
that children in several of these families
have been educated in the convents and
semninaries of the Province, but on their
return home, their parents are prevented
from putting them under the care of civil-
Ized persons to complete their education.
This state of things retards the progress of
CIvilization among them. My inquiry em-
braces other Indians besides those at
Caughnawaga, because there maybe others
Whose emancipation should no longer be
delayed.

lON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-It is
Iot the intention of the Government to in-
troduce any measure further to provide
for the emancipation of the Indians of
Caughnawaga or other tribes. My hon.
friend knows, I presume, that there does
exist now in the Indian Act a provision
which he may think, perhaps, insufficient,
fOt the enfranchisement of Indians by
Which an Indian who desires to be enfran-
chised, and to whom the Indians of his
trbe are willing to assign a piece of land,

ay be examined by the superintendent of
dian Affairs and, if he is reported fit to
. given the rights and privileges of a

'1tizen, he is enfranchised; and there is

also a provision that any person admitted
to a degree in a university or is an at-
torney at law, or who has taken holy orders
or has been licensed to preach, and per-
haps in some other cases, can be enfran-
chised. I do not know whether further
provision is necessary or not: it has not
béen represented to the Government, so far
as I know, that these provisions are insuff
cient. They certainly meet a good many
cases. It is not the intention of the gov-
ernment to amend the Act this Session.

THE EASTER HOLIDAYS.

MOTION.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE moved that
when this House adjourns on Wednes-
day next it stand adjourned until Wednes.
day the 12th instant, at 8 p. m.

HoN. MR. HAYTHORNE thought
such an adjournment extremely inadvis-
able and unnecessary.

HON. MR. ALMON suggested that if
these adjournments were considered
desirable it would be better immediately
after the adoption of the address in reply
to the speech from the throne every
session, to adjourn for a fortnight, and the
members from the maritime provinces
need not come to the capital at all until
the Senate reassembled and were ready to
attend to the public business.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
there must be an adjournment at Easter,
and he thought there was no objection to
the motion. If he thought it would
prolong the session one hour he would be
very reluctant to consent to the adjourn-
ment.

HON. MR. KAULBACH thought there
was plenty of business to be attended tb,
and was opposed to the motion.

HON. MR. READ was satisfied that the
public business would not be delayed by
the adjournment.

HON. MR. CARVELL concurred in the
opinion and would not object if the motion
read " from Wednesday to Wednesday in.
clusive."

The motion was agreed to.

Easter . Oliddg8.



Amendment Bll.

ROYAL CANADIAN ACADEMY OF
ARTS.

MOTION.

HON. MR. ALLAN moved:-
" That the fee paid on the introduction of

the Bill to incorporate the Royal Canadian
Academy of Arts, be refunded to the pro-
inoter@ of the said Bil, less the expenses of
Printing and translation."

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following bills were received from
the House of Commons and read the
first time :-

Bill (6), "An Act to amend and extend
the Act empowering the Stadacona Fire
and Life 'Insurance Company to relin-
quish their charter, and to provide for the
winding up of their affairs." (Mr.
Pelletier.)

Bill (90), "An Act to incorporate the
Ocean Mutual Marine Insurance Com-
pany." (Mr. Dickey.)

Bill ( ) "An Act respecting the Ex-
change Bank of Yarmouth, Nova Scotia,
(Mr. Power.)

Bill (41) "An Act to incorporate the
Tecumseh Insurance Company of Can-
ada." (Mr. McInnis.)

A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-Before the
first order is called, the House will permit
me to move the adjournment of the
House, to enable me to explain a matter
which I conceive, and which every hon.
gentleman here will conceive, affects the
honor and dignity of the Senate. The
hon. member from Sarnia, in this House,
(Mr.Vidal) thought fit, on Wednesday, the
2ýth March, to use the following language,
with regard to what had fallen from
another hon. gentleman :-

" That the introduction of such a remark in
connection with the Deceaeed Wife's Sister's
Bill, which was before the House yesterday,
was uncalled for, and could only be regarded
b the distinguished occupants of Rideau

all as an unnecessarv and impertinent fling
at the Gracious Lady who reigns in the hearts.
of Her people."

Now, this charge really affects the
honor and dignity of this House. I

believe such a charge could scarcely be
laid at the door of the most abject and
humble citizen of Ottawa, or of any other
city in this Dominion. Surely the Senate
would permit no member of this House
to use such language, nor can I believe
there is sitting here a single member who
would use it. It is the more surprising
that the hon. gentleman from Sarnia (Mr.
Vidal) should make this unwarranted
charge, because he told this House the
other day that he was familiar with every
part of the Bible, from the first chapter of
Genesis to the end of Revelation- That
hon. gentleman's name is conspicuous at
the meetings of almost every Bible Society
in the country, and such being the case,it
is surprising that he should so far forget
his own self-respect as to charge a mem-
ber of this House with language which
could hardly proceed from the most abject
citizen of this country.

SUPREME COURT AMENDMENT
BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (Q) " An Act
further to make provision in regard to the
Supreme Court of Canada."

HON. MR. PELLETIER-When this
Bill was first introduced into the Senate, I
was of opinion that it was a step in the
direction of improving the law as it now
stands, and to-day I have to thank the
hon. Minister of Justice for trying to meet
the views of Quebec; but, after consider-
ing the Bill, and particularly after the
strong expression of opinion received from
the various Judges and members of the
Bar, both from Quebec and Montreal, I
fear the remedy would be worse than the
evil. I am not aware that there have been
many complaints of the present constitu-
tion of the Court, and I am informed that
the number of cases, of that class men-
tioned in the Bill before us, is very small
-not more than one or two every year.
It therefore seems to me that the small
number of cases in itself is a strong argu-
ment in favor of not pressing the amend-
ments to the Act at ptesent. It is not,
however, that I particularly desire to op-
pose the amendments, but rather to call
the attention of the hon. the Minister of
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Justice and of this House to the peculiar its geographical position is simply the toll-
Position in which this Bill would place gate of the Dominion. We all know that
mrany judges. The second and third Montreal is a city where large and very
clauses provide that six judges of the important transactions are conducted and
Court of Queen's Bench and six judges of which this Bill affects: people from other
the Superior Court, of the Province of provinces having business relations in Que-
Quebec, shall form a panel or " roster," as bec will be also affected by this Bill perhaps
It is called in the Bill; and that they when they do not thoroughly understnd it,
should serve, each in his turn, during the and when they suppose their transactions
sitting of the Supreme Court. I think are being made under the English law
every hon. gentleman will remark that, in they are in reality working under the
certain cases, this system would result in French law. Take for instance brokerage,
Judges of the Superior Court coming to wharfage, charters, warehousing-
Ottawa to sit in the Supreme Court, and
to revise, sometimes it might even be to HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-This
reverse, decisions given by a higher tribu- Bill does not affect that class of cases
nal in the Province of Quebec than that at all.
to which they themselves ordinarily belong.
I do not think it desirable that Superior HON. MR. READ-Then I do not read
Court Judges should be placed in a posi- the third clause correctly.
tion to revise or reverse the judgments of
judges in the Court of Queen's Bench, HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No,
and I cannot believe that any one would you do not.
be satisfied to see the judges of the Court
Of Queen's Bench placed in such an an- HON. MR. READ-Those are peculiar
omolous position. I have no objection to cases under the laws of Quebec-buying
this Bill being read the second time, but, and selling-does the hon. gentleman tell
I think, if some other way could be devised me that a contract made for produce in
Of meeting the difficulty, it would be more Montreal, if disputes arose that it would
satisfactory to the people of my Province. not come under the provisions of this Bill?
It is a most important matter for Quebec,
and, while we do not wish to ask for any- HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No,
thing that is not necessary, I think, if time not at all. That is a general law affecting
Were given to consult the judges and mem- the whole community; all the provinces;
bers of the bar, some suggestion of value It is only cases arising under the French
rnight be received. If, for instance, the law which will be affected.
further consideration of the Bill were post-
Poned until after the Easter adjournment, HON. ML READ-Are not buying
We could get the expression of opinion of and selling under the civil code in Mon-
n1any eminent judges and jurists, and the treal?
result might be that such a change as that
proposed would not be thought necessary. HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-My

hon. friend understands that the commer-
ION.' MR. READ-I feel it my duty cial law of Lower Canada is similar to

to Oppose this Bill in the strongest man- that of the other parts of the Dominion,
"et possible-... but there are certain classes of cases which

are governed by the French law, and these
HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-you are the cases to which this Bill refers

sPoke before.
HON. ML- READ-I do flot under.

HON. MR. READ-I think I am in stand that commercial law in Quebec is
Order, as I see by the orders of the day it is the same as the English laws.
not an adjourned debate at all. This Bill
1 do not consider to be in the public inter- HON SiRALEX CAMPBELL-Yes,
est and to my mind should not pass, as it it is.
affects as I understand it-I may be wrong

the great trading community of this HON. ML READ-Well certainly
count ty. The rovince- of Qee rr htrmvsagetptofyobcih
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to the Bill, because I understood to the
contrary. I suppose lawyers do disagree,
for certainly I have conversed with gentle-
men versed in the French law and they
have told me quite the contrary to what
my hon. friend now states,-that if I were
buying or selling in Montreal I would be
governed by French laws in these tran-
sactions and not by English laws. I am
not a lawyer myself, and there is such an
uncertainty about the whole thing that I
feel you may just as well throw up the
dice in a law suit. We are multiplying
our courts until it has come to this, that if
a man enters upon a law suit he can hardly
expect to see the end of it during his
lifetime. Litigants are taken from place
to place and at last if one has money
enough and lives long enough he may see
the conclusion of the case; I therefore
view with disfavor even our present num-
ber of courts. However I withdraw my
objection to the proposed bill for the
present.

HON. MR. GIRARD-I cannot allow
the present Bill to pass without expressing
my views upon it. I am certainly glad to
see the Government disposed to do some-
thing to meet the complaints which have
been made by the people of Quebec in
regard to the different cases which have
come from that Province to the Supreme
Court. I think that generally this Su-
preme Court has not given the good
results which were expected from that high
tribunal, and for my own part I certainly
would feel disposed to vote for the sup-
pression altogether of that court rather
than retain it any longer; not that
I would be absolutely opposed to such a
tribunal, but it seems to me that it came
into operation long before we were pre-
pared to receive it. As long as there is
an appeal to the Privy Council it seems
to me that such a court as the Supreme
Court should not have any existence, and
the expenses attending it are not in con-
sonance with the position our country to-
day occupies. It is true the Province of
Quebec stands in a very peculiar position ;
the gentleman who has just spoken (Mr.
Read) has described it as the toll-gate of
the Dominion. While I do not know in
what way it is a gate, I would remind the
hon. gentleman that that gate was open
in 1759 to those who have since become
the inhabitants of Canada, and who came

and took posession of the country at that
time, giving a certain guarantee to the
original occupants of this country-the
French-that their laws, the French laws,
would be maintained in all their integrity
until, I suppose, some general code which
would be accepted by the whole Dominion
would be the law of the whole Dominion.
I have more than once regretted that some
measures have not been taken by the
members of the Government to assimilate
the laws of the Dominion, even as respects
the civil law. I think it is the duty of the
present Government to ask that assimila-
tion, and it should be one which will not
bear hardly upon the peculiar laws and
customs which now exist in the Dominion,
but we should be all ruled by the same
law, the same principles and one code;
we should have one court of justice which
would impartially render, to all classes,
that justice to which we are entitled, and
to which we look. It seems to me it is a
very important question, and when the
civil code of Lower Canada was made I
remember that it was one of the views of
the promoter of that code, Sir George
Cartier, to prepare it in a way which
would perhaps result in its becoming the
code of the whole Dominion. The
principles of this code were taken from
the Roman law from which all civilized
nations have taken their best and wisest
provisions for the administration of their
public and civil affairs. I do not speak
at all of the English law, I am perfectly
satisfied that in all criminal matters, in all
matters of trade, the law is generally the
same throughout our Dominion. But in
civil matters it seems to me that provisions
should be made to have in the whole
Dominion but one civil code. I would
not feel disposed to make a sacrifice of
the wise legislation comprised in the civil
code of Quebec to-day, as I like its wise
legal dispositions. I cannot help thinking
that if any committee or any number of
men were charged to prepare a code
for the whole Dominion, then we
would have a chance of seeing
a part, if not the whole, of the civil code
of Lower Canada acknowledged as being
the best and wisest law which could be
applied to this country generally. It
seems to me that the present Bill is a
lttle too complicated, it could be made a
little more simple, and while perhaps it is
not becoming of me to express this view

HON. MR. READ.
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When there are so many abler and better
qualified than myself, at the same time I
merely do my duty in expressing these
views. It seems to me the Bill goes a
little too far, and I would prefer to see
authority remaining with the Governor in
Council for dealing with the different cases
Which would be brought before the Su-
preme Court. Then it would be possible,
Instead of having a judge appointed in the
Way proposed, to give the Governor in
Council power to select amongst the
judges of the Superior Court, or the Court
of Queen's Bench, in the Province of
Quebee, from time to time whenever the
Supreme Court might be in session, two
Judges who had not previously heard of
the case in dispute. Then these judges
would come to the Supreme Court and
do what this Bill requires of thern instead
0f being appointed in the way which the
Bill proposes, and being placed on a list
Iuch like a jury list. It seems to me it

Would be better not to make any addition
to the salaries of the judges, but that the
Governor in Council should be authorized
to appoint two judges, to be chosen from
amongst those of the Queen's Bench or
the Superior Court, to act with the judges
of the Supreme Court, and it should be
part of the duty of these judges, who in
this way would be added to the Supreme
Court for the time being. They would
not be entitled to any salary, and my im-
pression is that the consciousness of the
high appreciation of their character, which
Would be shown by their being chosen to
Perforn this duty, would be ample recog-
nition, without any money payment for
this additional service. They might of
course naturally expect to have their

avelling expenses paid during the time
.ey would be here acting as judges in

aid, but nothing further, I think, would bedesirable or I am sure, would
b looked for by the judges themselves.
Such a system would be less complicated,
and it seems to me it would render jus-
tice to the people of the Province of Que-

e as it is provided by this Bill.

"ON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
think the suggestion of my hon. friend
<rom Grandville (Mr. Pelletier) is a per-
fectly fair one, and I should he led toadopt it-to read the Bill the second time,
and let it go to committee after the holi-
daYs, and in the meantime the opinions

of the judges and the members of the
legal profession would be elicited.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The first thing
that strikes one on reading this Bill and
in listening to the arguments adduced in
support of it on Friday last and to-day is
this-that no inconvenience whatever has
been pointed to and no necessity has
arisen for the Bill : that is my difficulty.
It is quite true that my hon. friend from
DeSalaberry (Mr. Trudel) deduced the
argument, and dwelt upon it with consid-
erable force, that as the Court is now
constituted an appeal was from the deci-
sion of eight or nine judges in Quebec
substantially to two here. Now, I need
hardly say to the House that, I will not
say the absurdity but the inconsequen-
tial nature of this contention is perfectly
manifest and must be manifest to my hon.
friend himself, when I remind him that
the highest Court of Appeal, in the British
dominions at any rate, in the high Court
of Parliament itself, in the House of
Lords, we frequently see these appeals
decided by two or three lords' present
besides other peers ; and that is not ail,
because to make it applicable to this case
it is my duty to remind the House that in
a great many of those cases where the
appeal is from the decision of judges in
Scotland upon the peculiar law prevailing
in Scotland very often the decisions when
appealed from to the House of Lords are
heard by two or three legal members,
perhaps only one of whorn is a Scotch
lord. That is the case in England, and
no inconvenience has ever been felt, no
suggestion has ever been made that a
wrong decision has been come to under
those circumstances. But we are not told
to-day of any case in which injustice has
been done to anybody in relation to this
matter in the Supreme Court which would
form the foundation of an application for
a bill such as this.

My hon. friend has referred to the num-
ber of judges in Quebec and I find that
there is a very long list of them, judges
of the Superior Court and judges of the
court of Queen's Bench, and really if we
are to test this Bill by the principles which
my hon. friend has laid down we must
come to this conclusion; that in order to
make a court with proper weight-a
proper Court of Appeal-we should have
something like equality in the number of
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judges, so that we should have to be indirectly affect people outside of the
asked to frame a Bill providing for an in- Province of Quebec, because the language
creased number of French speaking judges of the Bil itself gives us a hint upon
equal to the number in Lower Canada, this point, where it says it refers to the
the highest court being composed, as I laws which are peculiar to the Province of
learn, of six judges, that is the court of Quebec, as distinguished from those of the
Queen's Bench. When my hon. friend other Provinces of the Dominion. So
comes to apply that principel to other there is the fact particularly stated on the
provinces he will find exactly the position face of the Bil, that we are proposing to
we are in. I have counted the number of legisiate in the intcrest of those peculiar
judges in the superior courts in other pro- laws as contra-distinguished from the lawS
vinces outside of Quebec and I find that of other parts of the Dominion. I con-
exclusive altogether of county court fess I arnot competent to go into the
judges we have judges of the Supreme question as reqards how far those 1aw5
Court to the number of forty, and yet the might operate on individuals; but it is
decisions appealed from in those provinces clear that there are laws which apply to
are referred only to four English speaking Quebec peculiarly, and do fot apply to
judges acquainted with the laws outside persons coming from other Provinces, and
of Quebec. That being the case, it that is sufficient for me to observe in
seems to me that some better reason than regard to the effect on outsiders-
we have heard yet should be given for the that is persons living in other parts
passage of this Bill, two hon. members of the Dominion than Quebec-
having stated to-day that there are doubts that there are many other cases in
about the measure even in the Province which this Bil might act injuriously. But
of Quebec. I should like to know it must not be forgotten that there is a
whether the judges have been consulted very large English speaking element in the
upon this point? I should like to know Province of Quebec affected bythese laws,
whether the judges of the Supreme Court and these persons, when they core up
have been consulted upon it? here, would be placed in this position:

they, the English speaking residents of
HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-Yes. that Province, appeal to the Court of Que-

bec-I wish to say I have no sympathy
HoN. MR. DICKEY-Perhaps they with the feeling itself, I only refer to it as

have ; but have the judges in the courts a fact-and, when they get their decision,
below, those who are to be summoned core up to the Supreme Court here on
here to do this duty-judges in aid-been appeal, and are met by four French speak-
consulted ? At all events, we have suf- ing judges
ficient before us to show that there is great
doubt upon that point. We have the HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No;
right to assume that the two French two of the new judges may be English
judges here, as compared with the four speaking.
English-speaking judges, are equal to their
position. We have the right to assume HON. MR DICKEY-They may be,
that, and, if not equal to their position, but not necessarily.
-means ought to be taken to make the
court strong by the appointment of other HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-And
persons, and the superannuation of those fot necessarily French.
judges. The Government is unfortunately
in this position with regard to the Bill: HON. MR DICKEY-But, at alI events,
that if those judges are inefficient, they they are fot acquainted with the laws out-
ought to be replaced, and if they are side of Quebec peculiarly, any more than
efficient, there is no necessity for this Bill. our judges are with the laws of Quebec.
Something has been said to-day about the But it by no means follows that, even if
parts of the civil code which are applicable there were only two French speaking
to the people of Quebec. I am not going judges from the Province of Quebec, that
into that question at length. It is impos- injustice would be done. Is k fot plain
sible, I apprehend, that any one can foresee that, when an appeal is made to the
what questions may arise which ay flot ý Supreme Court of Canada, it is made

HON. MiL DICKEY.
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to a tribunal where there are two French
sPeaking judges who are perfectly familiar
With the Civil Code of Quebec, and that
it is an important part of the education of
every judge who sits on that bench ? I
venture to say that every English speak-
inlg judge who sits on that bench has
mnade a study of the Civil law ; it is the
very foundation of his profession, and I
apprehend that these studies have been
directed since the creation of the Court
mnore in that direction than they ever
Were, so as to render them competent to
decide on those cases where there is a
doubt. I have not heard any complaint
against their decisions, which is a strong
argument to show that there is no neces-
Sity for this Bill. With regard to the
bill itself, I listened with some interest to
the explanations of my hon. friend who
'introduced it, and I understood the
Minister of Justice to negative the idea
altogether that this was to be a permanent
Ieasure. He stated that it was to be a
temporary expedient to provide at present
for a contingency that might be rendered
Unnecessary hereafter. He did not go
ilto the reasons for that, but the fact
renains that it was placed before the
louse as a temporary measure, and I will

saY to my hon. friend that if it is, as
stated, a temporary measure why not
state it on the face of the Bill ? If that
Were done it might possibly remove the
Objection which a great many hon. gentle-
Inen have to the measure.

For example, if he were to say that this
bill were only to be enforced for a year
frOm the end of the next session of Parlia-Ment, which would give it an existence of
two years-a fair trial of two years, then
the House would be in a position to pass
UPOn it ; but the trouble is, once pass this
Bill as a permanent act of the legislation
Of this country and it would be very diffi-
cult to get rid of it, whereas in the other
way.

"oN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Ihave no objection to the suggestion of
e hon. gentleman, but let it be for two

Years, and until the end of the then next
sessiOn of Parliament, so that the experi-
Ment may have a fair trial.

liON. MR. DICKEY-That will relieveit Of the objection, because it comes round
to the view, after all, of the hon. gentle-

man, that this Bill is a temporary expe-
dient.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-An
experiment.

HON. MR. DICKEY-Under the cir-
cumstances, that would be the best way of
trying it, because, after the Bill is tried for
a year or two, the House would come to
an intelligent conclusion as to the renewal
or continuance of the measure after know-
ing what the operation of it was. My hon.
friend has pressed upon us the fact that
this Bill was mentioned in the speech from
the Throne, and that, therefore, the coun-
try was prepared for it, and that this House
ought to be prepared for it. I can only
say that, when I refer to the speech from
the Throne, I find no mention whatever
of a Bill like this, but simply a Bill such
as we have often had before us as a Su-
preme Court Bill. There is no intimation
given of a bill of this kind, and I was very
much surprised when I came to examine
the scope and nature of the Bill. My
hon. friend has alluded to the expectations
that were created that such a bill as this
would be passed. I say if any pressure of
this kind exists, the best way to relieve
ourselves would be not to pass this Bill;
but the announcement that has just been
made may perhaps modify that view some-
what. All I can say at present is that the
Senate has been very often reproached
with being a mere registering body. The
fact I will not enquire into, that this body
is composed very largely of supporters of
the Government has often been thrown in
our face by the press of the country, and
I do think that the best service, perhaps,
that we could do the Government and to
the country, and to ourselves, would be to
reject this Bill. My hon. friend has inti-
mated that, if the second reading is passed,
he is perfectly satisfied to let the Bill stand
over the adjournment in order to have an
opportunity of ascertaining the opinion of
the Bench of Quebec, and since he is
willing to make it a temporary measure,
only an experiment, I offer no opposition
to the second reading.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-There is
something very mysterious about this
Bill. By whom is it demanded? In
what portion of the press of Quebec
Province have we seen any complaints
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about the decisions of our Supreme Court ?
If the leader of the House can mention
two of their judgments which have met
with the disapproval of the bar or bench
of Quebec Province, I should like very
much to hear them named. I have con-
versed with several members of the bar of
that Province on the subject, and am
assured that this measure does not meet
with their approval. Who are better
jndges of what is required for Quebec
than those who argue in its courts and
defend the rights of its citizens ? We have
a Supreme Court established at enormous
expense to the country, composed of six
judges, selected as the most eminent men
in the Dominion for ability, legal acumen
and experience, yet the Government ask
us to experiment with this tribunal.
Among them are Justice Fournier and
Justice Taschereau, two of the most dis-
tinguished judges of Lower Canada, who
thoroughly understand the code of that
Province which governs their decisions.
In that respect the laws of Lower Canada
differ from those of the rest of the
Dominion. In Quebec there is a printed
and published code, under which all cases
must be decided, and there is nothing to
prevent any of the Supreme Court judges
arriving at a sound and proper judgment
on any case coming from that Province.
It is well known that the judges of the
Supreme Court confer together in coming
to their conclusions, and these two judges
can aid, with their experience, the other
four who are less familiar with the code.
Vet here we have the Government intro-
ducing in this Chamber an experimental
measure, and I understood the leader of
the House to say that he would consent
to its being tried for one year. What sort
of legislation is this? Here we are asked,
at the inauguration of the Dominion, to
tinker with the Supreme Court, which we
should desire to see standing high in the
estimation of the people. Either the
judges are fit for their position or they
are not. This Bill is not demanded by
the press or the bar of Quebec : it comes,
as I understand, from a political exigency.
I have a right to say so, for I am assured
by many members of the bar of Lower
Canada, that the measure is not called
for, and cannot be practically carried out,
and I have heard even that the Govern-
ment would be very glad to see it defeated-
that they merely bring it in to satisfy the

demands of certain politicians. I have
heard that stated openly by members of
Parliament : that explains the position mY
hon. friend from Amherst, who is such an
admirer of the Government, and usually
thinks everything from the Minister of
Justice is perfect. It reminds me of the
occasion when a bill was brought in by the
Reform Government, and when it came
to this Chamber, two Senators voted
against their own party to ensure its
defeat. In the same way the hon. Sena-
tor from Amherst comes to the relief of
the Government and opposes this Bill,
carrying out the very view of which the
politicians, to whom I have referred, in-
formed me.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-As there seems
to be a good deal of misunderstanding
on this matter I think it is my duty to do
what I can to remove it. The hon.
Senator from Amherst has put the question
(if he will allow me to say so) upon an in-
correct footing. He refers to the English
speaking population of the Province of
Quebec and says that they should enjoy
the privilege of having their cases tried
according to the principles of English law.
The hon. gentleman forgets that contracts
between parties in the Province of Quebec
are governed by the laws of that Province
and it is this law which must be inter-
preted. What the Supreme Court has to
do when cases are brought from Quebec,
is to interpret the law as it is; and the feel-
ing which seems to prevail in the Province
of Quebec (I wish it to be understood
that I am not giving my personal opinion
in the matter) is that the majority of the
Supreme Court are not competent to in-
terpret that law correctly. If it be true-
and I will not take it upon myself to say
that it is-that the court, as at present
composed, is not competent to interpret
that law, the Government is seeking by
this measure to solve the difficulty. There
is a good deal of misapprehension and
misunderstanding about the laws of Que-
bec; there seems to be an impression
that the minority in that Province find
themselves placed at a disadvantage as
regards these laws, but as a matter of fact
that is not the case and I assert without
hesitation that if it was left to-day to the
English speaking members of the Bar and
Bench of the Province of Quebec to say
whether they would retain the present

HON. MR. ALEXANDER.
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Civil laws or abandon them, that nine-
tenths of them would prefer that no
change should be made.

It must be borne in mind that the laws
Of the Province of Quebec have been
framed to suit not only the French people,
but also the English speaking population
and I sincerely believe that we have
selected the best featnres of both systems.
We have introduced the English law of evi-
dence in commercial matters, trial by jury
In, commercial matters, and the crim-
Mimal laws It is generally admitted in
Europe that the laws of France are
the true interpretation of those old
Roman laws which are the best in the
World. I have heard from leading legal
Men in England the same opinion
expressed and they have said that if it
were not so difficult to introduce a radical
change in that country they would be glad
to see the civil laws of France introduced
into England. Consequently, I do not
think that the laws of Quebec Province
should be looked upon as affecting injuri-
oUsly the minority in that Province. The
hon. member who has just sat down has
challenged us to show in the press or
from the bar of the Province of Quebec
any demand for this measure. This sur-
prises me a good deal, coming from a
gentleman who speaks nearly all the lan-
guages of the world, and especially French.
If he will refer to the press of that Pro-
vince, English as well as French, he will
find at least one hundred instances in
Which serious complaints have been made.
T he question has been asked why do you
lot specify cases in which injustice has

been done ? Well, I think that is rather
a delicate question. There are many
Cases in which, I believe, the decisions
have been improper ; but some of those
Cases I was interested in myself as a law-
Yer, and in others,. some of my friends
Were interested. However, it is no less
trule that, as a matter of fact, there is a
general complaint in the Province of
Quebec, such as I have described, and a
general feeling that it is much safer to
appeal to the Privy Council in England.
The reason of this is obvious. It is a
delicate matter to refer to, but I will men-
tion it: When we go to the Privy Coun-
Cil in England we find there judges who
entertain the belief that the system of law
Which prevails in the Province of Quebec
la the most perfect in the world and there

is not one of those judges who has not
made a special study of our laws, while in
this country unfortunately the contrary
feeling prevails. I do not say that it is
the personal opinion of any member of
the Supreme Court because I do not
know that it is ; but I say the general
feeling throughout Canada, outside of
the Province of Quebec, is adverse to
those laws. and that the leading members
of the profession do not study them. In
England not only do the judges under-
stand the French laws, but most of them
are familiar with our language, and under-
stand the French text books. These are
the reasons why we feel that it is safer to
appeal to the Privy Council in England
where our laws are thoroughly understood
and properly interpreted. It has been
remarked that popular sentiment in the
Province of Quebec is not as favorable to
this Bill as it might be. That is true to-a
certain extent. The entire repeal of the
Supreme Court Act would be preferred
but failing to secure that they would rather
have this than nothing. For my own
part, I am not prepared to express an
opinion as to the expediency or possibility
of abolishing the Supreme Court. This
Bill is considered as affording a remedy,
to a great extent, to the existing state of
things.

HON. MR. POWER-The hon. gentle-
man has just stated that the Bill is con-
sidered to be a measure of relief. I should
like to know by whom?

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I do not pro-
fess to have seen or to have spoken to
all the people of the Province of Quebec,
but I know the feeling which exists there
generally. I have had occasion to speak
to very few of my countrymen on the
subject. I have seen about a dozen
members of the bar, and a couple of
judges, but of course, I do not cite such
a limited number as representing the views
of the people of Quebec. I say as a
matter of common sense that the moment
you give to the court, as it exists now, the
assistance of two more judges familiar with
the laws of the Province, it affords a
remedy and is, certainly, an additional
means of obtaining justice. Before I sit
down, I wish to remind the House that
when the Supreme Court of Canada was
created, it was proposed by members from
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the Province of Quebec, who may be
supposed to favor a system peculiar to
their Province and nationality, to try and
establish here an institution which has
given ample satisfaction in England for
four or five centuries-I refer to the
Judicial Cdmmittee of the Privy
Council. Why should not that
system be introduced here? The
proposition was made in 1875, and those
who made it could not be taxed with
having done so with a view to favoring
French institutions. Allusion was made
to the fact that that systeni had given
satisfaction to Scotland when there was
only one Scotch lord sitting upon it.
When in 1873 a bill providing for the
establishment of a Supreme Court in
England was introduced, it met with
unanimous opposition from the bar of
Scotland and the bar of Ireland, occupying
to a certain extent, a position similar to
oursin this country. Theypreferredtoretain
the judicial committee; and even in
England itself, as stated by the Times and
other leading newspapers, the opinion of
the bar was generally in favor of retaining
the old system. This fact was represented
to the Senate in 1875, and I merely recall
it to show that what we are seeking is the
best system not only for us, but for the
whole Dominion. If less misapprehension
and prejudice prevailed in this country, it
would be more generally admitted that we
in the Province of Quebec have adopted
what is considered by all nations generally
as the best system of law that is known.
We have adopted, as I have stated the
best features of. the French and English
systems, and if our friends throughout the
Dominion would meet us half way and
examine the code of Quebec they would
find much in it to meet with their ap-
proval. I may say that it it far better than
the French Code, because we have had
the benefit of sixty years experience of the
code of France, and our codifiers had
access to the works of many celebrated
commentators of high reputation through-
out the civilized world-not merely French,
but Italian commentators. We availed
ourselves of the experience of those
celebrated men, adopting the best of their
suggestions, and as the result have a sys-
tem of law which might be adopted with
beneficial results by the whole Dominion.

Allusion has been made to complaints
from English speaking gentlemen in our

(i,. R. TRUDEL.

Province. I know as a matter of fact
that when an English speaking pleader in
Montreal loses his case (I have heard it
myself) he generally says : " It is too bad
that I did not succeed, but it all owing to
those wretched French laws and French
judges." Now, as a matter of fact, the
majority of our Court of Appeals during
the past ten years has been constituted of
English speaking judges. For instance
the judgments of the Court of Appeals
have been rendered by Monck, Ramsay
and Cross, who are not only three leading
members of the bar, but men of the high-
est position on the bench. For my part
I consider it abnormal to appeal from
such judgments to another tribunal which
I believe, for the reasons I have stated, is
not so well fitted to do justice to the
people of Quebec.

I consider that the sound system of
judicature is to allow only one appeal.
The cases ought to be tried before a
court which is a tribunal de premiere in-
stance, and after that, if the judgment is
not considered good, carry the case to
the Court of Appeals. If the Court of
Appeals is not a satisfactory tribunal,
then let us render it efficient ; but let us
have no more than one appeal. However,
the Supreme Court is in existence and the
question is how to render it as acceptable
as possible to our Province. I do not
know of any better way to accomplish
that result than the one proposed by the
Government ; and I hope this Bill will
be accepted, not merely as an experiment
for one year, because that would be of
little value, but as a trial long enough to
test the soundness of the system.

HON. MR. POWER-I regret very
much that I am not gifted with the per-
suasive eloquence of the hon. member
fron Amherst (Mr. Dickey), because I feel
certain that if I were, the Government
would agree to withdraw this Bill altogether.
As a result of the observations made by
the hon. Senator from Grandville (Mr.
Pelletier) the Government consented to
make a certain modification and to look
for further advice with reference to this
Bill, and when the hon. Senator from
Amherst urged them a little further the
Government consented that the Bill
should be in operation only for two years.
I think, therefore, that if a gentleman pos-
sessed of the powers of my hon friend
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froI Amherst were to urge it a little
further the hon. the Minister of Justice
Would agree to withdraw a Bill, the in-
troduction of which is evidently a mistake.

HION. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Not
at all; no mistake.

HON. MR. POWER-The honorable
gentleman from DeSalaberry (Mr. Trudel)
has spoken a good deal of sentiment ; but
I regret to say he has not given the House
tfany facts. I think the ground taken by
the Senator from Amherst is perfectly im-
Pregnable-that these has been no solid,
substantial reason shown for this interfer-
ence with the Supreme Court Act. Every
Ole must admit, and the hon. the Minister
of Justice must feel, that before tampering
With the constitution of the highest court
Of the country the very strongest necessity
should be shown, and no necessity what-
ever has been proved to have arisen in
this case. The fact is this, as far as I can
gather ; that, while the number of cases of
the character which the Bill proposes to
deai with that have gone to the Supreme
Court for the decision of that court, is not
large, none of them have been reversed by
the judicial committee of the Privy Coun-
cil; and that is the best evidence that
there is no necessity for a charge in the
Supreme Court. The hon. gentleman
fron DeSalaberry made a very strong ap-
Peal to our feelings on the ground that
Under present cfrcumstances a case could
be carried from a court composed of five
or six judges of whom only two were
familiar with the French law. It may be
slightly unparliamentary to speak of the
qualifications of individual members of the
Bench of Supreme Court ; but every hon.
gentleman who knows anything about that
tribunal is aware of the fact, that one of
the judges from Ontario is admitted to be a
Man quite the equal in knowledge of the
law of Quebec of any judge who sits on
any bench in that Province. I believe
that fact is recognized by French as well
as English lawyers.

I-ON. MR. TRUDEL - The hon.
gentleman misapprehends what I said. I
took great care to say that I did not in-
tend to express an opinion as to the quali-
fications of the judges. I said that there
.as a feeling prevailing in Quebec Pro-

Iince, and I stated that I would guard

against testifying as to the basis of that
feeling because I had not sufficient oppor-
tunity to judge of it.

HON. MR. POWER-the hon. gentle-
man has taken this position, that, while he
does not say himself that there is any
ground for disatisfaction, and evidently
does not believe the statement to be
correct, he is willing to have it inferred
that the people are not satisfied with the
constitution of the court, because of a
vague feeling abroad-no doubt created
some years ago by the newspapers sup-
porting the party to which the hon. gentle-
man belongs. The feeling would never
have existed to any extent in the Province
of Quebec if it had not been for that
fact.

It seems to me that if a change were
advisable this is hardly the proper one to
make. I hope the Minister of Justice will
excuse me for trespassing on his time and
the time of the House in dealing with this
matter; but if the Bill is to lie over, and
we are not to go into committee on it
until after the Easter adjournment, then
I suppose the more the hon. gentleman
hears of the objections to the Bill, the
better he will be able to consider them.
In the first place, power is given by the
second section of the Bill, to the Gover-
nor in Council to select judges of the
Superior Court to act as judges in aid
The advisability of leaving the selection
to the Government is doubtful. The hon
gentleman from Grandville has shown that
in some instances judges of the superior
court (which though called "superior" is
actually an inferior court) would sit as a
court of appeals on decisions of the Court
of Queen's Bench; and I wish to call
attention to this fact, that in almost every
instance the gentlemen who are to
sit as judges in aid will come from
the Superior Court, and not from the
Court of Queen's Bench, because the
third section of this Bill provides that
the ju'dges in aid shall be judges who
shall not have heard in any of the courts
below the cases appealed to the Supreme
Court. As a rule, pretty nearly all the
Courts of Queen's Bench sit in appeal
cases; and the probabilities are that in
order to get judges to sit in aid with
the Supreme Court here, it will be neces.
sary to take them from the Superior
Courts in the rural districts of the Prov-
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ince of Quebec. The idea of placing
judges from the rural courts to sit in
appeal on judgments of the Court of
Queen's Bench seems to be absurd and
quite unprecedented.

In the Province of Ontario the Court of
Appeal is partly composed of judges of
courts on the same level with the court
from which the appeal is taken ; but I
think it is an entirely new feature to au-
thorize judges of inferior courts to sit on
appeals from superior courts. Then there
is an additional expense in the payment of
three hundred dollars to each judge; and we
mnust not forget that even if there is only one of
these cases to be heard in the Supreme
Court here, the two or four judges chosen
ere to be brought up to attend the sessions
of the Court. The hon. Minister of Jus-
tice must be aware that the Court of
Queen's Bench in Quebec have more
business to attend to than they are able to
overtake. That has been shown very
clearly in the course of this discussion;
and it is a matter that is perfectly familiar
to every gentleman who reads the Quebec
newspapers. It is likewise the case in the
Superior Court, in the district of Montreal,
and Ithink,also in Quebec; and my convic-
tion is that, the Government in trying to
remedy the evil, which is imagined to
exist in the Supreme Court, will really be
doing a very serious injury to the people
of the Province of Quebec, in interfering
with the two Courts in that Province,
which are now very much overworked.
Then, the Minister of Justice suggests
that the Legislature of Quebec might alter
their law, so as to provide that four judges
should be a quorum. Now, experience
has shown that where there are four
judges, there is often, practically, no
decision-two being of one opinion, and
two of the other-and the practical result
of that has always been to cause further
appeals; and I quite agree with the hon.
gentleman from De Salaberry (Mr. Trudel)
that the fewer appeals we have the better.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I do not
rise to prolong the debate to any extent,
but just to say that I arose last year for
the purpose of opposing the Bill of the
Government because I was convinced
that there was a large class in the Pro-
vince of Quebec, members of the bar and
judges, who opposed the Supreme Court
and were not satisfied with its decisions

or the c onstitution of it, feeling that the
laws peculiar to the Province of Quebec
when coming before that Court would not
be as satisfactorily interpreted as in the
Courts from which they came. Certainly
that feeling did exist and I believe there
was good ground for that opinion at the
time, but I was in hopes that after a time,
the members comprising the Supreme
Court would make themselves so familiar
with the laws peculiar to the Province of
Quebec that many of the objections which
had existed, some of them probably only
matters of sentiment, would be removed.
I am of that opinion still : I believe the
longer that Court continues in operation
the less will be the objections to the con-
stitution of it, and therefore I was not
inclined to support a measure of this
kind which seemed to me, instead of assim-
ilating the laws of the various parts of
this Dominion, was rather tending to per-
petuate to some extent the peculiar laws
of some of the Provinces. But the leader
of the Government in this House has told
us that this is not to be considered as
part of the constitution of the Supreme
Court but simply as a matter of experi-
ment, the good or bad results of which are
to be decided after a few years trial. On
these grounds I for one do not feel
inclined to continue the objection I for-
merly expressed to the Bill, and shall
be very glad to allow it to pass-with the
distinct understanding, however, that it
is considered as an experiment.

The Bill was then read the second
time.

ONTARIO BANK CAPITAL REDUC-
TION BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. GIBBS moved the second
reading of Bill (45), " An Act to reduce
the capital stock of the Ontario Bank and
to change the nominal value thereof ; and
for other purposes."

He said : In moving the second reading
of this Bill, I did hope, the other day, that
it would have passed without debate in
the usual way, as I did not suppose there
would be any objection to the principle of
the Bill. But, as an hon. gentleman in
this House has expressed a determination
to make what remarks he has to make-in

HON. ML POWM.
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OPPOsition to the Bill, or in support of it,
as the case may be-at this stage it is but
rght that I should make a few observa-
tions in relation to the causes which have
forced the Ontario Bank to ask for a
change of the nominal value of its shares,and to reduce its capital stock. I may
Say that this Bank came into existence in
the year 1857, when it was incorporated.
Its nominal capital at that time was
£250,ooo, or $1,ooo,ooo, and upón
£100,000 of such stock being subscribed
and £25,ooo paid in, the Bank was to go
Into operation. Among the incorporators
of the Bank, at the passing of the Act in
185 7, will be found the names of two hon.
gentlemen in this House-one the mem-
ber for Bowmanville (Mr. Simpson), and
the other the humble member who now
addresses this Chamber. The former gen-
tleman has occupied the position of presi-
dent from the incorporation of the Bank
down, I believe, to the year i88o. My
COnnection with it extended from the same
Period down to 1874, during which time I
Was a director for seventeen years, and for
a considerable part of that time vice-presi-
dent of the Bank. It was intended origi-
nally to do business in the locality in which
the head office was situated, namely, the
town of Bowmanville, and the counties
east and west of it. For a time it con-
fined its operations to that section of the
country, but business increasing, and a
desire upon the part of the shareholders
having been expressed, to have the capital
Of the Bank increased to meet the business
demands upon it, it was found necessary
tO so increase the capital from time to
time, until finally it reached the very re-
spectable sum of $3,ooo,ooo, at which
arnount it nominally stands to-day. The
Bank, startmg, as I have said, in a small
Way, intending to confine its operations to
a particular section of the country, has
found it necèssary to extend its branches
both east and west, until to-day it has a
Very large number of them, extending as
far east as the city of Montreal, and as far
West as Portage la Prairie. In Manitoba
it has two offices-Winnipeg and Portage
la Prairie ; and there is an office at Fort
William if I remember right, and a very
large number of offices in the principal
towns of the Province of Ontario. The
Bank has gone on for a number of years,
iearly a quarter of a century, doing a large

volume of business ; but, unfortunately, it

has met with reverses during the last few
years in the conduct of its affairs, and it
has been found necessary to ask for the
Bill which is now before this House, and
to which I am now making allusion. The
affairs of the Bank, from time to time,
were commented upon, until at last public
opinion, and that of the shareholders,
or both, required that a searching
investigation should be made into
its affairs with a view of ascertaining, if
possible, its true condition. In order to
do this it was determined by the Board of
Directors to change the management, and
accordingly in the year 1881 they appoint-
ed a gentleman of large banking expe-
rience to make a thorough investigation
into the affairs of the Bank. I believe he
made a personal examination at every
office, extending as I have said from
Montreal to Portage la Prairie. The
result of this investigation was that he
found the capital of the Bank had been
very largely diminished by losses incurred
during several years of depression, so that
in the report which he presented ·to the
directors in the fall of 1881, he recom-
mended that the capital of the Bank
should be reduced fifty per cent. and that
the aid of Parliament should be invoked
for that purpose, in order that the Bank
night carry on its operations successfully,

and be enabled to pay a dividend out of
its legitimate earnings. That report is in
my possession, and I am prepared, if it is
deemed necessary or advisable,-which I
think it scarcely is, at this stage of pro-
ceedings,-to give a detailed statement of
the losses which have occurred at the
several offices, and which make it impera-
tive on the part of the Bank to ask for
this Bill. I propose, however, by con-
sent of this honorable House, when the
Bill goes before the Banking Committee,
that it shall there, as it has been elsewhere,
be submitted to the consideration of a
sub-committee, if deemed advisable. I
shall then be prepared (as the officers of
the Bank were in another place) to give
all the information that may be required,-
and any detailed statement of the affairs
of the Bank or of its offices,-to show
that the directors in asking for the reduc-
tion they now seek, do not ask any more
than is necessary, in order to put the
Bank upon a sound and substantial foot-
ing. That report I have in my possession.
Consequent upon the presentation of the
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manager's report to the directors, those
gentlemen called a special meeting of the
shareholders to take into consideration the
affairs of the Bank. They called that
meeting in the month of October, very
shortly after receiving the report of the
new manager, for the purpose of discus-
sing the position of the Bank, and to
take advice of the shareholders as to the
course which should be pursued in future.
That meeting was held in the City of
Toronto, on the 3oth November, and
extended over a number of days. At that
meeting, as is generally the case when the
affairs of an institution of this kind are
not in a very prosperous condition, a very
bitter and acrimonious debate arose, re-
sulting in the passage-after several days'
exhibition of bitter feeling upon the part
of those who attended the meeting, and
who were large losers-of certain resolu-
tions, the purport of which I shall give in
as few words as I can to the House. I
shall not read them, because it would take
up too much time and I do not think it is
necessary, but I will give the gist of them,
so that hon. gentlemen may understand
exactly what was done at the meeting to
which I am now about to make reference.
Upon the presentation of the report, a
motion was made by Mr. David Glass,
seconded by Mr. William Cowie,

" That in view of the great necessity of
arranging an amicable and satisfactory basis
upon which the affaira of the Ontario Bank
may now be considered, and its future pro-
ceedings regulated, it is suggested that, with
the concurrence and approbation of the
present Directors of the Bank, the board
could be remodelled in such a way as at once
to place the affaira in active working order,
by such means as would be agreeable to the
directors themeelves, as well as to the stock-
holders generally."

The resolution goes on to show how
this amicable arrangement may be arrived
at, and suggests that two members may
retire. The President and Vice-Presi-
dent of the Bank were asked to make
way, in order that two other gentlemen
might be nominated by the remaining
Directors to fill their places, and so on
until an entirely new Board was construct-
ed. To that resolution an amendment
was offered :

" That a committee of Shareholders be
now appointed to consider the statements
laid beire this meeting regarding the stand-
ing and prospects of the Bank ; also, to take
into consideration the present value of its

HON. MR. Gîiîs

property, and the advisability of reducing its
capital stock, and the amount of such reuc-
tion ; such committee to report to this special
general meeting on the day to which, if
adjourned, it nay stand adjourned."

The first resolution was declared to be
out of order by the Chairman ; then this
amendment was put to it; whereupon,
Mr. Glass then moved an amendment to
the amendment, in the following words-
seconded by Mr. Vidal :

" That no notice looking to a reduction of
the capital stock of the Bank be given until
the Board of Directors be re-formed."

This resolution was passed by a vote of
22,782 to 17,774, being a majority of
8,oo8. While the vote was being taken,
and while the parties appointed to take
the vote were performing their duty, the
following notice was issued :

" ONTARIo BANK,
« ToRoNTo, lst December, 1881.

"Notice is hereby given that a Special
General Meeting of the Shareholders of the
Ontario Bank, will be held on Tuesday, the
17th day of January next, at the Banking
House of the Bank, in the City of Toronto, at
12 o'clock, noon, for the purpose of receiving
the resignation of the present Directors and
to elect a new Board of Directors."

This meeting was subsequently adjourn-
ed to the 24th day of January, whereupon
it appears that the meeting became more
harmonious, and the following resolution
was passed, I think, without a dissenting
voice :

" Moved by Mr. Glass, seconded by Dr.
Clarke, that the Directors of the Ontario
Bank be requested at the earliest moment to
place in the Canada Gazette and other papers
as required by law, a notice calling a Special
General Meeting of the Stockholders of the
Ontario Bank, to receive the resignation of
the whole Board of Directors to make by-
laws relating to the appointment of Scruti-
neers, the mode of filling up vacancies in the
Board of Directors, and for the transaction
and consideration of all matters whatsoever,
which might be considered or transacted at
an Annual General Meeting of the said Stock-
holders; and further that the Board of Direc-
tors do forthwith make and publish the pro-
per notices for an application to Parliament
to reduce the Capital Stock of the said Bank
without naming the particular amount of
such reduction.'

It appears that the amount of reduction
was the point upon which the meeting
could not agree. The election took place
according to this resolution on the 24 th
day of January following, when the most
of the old Board were re-elected. I am
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not sure whether all (but one or two) were friend who is to follow me can show that
re-elected-without receiving any special the assets of the Bank are worth more
istructions as to what amount of re- than the manager places them at, he will
duction should be asked for by this Bill. be doing the Sharehoiders a very great
The Shareholders left it to the newly service, and will make them feel that their
elected Board to determine that point, property is a more valuable one than,
as they were the better able to do so. from the report of the General Manager,
Consequent upon this action the Ontario they are led to suppose. The only point
Bank has, by a petition in the regular way, at issue is this, the reduction of fifty per
asked that the capital stock of the Bank cent. The rest of the Bil simpiy provides
May be reduced from $3,ooo,ooo to the machinery for carrying out that reduc-
$1,5oo,ooo. I will read a few figures tion. I beg to move the second reading
which show that it is necessary to reduce of the Bil seconded by hon. Mr. Vidai.
the capital stock of the Bank as prayed
for. This statement shows that the losses It being six o'clock, the Speaker left
!nade by the Bank, which were absoiutely the Chair.
irrecoverabfe, that is, from parties who had
gone into bankruptcy, and from whom Afler Recema.
there was no hope of receiving anything,
antount to $645,262 22. Then, there ha HON. MR. GIBBS-Before the hon.
an appropriation for doubtful debts and gentleman from Sarnia rises ta address
deficiencies in accounts stili in course of the House I wish to correct a statement
liquidation $756,503 99 -makingpa total that I made before recess. I stated that
of $f1,402,766 21. From which must be the hon. member from Bowmanville was
deducted an amount of $ooooo at credit President of the Bank up to i88o. It
Of "Rest Account" and $ 154,309 17 at appears that he ceased to be President in
credit of "Profit and Loss Accoont." 1878. want to correct the error that I
These two items make $2 54,309 17 leaving made: I only spoke from memory.
an apparent loss Of $1,148,457 04. In
addition to this sum, the General Manage HON. MR. VIDAL-In rising to cal
asks that the following sha be provided your attention to this Bi at its second
for: The reduction of the actual value of reading I do so as the representative, in
the Bank premises $88,590 76, a rebate a great measure, of the stockholders, being
On current paper, that is on unearned myseif president of a company holding a
iflterest, $7,000 which would leave then larger number of shares than any other
to credit of "Profit and Loss Account" individual, and also representing a large
$92. 7 52 QD and to credit of " Rest Ac- number of stockholders with whom Icount» $ 100,000 thus making up the total have been associated in the contest which
Of $ 1,500,00. I may say hon. gentge- we have been carrying on with the presi-
Mllen there is an apparent surplus-if you dent and directors of the Ontario Bank.
reduce the Capital to $ 1,500,00 there On their behaif I desire to say that this
WOuld appear to be a surplus Of$ 9 2,952 oo Bill conmes before the Senate in a way
a credit of "Profit and Loss AccountP" in which believe no other banking bit
and $ 100,000 at credit of 'lRest Account" asking for a reduction of capital bas ever
'Dr an amnount equal to about 7.5 upon come. It bas been acknowledged by my
the reduced capital of the Bank. The hon. friend from Oshawa (Mr. Gibbs) in
Genera1 Manager states, and I have the introducing the Bil, that no specific sanc-
document to show, that it is absoutely tion bas been given by the shareholders
necessary that the Bank's capital should to the reduction of stock t the amount
ae reduced to this amount; that if Par- petitioned for, and embodied in the Bil.
asarnent refuses to grant the prayer of the Hon. gentlemen will thus understan that
Petition, the alternative wil be simply the stockholders of the bank hve neyer
this, the Bank will be unabie to pay a by any resolution which can be referred
dovndend at present. In view of these to atany of their meetings signified their
fectsand as I said before, I sha be acquiescence in the reduction of the
able to show most conclusively that it is capital to the amount named in the Bi.
lecesary toa reduce the capital of the A very large number of the stockholders
f to the extent naed. If my hon. obtaining their information only through
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those channels which are open to the pub-
lic generally, the published annual and
monthly statements-and by a careful inves-
tigation of the very report which my hon.
friend bas read some extracts from-men-
tioning the figures-came to the con-
clusion that the losses of the bank do not
warrant the reduction of the capital to the
extent of fifty per cent. They are firmly
impressed with the conviction that had
one million of dollars been taken for this
purpose it would have been found suffi-
cient to have covered aIl real loss, and
to have allowed the bank to start
even with a very fair amount at "rest"
to meet any contingency that might
arise. The stockholders also feel that
not only bas this action been taken
without any specific consent on their
part, but there has been from the
first intimation of the loss given to the
public, a persistent refusai on the part of
the bank authorities to give the slighest
information to the stockholders as to how
their money bas been lost, or to afford an
opportunity of testing the accuracy of the
statements that have been made as to the
extent of those losses. In fact the execu-
tive of the bank, assumed a position an-
tagonistic to the stockholders. They have
come down and said to us: "One half of
your capital bas been lost you must adopt
the measure proposed and you need ask
no questions." It is true, information was
promised: it is true that when the anounce-
ment was made to the stockholders by cir-
cular of the intended reduction of stock we
were informed that at a meeting that was
called for the purpose of sanctioning it a
full statement would be laid before us
explanatory of the position of the bank so
that we could judge of the propriety of
the reduction of the capital to the extent
proposed. Such a statement bas not been
furnished to the stockholders. Such
information bas been persistently refused
to those who were appointed by the stock-
holders to seek it, and who waited upon
the officers of the bank for that purpose.
I might remark that the statements com-
ing to us from the President and Directors
of the bank are not, in my judgment,
entitled to that credence which we are
accustomed to render to statements of
this kind. This may appear to be a very
serious charge to make, but it is a charge
which I can demonstrate to be strictly in
accordance with truth. Allow me to call

your attention to those statements which
have been made from time to time. I will
commence with the bank statement made
in 1878, the time at which my hon. friend
frona Bowmanville was president of the
bank, and when, like other banks at that
period,-very large losses having been sus-
tained on account of failures in the country,
-a large reduction of assets had to be
made, taken from the rest however. They
say in their report, at the annual meeting in
May 1878, to the stockholders:-

"Their earnest attention had been devoted
to the examination and consideration of the
accounts at the hcad office and the branches,
with the purl o ;e in view of ascertaining with
accuracy what losses have been incurred, and
arriving at the true position of the business
of the bank ; and they have decided that ail
ascertained losses be written off, besides
naking full provision for ail doubtful debts.
To acconiplislh this it has been necessary to
take the sum of $300,000 from the reserve,
and carry the same to the profit and loss
account.

The Directors regret exceedingly the cir-
cumstances necessitating, so large a provision
for bad and doubtful debts, but have deemed
this and the reduction of the dividend to be
the proper course for action, and their duty
towards the shareholders of the bank. They
believe the present tine, when there are indi-
cations of a graduai and general revival of
business, to be a fitting opportunity for mnak-
ing these appropriations and placing the
affairs of the bank upon a sound basis.'"

You will thus see, hon. gentlemen, at
that not very distant date, 1878, only four
years ago, that the shareholders were in-
formed that on account of the losses
which had been incurred, a very careful
inspection had been made of the affairs
of the Bank; that they had ascertained
the amount of their actual and prospective
losses, and had taken from the then rest
$3oo,ooo and $65,ooo from profit and
loss account for the wiping out of those
bad and doubtful debts and for prospec-
tive losses, and announced to the stock-
holders that now the affairs of the Bank
were in a very satisfactory position, with
$1oo,ooo as a "rest." I might remark
that it was after this annual meeting that
the change in the presidency took place,
and Sir William Howland was elected to
be the president of the bank in place of
my hon. friend from Bowmanville.

In the annual report next year, 1879,
signed by Sir William Howland, we find
these words -

HON. MR. VIDAL.
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"Your Directors have felt it their duty to
have special regard for the safety of the busi-
ness to be done, although the effect might be
to lirnit the volume of business, and to cause
a low rate of interest to be realized. Under
these circumstances, and in view of the un-
certainty which sti)] attaches to the future,
Your Directors have deemed it in the interest
of the shareholders to limit the dividend to
all per cent. A careful and thorough inspec-
tion of the business of al] the branches bas
been made, and measures taken by which the
expenses of management will be reduced to
the lowest limit compatible with the proper
working of the institution. The general
mlanager and officers of the bank have been
req.ired to exercise special vigilance and care,
and it affords your Directors satisfaction to
bear testimony to their faithfulness and effi-
Ciency in the performance of their special
duties."

Now, you will observe that after the
lapse of one year we have a very satisfac-
tory account of the bank: no losses had
been incurred and the business had been
mfanaged in a satisfactory and economical
Way. The consequence was that the stock
remained at a high figure and everyone
had confidence in the bank. Again, the
next year, i88o, in the annual report the
president and directors say :-

"It is satisfactory to know that the busi-
less done bas been carried on upon a much
sounder basis than haq prevailed, for some
Years past, and much greater economy and
Prudence bas been shown by all classes."

"The inspection of the various offices of
the bank bas been continued throughout the
Past year, and a careful scrutiny of the busi-
nees done has been made by the officers in
charge of those duties. Your Director shave
pleasure in testifying to the faithful and satis-
ractory manner in which the general manager
and other officiais of the bank have per-
formed their several duties during the past
year.»

lere we have the assurance that this
report given by the president and directors
to the stockholders is not made carelessly
or without sufficient investigation, but after
a Most careful inspection has been made
of the Bank in all its branches. Pass we
0OW on to the report of 1881, and what

do we find. They say :-
"'The general statement of assets and

libilities, as on the 31st .May, 1881, here pre-
see'ted, manifeste, when compared with that
of lat year, a lar e increase in the volume of
busmess, observable in the amounts repre-
Senting circulation, deposits and loans. The
current business of the bank throughout the
y"r ha been of a safe and satisfactory char-
%eter, and considering the low rates ruling

for money, a fair return of profit on the means
emplyed bas been secured while the losses
accruing from the year's business have been
few and unimportant. The usual inspection
of the branches has been made."

This is the statement given to the pub-
lic no longer ago than June last. The
House will observe that starting in 1878
with a clean sheet, you may say, and with
$1oo,ooo at rest, and making no losses,
everything is reported in the most satis-
factory position up to June, 1881. You
can imagine, therefore, how the stock-
holders of the bank were startled when,
a few weeks after the last statement
appeared, the announcement was made
that the bank had lost so nearly $1,500,-
ooo, that it would be necessary to wipe
off fifty per cent. of its capital. Nor did
the confidence of the public rest upon
these statements alone. There are other
documents furnished to the public on
which considerable reliance is placed, and
it is a melancholy proof how unreliable
are the statements furnished to the Gov-
ernment, even when made on oath. I
find in the sworn statements of this bank
furnished to the Finance Minister some
very interesting figures indeed. I take
the statements published in the Gazette
in May, June, July and August, 1881,
and I find that the President swears month
after month to a document in which it is
stated that the assets exceed the liabilities
to the amount of $3,300,ooo. Now, hon.
gentlemen, with such statements before
us and with such annual reports of the
business of the bank, how can any-
body believe it possible there could
be the losses announced in the
circular sent out in the month of
October? I may remark in passing,
with reference to this document in my
hand, that I noticed when attending those
meetings in Toronto that the hon. mem-
ber introducing this Bill has spoken of,
that in the returns furnished to the Gov-
ernment the president and board of direc-
tors not only assumed this right to deal
with the matters of the bank without
reference to the stockholders, but they
also assumed to deal with the capital of
the bank without even the consent of
Parliament. I found them stating that
the authorized capital of the bank was
$1,500,000.

HoN. MR. GIBBS-That is a mistake,
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HON. MR. VIDAL-Who made the
mistake ? That was the statement sworn
to and I called the attention of the Presi-
dent to the fact and asked how, without
the consent of Parliament, it was an-
nounced to the world that the capital of
the bank was $1,500,ooo instead of
$3,ooo,ooo, as it should have been. He
said the alteration was made in Ottawa.
I was shocked by the statement, and I
made the rejoinder at once, "I am not
in a position to contradict it, but I will
take good care to look into the matter
myself and ascertain the truth or falsity
of the statement." I went to the office
of the Finance Minister and I saw that
the documents had not been altered, but
were just as they had come from the
bank, and that they had been signed by
Sir William Howland in his own writing.
I mention these facts because they illus-
trate the carelessness of the president as
to the right of the stockholders and of
the public to have correct information in
respect to the position of the bank.

The statement which the hon. mem-
ber from Oshawa has given of the his-
tory of these transactions is quite correct
so far as it has gone. It is a statement
with which I have no fault whatever to
find; no more correct one could be given
by any one who was not present at any
of the meetings. Of course, he received
his information at second hand. I hap-
pened to be present at both of the meet-
ings and I know what took place, and
while he states correctly the resolutions
which were adopted, he has omitted some-
thing very important in connection with
the passage of them. For instance, we
were told in the notice of the meeting that
was to take place that all information
would be given in order to enable the
stockholders to form a judgment as to
the necessity of writing off fifty per. cent
of the capital. When we met not one
word of information was given to us. It
is quite true we had the statement again
placed in our hands which had been sent
to us by mail, but what we had come to
the meeting for was to have that state-
ment explained-to have it shown how
those losses had been incurred, by whom,
where and when. We wanted to know
these particulars, and I contend that as
stockholders we had a right to be in-
formed of them. With a view of pre-
paring for the consideration of that state-

ment, a few stockholders met inforn-
ally in Toronto. There were not manY
present, but they held stock to double the
amount owned by the whole board of dir-
ectors, and consequently were entitled tO
some consideration. They requested Mr.
Glass, of London, a barrister of high stand-
ing-who had taken a deep interest in
those bank matters, being connected with
the same company of which I am presi-
dent-and Mr. Fitzgerald, of London, to
go to the bank and ask for information in
order that we mijht be able, at the meet-
ing of stockholders, to give intelligent ex-
pression to our views-perhaps to corrob-
orate the statements furnished by the
directors, and reccomend the proposed
reduction. Mr. Glass waited upon the
President in order to obtain that informa-
tion, and was met by a refusal. In the
first place that refusal was based upon the
allegation that the by-laws of the Bank pro-
hibited any such information being given.
On referring to the by-law of the bank
it will be seen that it is to the effect that
every director and every person in the
employ of or connected with the bank,
shall consider himself bound to secresy,
as to everything that takes place at the
bank, and shall on no pretence whatever
reveal anything unless they are authorized
by the board of directors. Mr. Glass
waited on the officers of the bank a second
time an'd showed them that their own by-
law allowed them to sanction an inspec-
tion. Then the president and board fell
back on another excuse ; they asked that
the request be made in writing; this was
done. The application contains a sen-
tence to which I would like to call the at-
tention of the House, because it shows the
spirit in which it was made. It is as
follows :-

'•Nothing of a turbulent or vexatious char-
acter will be introduced. In fact upon en-
qui:y it may be found that the investigation
will not take as long as it at present antici-
pated. I will first endeavor through your kind
assistance (he is referring here to the general
manager to whom the letter was addreseed) to
come to some satisfactory conclusion without
calling in the aid of another person."

This shows that it was intended that
the examination should take place under
the aid of the bank officials themselves
with the view of arriving at a conclusion
which would enable us to sustain the posi-
tion which had been taken, or to show the
reason why we could not. If we could
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have thus taken friendly counsel with the
President and the General Manager either
they would have convinced us that their
Statement was correct and their proposi-
tion a sound one, or we would have con-

inced them that it was not necessary to
mfake such a reduction as was proposed.
This application was refused by the Board
of Directors on the ground that is was pro-
hibited by Act of Parliament, and the 3 7th
section of the Bank Act, 34 Vic., cap. 5,
was quoted as follows :-

" The books, correspondence and funds of
the batik shah at all times be subject to the
inspection of the directors; but no share-
holder, not being a director, shall be allowed
to ifnspect the account of any person dealing
With the bank."

It is quite obvious whati that section
means, and so many of you hon. gentle-
'men are connected with banks, that you
know perfectly well it is to prevent an im-
Proper interference with private accounts,
or looking into matters which individual
Stockholders have no right to meddle with
at all, a totally distinct thing from a large
body of shareholders asking for informa-
tion when it is proposed to apply to Par-
lament to wipe out half their capital.
There was no desire to look into any per-
sons private account with the view of
ascertaining what business he was doing;
the only desire was to ascertain if this loss
had really nccurred. This information
being so persistently refused, when we at-
tended the meeting that was called by the
directors to receive the statement, we
Were, of course, unprepared to take or
recommend any particular line of action.
We were not inclined to accept the state-
Ment as furnished to us for various reasons.
Seeing this information was refused, the
large body of stockholders then present
c ate to the same conclusion. When a
resolution was introduced, authorizing the
50 per cent. reduction of the capital, it
Was met by the amendment which the hon.
Senator from Oshawa read, and which was
ruled out. Two other amendments were
then proposed, and the last one auopted.
It was a large meeting; the greater part
Of the stockholders were represented there,
and they were so dissatisfied with the
statement which had been submitted, and
that no information had been furnished to
the meeting, that they felt that the only
Way in which the Bank' affairs could be
satisfactorily ascertained and managed was

to effect an entire change in the board of
directors, ot, at least, such a change as
would procure for us the information that
the stockholders were entitled to and which
they desired to get. Therefore, instead of
sanctioning the resolution proposing to
reduce the capital 50 per cent., an amend-
ment was passed, saying that nothing
should be done until the board of direc-
tors should be first re-formed. At the
same time it was felt to be necessary that
proper notice should be given in the Ga-
zette of application to Parliament for the
reduction of the capital without specifying
the amount. I hope hon. gentlemen will
understand that I am not trying to do
what was suggested by my hon. friend-
to throw out the Bill.

HoN. MR. GIBBS-No, no; I did not
say that : I said I did not know whether
the hon. gentleman was going to speak in
favor of my Bill-that is, the reduction I
was asking for-or whether he wanted a
smaller reduction. I did not suppose he
was going to oppose the Bill altogether.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I wish to say that
the resolution which was passed was a
clear and emphatic declaration of the
stockholders that they did not authorise
the reduction of the stock by fifty per
cent. It was proposed to them and dis-
tinctly refused by the adoption of the
amendment, which I have mentioned. At
that meeting, although we were not fur-
nished with the information which we
desired, we were supplied with a very in-
teresting document by the President, in
which he sought to defend his own action,
and made statements which were interest-
ing to the stockholders if not to the
House. There are two or three things in
that statement to which I think, attention
should be directed. In the first place it
acknowledges that the statement which I
have furnished to the House of what was
done in 1878 was correct. The President
says:

" In the fall of 1877 the Board instructed
the manager, in conjuction with the inspectór
to made a s pecial inspection and to report
fully upn the position of the affaire of the
Bank. The special reports were not finally
completed by the inspector until the April
following. The conclusions arrived at by the
Board upon the consideration of these reporte
was tu reduce the dividend to three per cent.
-take $300,000 from the reserve and appro.
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priate $365,000 for bad and doubtful debts,
thus making full provision for covering the
estinated ainount of bad debts with a liberal
provision towards the doubtful ones, as ex-
hibited in the inspector's reports."

Hon. gentleman will notice how delib-
erately the inspection and valuation of
assets was performed, five or six months
being occupied in the work. And yet
notwitstanding that, we find further on in
this document an extraordinary statement
in these words:-

"I deem it necessary in justice to myself
and colleagues to point out to you that nuch
the larger portion of the losses estimated by
Mr. Holland to be incurred results trom
operations entered upon before myself and
nost of my present colleagues, were in a posi-
tion to exercise any diiection or control over
the affairs of the Bank."

Notwithstanding ail this careful inspec-
tion; notwithstanding ail these annual
certificates which had been given, the
statement is made that the greater part of
these losses occurred under the manage-
ment of my hon. friend from Bowmanvile.
In connection with this I may state that
in the year 1875, which comes well within
the time to which reference is made, this
same gentleman who is now general
manager and reports the enormous loss,
was inspector of the Bank : he made an
inspection of all the branches of the Bank
and must have given an estimate of the
value of the assets and of the bad debts,
and it is remarkable that with ail the judg-
ment and skill which it is claimed he pos-
sessed that he should either have failed to
discover the loss, or have allowed this
state of things to continue without calling
the attention of the directors and stock-
holders to it.

HON. MR. GIBBS-Do you know when
he ceased to be inspector ?

HON. MR. VIDAL-I am only certain
of the year.

HON. MR. GIBBS-He writes to me
that he has not been inspector for seven
years.

HoN. MR. VIDAL-Then that is
exactly what I have just mentioned-he
was inspector in 1875. These statements
which I have read to you that were fur
nished by the president and directors
annually to the stockholders, with tht

HoN. MR. VIDAI.-

monthly statements which were sworn to,
turn out to be unreliable. On what
ground then are we to accept the presi-
dent's present statement and consider it
reliable ? The fact that these reports
have been submitted to the public year
after year, and that sworn statements were
furnished to the Government month after
month, is sufficient to show us that we
should be careful indeed in our acceptance
of any statements now submitted to us.
That statement to which I have referred,
and which took the stockholders so much
by surprise, has already been alluded to,
and some of the figures given, by my hon.
friend from Oshawa. I shall, however,
take the liberty of calling the attention of
the House in a more marked manner, to
some of the items referred to. This is
the report which created such consterna-
tion and, by that mysterious process which
nobody seems to understand but the
stock-brokers, made the stock fall from
being above par in May, to some fifty-five
per cent. in October or November. In
this document, upon which the share-
holders were asked to sanction the reduc-
tion of their stock, we find that the irre-
coverable debts amount to $646,ooo.
Now that is a very large sum, and when
you add to that $365,ooo, which was
written off three years before, it makes
over a million dollars written off for really
bad debts. Then we find what appears
to us to be rather an extraordinary item.
After writing off $646,ooo for bad debts
there is an appropriation for doubtful
debts and deficiencies of over $756,ooo.
They had on hand at that time at the
credit of rest account $1oo,ooo, that had
remained over from 1878, and at credit
of profit and loss $154,000, the twO
making together over $254,ooo. That,
of course, would be very properly used for
writing off bad debts, but what do we find
them doing ? We find, although it is
covered by a different form of statement,
that they used only a portion of that-
about $6o,ooo out of $254,000-to wipe
out the debts, taking the balance out -of
capital and leaving still at the credit of
rest $1oo,ooo, and at the credit of profit
and loss the sum of $92,ooo, together,
$192,ooo. No.w is that a proper thing to
do with stockholders' money, to take out
of the capital while they have a balance
of profit and loss and rest, which should
first have been applied to that purpose?
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It appears to me to be rather an outrage
on propriety, for one would naturally sup-
Pose that the profit and loss and the rest
would be exhausted before trenching on
the capital. Then there are other items
Which we look upon with soniething like
suspicion. For instance, can we imagine
It to be a likely thing that the valuation of
the Bank property should differ in a very
Short space of time to the amount of
$88,5oo, from what appears in the sworn
statemeuts furnished to the Government
nonth after month until September last ?
Then there is an item representing dis-

Count on current paper, $7o,ooo. I am
Well aware that some few banks consider
that this item should be deemed'a debit ;
for my own part I think that in a state-
ment of this kind it should not be men-
tioned at all. That, however, is a mere
mfatter of opinion, but be this as it may it
would appear that $646,ooo is to be
Written off, and this $756,ooo appropria-
tion is only another name for "Rest " and
"Profit and Loss" account; that it is
really putting $192,ooo and $756,ooo
together into what might be called the
"Rest " and " Profit and Loss " account.
I am well aware that recently it bas been
stated that the appropriation, for " bad "
and " doubtful " debts of $756,ooo might
all have been called a loss. Well, it is a
very easy thing for a gentleman with his
Pen to write off a loss, and it is a very
Convenient thing to have some three-
quarters of a million of dollars in that
'irdescribable sort of shape which can be
Used for any purpose, but it is not at all
a creditable item to have in a statement
Of this kind. Under these circumstances
I think I am perfectly justified in express-
ihg -the conviction which exists in the
minds of many stockholders, that the
losses of the bank ought not to reach
anything like the sum which has been
here proposed to be written as a loss.
Yet, hon. gentlemen, we are expected to
take these figures without a murmur and
without asking the president or directors
anything about it ; they are dealing with
Our money but expect us like so many
children quietly to submit to all they
Choose to do or advise, and to have no
say in the matter at all. We have no
Information in detail of the real facts to
this day. I had hoped that when the
Inatter came before Parliament we would
have obtained the information, but in

attending the sub-committee of the
House of Commons-at which I was pri-
vileged to be present when they were in-
vestigating this matter-I came to the
conclusion that it would be utterly im-
possible for Parliament to make such an
investigation as would enable them to
judge correctly and satisfactorily of the
actual state of affairs. It would require
such an investigation into books and such
a re-valuation of assets that it could not
be expected could be made, and I then
and there made up my mind that it would
not be wise to offer much opposition to the
reduction which is proposed ; I simply
intend to leave the matter entirely in the
hands of the Banking Committee of the
Senate, in whose judgment I have more
confidence than in my own. If they see fit
in the face of the papers which are before
them and without going into any exhaus-
tive investigation of the affairs of the
Bank, to grant the wish of the President
and Directors, I shall entirely concur in
the decision, because as has been very
properly observed it does not make a very
great difference to the stockholders. If
the money is not lost but is still either in
Capital or Rest account they will still get
their dividend upon it ; that is the plaus-
ible argument by which the General
Manager seeks to justify the appropriation
which he seeks to make. Now, I think
it affects the character of the Bank and
the character of the Directors to whom
reference has been made as having allowed
such an enormous loss to occur under
their administration. Why should money
be left at the credit of " Rest " and " Profit
and Loss " account and taken out of capi-
tal ? It appears to me to be an unprece-
dented kind of proceeding ; when a bank
obtains a charter it does not set apart
capital to make a rest. That is made by
its earnings, and I fancy when a bank
loses its capital it amounts to the same
thing as though its reduced capital were
new capital simply less by the amount of
such loss. However, that is a matter to
be left entirely in the hands of the com-
mittee. I might remark with reference to
the proceedings before the committee of
the other House that there was a small
sub-committee appointed by the Banking
Committee to hear what would be said
by me on behalf of the dissentient stock-
holders, and by the President and General
Manager of the Bank. I applied in writ-
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ing for permission to have a reporter pre-
sent, because I was anxious that whatever
could be found out should be made
known to the stockholders. I was in-
formed however that it was a private
investigation and it was not thought fit to
admit a reporter to take notes of the pro-
ceedings; in fact so particular were they
that I think they went even a little beyond
what was necessary, for they would not
allow my hon. friend who was in charge of
the Bill (Mr. Gibbs) to be present, who
might naturally be anxious to hear all that
could be said on either side. I found a
day or two after that very private examin-
ation a statement in the Mail newspaper
of some questions I had put and some
answers to them with respect to set.tle-
ments made with some people who were
largely indebted to the Bank; I was
gmazed when I saw these in the paper, and
could not understand by what authority
they got there. The Chairman of the
committee met me. I don't think he
suspected I had been guilty of such a dis-
honorable act, yet he felt it necessary to
ask me, and I assured him at once that,
not only did I not give any information to
anybody, any written information, but I
had not even spoken of what was done
in committee, and had not uttered a
syllable to anyone of what had taken
place there, much less furnished any in-
formation to the papers. Moreover I
called to his remembrance that I did not
take a single note with reference to the
questions being put or answered, and did
not see any one else take notes, of the
members of that committee. I don't
believe any one of them would be guilty
of such a dishonorable act as to communi-
cate information to the papers when
it was a well understood thing that
the investigation was a private one, and
how that information got into the papers
I cannot understand. I can only
think of one channel able to furnish it,
and I know that the person whom alone
I could have suspected could have given
the information, utterly repudiates having
done so in a communication to my hon.
friend Mr. Gibbs. Now hon. gentlemen
while it is obviously my intention to make
against the president, and his fellow
directors, a charge of the gravest character,
in the way of neglect not intentionally, but
in a way which- I think is very reprehen-
sible for a person in that position, deceiv-

HoN. MIL VIDAL.

ing the stockholders and the public, I
wish it to be clearly and distinctly under-
stood, and it is a great comfort in this
controversy between us-that we do not
attribute to any member of the board any-
thing morally wrong-I do not accuse any
one of them of doing anything by which
they would make any gain, and it is a
pleasant thing for us to be able to have
that feeling. I am quite well aware that,
in the minds of many stockholders the
president's refusal to meet our request for
information has suggested the idea that
there must be something he and the
other directors wish to conceal. I have
not that feeling myself at all. I am strong
in the conviction that there is nothing of
that character. The complaint which I
bring against them is that this money has
been lost and that the stockholders ought
to have information as to how that was
lost, by whom, and when. I think as it is
our money we are entitled to that infor-
mation, and not having received it before
we hoped to get it through this investiga-
tion by Parliament. Now, whether under
these circumstances it may be necessary for
the committee on Banking and Commerce
to look very closely into this matter and
ask for this information, I cannot say-I
shall leave it entirely with themselves. I
shall say nothing to bias their opinion or
judgment as to what it is expedient to do
in the interests of the Bank and the
public. Of course, my interests are
the interests of the Bank, representing,
as I do, a very large portion of stock, and
anything hurting the Bank, hurts those in
whom I am interested-consequently, I
cannot have any motive but one, which
will be to advance the interests of the
Bank. Now that it is in good working
condition, is perfectly clear from the
details which we have with the general
manager's report, in the statement of the
accounts of the Bank. In that he states
that during the four months that had
elapsed, the Bank had earned $6o,ooo, or
at a rate of $15,ooo per month. That is
what the Bank is still earning, I should
judge, from their last monthly return, be-
cause I see the circulation, deposits, dis-
counts, etc., are increasing, and the Bank
is evidently in a flourishing condition.
Now, if that is the case, is it not a very
strong indication that the capital is not
impaired to the extent alleged? If the
Bank is earning six per cent. on $3,000,OOO,
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Which is the rate mentioned, it looks to'
nie that there is more money at work
earning dividends than is shown in these
statements. Of course, I cannot contro-
vert the statements-I have had no
oPPortunity of testing them since ; it has
been offered to me, lately, but up to the
t,,e that this public, official action was
taken, no opportunity was ever offered
'Which would enable us to judge as to
What course the stockholders should
Pursue. At the first meeting, when the
stockholders required the resignation of
the ]Board, they demurred, on the ground
that they could not legally resign,
although the stockholders said we have
lost confidence in you, they said, we can-
Ilot resign, our successors cannot be
aPPonted, until six weeks' notice has
been given in the newspapers. Under
these pretexts they remained in office,and adopted most energetic measures
to reverse the vote given in November.
The president himself went down to Mon-
treal and visited the stockholders, being
accomTpanied by a person who has been
exceedingly officious, and who was only a
stockholder to the extent of one or two
shares transferred to him shortly before the
n1eeting, and who was gathering and cir-
Cullatng incorrect information by which
the president and stockholders were greatly
liisled. A meeting was called in Toronto
by somne of the stockholders in connection
with the president and directors,and at that
mleeting unfounded statements were made
and garbled reports given of speeches made
by Mr. Glass. I was present when those
SPeeches were made, and I know the re-
Ports were untrue which were made at that
Toronto meeting on 18th January. By
t.ese false statements and misrepresenta-
tIns of his, and my motives and utter-
*nces many people were impressed, andeven my hon. friend the Minister of In-
'aI1d Revenue (Mr. Aikins) was so carried
ýWay with them as to preside at the meet-
11g and to lend it the aid of his counte-
nance. I am positive that, had he known
!he actual facts, he would have been work-
111g with us in the interests of the stock-
Olders, and in obtaining such a change in

Bank directorate as would have been
to the advantage of a large majority of the
t0ckholders.

liON. MR. AIKINS-I think my bon.
frienid is somewhat mistaken if he says the

president or directors were present.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I did not say
they were present, I said they were mis-
led by the statements that were made
about Mr. Glass and about his having
said he wanted to control the Bank in the
interest of another institution and things
of that kind. I do not remember the
names of those who were present but
they were claimed to represent a very
large amount of stock; when the names
were tested by the stock list it showed
a different state of affairs. Such means
were resorted to at these rfteetings as the
transferring of a single share or two shares
to this, that and the other man in order
to give them the privilege of being at the
meeting and taking part in the delibera-
tions, when really it was well known to
all of us that they had no real interest in
the Bank. These proceedings were to
enable them to make trouble rather than
otherwise. I will make only one remark
more relative to the statement that has
been submitted to us. The financial
papers of the country and the leading
journals adopted the idea that wise and
proper action had been taken by Mr.
Glass and myself, and those working with
us, Mr. O'Brien and Mr. Cowie of Mont-
real, Mr. Barss of Halifax, and some
others prominent among the stockholders.
It was clearly seen that our case was a
good one but when all those numerous
bank agencies to which the hon. gentleman
from Oshawa has referred, were used to col-
lect proxies and secure them it is easyto un-
derstand how with such appliances at their
hand the Bank directors were able to secure
a sufficient number of votes to reverse the
vote given in November and retain their
places, which they now hold. The stock-
holders do not apparently think that past
dereliction of duty so gross was inexcus-
able on the part of men receiving what I
would call a large salary for attending to
their duties-for $4,ooo a year is quite
enough to remunerate a person for giving
a good deal of time and attention to bank
affairs. Year after year, however, they
certified that the bank was in a good con-
dition when its tremendous losses had
been increasing steadily, and the manage-
nient had paid dividends out of capital
contrary to law. This has clearly been
done year after year according to their
own statements. I think when the offW
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cers of a bank are guilty of conduct like
that they certainly ought to lose the con-
fidence of the stockholders and there
ought to be such changes as will secure
not only a faithful administration of the
bank affairs, but close attention to its
interests. I maintain that a person in
that position ought to make it his business
not to be ignorant of anything connected
with the bank. There are examples that
I might cite of presidents who have
mastered the whole business and have
everything in their own hands, who even
direct the general manager.

They have the affairs of the Bank under
their eye continually, and nothing of im-
portance is done without the sanction of
those officials. Such a state of things, I
think, must be brought about ere the On-
tario Bank regains the position in the
country to which it is fairly entitled, and
which I do trust is before it, even if the
stockholders should see fit to retain the
present officers, in the positions which in
my judgment, they are unworthy to fill, it
it is not my purpose to oppose the second
reading of the Bill, but I shall follow it in
Committee, and there pursue the course
which I have indicated not opposing
the Bill, but concurring entirely in the
opinion of the Banking Committee, who
are gentlemen of experience in these
things and who can form their own judg-
ment whether it is necessary to reduce
the capital under the circumstances, with-
out the concurrence of the shareholders.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-The Bill
has come to us from the House of Com-
mons, the members of which Chamber
have examined all the facts to which the
hon. gentleman has alluded, and they
have passed the measure as petitioned for
by the directors and manager of that
Bank. Now, the hon. gentleman who
has just addressed us appears before this
Chamber on behalf of a large body ol
shareholders, and certainly as the Presi
dent of a Loan Sociery, which purchased a
large amount of the stock of the Bank, and
has a perfect right to express his opinion.
He appears on behalf of that Loan So
ciety, but I do not know to what extent,
he, personally, has been a shareholder ir
the Ontario Bank. I, myself, have beer
for the last fifteen years a shareholder ir
that institution, until very lately. Now
the hon. gentleman has gone on to relate

HoN. MR. VIDAL.

to this House his version of the course
adopted by the President and Directors of
the Bank, Sir Wm. Howland, Colonel
Gzowski and the other Directors, who
followed a certain course in the discharge
of their duty. The hon. gentleman has
spoken of Mr. Glass who was and is
a leading director of his loan society in
London, and who purchased as a matter of
speculation, be it remembered by this
House, a large amount of Ontario Bank
stock, but I have failed to discover, after
every enquiry, that Mr. Glass of this
English Loan Company ever had any in-
terest in the Ontario Bank beyond the
interest of that company. The hon.
gentleman has also been finding fault with
the conduct of Sir William Howland, the
President of that Bank, and he charges
him with having failed in his duty as
President, and with having received
$4,ooo a year ; but how did the hon.
gentleman discharge his duty as president
of that English loan so'ciety when he was
speculating in bank stocks? I am sur-
prised that the hon. gentleman is not
ashamed to bring the case before this
Chamber; he knows, as president of that
loan society, that under its charter it was
contrary to law to speculate in bank
stocks. In this instance, having speculat-
ed in the stock of a bank which unfor-
tunately had sustained certain losses théy
used their influence to get control of the
board of that Bank to the exclusion of
men who have a deep interest in it. Why,
hon. gentlemen, Colonel Gzowski and his
family alone have $6o,ooo of stock in that
institution, and does the hon. gentleman
mean to say that the representative of so
large an amount of stock is indifferent to
the interests of the shareholders ?

HON. MR. VIDAL-He told us he
never knew anything about it.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-He has
- labored to do the'best for the interestsof

the shareholders and the public. The
1 Ontario Bank, as was stated by my hon.

friend behind me (Mr. Gibbs), was estab-
lished by my hon. friend from Bowman-
ville (Mr. Simpson); and that Bank ren-

i dered valuable services to this country for
i a long period of time.

That Bank assisted large lumbering
firms at a time when that industry was
prosperous, and they happened, unfortu-
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nately, to become deeply involved with
some of these lumbering concerns; but I
.have never, as a shareholder of that Bank,
discovered that there has been anything
mnOrally wrong with the management of
that institution. They happened, unfortu-
nately, to continue to assist these large
lUlbering firms when lumbering became
unsuccessful, and they went on aiding
then more and more until they became
deeply involved, Of course, every bank
*as liable to this. We know that the
'Union Bank, the Merchants' Bank, and
the Bank of Montreal suffered very largely
from the same cause. But there is no
Charge that the management of the Onta-
rio Bank has been morally wrong, or that
the directors are chargeable with any in-
tentional wrong-doing. They did their
best in the'interests of the shareholders,
but lost a large amount of their capital.
But here, a loan company speculated in
the stock of this institution. They did so
Contrary to law, and contrary to the prin-
ciPle that governs every loan society, and
they come to this House and complain
that the shareholders do not place confi-
dence in them. They first obtained a

anjOrity of the proxies; but, when the
shareholders really understood the position
'when they weighed in the balance the
character of my hon. friend and the char-
acter of Mr. Glass as compared with the
character of Sir William Howland and
Col. Czowski-their proxies were at once
Withdrawn, and the directors carried the
teport by a large majority. How can my
hon. friend come to this House, after
the report of the present inspector,a mnan of thorough experience
and pretend to know anything about the
Value of the assets? Why, anybody who

ows anything about banking must be
aware the directors .dare not show the
books of the bank to the public. The
hOn. gentleman knows nothing whatever of
the value of the assets, and yet he has the
Prsunption to come to this House
and tell us that we should not accept the
Valuation arrived at by the board of direc-
tors, who have the deepest interest in the
1aInk. How can Parliament say that we

il not accept the proposition made by
. management, that they shall reduce

thair capital fifty per cent ? I am sur-
Prised that the hon. gentleman has the
audacity to address the House in such a
41iIner, simply as a president of a loan

society, and ask that this Bill, which has
been carefully considered in the interests
of the Bank, shall not pass.

HON. MR. VIDAL-The hon. gentle-
man talks very wildly of things he
does not know anything about. He
has no knowledge whatever of the deal-
ings'of our company, and his statements
are entirely incorrect. Everything we
have done has been done according to
law, and approved by the shareholders.
As to the investment in Ontario Bank
shares, it was a matter that was left in the
hands of the regular loan committee, who
attended to the investment, and so far as
application to myself is concerned, it is
quite unnecessary. We answer to Mr.
Holland's estimate that we accept his
estimate, but we do not consider Mr.
Holland's judgment to be infallible.

HON. M. SMITH--I think I can see
some of the reasons why this Bill comes
before us now. When the President took
charge of that institution he neglected
somewhat his duty in not taking a list of
the assets, and their value. It continued
on in this way from time to time, until the
directors saw it was necessary that a .new
cashier should be appointed, inasmuch as
the gentleman acting as cashier, at that
time was somewhat unable to carry on
the work in a successful manner. They
then asked Mr. Holland to accept that
position. Mr. Holland said he would
accept the position, but before he would
finally accept, it was necessary that he
should see how the assets of the institu-
tion stood. He being inspector of that
bank for many years, knew that there were
a great many accounts dragging in it for
years that should be settled. The Board
and the then manager were afraid to face
the difficulty and write off those accounts
from year to year as it was necessary to
do, and he therefore said to the Board:
" Will you authorize me to go closely into
an inspection of this institution and I will
give you a faithful report, and that report
you will consider truly and fairly, and see
if it is necessary to take the assets as they
now stand." They did so. He went
through the accounts and brought do*n a
report, and the Board after the surprise
and after a postponement and due con-
sideration, came to the conclusion that
Mr. Holland was perfectly right in the
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statement he had brought down that assets
that were supposed at one time to be
valuable, were not worth anything, and some
that were considered worth a trifie, but a
good many of them still remain in the
books as doubtful. After due considera-
tion the directors said we will endorse
your report, and that is about the way the
bank now stands. Of course the gerftle-
men who invested since the report and in
the latter end of 1881, were very much
taken aback when they found their invest-
ments were reduced what they supposed
to be one-half. They were disappointed,
and aggrieved, and said that the President
and Directors had not done their duty,
and they would try and put them out and
elect a board to suit themselves. They
endeavored to do that, and at first it
looked like as though they were going to,
succeed, but after due consideration the
stockholders thought that they would
allow the present board to go on until the
next annual meeting. They have done so
and the board now unanimously, and the
general manager say distinctly "if you sad-
die this institution with any more than it
now has, we will not be able to pay a
dividend and it will only cripple the
bank; therefore we ask you to do this,
and reduce the capital fifty per cent."
The manager has been before the Execu-
tive, and before the Finance Minister, and
their view was that it was necessary for
the safety of the public that they should
reduce their capital fifty per cent. The
directors, therefore, come to Parliament
for power to do so, and as the Bill has
passed the other House and will have to
go to the Committee on Banking, I hope
it will be allowed to pass second reading.
I can see from what has fallen from my
hon. friend on my left he is quite satisfied
that the institution cannot bear much
more, if any more, than fifty per cent.
and he shows clearly that he is not going
to oppose the bill, unless he sees some-
thing that he has not seen or learned
before. He has been endeavoring to
learn a good deal. He has been at the
meeting and knows very well that no man
in charge of a banking institution will
allow an outsider to come in and get at
the secrets of the bank and publish them
to the world. Yon can all see how hard
it is to keep secrets. It was supposed
that what passed in the committee the
other day was secret, but it leaked out a

HoN. ML SMITH.

few days afterwards, and was published tO
the world through the columns of the
Toronto Mail. Somebody let it out. The
directors feel confident that if we endorse
this Bill it will place the Bank on a good
footing, and it will put the stockholders in
a good position. As the other House has
endorsed the Bill, and as the manager has
declared that if you put any more on hirn
he cannot pay a dividend next year, I
hope there will be no further opposition
to the second reading of the Bill.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-How did it
come that the Bank now asks for a reduc-
tion of its capital, when so late as 1881
the president and directors made a return
under oath that it was in a satisfactory
condition ?

HON. MR. GIBBS-I am not connected
with the Bank, as I stated in my opening
remarks, nor have I been for a number of
years. I an not a stockholder in it ; I
have simply been asked to take charge
of the Bill, and in doing so I gave as
succinctly as possible, from statements fur-
nished by the manager and directors, a
brief history of the Bank's operations down
to the present time. I am not here to
defend the conduct of the directors of the
Bank, but I think I am bound to state in
defence of these hon. gentlemen, for hon-
orable gentlemen they are (one of them
being Sir William Howland), that after an
acrimonious debate, lasting some days,
when everything connected with the in-
stitution was thoroughly sifted, such
statements and explanations were made
to the shareholders that a majority of
them thought they might safely entrust
the affairs of the Bank in the future, in
the hands of those who had been manag-
ing them in the past. I think it is useless
to deny, however, that statements have
been rendered both to the Finance Min-
ister and to the shareholders, that were
not strictly in accordance with the true
state of affairs.

The hon. Senator from Sarnia has stated
what took place at the meeting of share-
holders, and after hearing all that they
had to say, he admits there was no personal
charge against any of the directors, that
they never appropriated one single dollar
for their own purposes, from the funds of
the Bank. Every hon. gentleman who is
connected with banking knows, that the
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President must rely to a great extent on
the statements made by his cashier. The
book-keeping of the Bank is not always
under the surveillance of the presi-
dent and vice-president, though the gene-
ral management comes before the board
regularly, and the directors are supposed
to familiarize themselves with the accounts
Of the Bank. Now I am not required at
present to say (because I think that has
already been given to the shareholders,
who are the parties most interested in the
rmatter) how or through whose fault these
deficiencies have occurred. The fact is,
the late cashier, a man of irreproachable
character, had not the moral courage to
Write off every year what should have
been written off for bad and doubtful debts,
depreciations in property and other
accounts, until they accumulated, and he
Was himself appalled when he came to
realize the exact position of affairs. Then
the time came when matters had to be
dealt with incisively. Hon. gentlemen
say that Sir William Howland ought to
have given more time and attention to
the Bank. That charge Sir William fully
'net at the shareholders' meeting, and I
am not gere to say whether he should or
not, but he relied perhaps too implicitly
upon the statements of the cashier who
came into the Bank at the same time that
the hon. Senator from Bowmanville and
mnyself did, twenty-five years ago. He is
a gentleman in whose integrity I had the
rnost implicit confidence during the seven-
teen years that I was in the Bank, and
he retained the confidence of the board up
to the time it became apparent that a full
statement of the affairs of the institution
mnust be made known and dealt with.
I need not go into a defence of Sir Wm.
HIowland, for he has done that himself,
but he has made this statement that when
the true state of affairs came to his know-
ledge it became a serious question which
was the most prudent course to pursue.
Nîne out of ten would say that he should
have dealt with matters promptly but if
he had done so the Ontario Bank would
not to-day have been in existence and the
$1,500,000 dollars now remaining would
have beenverylargelydiminished. Iwillnot

*Say whether he pursued the proper course
or not but I am bound to say this, in
defence of the board of directors, that
after great diligence and pertinacity on
the part of my hon. friend (Mr. -Vidal)

and Mr. Glass acting in concert with him,
soliciting proxies-

HON. MR. VIDAI-Does the hon.
gentleman say that I asked for proxies?

HON. MR. GIBBS-I do not say the
hon. gentleman himself did, but I do say
that Mr. Glass solicited proxies and that
he also issued circulars, and I also know
that the hon gentleman (Mr. Vidal) acted
in concert with him.

HON. MR. VIDAL-That is quite
correct.

HON. MR. GIBBS-Then I am correct
in saying that Mr. Glass and the hon.
hon. gentleman made every attempt, as
gentlemen holding a large amount of stock,
to remove the old board of directors, and
failed. There was scarcely a shareholder,
either on this side of the Atlantic or the
other, but received more than one, and
more than two applications for proxies for
the purpose of removing the old board of
directors. It resolved itself into this at
last : whether the Ontario Bank share-
holders should hand over the management
of their property to Mr. Glass and his
friends, or whether it would not be better,
under existing circumstances, to retain the
old board. My hon. friend from Bowman-
ville was obliged, from age and infirmity,
to resign his position. Another gentleman
was put in his place, and five of the old
directors were re-elected. Sir Wm. How.
land was unanimously re-elected president
and Mr. Gzowski was unanimously elected
vice-president ; and, as I stated before, it
simply resolved itself into this: whether
the old board should be sustained, bad as
its management was said to have been,
chargeable with inattention to the affairs
of the Bank, or whether a new board
should be elected. With all these things
staring them in the face, and after days of
animated and acrironious discussion, the
stockholders re-elected the old board, and
resolved to let them take such proceedings
in obtaining a reduction of stock as they
thought best. You must remember that
the new general manager, Mr. Holland,
had recommended, in September last, that
the stock of the Bank should be cut down
50 per cent. With that statement before
them the shareholders re-elected the board
of directors, knowing that in doing so they
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would carry out the policy recommended
by Mr. Holland. Now, the directors
came down and said, with a full knowledge
of the facts, that a searching investiga-
tion into the affairs of the Bank in all its
offices from Portage la Prairie to Montreal
-for the general manager made a personal
inspection, familiarizing himself with every
account-showed that it was necessary to
cut down the stock of the Bank to
$1,5oo,ooo. The bon. gentleman says
the reduction is too large. I do not think
he speaks with authority. I have a state-
ment before me in detail of the losses in-
curred by the Bank in every agency, and
I state further, upon the information given
me by the general manager, that, in the
arrangement of $400,ooo of accounts
which were in the doubtful lists, and for
which he asks an appropriation of $756,ooo,
the valuation which he places upon these
accounts has not been varied by $1o,ooo,
so nearly bas he arrived at a correct value
of the assets of the Bank.

HON. MR. VIDAL-It is a curious
thing that he should tell it to a non-stock-
holder.

HON. MR. GIBBS-It is only a few
days ago that the facts came into his pos-
session, and the general manager gave
them to me to use in case the
hon. gentleman should oppose the
Bill I thought that my hon. friend
went a little too far when he referred,
as he did, to the management of Sir
William Howland, because the vials of
wrath of the shareholders were poured out
for ·nearly a week, on his devoted head.
The truth is the shareholders wanted a
sacrifice : they wouldn ot be satisfied with
my hon. friend from Bowmanville, he had
resigned his position some time before,
and they desired no less a personage than
Sir William Howland, but the majority of
the shareholders came to his rescue, and
said, " Careless and indifferent as you and
the old board may have been, yet on the
whole we prefer you to the gentlemen who
desire to take your places. You may ask
for a reduction such as you think the
affairs of the Bank warrant." As the hon.
gentleman will not oppose the 50% reduc-
tion, it is inconvenient that I should
proceed to give the statements which the
hon. gentleman desires to obtain, but I
will furnish them to the sub.committee.

LTE.] Trading Corporatiom.

Had the information been given by the
directors to Mr. Glass. and the hon.
gentleman which they desired, it would
have been a course which would render
it unsafe for any one to keep a bank
account, and been reprobated by every
banker. It would never do to expose
to the public the accounts of a
bank, whenever any shareholder learned
that his property had been mis-
managed and desired to know the cause
of the loss. I did think that my hon.
friend went a little too far when he spoke
of the capital of the Bank having been
reduced without the consent of Parliament
I dare say it occurred in this way : some
clerk knowing that the capital would be
reduced put it down at $î,5oo,ooo. It
is unusual to bring up a debate on the
second reading of a Bill when the prin-
ciple of it is not opposed.

HON. MR. VIDAL-It is not necessary
to take up the time of the House with it.

HON. MR. GIBBS-I was amused at
one statement which the bon. gentleman
made, he remarked that the stockholders
were obliged to take the figures furnished
them without a murmur. If bon. gentle-
men will read the Mail and Globe reports
of the meetings which were held during
one week they will find there was some-
thing more than mtrmuring.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-I do not
wonder at it.

HON. MR. GIBBS-Sir Wm. Howland
made the best defence he could under the
circumstances and the result was that
after hearing him the stockholders re-
elected him to the position he had
resigned.

The Bill was read the second time.

INSOLVENT BANKS AND TRAD-
ING CORPORATIONS BILL.

IN COMMITTEL

The House went into Committee of the
Whole on Bill (A), "An Act respecting
Insolvent Banks, Insurance Companies
and Trading Corporations."

In the Committee.

HoN MR. Giss
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HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that this Bill had been referred, after the
second reading to a Select Committee
conPosed of Messrs. Scott, Dickey,
McMaster, Gibbs, Trudel and himself.
It was very carefully gone through and a
nunber of changes were made and some
clauses introduced, and it was now re-
Prnted in its amended and, as the Com-
tittee thought, its much improved state.
The bulk of the measure was to be found
either in the former Bankruptcy Law of
Canada or the English Winding-up Act,
and those portions of it which were alto-
gether new he would explain as the com-
nittee went through the Bill, clause by
clause. In the select committee to which
the Bill had been referred, at the sugges-
tion of the hon. Senator for Midland
Division, some clauses were framed relat-
ing exclusively to banks and others to
insurance companies.

After some discussion the Bill was
reported with amendments.

THE PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.

FOURTH REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE'

HoN. M. SIMPSON moved the adop-
tion of the fourth report of the Joint Com-
mlittee on Printing. He said : The re-
Port contains a statement of our expendi-
ture of last year, which I think will be
satisfactory to the House. We have
sUcceeded in reducing the cost of printing
l year as against the preceding year,
b7 $5,700, and the reduction that year
Was $6,5oo, from the previous year. I do
not think I am justified in predicting
1n0W a proportionate reduction next year;

"fact I think we ma>' have to increase
Our distribution list. We are doing what

ne can to economize but I thirnk we can-
lot hope to show next year a reduction in
the cost of printng.

ION. MR. ALEXANDER-I desire
again to record the opinion that I have
Often expressed on the floor of this House,
that while every praise is due to the Com-nlittee on printing for the saving they have
effected, I am quite satisfied that if they
Would consult the opinion of the people
they would find that too many public
documents are scattered over the couritry.
I know that I receive every year a mass
of documents that I do not know what to,

do with. I offer them to public institu-
tions and they say they are loaded with
those volumes. Notwithstanding the re-
ductions which have been made in the
cost of printing, I am satisfied that a large
amount of public money is wasted in
printing such quantities of returns. For
instance we receive, in Ontario copies of
the report of the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries which are utterly useless to us.
I think a further reduction might be made.

HON. MR MACFARLANE-If the
hon. gentleman was a member of the
Printing Committee he would find that
instead of being able to contract or
diminish the amount of printing the ten.
dency is to increase it. There are now
hundreds of applications, fron institutions
scattered all over the Dominion, for cop-
ies of these reports, and the belief is that
the Committee have been too close-have
really contracted too much the circulation
of these documents.

The motion was agreed to.

HoN. MR SIMPSON-It must be
borne in mind that we have Manitoba
and the North West Territories now to
provide with these documents, and I am
happy to say the population is increasing
very rapidly in that direction. Although
the blue books may- not be very interest-
ing to my hon. friend (Mr. Alexander)
I would certainiy advise him to pay more
attention to them : it would do him good,
and he would be better able to enlighten
us when he speaks.

The hon. Senator from Hamilton (Mr.
Hope) moved last year for a return about
the coinage of silver. It is a very valuable
return giving the cost of our silver coin, the
quantity of silver, the fineness of it, and
how much we have made out of it We
have coined about $3,728,ooo and have
made about $190,ooo profit. The returnt
asked for is very interestin It came
before the Printing Committee, but it
appears that we ordered it not to be print-
ed, and now we cannot reverse that
decision without the consent of Parhia-
ment. I move therefore that the return
respecting coinage of silver be referred
back to the Committee for further consid.
eration.

The motion was agreed to.
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CANADA MUTUAL TELEGRAPH
COMPANY'S BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE in the ab-
sence of hon. Mr. Bureau, moved the
second reading of Bill (55) " An Act to in-
corporate the Canada Mutual Telegraph
Company."
• The motion was agreed to. and the Bill

was read the second time.

PORTAGE, WESTBOURNE AND
NORTH WESTERN RAILWAY

BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. GIRARD moved the
second reading of Bill (20) " An Act re-
specting the Portage, Westbourne and
North-Western Railway Company." He
said : This corporation. has come into
existence under a law of the Province of
Manitoba, and has built under the name
of the Westbourne Company almost thirty-
five miles of road. They now come
before Parliament asking for an extension
of their powers to enable them to go fur-
ther west and to change their name to
that of the Portage, Westbourne and
North-western Railway Company. It is
understood that all the responsibilities of
the first company will be embodied under
the new one, and as the powers asked for
by this Bill will not at any time conflict
with the powers granted to the Canadian
Pacific Railway the House can have no
objection to it. The Company guarantee
to continue the construction of their road
at the rate of sixty 'miles a year until it is
completed, and failure to do so involves
a cancellation of their privileges. I am
sure the Billl will be favorably received as
another evidence of the rapid progress
that is being made in the development of
the North-west.

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

OTTAWA, WADDINGTON AND
NEW YORK RAILWAY AND
BRIDGE COMPANY'S BILL.-

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. SKEAD moved the second
reading of Bill (60) " An Act to incorpo-

TE.] N. Y. Ry. & Bridge Co.

rate the Ottawa, Waddington and New
York Railway and Bridge Company."
He said: This Bill is for the purpose of
incorporating a company to construct a
road connecting somewhere within a few
miles of Waddington, in the State of New
York, and terminating at Ottawa, supposed
to be almost forty-five miles in length
through a level country. It will be a
cheap road to build and as it will be a
benefit to this section of the country I
hope the House will permit the Bill to
pass second reading.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The Bill is not
printed.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
hope that my hon. friend the Chairman
of the Committee on Railways, Telegraphs
and Harbors will see that the same clause
is inserted in this Bill that was inserted in
the Sault St. Marie Bridge Company's
Bill respecting the crossing of the St.
Lawrence.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The Bill will
receive the same attention as all other
bills referred to that committee.

HON. MR. TRUDEL - I understand
that this Bill asks for power to bridge the
St. Lawrence ?

HON. MR. SCOTT-It does.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-It seems to me
to be a very important matter to pass
over so lightly,

HON SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-I am
quite sure that it will be ascertained in
the committee what the privileges are
which it is proposed to confer upon this
company, and that they will be surrounded
with every safeguard with respect to the
bridging of the St. Lawence.

HON. MR. SCOTT-That provision is
in the Bill. It must be subject to the
approval of the Governor-in-Council, and
the assent of the authorities of the
United States must be obtained.

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

The Senate adjourned at 10.45 p.m.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, April 4th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

AMERICAN TELEGRAPH AND
CABLE COMPANY'S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

HON. MR DICKEY, from the Com-
mnittee on Railways, Telegraphs, and
Harbors, reported with amendments Bill
(17), "An Act to grant certain powers to
the American Telegraph and Cable Com-
pany." He said;-The first of these
amendments, except the verbal changes,
has the effect of striking out all the pro-
'isions contained in the second clause,
which gave the company power to acquire
and lease any submarine cable; the object
is to avoid any amalgamation. We have
also added a clause which prevents the
cOnpany from ever increasing the present
rate, which, I believe is one shilling a
Word, without the authority of the Gover-
nor-in-Council; and we have also added
a provision which was inserted in another
bill that they shall deposit a copy of their
charter with the Secretary of State. I
mnove that the report be taken into con-
sideration to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

D)ECEASED WIFE'S SISTER MAR-
RIAGE BILL.

DEBATE CONCLUDED.

The order of the day having been
called for

"R*esumin adjourned debate on the Honor-
a1ble Mr. Bellerose's motion in amendment to
the Honorable Mr. Fer rier's motion for secondreading now of the Bill (No. 9)-DeceasedWife's Sister Marriage Bill.-viz., to leaveout "now" and alter "time" to insert "thie

.aY six months."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
-- wish to correct a misapprehension
that, I understand, has been felt as to
sore remarks which I made the other
day when this bill was under consideration.
Reference had been made, in the course
Of the debate, to some language which

had been used by Sir Hector Langevin
when the terms of confederation were
under discussion in the Legislative As-
sembly of the former Province of Canada,
and I am supposed to have separated or
to have endeavoured to separate myself
from the responsibility of the information
which was then communicated by Sir
Hector, then Mr. Langevin, to the House
of Assembly. I certainly did not intend
to do so. I have no specific recollection
of the matter but it had been asserted
again and again in the course of the
debate that this declaration of Sir Hector
Langevin had been communicated to the
House by him as a member of the Gov-
ernment with the authority of the Govern-
ment. This had been asserted by my
hon. friend from DeLanaudière (Mr.
Bellerose), and by other hon. gentlemen
in the House, and was part of the debate.
It never occurred to me to say anything
more definite than I did in regard to the
point. The fact had entirely passed from
my memory, but I desire now to say that
I was a member of the Government at
that time, that it was the declaration of
the Government, and without doubt was
intended to give the interpretation which
the then Government of the old Province
of Canada placed upon language which
ultimately became part of the act of
confederation. The act, however, which
can alone govern us, has been
otherwise interpreted, and that inter-
pretation I believe to be correct,
and therefore feel bound by it. I trust
that hon. gentlemen understood me to say
on a former occasion what I am now stat-
ing, only I am endeavouring to make it a
little more distinct.

HON. MR. DICKEY-Having two
years ago discussed at large the religious
and social aspects of this question, I had
hoped to be spared the necessity of speak-
ing on this occasion. But reference hav-
ing been made so frequently to me in the
course of this debate, I feel myself called
upon to define my position in the matter.
I do this reluctantly, because I am always
reluctant to repeat myself, and, still more,
to repeat others. On the present occa-
sion my hon. friend, in introducing the
measure, asked us to agree to it upon the
ground that, as he says, a good many of his
friends have been placed in a position
which requires this measure of relief Now
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I hope that the House will pardon me for
saying I think that is a ground on which
the hon. gentleman can hardly expect the
measure to be carried, although it is a
position which we had a right to expect,
perhaps, from one of his known good na-
ture and kindly feeling towards others. I
may say, in passing,. before leaving that
subject, that so far as I am concerned
rather than pass this Bill I would gladly
accept the compromise which was made
in the Imperial Parliament in the year
1835, to enact a law to validate all past
marriages and to forbid those marriages in
future. My hon. friend from Alma (Mr.
Ogilvie) has based his advocacy of this
Bill on a different ground. He says that
in this enlightened age, in the days of
steamboats, telegraphs and railways, we
had better get rid of those old laws and
have a new law with regard to marriage.
My hon. friend from Wallace (Mr. Mac-
farlane) endorses that sentiment, and I
would simply stop to ask the House to
consider whether a question which in-
volves so serious a principle, and is mixed
up not only with the law of the land but
with the law of God, should be treated in
% manner like that. My hon. friend from
Toronto has advocated this Bill on a dif-
ferent ground. He says frankly, with the
usual liberality of sentiment which at-
taches to all his utterances in this House,
that he advocates the passage of this Bill
because it will make the law of marriage
uniform thoughout Canada. That is a
safe and sound principle; but my hon.
friend will find that it is a principle on
which he cannot base this Bill, because it
çomes to us with a direct negative of that
principle from the other branch of Parlia-
ment. I find that on the occasion of its
third reading Mr. Mills moved in amend-
ment " that the said Bill be recommitted
to a committee of the whole House with
instructions that they have power to
amend the law so that marriage with a de-
ceased wife's sister may be uniform
throughout Canada." That motion was
defeated by a vote of 5 1 to 104 ; so that
it is no longer in the power of my hon.
friend to say that he advocates this Bill on
that basis.

Reference has been made to the motion
which I had the honor to submit to the
Senate two years ago upon this question,
and I think I require no further advocacy
of the propriety of the course which I then

Hox. Ma. DicKEy.

took than the fact that the Bill which is
now submitted to us is a very different
measure to that which we were asked to
accept upon a former occasion. But the
House will recollect that we have further
the fact that two years were allowed to
elapse before any measure was submitted
to this Parliament. It has been said
there is an overwhelming public senti-
ment in this country in favor of this Bill.
Where is the evidence of it ? In the first
place, those two years have been allowed
to elapse without a step being taken to
enact this legislation. In the next place,
we have been pointed by the hon. Senator
from Rookwood (Mr. Odell) to the fact
that the vote against this measure had
nearly doubled between those two periods
on the second reading in the House of
Commons, and I point to the fact as re-
markable only that the opposition to the
Bill seems to have increased not so much
in numbers as in force by the fact shown
to us on the votes and proceedings of the
House of Commons that there weçe no
less than three divisions on the third
reading of the Bill, varying in numbers
from 36 to 49 and 51. Then we have
the further fact that has been presented
by my hon. friend from Rookwood with
regard to the petitions for and against
this measure-if this really were a bill
which was required by the public we
should have some evidence of it ; but we
have very strong evidence that there is a
decided feeling against it in the number
of petitions which have been presented.
It is quite true that that has been rather
sneered at and commented on in a way
that, I think, will hardly commend itself
to the House, by an hon. gentleman who
said he would have no difficulty in getting
up a petition to hang himself. But in all
cases of this kind if there were an over-
whelming sentiment in favor of the Bill
we should have had some proof of it in
the number of petitions in its favor. One
hon. member. my hon. friend from Alma
(Mr. Ogilvie), has quoted the fact that
there was a petition from twelve
hundrèd clergymen in favor of the Bill.
On that point I will leave him to be
answered by the hon. Senator from
Trent Division (Mr. Flint), who fol-
lowed him, as to the value which he attach-
ed to the opinions of clergymeu. He told
us that a clergymen had given him advice
upon this subject and his answer had been;
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Sarn just as good a judge as you are on
those questions." I think that is a suffi-
cient answer to my hon. friend with regard
to his argument as to the number of clergy-
men who desire this legislation. Perhaps
the House will not be surprised at the
remark of my hon. friend from Trent Divi-
Sion, when we find in these days, in almost
every church, clergymen coming out from
among their brethren, separating them-
selves in opinion from the standard of
their common faith, giving expression to
the most extraordinary doctrines on the
mTOst serious points, even those relating
to the future state. Therefore we cannot
be suprised at anything that a fraction of
the clergymen of different churches may
do with regard to a matter of this kind.
But if my hon. friend is not satisfied with
that, I will put against those twelve liun-
dred clergymen the twelve hundred women
who have petitioned against this Bill; and
1 :hink in all seriousness their views should
have as much consideration as those of the

I will not say twelve hundred old
women but-twelve hundred clergymen
whose petition has been thrown in our
faces here. My hon. friend says he thinks
the wonien would vote for this Bill; well,
he has managed to get one hundred and
twent,-five to ask for it in the whole Do-
ITiniorr of Canada, and some twelve or
thirteen hundred ladies have presented a
coitrary view; so I think the balance of
evidence as to the feeling of the women
(11 that subject is entirely against my hon.
frend. I have no hesitation in expressing

y own opiiion, and I have just as much
nht to express it as my hon. friend, that

if a Vote were taken throughout this country
of the women alone, they would be two
to One against this Bill. (Cries, of "No"
and "Yes,") I arg satisfied on that point,
and I am justified in saying it, because it
touches one of the most tender relations
which a woman can have towards a man
without being his wife. Before I pass
fromn the women I ought, in justice, to
nlOtice a production, one of this series of
Parliamentary literature which has been
thrown on our desks for our edification
during this session. I have to call the
attention of the House to the letters of a
lady, well known as the Gunhilda letters :
1 find upon pages 38 and 39, this extra-
rdinary statement, after referring to the

questionf marriage ; she says:

"It iA lins treatment of women, not hy the
elergy but ly oni1e of the laitv-who, however
have never equall.ed then, in wickedness-
titat the Bill brouglit hefore. the Coinons
by the nmemiber for Javquies Cartier is intend-
eli to reinedy, for while I write there are ten
thousand women who, having snarrie<l the
lusbanid of their deceased mister-prohably
througli ignorance of the law-have bee .
deserted, the husband marryig again and
escapinîg withtout pulis1înienît."

I think an extraordinary statement of
that kind, so- far from inclining one to
vote for the Bill is calculated to produce
the very opposite effect, and it is singular
that such a statement should be made in
this connection.

My hon. friend from Trent Division has
told us authoritatively that there is nothing
between the two covers of the Bible to
justify the construction which has been
put upon the marriage law ever since
Christianity conimenced. I should like
to put myself in a right position on that
question, and I wish to discuss it seriously
and as briefly as possible. If my hon:
friend will turn to that Book, of which he
is a student, he will find in all the regula-
tions regarding the moral law that distinct
and diffeient cases are not always laid
down but are governed by the same prin-
ciple as parallel cases, and the injunction
is as applicable to those parallel cases and
must be as binding as with regard -to the
others. The former member from Alma
(Mr. Penny), whose absence from this
House, of which he was an ornament, we
all deplore, attempted to answer the ar-
gumepts I adduced on a former occasion,
and he was the only gentleman who did
try to meet them, and I repeat that the
argument on this subject has never been
answered. The only reply that has been
attempted in this debate is that we have
arrived at a point that we can afford to
disregard those injunctions, and in this
age of telegraphs and steamboats we can
pass a new law. But on that occasion
my hon friend who did attempt to answer
this argument told us that this could not
be, because the Scriptures specially allow-
ed-in one case commanded-a marriage
between a man and the widow of his de-
ceased brother, where there was no issue,
and he strangely enough brought that as
an argument for allowing these marriages.
Upon that point I perhaps may be per-
mitted to quote the opinion of a
gentleman whose utterances in this
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House are always listened to
respect-I mean the hon. Senator
Richmond (Mr. Miller) who, I am
to see, is not now in his place.
answer was this:

[S ENATE.]

with
from
sorry

His

"It is true, as stated by ny hon. friend
Irom Alma (Mr. Penny) in bis ingenious
advocacy of the Bill, that under the old law,
a man was commanded to niarry his brother's
wife, under certain circumstances. That
was, where the brother died without issue,
but the natural inference to be drawn from
that command is, that where children had
been begotten by the first marriage, it was
wrongr that any such connection should
exist.

amendment now. He said " We are in
favor of marriage with a deceased wife's
sister, but not of the marriage of a woman
with her deceased husband's brother."
Several gentlemen have given expression
to that opinion, so that I am justified in,
saying that it is the sentiment of this
House. At all events that is the injunc-
tion-that a man may not marry the
widow o: his deceased brother, and the
corollory of that is inevitable, that a man
nay not marry his deceased wife's sister,
because they stand in the very same rela-
tionship. There may be physiological
reasons in the one case stronger than in

That is the true ground : it must have L eLiICIrUUL L IIIUSL e aum ' LLe j, a

been the inevitable inference, otherwise these two cases are paralci. There is an
why shculd there be a command that i injunction aiso that a man ma) fot marry
certain circumstances the party should the sister of bis mother. Wh-? Jecause
marry ? I therefore think it is hardly she is near of km to bis mother. Yet
necessary to notice that argumeut ; but I n
will go back to the principle which I laid Bill which enables a person one degree
down, that all those commands, instead of nearer to the wifes sister to marry her
being given under identical circumstances, than the son of ber sister. So tat on
are given in the shape of principles laid both tiese grounds the 1-use will not be
down which apply to parallel cases. Now, s rJrised to find that there is no )articular
it is a very extraordinary thing, so far as 1 injunction on this point exce)t as 1 have
know, that there is no command to pre- tnk ariy stab he I nI as
vent a man from marrying his own th
daughter, but there is a law which prevents y t t
a son fromn marrying his mother, and as instead of being a Bill entitied an Act to
they stand under equal circumstances the enale a man to narry bis deceased wife's
law is àpplicable to both cases. Passing ter, should be entitied a Bil to abolish
again to the injunction that a man may teraw for the oter tatmentthe
not marry bis aunt, I find no commandnot rarrysisters of a man's wife are h:s sisters-in-iaw.
whatever against a man marrying his
neice ; but the cases are perfectly parallel, t; a
and therefore we are not surprised to find in e ren son th No ar ney pa
that it was not thought necessary to double a difrn otiontno tht he
the injunction by repeating it in the par- rf tetion hat the
allel case. Then we pass to this further
question of marriage with the widow of a death of the wornan. 1 stated at the
deceased brother. I believe I an speak- outset that 1 should not feel it necessary
ing the general sentiment, of this House to occupy the attention of the House, as
at all events, when I say that gentlemen I had spoken on the matter before, and I
would not have been prepared to vote for wish to redee:nmv proinise by making my

any uchlegslaiot staternent as brief as po(ssible. It is not
any such legisation.this Bil wihl

HON. MR. ALMON Yes.
HON. MR. ALMON -- Hear' Hear'

HON. MR. DICKEY-My hon. friend
may be an exception, but the very proof HON. MR. I)ICKEY---Tbere is just
of it was that the principle was voted one argument which has been used iihis
down in the other House by a large Bil which has some force in it. It is this:
majority, and it was one of the strongest this Bih comes to us a second time frori
reasons given here by a gentleman who the Fouse of Conmons. 1 admit that if
voted with me before for vôting against the, this were an odinary question I shoud
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be the first to give way, as I have done on
SOIme former occasions, and as the House
of Commons have done with regard to us,
but believing that it is a serious question
of principle, and that these marriages are
against the laW of God as well as against
the law of the land, and believing that this
Bill will disturb one of the 'most tender
relations which can subsist between
Woman and man, I feel constrained to
vote against ,he Bill.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I feel very
reluctant to allow the vote to be taken on
this measure without expressing my opin-
IOn Upon it, the more so because, two
Years ago, when a measure of a similar
kind was before the Senate, and when my
hon. friend, who has just resumed his
seat, moved an amendment, I voted with
him. I had what seemed to me sufficient
reasons for that course, although I was
then, and am still, in favor of relaxing the
Prohibition which prevents a man from
marrying his deceased wife's sister. The'
reason I voted in favor of the amendment
moved by the hon. gentleman on the for-
mer occasion was simply this, that the
question had not then been prominently
before the people of this Dominion. It
had not been at all before the people of
My Province, and, generally speaking, it
was not a question to which public atten-
tion had been directed. I therefore felt
It was my duty to vote for a postponement
of the measure, in order to give the people
an Opportunity td consider it, and to fulfil
what I consider the duty of the Senate on
such occasions, that is, to allow time for
the expression of public opinion on im-
Portant questions which come before Par-
lianent. I had also an objection to a
clause of the measure which was then be-
fore us, but which is not contained in this
B3ill. Both of these objections being now
rernoved, I feel myself at liberty to vote in
favor or the measure before the House.

I have listened attentively to this debate,
and have heard very few strong or new
arguments advanced. I have heard some
old arguments reproduced, and arguments
available for a measure of this sort, or any
other. Of the first class, old arguments,
I refer to some which were produced by
the hon. gentleman from Rookwood (Mr.
Odell) and the hon. Senator from Lunen-
burg (Mr. Kaulbach), and one of these
arguments has just been reproduced by

my hon. friend who has just sat down-I
allude to the so-called promiscuous mar-
riages, and the so-called abolition of the
sister-in-law. With all due respect for
these gentlemen, I humbly submit that
there is a ready answer for both of these
arguments. My reply is simply this, that
the disability that we now ask to remove,
with reference to the marriage of a man
with his deceased wife's sister, in many
countries on this continent, and in Europe
and Australia, no longer exists. Now, if
the disastrous consequences which hon.
gentlemen anticipate, the abolition of the
sister-in-law, and the promiscuous marria-
ges of which the hon. Senator from Rook-
wood speaks, are the natural results of such
an act as this, then I say theseoccurrences
should be frequent in countries in which
such marriages are permitted. If that
were so, would not the hon. gentleman be
only too ready to come forward in this
House and reproduce individual instances
of the occurrence of such things in these
countries ? But nothing of the kind has
been done. That argument has been used
only in the most general way. One hon.
gentleman stated that there was danger
that the tone of morality in Canada would
soon assimilate to that which exists in the
United States. But the people of that
country might, if they were so disposed,
bring forward a very ready answer to an
argument of that kind. They might say,
" Our immorality is not our own. We
receive into our capacious bosom, year
after year and week after week, enormous
numbers of inhabitants of older countries.
These come in with all their crimes and
peculiarities, and, perhaps, this is the re-
sult ; " and they might safely say that,
amongst a large portion of the American
population, a high tone of morality exists
and that, in fact, laws exist there against
adultery and seduction which this Parlia-
ment ofCanada is only now about to adopt.
Is that a symptom of immorality in the
United States? I rather think not, and
that if any argument is to be drawn at all
from those countries on a bill such as
this before the House it is rather in its
favor than against it. Some arguments
more of a legal character have been used.
Not belonging to that learned profession I
should speak of those arguments with the
greater deference. I do not at all wish to
throw the slightest discredit upon gentle-
men of that profession in this Chamber I
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have the greatest respect for their ability
and competence to advise us upon those
matters of law, but I think we are all able
to decide for ourselves questions such as
arise from the two terms relating to mar-
riage which appear in the British North
America Act-the one referring to mar-
riage and the other to solemnization of
marriage. It seems to me there were
admirable reasons for the course adopted
in making marriage a matter subject to
the cognizance of the Dominion Parlia-
ment.

If hon. gentlemen will let their memo-
ries run back forty or fifty years, they will
recollect what a prominent position at that
time the Mormon scandal occupied in the
minds of the thinking men of the country.
Those who were in the habit of travelling
in Europe could then see, in every con-
siderable town, Mormon agents striving to
attract European emigration to increase
the scandalous condition of affairs in the
State of Utah; and I can easily imagine
that those who were responsible for the
framing of the British North America Act
would say here, at all events, is a subject
which ought to fall within the jurisdiction
of the Dominion Parliament. There
ought to be power here to prevent the ex-
istence of such an evil in any part of this
Dominion, in the far West, in the North
near the Hudson's Bay, or in any remote
region. It should be in the power of the
Dominion Parliament to prevent the exis-
tence for a single day of any such scandal
as the American Government have found
it so difficult to suppress in the State of
Utah. I think these are sufficient reasons
for giving the Dominion Parliament juris-
diction over marriage, and if that power is
given at all, it ought to be, and must be,
general; it must define whom a man may
marry, and how many wives he may have
at once. Therefore, I think the argument
derived from that is not a very sound or
conclusive one. Then, we know that the
solemnization of marriages which are per-
mitted belongs properly to the local legis-
latures, and I think we have reason for
this provision, because the circumstances
of the several provinces differ very materi-

of the Dominion-for instance, the densely
populated portions of Ontario and Quebec
where ecclesiastical institutions have ex-
isted for nearly two centuries, and where
the clergy are numerous, and in those sec-
tions of country marriages may be solem-
nized in a church ; but in the Province of
Prince Edward Island, I think, it is fully
more common to solemnize marriages in
private houses-sometimes by a clergy-
man, and sometimes by a justice of the
peace-than it is to contract them in a
church. This convinces me of the pro-
priety of permitting the local legislatures
to deal with the subject of the solemniza-
tion of marriage.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I would
ask the hon. gentleman whether he be-
lieves that, in marriages such as he is now
discussing-civil marriages-those restric-
tions in the constitutional law which make
the solemnization of marriage either legal
or illegal, are considered to be meant by
the term "solemnization of marriage " in
the law ?

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I was
going to add, when the hon. gentleman
rose, that in addition to this it was quite
right that the local legislatures should also
have the power to deal with the marriage
question in the way indicated; it is also
very desirable and may be necessary that
the country should possess statistics of
marriages, and for that they should be
kept. Now there are numerous individuals
who neglect religious ceremonies alto-
gether, and if I am not mistaken it is the
case in England that marriage is legal
even when contracted simply before a Re-
gistrar ? I do not know whether I have
exactly answered the hon. gentleman's
views in answering the question ?

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-My inten-
tion is to ask whether in the opinion of
the hon. gentleman in the matter of these
civil marriages, when the law speaks of
the "celebration of marriage," impedi-
ments are not included in that term, and
whether the Bill now before this House

ally as to the conditions under which mar- does not come within the words "cele-
riages are contracted. In the province bration of marriage
from which I come, I venture to say, there
is no inconsiderable portion of the popu- HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I view
lation who have been married by a Justice the case in this way; it is quite compe-
of the Peace. There.may be other parts tent for the local legislatures to decide
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Whether a marriage may be celebrated by
the publication of banns, or whether it may
be solemnized by license before a registrar
Or a justice of the peace ; that I think is
an important power for the local legisla-
tures to exercise and, I think, a very
Proper one for them.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-But can the
hon. gentleman point out in our
constitutional law any words giving these
Powers to the local legislatures, except the
general words " solemnization of mar-
riage?" If this idea be right-if the pub-
lication of banns, etc., comes within those
words, why would not impediments such
as consanguinity or affinity-which are
impediments by our laws governing mar-
riage with a deceased wife's sister-why
Should not those fall just as well under
the 92nd section as the banns the hon.
gentleman speaks of ?

H7ON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I very
much regret that my ignorance of the hon
gentleman's own language is such that I
cannot ask him to address me in French,
but I think I have already fully answered
the hon. gentleman's question. If it is
the object to preserve the sanctity of these
ceremonies, the publication of banns and
the requirement of licenses or any other of
the courses to which I have alluded suffi-
ciently meet that objection. If there
exists any objection to the marriage
f parties whose banns are published then

the clergyman, if I am rightly informed, is
justified in refusing to marry the parties ;
at least it is so in my province-unless
sone parties accompany the persons who
apply for the license and are ready to be-
cone security for them that they are com-
petent to marry, the license cannot be
granted. Now these are the powers
Which in my judgment ought to be exer-
Cised by the local legislatures and not by
the Dominion. At an earlier stage of this
debate I observed rather a reluctance, on
the part of many honorable gentlemen,
to touch the religious part of this subject
Now, I for one am not at all disposed to
shrink from the religious point of view; in
fact I think it is the most important part
Of the whole question. I have attempted
to fortify my mind upon this question by
a tolerably close study of it, and 1 have
looked into those portions of Scripture
Which, in my opinion, bear upon it. I

have also read the opinions of learned
church dignitaries, not in the Dominion
alone, but wherever I could find them.
After all I have come to a conclusion
which is certainly in favor of this Bill
before the House, and I shall vote for it.
But I must speak of these petitions of
which we have heard so much, and must
say that I, for one, do not ignore the value
of petitions. I admit the great impor-
tance that ought to be attached to them,
but I wish to satisfy my mind, as far as I
can, how these petitions were procured;
whether there really is that strong feeling
for or against the measure, which may be
gathered from the reading of these docu-
ments. Now, what I find in regard to
this question is, that those parties who are
opposed to the marriage of a man with
his deceased wife's sister, have a great
advantage over their opponents in this
matter, because in the first place they find
the opinion of the dignitaries of the
churches is opposed to it ; they say that
such marriages are contrary to the Word
of God. An intimation of that kind-say
from a bishop of the Episcopal Church-
will no doubt have a great deal of weight
with his clergy and with their flocks; and
if they were told that this question would
probably be brought up in the Parliament
of the Dominion, and the authorities of
the church expressed a wish that the par-
ishes should petition against it, very likely
the effect would be to bring forth many
petitions. This would be the case, be-
cause ordinary individuals do not concern
themselves very much about this measure,
and for this reason: because marriages of
this.nature we are now discussing are few
compared with the whole number of mar-
riages in this country; nevertheless, I
believe that even those who are not
directly concerned in the matter, are
largely in favor of removing from others
all unnecessary disabilities, and one of
these disabilities I verily believe we are
now in a fair way of removing. I have
spoken of the feeling of the bishops, and
I have reason to know that the opinion of
the Diocesan of Nova Scotia,-under
whose pastoral charge the Province of
Prince Edward Island is placed,-the
charge of which I am a member-is that
marriages of this sort are opposed to the
Word of God. Well, I venture, with the
greatest humility of mind, to differ from
my worthy Diocesan, but I am not going
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to set my opinion against his; therefore
I intend to fortify my view by citing the
opinions of other bishops quite as learned,
quite as pious, and it may be, perhaps,
also equal to the Diocesan of Nova
Scotia in all respects. I look to their
view of this matter, and if I find that they
are opposed to it, I certainly shall shape
my opinion greatly in consequence. But
I do not find that to be the case. In the
Church of England, not a few of the
bishops are in favor of removing disabili-
ties from the marriage of a man with his
deceased wife's sister, although I freely
admit that the majority of the bench of
bishops are opposed to such unions. But
feeling dissatisfied on this point, I extend
the area of my researches, and I look to
the opinions expressed by clergymen of
other denominations-men whose learn-
ing, sincerity and piety cannot be chal-
lenged-and I find that the great majority
of such men are in favor of removing
the barriers which now exist. Dif
ferent documents have come under
my consideration in studying this sub-
ject. For instance I find in reading
over the address with which we were
favored by my hon. friend from Sackville
(Mr. Botsford)-on the occasion when this
measure was previously before the House
-that he has brought forward a great
array of theological opinion in favor of
this relaxation of the marriage laws. This
had very great weight with'me for I find
that the list comprises one archbishop
and three bishops of the Anglican Church,
besides several clergymen-seven in all-
of the very highest character for learning
and piety, and well known all the world
over. I therefore came to this conclusion
that, strengthened by such an array of
authority as this, I have no difficulty in
making up my mind to vote for the Bilb
I have here before me the names of those
gentlemen as quoted by my bon. friend
(Mr. Botsford)-I believe he quoted
from a speech delivered in the House of
Commons in England-and I certainly
think that any man whose opinion was
weak and waning upon a point like this,
might very fairly pin his faith upon the
expressions of such men. They are :
Archbishop Whately, the Bishop of Nor-
wich, the Bishop of St. David's, the
Bishop of Lincoln, Doctor Chalmers,
Doctor Adam Clark and John Wesley.
Now, surely if it is wrong - and I

cannot believe it - to promote the
removal of this disability I can afford
to do so in company with seven men so
distinguished as these are. But I have
further evidence of the same kind which,
being very short, I shall ask leave to trou-
ble the House with. Here is the opinion
of a clergyman of the Scotch Church and
he puts his oPinion in such a modest and
yet so convincing a way that I think it
had greater effect in establishing the point
in my mind than any other. I have read
Gunhilda's letters: I have not pinned my
faith on them at all. I have been amused
with them, but not convinced. This letter
I refer to is from Rev. Dr. Moffattwithrefer-
encetomarriagewith adeceasedwife'ssister:

"In reference to narryina a deceased wife'8
sister my opinion is, that te command 'fnot
to take a wife to lier sister to vex her beside
the other in ber lifetime,' can have only this
one meaning, that after the death of a wife
the widower is at perfect liberty to marry her
sister. How any one can view the text in any
other light is to me incomprehensible.

"Hlaving in the providence of God been
employed la translating the Scriptures into
an African language I think I have thor-
oughly and prayerfully studied every verse,
but I never could conceive it to te possible
for Biblical scholars and critics to come to
any other conclusion in regard to the above
passage than the one stated.

"Having also thought of this subject
seriously since ny return from foreign labor,
and with a knowledge that my own dear
countrynien, proverbially distinguished for
their acquaintance with ~Scripture, were said
to be in general opposed to such marriages,
I can hardly persuade nyself to believe th at
Scotchmen are so far behind the age; and
an convinced that they will be conipelled to
take a leaf out of our British Colonial
Records, and acquiesce in the abrogation of
an unjust and tyrannical restriction that uts
a burden on men's shoulders which infinite
wisdom never intended."

The concluding words " placing a bur-
den on our shoulders which heavenly wis-
dom never intended us to bear," hon.
gentlemen will remember, are very nearly
identical with those used in Holy Writ
when an oecumenical council, we might
almost call it-aconvention of early Chris-
tians-had been summoned to Jerusalem
to decide upon a question that had sprung
up as between the Jewish and the Gentile
converts, and those words used by Dr.
Moffat comprise the conclusion they ar-
rived at. We, in this nineteenth century,
may well follow their example and abstain
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from binding on our brethrens' necks a
yoke which neither we nor our fathers
Were able to bear.

HON. MR. CARVELL-The hon.
gentleman who has just taken his seat has
Made reference to the reverend prelate
who has exercised jurisdiction over the
province from which he comes. I think
it is but just to his Lordship to say that
for many years it was his custom to visit
Prince Edward Island only once in three
years, which may, to some extent, account
for the very loose views which my hon.
friend holds in reference to the funda-
mental principles and teachings of his
church. I do not propose to make any
extended remarks in reference to this
measure. I am opposed to it first, be-
cause it is opposed to my early teachings
and convictions. I may go so far as to
say that such marriages are repulsive to
me. This Bill has not been asked for,
and, as has been clearly stated by the hon.
member from Halifax (Mr. Power), of the
petitions that have come to this House
in reference to this measure, a very large
majority are against it-I think if my
nemory serves me, ten or twelve to one.
I do not like it, again, because it is a one-
sided jug-handled sort of legislation. I
cannot see why a woman should be de-
barred from marrying the brother of her
deceased husband while her brother is
Privileged to marry his deceased wife's
sister. For my part I decline to be the
recipient of privileges which are denied to
My wife.

H1ON. MR. ODELL-I ask the privi-
lege to say a few words in explanation,
because an assertion that I have made in
this debate, of my own knowledge, has
been contradicted. With regard to the
remarks that have fallen from me on this
question, I feel rather flattered that so
many members have taken notice of them
and endeavored to upset the argument
that I have based on them. After I had
stated that I had examined the petitions
which were referred to in another branch
Of the Legislature wherein it was stated
that three hundred ladies from Montreal
had petitioned in favor of this Bill, and
found there were but one hundred and
twenty-five signatures to the petition, the
hon member from Alma, not now in his
Place, when he addressed the House stated

that he had the best authority for assert-
ing that that petition contained three hun-
dred signatures. I do not charge the
hon. member from Alma with making
that assertion from his own knowledge.
He says he was informed of it, and when
I questioned him about it afterwards he
told me the same thing; therefore the
hon. member really knew nothing about
the petition, but what he had heard from
hearsay. He coupled that with another
remark that there was also another petition
with twelve hundred signatures, in favor
of the Bill, emanating from clergymen
from different parts of the country. I
could not contradict that statement at the
time because I had not had an oppor-
tunity of examining that petition, but I
have since taken the trouble to look at it,
and though those petitions are not consti-
tutionally before this House they have
been made use of both here and in the
other branch of the Legislature to endeav-
or to strengthen the arguments of hon.
members in support of this measure, and
therefore I think I have a perfect right to
allude to them. At the same time the
argument has been made use of by the
hon Senator from Alma that these peti-
tions were worthless.

He has told you as stated by the hon.
member from Amherst, a moment ago
that he could undertake to get up a peti-
tion in half an hour to hang a man. But
that argument cuts both ways and if it
applies to the petitions on my side it
applies with greater force to the petitions
on the otker side of this question. The
last petition was referred to as containing
1,200 signatures from different clergymen
in these Provinces, but I wish to show
you what that petition consists of. The
hon. member from Prince Edward Island
has told you that he does not disregard
petitions but if he does not disregard then
he is bound to pay some respect to those
that are constitutionally before this legis-
lature and reject those that are attempted
to be introduced in any other way.
He has also made some reference to the
bishop from the Diocese of Nova Scotia
including Prince Edward Island.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I wish to
observe that the hon. gentleman is now
going virtually into the main question
again and is making another speech, other
gentlemen will claim the right to reply,
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and whether it is wise to reopen the debate
in this way I will leave it to the House
to say.

HON. MR. ODELL-If the object is
to have a free and fair discussion of a
matter of this sort and to ascertain what
is the feeling of the people at large the
hon. gentleman will not endeavor to
prevent me from speaking.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I do not
wish to do so.

HON. MR. ODELL-He has intimated
here that the Detitions against this Bill
have, in a great degree, emanated from a
certain party and in a certain place. I
want to tell him there are fifty-eight peti-
tions here which are constitutionally before
this branch of the Legislature and these
petitions came not from Prince Edward
Island alone but from Nova Scotia and
from all parts of the country, from Quebec,
Ontario and the other Provinces. I will
read a few of the names of the places
from which they came. There are in the
first place : Frontenac, Gaspé, Hamilton,
Quebec. Toronto, Knox College, County
of Wellington, Fredericton, Northumber-
land, Prince Edward Island, Shipton,
Que., Halifax, Stanstead, Wellington,
Scott's Corners, etc. These are a few.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-Is it not
a fact that four-fifths of these petitions are
from one religious denomination in this
country-those who are attached to the
Church of which the hon. gentleman him-
self is a member ?

HON. MR. ODELL-That may be, I
have not looked into this point. I could
go through the whole fifty-eight petitions
and show you that they came from all
parts of the country.

HON. MR. DICKEY-You have not
told us what number of these 1,200 peti
tioners were Church of England clergy-
men.

HON. MR. ODELL-I contend they
are not petitions at all ; I have a sample
here. This volume of petitions which I
hold in my hand consists of postal cards.
The postal card is as follows : " Canada
Post Card. The address only to be written
on this side : " It is addressed to R.

McGibbon, barrister, St. 'Paul Street,
Montreal. On the reverse side you have
the Minister's petition :

" To the Honourable the Comnions of Ca-
nada in Parliament assembled. Your Peti-
tioner prays that all prohibitions of marriage
with a deceased wife's sister be repealed.
Please add ny nane to the Petition."
It is signed so and so.

AN HON. GENTLEMAN-What more
do you want ?

HON. MR. ODELL-There are in
this volume about 300 of these postal
cards which I see, from some of the ad-
dresses being to the honorary secretary,
have been got up by some sort of club, or
some particular community in Montreal
and have been sent all over the Dcminion
addressed to certain people-whether the
same that have signed or not I do not
pretend to say, as a number of these are
signed, the Rev. so and so but a vast
number of them have nothing to indicate
that they come from clergymen at ai.
This I contend is the reason why this
question did not come up last session; the
promoters were not prepared with all
those things and they have taken two
years to send petitions broadcast over the
country in order to get up a case. More-
over I hold, and hon. gentlemen must
hold the same opinion, that these are not
petitions at all. In the first place they
have but one name attached to each of
them and therefore under the rules of
Parliament they cannot be admitted as
petitions. If they are to be admitted
they must have three names on the
first sheet of the petitions and with-
out this cannot be received at all.
Therefore these fall to the ground com-
pletely and no argument can be based
upon them. Now what is the prayer of
these petitioners? They pray that all pro-
hibitions of marriage with a deceased
wife's sister be repealed. Does any body
object to the sister of a deceased wife
being maried? She has as much right to
be married as any other woman. But
they say nothing about her being married
to a brother-in-law. They merely pray
that the sister of a deceased wife may be
allowed to marry. Why they should take
the trouble of getting up these postal
cards in this way I cannot understand.
There is one thing with regard to all this;
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it seems to me that this branch of Parlia-
Ment is ignored altogether : if these are
Petitions and are to be admitted and to have
any force what is the reason they are not
before us ?

HON.
another
expenses

MR. DICKEY-It would cost
postal card and double the
to send them to the Senate.

ION. MR. ODELL-This volume, as
far as I can ascertain, contains 300 postal
cards and if you take the back of the book
you will find it is endorsed "postal cards"
and not "petitions." I say that they can-
not have any effect whatever on this ques-
tion. I now give notice, that on the third
reading of this Bill I shall move that it be
amended by inserting the following
clause:

"That this act shall not come into
Operation until Her Majesty's assent has
been thereto had and declared."

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I had in-
tended to supplement what I said about
Petitions by this remark; that I would at-
tach a great deal more importance to them
if I had found them to be in conformity
With the vote of the House of Commons,
but the recent vote of the House of Com-
nionsvas in opposition to the views of the
petitioners in this House.

HON. MR. WARK-An hon. mem-
ber has inquired of the hon. gentleman
Who last sat down, whether these petitions
Were not all from one church.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-I do
nlot say all.

HON. MR. WARK-Chiefly. The
Church I belong to-at least a large
inajority of them-are opposed to this Bill

and the reason they have not petitioned
is that they did not expect it would come
nP during the present session. At a
Mneeting of the Synod of the Presbyterian
Church, the year before last, they appoint-
ed a committee to look after this Bill last
session, but as it was not introduced then,
I presume they thought the question had
been dropped. The opinions of Dr.
Chalmers and Archbishop Whately and
Others have been referred to as being in
favor of marriage with a deceased wife's
SIster. That was an assertion made by a

member of the House of Commons many
years ago, but I should like to see the
volume and page where these eminent
clergymen gave this opinion. I think it
is very probable that the opinion referred
to was on that very much controverted
phrase in Leviticus. Different opinions
are held in respect to that; some say that
the word there may be translated "woman"
not " sister," and it seems rather to oppose
polygamy-taking a second wife while the
first one was living. That may be the
meaning of it; I know it is so held by
some commentators. But my hon. friend
has very properly stated the manner in
which those prohibitions are recorded.
They are all as regards men; the prohibi-
tions are not repeated to women. A man
shall not marry his mother; does it not
follow that a woman shall not marry her
father ? A man is forbidden to marry his
sister; then is not a woman forbidden to
marry her brother ? By the sarie system
of reasoning, a man being forbidden to
marry his mother's sister, a woman'is
forbidden to marry her mother's brother,
and so on by implication down the whole
list the same rule applies. Wherever a man
is forbidden to marry a woman because
of affinity, a woman is prohibited, for the
same reason, from marrying a man. We
come down to the prohibition which pre-
vents a man from marrying his brother's
wife, and, by the same process of reason-
ing, the woman is forbidden to marry a
deceased sister's husband. That is a
reasonable way to view it. One hon.
gentleman complains that old arguments
are used against this measure, but if those
arguments rest chiefly upon the Bible we
cannot have any better ground for oppos-
ing the Bill. We are told that a iaw of
this kind has been passed in Australia
and other countries without disastrous
results, but that may arise from the utter
abhorrence with which many people regard
these marriages. The laws of those coun-
tries may permit them, but they consider
the old and scriptural law more binding.
Some hon. gentlemen have used the argu-
ment that many respectable people are in
a bad position because the law prohibits
such marriages, but that is no reason why
we should repeal the law. We have
statutes for the protection of property and
we punish people who violate them.
There are people who are called klepto-
maniacs when they appropriate other
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people's property for their own use, but
that is no reason why we should repeal
the laws for the protection of property.
I know there is a great diversity of opinion
on the subject of this Bill, and eminent
divines have held conflicting opinions
upon it, but I believe the large majority
of those who interpret the Scriptures are
opposed to such marriages. The same
law which prohibits men from forming
connections of this kind applies, in my
opinion, to women also.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I do not
rise to speak at length on this subject, be.
cause I have spoken already, and the pri-
vilege of addressing the House a second
time has been denied to others.

HON. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Go
oh!

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-No, I will
not ask a favor which has been denied to
others: I will have an opportunity to ad-
dress the House at some future stage of
the Bill. I merely wish to ask the leader
of the House, in view of the grave doubts
which exist as to the interpretation of the
clauses of the British North America Act
which relate to this subject, and the solemn
declaration of the Government through
Solicitor-General Langevin, in 1865, as to
what their intent and meaning was, whether
he will not now assist us in opposing this
Bill, which, as we have shown, is a direct
violation of the understanding on which
Lower Canada consented to the formation
of the Dominion. If the Bill is passed,
we who represent the French population
of Canada intend to sign a protest asking
His Excellency not to sanction this mea-
sure, and, if that is disregarded, we will
appeal to Her Majesty the Queen in
Council to say whether she will sanction
this legislation which is imposed upon us,
when it is shown that we have been de-
ceived in a manner which I will not char-
atterize at.this moment.

The House divided upon the amend-
ment, which was rejected by the following
vote :-

Allan,
Armand,
Bellerose,
Bourinot,

CONTÈNTS :
Hon. Mesers.

Kaulbach,
Macdonald,
Northwood,
Odell,

Carvell,
Chaflers,
Chapais,
Cormier,
Dickey,
Girard,

Power,
Pozer,
Trudel,
Viial,
Wark.-19.

NoN-CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.

Aikins, Leonard,
Alexander, Lewin,
Almon. McLelan,
Archibald, Mclnnes,
Baillargeon, McMas:er,
Benson, Macfarlane,
Botsford, MacInnes,
Boyd, Macpherson,
Campbell (Sir Alex.), Miller,
Dever, Montgomery,
Ferguson, Muirhead,
Ferrier, Paq uet,
Flint, Pelletier,
Gibbs, Read,
Glasier, Scott,
Grant, Simpson,
Hamilton (Kingston), Skead,
Haytlhorne, Smith,
Hope, Stevens,
Howland, Sutherland.-40.

The Bill was then read the second time
on the same division.

HON. MR. FERRIER moved that the
Bill be referred to a Committee of the
Whole House on Thursday the 13 th in-
stant.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I regret
that I cannot agree with what has fallen
from the lips of the hon. senator fron
Belleville (Mr. Flint) and must say I was
taken by surprise when I heard that hon.
gentleman trying to belittle the speech of
the hon. senator from Halifax (Mr.
Power) and even attempting to cast ridi-
cule on the stand taken by that hon.
gentleman on the very important question
of the constitutionality of the Bill now
under consideration. I am sure that the
hon. Senator from Belleville would have
praised such a vigorous speech if it had
been made from his own point of view on
this question. He would no doubt have
commended him for the soundness of his
argumerts and testified to the vigour,
clearness and logic of all his utterances.
But because the speech of the hon. gentle-
man is made from a different point of
view, it would seem that this han. gentle-
man believes that he may be excused if
he tries to cast a slur on the hon. gentle-
man from Halifax, and on arguments Which
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are so logical, that I do not hesitate to
challenge any hon. member of this body to
answer them.

fIn the same breath the hon. Senator
from Belleville, praised the speech of the
hon. Minister of Justice as being lucid
and imost logical. But it cannot be de-
'lied that the hon. minister, who is gene-
rally so logical and whose speeches are
always so vigorous, has shown himself on
this occasion extremely weak, so much so
l I might fairly say that he made no
argument against our contention that this
Bil is ultra vires, save the assurance
which he gave to this House that the pro-
mflises which had accompanied the passing
of the resolutions which were to be the
basis of the Confederation Act were not
the subject of this discussion, but that
Parliament had to deal to-day with the
British North America Act, as it stood on
the statute book. The hon. minister
added there could be no doubt but that
a Court would decide in favor of this Par-
liament having jurisdiction in the matter.

After the vigorous and logical speech of
the senior member from Halifax (Mr.
Power) I would now like to refer to the
mnasterly and elaborate speech of the hon.
Menber from DeSalaberry (Mr. Trudel)
and here again I may safely challenge
hon. gentlemen on the opposite side to
controvert a single one of the arguments
Made by that hon. Senator.

And what are those arguments ? It
being admitted (Mr. Trudel says) on
both sides, here and abroad, that there is
a difficulty as to 'the true meaning of the
terms used in the 91st and 92nd sections
Of the British North America Act, then the
spirit of the law and the intentions of the
frarners of the law are to be looked for.
And then to show that such is the spirit
Of the law and the intentions of the fram-
ers of the law, he quotes the promises
Made by the Government of the late Pro-
vince of Canada in 1865, when discuss-
'ng the resolutions on Confederation.
These passages have already been quoted,
and are to be found in the speech of Sol-
iCitor General Langevin in the Confede-
ration debates.
. Now, I ask if better evidence can be

given as to the intentions of those who
had taken upon themselves the responsi-
bihity of uniting the four provinces ?

An objection was made to the hon.
Senator from Sackville (Mr. Botsford) that

neither Solicitor General Langevin nor
any other members of the Government
could have spoken for the Lower Provin-
ces which they did not represent.

Since the hon. member for DeSala-
berry did not answer that objection, I may
here state that hon. Solicitor General
Langevin did then speak for the five
Provinces, and I am ready to prove it.
He said:-

" I made the other day, in the name of the
Governnent, the declaration now alluded to
by the hon. member for Montmorency, rela-
tive to the question of marriage, The expia-
nation then given by me exactiy accords with
that which was affixed to it at the Quebec
Conference."

And this declaration of the hon. Sol-
icitor is backed up by every one of the
members of the Government of Canada
at the time, and has never been contra-
dicted since. Therefore, it cannot be
denied that such is our position, that such
were the arrangements made between the
delegates at the Quebec Conference, and
that those promises were given, the Gov-
ernment pledging their honor that the
"Imperial act relating to it would be drawn
up in accordance with the interpretation then
given in Parliament." (I quote Mr. Lan-
gevin's words, page 579, of the Confedera-
tion debates). Notwithstanding this, we
are now told by those very same gentle-
men-the Hon. Minister of Jnstice, the
Hon. the Premier, and their colleagues,
except Hon. Mr. Langevin, who stands
by the promises then solemnly made-
that in the discussion of the present con-
stitutional question, promises which may
have been given have nothing to do with
the question, but that Parliament have to
look to the wording of the clauses under
which we are legislating, and interpret
them their own way. No doubt such
would be the case if there were no doubt
as to where the respective powers of both
Parliaments-Federal and Local-begin
and end. But not so if such a difficulty
exists; and that it does exist is shewn by
the citations made by the hon. Senator
from DeSalaberry, when he quoted some
of the remarks made in England by their
Lordships the Committee of the Privy
Council, in the case of the Citizens'
Insurance Company of Canada.

Now, hon. gentlemen, let me call your
attention to the 26th sub-section of the
91st section and to the I2th sub-
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section of the 92nd section of the
British North America Act, the former
giving power to this Parliament to deal
with " Marriage and Divorce," and the
latter giving the provincial legislatures
power to deal with the " Solemnization of
Marriage." Will anyone tell me that there
is no doubt as to the limits where the
power of both Parliaments begin and end ?
Some will say, " Under the 91st section,
the Federal Parliament has exclusive power
to say what marriage is-to whom a per-
son may be married ; and under the 92nd
section local legislatures have power to
provide for the mode of making them man
and wife." Others do not admit such an
interpretation, and will repeat what the
Privy Council in England have said, that
though marriage is among the subjects re-
served to the Federal Parliament, it is
evident that " solemnization of marriage "
would come within this general descrip-
tion ; yet solemnization of marriage in the
province is enumerated among the classes
of subjects in section 92, and no one can
doubt, notwithstanding the general lan-
guage of section 91, that this subject is
still within the exclusive authority of the
legislatures of the several provinces. Now,
if those words of their Lordships signify
anything, they certainly show that great
doubts exist as to the interpretation to be
given to those two sections, and conse-
quently the hon. members from Halifax
and De Salaberry, as well as myself, were
right when we stated that this Parliament,
as well as any judicial tribunal who might
have to deal with those sections, would be
bound to act in accordance with the ordi-
nary principles laid down in the common
law in such cases-that is to say, the
finding out the spirit of tle law and the
intentions of the framers of the law at the
time of the passing of the Act. Then, I
ask, if such is the case, ought we not to
expect that our leaders, if they were sin-
cere when they pledged their honor that
they would see that everything was right
in this matter, would help us in the vindi-
cating of our rights and in opposing all
legislation not in accordance with the un-
derstanding then arrived at, and to the
execution of which their honor was
pledged ? But, hon. gentlemen, there is
still more than that. Not only have we,
the representatives of Quebec, a right to
ask that the interpretation of those two
sub-sections shall be according to the spirit

of the Constitutional Act and in accord'
ance with the intentions of the framers Of
them, but we might even ask, in the pre-
sent case, that the 91st section be so mod-
ified in its interpretation as to give to the
provinces that.authority which, as bas beenl
prcved, it was contemplated to confer 011
them. In support of that I will now cite
from the Legal News. Their Lordships of
the Privy Council stated, in giving judg-
ment in the case above referred to, that-

" It could not have been the intention that
a conflict should exist: and, in order to pre-
vent such a resuit, the language of the twO
sections must be read together, and that of
one inter preted, and, when necessary, modi
fied, by that of the other."

Now, it cannot be denied that this
statement is quite lucid, and that it shews
clearly that our pretentions are in accord
with the opinion of their Lordships.

The hon. Senator from Shawineghan
(Mr. Ferrier) is reported to have said :

" It is only a very short time ago since the
wife of an intimate lfriend of mine in Montreal
died. Her sister had been living in the bouse
for a num ber of years, and taking care of the
children with bis wife. Two years after his
wife's death, fearing to bring in another
woman to take charge of bis tamily, he pro-
ceeded to Kingston, and married bis deceased
wife's sister. But he had to go back to Mon-
treal to attend to bis business, and he found
himself in this position: 'I have got married
legally, under the laws of Ontario, but in
Quebec I am in a different position regarding
my fanuly."'

Will the hon. gentleman permit me to
tell him that the remedy for such a case
exists, without it being necessary to violate
the well understood principles on which
the British North America Act is based.
And, if he desires, I am ready to help him
in this matter. Let this unconstitutional
Bill drop or be voted down, and let us
bring in another providing that all mar-
riages which may have taken place in a
Province, in accordance with the laws of
that Province, shall be deemed to bc legal
in every other Province of the Dominion.
Such a law this Parliament has 4 right to
pass, since it was to give the Parliament
of Canada this right, that the word "mar-
riage" was introduced in the 9ist section
of the Constitutional Act, as stated in the
declaration of Hon. Solicitor General Lan-
gevin, above referred to. -

If this Parliament could legislate on
this question, and allow the marriage of a
man with a deceased wife's sister, con-

HON. MR. BELLEROSE.
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ry to provincial laws forbidding such
4Tliages, as the 12 5 th article of the Que-

e civil code does, how could the hon.
mfember from Prince Edward Island (Mr.
lIaythorne) state, as he did, that as to
.nIarriage banns--one of the prohibitions

OUfnd in some of the Provincial laws-it
had been reserved to the Local Legisla-
tUre, when it is obvious that this enact-
9ient is no more a prohibition and an
4nPediment to the legal celebration of
n1alage than is the prohibition against

,Marriage of a man with his deceased
fe s sister ?
If this Parliament had such a power, it

could then legislate on all questions of
'Unpediments to the celebration of mar-'iage, and it could wipe out all provincial
laWs prohibiting the legal celebration of
4arriage, and so deprive the Province of
Quebec of the 70 articles of her civil
Code on the celebration of marriage.
Slch a state of things, as hon. gentlemen

ow, Quebec could never have accepted.
I wish now to call attention to a remark

Which fell from the hon. Senator from
Allna (Mr. Ogilvie) the other day. He

be Cc I am not a very old man yet, but I remem-
b r ell where I was brought up, in a totally

rench Canadian country, where the feeling
"%o80 high between different religious deno.

'n'nations, that they would hard v associateOially with each other. I an very happy
sav that this has been wiped out almost

tely, and I hope to live long enough
fee the day when religion shall not inter-
ere With a pereon's social relations in the

'a1ghtest degree. That being the case, I can-
slotaee why we should not improve the mar

alige law, if this is an improvement."
I should like to remind the hon. gentle-

'n'n that if at one time ill-feeling existed
tween French and English, between

tatholic and Protestant, in Lower Canada,
Was when an oligarchy deceived the

btrtish Government and induced them to
1uljUst to that Province. That time
Passed, but the incident shows that

When people are fairly treated they are
nOt disposed to complain or to show an
'f êendly disposition. Twice have we

en deceived by the men in whom we
tsted in 1867. When the Confedera-
t'On mneasure was submitted to the Legis-
latUre for their approval, it was stated that
the resolutions were in the nature of a

eat with the other Provinces and might
. accepted or rejected, but could not be

amended in the slightest degree. We
were assured that if the resolutions were
adopted they would form the basis of the
Imperial Act which would embody not
merely the agreement itself, but the very
words in which it was made, excepting
some explanations which were to be given,
and on the subject of marriage that ex-
planation was furnished by Mr. Langevin
in the name of the Government of that
day, in the words which have been quoted,
in the debate in the House of Assembly.
Now, it turns out that the solemn pledge
which was then given, 'by men in whose
sense of honor we relied, is violated. The
other was the New Brunswick School
question. When that matter was brought
before Parliament we were informed
by the Government of that day, the same
gentlemen who are now in power, that
there was a word added to the clause of
the Confederation Act relating to educa-
tion which did not appear in the resolu-
tions on which the Act was founded, and
that in consequence the Roman Catholics
of New Brunswick were deprived of their
rights. That was the decision of the
Premier. Having been deceived twice,
is it unreasonable that we should com-
plain of the breach of faith ? Yet, when
we rise here to explain our grievances we
are told " you ought not to speak of
French and English: we should all be
Canadians, etc.," but it is not so easy to
submit quietly to injustice. In the Pro-
vince of Quebec the minority are treated
with the utmost consideration by the ma-
jority, yet we hear complaints from them :
Is it strange then that the majority in that
Province, who are in a minority in the
Dominion, should complain when their
rights are disregarded by the very men in
whom they placed the greatest reliance?
At the time of confederation the minority
in the Province of Quebec was uneasy-

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-The hon,
gentleman is not speaking to the motion
before the House, and I think he had
better give notice of some resolution, and
debate this question when it is fairly be-
fore the Chamber; but surely he is not in
order in the opposition which he makes
to the motion that is now before us.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I readily
admit that I am perhaps not in order but
the House will excuse me if the bad ex-
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ample which is set me every day has
induced me to forget that we had rules;
if I have been misled by the example even
of those who now take exception to my
remarks but yet on other occasions have
themselves set aside the rules of this
House, I trust I may be pardoned for it.
I might say, however, that I am not so
much out of order because the question is
the referring of a bill, which I consider is
unconstitutional, and I certainly have a
right to discuss that question and was
going to do so when the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Botsford) cbjected.

• HON. MR. FLINT-I regret to have
to take up any time at the present mo-
ment. but after the attack which has been
made upon me here in reference to my
speech the other day it is necessary for
me to say something now. I spoke very
freely at that time in reference to the
course which the hon. gentleman had
taken. He gave us to understand that he
would like to give his vote in favor of the
measure, but could not do so on account
of the unconstitutionality of the act. I
shall not say anything further on this sub-
ject in reference to my hon. friend's course,
for if I should do so it is possible I might
grate a little on his feelings ; but I did
think, and I think still, that the hon.
gentleman to whom I then referred (Mr.
Power), took up more time than was ac-
tually necessary in making speeches here
in reference to matters which came before
this House, and that the hon. gentleman
has shown to a certain extent a desire to
be considered one of the greatest legal
luminaries of the House. Now, if I am
wrong I am very sorry for it,
but it certainly struck me as
being the case, yet I do not wish to stand
in disrepute with any hon. gentleman here,
and if the hon. gentleman had seen fit to
attack me in reference to what I said on
that' occasion as regards myself, I should
not have said one word against it, I should
have allowed him to have his say. But
when another member of this House takes
up the cudgels and comes out against me
in the way my hon. friend (Mr. Bellerose)
has, I consider I have a perfect right to
say that he is going altogether out of the
way. I certainly do not speak very often
in the House, but when I do I endeavor
to speak to the point, and if I fail to do
so, I am very willing that hon. gentlemen

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE,

should call me to order. Now, I have nO
il]-will against the hon gentleman frOO'
Halifax (Mr. Power), indeed I would be
just as willing to do him a kindness 0s
any other gentleman in the House, and
if he feels aggrieved at the remarks 1
made I am sorry fbr it. I do not wisb
to hurt the feelings of any person, but
still I feit that 1 was simply doing TOI
duty in reproving him for his coursO•
As I speak so very seldom, I reallY
think that what the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Bellerose) said in reference to me
wholly uncalled for.

HON. MR. POWER-I regret very
much that my name has been introduced
into this discussion, and desire to
say that it has been done al-
together without my concurrence. Iam
very much obliged indeed to the hol·
gentleman from DeLanaudiere (Mr. Bel-
lerose) for the kind intention with which
he spoke, but the truth is, hon. gentle-
men, that I did not feel at ail hurt or
pained by the remarks which fell from the
hon. gentleman who has just sat down.

HON. MR. FLINT-I am very glad of it.

HON. MR. POWER-Well, there might
be different reasons for my not feeling
hurt, and perhaps it would be just as wel
if I did not state them in detail. TheY
might possibly not please the hon. gentle
man. I just wish, while on my feet, tO
make one more remark about the hoU,
gentleman, who has spoken as to the maul
ner in which members in this House con-
duct themselves. When I sat down the
other day after having spoken for, I think,
half-an-hour on a very important questiOne
the hon. gentleman rote and told the
House that I assumed the attitude of a
schoolmaster. Now, I think it is rather the
other way; because he himself undertakes
to tell the different members of this body
when and how long they should speak and
how they ought to conduct themselves-
I dare say the hon. gentleman is old
enough to teach me for some time to comle;
still I think that, as a matter of Parli
mentary order, if the hon. gentleman ha5
any advice to give me as to the
manner in which I should corn-
port myself here, the length
at which I should speak, &c., it might be
better delivered in the shape of a private
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admnonition than on the floor of the ought fot to be granted to a company of
HOuse. I think there is a certain want of this kînd. Lt is true that the committee
consideration for my dignity as a member added the following provision to the
?f this House, in undertaking to lecture me eighth clause which was read yesterday
in 1,

pu lic as to the iengtn or my speecnes.
I really do not wish to detain the House
anY longer on a matter of this kind, which
IS flerely personal.

The motion was agreed to.

-QUEBEC TIMBER COMPANY'S
BILL.

REFERRED BACK TO COMMITfEE.

1 .ON. MR. SKEAD moved the third
reading of Bill (32), "An Act to incorpor-
ate the Quebec Timber Company,
1imited. "

FION. MR. HOPE-Had the provisions
of this Bill been confined. strictly in ac-
cordance with the title of the Bill I should
have made no objection to it ; but upon
looking into the provisions of it, I find
s0me very objectionable features. I ex-
PeCted the Bill would have gone to the
Committee on Banking and Commerce ;
bSt it did not make its appearance there,
1l1stead of that it went into another com-
Inittee without my knowledge. It is

stersibly to carry on a timber business,
but there has also been engrafted upon it
a very large and unlimited company for

rowing money. A loan company is
engrafted upon the Bill, and I find that
Sub-section four of clause two in the Bill
reads thus :

«To borrow such sums as nay be neces-
Oary for conducting the business of the Com-

v, and that with or without security,"
. They do not seem to be very modest
la the way they go about it. Then clause
eight provides :

te"8. To invest in or loan on the security of
te tOck or publie f unds of the United King-

dotn or of the Government of the United
States of Anerica, the Dominion of Canada
or any Province thereof, or any of the British
Clonies, or on the securitv of any municipal
corporation body of public trustees or com-
besioners, or incorporated conipany in any

the said countries, or in or on the security
Of the stocks, ehares, debentures, or deposit
receipts of any such conipany, or on the se-
OUrity of mortgage on real estate in any of the

Countries.
Weil, I think that an unlimited power to

borow money to deal in stocks, etc.,

" Provided, however, that the Act shall
not give such corporation the right to carry
)n business as a loan company."

But that clause says they have the
power to carry on this business, -and the
proviso in question is merely to this effect
-- that they must not do it, although they
have got the power. I think the proper
way would have been to strike out the
eighth clause altogether, and then to put
some limit to the fourth clause. There
are very objectionable features with regard
to the various articles of association which
they have under the law and which we
recognise. I have a very serious objec-
tion to such a mode of legislation, and I
say that anything in the shape of laws
passed in a foreign country affecting incor-
poration of this kind should be inserted
in the body of the Bill, and we would
then know what we were doing. But to
be told that there is a copy of them to be
found in the Secretary of State's office
does not really bring the fact before Parlia-
ment: we should have it here.

However my main object at the present
moment is to move that this Bill be
amended, and I make the motion because
I had no opportunity of doing so before.
I think that if hon. gentlemen will reflect
upon it they will see the necessity of eli-
minating these objectionable features. I
may here mention the case of a bill which
came to the other House proposing to
confer most unlimited borrowing powers,
and I understand that the first minister of
the Crown took a very active part against
it, the result being that it was put to one,
side and they refused to entertain it.
But they need only have started some-
thing in the shape of a timber company
up west and there and then incorporated
in it powers for borrowing and lending
money; they would have perhaps got all
they wanted. I do not propose to make
any further remarks and will now move
that this Bill be not now read the third
time but that it be referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Commerce for
consideration of the following amend-
ments viz:-

"In section 4 strike out all after the word
'company' and insert the following words
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'shall not exceed four times the arnount of
the paid up capital of the conpany,"

That is in accordance with the terms of
of the general Banking Act. And further

"'That section 8 be struck out entirely, in-
cluding the proviso added by the Committee
on Private Bills."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL- I
think that my hon. friend from Rideau
Division (Mr. Skead), who has charge of
the Bill would do well to consent to re-
ferring the Bill back to the committee, to
have it reconsidered. I really think that
there is a great deal in the objections
taken by the hon. gentleman from Ham-
ilton (Mr. Hope), and it can hardly have
been the intention of this company to ask
for incorporation for the purpose of invest-
ing and lending money on stocks, deposit
receipts etc. That provision must have
found its way into the Bill, I should say,
by the ingenuity of some persons who had
been preparing it; because the company
is incorporated for the purpose of owning
saw-mills and acquiring timber limits,
sawing up lumber and conducting the
business of a lumber and timber company
in Canada. That is really the object of
the Bill and the promoters of it can hardly
want power to borrow and lend money on
the security of stocks, shares, debentures,

deposit receipts, etc., which provisions
should only enter into the incorpora-
tion of loan companies. I think
that both the suggestions of the hon.
gentleman from Hamilton (Mr. Hope) are
entitled to great weight, and for my own
part I should feel under the necessity of
supporting them. I think therefore it
would be well to refer the Bill back to the
committee.

HoN. MR. SKEAD-I arn disposed to
take the advise of my hon. friend the
Minister of Justice but I would remind
the House that this Bill was previously
before us and was afterwards referred to
the Committee on Standing Orders
and Private Bills. That committee ap-
pointed a sub-committee which submit-
ted certain questions to the Supreme
Court concerning the measure; those
questions were quickly answered by thai
court, and the measure having then beer
fully discussed in the committee now
comes before the House.

SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No, thes
particular points were never taken up bY
the committee.

Ho. MR. SKEAD-This is a colle
pany for bringing money into the countrY
and its incorporation would be for the ad'
vantage of the Dominion. I do not wish
to use any unparliamentary language but
it looks to me like a very frivolous opposI-
tion. Still I am willing to adapt myself
to circumstances and if the House desire
it should go to the Banking Committee, I
have no objection.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Per-
haps the hon. gentleman from Hamilton
(Mr. Hope) will agree that the Bill maY
be referred back to the committee without
any special instructions-just to reconsider
it generally.

HON. MR. HOPE-Certainly.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I was just about
to observe that it was but fair to the Pri-
vate Bills Committee-I am not a mem•
ber of it but I speak on their behalf-tO
say that bills of this character containing
provisions such as I have heard read here
are not generally referred to that Comnit-
tee for their consideration, and they are
not of a character that would naturallY
attract the attention of its members.
Therefore I think it is not fair to then
that it should be said the Bill has been
considered, for it has not been considered
at all from this point of view.

HON. MR. SKEAD-I asked to have
it sent to the Committee on Banking tO
be examined but it was sent to the Private
Bills Committee, not at my request.

The motion was agreed to.

NEW YORK AND ONTARIO
FURNACE COMPANY BILL

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. READ moved the third
reading of Bill (65) " An Act respecting
the New York and Ontario Furnace Com-
pany."

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

HoN. MR. HOPE.
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INS0LVEN' BANKS AND TRAD- the Lake Athabaska and Hudson Bay
ING CORPORATIONS BILL. Railway Company." Hesaid: ThisBili

THIRDis for the incorporaton of a company to
THIR REAING.construct a railway fromn Lake Athabaska

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved to Churchill in the Hudson Bay, the
the third reading of, Bill (A) "An Act extreme limit of civilization to the north.
resPecting Insolvent Banks, Insurance It is suficient to say that this railway wil
COrnpanjes and T1'rading Corporations." introduc civiizaton and progressto the

HON. MR. SCOTT-my impresmion is
that this Bill is not decisive enough; I
think that further provision ought to be
Inade. I may just read the clause to
Which I more particularly refer:-

"66. The property of the company must be
plied in satisfaction of its habilities and
e charges incurred in winding up its affairs;

nd uness it is otherwise provided by law or
7the'oct, charter, or instrument of incorpora-
"Ou, any balance remaining must be distrib-
led aiongst the members according to their
ights and interests in the coipany

That would lead one to the conclusion
that the lquidators should reduce it to

.h, speaking of any balance remaining.
't read "the assets remaining" I thinkthat would remove the objection.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-It
says in the first part of the Bill "the prop-
erty." I have no objection to adding the
Words "balance of assets."

The amendment suggested by my hon.
ienfd fron Amherst was shown to my

hOn. friend opposite (MR. Scott) and
aproved of by him, and stands in the

h1 as though it had passed yesterday.en my hon. friend from DeSalaberry
another amendment which he has

shOwn to me, and which should be intro-
dtlced on the third reading of the Bill.

RON. MR. TRUDEL-The amend-
Ifelt is to the first clause. It will be to

over the case of companies which are
tlow in process of liquidation.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
4ee to that amendment. I move that
the Bill as amended be now read thethird timne.

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

iost extreme northern limit, to enlist te
sympathies of every hon. gentleman in
favor of this bill.

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

OCEAN MUTUAL MARINE IN-
SURANCE COMPANY.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY moved the second
reading of Bill (90) "An Act to incor-
porate the Ocean Mutual Marine Insur-
ance Company." He said the object of
the Bill was to incorporate nine gentle-
man, some of whom he knew to be men
of means and standing in Halifax into a
Marine Insurance Company, doing busi-
ness in Canada and elsewhere.

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

EXCHANGE BANK OF YARMOUTH
BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY, in the absence of
Hon. Mr. Power, moved the second read-
ing of Bill (23) " An Act respecting the
Exchange Bank of Yarmouth, Nova Sco-
tia."

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

TECUMSEH INSURANCE COMPA-
NY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. McINNES moved the se-
cond reading of Bill (41), " An Act to in-
corporate the Tecumseh Fire and Marine
Insurance Company of Canada." He
said : This is the ordinary bill of an insur-

1-AE ATHABASKA AND HUD- ance company. The names embodied in
SONS BAY RAILWAY BILL. it are those of gentlemen known to myself

as men of high character.
SECOND READING. The motion was agreed to and the Bill

N. MR. GIRARD moved the second was read the second time.
of Bill (62) "An Act to incorporate The Senate adjourned at 6 p.m.
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Saskatchewan [SENATE.]

THE SENATE.

Ot/awa, Wednesday, Apri Sth, 1882.

The Speaker took the Chair at three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

The following bills, reported from
standing committees of the Senate, were
read the third time and passed.

Bill (13), "An Act to authorize and
provide for the winding up of the Domin-
ion Fire and Marine Insurance Com-
pany."-(Mr. Hope.)

Bill (45), "An Act to reduce the capi-
tal stock of the Ontario Bank and to
change the nominal value of the shares
thereof, and for other purposes."--(Mr.
Gibbs.)

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (66), "An Act to amend the Act
of the late Province of Canada intituled:
An Act to incorporate the Board for the
management of the Temporalities Fund of
the Presbyterian Church of Canada in
connection with the Church of Scotland,"
and the Acts amending the same.

SASKATCHEWAN DIOCESAN
SYNOD BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. VIDAL moved the third
reading of Bill (51), 'An Act to incor-
porate the Synod of the Diocese of Sask-
atchewan and for other -purposes con-
nected therewith."

HON. MR. DICKEY-I wish to call
the attention of the House to some extra-
ordinary provisions in this Bill, and,
amongst others, to the very extensive
powers taken in the fifth clause, which is
as follows:-

" The said Synod is hereby authorized and
empowered to take and hold lands and here-
ditaments for the uses and purposes of the
said Church of England in the said diocese,
and every deed or conveyance of land or any
estate or interest therein to the said synod
shall be valid and effectual, the Acts of Par-
liament commonly called the Statutes of

Dioceaan Synod.

Mortmain or other Acts, laws or usages to the
contrary thereof notwithstanding: rovided
always, that in order to the validity of suc
deeds and conveyances the same shall be
made and.executed six months at least before
the death of the person conveying by the
saine, and shall be registered not later than
six months after his decease."

The powers given in this clause are in
addition to those in the second clause
which is as follows:

" Thé said synod niay meet and frame a
constitution and regulations for the generaI
management and good government of the
church of England in the said diocese, and
froi time to time as they shall see fit, alter
and amend the same, and in such manner
and by such proceedings as they shall adopt,
inake regulations for enforcing discipline ia
the church, for the appointment, depositiont
deprivation, or removal of any person bearing
office therein of whatever order or degree,
for the acquiring and disposing of property,
and fbr the convenient and orderly manage-
ment of the sanie and the temporalities,
affairs, and interests generally of the church
in niatters relating to end afiecting the sane,
and the officers and members thereof, and
not in any manner interfering with the rights,
privileges or interests of other religious com-
munities, or of any person or persons not
being a neber or inenbers of the said
chuîch of England."

Now, the following are the words which
I propose to strike out: " Make regula-
tions for enforcing discipline in the church,
for the appointment, deposition, depriva-
tion, or removal of any person bearing
office therein, of whatever order or degree."

In proposng the amendment which I
have just read, I wish to say that I object
to this legislation on principle, because
the church of England in this Dominion
stands on the same footing as any other
religious body, and I am not aware that
the Roman Catholics, or the Presbyterians,
or any other body, have asked for legisla-
tion such as this, and had such legislation
been necessary, they probably would have
demanded it. It is, in my opinion, a
vicious principle of legislation for this
Parliament to delegate sucW extensive
powers to a church court of any denomi-
nation of Christians. The practical effect
of it will be just this : unfortunately, in
the church of England it is perfectly well
known, more, I am happy to say, from the
experience in England than in this
country, that a great many unpleasant
questions have arisen, and serious difficul-
ties have been produced by the attempts
of persons in that communion to break
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the law. And they are dealt with there
Ir, a manner different from that which
Obtains here, because the church there is
the church established by law, and is
therefore under the law. This Bill pro-
Poses to establish these church courts for
the trial of ministers, for their deposition
and deprivation of office, and will have the
practical effect of enabling the synod to
get rid ofs any obnoxious person who may
be conscientiously carrying out what he
conceives to be the laws of the church of
England in that remote district of the
Saskatchewan. For instance, a great
mnany of these difficulties have arisen in
England over the question of wearing a
Coat or stole or a surplice, or such ques-
tiOns as the clergyman turning to the east
and so on. The House will see that
While these burning questions have pro-
duced. such disastrous results in England,
it Would bd in the power of the synod to
enforce regulations on those points or
kindred points on any member who may
conscientiously believe, and rightly believe,that these regulations that have been
adopted by the synod are not in con-
formity with the laws of the church to
which he belongs, and in that way he
lnay lose his living and lose his bread. I
object to it, therefore, on the ground
that I have stated, and I may
saY that such a bill as this would
rot be tolerated for a moment in the Par-
.a.nient of England, and so far as I know
it is not a þrovision which has ever ob-
taired in this country. It may be said
that there are precedents for this legisla-
tion, but, hon. gentlemen, is this House athave to precedent ? Have we not had inthis very session a great many instances
Where both Houses of Parliament haveheparted from important principles which

ad been incorporated in previous legis-latiOn ? I need only refer to this great
question of amalgamation, the sweeping
5euses of amalgamation which have crept
Ito Our legislation, and which this House
'and the other House, in their wisdom,have struck out of such legislation. OnlyYesterday we had an instance of that kind.
We had a cable company bill before us,a it was pressed upon us, that only lastYear and the year before we had passed
'able bills with similar powers of amalga-
Mation, and yet the committee taking a
new departure, and the House taking a'lew departure, on these questions have

thought proper to strike out these sweep-
ing powers. Under these circumstances,
I hope my hon. friend who has charge of
the Bill will, fbr the reasons I have given,
consent at once to have these words
struck out, and not establish a precedent
such as this for legislation which may be
followed by other denominations. The
effect of such courts will be just this : you
will leave the parties just where they are;
you will leave them subject to the laws
and regulations of their own church. In
this very Bill you empower the synod to
make regulations for the good order and
general management of the church, and
when a party is dealt with in a summary
manner he is within the protection of the
law binding him to show that he has not
violated any of the rules of the church to
which he belongs; whereas if you pass
this Bill you put him under the control of
a church court established by law, and
without any appeal to any other tribunal
whatever. If we talk of precedent, I
think I pointed out one the other day, on
this very bill, where this matter was fully
discussed, discussed for a week in the
Legislature of which I then happened to
have the honor of being a member-the
Legislative Council of Nova Scotia-when,
after hearing the evidence, the whole
House, composed of twenty-one members,
with the exception of four, rejected the
Bill altogether. The Bishop of Nova
Scotia on that occasion was content to
take a bill to simply give them corporate
powers not nearly so extenive as this Bill
gives, but corporate powers for the regu-
lation and holding of property ; and I
have yet to hear, after the lapse of twenty
years since the Bill was passed, of a single
difficulty or suggestion in any sense such
as this Bill now proposes. I think, under
the circumstances, the House will have no
difficulty in amending the Bill in the di-
rection I have suggested.

HON. MR. VIDAL-It is very seldom
that I venture to differ in opinion from my
hon. friend who has just. spoken, more es-
pecially when that opinion relates to mat-
ters of law and matters of history ; but I
am obliged to say to-day that he has failed
to convince me of the propriety of the al-
teration which he suggests should be made
in the Bill now before the House. I must
confess that I am not a little surprised
when I hear the hon. gentleman say it is
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unprecedented legislation ; that, in Eng- in the Diocese of Ontario; and, as a mat-
land, such a Bill would not be tolerated, ter of fact, it prevails in every diocese in
and such a Bill would never be tolerated in the country. They have all got this law.
this country. What are the facts ? That Noreover, hon. gentlemen, I think it is
for twenty-five years the Province of Can- absolutely necessary that the Synod should
ada has had a law of that kind on the have this power of enforcing discipline,
Statute book. That law has been in ope- and of deposition. The very instance
ration, with the identical words which the the hon. gentleman mentions shows not
hon. gentleman now seems to think are only the propriety, but the necessity of
fraught with so much mischief, and no having such a law. If any clergyman
such mischief has ensued. In 1856 an connected with the church should venture
Act was passed to enable the members of to follow practices or preach doctrines
the United Church of England and Ireland which are contrary to the rules and teach-
in Canada to meet in synod, and to give ings of the church, there should be power
them certain powers and privileges when to depose him. Such a law is absolutely
thus met in synod. Among these I find necessary for the well-being of the church.
the identical words which are now com- As to any injury resulting from the grant-
plained of ing of povers such are set forth by these

wvords, 1 would respectfully remind the
"'l'hie bishop, clergy, and laity may meet hon. gentleman that they do not supersede

and frame a constitution and regulations for the law of the land, to which any person
flbe general management and good goverinmentthegeerl mnaeenen ad roo gver~ien iw-ho may consider he has been injurioushy
of the said Church of England in the saide
diocese, and iake regulations for enforcing
discipline in the churclh, tbr the appointmnent, in this statute which would justify the
deposition, deprivation, or renoval of any svnod in doing anything illegal or oppres-
person bearing office therein of vhatever order sive. I cannot, therefore, consent to the
or degree." w resp ct - fuly r n te

Then follow words that are not in the
present Bill: "any rights of the Crown
notwithstanding." This was a statute of
Canada passed in the year 1856. It was
regarded as a measure of very considerable
importance, and it is not impossible that
the objection which my hon. friend has
now raised against the present Bill was
raised at that titne also, because I find
that the measure was not sanctioned by
the Governor, at the close of the session,
with other Bills, but was reserved for the
signification of Her Majesty's pleasure
thereon. The Bill was sent to England,
was there brought under the special notice
of Her Majesty in Council, and there, in
England, " where such laws would not be
tolerated," we find that Her Majesty is
advised to grant her sanction to the Bill.
The royal sanction was given, the Act was
proclaimed in May, 1856, has been the
law of Canada from that date to this, and
I have yet to hear the first word of com-
plaint of any of those injurious results
springing from that legislation. It was
again considered in 1862, when the Dio-
cese of Ontario was incorporated, and
there the same principle is recognized ;
the Act which I have read from is quoted,
and its provisions are brought into force

HON. MR. VIDAL.

believing, as I do, that it is taking out of
the Bill a very material clause--a clause
which I find has been on the statute book
of the country for the last twenty-five
years, and has operated satisfactorily.
Had I known that the hon. gentleman
was going to allude to the 5th section of
the Bill, I should have lookçd up the
authorities on it, and, I have no doubt, I
should have been prepared to justify what
we find embodied in the proposed statute.
He did not read, however, the whole of
that section ; he read as far as " the Acts
of Parliament, commonly called the Sta-
tutes of Mortmain, or other Acts, laws, or
usages to the contrary thereof notwith-
standing." He should have gone on and
read:

- Provided always, that in order to the
validity of such deeds and conveyances the
sane shall be made and executed six nonths
at least before the death of the person convey-
ing by the saine, and shall be registered not
later than six months after his decease."

A provision adopted to prevent any of
the improper practises which we read of
in history as having been followed by
persons to obtain the property of others
in their last moments, when perhaps they
are unable to form a correct judgment, or
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are too enfeebled to resist the solicitations
of those who may be around them. I
think, however, that provision secures the
Public from any injury resulting from such
cause. I think I have shown reason
enough to convince the House that this
alteration is not necessary, and I am not
therefore disposed to accept the
amendment.

HoN. MR. ALLAN-I think the hon.
gentleman from Amherst has raised a
phantom of his own imagination for the
Purpose of knocking it down again. The
Bill simply gives the Synod of the Diocese
Of Saskatchewan the right to enact certain
laws or regulations under which, if a
clergyman is guilty of scandalous conduct
he rnay be silspended for the time being
from his office. It does not give the
Bishop of the Synod any power to inflict
fines or penalties, and if the gentleman
who is removed from office thinks hiniself
aggrieved, he has a perfect right to appeal
to any of the courts of the country for
redress if he has been improperly removed
or suspended under the laws or regulations
of the Synod. I am quite aware that it is
not always safe to follow precedents. It
is quite possible that the Legislature may
sonetimes enact laws that are not good,
but if the Parliament of the country, and
if those who are specially charged with
the duty in Parliament of considering the
legal effect of the different measures which
Corne before them have repeatedly passed
acts of this kind, I think it is a fair argu-
ient to use that there was good ground
for passing them, and that they are not
Open to the very serious objections which
have been urged against this Bill by the
hon. gentleman from Amherst. In addi-
tion to what has fallen from my hon. friend
Opposite as to the Bill that was passed in
the British Parliament being retained for
Her Majesty's assent, and the assent
having been given, on looking over some
Of the authorities in the Library the other
day I had my attention drawn to a statute
Of the Imperial Parliament incorporating
the Wesleyan Methodist Association or
Society, I think they called it, in Ireland,
Where certainly the Wesleyan Methodist
Church is not the established Church of
the country. To this act was appended
a long schedule, setting forth the rules
and regulations which should be enforced
upon all the members for this object, and

giving the authority of Parliament to these
regulations, and further going on to say
that so far as their property is concerned,
they could enforce any of their
claims in the civil courts. I
think, therefore, in all such cases as I
have quoted-where a body to whom
these privileges were given was not the
established Church of the country-that
Parliament would not be conferring any
very extraordinary powers ; and if any of
those who may unfortunately be brought
under the provisions of that Act have any
just grounds for complaint, as to the in-
justice of any sentence passed upon them,
they have the most ample redress open to
them in the courts of the country. I
think it would be an unusual proceeding,
after having passed similar Acts for almost
every diocese in the country, to, refuse
now to pass this.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I must say
I fully agree with my hon. friend who bas
just sat down, that this relates purely to
regulation of Church matters, and it is in
the hands, not of the bishops alone, but
of the laity-of the whole synod, in fact,
composed of bishops, clergymen and
laity. They are only asking for power
to regulate their own matters the same as
any other corporation in the way of pass-
ing by-laws, etc., for the proper manage-
ment of the affairs of the Church. If this
diocese in the far West is not to be allow-
ed to manage its own affairs, but must
apply to the Civil Courts in order to en-
force its discipline-to reinove persons
from office, etc.-it seems to me that they
will have scarcely any of those privileges
which are ordinarily enjoyed by similar
bodies. I am strongly of opinion that in
a country like that where the laity will
have much to do in the management of
the affairs of the Church, and where there
is no other Court to arrange these matters,
these powers should certainly be given to
this corporate body.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I think I shall
have no difficulty in convincing the House
that the answers which I have received
have been of a very weak and inconse-
quential character. (Cries of Hear, hear.)
My hon. friends say "hear, hear " but it
is a fact that they have based their con-
tentions upon a statute which was passed
in the Imperial Parliament to regulate the
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affairs of the Wesleyan Methodist Church
with regard to their property, and this
Act gives the most ample powers to the
Diocese of Saskatchewan to regulate its
affairs in the same direction. I am not
objecting to this but I have to call the
attention of the House to the fact that
they are not satisfied with these extensive
powers ; they want still further powers in
addition to those which are ordinariiy
given by these Acts, the power to remove
ministers, or say whether or not they
should be removed. My hon. friend
from Toronto (Mr. Allan) very cautiously
and disingeniously speaks of the effect of
this Act ; he says it is for the purpose of
removing ministers, for scandalous con-
duct, amongst other things. My hon.
friend as a member of the Church of
England knows better than I -for I am
not a'member of it-that these are not
questions which generally cone up in
matters of this kind ; thèv are not the
questions in connection with which, for
instance, Mr. Green is now in jail in
England.

HON. MR. ALLAN-If my hon. friend
will pardon me I would say that in the
history of the Church in our own part of
the world I am not aware of a single
case

HON. MR. DICKEY-It is hardly
necessary for my hon. friend to repeat the
words of the hon. gentleman who intro-
duced this Bill. I shall come to that in a
moment My hon. friend. tries to keep
out of view of this House that it is not
intended to provide particularly against
scandalous conduct-which is seldom met
with-but rather to guard against prac-
tices which are proposed to be intro-
duced into the Northwest in order that
ministers there may be under the thumb
of the bishop of the Diocese, who would
have the whole regulation, after all, of
these Synods. Now in answering my
hon. friend who introduced this Bill, I
might remind the House that that hon.
gentleman has changed his views most
mysteriously within a few days. When I
brought this matter before the House on a
previous occasion the hon. gentleman said
he sympathized with the views I ex-
pressed, and that he expected the Bill
would come back with an amendment;
but the hon. gentleman has been pretty

HON MR. ALLAN.

well coached in this matter, and now tells
us he is supported not by any legislation
of this Parliament, but by a couple of
laws of Old Canada. Now I think that
any person who can recall the circurn-
stances connected with the condition of
the churches of the old Province, will
recollect that matters affecting those
churches were dealt with in a very gin-
gerly fashion altogether. In those days
the various denominations got pretty nuch
what they asked from Parliament, but we
are now for the first time called upon to
establish a precedent which will be gen-
erally applicable, for I repeat again it has
been decided that all denominations of
Christians in this land stand upon the
sanie footing. I do not oppose this Bill
because it emanates from t1ie Church of
England; I do so on principle, and it
would be the same from whatever body it
might have come. Now, my hon. friend
says that this is against appeal to the law
of the land, forsooth, and that it only
affords facilities for knowing whether they
have contravened, not the laws of the
Church of England, but those of the
Synod of the Diocese of Saskatchewan.
That is what they have no power to
appeal from, and it is throwing dust in
our eyes to say that they may appeal if
they have contravened any regu-
lation which that Synod chooses to
establish, for it is not the case.
And if they were to apply before any court
or any tribunal to ask that they should be
protected they would be laughed at, be-
cause they would have gone into that
church with a legislative position, under
which they can be deprived and deposed
at pleasure. And the question is not
whether they have contravened the laws
or practices of the church of England, but
whether they h'ave contravened the deci-
sions of this church court, which we are
now, for the first time, to establish. This
is an answer I make to my hon. friend
who has just sat down. He says it is a
Bill to regulate their own matters. Of
course it is: they are given most extensive
powers in this Bill to regulate their own
affairs, but when they deprive a man of
his living and tell him he must do so and
so or not remain in the diocese, he is
without protection if you pass this Bill in
its present shape. All these precedents
from old Canada ought to be ,removed
from our consideration. Under these cir-
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cumstances, I think my hon. friend should
have adhered to his first views, given these
facts a favorable consideration, and struck
these objectionable features from the Bill.
]But as he has not done so, I must ask the
House to adopt the motion.

HON. MR. WARK-We are now about
to establish a precedent which will apply
to all denominations if they think proper
to come to Parliament for power to ap-
Point and depose ministers, to enforce
their discipline and regulate their .doc-
trines. There will be no end to the appli-
cations to Parliament for such legislation.
I think we ought to treat all religious
bodies in this country as voluntary organ-
isations which men enter voluntarily but
under the obligation of complying with all
the laws which have been enacted for the
management of their own affairs, their
doctrine and discipline, and the mode of
appointing their ministers and what ren-
ders them liable to deposition. There-
fore, I think the hon. member from Am-
herst has very properly called the atten-
tion of the House to this matter. We
must be prepared to either carry his
amendment or to receive applications,
from other denominations in this country,
for similarpowers. My hon. friend who has
charge of this Bill would hardly care \to
bring in such a measure from his own
church. That church regulates its affairs
Without legislation at all, and I think
every man who belongs to it, be he
rninister or layman, is bound by the laws
Which the higher court of that church
enacts or take the consequence of dis-
Obeying them. Therefore, I am disposed
to support the amendment, and I think
the House should look carefully before
establishing a precedent like this. I do not
consider that we are bound by the pre-
cedents of old Canada but we are now
asked to establish a precedent which may
Prove troublesome hereafter.

HoN. MR. SCOTT--I rnay be wrong
but I do not see the serious objections
Which have been pointed out by the Hon.
Senator from Amherst and the hon.
gentlemen who has just sat down to the
continuation of these words in the second
Clause. I look upon it as an incident to
every corporation that it should have the
POwer to manage its own affairs. We give
that powers to corporations every day and

I ask what use would there be to give cor-
porate power at all if they had not the
right to make regulations for the govern-
ment of their own officers and to appoint
or depose them as circumstances warrant.
There is no civil penalty, no penalty by
which they can invoke the law of the
land in the case of any of these parties
disobeying the laws of the Church, but I
consider it necessary that every corpora-
tion, municipal or otherwise shall have the
power of cancelling appointments.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Sup-
pose it is a club.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Many illustrations
come ready to hand-in fact it would be
perfectly impossible to work a corporation
if there was not power to appoint and de-
pose officers. They cannot adopt any
regulations which contravenes the law of
the land, nor is there any penalty attach-
ing to a violation of these regulations, other
than the natural penalty for disobedience.
When a man becomes a member of an
organization he must obey its rules, other-
wise corporations would not exist. As to
this being a new feature of our legislation,
I do not consider it is; I consider it inci-
dental to the existence of all corporations.
The act of Parliament does not make it
stronger, only it is better to have it laid
down in an act of Parliament what power
you give to corporations.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-In my
humble judgement the hon. Senator from
Amherst has not made out his case. He
has spoken very warmly-at least for
him-respecting a so called church court.
That would raise the question that there
is some power in this ecclessiastical con-
pany which does not appear in the Bill.
What the hon. gentleman dignifies by the
name of a church court is really a synod
brought together by putting in practice the
elective principle. I do not see on what
other principle you can govern a body of
Christians in a diocese of the North West,
or any other diocese, for that matter. It
seems to me that without the power to
depose contumacious clergymen or other
officers, if necessary, it would be a body
without discipline of any sort. I cannot
see that there is any valid objection to
the words which it is sought to expunge.
If I could see the force of the hon gentle-
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man's arguments, I certainly am not
willing to establish anything like ecclesias-
tical tyranny in the North West, or any-
where else. Hon. gentlemen may perhaps
recollect, or at all events may have read
what occured in the Church of England
some fifty years ago, what were described
by one of the satirists of those days, Mr.
Sydney Smith, as persecuting bishops.
Those bishops were written down by no
more formidable weapons than the point
of Sidney Smith's pen, and I think the
press of the North West would be willing
to give its aid against tyranny on the part
of any ecclesiastical body whatever. To
me it seems that what my hon. friend calls
an "ecclesiastical court" is neither more
nor less than such à synod as we require
to have in every well organized ecclesi-
astical district His allusion to the case
which occurred in England does not bear
strictly on this matter. That gentleman,
the Rev. Mr. Green, has no doubt at-
tracted a great deal of sympathy from all
ranks and denominations of Christians,
and no one with a rightly constituted mind
can fail to regret seeing a gentleman of
learningand piety immured in a dungeon;
but when you come to consider that that
gentleman could at any time have un-
locked his doors and come forth a free
man I think our sympathy will very
soon vanish. The instance I think is not
at all in point; therefore I find no diffi-
culty in voting against the amendment.

The House divided on the amendment,
which was rejected by the following vote:

CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
Archibald, Leonard,
Boyd, McClelan,
Dickey, McKay,
Flint, McMaster,
Girard, Macdonald,
Glasier, Montgomery,
Grant, Read,
Hamilton (Kingston), Skead,
Hope, . Wark.-18.

NON-CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
Aikins, Kaulbach,
Allan, Lewin,
Almon, McInnes,
Bellerose, MacInnes,
Benson, Macpherson,
Botsford, Muirhead,
Campbell (Sir Alex.), Odell,

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE.

Carvell,
Chaffers,
Chapais,
Cormier,
Dever,
Haythorne,
Howlan,

The Bill

Power,
Scott,
Simpson,
Smith,
Sutherland,
Trudel,
Vidal.-28.

was then read the third time.

On the passing of the Bill.

HON. MR. VIDAL said-Before the
passage of the Bill I am in a position to
satisfy the scruples of hon. gentlemen who
think we are falling bac? on the legislation
of the old Parliament of Canada. In 1871
the Dominion Parliament re-enacted the
very objzctionable words which this day
have beeti found fault with, in the meas-
ure extending to the Province of New
Brunswick the Act of the Legislature of
the late Province of Canada concerning
the Synod of the Church of England in
Canada, so that we have Dominion au-
thority as well as precedents prior to con-
federation.

The Bill then passed.

AMERICAN TELEGRAPH AND
CABLE COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY moved concur-
rence in the amendments proposed by the
Select Standing Committee on Railways,
Telegraphs and Harbors to Bill (17)
" An Act to incorporate the Ameri-
can Telegraph and Cable Com-
pany " He said :-In doing so I am
afraid I shall shock the sensibilities
of my hop. friend who has last spoken
by demonstrating that the Parliament of
Canada sometimes show themselves wiser
to-day than they were yesterday, and
refuse to be guided by precedents which
are objectionable. The first amendment
of any consequence, except the verbal
amendments, is that in which the power
to acquire from and lease and sub-let to
any other company, these submarine
cables and lines, has been struck out of
the Bill. The very important principle
of amalgamation was adopted in former
legislation so recently as 188o and 1881;
but the Committee agreed, and I hope the
House will aree also, to strike out that
part of the Bill. A clause is added for

and CaUe Company.
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the protection of the public by limiting
the rate which can be charged for messages.
Another clause of importance is one re-
quiring the Company to deposit with the
Secretary of State a copy of its charter
before commencing business in Canada.
The other amendments are merely verbal.

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

The Senate adjourned at 4.50 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, April 12th, 1882.

The Speaker took the Chair at
o'clock. p.m.

eight

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE BLOCK SYSTEM.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. DICKEY inquired,

Whether it is the intention of the Railway
Department to introduce the block system or
sonie modification thereof, with a view of
preventing disasters such as have recently
happened on the Intercolonial Railway?

hours and stated times ; but in the case
of special trains, such as these were,
it is hopeless to imagine for a
moment that there is no danger of
a collision. In the first case the station-
master at Windsor Junction was com-
mitted for manslaughter, but the result of
the inquiry was that the man was dis-
charged ; so that the fault seems to have
been laid to the system and not so much
to the station-master. In the last case
there appears to have been no excuse
whatever except the want of some system
which prevents a train from leaving one
station before it is known that the track
is clear, and running on recklessly to an-
other. When my hon. friend answers
this question he may explain to us why
the train was not stopped by the sema-
phore before it got to the station. It is
with, a view to the safety of life among
passengers and of the prbperty of the
Government of the country that I make
this inquiry, and, therefore, I need not
apologize to the House in any way for
putting the question as I have done.
On a former occasion, about a year ago,
I called attention to this matter and stated
that accidents had occurred and doubtless
would occur again unless something was
done to change the system. I was told
that it would be done. I will not antici-
pate the answer to my inquiry, but I cer-
tainly predict that if this system of reck-

He said :-The accidents to which more lessly running trains between stations be
particular reference is made here, are those continued, my hon. friend may expect
two which"have occurred within the past to hear of sinilar accidents hereafter.
few weeks; the first being a collision
which took place near Windsor Junction, HON. MR. IOWER-Before the hon.
on ,the Intercolonial Railway, and the Minister of Inland Revenue answers the
second at Grand Lake, both of which question asked by the bon. gentleman
would have been prevented had the block from Amherst, 1 suppose that it is not
.system, or some modification of it, as out of order to cati attention to anything
practised in England, been in force. The which may he calculated to give clearer
last case was that of the telescoping of a ideas as to the causes of the two recent
train standing at a station, another train disasters on the Intercolonial Railway, to
coming up without any notice that it was which that lon. gentleman has referred.
there, and being allowed to pass from one I think that the hon. gentleman from
station to another until the collision Amherst has conferred a great obligation
occurred. If there be any virtue in a on the House, and the country as well, by
system which prevents such accidents as having on two occasions called attention
that in the ordinary traffic on a raihyay, to the necessity that exists for some
the force of it is intensified when you alteration in the manner of running trains
apply it to special trains. In the latter on the Intercolonial railway. There may
case both were special trains. Now, be different opinions as to what the best
there may be some hope of trains not col- remedy is, but there can be no doubt as to
liding where one or both of them may be the wisdom and propriety of calling the
regular trains, because they have their attention of the Government and Parlia-
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ment to the mishaps that have taken place.
I venture to suggest, with reference to the
first accident at Windsor Junction, through
the collision of two trains running in op-
posite directions-and by which an old
public servant lost his life-that there is
another way to prevent accidents of that
sort without resorting to the system pro-
posed by the hon. gentleman from Am-
herst. The evidence in that case showed
that these trains were controlled by what
are called " detention orders." There
were no orders given to the oflicers of the
trains, but orders were telegraphed to cer-
tain stations on the Intercolonial. In
this case orders were telegraphed from
Truro to Windsor Junction to detain train
No. 13 or No. 15, as the case may have
been. It was first thought that the officer at
Windsor Junction had made a mistake
and had detained the wrong train. It
happened that one train had been cancelled
that day, and it was thought he had de-
tained the wrong train ; but subsequently
in the course of the investigation, or after
it had closed, it appeared that some mis-
take had been made by the telegraph
operator at Truro in sending the message.
Now I believe the opinion of railway men
is that these " detention orders " are
wrong, and that trains managed by this
system are greatly exposed to the danger of
collision. It is not the first time that col-
lisions have occurred in that way, and prac-
tical men consider that the proper way to
control running trains, where two trains
have to cross one another, is by i5suing

,cross orders to the officers of the trains.
The conductor of one train gets an order
to cross the other train at a certain
station, and a duplicate of the same order
is given to the conductor of the other train.
It is the duty of the conductor of each
train to shew his order to his driver, and
if this is done collision is practically imi-
possible, because the officers of the two
trains know the exact station at which
they are to nieet, and there is no chance
for a mistake such as that which led to
the disaster at Windsor Junction. I
would suggest that it would be a
very desirable improvement in the manner
of running trains on the Intercolonial
Railway if these cross *orders were
universally substituted for deten-
tion orders. Detention orders are
only used in certain cases, and I think
it would be muth better if they were donc

away with altogether. Then as to the
recent accident at Grand Lake, which
resulted in the death of an old and
valuable officer-one of the best known
men and most efficient conductors on the
Intercolonial,-the evidence taken at the
inquest in that case goes to show that the
immediate· cause of the accident was
neglect on the part of the conductor, as I
understand it, himself to comply with the
rules of the railway. He neglected to
send a man out to the rear of his train, as
he should have done, with a signal to
prevent the train following him from run-
ning into his. But while it is true that
that was the immediate cause of the acci-
dent, the substantial cause behind all that
was the fact that this conductor was
overworked. He had already done his
regular duty, and was worn out through
want of sleep, and at the time he left
Truro he declared that he could not keep
awake; and the evidence shows that at
the time the accident occurred, or im-
mediately before it, this conductor was
asleep. In fact, L believe the evidence
proves that he was not awake all the way
from Truro down to the place where the
accident happened, and the persons who
are really responsible for the death of this
man and for the wrecking of public pro-
perty are those who sent a worn out and
jaded officer to do work that he should
not have been asked to perform. L think
the deduction to be drawn from that is
that the road is under-officered, and that
a desire to be economical, or to seem so,
has led the authorities who control the
road to attempt to earry on the traffic with
too small a staff. Such economy as that
is very unwise in the long run.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-My hon.
friend who has just addressed the House
should bear in mind that, while these
two accidents on the Intercolonial Rail-
way have been very unfortunate, probably
there is no other road on this continent
that during the last fifteen months has
been run with more care, or with greater
safety to life and property. With the
exception of these two accidents that
singularly followed one another within a
very brief space of time, I think it may
be said that for the last fifteen months
probably not a dollar's worth of property
has been destroyed on that entire line,
and this shows a degree of efficiency and

HON. MR. POWER.

Bystem.[SENATE.]



[APRIL 12, 1882.]

care in the running of the road which
indicates that so far from the road, being
as my hon. friend states, under-officered,
the work of the railway has been carried
On efficiently and well. It is true that in
the last sad accident a valuable officer's
life was lost. I knew that man very well;
I had known him for many years, and he
was an extremely careful man-I believe
Perhaps the last man that would have
allowed himself to be -overworked. I
venture to say that conducter Geldert
when he took charge of that train did so
of his own free will, and that he would not
have taken upon himself a responsibility
to which he was unequal. It is certainly
Unfortunate that his life was lost, but it
Imust be remembered that he was guilty of
a great deal of carelessness in allowing
his train to be caught as it was, and
certainly no charge could be made against
the Department in reference to the loss of
life that occurred there.

In the other instance, it did appear, at
the first blush, that the 'Ynan, who was a
very valuable officer, had been guilty of
leglect in giving the wrong number of
the train that he was ordered to stop, but
it subsequently came out· and was shown
that it was the fault of the train despatcher
in Truro, by some mingling of figures
there, and poor Harris was innocently
the cause of the loss of life. Certainly if
anything can be done to ensure greater
safety in -the running of trains, I am
Satisfied that it will be done by those who
are managing the road in a satisfactory
and economical way, and are doing a
larger amount of business with a smaller
loss of life and injury to property than any
any other line on the continent

HON. MR. AIKINS-I was not familiar
With the facts as they have been brought
before the House. I communicated with
the Minister of Railways in connection
With this question and have got his
answer. The last accident occurred in
cOnsequence of the negligence of the con-
ductor. The train was out of time, the
rails were covered with ice and he failed
to make as goôd time as he would have
Made under other circumstances. He fell
asleep, and the accident occurred and was
attended with loss of life. It is quite
Possible that he may have felt overworked
and fallen asleep; the train despatcher
rnay have been negligent, and hence the

loss of life occurred. What my hon.
friend has said is true ; I think the acci-
dents on the Intercolonial Railway during
the last year, or eighteen months back,
have been fewer than on any other line of
equal length in Canada, or, I believe, in
the United States. Take the Grand Trunk
Railway, which is well managed ; no
penny-wise and pound foolish system pre-
vails there, and yet we find accidents occur
on that line occasionally, as also on the
Great Western, one of the best managed
roads in the Dominion, and the Canada
Southern. Therefore, I think that acci-
dents occurring on the Intercolonial Rail-
way, however much we may regret the
loss of life and destruction of property
resulting from it, would seem to be almost
inevitable. In answer to the question, the
Minister of Railways informs me that it is
not the intention to introduce the block
system. The fact is, the system which
prevails in England, does not appear to be
well adapted to this country, or, if
adapted, has not been practised. In the
United States, where railways are managed
as economically and efficiently as in any
other country, the block system does not
prevail. While train despatchers, or con-
ductors, or brakesmen, or switchmen are
careless, accidents will occur, but I do not
think they have occurred as frequently on
the Intercolonial as upon other railways of
the Dominion., As I have intimated, it is
not the intention to change the present
system, but the greatest care will be taken
to see that human life is not endangered
in any way. As far as possible safety will
be ensured, by the employment of officers
in whom the greatest confidence can be
placed.

HON. MP. DICKEY-I would not
have found it necessary to say another
word, only it has been unnecessarily as-
sumed that I made an attack on the
Minister of Railways. He has been most
quixotically defended here, while nothing
fell from me which could be construed
into an attack upon him. I am quite
prepared to state that the Intercolonial
Railway is as free from accidents as any
line that I know of on this continent. I
am afraid I cannot say much in favor of
the railways in the United States, which
my hon. friend proposes as our model,
for in that country we find more reckless
running of trains than in Canada. I wish
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to advert to the excuse made in one in-
stance, that the accident was due to the
negligence of the conductor. What I
want to impress on the Government and
on the House is that it is the fault of the
system, and not of the Minister of Rail-
ways, who manages the line by the best
lights he has, nor of the conductors, who
get their orders, and who are but men-it
is the fault of the system. If the block
system, or some modification of it, had
been in force, the effect would have been
just this-that the negligence of the con-
ductor, or signal men, or others, could not
have produced an accident, because the
train could not have left the station until
it was ascertained that the road was clear
to the next station. Under the present
system the safety of life and property de-
pends upon the sending out of a man with
a red lantern ; and if it is not changed, I
am sorry to say I will be prepared to hear
of accidents in the future; and it is a mer-
ciful Providence that there have been so
few in the past.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-The Min-
ister of Inland Revenue, who replied to
my hon. friend from Amherst, and one or
two who preceded him, claimed for the
Intercolonial Railway a remarkable free-
dom from accidents. That is a matter
for congratulation, and reflects no little
credit on the management of the road ;
but that is not the question which this
inquiry raises : the question is, whether
the two accidents which have occurred
could have been prevented by some dif-
ferent system. If this debate has not had
the effect of bringing that question before
the House, it is practically useless to all
intents and purposes. I must say,
to my judgment the hon. Senator
from Amherst made out a case for
a change on the Intercolonial
Railway, notwithstanding the comparative
rareity of accidents on that line; and I
hope the Government will see that they
are not chargeable with some tremendous
accidents which might be prevented by
the adoption of the block system in time.

HON. MR. FERRIER-So far as the
Grand Trunk Railway is concerned, Mr.
Spicer, who has charge of the entire run-
ning of trains from one end of the line to
the other, visited England last year and
gave special attention to the block system

HON. MR. Diexzy.

of running trains. .I heard him say on his
return, in conversation, that he preferred
our mode-that he did not see in their
system anything that was equal to ours,
and he would not alter the present mode
of conducting the Grand Trunk Railway,
which, I believe, is precisely the same as
that of the Intercolonial.

HON. MR. AIKINS-Just the sane.

HON. MR. FERRIER-Had I known
that this discussion would take place this
evening I would have got Mr. Spicer's
opinion in writing, because, as I have said,
he gave special attention to the subject if
England, and his opinion is that our systef
is better than their's.

HON. MR. McCLELAN-It is of
very great importance that sone
system should be devised by which these
serious accidents to life and property can
be prevented in some way. I rise more
particularly to refer to a remark which fell
from the Minister of Inland Revenue
regarding the introduction of the block
system into America. With all due
deference, I beg to say that he must be
mistaken in supposing that it has not been
adopted in the United States. I ani
certain that it is in practice on the Penn-
sylvania Railway, and a few other
roads, so far as I am informed,
it has worked admirably and re-
sulted in the saving of life and property.
I am very glad, indeed, that this subject
has been brought so prominently to the
attention of the country and the Govern-
ment, as it has been by this inquiry. My
impression is that although we hear of
dreadful accidents resulting in loss of
property and sometimes loss of life, yet on
all lines of railways many accidents are
never heard of by the public. From what
I have noticed in travelling about the
country, in the United States particularly,
the policy prevails to conceal the
number of accidents, and a great many of
then are not made public at all. There-
fore I am very glad that the subject has
been brought forward, because it is one
of momentous importance. If the Min-
ister of Railways will examine the matter,
he may discover the merits of the block
system and find it desirable.

HON. MR. AIKINS-I may be mis-
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taken about the adoption of the block
SYstem in the United States, but my im-
Pression is it does not prevail there
generally.

ION. MR. FERRIER-I have not
heard of its iintroduction at all. How
long has it prevailed on the Pennsylvania
Central ?

HON. MR. McCLELAN-More than
twO years.

HON. MR. FERRIER- I am surprised
to hear it.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (87), " An Act respecting a certain
agreement between the Canadian Securi-
ties Company and the liquidators of the
Consolidated Bank of Canada."-(Mr.
Ryan.)

Bill (81), " An Act relating to the
Canada Southern Bridge Company."-
(Mr. D. MacInnes.)

Bill (30), "An Act to empower the
Ottawa Agricultural Insurance Company
to wind up their affairs and to relinquish
their charter, and to provide for the dis-
8olution of the said Company."-(Mr.
Skead.)

Bill (71), "An Act to amend the Act
Of the late Province of Canada, intituled :
' An Act to incorporate the managers of
the Ministers' Widows and Orphans Fund
Of the Synod of the Presbyterian Church
Of Canada, in connection with the Church
Of Scotland,' and amendments thereto."-
(Mr. Wark.)

Bill (64), " An Act respecting Queen's
College at Kingston."-(Mr. Dickey.)

Bill (67), " An Act to incorporate the
Niagara Peninsula Bridge Company."-
(Mr. Macfarlane.)

Bill (86>, "An Act to amend the Act
incorporating the Pontiac Pacific Junction
Railway Company, and to authorize the
said Company to erect a bridge across
the Ottawa River."-(Mr. Skead.)

Bill (68), " An Act further to amend
the Act incorporating the Souris and
Rocky Mountain Railway Company."-
(Mr. Sutherland.)

Bill (76), " An Act to amend the Aci
to incorporate the South Saskatchewar

Valley Railway Company." - (Mr. D.
MacInnes.)

Bill (R), " An Act to regulate the em-
ployment of labor in Workshops, Mills
and Factories, and for other purposes."-
(Mr. Aikins.)

EDISON ELECTRIC LIGHT CO.'S
BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE moved con-
currence in the amendments made by the
Committee on Standing Orders and Private
Bills to Bill (46), " An Act to incorporate
the Edison Electric Light Company of
Canada."

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

AMERICAN ELECTRIC LIGHT
COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE moved con-
currence in the amendments made by the
Committee on Standing Orders and Pri-
vate Bills to Bill (79), " An Act to incor-
porate the American Electric Light Com-
pany of Canada."

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

STADACONA INSURANCE
% PANY'S BILL.

COM-

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. PELLETIER moved the
second reading of Bill (6), "An Act to
amend and extend the Act to empower the
Stadacona Fire and Life Insurance Com-
pany to relinquish their charter and to
provide for the winding up of their affairs."
He said: The Stadacona Fire and Life
Insurance Company has been in liquida-
tion for over two years. By the Act 43rd
Victoria that company was empowered to
wind up its affairs and relinquish its
charter. By the same Act liquidators
were appointed and they are now ready to
wind up and to pay dividends, but some
claims have not been fyled and are still
pending, and this Bill provides that all
claims not fyled within a year will be con-
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sidered abandoned. The measure was
fully discussed in the House of Commons,
and was referred to a Special Committee
of members of the legal profession, whose
report was adopted by the House, and the
Bill passed. Therefore, I do not expect
that it will be opposed here.

HON. MR. AIKINS-There is one
clause in the Bill which seems rather
extraordinary-that with reference to the
distribution of the property. It provides
that any dividend not claimed within a
year shall be forfeited. It strikes me as
an extraordinary provision, and I call
attention to it now so that when it cornes
before the Committee it can be amended.

HON. MR. PELLETIER-If the claims
were allowed to stand, there could be no
final closing of the affairs of the Company.
I believe this principle has been adopted
in the Bill introduced by the hon. the
Minister of Justice respecting Insolvent
Banks and Insurance Companies. If the
hon. the Minister of Inland Revenue will
look at the 66th clause of that measure he
will see that the principle is the same. In
the one case the judges are empowered to
fix a a day for the presenting of claims,
while the period fixed in this Bill is one
year.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I think a Bill
was passed in the Province of Quebec
providing that those funds coming from
the liquidator should be deposited in the
hands of the provincial treasurel; and re-
main there.

HON. MR. AIKINS-I can understand
that the question of civil rights cornes up.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I think it is ac-
cording to the spirit of the law, because,
if those dividends are not claimed, they
belong to the State-to the Government.

HON. MR. PELLETIER-Not at all;
they belong to the Company.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-No, the point is
this : that these dividends, being the
property of private individuals, if not
claimed, fall within the domain of prop-
erty unclaimed, and belong to the State.
When I first read that clause of the Bill
it struck me, and I am willing to agree

HON. MR. PELLETIER.

with my hon. friend in this-that it is per-
haps more in the interest of the sharehold-
ers ; but that does not affect the question
as to whether it is sound legislation. It
strikes me that this is already provided
for by a local Act ; and further, that it is
not strictly within the spirit of the general
legislation of the country. These I think
are strong objections to it.

HON. MR. PELLETIER-I do not
forget that such legislation has been pass-
ed in the Province of Quebec, and in this
Bill we provide against that. The second
clause is exactly to that effect ; it reads

"2. Notwithstanding anything contained
in section eight of the Act above cited, cred-
itors who are unknown, have disappeared,
are unrepresented or are not to be found, and
who have not, either personally or by attor-
ney, preferred their claini to the Company,
either for dividend or otherwise, within the
aforesaid term of one year, shall be held to
have abandoned the same, and to have re-
nounced their right to any future dividend,
and the final liquidation of the affairs of the
Company shall be proceeded with as though
suchpersons or such claims had never
existd.

It is just that we should not be obliged to
comply with the provisions of the Act of
the Province of Quebec that we corne to
this Parliament and ask that a final term
be fixed within which to fyle these claims.
If such claims were allowed to be delayed
for an unlimited time, no one could say
when they would be made, and the Com-
pany would not be able to wind up its
affairs. It is just to provide against such
a difficulty that we ask for a limit as to
time; but I believe this will be fully con-
sidered in the committee.

HON. MR. AIKINS-There is no ob-
jection to its going to the committee. The
first clause makes provision for the pre-
ferring of claims within a certain time, and
this is not objectionable ; but to say that
because a dividend has not been asked for
within twelve months the stockholders
shall be deprived of it, seems to me rather
extraordinary. However, it will be re-
ferred to the committee, and we can deal
with it there.

HoN. MR. POWER-Has my hon.
friend's attention been called to the ques-
tion as to whether we have the right to
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deal with this matter, or whether House go into Committee of the Whole
it is not a question affecting pro- on Bill (9), " An Act concerning marriage
Perty and civil rights procedure in with a deceased wife's sister."
Several cases, and whether it does not
come under the jurisdiction of the Legis- HON. MR. BELLEROSE moved in
lature of Quebec ? It strikes me very amendment :
forcibly it does, and I think it might be a

" That the said Commiittee be instructed to
amend the said Bill by leaving out the first

Wise course for the hon. mover of this section thereof, and inserting instead the
Bill to refer the matter to the, Supreme 1 following : Ever marriage contracted in any

h r t . Province of the Dominion of Canada, accord.Court, in order to get their opinion on the ing to the laws of such Province shall be
subject deemed good and legal in all the other Pro-

vinces of the Dominion of Canada.'"
HON. MR. BUREAU-I think there

is no difficulty about that point: there is
concurrent jurisdiction ; they have power
In Quebec and we have power here to
deal with these bills. Different provinces
are interested in them, so the matter
mfust come under our authority.

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

The Senate adjourned at 9.05 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, April 13th, 1882.

The Speaker took the Chair at three
o'clock, p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (S), " An Act to define the right
certain cases to assault, kill or wound

certain prisoners."-(Sir Alex. CampbeIl)
Bill (T), " An Act to remove certain

doubts as to the effect of the North-West
Territories Act of i88o, and to amend the
samne."-(Sir Alex. Campbell.)

Bill (U), " An Act to amend the Acts
respecting the Militia and Defence of the
Dominion of Canada."-(Sir Alex. Camp-
bell.)

EpCEASED WIFE'S SISTER MAR-
RIAGE BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

lION, MR. FERRIER moved that the

He said: This clause which I propose
is in accordance with the arrangements
made at the time of Confederation between
the delegates of the different Provinces
then to be united. I should not refer to
the declaration, which the hon. the
Minister of Justice himself admitted the
other day to be one made in the name
of the then Government of Canada ;
neither would it be necessary that I
should refer to the language of the
declaration itself, or of the gentleman
who made that declaration for the
Government of the day, when he said
that the arrangement was the same as that
come to at the Quebec Conference bet-
ween the delegates of the several Pro-
vinces. However, as some hon. gentle-
men might prefer to have the words them-
selves, I shall quote them :

" Hon. Sol. Gen. LANGEviN-I made, Mr.
Speaker, the other day in the name of the
Government, the declaration now alluded to
by the hon. member for Montmorency relative
to the question of marriage. The explana-
tion then ven by me exactly accords with
that which was affixed to it at the Quebec
Conference."

And the declaration is in these words a
" The word marriage lias been placed in

thp draft of the roposed Constitution to
invest the Federal arliament with the right
of declaring what marriages shall be held
and deemed to be valid throughout the whole
extent of the Confederacy without, however,
interfering in any particular with the doctrines
or rites of the rehigious creeds to which the
contracting parties may belong."'

Such is the declaration which was
made at the time in the name of the dele-
gates and of the Canadian Government,
and it was made because "of some objee-
tions which had been raised as to the ex.
tent of the general powers as to marriage
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given to the Federal Government. I
shall now read what the objections were.
Mr. Dorion asked: " Is the General
" Government to be at liberty to set aside
"all that we have been in the habit of
"doing in Lower Canada in this respect ?
"Will the General Government have the
" power to determine the degree of
"relationship and the age beyond

which parties may marry, as well
"as the consent which will be re-
"quired to make a marriage valid. Will
"all these questions be left to the General

Government ? If so, it willhave the
"power to upset one of the most important
"portions of our civil code, and one affect-
"ing, more than any other, all classes of
"society ; the adoption, for instance, of the

English rule whereby females at the age
of twelve and males at the age of four-

" teen, can contract a valid marriage with-
" out the consent of parents, tutors or
" guardians, would be looked to by the
"mass of the people of Lower Canada as a
"most objectionable innovation in our
"laws, as would also any provision to allow
"such marriages to take place before any
" common magistratewithout any formality
" whatsoever. Yet is there no danger that
"such measures might be carried, when
"you see the different feelings existing on
"these questions among the people of the
C different provinces ?"

That was one of the objections, and the
other was in these words :

" I would ask the hon. premier, for in-
stance, whether the Federal Government has
not the power to enact that marriage is a
civil contract?"

That question was asked by the Hon.
Mr. Olivier, who was a Senator some
çight or nine years ago, of the Premier,
who was Sir Etienne Paschal Taché. Sir
Hector Langevin answers in the name of
the Government in the words I have
already quoted and the Premier, the Hon.
Mr. Taché, replies :

" The word 'miarriage' has been inserted
to give the General Legislature the right to
decide what form of marriage will be legal in

of the delegates of the different Provinces
to be united, as to the interpretation of
these words. Now I ask whether we
should in this Parliament undertake to
legislate on a question which according
to this declaration it was intended to
reserve for the local legislatures. It
seems to me that the delegates and
the members of the Government who
pledged their honor to carry out the
interpretation of these words are bound
to abide by that interpretation now. There
is a difficulty in the construction of
the Act as is shown in the judge-
ment of the Lords of the Privy Council
in the case of the Citizens' Insurance
Company. When they refer to these two
sub-sections of the Act they say :-

'Marriage is certainly a general terrn and
the solemnization of marriage cornes under
that. It could not have been the intention
that a confiet should exist. Now, there is a
conflet in this way, that solemnization is con-
tained in the other word, and in order to pre-
vent such a result, the language of the two
sections nust be read together, and that of
the one interpreted, and, where necessary,
nodified by that of the other."

Under the circumstances, as men of
honor, on whom the country relies, I
expect that those who were members of
the Government at that time, and those
who were delegates of the Conference,
will keep faith with the people of the
Province of Quebec, and legislate in ac-
cordance with the promises that were then
made by them and in their name. I say
that no one who will view this question
will deny that this Bill is ultra vires. By
the Confederation Act, the solemnization
of marriage is reserved to the local
legislatures. What is the solemnization
of marriage ? Will any one deny that it
means all things, directly or indirectly,
connected with the celebration of mar-
riage; and will any one deny that an
impediment which would be sufficient to
annul a marriage contract, is included in
that phrase? Will any one say that an im-
pediment is not a part of the celebration ?
Suppose a man marries his sister-in-law
in the Province of Quebec: under the

all parts of the Confederation, without in any existlng law, there is no marriage. The
way interfering with the rules and prescrip- impediment is such that it prevents the
tions of the church to which the contracting civil contract from being a contract, and,
parties belong." consequently, it prevents the celebration

Here we havé two ministers, one in each of marriage. If it does, then h is part of
House, stating that they spoke in the the celebration 0f marriage, and fahîs
namne of the Government and in the name under the 92nd section of the British
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North America Act, which reserves the relied for thirty years, that I was unable
solemnization of marriage to the local to do justice to the subject; I feit broken
legislatures. No one who looks at the down when I saw the Minister of justice
question fairly and seriously can fail to -who two minutes before had admitted
cone to that conclusion. If you make a that he was bound by the declaration of
contract, notwithstanding this impediment, his colleague-rise and vote to violate
the contract is null. I call the impedi- that understanding which had been ar-
Ment a prohibition. Let us take the rived at )rior to Confederation. Under
question of banns, which was alluded to'the circumstances it is my duty to ask of
the other day. 'Fhere are Provinces in the delegates and the members of the
this Confederation where the marriage Government of that day--those who were
contract is null if there are no banns! then bringing about Confederation, and
called at the church the Sunday before the in whose name Mr. Langevin spoke when
contract is signed. That is a prohibition, he made that declaration--to vote against
and would it not therefore come under this measure. Fifteen years have passed
the description "solemnization of mar- since those words were spoken, and the
riage ?" As an hon. gentleman on the declaration which they conveyed has neyer
other side admitted the other day, it is a tilI now been questioned. It is too late
Prohibition, and must be reserved to the now to sav that it is not binding. 'here-
local legislatures. Now, if this prohibi- fore I consider it my duty to ask that
tion falls under the jurisdiction 6f the when we are legislating we shah do so in
local authorities, why would not the other accordance with the spirit of the constitu-
Prohibition, which is similar in character- tion. The hon. gentleman who has charge
that of marrying a sister-in-law ? There of this Bil says he knew the case of a
are seven or eight of those impediments man who had been married in Kingston,
under the law of the Province of Quebec-- Ontario, and whose marriage was
lot merely ecclesiastical impediments - nuli and void in the Province
I arm not speaking of marriage now of Quebec. I say that is not right; we
as a religious rite, but I speak of it are one peolle-one Dominion-and
as a civil contract. By the code of the marriages which are legal in one province
Province of Quebec we have seven im- should be valid in every other portion of
Pediments or prohibitions to marriage, the Dominion. It is easy to seule that
amnongst which are the calling of banns, difficulty, and I ask to amend this Bil,
consanguinity and others. Can this Parlia- which in its presentshape is unconsti-
rnentdealwiththem? Assuredlynot;because tutional, in such a way as to carry out the
when a marriage is contrary to these pro- intention of those who framed the British
hibitions, the contract is null and void: North America Act. If I could believe
therefore it is part of the celebration of that Si John Macdonald and the present
marriage, with which the Dominion Par- Minister of justice intended to deceive
liament has nothing to do. I contend the people of the Province of Quebec at
that the argument is unanswerable. the time of Confederation, I should -be
There are 78 articles in the Civil Code obliged to search the English dictionary
referring to Marriage, and if you pass this for a word which would convey my mean-
Act you could abrogate them all, because ing without being unparliamentary, and
under them the civil contract of mrigungood ohra h ii otto marriage which I would desire to put on record;
is good or bad. If you touch one there is but I am quite sure that they meant to
no0 reason why you should not destroy stand by their word, and that when they
all the rest; they are all alike, and they crossed the Atlantic they did their best to
either prohibit or permit marriage under faithfully carry out the terms of Union. I
certain conditions, and, as I said before, ask them now, when there is a doubt as to
they come under that phrase, "Solemniza- the jurisdiction of this Parliament in the
tion of Marriage " and should be reserved matter, to do as lawyers invariably do
to the local legislatures. I hope the under similar circurstances, when there is
Hlouse will pardon me if I repeat the argu- a difficulty in construing an Act-try to
Ment Iused in mylast speech on this subject find out the intention of those who framed
but really on that occasion I felt so sore it. We have no difficulty in this case in
at heart, when I found that I had been ascertaining what the intention was. Thedeceived by the men on wiom I had delegates went to England under a solemn
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promise that they would see that the word
" marriage " would not signify anything
more than what was stated by Sir Hector
Langevin, to be its meaning. I
challenge any hon. gentleman to contro-
vert this statement which I have made,
and which I contend is logical and un-
answerable.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No
doubt, my hon. friend from DeLanaudière
(Mr. Bellerose) is logical within a certain
circumference, but I do not think he has
considered the whole case which is now
submitted to this Parliament, or the posi-
tion of this House itself. The hon.
gentleman is no longer speaking to a body
of men representing the former Prov-
ince of Canada: he is speaking
to a body of men representing
the whole Dominion, called together by
virtue of the Act passed by the Imperial
Parliament, which they have as much
right to interpret as we who came from
the old Province of Canada, or we
who were in the Government of
that Province at the time when
the declaration was made, to which he
refers : I conceive that I am here,
not as a member of that Government, not
as representing a particular constituency
in Ontario, but as a member of Parlia-
ment charged with duties which devolve
on me in common with other members
of this body and I have no more right to
place an interpretation on the Act of the
Imperial Parliament which created
Confederation than would any gentleman
have coming from one of the other
Provinces, and -speaking with reference to
an understanding arrived at in the legis-
lature of his Province. Sir Hector Lan-
gevin, no doubt, made the declaration
which has been quoted, and no doubt I
was a member of the same Government
with him, and, therefore, as a rùember of
that Government I was bound by that
declaration, and that undoubtedly was the
view which was taken at the time by the
then Government of Canada as to the
result of the words which were put into
the Act of Parliament. But what was the
view taken in Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick ? If the Act of Parliament
could be governed by those views we
would be obliged to ascertain what in
each case was the view of the various
Provinces. That is where the hon.

gentleman is mistaken, and where I say
he has not sufficiently enlarged the cir-
cumference of his view of the Act of
Parliament. It is true that in construing a
statute you are to be governed by the
intention of those who frame the law; but
thisinterpretation is to be drawn, not from
what they stated, not from any resolution
they may have passed, or any conversation
in the House of Assembly of old Canada, but
from the language of the Act itself and
found within its four corners. That is the
interpretation of the law which must *be
taken, and it is the only safe and true one.
We must, therefore, act as members
representing the whole Dominion, and we
find that this interpretation is not invoked
by members from the Province of Ontario,
but by members coming from the hon.
gentleman's own Province, whilst this mat-
ter was left untouched.by the hon. gentle-
man who had charge of this measure in the
lower branch of the Legislature, it was
left untouched by everybody, and two
years passed away without anything having
been done. From 1867 up to the time
that that hon. gentleman took charge of
this measure two years ago, for ten years,
nobody had made use of the provision
in the Confederation Act for the
present purpose or any kindred one,
and no proposition had been introduced
into the Legislature on the subject. But
when a measure is introduced into Parlia-
ment, and when it is forced upon our
consideration, I am obliged, as a member
of Parliament, to come to an opinion and
a decision upon it. Am I not then, to
the best of my judgment, to decide accord-
ing to law-no matter what may have been
anticipated beforehand, and irrespective
of what may have been anticipated by any
Government of which I was a member ?
Though I might be very glad to be ab-
solved from the necessity of voting
at all, I am bound to exercise
my judgment and discretion, I am bound
to interpret the law, and my interpretation
of it is, that it gives to the Federal Parlia-
ment, and not to the local legislatures,
the right to deal with the subject matter
of the present Bill. Believing that to be
the true interpretation, how can I do any-
thing else than support the right
of Parliament to legislate as is proposed
in this Bill? No matter what may have
been said in 1865, I must vote
according to ,what I believe to be the law

HoN. M. Ba.IosE.
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of the land to-day. That is my answer, and I
an sorry that I should be placed in. the
Position I now occupy, which however, is
shared by my hon. friend who is not now
'tn the House, and who also, was a mem-
ber Of the Government at the time (Mr.
Chapais) He and myself are, I think,
the only two members left in this House
who were members of the Government
of which Mr Langevin was also a member,
and who on our behalf made that declara-
tion in 1865 If that declaration had
been invoked in the former Province o
Canada, if it had been invoked .at the
Quebec 'Conference, if it had been said
before this Act of Parliament was con-
firmed by Great Britain :-" This language
goes further than we anticipated, and it
Was not intended that the power to indicate
Whom a man should marry and whorn he
shoUld not marry should be given to the
General Parliament as you are now doing,
but it was intended it should be left with
the local legislatures;" if that had been
"nvoked then, anterior to the passing of
the Act of Confederation, I should have
Joined heart and hand with the hon.
gentleman, and insisted that the proper
Mode was to give the exact meaning
Which had been placed upon it in the old
Province of Canada. The hon. gentle-
'n'an has just mentioned, and I hear it for
the first time, that Sir Hector Langevin
sPoke of the matter in the Quebec Con-
ference-did I understand the hon.
gentleman aright?

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I will again
read the words of Sir Hector Langevin :-

c Hon. Solicitor-General Langevin. - I
rlade, Mr. Speaker, the other day in the naneof the Government, the declaration now al-ltided to by the honorable member for Mont-orency, relative to the question of marriage-

e explanation then given by me exactiy
accOrds with which that was affixed to it at the
Quebec conference."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
There are several gentlemen here who
Were members of the Quebec conference,
and who can speak as authoratively as I
can uon that point. I have no recollec-
t'on whatever of the matter being discussedbefore the Quebec conference, and I mayaiso add that I had no recollection of
What Sir Hector Langevin said until it was
quoted here. But we are all of us placed
in the Position of being governed by the

Act of the Imperial Parliament which lays
down certain provisions which we are
obliged to carry out. The hon.
gentleman quotes an insurance case, and
says there it was intimated by the judges
that the solemnization of matrimony
touched very closely upon marriage and
divorce. I have read that case, and it is
idle to argue about it; it does not justify
the use which has been made of it by the
hon. gentleman, because, so far as it went
on that subject, the dictum of the judges
was to the effect that if the words "solern-
nization of matrimony " had not been
used, then the words " marriage and
divorce" would have carried the whole
subject into the hands of the general
Parliament, but as the words "solemniza-
tion of matrimony " had been used, then a
division took place: solemnization went
one way, and marriage and divorce the
other. I quite admit, and am grateful
for the kindness with which the hon.
gentleman has alluded to the course, I
have felt it necessary to pursue, and I am
conscious that he is sincere from his point
of view; nevertheless, I am obliged to
discharge my duty, and to adopt the
view which I think to be the legal
one, and in accord with the British
North America Act. I believe that'it has
placed the power to deal with this ques-
tion in the hands of Parliament, and not
in the hands of the local legislatures.
When a bill of this kind comes before the
House, not introduced by me, not of my
seeking in any way, I am obliged to dis-
charge my duty in the premises, and I can
not be influenced in my course by
what may have passed in 1865, but,
must follow my sense of what is the legal
meaning of the Act.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-I rise to
express my thanks to the hon. Minister of
Justice for the lucid and convincing argu-
ment which he has just given to the
House, in reply to the hon. gentleman
who moved this resolution. If the argu-
ment of that hon. gentleman,-that we
should construe the British North America
Act by what was said by a member of the
Government of one of the colonies, irres-
pective of what might have been said by
the administrations of the other colonies,-
where would be the stability of the Act?
I conceive it would be but a rope of sand.
I can remember a case that occurred in
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New Brunswick (the Penitentiaries' Act)
where the Government of that Province!
thought that the construction of the Act
ought to be so and so ; and if the doctrine
which the hon. gentleman has sought to
establish were adopted, it would leave us
without a constitution at all. I have risen
principally to express my thanks for the
very satisfactory statement which has been
made by the hon. Minister of Justice, but
as there may be some doubt still in the
minds of some hon. gentlemen as to his
correctness, I will read the opinions of
some of the ablest lawyers in the
Dominion, whose statements go to con-
firm the expressions used here to-day by
that hon. gentleman. Now, in the first
place I will give the opinion of the late
Minister of Justice, Mr. Blake, who is
considered to be one of the ablest legal
men in this country. Respecting the
construction to be put upon the British
North America Act, h', says:

"I maintain that we have the right clearly
to determine between what parties it shall be
legal to contract marriage and between what
parties it shall not be legal, and to determine
all that for every Province of this Dominion,
but to. determine how a marriage between
persons who can lawfully contract it under
our laws shall be soleninized, it is not within
our power to adjudge. That is disposed of
b Ithe Local Legislature, and therefore, I

ink the motion of my hon. friend from
Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot), is not only unne-
cessary, but is a misinterpretation of the true
meaning and construction of our Constitu-
tion, and I shall certainly vote against it."

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-Will my
hon. friend say who is his good authority?

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-Mr. Blake,
the late Minister of Justice. I believe
also that the present Premier is consid-
ered to be one of the best constitutional
lawyers in the Dominion; I think the
hon. gentleman himself (Mr. Bellerose)
will admit that.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I will ad.
mit this, that lawyers often give ar
opinion in one court, and gain their case
and in another court the same opinion i
not upheld, and they are beaten.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-I am not a
lawyer, but I have no doubt about the
construction of this Act; I have read it ovei
carefully; I have my own common sense

HON. MR. BOTSFORD.

and on thinking it over carefully I can
arrive at no other conclusion than that
above expressed. I do not make use of
any sophistry, and I am not unduly in-
fluenced in any way in expressing my
opinion, but the ternis of the Act seerm
to be so clear that any man of ordinary
understanding and intelligence can con-
strue that portion at all events, of the
British North America Act. Hon. Sir
John Macdonald expresses his opinion in
this way:

"To say what marriage is, who a person
muay marfy, belongs to the Federal Parlia-
ment; the mode of making them man and
wife belongs to the Local Legislature."

That is clear and distinct, and I think
easily understood. Now there was a case
in New Brunswick in 1869, when the
Government of New Brunswick passed an
Act referring to the issuing of licenses and
the publishing of banns, and as to who
should be authorized to marry. 'rhat Act
came up to Ottawa in the regular course,
and the Minister of Justice of the day
thought that the power to issue licenses
was with the Dominion Parliament
under the British North America
Act. He considered that that was
part of marriage, and therefore a case
was made by the Government and
this act of the New Brunswick legislature
was submitted to the Officers of the Crown
in England. That was referred to by my
hon. friend the Minister of Justice and I
only refer to it because this discussion
arose in my own province, and I would
ask what was the answer of the officers of
the crown? They decided that the Act
claimed by the province of New Brunswick
was in accordance with the powers given
to the local legislatures: that is that they
had the right to legislate respecting the
issuing of licenses, who should issue them,
and whether the parties should be mar
ried by banns, and who should be author-
ised to celebrate marriage. They go on
to confirm the opinions given by Mr. Blake
Sir John Macdonald, and, as I will shew
further on, the view held by Mr. Langevin.
They say:

" Marriage and Divorce which by the 91st
section of the same Act are reserved to the
Parliament of the Dominion, signify, in their
opinion, all matters relating to the status of
marriage, between what persons, and under
what circumstances it shall be created, and
(if at all) destroyed."
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Then in 188o when the other bill was
up for discussion in the House of Com-
mons Mr. Langevin expressed himself thus:
"The Local Legislature has, by the con-
federation Act, power to legislate about
the solemnization of marriage, and the
Mode of celebration necessary to render
the marriage legal and binding: but no-
thing to do with regulating as to the parties
who shall marry. That, it is admitted,
belongs to this Parliament, in the legal
Sense of the Confederation Act." I need
add nothing more to what I have already
said and what has been stated by the hon.
Minister of Justice.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I will only
read a few words in answer to the
hon. Minister of Justice, because I see
his opinion does not agree with that held
on the other side of the ocean. The lords
Of the Privy Council say :-" Marriage
is certainly a general term, and the solem-
lization of marriage comes under that. It
could not have been the intention that a
conflict should exist. Now, there is a
conflict in this way, that solemnization
is contained in the other words, and
in order to prevent such a result
the language of the two sections
nust be read together, and that of the one

interpreted, and when necessary, modified,
by that of the otier."

Is not this is a case in which there
should be a modification in accordance
With the solemn promise which was made
in 1865 ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-To
understand the passage it is necessary to
read more of it than the hon Senator
from DeLanaudière has quoted. The
learned judge who is giving the judgment
is arguing about the case before him and
then he draws an analogy from this sub
ject of marriage and divorce, beginning
Wth these words

"Take as one instance the subject 'marri-
age and divorce,' contained in the enunera-
tiOn of subjects in- section 91; it is evident
that solemtinization of marriage would come
Whin this general description ; yet, ' solem-
nization of inarriage in the 'Province' is
enumerated amotYg the classes of subjects in
section 92, and and no one can doubt, not-

thStanding the general language of section
.1, that this subject is still withim the exclus-
!Ye authority of the legislatures of the prov-
laces

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE-Hear, hear.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
That is " solemnization of marriage."

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-What is
" solemnization ?"

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
That is not discussed here. The judges
say that but for this division of the
subjects, " solemnization of marriage,"
with the other kindred topics, would be
under the jurisdiction of the Dominion,
but as " solemnization " is given ex-
plicitly to the local legislatures, all
the rest that is not " solemnization " re-
mains with us. I submit that the decision
as to those who should marry does not
come under the subject " solemnization of
marriage."

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I would ask
the Minister of Justice whether an imped-
iment or prohibition, such as the publica-
tion of banns, or affinity, does not make
the " solemnization of marriage " null, and
consequently form a part of the " solemn-
ization of marriage."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No,
I do not think it is a part of the "solemn-
ization of marriage."

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I do not ques-
tion the motives of the Minister of Justice
in interpreting the British North America
Act as he has done. I will even admit
that he is perfectly right when he says he
is satisfied that the interpretation which
he gives to the constitution is the one
which he conscientiously believes to be its
true meaning, and that it is his duty to
govern himself accordingly. I believe
that a man is never bound, even by a
solemn declaration, when years afterwards,
or even months or days afterwards, he
finds that his interpretation was not a
sound one ; but the least he can do is to
allow us to oppose his former view to his
present declaration. The hon. Senator
from Sackville (Mr. Botsford) quot-
ed the opinions of a man who I
think is admitted by every one to be the
highest authority on constitutional ques-
tions-Sir John Macdonald-but we will
be allowed to oppose that opinion by his
former interpretation of the same clause.
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I could understand that if the declaration
in 1865 had been made in the heat of
çiebate by a member of Government, that
it would not be binding upon his col-
leagues, although at the time they would
have to share the responsibility of his
utterances; but in this case there was
something more. After the questions
which have been quoted by the hon.
Senator from DeLanaudière had been put
by the opposition, five days elapsed be-
fore the Government made their declar-
ation through the channel of Sir Hector
Langevin. Before giving the words that
construction, the matter was considered
in Council, and Mr. Langevin was
instructed, or undertook to read that
before Parliament. Therefore, there can-
not be the slighest doubt that this inter-
pretation was fully considered by the
members of the Government, and,
amongst others, by the present Premier
the Minister of Justice. At that time
they were not inexperienced politicians ;
they were acknowledged as leading men;
and I respectfully submit to the House
that their deliberate opinion then ought
to have as much force as their present
view.

Now, I understand that the Minister of
Justice contends that this was only the
opinion of the Government of the day at
that time, but there are two points in this
matter. There is first the interpretation
put upon the clauses by that Government,
and there is also the character of the Act
of 1867. I think that after due consid-
eration the members of this House- will
come to the conclusion that the British
North America Act ought not to be con-
strued as an ordinary statute, but as a
kind of treaty. It is on record that it
was solemnly declared in Parliament that
the intention of the British Parliament
was to go no further than the conference
at Quebec, but to give us in every respect
the legislation which we sought; there-
fore what was understood at the con-
ference is the interpretation which the
British Parliament intended should be
given to the Act, and it was only on that
condition that confederation was accepted
by the people. The provinces up to that
time were in the position of free and in-
dependent states treating with each other.
Of course, we are not entirely indepen-
dent, since there was one power which
could have controlled us-the British

Parliament-but as between ourselves,
the provinces were in the position of
separate states, making treaties between
themselves, and we have a right to invoke
the meaning which was given to that
treaty. At that time it was solemnly pro-
claimed that the British North America
Act should be construed and have the
same meaning as the resolutions agreed
upon at the Quebec Conference. I ven-
ture to say that there are not two
leading politicians in the Dominion who
would contend that it was otherwise.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-Everyone
must be aware that the delegates were in
England when this Act was passed, and
that they were consulted from day to day
as the Bill went through the House of
Commons.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I know that,
and it was so well understood that it was
the intention of the delegates not to
change what had been decided upon at
the Quebec Conference, that no such
attempt was made; and some of the dele-
gates were ready to leave London and
return to this continent and abandon
the scheme of Confederation if the
slightest alteration was made in the
Quebec resolutions. Admitting this to
be true, as I believe it is, the rules
which ought to guide us in constru-
ing that Act are those which govern the
interpretation of a treaty. In treaties
what is written is after all-I will not say
of little importance-but of less importance
than the agreement itself. When it is ad-
mitted by all parties, that any cl'ause has
been omitted, or any portion of a treaty
improperly drafted, if it can be shewn what
the intention was, the agreement is follow-
ed, and not the mere wording of the docu-
ment itself; because after all, what is the
writing, either in a matter of contract or
a matter of treaty ? It is merely a docu-
ment which may perish, and is relatively
of very little importance. A party sells a
property : supposing the deed is burned
the day after, will any one pretend to say
that the purchaser ceases to be the owner
of that property? Certainly not. It is
only necessary for him to show that he
bought the property, and every legal man
will admit that he is the owner; because
the writing is only an instrument to prove
the contract. In the same way a treaty

HON. MR. TRUDEL.
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exists independently of the document
which is the proof of it. I know very
well it may be objected that the British
North America Act is not merely a writ-
ing to prove the existence of a treaty, but
is a solemn Act of the British Parliament,
and, considered in this light, it has much
more authority; but it does not change
Our position. The moment it is admitted
that the British Parliament never intended
to give that Act any other meaning be-
yond that conveyed by the resolutions
adopted at the Quebec Conference,. the
point for which we contend is conceded.
I could understand if, since the passage
of that Act, a case had been sub-
mitted to the Supreme Court and
a solemn decision rendered, giving a
different interpretation to this clause,
that the Minister of Justice should con-
tend that the legal interpretation was
the only one which could be accepted;
but nothing of that kind has happened.
I am not aware that any such interpreta-
tion has heen given by a, judicial tribunal
in a sense contrary to that given in 1865,
and since, there has been no such con-
struction placed upon the act I respect-
fully submit that there is no reason why
we should take a different view of the sub-
ject now. It has been stated by the hon.
senator from Sackville (Mr. Botsford) and
by the Minister of Justice that the inter-
pretation which we invoke is after all the
Interpretation of a single government of
two provinces. That is true, but I think
I showed on a former occasion that the
declaration had more authority than if it
had rnerely come from the Government of
the day, because it came from the power
which created this Parliament. The
judgment of the Privy Council in the
insurance cases has been alluded to: I
do not go so far as to say that that judg-
ment settled the question; but the Min-
ister of Justice will not deny that the
tendency of that decision was in favor of
Our contention.

H7ON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
decision in the Citizen's Insurance case ?

HON. MR. TRUDEL-Yes.

H-ON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No;
I think the reverse.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-Well, I think it

was. The declaration of the Government
in 1865 was given after five days of
mature consideration. Nobody will ven-
ture to say that the Government of that
day intended to deceive the people of
Quebec. I would not even dare to think
such a thing ; I am satisfied they were
acting in good faith, and that that was
their interpretation then. It is true that
the Minister of Justice interprets it differ-
ently now. It is true that a majority
even of our people in the Province of
Quebec give it a different interpretation.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
Hear, hear!

HON. MR. TRUDEL-Well I would
not say that the majority do, because the
question was not raised in the other branch
of Parliament in the same way that it has
been in this House, but I admit that to a
certain extent a different interpretation
was given to it in the other chamber. If
a different interpretation had not been
put upon the clause I would say that there
was no doubt about it, since the declaration
made in 1865 is to my mind sufficiently
clear and explicit; but since there are
contradictory views on the subject and there
is a doubt as to which is correct, we should
apply the principle laid down by their
lordships of the Privy Council to ascertain
the intentions of the framers of the Con-
federation Act.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I would
not rise to speak on this subject but for the
fact that, although I was associated with
my hon friend from DeSalaberry in op-
posing the Bill before the House, I shall
be obliged to vote against him on this
amendment.

As a member of a long established and
venerable church which opposes such
unions I feel that it is my duty to do
everything I can to prevent such a measure
as this being placed on the Statute Book,
and I cannot support an amendment
which I believe would have a bad effect.
In my opinion there should be but one
law on this subject, and that law should
be in accordance with the views of the
christian churches, which forbid the
marriage of a man with his deceased wife's
sister; but when my hon. friend desires
to have a different law for each province,
in regard to the parties who should con-
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tract marraige, I really feel that he would
be opening the door to greater difficulties
then would exist if this measure were to be-
come law. I cannot imagineany thing more
dangerous than that marriages solemnized
in one province should be considered ille-
gal, with all the consequences attending
illegality, in adjoining provinces. I be-
lieve that to be contrary to the intentions
of those who brought about the Confede-
ration, and it seems to me that it is con-
trary even to the letter of the law. We
cannot go back of that to ask what were
the peculiar views of those who were dele-
gates at that time in this matter.

HoN. MR. TRUDEL-Will my hon.
friend allow me to call his attention to
this fact, that it was not merely the opin-
ion of private individuals, but the solemn
interpretation made in Parliament, which
was not denied or contradicted at the time.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I cannot go
back of the writing itself unless it is am-
biguous, and we cannot undertake to say
what the intentions of the parties were ;
the Act says that certain powers shall be
given to the Dominion Parliament, and
certain other powers to the local legisla-
ture; and among those which belong
to the Federal Parliament is the power to
deal with Marriage and Divorce exclusive-
ly; to the local legislatures it gives juris-
diction on the solemnization of Marriage,
and if that was not given to the local
legislatures it would be an incident to the
general power given to the Dominion Par-
liament.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-If my hon.
friend finds it so clear, how can he account
for the interpretation given to these words
by the Government of that day?

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I cannot
account for that, but I know that all the
decisions which have been given since
then have been in the direction of inter-
preting this Act as I have stated it. It
says that marriage-the parties who can
contract marriage-must be the same
throughout the whole Dominion. It
seems to be not only the law, but com-
nion sense, that there should be no differ-
ence on this point in the several provinces.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-My hon. friend

pretends to say then that after five days
deliberation the Government of the day,
in 1865, came to a decision contrary to
common sense ?

HON. MR. KAULBACH-My hon.
friend may draw that conclusion if he
pleases ; it is not for me to construe it in
that way ; I must give it an interpretation
in accordance with common sense. I
must take the words as I find them in the
written compact entered into between the
provinces ; I can go no further than that,
but it seems to me that there can be no
doubt as to the meaning of these clauses,
and any other interpretation would be
fraught with evil consequences. I should
like to support my hon. friend as far as
possible in his efforts to defeat the Bill
which is contrary to the teachings of the
Church to which he belongs, a Church I
might say hoary with age, but I cannot
sustain him in putting any construction
upon the present Act which I do not
think it can bear.

HON. MR. POWER-I wish to deal as
briefly as possible with the speech made
by the hon. Minister of Justice. The
hon. Senator from Sackville (Mr. Bots-
ford) said that he rose mainly for the pur-
pose of congratulating the leader of the
House upon the lucid and forcible
speech which he made on this subject. I
do not think that is a matter for remark
or congratulation at all; the Minister of
Justice always speaks clearly, no matter
what subject he deals with, and he gener-
ally speaks forcibly. I regret to say
thatI donotthinkthat inthepresentinstance
he has been as logical as he generally is.
The hon. gentleman took the position of
a judge interpreting a statute, and not
that of a legislator who is called upon to
pass a new law. I think the positions are
altogether different, and I regret that the
hon. gentleman did not distinguish between
them. It is perfectly true, as I said the
other day when this Bill was before the
House, if the hon. gentleman were
a judge sitting on the bench and constru-
ing a contract involving rights which had
arisen under this Bill which we are now
asked to pass, that he might be compelled
to hold that he was bound by the language
of the British North America Act, and
that he could not look beyond the four cor-
ners of it, as he said to-day. But that is

HON. MR. KAULBACH.
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not the position in which the hon. gentle-
man stands. A proposition is before this
chamber to alter a law which has been
the law of christendoim almost from the
beginning of the christian era, and which
has been for a great many years the law
of this country. This change is not
demanded by any large number of people
in Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Prince
Edward Island, or British Columbia; and
these were the Provinces which were
flot represented by the Government of
which the hon. gentleman was a member
mil 1865. So that there is really no
urgent reason why the hon. gentleman
should vote for this measure at all. No
rights have accrued under it and he is per-
fectly free to-day, or was at the second
reading of the Bill, and I hold he is still,
to vote for or against it as his inclination
might urge him. The hon. gentleman
stated very distinctly at the second read-
ing of the Bill that he was very little in-
terested in it one way or the other.
Under the circumstances it seems an ex-
traordinary statement for the hon. gentle-
Mian to make, that those solemn declara-
tions which were made on his behalf,
as well as on behalf of the other
niembers of the Government, and
made by one of his colleagues at that
tirne, do not in any way bind or affect
him to-day. That is a proposition which
the hon. gentleman has not proved at all,
and which has not been established here
to-day; and I donot see how he can get over
the pledge. There is another point that I
think the hon. gentleman did not make
clear enough. If this language which is
under discussion-the declaration made
by the Solicitor-General in i865-had
been used in the parliamentary discussions
before the adoption of the Quebec scheme,
I could understand how the hon. gentle-
man wiould not feel himself bound by any
thing which took place before the adoption
Of that scheme. It w as a matter the
other provinces had not been consulted
about, and any thing done in the Province
of Canada, could not affect what was done
afterwards by the three Provinces. But
that is not the position; this declaration
Was made, after the conference at Que-
bec, on behalf of the Government
Who ought to have understood what they
were about in framing the Quebec scheme.

It was adopted by them and by the
representatives of the other provinces. It

is a fact which goes far to show that there
is a great deal of force in the position
taken by the Senator from De Lan-
audiere, that, after the adoption of the
Quebec scheme, and probably as a result of
the very discussion, during which this dec-
laration was made on behalf of the Govern-
ment, the wording of the Quebec scheme
was altered with reference to this very
question of marriage. In the original
Quebec scheme there was no mention
whatever of Marriage in the 92nd section,
which defines the rights of the Local
Legislatures, and, as I believe, in conse-
quence of this discussion, that section was
altered and the expression "solemnization
of marriage" was inserted amongst the
powers of the Local Legislatures, just for
the purpose of preventing any doubt aris-
ing about it. I am not going over the
argument again, which has been so ably
urged by the senators from De Lan-
audiere and De Salaberry, as to the fact
that there is a doubt about the interpre-
tation of this Act, and that we can look
to what was said in Parliament to enable
us to interpret the meaning of the clause.
Every gentleman of course is guided in
these matters by his own sentiments, but
sitting here as legislators and not in a
judicial capacity, the hon. Minister of
Justice is just as much bound by the
declaration made in 1865 as if he had
made the same declaration yesterday.
I just wish to add a very few words more
to what has been said by the hon. gentle-
man who preceded me, taking the same
view of the matter that I do. The hon.
gentleman from De Salaberry said that
while this late and most important decis-
ion of the Privy Council did not dis-
tinctly declare that the Local Legislatures
had the right to deal with this matter,
even under the British North America
Act, the tendency of the decision was
that way.

I think the hon. gentleman was perfectly
correct, and with a view of supporting
what he said I shall quote two or three
passages from this decision. The Court
used the following language :

"'The main contention on the part of the
respondent was that the Ontario Act in ques-
tion had relation to matters coming within
the class of subjects described in No. 13 of
section 92, viz. : ' Property and Civil Rights
im the Province.' ' he Act deals with pohicies
of insurance entered into or in force in the
Province of Ontario for ineuring property
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situate therein against fire, and prescribes
certain conditions, which are to form part of
such côntracts. These contracts, and the
ri hits arising from them, it was argued, came
le itimately within the class of subjects,
e roperty and Civil Rights.' The appellants,
on the other hand,contended that civil rights
meant only such rights as flowed from the
law, and gave as an instance the status of
persons."

Hon. gentlemen will notice that in this
case the persons who were contending
against the Provincial claim held that
Civil rights meant rights flowing from the
law, and referred to the status of persons.
Now, it seems to me that everything
connected with matrimony-the right to
decide who shall marry-those who are
in a position to marry, and who are not-
is just a question of status :

" Their Lordships cannot think that the
latter construction is the correct one. They
find no sufficient reason in the language itself,
nor in the other parts of the Act, for givin
Bo narrow an interpretation to the words'civil
rights.' The words are sufficiently large to
enbrace in their fair and ordinary meaning,
rights arising from contract, and such riglits
are not included in any of the enumerated
classes of subjects in section 91."

The last quotation with which I shall
trouble the House-4nd it is one to which
I think the Minister of Justice should pay
a good deal of attention-is this:-

'It is to be observed that the same words
'civil rights' are employed in the Act 14
George third, chapter 83, which made pro-
vision for the Government of the Province of
Quebec. Section eight of that Act enacted
that Hie Majesty's Canadian subjects within
the Province of Quebec should enjoy their
property, usages and other civil rights as they
had beore done, and that in all matters of
controversy relative to property and civil
rights, resort should be had to the laws of
Canada and be determined agreeably to the
said laws. In this statute the words 'property
and civil rights' are plainly used in their
largest sense; and there is no reason for hold-
ing that in the Statute under discussion they
are used in a different and narrower one."

Now, it is perfectly clear that the right
to decide who should not marry was one
of the rights that belonged to the Province
of Canada, before it became the property
of the British Crown, and this is one of
the rights which are protected by this Act
of George III, There is the authority of
the Lords of the Privy Council for saying
that everything which by that Act of
George III. was left to be governed by
the French law, should under the British

HON. ML POWEL

North America Act be governed by
the law of the Province of Que-
bec, and that seems to be a fair and
reasonable construction of the statute.
Not only have we the pledge of the
Government, and of the hon. the Minister
of Justice as a member of that Govern-
ment, but the people of the Province
have, to a certain extent, the pledge of the
British Government, made in the statute
of George III., and at i previous time,-
when the Province of Canada was ceded .
to Great Britain, that they should have
the right to decide these matters by the
laws of the Province of Quebec.

HON. MR. ALMON-I hope I shall
not be guilty of doing as many who pre-
ceded me have done in giving a re-hash
of the hot joint which was served up some
days before on the last discussion on this
Bill-a hash a great deal spoiled in the
cooking and the keeping; but I want to
make a few^remarks on this subject. The
hon. gentleman opposite (Mr. Bellerose)
has said that the law on the statute book
has only-the effect of what was meant by
those who framed it. I am not a lawyer,
but I have unfortunately been in court,
and heard long-winded, prosy arguments
from lawyers and wished I was somewhere
else to get rid of them; but I never heard
them tell the judge that a statute did not
mean what its words convey, or quoted
the speeches of those who framed it to
explain what it meant. The judge would
say it was not what they meant, but what
they said, that must guide him. To say
that the solemnization of marriage de-
pended on who is to be married is like
saying that the last visit of a doctor and
the certificate of the disease he died of
were the solemnization of the burial ser-
vice. There is just as much sense in one
as in the other. My senior colleague from
Halifax says that because a sympathetic
clergyman, beloved by his congregation,
has got the names of a few men, and a
good many women and children, to peti-
tion against this Bill, that therefore public
sentiment is opposed to it; but the fourth
estate is a much more powerful index of
public opinion, and the press is a unit in
favor of this measure. It has been dis-
covered in this House that the Bill is un-
constitutional. It passed through the
lower House, and Mr. Blake, whose legal
skill is admired by everybody, though his
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statesmanship is not, failed to discover it, and
Sir John Macdonald whom I admire
both as a lawyer and a statesman, did not
find it out either. It remained for my
hon. friends from DeLanaudière and De-
Salaberry and the senior member for
Ilalifax, very good nien indeed, but still
Minnows among tritons compared with
the leaders in'the other House, to discover
its unconstitutionality; but we who know
nothing about law must be excused if we
Prefer to pin our faith on Mr. Blake, Sir
John A. Macdonald and the other emi-
ient lawyers in the other House. I think

it will be found out that the hon. gentle-
Trien from DeSalaberry, DeLanaudière and
Ilalifax have discovered a mare's nest.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-We are here
to revise the legislation of the other
House.

HON. MR. ALMON-If these hon.
gentlemen live to be as old as Methusaleh
they may rival the leaders to whom I have
JUst referred but they certainly will not
Within the three score and ten years now
allotted to man.

HON. MR. PELLETIER-I should
like to know what we are called to vote
upon. This amendment, in my opinion,
18 not in order. The Bill provides that a
mban shall be permitted to marry the
sister of his deceased wife: the amend-
Ment proposes that the first clause of the
Bill, which contains the whole principle
of the measure, shall be struck out and a
clause of a different character altogether
substituted. If the amendment is adopt-
ed the Bill will be something entirely
different. I do not believe the amend-
'rnent is in order.

The House divided on the amendment
which was rejected by the following vote.
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The House then went into committee.

HON. MR. ODELL called attention to
the wording of the first and second
clauses. When this Bill was before the
Lower House a decided opposition had
been manifested to the marriage of a
widow with her deceased husband's bro-
ther. In i88o a provision to that effect
had been defeated by a vote of 130 to 10
and in the present session by a vote of
87 to 49. He believed there was also a
very strong opposition to it in this branch
of Parliament. This being the case he
drew attention to the fact that the word-
ing of the first section would legalize a
marriage between a widow and the brother
of her deceased husband. For instance
two brothers marry two sisters. The wife
of one and the husbàtid of the other die,
this Bill in its present shape would enable
the survivors to marry, since all laws pro.
hibiting marriage between a man and the
sister of his deceased wife are repealed
by the first clause of this Bill. He
thought it his duty to call attention to this
matter before the Bill was reported from
the Committe. The second section was
as follows :-

" 2. This act shall not affect, in any
manner, any case decided by or pending
before any court of justice; nor ahall it
.affect any rights actually acquired by the
issue of the first marriage previous to the
passing of this Act; nor shall this Act affect
any such marriage when either of the parties
bas afterwards, during the life of the other,
lawfully inter-married with any other person."

He considered this language very
vague. The words " any such marriage,"
in the twelfth line, referred to the previous
"first marriage" mentioned in the eleventh
line, and not to a marriage with a
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deceased wife's sister, as was çvidently
intended. The marriage in the eleventh
line would be a legitimate marriage. A
man being lawfully married could not,
during the life of his wife, be married to
another woman, and it seemed to him
(Mr. Odell) that there was a confusion in
the wording of this clause which it would
be well to remove before reporting the
Bill from Committee. He desired to
correct an error which appeared in a
report of his speech, by which he was
made to say that the postal cards which
were presented as petitions in the other
branch of the legislatnre, came from a
Mr. McBean, instead of Mr. R. D. McGib-
bon. This Mr. McGibbon had written a
letter to the Montreal Gazette, which was
as follows:-

TEE DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER.

To the Editor of the Gazette.
Sra-Senator Odell, in the debate on the

second reading of the deceased wife's sister
bill, made the following remarks:

The petitions referred to by several hon.
gentlemen in favor of the bill were not nearl
,so numerously signed as had been state.
The whole work in support of the measure
had been done by a few persons in Montreal,
and a large number of the signatures were put
on under authority contained in postal cards,
the people themselves never having seen the
petitions they were supposed to have signed.

You will permit me as one of the " few per-
sono in Montreal" to &ive the statement a
most emphatic contradiction. Postal carde
* expressing a desire to see the bill pass, were
,r0ceived from something like 1,000 clergymen,
And these carde were bound and presented to,
the House of Commons. AlT the other

1petitions were signed personally.
Discussion of t e question is unnecessary

,here, but an insinuation that even one of the
many petitions presented had been manufac-
tured in Montreal, cannot be ahlowed to pas
unchallenged.

Your obdt. servant,
R. D. McGIBBON.

Montreal, 6th April, 1882.

Now it was proved by the stress put
upon the petitions from Montreal and
from Montreal alone, in both branches of
Parliament that the greater portion of them
came fron there and there was no doubt
that the whole of those postal cards
emanated from that city. The only part
of this extract improperly stated is the
following :

" And a large number of the signatures
were put on under authority contained in
poaI cords, the people theimselves never

HON. My. ODE.

having signed the petition they were supposed
to have signed."

And Mr. McGibbon goes on to say:
" You will permit me as one of the few

persons of Montreal to give the statement a
most emphatic contradiction."

He (Mr. Odell). wished to give the
statement thus imputed to him a "most
emphatic contradiction"; he had neverstated
such a thing; he had never said that these
cards were not signed by the persons froin
whom they purported to come. What he
had said was that while it was stated all of
them were signed by clergymen, only a
portion of them were signed "Rev. So-
and-So," and the others were signed
merely by the names of the parties, and it
was impossible, therefore, to say how
many were signed by clergymen. But he
had made no allusion whatever to their
being got up in this improper manner.
He had no doubt that the signatures were
all genuine, and he did not want this
assertion to go abroad uncontradicted.

SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL thought
that if the hon. gentleman (Mr. Odell)
laid stress upon the supposititious case
which he had put, he should be prepared
to submit an amendment to the clause,
but it seemed to him (Sir Alex. Campbell)
that the case was not a probable
one-that it was so very remote that
it was hardly necessary to deal with
it. In the meantime he desired to
suggest an amendment to this clause as
the result of a letter which he had received
from a judge of the divorce court of one
of the Provinces, who had occasion to
pronounce a divorce between a man and
his wife on account of this very difficulty
-that he had married his deceased wife's
sister. Upon that very questicn the judge
had pronounced a divorce, and the man
had married somebody else.

HON. MR. POWER-That is provided
for by the second section.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL thought
it would be well to report progress and
ask leave to sit again. It was doubtful
whether the clause covered such a case,
and as it was a very important measure, it
would be well to leave no doubt upon the
question.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE thought
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the object of the hon. Senator from Rook-
Wood (Mr. Odell) was to postpone if
Possible the passage of the Bill and not to
amuend or improve it. If there was any
thing in the hon. gentleman's objection
the difficulty was a very remote one. He
"WOuld hardly find in the whole country a
Single case to support the position he had
taken, and he was merely sticking up a
bugaboo to knock it down. He (Mr.

acfarlane) thought the clause covered
Sich a case.

SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL thought
that on the whole the language of the Bill
covered the case referred to in the letter
from the judge of the divorce court, but
the hon. Senator who had charge of the
Bill would probably allow him to propose
an amendment if one should be consider-
ed necessary at the third reading.

HioN. MR. FERRIER-Certainly.

H71ON. MR. ODELL said that as he
3as opposed to the principle of the Bill

he did not care to offer any amendment.

HON. MR. GIBBS, from the commit-
tee, reported the Bill without amendment.

1_ON. MR. FERRIER moved that the
il be read the third time to-morrow.
The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 5.50. p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, April 14th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.
The following Bills, reported from the

Standing Committee on Railways, Tele-
graphs and Harbors, were read the third
tiIe and passed.

Bill (20) "An Act respecting the Por-
tage, Westbourne and Northwestern Rail-
Way Company." (Mr., D. MacInnes.)

ill (55) "An Act to incorporate the

Canada Mutual Telegraph Conpany."
(Mr. Bureau.)

Bill (62) " An Act to incorporate the
Lake Athabaska and Hudson Bay Rail-
way Company." (Mr. Sutherland.)

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (V) "An Act respecting bridges
over navigable waters constructed under
the authority of Provincial Acts." (Sir.
Alex. Campbell.)

Bill ( ) "An Act to grant certain
powers to the C. W. Williams Manufac-
turing Company and to change the name
thereof to the Williams Manufacturing
Company." (Mr. Ferrier.)

DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER MAR-
RIAGE BILL

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. FERRIER moved the
third reading of Bill (9) " An Act con-
cerning marriage with a deceased wife's
sister."

SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-As to
the amendment which I thought was pos-
sibly necessary when the Bill was last
before the House I have satisfied myself
that the provision in the Bill as it now
stands is sufficient to meet the case to
which I drew attention.

HON. MR. ODELL-When I gave
notice of adding a clause to the Bill to
provide, " That this Act shall not come
into operation until Her Majesty's
assent shall have been first thereto had
and declared," it was with the in-
tention of preventing any complication
under it, which it appears to me may take
place if the Bill be not reserved as I sug-
gest; because I foresee if the Bill goes
into operation, that marriages may take
place under it previous to the Royal
assent being given. We know that twiçe
over in New Zealand the Royal assent
was withheld, and until the Bill had been
passed the third time it was not given.
To prevent complications, I proposed to
add this clause to the Bill. At the same
time it appears to me that the feeling in
the House is to pass this Bill exactly as
it now stands, with ail the difficulties
which it ppars tg me will result fron
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it. In the first place with regard to mar-
riage, as I pointed out the other day, be-
tween a widow and the brother of her
deceased sister's husband, and also diffi-
culties such as are described in the letter
produced here by the honorable the Min-
ister of Justice with reference to creating
bigamy in effect, because it is quite clear,
I think, in the case referred to (and there
may be many more) if this Bill passes,
the person to whom allusion has been
made will in effect have two wives, be-
cause you legalize the first -marriage.
Under these circumstances it does appear
to me to be a very crude measure, and I
am sorry to see it pass. However, since
there is this feeling in favor of it, notwith-
standing the difficulties to which I have
referred, I shall ask leave to withdraw the
amendment of which I gave notice.

The amendment was withdraw'n.

HoN. MR. TRUDEL-I beg to move
that the Bill be amended as follows :

assertion I am open to the objection
which is frequently made here, that whenl
such high authorities as leading gentlemen
in the other House pronounce an opinionl
in one direction, it is not proper for us tO
pronounce one in a different sense.
However, I contend that the constitution
imposes upon us the duty of considering
the measures which come before us 01
their merits. We not only possess the
power, but the obligation is imposed upotl
us to revise or examine the legislation
which comes to us from the other Cham-
ber, and to deal with it wholly irrespective
of the views which are entertained by that
Body, and when we have a decided
opinion upon any particular measure, 1
respectfully' submit that it is our duty tO
act according to our convictions, without
regard to views which may be entertained
elsewhere.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Hear,
hear.

1, line3-Leave out from foiIows-",
to " 2 in line eight being the whole of the
drst Section, and insert " Every marriage no member of the legal profession would,
between a man and the sister of a deceased after mature deliberation, hazard the
wife, which is contracted according to the opinion that this amendment is beyond
laws of the-church or churches to which the our jurisdiction. I think there is some
contracting parties belong and with the sanc-
tion of the religious authority of such church
or churches, is hereby declared valid. AIl oflegisiation is, and what is only a condi
marniages heretofore contracted in conformity tion of the validity of legisation-two very
with such laws and with such sanction are different things. To illustrate this, I may
hereby also declared valid." say we have no power te legislate upon
I need not remind the House that I am those things which are beyond the contrel
not favorable to the Bill; but as the of mai. This Parliament could not pass
majority of the Senate has expressed a an Act to declare that the St. Law-
desire to pass it I take the liberty to pro- rence should be covered witb ice on
pose an amendment to render it more ac- the first of December, but it deS
ceptable to the community as a whole. I net prevent us from declaring that mer-
know perfectly well that marriage is not chandise carnied between Canada and a
considered by all denominations as a fereign country over the ice shaîl be free
religious rite; but I think it will be readily of duty. I may further illustrate this
admitted by everybody that marriage point by referring te legislation which
should be contracted only according to passed this Parliament i 879. During
the rules of the church, or churches, to that session we enacted that as soon as
which the contracting parties belong. I France and Spain should remove certain
know that some hon. gentlemen see a duties impesed on Canadian goodsitwould
difficulty in the way of adopting this be cempetent for our Government te pass
amendment on the ground that we have an Order-in-Council admitting inte Canada
no jurisdiction to legislate on matters free of duty certain merchandise fron
mentioned in this amendment, and I those countries. What would have been
have been told that even a legal opinion the answer of Parliament if somebody
has been given to that effect; but I beg had objected that we had ne control.ever
leave to submit to the House that the legisiatien of foreign countries, and
such an opinion is unfounded. I that consequently this Act would net be
know that in making this valid? The rule appies in the sane
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Way to contracts. For instance, a man because in the eye of the law marriage
Cannot bind himself, or any other party, has always been regarded as a civil contract.
On natters out of his control. I cannot Therefore my hon. friends structure is built
cOntract with a friend that to-morrow the upon a false principle and that being the
sun will shine; such a contract would be case I think it is hardly worth while to
entirely null ; but I can make the shining discuss the details of the resolution that
Of the sun the validity of the signing of a has been proposed. At the same time
contract : I can bind myself to pay1 while I am not with him in that, I am at
$1,0o to-morrow if the sun should shine, one with him in his objectfon to this
and that obligation would be perfectly l measure, and those objections have been
valid. The opinions of all the authorities intensified by examining the Bill more
are unanimous on this point. Now, I closely. There is one principle which lies
believe the question before the House is upon the face of the first clause to which
governed by the same rules. Supposing I have an utter abhorrence, and that is the
We have no right to legislate upon some principle of retroactive legislation. That
Conditions of marriage, it does not follow is a most dangerous principle to bring into
that we have no right to declare that such our statute books, even in a measure of
rTarriages shall be legal provided such relief, except in the qualified sense in
Conditions be complied with, and that is which it was legislated upon in the
the object of my amendment. It is true Imperial Parliament in 1835. On that
We have no right to interfere with the occasion a bill was passed, and is now I
OfrI, or solemnization of marriage or to believe the law of the land in England,
nftervene between private individuals legalizing all past marriages of this char-
111 the fulfilment of their religious duties; acter-with a deceased wife's sister-and
it is none of our business; but it is per- prohibiting all such marriages for the
fectly competent for us to make those future. That was a compromise which
rnatters conditions of the validity of our was made under the circumstances, and it
legislation. I respectfully submitthisprop- was made possibly upon a very reasonable
Osition to the House, and I am confident assumption-for there was some doubt
that everybody will admit its correctness. 'about the law-that the parties who
If You come to the conclusion that we entered into these contracts did so in
have power to pass such legislation there ignorance of the law. Therefore it was a
Will be but one feeling I am sure that we very fair compromise; at all events that
should give validity only to marriages con- was the result, and it was upon that prin-
tracted according to the rules of the differ- ciple that I stated the other day, as I
ent churches to which the parties belong. state now, that I would rather adopt the
TFhis is not a sectional proposition: it is English law, and even introduce this
not made to meet the views of a particular principle of retroactive legislation and
Part of the country ; it is for the benefit allow those past marriages to be validated
Of the whole people of the Dominion, and prohibit them in the future, than I
and I do not think there is anybody in would pass this Bill. When you come to
Canada who desires to have in this refer to the question of these past mar-
Country what they have in France-a riages what does it amount to after all-
c.vil marriage apart from any religious as a measure of relief what does
rite. I see no reason why this amend- the argument amount to ? To just this,
Unent should not be accepted. that parties who have knowingly broken the

laws, come here and ask Parliament to
ION. MR. DICKEY-I sympathise to relieve them of the consequences of that

a certain extent with my hon. friend in breach,-that is the whole principle, the
the motives which have prompted him to whole ground upon which they ask it. I
Place this amendment before the House; had occasion previously to refer to a state.
itut I regret to say that I cannot support ment contained in an authoritative

. Tne amendment proceeds upon the document which was issued for our edifi.
a8sumption that the rite of marriage is cation, by a lady, in which the assertior

urely a religious contract. Now I appre- was made, that some ten or twenty thousand
end that on a question of this kind, in wives she knew were in this position,

Canada or any British possession we are -of having been married to their brothers.
Preeding under in entire mistake in-law and deserted bv them because th

-l - -...
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law did not make such marriages legal.
Now assuming this to be the case, if the
parties werc so soon dissatisfied with such
a relationship, it only shews that such a
connection is utterly abhorrent, not only
to the laws of nature, but to the laws of
God. When you come to examine the
second clause I am afraid it is not quite
as clear as it seems to have been to some
hon. gentlemen, and I will just ask the
House to consider it for a moment. It
says:

This Act shall not affect in any manner
any case decided by or pending before any
court of Justice: nor shall it affect an rights
actually acquired by the issue of the first
marriage previous to the passing of this Act.

What that first marriage means I can-
not understand, but I assume that it
refers to the marriage of a person illegally
with a deceased wife's sister, and subse-
quently with another; the clause continues
as follows: " Nor shall this Act affect any
such marriage when either of the parties
has afterwards, during the life of the other,
lawfully intermarried with any other
person." It does not affect in any way
the rights of the issue of a first marriage,
and does not ptotect them; that is the
clëar construction of this clause, and is
manifest frorn the latter part, which goes
td shew that it has nothing to do with and
takes no cognizance of any such marriage
as the first marriage. If this Act passes,
it seems to me that the issue of the first
marriage will be in this unfortunate posi-
tion; they will have no rights at all, while
the wife who has been married a second
tirne is protected in that Act, and in that
wáy the first marriage is assumed to be
wholly illegal, and the issue under that
marriage are not entitled to inherit. This
Bilf is not to affect their rights, but
wé give to the woman the right
to marry afterwards, and take away
from the issue the protection of
any rights that they acquire. It might
hdve been provided in this' Bill that those
rights should be protected but it has not
ben done : on the contrary it is not to
to-uch them in any way, and has no rela-
tion to then, just as it has no relation to
the position of the wife in the first marri-
age. It was illegal in the first instance
and remains illegal, therefore she is law-
fully allowed to marry again with another
man. No*, I should like to inquire what
position these 2o,ooo women would be in

HON. MR. DICZEY.

who were known to this lady to whon I
have ieferred. I have no reason to doubt
her statement that they are living apat
from their husbands. But if this Bill
passes they will be re-married, for the mar
riage is declared to be legal and of these
2o,ooo women some may have bee.i
married to another person. That part is
protected of course, but the others are in
this position that after havingbeen deserted
by their husbands and that after having
their marriage treated as an illegal one,
after separation from bed and board they
are married by law again by this Act ;
and all past as well as all future marriages,
under these circumstances, are legalized.
What a position we are getting into, what
a tangle there is going to be and what
trouble with regard to the rights of the
issue, it may be of one or 1,ooo or io,ooo
of these 20,000 wornen ; how their rights
are to be mixed up with the issue of an-
other marriage. I confess the whole
thing is a perfect maze, when you come
to analyze it : it only shows the evil of
tampering with sacred laws such as
we have now on our statute books and
written upon scripture with regard to this
great question of marriage. Under these
circumstances I confess I did not like the
Bill to pass through the House and al-
though I cannot support my hon. friend
in his amendment I must call attention to
the serious consequences it would entai.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I regret
that my hon. friend opposite me (Mr.
Odell) has not moved the amendment of
which he gave notice, for I feel that a
gross injustice is being done to a large
number belonging to the different churches
who conscientiously believe that the law
is wrong and unscriptural. I would have
been very much disposed to have had my
name recorded in favor of such an amend-
ment. I sympathize cordially with my
hon. friend who has moved this amend-
ment and believe with him that it is hard
upon the various churches which are
opposed to such legislation. I am with
him in believing that it places these
churches in a very awkward position; they
consider such a law should not exist, and
these religious bodies will still no doubt
declare this doctrine, and there will be in
all probability a conflict between civil
rights and religious obligations. I believe
it would be very wrong that we should
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have different denominations having dif-
ferent views as to civil rights, and there-
fore although I am with my hon. friend in
sYmfpathy yet I cannot feel that I would
be doing right in allowing such a conflict
to exist in the whole Dominion, as be-
tween civil rights and religious rights,
lrterfering as it would with the conscien-
tious obligations and duties of members
Of the different denominations. I am
afraid it will create trouble such as will
be serious in its effects as regards the
different religious bodies, because in one
church the issue of such marriages will
he illegal and in others they will not. In
Voting for this Bill we would be
acting contrary to our conten-
tiOn that it is unscriptural and
oPPosed to the teachings of our Church;
that is the view of a large majority of
Christians throughout this country. I
feel that this law as it now exists is coequal
With Christianity in England, having
SPrung up with it and with
Our Church's history, and laws
coequal with Christianity itself prove
that we should not make this inroad upon
rights which have so long existed. It is
contrary to divine law as well as to the
Mnoral sense of the community. I cannot
support him however in his resolution,
and am sorry that I must vote against him
I mnust again express my regret that my
hon. friend opposite (Mr. Odell) did not
'tove his amendment, in order that I
tright record my vote in every stage of
this discussion against the injustice and
the wrong which I conceive this Bill will
iflict upon the community.

HIoN. MR. BOTSFORD-I think the
statement made by my hon. friends oppo-
site and their objections to this Bill are
such as convey a reflection upon members
who support the measure. My hon. friend
oPPosite says it is contrary to the law of
God. The inference is that the majority
of the members of this House in passing
the Bill are opposed to the law of God.
My hon. friend says also it is contrary to
the principles of the Christian religion.
NOW there is a document in our journals
which contradicts that directly : and the
statements as made by the hon. gentle-
men go to show that the minority here
have the right to state that the majority
are opposed to the Christian religion and
thé Divine law.

I do not intend to take up the
time of the House, however: this Bill, no
doubt will pass as indeed it should, for
the law of the land as it at present exists
is an attempt by human law to create a
crime, which by Divine law is no crime;
that is just a simple statement of the case.
But since those gentlemen have made this
statement, it is necessary to refer to
authorities which I think will justify the
majority here in putting a different con-
stuction upon the Scriptures, which are
our guide ; I am the more anxious to do
this because of the very strong terms in
which the hon. gentleman from Amherst
denounces the view of the majority.

HON. MR. MILLER-He said there
was no religion in it at all.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD - In
Bill?

this

HON. MR. MILLER-Yes.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-I will just
read to the House a list of learned and
and pious divines who are known to every
body, but before doing so I must regret
that such assertions as those to which I
have referred would have been made.

HON. MR. DICKEY - Perhaps my
hon. friend would, instead of reading that
list, kindly answer the argument which I
got from the Scriptures ; it has never been
answered yet.

HoN. MR. BOTSFORD-In the first
place here is Archbishop Whateley, then
come the bishops of Norwich and Lincoln
and the late Bishop of Landaff, Doctor
Chalmers, Doctor Adam Clark, Revd.
John Wesley, Doctor McCord, Cardinal
Wiseman, the Bishops of Musgaw, Lons-
dale, Fitzgerald, Beckwith and Buckland,
the Reverend Mr. Fulloch, Reverend
Principal Caird, Reverend Mr. McMillan,
the Venerable Moffatt, Reverend T.
Binney, Reverend Doctor Llandels, Rev-
erend Doctor Cumming, Reverend Doctor
Eadie, Reverend Doctor Norman McLeod,
Rev. Doctor Vaughan, and the late Arch-
bishops of York and Dublin. I may say that
I take these names from a statemerit made
in the English House of Commons by a
gentleman of undoubted honor and indu-
ence in that House, and cOtiequeitnl
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consider I am justified in using them ; I
have not read all the works of these gen-
tlemen, but I state my authority, and I
think it will be found I am right. Four
bishops voted for the Bill in the House of
Lords previous to 1875, and the late
Archbishop of Canterbury signed a peti-
tion in which he said, " Whether the ques-
tion is considered in a religious, moral or
social point of view, such marriages are
unobjectionable, while in many instances
they contribute to the happiness of parties
and the welfare of the children, and among
the poor a tendem:cy to prevent immoral-
ity." I think that is tolerably good auth-
ority.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Will my
hon. friend tell me what is the proportion
in number of the other divines who state
that it is contrary to religion, morals, and
the social well-being of the community ?

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-I would also
call attention to Cardinal Wiseman's opin-
ion on the subject. He was asked, " Are
you of opinion that marriages of this de-
scription are in any way prohibited by, or
contrary to Holy Writ ? " He answered,
' I should not consider that they are con-

trary to the new law." He was then asked,
" But taking the question as with reference
to the Scriptures, is such a marriage held
by your Church as prohibited ?" His
answer was " Certainly not ; it is consid-
ered a matter of ecclesiastical legislation."
I think these authorities should be con-
clusve, and I shall not further trespass
upon the time of the House.

HON. MR. TRUDEI-I beg to
say a word or two in reply to
the objections that have been raised on
this occasion. I simply desire to invoke,
in favor of my motion, the testimony of
my hon. friend opposite (Mr. Botsford),
who has just spoken. Since he attaches
so much importance-and I must say
with great reason-to the opinions of the
divines whom he quoted just now, I hope
he will see no objection to leaving it to
the various churches to permit or pro-
hibit marriage, for as Cardinal Wiseman
has properly said, it is a matter of disci-
pline in the church. That dignitary said,
" It is regulated by ecclesiastical law."
Well, ecclesiastical law provides for it,
but with a proviso that under certain cir-

HON. My. BOTSFORD.

cumstances the church shall have power
to grant dispensations, and that is the law
to which Cardinal Wiseman referred.
Now I think there is some confusion in
the minds of hon. gentlemen with regard
to these two facts. We Catholics con-
sider marriage to be not only a religious
act but a sacrament, and that is the differ-
ence between us and the other denomina-
tions which do not hold it to be a sacra-
ment ; but I think that almost the whole
of Christendom admit marriage to be a
religious act, and the proof of that is found
in their way of solemnizing it, for I ven-
ture to say that 95 out of every 1oo mar-
riages are contracted within the church of
the parties. If they saw in marriage only
a civil contract they could go before a
notary and make a deed of marriage,
which would be all that was necessary,
but we find that is not their practice. So
far as I am informed I think it is the
general custom in this country, among all
denominations, to go to the proper minis-
ter of the parties for the validating of the
act. Now, my hon. friend from Lunen-
burg (Mr. Kaulbach), says that this might
cause some conflict, but I would ask my
hon. friend if there is any human institu-
tion which does not open the door to
some difficulties, or some objection?
There is nothing perfect in this world ;
but I fail to see in this instance
where the conflict would be when the law
would require that the consent of 'the
church or churches to which the parties
belong, should be obtained. This would
only ensure that the parties would marry
according to the law of their churches,
and I cannot see any harm in that. Now
my hon. friend from Amherst (Mr.
Dickey) said that this was merely a civil
matter, and while I do not propose to
repeat the arguments which I have already
used, and others which I might still
advance, I might remind the House that
for many days this question has been dis-
cussed on testimony drawn from the
Scriptures. I would ask how it is that a
matter which has nothing religious in it
should be discussed from a theological
point of view by every gentleman who
pretends to make of it merely a civil mat-
ter ? Now, this proposition we are not
prepared to admit, but I think there is in
the very act of this House enough to
assure my hon. friend that his own views
will be fully met, because in passing this
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Bill the House assumes that it is a civil
matter, and left to the action of the civil
Powers. After all if it is true that per-
haps only five out of roo would go,
or be inclined to go, before a magistrate
to have the marriage ceremony performed,
while 95 out of 'oo would consider the
mnatter as being within the domain of the
churches, I do not see why this fact
should not be recognised here. We can-
not ignore the fact that we are a Christian
community, and I think that l1e people
who pretend that there is nothing religious
in this matter are very few, and form only
the exceptions to the general rule. I res-
Pectfully submit my amendment.

this House should be the last place in the
world where gentlemen should insist
upon legislating upon matters affecting
property and private rights, without giving
sufficient attention to the legislation which
they are enacting. Take the second sec-
tion of this Bill, which says :-" This Act
shall not affect, in any manner, any case
decided by or pending before any court
of justice; nor shall it affect any rights
actually acquired by the issue of the first
marriage previous to the passing of this
Act." Now, which is the first marriage ?
The hon. Senator frorn Amherst (Mr.
Dickey) considers that it will be the mar-
riage with the deceased wife's sister.

The House divided on the amendment, HON. MR. DICKEY-I said I pre-
which was rejected by the following vote: sumed that would be the construction.

Armand,
Bellerose,
Chaffers,
Chapais,
Cormier,
Girard,

CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
Paquet,
Power,
Pozer,
Ryan,
Trudel,-ll .

NON-CONTENTS.

Hon. Messrs.
Aikin8,
Alexander
Almon,
Archibald,
Benson,
BotSford,
Boyd,
Camapbell (Sir Alex.),
Carvell,
Dever,
Dickey,
Perguson,
Perrier,
Plint,
Gibbs,
Glasier,
Grant,
Baythorne,
Kaulbach,
Leonard,
MIcClelan,

MacInnes,
(Hamilton)

MacInnes, (New West
minster, B.C.)

McKay,
McMaster,
Macdonald,
Maclarlane,
Macpherson,

(Speaker)
Miller,
Montgomery,
Muirhead,
Pelletier,
Read,
Simpson,
Skead,
Stevens,
Sutherland,
Vidal,-38.

ION. MR. POWER-I do not propose
to move any amendment to the Bill, or to
Oppose its passage. I merely rise for the
Purpose of appealing to the Minister of
Justice and the hon. gentleman who has
charge of this Bill, to let it lie over for a
day or two, until it can be put in proper
shape. This measure is going to affect a
great many private rights, and I think

HON. MR. POWER-The hon. gentle-
man who comes from the same county
(Mr. Macfarlane) says, certainly that is the
construction. Now, that cann'ot be so,
because the first marriage must be mar-
riage with. the woman who died. When
two gentlemen, members of the legal pro-
fession, like the senators from
Cumberland, take that view of the
matter, which I think is contrary to the
spirit of the Bill, but a construction
which may be put upon it, there is reason-
able ground to doubt what the meaning
of the section is; and I think it is the duty
of the Senate, and of the Minister of Jus-
tice in particular, to see that the Bill does
not pass until every reasonable doubt has
been removed. The latter part of the
section is as follows:-

"Nor shall this Act affect any such marriage
when either of the parties has afterwards,
during the life of the other, lawfully inter-
married with any other person."
Which is the marriage referred to there?
Is it the first marriage or the subsequent
marriage ? I think it is the duty of the
Minister of Justice to see that these de-
fects are remedied. I only wish now to
carry out the object of thie hon. gentleman
who introduced the Bill, and I would
suggest that instead of saying in the first
clause that " all existing laws shall be re-
pealed" it should be "all portions of exist-
ing laws which prohibited marriage with a
deceased wife's sister shall be repealed "
because a question may be raised as to
whether this section includes other.por-
tions of the law besides those which affect
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marriage with a deceased wife's sister.
The object is to repeal only such portions
of existing laws as prohibited these marri-
ages. I thirrk the second section instead
of being a separate clause should be a
proviso to the first. ,

I appeal to the hon. gentleman who has
introduced the Bill, and who I presurne
wishes to have it passed in perfect forrm,
to let it stand until Monday and amend it
so as to make the object of it clear, and
remove the doubts to which I have
referred.

HON. MR. DICKEY-As I have been
referred to in a pointed manner by the
hon. Senator from Halifax I wish to ask
him on what authority he undertakes to
state that I expressed the opinion that the
words "first marriage" apply to marriage
with a deceased wife's sister, or that I ex-
pressed any opinion whatever upon it ?
What I said was that the language was
confusing. ' asked if any person could
tell what it referred to, and then I said it
could be contended that it was the mar-
riage with the first wife ; but I did not
express any opinion upon it. Yet the
hon. gentleman insists on making it
appear that I did. I beg to disclaim hav-
ing expressed any such opinion. I say
the language is confusing, and I have not
yet been able to find out what that first
clause refers to. The hon. gentleman
has given an opinion, but I have not. It
was thrown across the House yesterday
that the first marriage was what was
spoken about. I certainly did not give it
the endorsation of my own opinion, what-
ever that may be worth, little or much.
Now as regards the suggestion that the
Bill may be deferred, my hon. friend could
not have been in the House yesterday
when the Minister of Justice rose in his
place and suggested that time should be
given, and yet such was the determination
to force this Bill through the House
that with all the influence of his high
position my hon. friend was not able to
obtain a postponement, and thus it is that
the Bill is hurried through to-day We
have not had time to find out what this
"first marriage" is, or what the rights are
of " the issue of the first marriage " and
how they are affected, or how a woman is
affected who has been divorced from her
first hqsband because she was the sister
of his deceased wife. The whole Bill is

fully of complications, and will prove a
hot-bed of litigation. I shall be very glad
it the appeal of the hon senator from
Halifax is responded to, and I wish the
House to remember the position in which
the majority have placed themselves. I
find no fault with them, but I say they
would not allow any time to be given to
improve the language of the Bill.

HON. MR. POWER-I regret very
much that I should have misunderstood
the hon. senator from Amherst. I am
the last member of this House to misre-
present anything which an hon. gentleman
says. I did not catch distinctly the words
which he used when he interrupted me,
and I thought that he rather concurred in
my interpretation of what he had said.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
think the appeal of the hon. senator from
Halifax is, from his point of view, quite
properly made, and it is the bounden
duty of the House, no matter what may
be the result, to see that the language of
the Bill does clearly and properly express
the meaning which they desire it to convey.
So far as I am concerned, as Minister of
Justice I would like to see the language
somewhat different from that which I find
in the Bill; but, nevertheless, upon
looking at the measure, as I have
done very carefully this morning,
I have come to the conclusion
that it does (although not in a way that
is satisfactory to my mind), carry out the
object which those who are interested and
who have voted for the passage of the
Bill have in view. I think the meaning
of the language, which seems somewhat
obscure, in the third line of the second
clause, can be explained in such a way
as to make it satisfactory almost to any
mind, although one cannot cease to wish
that it had been otherwise expressed.
The language is " Nor shall it affect any
rights actually acquired by the issue of the
first marriage." The whole Bill is based
upon the supposition that there are two
marriages, and it is to make legal the
second marriage. Therefore, if you keep
that in view, there is no difficulty in inter-
preting the meaning of the words " first
marriage." The Bill goes upon the sup.
position that up to the time it becomes
law, marriage with a deceased wife's sister
is illegal, and therefore it says that

HON. MR. POWER.
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the Act shall not interfere with any rights
acquired by the issue of the first marriage.
It presupposes two marriages and there-
fore when the second marriage was illegal
the issue of the first marriage acquired
any property which was theirs by virtue of
the law as it then stood, and such prop-
erty could not be divided by the issue of
any second marriage under the old law.
The Bill provides that the existing state of
things shall be preserved, and that the pro--
perty, which by reason of the law as it stands
to-day-as this Bill supposes it stands-
shall remain that of the children by the
first wife, and shall not be affected by this
Bill. Then if you assume, as you must
assume, that there has been a second
marriage (because the whole tenor and
contemplation of the Bill and all its sur-
roundings indicate the existence of a
second marriage), and when you find that
the Bill provides for the legalizing of a
certain class of second marriages, with a
clause preserving the rights of the issue
of the first marriage, you know what is
meant, and you know that the property
which by reason of the illegality of the
second marriage has actually become the
Property of the issue of the first marriage
shall not be disturbed. I think that it is
as clear as possible when you keep in view
the object of the Bill. Then it says, " nor
shall any such marriage." The natural
interpretation is that this must mean the
first marriage, but if you consider that the
phrase "first marriage " is only used in
the clause for the first time in the whole
Bill, and that therefore it points to a dis-
tinction between the marriages that the
Bill contemplates to be made legal, and
some other marriage which is called the
first marriage, then you dismiss the
first marriage and it is put aside, and
the Bill resumes its own thread, and
says that a person who may have
rnarried again after having been
divorced, or under other circumstances,
shall not be affected, and it is in that sense
that the words "such marriages" are used.
The words "such marriages" refer to the
rnarriages which it is the object of this Bill
to rnake legal. When you come to discuss it,
it can be made perfectly plain, and I think
it could be made perfectly plain in a court
Of law, but I could have wished that it had
been otherwise expressed, and if I could
have had my own way I would have liked
to have had it worded in this way, "any

such marriages between a man and a sister
of his deceased wife," nevertheless, I con-
sider after reflecting upon it and giving it
my best attention that it is not necessary.
I would at once, if I believed it was ne-
cessary, respond to the appeal made by
the hon. Senator from Halifax. If I really
conceived it was necessary that the lan-
guage should be altered for the purpose
of expressing legally and completely the
object of the Bill, I would at all hazard
discharge my duty to the House; but the
Bill, though imperfectly expressed, acc-
ording to my opinion does carry out the
object which its promoters have in view.

HON. MR. ODELL-May I ask the
Minister of Justice how he provides for
the case which he stated here yesterday ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Very
easily I referred vçsterday to a case of
divorce which had been pronounced by
the Divorce Court of one of the Provihces,
and the man who had been divorced on
the simple ground that he had married
his deceased wife's sister, had married
again. I think he is protected by these
words : "Nor shall this Act affect any
such marriage,"-that is, marriage with a
deceased wife's sister-" when any of the
parties has afterwards, during the life of
the other, lawfully intermarried with any
other person." This man was divorced
because he had married his deceased
wife's sister and he had married again.
The Bill says " any such marriage "-
that is, marriage with a deceased wife's
sister,-shall not interpose in any way.
It is provided for, almost as well as I could
wish. I would have preferred language
to this effect : " Provided always that the
provisions of this Act shall not extend to
any case where a decree of divorce has
been pronounced by a court of competent
jurisdiction ;;' but the language in 'the
Bill has the same effect. It says,"wheneither
of the parties has lawfully intermarried with
any other person "-that is, notwithstand-
ing this Act, such marriages shall continue
to be illegal. " Nor shall this Act affect
any such marriage "-that is, marriage
with a deceased wife's sister ; therefore
that marriage continues to be -illegal not-
withstanding the Act where any of the
parties has "lawfully intermarried with
any other person,"

Dewasd Wife's ( Aprm 1A, 1882.]
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The Bill was then read the third time
and passed, on a division.

rE.] Bridge (1o.'s Bill.

SECOND READINGS.

GREAT WESTERN RAILWAYs
COMPANY'S BILL.

AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

HON. MR. McMASTER moved con-
currence in the amendments made by the
House of Commons to Bill (N) -' an Act
to amend the Acts relating to the Great
Western Railway Company." He explain-
ed that the principal amendment was as
follows:

"The fund or funds aforesaid shall be
formed, invested, managed and distributed in
accordance with the rules and regulations
contained in a scheme or schenes to be pre.
pared by the Company and sealed with their
Common Seal until altered from time to time
in accordance with the powers which for that
purpose nay be inserted jn and contained in
such rules and regulations, and afterwards in
accordance with the rules and regulations
that shall be for the time being in force under
the provisions of the said scheme or schemés."

The Company was disposed to acquiesce
in this amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

CANADIAN SECURITIES COM-
PANY AND CONSOLIDATED

BANK AGREEMENT BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. RYAN moved the second
reading of Bill (87) "an Act respecting a
certain agreement between the Canadian
Securities Company and the liquidators of
the Consolidated Bank of Canada." He
explained that the Bill arose out of some
transactions connected with the liqùid-
ation of the Consolidated Bank of Canada.
Some objections were likely to be raised
to the Bill in the Senate, but these can be
fully discussed in Committee.

HON. SIR ALEXCAMPBELL said there
were some objections to the Bill, but there
was no object in discussing them on the
second reading and they could be fully
considered in committee.

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

The following Bills were read the
second time:

Bill (81), "An Act relating to the
Canada Southern Bridge Company."-
(Mr. MacInnes.)

Bill (30), ''An Act to ernpower the
Ottawa Agricultural Insurance Company
to wind up their affairs and to relinquish
their charter and to provide for a dissolu-
tion of said Company."-( Mr. Skead.)

Bill (76), "An Act to amend the Act to
incorporate the South Saskatchewan Val-
ley Railway Company."-(Mr. MacInnes.)

Bill (86), "An Act to amend the Act
incorporating the Pontiac Pacific Junction
Railway Company and to authorize the
said Company to erect a bridge over the
Ottawa River."-(Mr. Skead.)

Bill (68), "An Act further to amend
the Act incorporating the Souris and
Rocky Mountain Railway Company."--
(Mr. Sutherland.)

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
am glad to see that in the two last Bills
there is a provision that the plans of the
bridge shall be first submitted to the
Governor General in Council, and that
the work shall not be gone on with unless
the Governor General in Council approves
of them.

NIAGARA PENINSULA BRIDGE
COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE moved the
second reading of Bill (67), "An Act to
incorporate the Niagara Peninsula Bridge
Company." He said: This Bill is to
incorporate a company to construct a
bridge across the Niagara river, from a
point near Queenstown to Lewiston on
the other side. An objection is entertain-
ed which will be considered in committee,
but it raises a point of considerable
importance. Heretofore all those inter-
national bridge companies have been
required to receive powers in some cases
from the Congress and in others from
state legislatures of the neighboring
Republic. The question appears to be
raised here that it is rather a state right
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than a right which Congress can exercise.
If you compel a company to get authority
from Congress to construct a bridge it is
almost impossible for them to do anything.
The company in this case proposes to
build a bridge to connect two railways
that are ready to go into operation. I
understand that the funds are ready to
build the bridge, but if you require the
company to go to Congress for their
powers you will put a stop to their enter-
prise. I think we are hampering the
people on our side of the line who under-
take the construction of these international
bridges. I have in my hand a copy of the
bill passed in the State of New York for
the construction of this very bridge on
the other side of the boundary, and there
is no limit whatever. It is simply an Act
to enable them to cross the Niagara River,
without any consent from the Dominion.
I find also a case in which an Act was
passed by this Parliament in 1874 which
contained no such limitation. In this
instance the bridge is to be erected in a
place where it will not interfere with navi-
gation. It raises a nice question which
I shall endeavor to bring before the com-
mittee. I merely mention it now for the
purpose of showing that we are pressing
too heavily upon our own people who
engage in such enterprises and are not
giving them the same advantages as those
who undertake these works are afforded
on the other side of the boundary.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
clause under which the assent of Congress
is required for the construction of this
bridge is already in the Bill as it comes
uy from the other House. It was agreed
to by the gentleman who had charge of
the Bill there and I am surprised now
that it should be objected to. It is very
true that they may have, in the State of
York, incorporated a company without
stipulating that there should be any assent
given by the Dominion of Canada; but
the attention of the Government
has been called to the point and
I think that the State of New York,
or any other state adjoining the Domin-
ion, Would hardly be held to be practising
that comity which is due to a neighboring
nation if they sought to incorporate a
company to build a bridge across the St.
Lawrence without the consent of the
Dominion. We should think that was

an act which we should feel called upon
to resent, because the navigation of the
river might be impeded by such a bridge,
and because the river is ours and we are
entitled to the free navigation of it as they
are. Even if the state of New York has
done in some cases as the hon. gentleman
says it has, that ought not to lead us to
do likewise.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-They
are doing it in this very case.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I do
not think we should depart from the whole-
some rule which may be necessary for
maintaining pleasant relations with the
United States. This particular bridge
may not affect the navigation of the St.
Lawrence, because it is so near the falls; but
whether it is in that respect different from
the ordinary bridges which are affected by
this clause or not is of little importance,
because the clause should find its way into
all bills of this kind. It is framed with
the idea that both nations should assent to
the bridging of a river so important as the
St. Lawrence. That is the rule which, at
all events in some States of the Union,
they assent to readily, as, for instance, in
the case of the first bridge bill introduced.
here this session, involving the bridging
of the St. Mary River at Sault Ste. Marie.
In that case the legislature of the State of
Michigan had passed a bill for the pur-
pose of legalizing the company on their
side, with this very provision in it, that
the assent of the Congress of the United
States should be procured.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE--That
river is navigable.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-It is
not navigable where this bridge is to be
erected-that is, near the Sault itself.
After you overcome the Sault, Lake Supe-
rior is navigable, but there is no navigation
at that point. This very provision in the
Bill before the House was readily assented
to by the gentleman in charge of it in the
other branch of the Legislature. I hope
it will not be eliminated from the
measure. It is for the purpose
of preserving amicable relations with the
United States, and it is very desirable that
those relations should be preserved, and
we ought not to do anything, even thopgh
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we are tempted by the example of some
States of the Union, to depart from that
which we should certainly be very eager
to exact if the case were reversed. Sup-
posing the State of New York passed a
Bill to incorporate a company to bridge
the St. Lawrence at Ogdensburg, we
would consider that a very high handed
act, and that it would require the assent,
not of Ontario, nor of any particular
Province, but of the Dominion, to bridge
a river which is common to both
countries, and the navigation of which is
of such great importance. There is an-
other clause to which I desire to draw the
attention of the Railway Committee ; it is
the power of amalgamation in the
very large sense in which the Bill
gives it. They may amalgamate with
any other company in the United
States or elsewhere as *ill be seen
by clause 24, and this provides afterwards
that if they do amalgamate all the rights
which are given, and all the rights and
dnties, and everything that they acquire
by this Act, shall go to this new company,
so that we may incorporate a company
with certain duties to discharge to us, and
they may amalgamate with a company
on the other side, and the head office may
go to New York and we woul.d have no
power or authority over them. This is
the effect of the 28th section. I think it
is much safer if they want to amalgamate
with some other company, to come to us
and let us see the precise nature of tþe
contract they propose to make and if it is
all right we will give them power to amal-
gamate. But to give them such power in
advance, to transfer their franchise to
any other company is rather hazardous,
and I hope the gentlemen on the com-
mittee will give the subject careful con-
sideration.

The Bill was read the second time.

The Senate adjourned at 5.25 p. m.

THE SENATE

Ottawa, Monday, APril 17th, 1882.

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

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.

OTTAWA, WADDINGTON AND NEW
YORK RAILWAY COMPANY'S

BILL

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the Standing
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors, reported with amendments,
Bill (6o). " An Act to incorporate the
Ottawa, Waddington and New York Rail-
way and Bridge Company." He explained
that the most important amendment was
contained in an addition to the third
clause, and related to the bridging of the
St. Lawrence. It was to provide that the
Company should not commence the ac-
tual erection of said bridge until an Act of
Congress had been passed assenting to it,
but that the Company might in the mean-
time acquire lands, submit plans to the
Government, and do everything but com-
mence the actual construction of the
bridge. This was a clause which the
Government in the interest of good legis-
lation thought proper to attach to another
Bill. When this measure came before the
Railway Committee there seemed to be
some doubt as to whether an Act of Con-
gress was necessary. It was pointed out
that such an Act might have the effect of
delaying the commencement of the work
for a long time ; but it was agreed that
this provision, having been embodied in
another bill which had received the assent
of the lower House, and it having been
prepared by the Minister of Justice it was
well to add it to the third clause of this
Bill and present it to the Senate for their
consideration. If they thought it was not
necessary to make application to Con-
gress the clause might be modified accord-
ingly. He moved that the amendment be
taken into consideration on Wednesday
next.

The motion was agreed to.

RAILWAY BRIDGE AT ST. JOHN.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. DEVER called attention to
the correspondence laid on the table of
this House, on the 3rd April instant, be-
tween the Government of Canada, and
certain parties interested, offering to con-
struct a railway bridge across the falls of

$26 [SENATEÉ.] at st. JOÀn.



[A.'umt 17,1882.]

the River Saint John, at St. John, N.B.,
and inquired of the Government whether
they propose to construct the said bridge
or aid the construction thereof, by a com-
pany or otherwise.

He said :-This notice is intended to
bring before the House correspondence
carried on between certain gentlemen in
New Brunswick and the Minister of
Railways, Sir Charles Tupper. I shall
attempt to give a brief description of the
location of the proposed bridge, so that
hon. gentlemen who are not familiar with
the locality may know precisely what are
the intentions of the parties who are
advocating this project. This piece of
road is a small link between the present
terminus of the Intercolonial Railway at
St John, and a road known 4s the western
extension, which comes from the west
towards the River St. John. There is a
break of about a mile and a half or a mile
and three-quarte'rs between these two
railways, and the River St. John also inter-
venes, causing great inconvenience to
traffic. The locality where it is proposed
to erect the bridge is at a point where the
tide meets the river water. Certain
gentlemen cffered to construct this bridge
and the connecting link of road for the
sum of about $8oo,ooo. They applied to
the Government of Canada for a guarantee
of $20,ooo per annum. The interest on
$8oo,ooo, the amount which they expect
would be necessary to complete this road,
at six per cent., would be $48,ooo; the
sinking fund they compute at one per
cent., which would be $8ooo more, mak-
ing in all $56,ooo. They want aguarantee
of $2oooo, which would leave a bal-
ance of $36,ooo to be provided for.
The earnings of the bridge they esti-
mate at $24,ooo ; this amonnt, less
$6,ooo for working expenses and main ten-
ance would leave $18,ooo for the net
earnings. This sum taken from the
$36,ooo would leave a balance of $18,ooo
to be made up, and they are under the
impression that they can get a sufficient
amount from the connecting roads as far
south as Boston to cover this balance.
According to this statement it would ap-
pear that the great bulk of the amount to
construct this bridge will virtually come
from the Government of Canada, and it is
held that under the çircumstances it would
be better for the Dominion government to
build the bridge themselves, and open an

all rail route from Halifax to the United
States, and, as the prospectus says, thence
to San Francisco. I do not advocate the
construction of this work in the interest of
the city of St. John ; I do not consider it
a work that will benefit that city more
than any other portion of the Province, or
Nova Scotia, or Prince Edward Island. To
give the Housea clear idea of the views of
those who promote the scheme, I may be
permitted to read their prospectus, and
hon. gentlemen can decide for themselves
whether it would be better for the Gciv-
ernrment of Canada to permit a Company
to construct the bridge, or that it should
be undertaken by the Government of týe
Dominion. The Company have a chartèr
,from the Legislature of New Brunswik,
but inasmuch as the St John is a navi-
gable stream it is necessary that applica-
tion should be made to this Parliament to
enable therm to bridge the river. I have
spoken on this question frequently and niy
opinions upon it are well known ; they
are favorable to the Government of
Canada constructing the bridge, and
doing so at as early a date as pssible. I
shall now read the prospectus to which I
have referred. It is as follows :-

OTTAWA, 27th Januarv, 1881.
HON. SIR CHARLEs TUPPER,

Minister of Railways,
Ottawa.

Sir,
In accordance with your request we take

pleasure in further placing our views before
you in regard to a Railway Bridge ever the
St. John River near the present suspeniôn
bridge for the more effecive transportatiqu
of freight and passengers at that city. We
need scarcely say that by reason of the ev'r
increasing bubiness of the maritime provinces
more certain, safe, expeditions and economi-
cal means of communication at St. John than
those, at present available, are become imper-
ative. Believing that the construction of
such a bridge is of great public interest and
that it would be beneficial to the various rail-
way interests,including theIntercolonial, coni-
verging at St. John, believing also that the
present time is an advantageous one for rais-
ing money for all construction purposes, we
would lay the following before you:

From estimates which have been made
from time to time we conclude that the
amount required for the erection of a bridge
and for making rail connections (about oite
mile and three-quarters) from! the eastetn
side of the river, through Portland down to
the passenger depot of the Intercolonial rail-
way and including all land damDages would be
about eight hundred thousand dollare, say
*800,000.
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$28 la4lway .Jridge
Accordingly it is now proposed to obtain a

charter at the approaching meeting of the
New Brunswick Legislature subject to the
approval of the Dominion Minister of Justice,
the share capital to be two hundred thousand
dollars, say $200,000,. ten per cent. of
which to be paid up prior to the commence-
nient of the work of copstruction, power to be
given to issue Bonds to the extent of eight
hundred thousand dollars, $800,000, or there-
aboute.

From the very expensive and short length
of the work it cannot be supposed that a
large amount of stock would be taken up,
and the eonly resource therefore would be an is-
ueeofBonds,the annualinterestofwhich would
have to be met under some equi table arrange-
ment by the roade, to the extent of beyond
the sum derived from the income of the bridge
and connections, through Portland which
might. be. neoessary for some time.

In brief, to mak e our ideas as plain as
possible, we propose, after the charter is
issued and work conimenced, to issue say six
per cent. coupon Bonds payable within
twenty-five years from time to time as may
be required, viz:-
$800,000 @ 6 %................. $48,000 00
Reserving sinking fund, 1 %. 8,000 00

$56,000 00
which annual charge it.is proposed to meet
in the following way, viz.:
Estimated gross earnings........ $24,000 00
Less maintenance .............. 6,000 00

$18;000 00
Leaving a balance of.... .... 38,000 00

And to meet this difference we propose to
ask the Dominion Government to guarantee,
or assure twenty thousand dollars (20,000,00)
per aninum, the difference to be made up by
connecting roade as far as Boston.

For this latter sum, $18,000.00, we have
the fullest assurance from those roads, and
we are now in -a position to say that on sub-
stantially this basis the money for construc-
tion is pledged.

In conclusion, we desire to draw your at-
tention to some of the advantages to be
derived from the completion of the proposed
works :F Firet, This connection when made,
perfects the railway system of the entire con-
tinent, say, from Halfax to San Francisco.
It supplies needed facilities for the Lower
Provinces specially, no unimportact part of
the Dominion of Canada. Second, It would
have the effect of enabling express trains, in
the matters of speed and comfort, to be so
run as to make Halifax, more and more, a
point of arrivai and departure for ocean
steamers, and of bringing the two provinces
on the Atlantic seaboard into the direct line
of a traffic, which at present, does not touch
us at ail. The Intercolonial and other lines
wojld be thus benefited, for there can be no
qu6stion, it seems to us, that apart from the
transportation of mails and freight, large
numbers of passengers to and from Europe

would seek to economize time and reduce the
length of the ocean voyage from one to two
days. Third, the large increase of freight
traffic by means of this connection, from the
northern part of Prince Edward Island and
the proposed Counties of New Brunswick
and Nova Scotia, through which the Inter-
colonial Railway passes, muet greatly benefit
the Government Road. There is a practical
embargo on county produce seeking a
market at present, owing to the break
at St. John, and the cost of transfer, for in
many cases the margin of profit is swept away
by haulage, handling, ferriage and loss of
time. This is no new matter to the Dominion
Governiment as in 1873, the late William
Parks then President of the Western Road,
but of Saint John, and T. R. Jones a
director were a delegation in furtherance of
the same object. These gentlemen's views
were most favorably received, and on refer-
ence to Sir Leonard Tille you will gather
fully the result of that delegation. Owmg to
subsequent complications the matter was not
proceeded with. Subsequently the Hon. Mr.
McKenzie being in Saint John met interested
parties there, and a favorable expression was
obtained from him in reference to the scheme
financially, and otherwise. After that the
European and North American Road from
Saint John to Bangor failed, and this un-
fortunate occurrence prevented anything
being doné.

Now that the lines from Saint John are
reorganised, this scheme for the bridge and
connections, is revived with more certainty
than ever. We believe in the matter being
brought to a successful issue if the Dominion
Government will grant their influence and
practical help. With these secured we have
no doubt the construction will be proceeded

-with and completed within a very early
period.

We desire to add that we shall at ail times
be pleased te furnish the fullest information
required by the necessities of this matter and
commending it to your favorable and early
consideration.

We remain, sir,
Your obedient servante

Signed
THOMAS R. JONES,
JAS. MURRAY KAY,
CHARLES SPEAR.

Hon. gentlemen will see that the prospect
of the bridge being constructed through
the medium of this company is not a very
bright one, and therefore we most respect-
fully suggest that the Government of
Canada should look into the matter and
deal with it as favorably as possible. I
repeat that I do not advocate this work as
a citizen of St. John, and I repudiate the
idea that it is essential to that city, or
would benefit it any more than any other
part of the Maritime Provinces., Some

HON. M. DEVER.
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Parties go so far as to say it will prove way must be protected, we cannot but con-
injurious to St. John, by taking away some clude that, when the work is commenced, it
Of its trade, but I do not believe that it should be put through with as little delay as

.Iv dpossible. We have bright hopes for St. John
Will. I consider it very desirable that we in connection with the extension of the New
should have through traffic, and this work Brunswick Railway to the St. Lawrence, and
would increase the business of the Inter- also with the completion of the Megantie line.
Colonial Railway, or at least on the 270 We wish to see as maiy railways come into
'coloale o wnedbyo the Goennt bteen 2 our city and Portland as possible, and to
rniles owned by the Government between afford all reasonable facilities to them for do-
St. John and Halifax. A great deal of ing so. The Dominion Government could
traffic by the Western Extension, ançl put through the bridge and its east n con-
other roads from the south and west, nection with the Intercolonial Rail with
would pass over the Intercolonial Railway the greatest promptness, and could ma e the
and thsncresets re Intercolonial -v most equitable arrangements for the taking

conclu- of land and the consideration of all interesta
sion, permit me to represent the opinion that might be affected by the location and
expressed by the editor of one of the lead- erection of the bridge. A panic, even a strin-
ing newspapers of St. John on this subject. gency in the money mgrket, mig4t embar-
I read from the Telegrafh as follows rass even a company, ànd either cause delay

or induce it altogether to sufrender a project
" While a conflict is going on as to the site on which it had embarked, but it is needless

of the proposed bridge across the mouth of to say that the Dominion Government would
the St John, there is another question of not be likely to experience any embarrase-
greater importance which ought to engage mont of that kind; the less so, as the work
attention, and that is as to the party by undertaken would be sure to add considera-
whon the connection between the Inter- bly to the revenues of the Intercolonial Rail-
Colonial Railroad and the railroads west of St way. The link in question, in private hands,
John should be made. The public interest subject to change in their personnel, and even
in this case should be the supreme law. Cati in their nationality, migh t make heavy de-
there be any doubt as to what the general mands on all who have occasion to use it,
interest is? The owner of the Intercolonial but no fears on that head could reasonably
Railroad-that is, the Government of Canada be entertained if that work formed part of the

should unquestionably supply the missing Government railroad, and its befitting com-
link securing at the dame time the fair an pletion.»
equitable use of the bridge by railroads west
ofthe St John, who would speedily arrange HON. MR. KAULBACH-When this
to make their connections with it. The uestion came up before I was in favor ofDominion Government own and control a q
noble line of road. If any single line of the construction of this bridge; but at
railroad is interested in a connection with that time there seemed to be a difference
other railroade, much more is the Inter- of opinion among the people of St. John
Colonial. The territory over which the as to where the bridge should be located.
Connecting link should extend is clearly Some advocated a site below the faîls and
defined by great natural boundaries. The
Dominion Government alone should control some above the falîs, and there appeared
that extension in the interest of the general to be a good deal of conflict of opion
trade and commerce of the country, and in on the subject. As far as the Intercolonial
the particular interest of the commerce of Railway is concerned it has no water com-
this port. The Government of Canada, and
their Railway Committee, must be satisfied petition, and, therefore, this bridge is not
as to the location of a great bridge across a absolutely necessary in the interest ofthat
great river. They are the general guardians line; but it would form a connection with
of navigation. They have in their possession a number of railways from the United
all the nautical and engineering information S
Which exista applicable to the case, and, il t
additional information be wanted, they can European and North American, the
send proper engineers to obtain it. Maine Central, and the Eastern, ail run-
It being necessary, ultimately to ning as far as Boston. It is a question
.atisfy them as the site selected, how far these railways should contribute
the character of the structure pro- to the construction of this bridge. My
Poeed, the mutual arrangements made as to
the proportion in which the different railway' hon friend says that "we believe the con-
intereste shall contribute to the work, why necting link can be buiît for $8ooooo."
not go a step further, and assume jts entire I do do not know whether he means by
Control, making a fair arrangement with all cwe» the people of St. John, or the Com-
Other roads ? Again, agreeing with those
who think a railway bridge desirable in the pany; but it is a large amount of money
iiterests of trade and commerce, while at the to ask. I understand that Jay Gould, the
aroe time the navigation of our great water- great projector of railways in the United
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States, has an idea of purchasing all the
railways leading from Boston to St. John,
of building this connecting link or bridge,
and then by placing lines of steamers to
Europe shorten the time of the passage
between New York and Liverpool. I
hope that this will be done, and I should
be sorry to thwart the enterprise of a man
who has been so successful in projecting
and carrying on great works in the past.
The question is not before us at present
in a practical way; but it is one well
worthy of consideration when it does come
before the Senate in such a manner that
it can be considered fully-whether the
work should be eindertaken by a company,
or built by the Government, and how far
the railways running to Boston should
contribute towards the enterprise.

HON. MR. DEVER-I would just
offer a word of explanation. It would
appear to be the impression that a diffe-
rence of opinion exists in Saint John on
this subject. It is true that a difference
of opinion did exist, but from the pros-
pectus of this Company it will be seen
that the charter is had from the Local
Government defining the-location of the
bridge, etc., and therefore there cannot
any longer be any difference of opinion,
because if the Bridge be built according
to this prospectus, it simply goes across
the falls on the River Saint John. Then
I would point out that this alleged com-
pany do not propose to build this Bridge
without a guarantee of $2o,ooo per an-
num from the Government of Canada, on
the capital of $8oo,ooo. Taking that
position, parties in favor of the imme-
diate construction of the Bridge allege
that it would be better for the Govern-
ment of Canada to take the matter into
their own hands, rather than give away
$20,000 per annum. and after all to have
a company owning a small portion of
road between their own road and the
great system of' railways in the United
States.

HON. MR. WARK-The hon. gentle-
man from Lunenburg (Mr. Kaulbach) has
alluded to the important line from Bos-
ton to Saint John. It included four lnes
as he has stated, but there are other
lines which will be deeply interested in
this measure. There is a new road called
the Grand Southern, which cornes from

HON. MR. KAULBACH.

another part of the United States, and
connects with the line there. Then there
is the New Brunswick road which almOst
trenches on the boundary of Canada, and
which they are making strong efforts to
connect with the Intercolonial at River
du Loup ; then there is the Megantic
road which is under construction, and
which will be the shortest road of all be-
tween Canada and the seaboard at St.
John. These roads will be all interested
in this undertaking if it is proceeded
with, and I think if this Bridge is to be
built it would be would be a very proper
thing for the Government to under-
take it. I see it is estimated to cost
$8oo,ooo, which at six per cent.
would represeut $48,ooo, but I think the
Government could borrow that money at
four per cent., which would reduce the
cost very materially. The Government is
deeply interested in this matter, as also is
the Intercolonial Railway, for there is a
great deal of traffic which has to stop
there; and which must be either ferried.
across the St. John River or shipped by
steamer. Now there are some descriptions
of goods which cannot bear this, for
instance there are large quantities of fish
which should go directly on to its destina-
tion, and which otherwise is spoiled.
Then there is a great deal of produce
which comes down, such as potatoes and
the coarser grains : these go chiefly to the
United States, and if the Bridge were
built these articles could cross the river
and be fowarded right on. In addition
to these articles of freight there is a large
trade done in fresh fish packed in ice, in
the summer season, and there is the
catch of the American fishermen in the
Gulf, a great deal of which would be sent
over the road if this Bridge became an ac-
complished fact. I repeat that the
Government and the Government road
are deeply interested in this scheme and I
think it would be the best course for the
Government to undertake its construction
and to exact from the different roads using
it a fair sum for the privilege of running
over it. I do not know that much more
need be said, but I would like to make
one more remark; I would call the atten-
tion of the Government to the enormous
expenditure which is now going on far
away in the North West, and in the
Western portion of this great Dominion,
and I would say that we are beginning to
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think that a little money might now be
Well expended in the Maritime Provinces.

HoN.' MR. POWER-I do not think I
should have said anything on this subject
'f Imy hon. friend from Lunenburg (Mr.
Raulbach) had not spoken in a way which
rather tended to leave the impression that
the opinion in Nova Scotia was not in
favor of the construction of this bridge.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I never
Ineant to say so.

HON. MR. POWER-At any rate that
is the impression that would be tonveyed
to any one who listened to the speech of
the hon. gentleman; and I do not hesitate
to Say that the people of Nova Scotia are
alnost unanimously in favor of the build-
'1g of this bridge. I do not propose to
enter into the question at any length, but
it is of interest to the Government in or-
der to give additional work to the Inter
colonial, and as furnishing increased facil-
hies for carrying freight on that road.
I think that every argument that can
be used in favor of the construction of
the St. Charles branch can be
ulsed with much greater force in
favor of constructing the bridge
over the river St. John. I think there is
"Io better time than the present to urge
the natter on the attention of the Gov-
ernnent, and I feel that the hon. gentle-
Inan from St John (Mr. Dever) has only
done his duty to the city from which he
Cornes, in bringing it up as he has done.
At the present time the treasury is over-
fowing, and an election is impending,
anld the hon. Minister of Finance who has
charge of the treasury is anxious, I pre-
Surme, to represent once more the city of
St. John.

I do not think there is any better way
which he can spend a little of the sur-

Plus, and at the same time aid in securing
his own re-election, than by building this
Bridge.

'ION. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL--I
have listened with a great deal of atten-
tion to the remarks of the hon. gentleman
from St John (Mr. Dever) who has made
this inquiry. I am not able to give him
anY decisive answer at present, but he has
afforded a great deal of information that
Will be of use to the Goverriment when

considering this subject, and I can assure
him that the representations which he
has made to the House will receive every
attention when the matter is to be deter-
mined by the Government. In the mean-
time I can only inform my hon. friend
that the Government is considering
whether it is best that the Administration
should assume the construction of this
Bridge, or whether they shall aid in its
construction by a private company.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I intend.
ed to offer a few remarks when the hon.
Minister of Justice rose. It seems to me
that when a gap exists in the line of
travel, such as has been referred to in
the motion before the House, it is very
essential that it should be filled up as
soon as possible, and when the ordinary
means of doing so do not suffice, and it
can only be carried out at greater expense,
then it is incumbent upon the Govern-
ment to take action. It appears very
clear from what the hon. gentleman on
the other side (Mr. Wark) has just said,
that a great number of lines would be
benefited by this Bridge, and that inter-
course would be greatly facilitated; I
might add that so far as the Province
from which I come is concerned, the por-
tion of our trade which goes down, in that
direction is very considerable indeed.
That trade consists of potatoes and oats
to a great extent, but there is a large ex-
portation of fish and oysters as well. It
is, however, for another description of
freight that the Bridge in question would
perhaps be of the greatest utility, and that
is forlive animals. Large numbers ofthem
areshipped and sent sometimes to St. John,
and at others to the United States; they are
more frequently sent through to the neigh-
boring Republic and of course it is a
matter of very considerable importance
to us to save transshipment and the driv-
ing of animals through the city and
placing them in the cars again. I think
if that could be obviated it would be a
very great boon to shippers of live stock
in Prince Edward Island. As regards the
fish trade I might say that the utility of
the New Brunswick railways and this
prospective Bridge was forseen so long
ago as before the passing of the first
reciprocity treaty. It was observed by the
then Lieut.-Governor of Prince Edward
Island, Sir Alex. Bannerman, who was a

Bailway _Bidge [ApmL 1 7, 1882.1



TemporaUties Fund.

member of the House of Commons in Eng-
land during his earlier days and he called
the attention of the Imperial Government
to the importance of this St. John Rail-
way. I believe that at times the New
Brunswick railways are largely used by
shippers of oysters and mackerel from
Prince Edward Island, and no doubt the
quantities would be very largely increased
provided facilities were given for crossing
the St. John River without the necessity
of the transshipment of freight at two
stations.

HON. MR. WARK-There is just one
remark I wish to make, and it is this : at
the time the road was opened between
Bangor and St. John a number of public
men were present from various sections,
and among others the Postmaster General
of the United States. He told them then
that as soon as they could shew that the
road was prepared to perform the service,
he would give it the carrying of the
United States mails, which would be a
very important item.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-To
carry where ?

HON. MR. WARK-Between
United States and Liverpool.

the

HoR. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-To
be shipped at Halifax ?

HON. MR. WARK-Yes.

HON, SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
have no doubt that would be a very
important point if the mail froi the
United States or a considerable portion of
it would go over this line in the winter
months. I will take care that all the
information that has been communicated
to the House shall receive the considera-
tion of the Government and they will
endeavor to come to a decision as soon
as possible.

HON. MR. DEVER-I may mention
that two other gentlemen in this House
from New Brunswick intended to speak
on this question, but one of them was
called away suddenly and the other is un-
well to-day.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following bills from the Flouse of
Commons were introduced and read the
first time :

Bill (i9), " An Act to incorporate the
St. John's Bridge Company." (Mr.
Girard.)

Bill (42), " An Act to incorporate the
Richelieu Bridge Company." (Mr. Bureau.)

Bill (15), " An Act to incorporate the
Winnipeg and Springfield Bridge COn
pany." (Mr. Girard.)

PRESBYTERIAN TEMPORALITIES
FUND BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY, in the absence of
Hon. Mr. Vidal, moved the second read-
ing of Bill (66),

" An Act to amend the Act of the late
Province of Canada, intituled: '. An Act to
incorporate the Board for the management. f
the Temporalities Fund of the Presbvteria"
Church of Canada in connection with the
Church of Scotland," and the Acts amending
the same."

He said :-Owing to the unavoidable
absence of the hon. gentleman who had
charge of the Bill I have been asked
to-day to move the second reading. I do
this with the greatest reluctance because
the hon. gentleman from Sarnia (Mr.
Vidal) whose absence we all deplore, More
especially for the cause which necessitate
it, and in which he has all our sympathies
-would have been enabled to present the
Bill in a much more lucid and satisfactOry
manner than I can possibly hope to do at
such short notice. I must therefore throw
myself on the kind indulgence of the
House for all short-comings while I el'
plain as briefly as possible the grounds
upon which I ask the Senate to pass this
measure. The Bill follows between the
lines of the legislation of Ontario and
that of Quebec, and proposes to validate
the acts of the Temporalities Board and
all past acts, and to regulate their proceed'
ings in the future, with some modifications
to which I shall presentlyrefer. The events
of which this measure is the outcorne
did not all transpire in a day nor in a year;
they cover a period of time extending over

.four or five years. Negotiations for the

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE,
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nfiOn of these difierent congregations com-
htenced as long ago as 1870 or 1871 and
ternfinated in the year 1875. They went
01n uP to the year 1874, when the Synod
Of the Presbyterian Church in connection
With the Church of Scotland,-acting upon
the Principle that prevails in that Church
that the Church is not composed of the
Clergy, but of the whole body of profess-

g Christians - referred this matter
accrding to their usual practice, to the
VariOus Presbyteries and Kirk sessions as
representing the congregations. The
result of that reference was that not more
than ten out of one hundred and fifty
Ongregations expressed an opinion ad-

thrse to the union. The Church having
Us ascertained the mind of the congre-

gations proceeded to ask for legislative
POWers with a view to carrying with it
the Property of all the members of the
£hurch, and they obtained these two acts,

iOM Ontario at the close of the year 1874,ad from Quebec in the beginning of 1875.
'ehey asked for this legislation as prelimi-
nary to taking any other steps, and the
acts themselves expressed on their face
that they were only to take effect on the
Consumation of the Union. I may

itnark in passing that had it not been for
the passage of these acts the Church
WOUld not have taken any other step, and
the Matter would have dropped there;

they got this legislation and that has
en the subject of very considerable

tigation and dispute ever since. Ulti-
ately it has been decided that those
ets were ultra vires. That was decided
the highest judicial court in the Empire,

Ut the same tribunal has suggested that
'lthough this was a power which the sep-arate provinces should not exercise it
'night nevertheless be well exercised bythe Dominion Parliament; and therefore
, ey suggested that it should be the sub-
jeet of federal legislation. Parliament is
110W asked to carry out this suggestion bythis Bill which is before the House, with
the other bills. Having obtained the
legislation before referred to, the matterWent on until it was finally referred to the

Ynod, and the result was that at the
4eeting which consummated the union
there were merely nine of the elders
OPPosed to that union, while the great
e Y of the other ministers, following thead of the congregations, had agreed to

SPPort it. I ought to say before going

further, that while I have stated that only
ten out of the one hundred and fifty congre-
gations were opposed to the Union,
I ought in fairness to state that
ninety-five only expressed consent
by an affirmative vote. There were
forty five congregations that did not vote-
did not think it necessary to vote-but
they nevertheless after the Union was
agreed to, giving their consent by concurr-
rence,fellinwith itandjoinedthe body which
afterwards became the" United Presbyterian
Church in Canada." The body of min-
isters then composedof varying numbers-
from seven to ten-I do not know exactly-
who were dissentient on that occa-
sion have now, so far as I can gath-
er, been reduced to something like
seven active members with the congre-
gations which they lead. I say this with
some hesitation because I have not been
able to have access to any source of in-
formation which would unable me to state
the vote more clearly to the House. That
being the case, we must look at this leg-
islation to see what was the spirit which
actuated it, and we find that so far from a
desire to over-ride'by a mere majority the
interests of their fellow ministers and con-
gregations, those Acts effectually cared for
and conserved the rights of those min-
isters and congregations, and they gave to
the dissenting persons who chose to remain
out of this union, all the property that be-
longs to them. I merely mention as an
example that the church property in
Montreal belonged to persons who did
not think proper to comeinto the Union:
this rested with the original owners. They
were not interfered with by the majority
who preserved to the ministers who
stayed out their stipends for all time
to come. We shall see how this provision
has been carried out up to the present.
It was thus as I said before, after the close
of this long period of five years that the
union of these various Presbyterian bodies
was formed, and I may ask before going
further why such a union should not have
taken place; They all held the same
doctrine of faith and substantially they
were all guided by the sam e form of church
government; in short theywere all Presby-
terians and I cannot see why they should
not be united. It may be said perhaps-
it has been said already-that they had no
power to over-ride the interests of those
seven or eight gentlemen who chose to
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remain out with their congregations, and
it occurs to me at this moment to mention
a case of which I once heared.
In a court of justice an impor-
tant trial was going on in which the
facts were very plain, and it should not
have taken the jury very long to arrive at
a verdict. The case being finished, the
jury went out, and after the lapse of two or
three hours, as they did not return, the
judge sent for them. I must not forget
to say that unanimity among jurymen was
necessary in those days. On receiving
the judge's message, the jury came into
Court, and the judge asked what was the
difficulty and why they could not agree
upon a verdict. The foreman said, " My
lord, I have agreed long ago, but I cannot
get those other eleven fellows to agree
with me." Now that is exactly the posi-
tion in which this matter stands, and it
seems to me that to deny legislation to
this body, composed as I have already
stated it is, would be just as monstrous as
it would have been to have called upon
that judge to record a verdict in favor of
the defendant, in accordance with the de-
cision of that recalcitrant juryman, and
against the opinion of his other brethren.
But it is important to ask what view did
the Mother Church in Scotland take of
all these proceedings; were they opposed
to them? I find that, so far from being
opposed to the movement, they extended
their most cordial sympathy to the persons
who thus entered into that union. I
quote from a deliverance in the General
Assembly of the Church a year after this
union was consummated, in the month of
May, 1876:

" The Assenbly have heard with much' in-
terest that the union of Presbyterians in the
Dominion of Canada bas at length taken place.
The terms on which thit. union has been
effected having been brought under the con-
sideration of the last General Assembly, and
that Assembly having declared that there is
nothing in those terms to prevent the
Assemibly from wishing God speed in their
future labours for the Lord to brethren who
propose to accept union on that basis, or
from co-operating with themti in any way that
nay be found possible in the new state of

things, the General Assembly resolved to
record, and througlh the respected deputies
from Canada to convey to the brethren in the
United Church of the Dominion, an expression
of their earnest prayer that God may be
pleased to hallow and bless the union, and to
make it the means of promoting peace as well

Hoi. MR. DIcoIy.

as al] the other intereste of religion amo"ng
the people The Assembly, at the same time
regret to learn that the threatened division i"
the Canadian Synod, of which intimation W85
given in the Report to the last General
Assembly, has to some extent becomearealitY•
As to different views of duty in regard tO
accepting or rejecting the union, this AsseO-
bly, like ail former Assemblies, express no
opinion ; but, being persuaded that those
brethren who have declined to enter the
United Church, not less than those who have
accepted the union, have acted under a strofl&
seuse of duty, the Assembly assure them 0r
their continued regard and desire for their
prosperity and usefulness. And, while the
Assembly will not cease to pray and use such
means as may be within their power, and
entreat their brethren in Canada to unite la
the same prayer and efforts, that ail heats
nay be allayed and any remaining division
may be healed, they will cordially continue
to co-operate in any possible way with both
parties in pronoting the religious interests of
their colonial brethren.

The General Assembly, having learned
from the deputies that an impression exists
in Carada that the Churclh of Scotland
regards the action of those connected with her
in Canada in forming the union now consun
mated as an indication of disloyalty to the
parent Church, assure the deputies that theY
entertain no such idea; but, on the contrary,
give full credit to the re presentations which
they have received froni the brethren on that
subject."

Now, that being the case our minds are
relieved at once from an impression that
might have had some influence upon hon.
members. But this was not a mere vague
expression of sympathy and interest in
this movement ; it was followed up by acts,
for .the Church of Scotland have frorn
that day to this given substantial aid to the
United Presbyterian Church of Canada,
and have also, besides that, given their
opinion as to the course which the dis-
sentients adopted, by withdrawing from the
latter the aid which for a time they had
extended to them. No more emphatic
approval of the course which was taken
by the majority, and no more emphatic
condemnation, so far as it could be ex-
pressed without wishing to make any
difficulty with their brethern, could have
been had than in these facts which I have
just mentioned. I should like now to
refer to the course which was taken by the
dissentients in reference to the question
whether those acts did or did not meet
with the approval of the mother church.
It arose in this way : one of the ministers
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Who had joined the United Church here,
Dr. Snodgrass, was about to respond to a
call from a parish in Scotland, when the
first intimation he got of any dissatisfaction
with his course, was a decree deposing him
from the ministry, and a certified copy of
that decree was sent across the water to
Scotland and met him there when he was
about to assume his duties in the parish.
1'hat decree, as perhaps the House will be

prepared to hear, was entirely disregarded,
and .Dr. Snodgrass is to this day the
ninister of that parish. I merely mention

this to show the spirit in which this was
carried out by the gentlemen who now. ask
for Our sympathies. I should perhaps
have explained, in Qrder to meet objections
Which I heard from a friend or two, that
"1O part of this fund has hitherto been
appropriated to the ministers of the Free
Church, or the ministers of the Presby-
terian Church of the Lower Provinces$nd they have only an indirect interest
11 it arising from the fact, that by one of
the clauses of this Bill after all the vested
i'nterests have been provided for, (as I
shall show presently), the balance shall
eo to the Home Mission Fund. That
is the interest they have, and it is only a
.ernote and indirect interest; but I men-

t'on it to show that no step whatever has
been taken to appropriate any part of this
und for a purpose for which it was not

1ginally designed. We have the Bill
tefore us. What was the spirit in which
that Bill was received? We were told
that no such compromise as has been
uggested, and as I shall show presently,

the Bill provides for, would be entertained
for a moment. Why? Because "we, the
dissentients, are the only ministers or
!nembers of the Church of Scotland left
ln Canada at this time, and we claim all,
or none of this ·fund." Now, that is a
Position which these gentlemen have aPerfect right to assume, because in this
country religious opinion is as free as the
air we breathe, and I hope it may be so
1on1g as the waters of the Grand River
fow through this noble valley of the
OttaWa. The House of Commons have
endeavored, after a patient investigation

f nearly two months, to do what is right
between these parties, and let us see howthey have acted. Let us turn for a mo-rMent to the second clause of this Bill, andsee how the rights of the minority are
prottcted. It is as follows:

" Provided, always, that all ministers and
probationers interested or possessin g rights
im or to the said Temporalities Fund at the
time when such union was carried into effect,
who declined to become parties to such union,
or to enter into the said proposed uuited
church, shall be entitled to ail the pecuniary
rights and claims upon the said fund they
w'ould have enjoyed had they entered into
such union, that is to say, so long as they
shall continue to be Presbyterian minis ers in
good standing within the Dominion of Canada,
whether in active service or retired; and the
said Board shail administer the said fund so
as to protect their rights until their said rights
shall have respectively lapsed and Leen ex-
ti nguished."

Tu*rn again to the second sub-section
of clause four, and we shall find how care-
ful Parliament has been to insert these
provisos to protect the interests of all
parties :

" After the first and third classes of pay-
ments named in section one shall have been
extinguished and provision shall have been
made for the annual receipt in perpetuity of
the suim provided for in the second class of
payments, each congregation which declined
to become a party to the union, and which
shall not have entered the union before the
time of the extinction of such payments shall
be entitled to a share of the residue, such
share to be in the proportion of one to the
whole number of congregations on the Synod
Roll on the fourteenth day of June, 1875, the
date of the union."

I humbly submit that nothing can be
fairer than the proviso of this Bill, and the
only objection I anticipate is the strictly
technical and legal one that we are legis-
lating away the rights of property in this
matter. I have already adverted to the
principle which obtained in the Presby-
terian body that all the members of that
Church had an interest in that properfy.
When the beneficiaries of that fund died,
or their interest lapsed, - the property
would naturally fall to be administered by
the whole body of the Church ; and there
is a large amount of property, churches,
for instance, in this very place where we
are, which would be an ornament to any
city, that would belong to the united body,
unless this legislation is refused, and un-
less under the construction of the Acts of
the Ontario and Quebec Legislatures
they should be held to belong to the old
Church in connection with the Church of
Scotland.

To those who entertain doubts on this
subject I may say, happily there is a pre-
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cedent for this Act, and I quote at present
from the decisions of the Court of Queen's
Bench for Upper Canada, vol. 6, page
437 ; it is the case, of the Methodist
Episcopal Trustees against a man named
Brass, arising from difficulties of a similar
character. A union was proposed be-
tween the Methodist Episcopal church and
the Wesleyan Methodists, and the result
was, that the union, after conference and
possibly the same amount of grave con-
sideration which has been given in this
case, was consummated. The union took
place and then the Episcopal Methodists
began to make difficulties about this pro-
perty. They took the position which has
been taken by other people to-day in this
case, that the property did not pass, that
it still remained and belonged to the
Methodist Episcopal Church and was no
longer the property of the united
churches. An action was brought to try
that question. Some litigation had pre
ceded it, but finally it came before the full
Court of Queen's Bench, and this is the
decision of Chief Justice Robinson -

" Upon the best judgment which we could
form upon the very important question which
was discussed in this action, we have given
our opinion that it was competent to the con-
ference to make that change in the constitu-
tion of the society which they did make ; that
the change was accomplished in a manner
sanctioned by their code of discipline ; and
that by the proceeding the religions body did
not lose its identity and bas not lost the pro-
perty which they held before the abolition of

piscopacy."
And further on he says
" We consider that we have done with this

question ; and that so far as our opinions are
concerned, it must be considered at rest. If
the judgment which bas heen given here is to
be overruled; it must be by a superior juris-
diction.".

It never was overruled because it was
not appealed. In the case before us the
authorities of the highest courts in Quebec
had given a decision in favor of the united
church. That decision has been over-
ruled and we have no right to question it,
we must act upon that decision. The
parties are now in a position which en-
titles them to come to Parliament-and
ask for this legislation. I do say, with
Chief Justice Robinson, that this question
ought to be set at rest. There ought to
be an end to it and I hope the result of
to-day's debate will be to make an ending.

HoN. MR DICKEY.

Unless this House is prepared to unsettle
this question and leave it open to any
amount of litigation, and discord which
must naturally arise, I think we will do
well to pass the Bill which has been sent
to us by an overwhelming majority of this
great body in Canada and has come to Us
supported by a very large majority in the
House of Commons.

HON. MR. BUREAU-As this is a
most important matter, I do not wish 40
vote upon it without having information
on one point. My attention has been
called to the following question and an-
swer:-

c" Q.-What does the Union Church offer
the old Church?

" A.-The new Church bas seized ail the
funds of the old Church; refuses the old
Church name to the minority, though the
new Church bas abandoned it. It offers to
give the seven old Church founders who are
living, their aunuities for life, and then take
all the capital for the new Church. It gives
what it cannot refuse, $450 per annun to the
old Kirk founders, but seeks to kili the old
Church by seizing the endowments. After
the death of these seven commuters, the old
Church will be entirely deprived of en en-
dowment secured to it by the faith of the
Crown and by the security of a trust con-
firrned by an Act of Incorporation.

As I understand it, the majority sepa-
rated from the Church, and the minority
are in fact the faithful who adhere to that
Church in Canada. Now, the faithful
minority, after the death of these seven
ministers, will be deprived, if I understand
it right, of the capital that ought to remain
for the maintenance of their Church. Can
we deprive the minority, after the death
of the seven ministers, of the capital which
they would be as well entitled to have as
those who constitute the majority ?

HON. MR. DICKEY-My hon. friend
has quoted frorn the "Shorter Catechisrn,"
which I readily admit as an institution of
the Presbyterian Church, but at the same
time I am prepared to answer his question.
The hon. gentleman seems to apprehend
that, after the death of those seven minis-
ters, their congregations will be deprived
of their share of the residue of this pro-
perty. I will not say whether it is right
that it should be so or not : I can only
say that, according to the Act, it is not so.
My hon. friend will find that it is provided
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for in the fourth section by an amendment
which was introduced in the Bill in the
House of Commons, and which forms the
Second sub-section of the fourth clause of
the Bill.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-My hon.
friend who has taken charge of this Bill
has so elucidated the subjéct that it re-
quires very little comment, yet a matter
Which affects so many people and has
given rise to much controversy is entitled
to careful consideration. This measure
arises from a decision of the Privy Council
i which it was held that the Temporalities
Fund Act of the Quebec Legislature, and
Virtually a similar Act of the Ontario Leg-
islature were ultra vires, inasmuch as the
Original Act was passed by the old Pro-
vince of Canada and affected two Pro-
vinces. The Privy Council in effect
held that the action of one Pro-
vince was not enough, and if the
Dominion Parliament did not inter-
fere the consequence would probably be
litigation. The present Protection Act is
sought by the United Presbyterian body,
and opposed by a few congregations who
declined entering the union. It provides
for the legalizing of what has been done
under the disallowed Act by the Tem-
Poralities Board, and that the revenues of
the fund or Board should be appropriated
the same as before the union of' the
churches, to all the ministers of the Pres-
byterian Church having claims on the
fund, for the payment of their annuities
for life. And after that, when the annui-
ties have all lapsed or ceased to exist, the
remyainder to be applied to establishing a
home mission fund to assist such congre-
gations as need aid in the United Church,
at the same time saving to those congre-
gations which did not enter the union,
'i proportion to their numbers, their fuli
share of the residue of the fund when
Wound up. The Bill gives to the minis-
ters who decline entering the united body
now called the Presbyterian Church in
Canada, the same annuities as received by
the unionists. The minority are treated
the sane as if they were a part of the
United Church. This mode of dealing
with the vexed question recommends it
self to my mind as a fair and equitable
way of disposing of the matter, and shoulc
be satisfactory to the minority whose

rights have been fully considered and pro-
tected.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-It is most
deeply to be regretted that the two bodies
to be affected by this Bill could not settle
the matter among themselves without
coming to Parliament; but since the
question has come up for our considera.
tion, I am sure that both branches of
Parliament will endeavor to deal with it
on principles of equity and justice-will
endeavor to discharge their duties accord-
ing to the best of their ability. Now, this
really and truly is a question of the union
of all the members of the Presbyterian
Church in Canada, but it is also a ques-
tion of the disposal of the large amount
of money to which the mover of this Bill
has referred. It is the question of the
disposal of $5oo,ooo which were claimed
for a certain period of time by what has
been called the minority in that Church.
My hon. friend the mover of the Bill did
not go far enough into the history
of the subject in order to lay the matter
formally before the House. It is well
known to members of the Senate that this
money came from the old Clergy Reserve
Fund : it came from the fund set aside
by George the Third to establish a Protest-
ant Church in the Province of Canada,
and the $5oo,ooo were appropriated, to
whom ? that is the question. They were
appropriated to the Church of Scotland in
Canada, and I need not weary the House
by going into the whole history of why all
the various religious bodies constituting the
Presbyterian Church in Canada did not
accept the $5oo,ooo at the time. We al
know that the amount was accepted by a
certain branch who stood in connection
with the Old Kirk. But circumstances
have entirely changed, and a spirit of
union has shown itself in the Church,
which we must ail rejoice to see. The
question has often been asked, what has
created a difference of opinion between
the Presbyterian Churches in Canada ?
There has been no real difference in doc-
trine. We have to look at the question
from that standpoint. The $5oo,ooo were
allotted and appropriated from the old
Clergy Reserve Fund to the Presbyterian

- Church in Canada, and now that we see
the large majority of the members of the

I Presbyterian Church meeting and resolv-
ing to bring about that union which is io
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much desired, and when we see that this
Bill really and truly makes equitable pro-
vision for those congregations which form-
erly and legally claimed that amount, it
appears to me that if it is left to us, not as
a court of law, but as a Parliament, to say
what we believe to be in the interest of relig-
ion and in the interest of the Presbyterian
Church, and what we believe to be the
original intention for which that money
was given, I cannot as a member of this
House come to any other conclusion than
to vote for a bill which will seal the union,
and which will do no injustice; because
it will have the effect of uniting all the
Presbyterians in one body. If we reject
this Bill it will have the effect of promot-
ing disunion, because, if that section of
the Presbyterian Church called the
minority receive this fund entirely, they
will remain disunited, and we shall then
be acting to prevent the great body of the
Presbyterians in this country from carry-
ing out the design of union. From that
standpoint I cannot see how I can do
otherwise than vote for the Bill.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE -This
question of the Temporalities Fund has
no doubt caused a great deal of agitation
and heartburning throughout the Domin-
ion. I am a Presbyterian myself, and my
forefathers belonged to the church of
Scotland-a church hoary with age, and
one which has given to the world men
who have been eminent in science and
theology. The whole literature of Scot-
land is beaming with the thoughts of the
clergy of the old church of Scotland, and
when the disturbance arose in the mother
land, which led to a very large body of
the church of Scotland leaving it on a
question which did not affect this country,
they had the sympathies of very many,
because they went out on the ground of
patronage. In this country, fortunately,
we know nothing of the kind, and when
the members of the Free Church intro-
duced discord into the church in this
country, great damage was done to the
Presbyterian body. Those who ad-
hered to the old church in this
country enjoyed these temporalities, and
the portion of them who went out into
the Free Church lost the right to them.
It was declared that those who remained
true to the standards of the old Church and
etained their connection withitwere alone

entitled to the fund. The hon. Senator
from Amherst has accurately detailed
the exertions and the pains that were
taken when a number of leading clergy-
men of the several Presbyterian bodies in
Canada, extending over many years, to
bring about a union. They had to con-
vince many men who felt attached to the
Church of Scotland of the desirability of
such a union, and of establishing in the
country a Presbyterian government en-
tirely independent of the old Church, but
still recognizing it as its head. I respect
the scruples of the commuters who refused
to go into the union ; but, still when a
large majority of the Presbyterians of this
country, a body numbering some 6oo,ooo
people, decided upon uniting I think these
six or seven clergymen who still felt attach-
ed to the old Church, should, as Christian
ministers, have 'led into the united body
their congregations, even though they did
entertain a strong affection for the Church
of their fathers. They should have assist-
ed in uniting that vast Christian body
which possesses such influence through-
out the length and breadth of this Domi-
nion. If we were to refuse this legisla-
tion what would be the consequence ?
Undoubtedly the unfortunate litigation
and heart burnings to which allusion has
been made would be continued. Those
who fostered and fomented ligitation, and
who carried the suit respecting the ten-
poralities fund to the other side of the
water would continue the agitation, and
already some three or four actions have
been brought, and are pending, and are
only resting for the moment in conse-
quence of the legislation which is now
being asked for in this Parliament to
settle the matter.

Let us refuse to pass this Act, and liti-
gation will set in like a flood, and a large
amount of this Temporalities Fund which
is calculated to do so much good to such
a large class of peopl: will find its way into
the pockets of other people who probablY
are not animated very much by religious
sentiments. I do not doubt that I, as
one of that class, would have a share of
it, but notwithstanding that I believe it is
our duty, in the interests of the body
applying for this Bill, to terminate these
disturbances. The result of this legisla-
tion, I am satisfied, will be, that the gen-
tlemen who are now continuing this
litigation, finding that they cannot sUc-

HON. MR. ALEXANDER.
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ceed, will withdraw from the contest. It
is a tempting matter to some twenty or
thirty congregations to get possession
of this $5oo,ooo Temporalities Fund,
and to get possession-because I
suppose they would follow it up

of Queen's College and the other
universities through these Provinces, from
Halifax to Manitoba. But what would
they do with them ? They would get the
rnoney, but they could not get the large
Presbyterian body with them, and which
woulxd still exist. I say that in the in-
terest of peace it is our duty to pass this
Bill. There is not a member of the
Senate, I believe, whose desk has not
been fairly groaning with documents of
every kind, in opposition to this Bill.
Some of them, I must say, have not been
Prepared in a very Christian spirit. This
literature which has been so widely circu-
lated is calculated not so much to settle
the differences which exist, as to fornent
discord. This Bill comes to us from the
House of Commons, where it engaged a
great deal of attention, and was debated
Wfith a good deal more warmth than any
Other subject which has been before that
body this session, and it has been said
that gentlemen there were largely in-
filuenced by the powefful votes of this
denomination in the different constitu-
encies. Nothing of that kind can in-
fluence us, or ought to influence this
body; we should deal with the question
in the interest of the great Christiari de-

Onination which applies for the measure.
'Viewing it in that light, I say that it is a
rneasure which commends itself to the
good, sound, practical sense of every
n1enber who thinks aright, and I am sure
't Will receive the unanimous assent of
the Senate.

HON. MR. AIKINS-I do not rise to
take exception to this Bill because I think
its principle is correct. The interests and
rights of the minority, I believe, are
Pretty well guarded. However there is
Olle section which does strike rather
harshly on my mind. I refer to the
eighth clause which is as follows:

. The third section of this Act shall continue
force until the numnber of beneficiaries iis

reduced below fifteen; and so soon as the
ntuml3ber is reduced below fifteen, the said

ard shall be continued by the remnant
1neInbers filling up any vacancy or vacancies

from among the ministers or members of the
united church, and the audftors shall, in
like manner, be appointed by the said Board.

Now if I understand the matter cor-
rectly, at present the minority are repre-
sented on this Temporalities Board. But
why should this representation cease when
the number of beneficiaries is reduced to
fifteen. It strikes me as strange and
rather out of harmony with the general
principle which I think is a correct one.

HON. MR. DICKEY-It is intended
to meet the case of the beneficiaries being
reduced to the insignificant number of
fifteen, but every lawyer knows that you
may change the personnel of a trust board
as much as you.like yet as long as they
accept the trust under this-Act they must
carry out that trust.

HoN. MR. AIKINS-But why should
not the minority have representation as
they have now ?

HON. MR. DICKEY-They have
representation as long as the numnber of
beneficiaries exceeds fifteen. Eventually
the whole number of beneficiaries will die
and they cannot then be represented on
the Board. Of course their interest is
provided for by this Act but when they
get reduced below fifteen the matter is
getting to such a fine point that instead of
calling the congregations together over the
whole Dominion to nominate persons, it
is considered better and more convenient
to fill the vacancies by appointment. 1
Co not see how any injustice can be done
to any body. After the Board is reduced
to fifteen it must be a very short timne
indeed, in the course of nature, when the
beneficiaries will altogether disappear and
then their share is handed over to the
congregations for their benefit.

The Bill was read the second time.

PRESBYTERIAN MINISTERS'
WIDOWS' AND ORPHANS' FUND

BILL.
SECOND READING.

HON. MR. WARK moved the secord
reading of Bill (7 1), "An Act to amend
the Act of the late Province of Canada,
intituled: 'An Act to incorporate the
Managers of the Ministers' Widows' and
Orphans' Fund of the Synod of the Pres-
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byterian Church of Canada in connection
with the church of Scotland,' and amend-
ments thereto."

He said :-I was not in charge of this
Bill when it came up from the House of
Commons, but in Mr. Vidal's absence I
moved the first reading. This is a Bill of
the same family as the one which the hon.
member from Amherst so clearly explain-
ed a short time ago. In the Presbyterian
Church there is a fund for aged and
infirm ministers, their widows and their
orphans. They contribute a certain amount
annually and their congregations generally
make collections for the same purpose,
and by this means a fund is maintained
for the support of aged and infirm min-
isters and their widows and orphans.
The rights of the minority are secured in
this Bill as completely as in the one which
we have been discussing this afternoon.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-Noth-
ing could commend itself more to the
sympathy of a person than the preserva-
tion and the proper distribution of this
fund for the widows and orphans of
clergymen, who as a rule, receive small
remuneration for the important work which
they perform. The fund has been raised
more by the contributions of clergymen
themselves and adherents of the church
than in any other way, and I believe the
Bill meets with the approval of all parties.

The Bill was read the second time.

QUEEN'S COLLEGE BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. DICKEY moved the
second reading of Bill (64) "An Act
respecting Queen's College at Kingston.
He said :-The necessity for this meas-
ure has arisen from the Act of the Legis-
lature of Ontario respecting Queen's
College at Kingston having been inferenti-
ally declared ultra vires, and this Bill pro.
poses to ratify and confirm that Act, and
also the doings of the Board of Queen's
College, under it, to regulate the mode
in which that Board shall be constitutec
hereafter, and to make their acts as valid
as the acts of the trustees under the
previous measure. I ought not to pass
by this opportunity of stating that witf
regard to this particular measure it refer!

HON. MR. WARK.

ATE.] Collee Bill.

to the distribution of an immense
amount of property, no less than
$150,000 of which was contributed
by the single exertions of a
gentleman of whom I may be pardoned
for being proud as a Nova Scotian- 1

refer to the Principal of that Institution-
I can only say that if the House were tO
hesitate about granting this legislation it
would be a monstrous act of injustice tO
hand over the college to those who have
shown a disposition to get possession of it
by issuing a writ which has been served on
the Principal of the college for the whole
property.

The Bill was read the second time,

The Senate adjourned at 5.3 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, April 18th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

The following Bills, reported from the
Standing Committee on Banking anid
Commerce, were read the third time and
passed :

Bill (30), "An Act to empower the
Ottawa Agricultural Insurance CompanY
to wind up their affairs and to relinquish
their charter, and to provide for the
dissolution of said Company."-(Mr
Skead.)

Bill (6), "An Act to amend and extend
the Act to empower the Stadacona Fire
and Life Insurance Company to relinquish
their charter and to provide for the wind-
ing up of their affairs."-(Mr. Pelletier.)

Bill (41), "An Act to incorporate the
Tecumseh Fire and Marine Insurance
Company of Canada."-(Mr. Allan.)

Bill (23), "An Act respecting the
Exchange Bank of Yarmouth, Nova
Scotia."-(Mr. Macfarlane.)

Bill (90), "An Act to incorporate the
Ocean Mutual Marine Insurance Con-

s pany."-(Mr. Power.)
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Bill (53), "An Act to amend the Act
imcorporating the North American Mutual
Life Insurance Company, and to change
the name therof to the Dominion of
Canada Life Insurance Company."-
(Mr. McMaster.)

QUEBEC TIMBER
BILL.

COMPANY'S

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. ALLAN, from the Standing
Committee on Banking and Commerce
reported Bill (32), "An Act to incorporate
the Quebec Timber Company Limited"
With amendments.

He said-It will be in the recollection
Of nost members of the Senate that this
Bill after its second reading was referred
ii the first place to the Committee on
Standing Orders and Private Bills, and
by them was referred to the Judges of the
S.

have to contradict my hon. friend as to
the reason for leaving in that clause. As
far as I know the motives which guided
the Committee, they did not consent to
pass that section on the assurance from
the promoter of the Bill that it was not
intended to put it into operation, but be-
cause they saw no objection to it, and
considered it necessary to enable the
Company to carry on their business.

HON. MR. GIBBS moved concurrence
in the amendments.

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

VICE ADMIRALTY COURTS IN
CANADA

RESOLUTIONS.

I1ON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved:
'upreme Uourt to alecide a question That an humble Address be presented to

Which was raised-whether some of the Her Majesty, representing that the Parlia-
enactments of this Bill were not beyond ment and Government of Canada have ail
the jurisdiction of this Parliament. It the powers necessary or proper for establish-
Wash decided be' within Canada a Court with jurisdictionth by the Supreme Court th similar to the jurisdiction of the British Vice
they were not, and the Private Bills Admiralty Courts, now existing in Canada,
CoTmittee reported the Bill to this with respect to ail matters arising out of or
Ilouse with one amendment. The connected with navigation, shippng, trade
louse then referred the Bill to the or commerce.

I~aningThat by Act of the Parliament of Canadaanking Committee where it was examin- passed in the Fortieth year of Ber Majesty's
ed. and the amendment made by the reign, chapter 21, intituled : '' An xct to
Private Bills Committee was confirmed. establish a Court of Maritime Jurisdiction
The Banking Committee made one other in the Province of Ontario," The Maritime
atnendment, to vide that no promis- Court of Ontario was established, which
So o proi p Court has, as to ail matters arising out of orry note issued by the Company should connected with navigation, shipping, trade or
be for a less amount than $ioo. commerce on any river, lake, canal or inland

water, of which the whole or part is in the
HON. MR. HOPE-I may remark that Province of Ontario, al] such jurisdiction as

the clause which was so objectionable, belongs in similar matters within reach of its
and > process to any existing British Vice Admiraltywhich I should like to have seen ex- Court.
Punged, remains. The promoter of the That it is ex pedient to make provision by
Bill in the other House came up to the an Act of the Canadian Parliament for the
Colmittee and assured them that he had establishment of one Maritime Court for

flo itentin ofCanada, to take the place of the MaritimenO intention of putting that clause into Court of Ontario, and of the British Vice
Operation except in certain circumstances. Admiralty Courts now existing in Canada.
The Committee seemed to accept that And praying that Rer Majesty may be
staternent from the hon. gentleman, and graciously pleased to take the Address into
Passed the Bill with this objectionable consideration, and to signify Her Royal

s pleasure as to withdrawing trom Canada theection, depending, I suppose, upon that existing British Vice Admiralty Courts, inlon. gentleman's assurance that it will not case the Parliament of Canada legislate for
be Put into operation except under parti- the establishment of one Maritime Court for
Cular circumstances, necessary for the Canada.
business of the Timber Company.. And also, that Her Malesty may be gra-

ciously pleased to invite Uer Imperial Parlia-
ment to grant to the Parliament of Canada

1ON, MR. ALLAN-I am sorry to the necessary legislative authority to confer

vide Admiraly [APRIL 18, 1882.]



34 ice Ad/mîiraity rSENATE.]
upon such Court so nuch of that part of the
juriediction of the existing British Vice
Admiralty Courts over which the Parlianent
of Canada has not now legisiative authority,
as Her Majesty may be pleased to think
necessary or expedient.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL in
introducing the resolutions described at
length the existing state of the Vice
Admiralty Jurisdiction in Canada and
explained the origin, history and powers
of the Court in England. His remarks
are omitted inthis report at his request.

HON. MR. ODELL-I would ask the
hon. Minister of Justice how these points,
which are excepted from the jurisdiction
of the Vice Admiralty Courts established
by the Dominion, would be treated;
would there not still be a necessity for
the existence of two courts to treat of
these exceptional articles ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-There
might he some embarrassment in that
respect, but I hope that under the final
treatment of the petition those powers
which are exercised with any degree of
frequency here would be conferred upon
the proposed court.

The concluding part of the motion is,

"That He' Majesty nay be graciously
pleàsed to invite fer Imperial Parliament
to grant to the Parliament of Canada,
the necessary legitimate authority to
confer upon such Court so much of the
juriediction of the British Vice Admiralty
Courts over which the Parliament of Canada
lias not now legisilative authority, as Her
Majesty may be pleased to think necessary or
expedient."

We anticipate there that all the powers
which are to be exercised in a colony
would be granted to this country.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I would
like to ask what is the cost to the Dom-
inion under present circumstances for
these courts, and what the hon. Minister
of Justice expects will be the expense if the
Bill is introduced and passed as
proposed.

' Hon. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I can-
not say what the expense is now. The
Judge of the Vice Admiralty Court in
Q1ebec (Mr. Stuart) is paid £5oo ster-
ling a year ; the Registrar has a salary,

HON, SIR ALEX. CAMPUELL.,

Courts in Canada.

I do not know the exact amount, but I
think about £300 ; what the other ex-
penses of the Court are I cannot say. I
believe the Chief Justice of Nova Scotia,
who administers this Court in that Pro-
vince, receives $6oo a year for the ser-
vice, and in New Brunswick, the Judge
who exercises this jurisdiction, also re-
ceives $6oo. Generally, the expenses in
the Court are very heavy ; I was sur-
prised at the expenses in the " Atalaya "
case, amounting as they did, to a great
deal more than the expenses of any liti-
gation of which I ever knew an instance
in this country, and to far more than the
litigation of a suit in the Supreme Court.
The charges were made upon a scale
adopted in England where I apprehend
the costs of all legal proceedings are
higher than in this country.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE--Well, sup-
posing that to be the case, would it not
be as well to ask in this petition that these
expenses may be reduced so as to make
them agree with the usual expenses in
this country ? If this Court is established,
it will have to sit from one end of the
country to the other, there will be resi-
dent judges in the different quarters of
the Dominion, and the expense of such a
court can be compared to nothing except
that of maintaining the Supreme Court.
For my own part I believe that much of
the expenditure for the Supreme Court
is lost every year, and that the country
would be a great deal better without it ;
therefore I do not see that I would be
justified in supporting a measure which
would tend to put us in rather a worse
position than that which we now occupy.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-This
has nothing to do with the Supreme
Court

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I am aware
of that, but it does concern the treasury,
and in a country like ours with only four
millions of people, I do not see that we
are bound to follow the example of the
countries around us and try and keep up
those magnificent tribunals which are very
expensive and which I may add have been
in some cases very minous to the people
concerned. I compare the expense of
the proposed court to the Supreme Court,
because we have experience of the costly
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nature of that tribunal and we know that
the expenses of suits in the Supreme Court
have reached $7,ooo, $8,ooo and even
$9,ooo ; even such a trifling case as one
concerning the by-laws of municipalities
has cost as much as the sum I mention.
The high tribunal which is now proposed,
from what I can understand, will bring
expense to the Dominion, and as we have
to construct so many important public
works, and must necessarily incur a large
expenditure for Immigration and for the
settlement of our waste lands, I think we
should reserve our money for these pur-
Poses first ; then if there is a surplus we
Imight devote it to lightening the burdens
Which now rest upon our people, and this
Particularly applies to such a time as the
Present when things are so very expensive.
I am not here to please any particular
Person or interest; I have a duty to per-
form to the whole country, and in pursu-
mig that duty I have always opposed the
Supreme Court, because I believe it would
be what it has since become, ruinously
expensive and opposed to the public good
of this country. Viewing things in this
light I cannot see that I would be justi-
fied in supporting the Government in this
nlew measure ; I would therefore suggest
that it be postponed and by and by we
-an see how things are going on. We
shall probably have in the future a railway
extending from the Atlantic to the Pacific,
and we might then establish such a court
because it is but reasonable to assume
that the population woigd by that time
have doubled or trebled, and it would
Perhaps be desirable under those circum-
stances to establish such a court; but
uider existingconditionsI sincerely believe
that such an institution would be too
expensive. It would no doubt be an
advantage for the legal profession, but they
are not the majority in this Dominion ;
the poor people and the people at large
constitute that majority and we have now
an opportunity of serving them. The
People at large have not suffered under
the courts as they now exist, and I ask
Why not continue our present laws. These
are my views, and while I would be very
happy if I could be converted to a differ-
ent opinion, I fear I have held them for
too many years to make sueh a change
probable. I have seen members in the
Past support measures and they are now
Wilng to see the institutions destroyed

which were created by those measures.
It is a matter of notoriety that one-half of
our journals to-day are speaking against
the Supreme Court though they were in
favor of it in the past. I have always
opposed that Court and I do so to-day,
and I shall on every occasion give a vote
adverse to it and everything connected
with it. I would suggest that there might
be another way of settling this important
question: would it not be possible to unite
these Vice Admiralty Courts in some way
or other-I cannot just now say in what
manner-with our Supreme Court?

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-That
may be, we do not.say anything about that.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-But that
does not satisfy the people or the country,
and gentlemen who are responsible to the
people and who are looking to the public
good ought not to be asked to shut their
eyes. I b.clieve that when a man is in a
responsible position of that kind, he has
a right to see what will be the effect of
measures brought before him, in order
that he may judge whether it is best to
pass them. Therefore I suggest the post-
ponement of this resolution, in order that
the Minister of Justice might have a docu-
ment prepared which would shew full
details of the court to be established ; then
both houses of Parliament would be pre-
pared to judge of the matter as to whether
it would be more in the interests of the
people of this country to adopt or to
refuse the proposition which is now made.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I do
not at all despair of making my hon.
friend a convert to this measure. He
says he will be very glad to become one
if he could understand it in the light in
which I desire to place it. Now, in the
first place, the whole expenses of the
present court are borne by the Dominion,
and all that is done there is already a
charge upon the public purse. The busi-
ness of the court could be carried on with
the present scale of salaries, I have no
doubt, and if the Government of the day-
when any bill upon this subject is pre-
sented to Parliament-proposed to increase
that expenditure in any serious way, or in
such a way as to make it seem to my hon.
friend to be his duty to oppose the
measure, he then would have an oppor-
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tunity of doing so. He might then say,
" It is true I went for the address, because
I thought it was well to bring this jurisdic-
tion under the general scope of Parlia-
mentary authority in this country, but this
present plan of creating the proposed forni
of court, and making judges, etc., is far
too expensive and I must oppose it."
That would be the time to bring up the
contention my hon. friend has dwelt upon.
As to the proposed measure being a good
thing for the legal profession, it is rather
the other way. I never think it is liberal to
attackthelegal profession,as though nogood
measure was ever introduced by its mem-
bers. I have the honor to belong to it,
and, with reference to the advantage to
the profession, my opinion is that the
present constitution of the Court is more
in their interest than the proposed change
would be. I think the legal profession can
truly say that most of the legislation passed
within many years, which has had the
effect of diminishing costs to suitors, has
been the result of the action taken by
legal men in one or the other House of
Parliament. Now, in this Court of Vice-
Admiralty at present the costs to suitors
are very heavy, but if this Court is brought
under the authority of Parliament these
costs will undoubtedly be diminished very
seriously. I cannot fancy that any court
with which Parliament has a right to inter-
fere would be allowed to levy the costs
which I have seen charged in the case cl
the " Atalaya," and which, I fancy, is a
fair sample of what is generally done. The
Court need not entail an increased cost to
the country, but it would, as I said before,
complete the autonomy of the Dominion
and give us authority to deal with all the
Courts in our country. That fact does not
at all hamper anybody as to the course
which he may take with reference to any
bill which may hereafter be introduced,
and on'which the question of the numbei
of judges and their salaries, the officers tc
be appointed, and all the expenses of the
Court will have to be discussed. Wher
that time comes, hon. gentlemen can take
such a course as in their judgment seem.
to be necessary with reference to the
Court. In the meantime it is prematur
to discuss these points.

HON. MR. WARK-Is it intended t(
make any alterations in the laws adminis
tered by the Courts which now exist?

HON. SIR ALEX, CAMPBELL.

HoN. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-It
will be just the same as at present-sub-
ject to Act of Parliament.

HON, MR. POWER-If I thought that
the measure which is proposed-and
which will be carried out if the sanction
of the Imperial Government is obtained-
would multiply the courts or increase the
expense to the country as the hon. gen-
tleman from De Lanaudiere (Mr. Belle-
rose) seems to think, I should certainly
vote against the address. I think, how-
ever, that the hon. gentleman's fears are
quite unfounded, and I presume that the
principal object of this measure is to place
the procedure of the Admiralty courts under
the control of the parliament of this country;
if I am wrong, the Hon. Minister of Jus-
tice can correct me.

HON. SIR ALEx. CAMPBELL-You
are quite right,

HON. MR. POWER-There is no
doubt that not only are the costs in the
Vice-Admiralty Courts excessive, but the
procedure is a very cumbrous one, and the
forms are exceedingly long. The ne-
cessity for some such action as that now
proposed, would not be so great if the
Imperial authorities had extended to our
Vice-Admiralty Courts the reforms which
were made in the High Court of Admi-
ralty in the year 186o. From that time
until 1875, when the Admiralty Court
was merged irgo the general judicial
system in England, under the Judicature
Act, the forms were comparatively brief
and the mode of proceeding was much
simpler than it had been before. But
although the judges in this country who
acted as judges. of the Court of Vice-
Admiralty-amongst others the late Chief
Justice of Nova Scotia, Sir William
Young--made representations to the au-

> thorities in England for the purpose of
having the forms simplified and shortened,
and the costs reduced, they were not able
to have it done. I think, therefore, that
much the better way is to place the con-
trol of the court in the hands of this Par-
liament ; and I am very much pleased,
and as a humble member of this House,
must express my gratification at seeing

o the Government of the Dominion take
what I look upon as a step in
the direction of reform. There may
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be some question about the juris- promote the interests of suitors, and require
diction of Parliament, but I hardly amendient. I called the attention of Mr.

expect it. However that is a matter which Rotiery to this point and learned from him
that it is proposed to amend the rules with

the Government here, or the Imperial law the object of removing the difficulties referred
oficers might settle before any final action to."
is taken in the matter. The 14th sub- There is a letter from Mr. Rothery t the
section of section 92 of the British N. A Admiralty, dated 27th July 1876, in which
Act is the one which it seems to me would he approves generally of Mr. Blake's
be most likely to be interfered with. It suggestions and says that he has recom-
leaves to the provinces the administration e
of justice, including the constitution, main- the High Court of Admiralty, established
tenance and organization of provincial by Order in Council Of 29 th November
courts, with civil and criminal jurisdiction. 1859, as a model for the rules of the
I hardly think,'however, that this would be Court to be established in Ontario.
considered as being a provincial court. There is only one difficulty that occurs

tA me which may arise in connection with
HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-No. this court, and I think the hon. senator

from Rockwood (Mr. Odel ) has already
HON. MR. POWER-Then the ioist called attention to it-that is that in this

Section gives the Parliament of Canada correspondence the Registrar of the Ad-
Power to provide for the constitution, miralty objects to placing the jurisdiction
Maintenance and organization of a general in matters of prize in the hands of the
court of appeal for Canada, and for establsh- Canadian authorities. That is ot of
ing any additional courts for the better ad- very much consequence, perhaps, on the
Ininistration ofthe laws of Canada. I think lakes, but in case of war it is one ofthe
that probably under that section it would most important parts of the jurisdiction
be held that Parliament had the power t of the Vice Admiralty Courts of Halifax
deal with this subject. This matter, as and Quebec, and I think a difficulty
the Minister of justice stated, bas been might arise unless jurisdiction were given
brought to the notice of the Imperial in atters of prize to our courts, because
authorities before. It was brought before the Imperial Authorities would either have
ther in 1876 by Mr. Blake, the then to appoint an officer of their own or give
Minister of justice, who visited England power to the provincial anthorities to deal
in connection with this and some other with such matters.
thatters. In a letter dated the first of
JulY, 1876, to IEarl Carnarvon, Mr. B3lake HON. MR. MACFARLANE-I have
referred to this question,-but I should no doubt that a measur of this kind, if
uention that he was more directly dealing carried out in a satisfatory manner, would

with the court for the [nland Waters of be very beneficial to the country. It is
Ontario. In this connection he says,- an attempt, however, t remove one of
Speaking of bis interview with Mr. Rothery, the ancient landmarks that have come
the Registrar of fhe Admiralty Court in down t us from a very remote period.
England,- No doubt the Admiralty Court is one of

We also touched upon the question of the a singular character-one that is very
establishment b l legisiation of similar littie understood in this country. It is
Courts on the S[aboard of Canada, a point one th
flot covereci by mny instructions and not of tipss ntejdgso h
iniediateiy pressing importance, but to courts occasionally very responsible and
Whch attention has been nccasionally calIed onerous duties. I have known cases in
for some t e back, and whic will be prob- which matters of very great importance
tbly brought under your Lordship's consider- have been brought before the for decis-
Etion at a future day. M. Rother and I

Wgreed that while such a change wouid be on ion, n marymanner, and their
neany grounds desirable it would on the whole judgments are without appeal except t
be better to deal separateiy with the pressing the PrivyCouncil. Although the amounits,

ouestion of the great lakes and inland waters. are very large, sometimes enormous, yet
?n thi8 connection I may infori your Lord- they are deat with in this summary way
whps that representattions have been ade bythe court, and s
taO the Canadian Gover ment that the rules
f Practise and tarift of fees in force in the obliged t submit to what they believe to

Vice Admiralty Corts are not calcuated to be a serous imposition and a very great
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sacrifice of property, because probably
they are not able to incur the great ex-
pense of an appeal to the Privy Council
in addition to the heavy costs of the
Admiralty Court. In nine cases out of
ten, therefore, the judgment of the Admir-
alty Court is an end to the matter. These
cases are often very complicated; they
arise from collisions of ships, in which
the bearings of the wind and many mat-
ters requiring experience of nautical
affairs as well as of marine law, come in.
The Minister of Justice does not intimate
how this measure is to be carried into
effect. I take it that it would be utterly
impossible to centralize jurisdiction be-
cause the judges must be empowered to
act immediately on the spot. The cases
arising in the Admiralty Court differ very
materially from ordinary cases, in this
respect-you require to arrest the ship.
Unless you have an immediate and strong
process of arrest through the Admiralty
Court, in a few hours, the ship clears and
there is no means by which a party can
obtain redress ; consequently I do not
think there is any way in which you can
centralize the jurisdiction. If, by any
means, an appeal could be had from these
judges to some higher court, it would be
in the interest of the country, and in that
respect the step which the Minister of
Justice is taking will commend itself to
the good sense of all who are familiar
with the position in which those courts
stand.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I am sorry that
I had not an opportunity to hear the ex-
planations of the Minister of Justice on
this subject. It is one that has been taken
up certainly not a day too soon. In my
opinion, the day arrived long ago, when
Canada should at all events have control
of her own ports. I have felt that it was
an anachronism to let it stand as long as it
has stood. As to the details to which the
Hon. Senator from Cumberland has re
ferred, no doubt the difficulty will be met.
There is no reason why we should not be
able to give to the judges of that court
just as prompt and rapid powers as the
circumstances demand. The gentlemen
who exercise jurisdiction now are the
judges who have been dealing with these
cases within the Dominion of Canada. If
my memory is correct the last judge named
by the Imperial authorities, in Quebec,

HoN. MR, MACFARLANE

was only named after consultation with
the Government of Canada.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Yes.

HON. MR. SCOTT-The Imperial au-
thorities did not assume to appoint the
officer without first consulting the Govern-
ment of this country. There is no reason
why the powers exercised over the great
lakes in the interior should not be exer-
cised over all parts of the Dominion. I
am very glad indeed that the Government
have brought forward these resolutions. I
should like to know whether there has
been any correspondence that would indi-
cate whether the Imperial authorities are
prepared to acquiesce in such an address
as we are now asked to adopt ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-There
has been no correspondence on the subject
that I know of since Mr. Blake went to
England.

HON. MR. SCOTT-It is proper that
the initiative should be taken, and I have
no doubt that the Imperial authorities will
recognize the necessity for granting the
prayer of this Parliament.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
that the said address be engrossed and
that His Honor the Speaker do sign the
same on behalf of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

THE PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT

FIFTH REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ADOPTED

HON. MR. SIMPSON moved the ad-
option of the fifth report of the Joint
Cornmittee on the Printing of Parliament,
He said in the last two paragraphs of the
report we recommend that the salary of an
officer of the other House be increased
by $300, a year. For the last two or three
years Mr. Hartney, who has been clerk of
the Committee for over twenty years, has
had new duties imposed upon him to
such an extent that he could not give as
much of his time to us now as he gave
formerly. He has in the department with
him a very active and capable official who
has been assisting him, and the Committee
believe that he is entitled to solne con-
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sideration. My own impression is that we a
should have recommended that his salary t
be increased and let the Government deal
with it. However, as the Printing Com-
mittee have in the last two years saved i
$16,ooo, I think we cannot be accused of
extravagance in recommending an increase
of $300, in this official's salary ; I have no
hesitation in saying that it meets with my
approval.

The motion was agreed to.

RIGHT TO WOUND PRISONERS
BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (L). "AnActto
define the right in certain cases to assault,
kill or wound certain prisoners." He said-
This Bill has rather a startling title, since
it is to justify the assaulting, wounding or
killing of prisoners in certain cases. It is
a Bill which I prepared some months ago,
intending then to introduce it in the early
part of the session, but subsequently I
thought it might remain over and form-
a matter for the consideration of the
gentleman who is revising the Criminal
Law, Mr. Cockburn, and that it might be
introduced as an amendment to the general
criminal law next session, but since then
circumstances have arisen which render it
desirable to introduce the bill now ; doubts
having arisen on the subject, and some evil
resuits' having followed in dealing with
certain prisoners attempting to escape.
What originally gave rise to the Bill was
the fact of the escape of certain prisoners
who were being transferred from the Peni-
tentiary at St. Vincent de Paul to Kings-
ton. At the Tanneries, a station near
Montreal, these prisoners were supplied
with . knives, also with a good deal of
drink, and some six or seven out of thirty
contrived to escape. Afterwards, when
I was anxious to ascertain who was to
blame for their escape, circumstances led
me to the conclusion that if the man in
charge of the party had felt more cer-
tain that he had the right in a great emer-
gency to fire on the prisoners they would
not have got away. I then thought it
was desirable to indicate what the law on
the subject is. I inquired, in the Depart-
Ment whether the matter had ever before
been considered by the Government, and

scertained that it had during the time
hat Mr. Blake was Ministei- of Justice,
)ut he had not thought the circumstances
of the moment sufficiently grave to render
t necessary that a bill should be intro-
luced to define the circumstances under
which a constable or any other official
;hould fire upon a prisoner, but that he
considered it would answer all the pur-
poses, for the time at all events and with
reference to the circumstances then under
his consideration, (the particulars of which
I do not know) if a bill in an emergency
should be brought in afterwards to justify
and defend officers, and to relieve them
from the responsibility of having taken
an extreme step. But in the case
to which I allude, and another
case which occurred in the North-west
Territories, the prisoners escaped alto-
gether in consequence of the indecision
of the officers who had charge of the
party. For these reasons it has been
desired by my hon. friend who has charge
of the Department of the Interior, that
we should go on with this Bill instead of
leaving it over as I at first intended to do, to
form a chapter in the general criminal law
of the country. I hope the House will
not think that we propose to do anything
which is inconsistent with reasonably
fair treatment of prisoners. At times it is
necessary to resort to strong measures to
prevent the escape of prisoners, as, for
instance, in case of an émeute in the
penitentiary, or in such a case as that to
which I have referred, where thirty pris-
oners were confined in the cars at one
time, and some of them managed to get
out of the windows, and in spite of the
exertions made by the officers, not in a
satisfactory manner, not as soldiers should
do acting in concert from one end of the
car to the other, but in spite of the desul-
tory exertions they made, seven got out
and escaped.

In the management of penitentiaries
men who are considered well-behaved
and occasionally others, when it is con-
venient, are taken outside of the walls
and put at farm and other labor, and
should these attempt to escape it is neces-
sary that the officer in charge should
know what course he is at liberty to take
with safety to himself-how far he can
go to arrest a prisoner who is attempting
to escape. At the same time of course
I am quite alive to the propriety of not
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dealing intemperately with prisoners, that
they should be treated with fair considera-
tion and not with more harshness than is
absolutely necessary. I trust the House
will not consider that there is anything
unnecessarily severe proposed by this Bill.
The circumstances under which an officer
may fire upon a prisoner, even if it should
result fatally, are set forth in the following
clauses :-

2. Any officer of the law may, for the
purpose of preventing the escape of a prison-
er held under process of criminal law, or of
effecting his recapture after escape, or of
quelling an actual or anticipated mutiny
among two or more such prisoners, lawfully
assau t, wound or kill any such prisoner in
any of the following cases:

(a) Where there is imminent hazard that
such prisoner will escape or successfully
resist or elude recapture inless lie be assault-
ed, wounded or killed';

(b) Where there is imminent hazard that
a mutiny as aforesaid will take place unless
such prisoner be assaulted wounded or
killed:

(c) Where such mutiny is in progress;
(d) Where the officer lias been ordered so

to do by his superior officer.
Provided always that before firing at the

prisoner the officer do order him to be and
remain still on pain of being killed, and the
order be disobeyed.

3. A superior officer may lawfully order
his inferior officer to assault, wound or kill
any euch prisoner in any of the cases
mentioned in the second section of this Act.

If it should be thought-I hope it will not
be-that any of these provisions are too
severe and press in a manner that is not
consistent with reasonable fair play
towards a man in custody, they could
form the subject of conversation when the
bill is before the Committee of the whole
House. The object in view is simply to
arm an officer who has charge of prisoners
with such a degree of power as is neces-
sary to prevent escape or mutiny. I
think it is desirable that all officers charged
with the custody of prisoners should have
this power. The House must bear in
mind that no officer is desirous of firing
upon a prisoner or of assaulting him un-
necessarily ; it is only when they are
driven to it. I think there is a great safe-
guard in this. The House must also
remember that the prisoners are very
numerous as compared with those who
have the custody of them, and occasionally
they must be employed without
the walls of the prison. It is

therefore desirable, I think, that so far as
it is consistent with reasonably fair treat-
ment that we should arm the officers with
the necessary powers to arrest prisoners
who are attempting to escape and to put
down disturbances which take place in
prisons. I may mention one incident
which has caused me a great deal of
anxiety and which I think renders the
Bill desirable. The prisoners in the
Kingston penitentiary number between
700 and 8oo and they all dine at the same
time. In the act of dining they are all
supplied with knives. The guards in
charge during the dinner hour may not
be more than ten or fifteen: supposing
there was an opportunity for any little
conspiracy before hand, these guards, un-
less they were authorized to fire under
certain circumstances, would be com-
pletely at the mercy of so many men
armed with knives. I do not feel at all
satisfied with the safety of matters in that
respect and at that particular time of day,
in those large prisons. The doors are
shut and the guards are in boxes raised a
little above the convicts, but still with
700 men the danger of an émeute is con-
siderable. It is therefore desirable that
some such power as this should be vested
in those who have charge of the prisoners.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I can quite appre-
ciate the cases, some of which have been
detailed by the Minister of Justice, in which
legislation of this kind might be desirable,
but to my mind the Bill confers extraor-
dinary powers upon police officers. If it
were limited to persons who had been
convicted, I could quite appreciate the
circumstances under which this power
might be exercised. In the case which
has been brought under the notice of the
House, as illustrating the necessity for
this measure, it probably would have been
quite proper to have this power; but in
my opinion that mutiny, if it may be call-
ed one, was rather owing to the character
of the men who had charge of the prison-
ers than to any other cause. I happened
myself to witness it, and I was disgusted
with the weakness and cowardice displayed
on that occasion. In the first place there
were not enough guards, and in the next
place they did not display proper conduct.
In a case of that kind I can quite under-
stand how a power of this sort should be
possessed. An attempt on the part of a

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.
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prisoner undergoing sentence, to escape,
should be sufficient justification for an
officer in charge to fire upon him if neces-
sary. I think there are instances in which
an officer has fired upon a prisoner under
such circumstances.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-I
think so too.

HON. MR. SCOTT-In all those cases
where prisoners are serving a term of
imprisonment, or being transferred from
one penitentiary to another, the men being
comparatively free, and the guards neces-
sarily limited, this power should exist. In
the particular case to which reference has
been made the guards were a very pusillani-
mous lot. It seemed extraordinary that
men should be allowed to pop out of the
windows of a car right and left-men with
hand-cuffs on.

HON. SIR ALEX.CAMPBELL-They
got rid of the hand-cuffs.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I believe they did.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
man in charge had a very high character.

HON. MR. SCOTT-In all those cases,
I repeat, the powers conferred by this Bill
upon the officer in charge are necessary.
I would also go further: where a party is
charged with murder or manslaughter, or
rape, or any serious crime, though he has
not been tried, while he is in charge of a
constable, if he should attempt to escape,
the officer should be warranted in using
fire-arms, but I think it should not be the
case in crimes of a less serious character.
Men are often arrested under a warrant,
and it subsequently turns out that they
are innocent. In such cases a good deal
of indignation is often exhibited by the
prisoner, and he might attempt to escape,
yet under sub-section two the officer would
be warranted in shootmng him. I do think
it would be extremely unwise to give such
discretionary powers to constables. Like
other individuals they often exhibit great
irritability. Men are often appointed who
are unsuited for the position, and if such
officials were armed with the powers to be
conferred by this Bill, it would be ex-
tremely unsafe and unwise. I.have known
instances in which officers, by their treat-

ment of prisoners being brought up for
trial, have really been parties to their es-
cape, and in such cases it would be unwise
to confer this discretionary power. If the
Minister of Justice will reflect, he will
come to the conclusion that the phrase
" process of criminal law " is, very wide
indeed. I suggest that he should give
further consideration to the measure, and
not extend it beyond the cases to which I
have referred.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-As I understand
the Bill it relates to persons charged and
held under the criminal law. I am under
the impression that the common law as it
now stands goes the full length of enabling
an officer, who has a prisoner in charge
under such circumstances, to use fire arms
in case of imminent hazard and necessity,
to prevent his escape or to secure his recap-
ture if he has escaped. But if there be
any doubt on that point it is well that it
should be settled- by legislation. The
House has heard with interest the remarks
of the hon. gentleman who has just sat
down, I confess I can hardly bring my
mind to go the length he has gone in his
criticism upon this measure, for I can well
understand that there are many cases
where a person is charged with a serious
offence under a warrant regularlyobtained,
and who is in custody of an officer and
will make a desperate effort to escape, with
a view of evading the penalty which may
be inflicted upon him for his offence.
Under such circumstances I think the
officer should be vested with the power
which this Bill proposes to confer, especi-
ally after conviction, because otherwise
you would leave a prisoner free to make
repeated efforts to escape. My hon friend
has spoken of the charge of murder, but
he finds, in turning the subject over in
his own mind, that it is necessary to
extend the range of the list to cases of
arson, rape and cognate crimes but there
are a good many other offences which are
just as heinous and which if a man were
arrested for committing would involve
such punishment that he would be tempted
to make his escape if possible. Such a
case we all read of with a thrill of horror
to-day-an outrageous and brutal attempt
on a child which was partially successful,
and it is feared with a result which may
prove fatal to the innocent victim. When
you come to distinguish and enumerate
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the offences for which you would allow a
constable to use firearms before con-
viction you find it no easy matter
to make out a list. I do not see that we
can err in following the general principle of
the c&nmon law. The rule is applicable
to all cases where a party is held under
process of criminal law. It is desirable
before passing such a sweeping act as this
to consider its provisions well in committee,
but my hon. friend will see that it is only
intended to give power on occasions where
there is imminent hazard that the prisoners
will escape and elude recapture. An
officer cannot escape the charge of man-
slaughter at least, unless he can shew that
there was imminent hazard, and if there
was imminent hazard, the party should be
allowed to use firearms to prevent the
escape.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I agree with
the leader of the Opposition in this House
that subsection A should be more clearly
defined, The power conferred by it seems
to be too general. Constables going to
make arrests too often arm themselves with
deadly weapons, and they are frequently
the means of causing danger to life by the
unnecessary, use of those weapons. My
impression is, that under our common
law where an officer is invested with ;a
warrant to arrest a man on a charge of
murder, and it is necessary in order to
capture a prisoner to use firearms, they
may be used. He has the power to execute
the warrant in all cases, and to resist force
by force to any extremity, but only to resist
it when made against him. In many in-
stances I believe .this power which is given
in the second paragraph, might be indis-
creetly used by constables who are not
properly trained ; therefore when that
section is considered in committee, I hope
some means may be devised to restrict its
scope imore closely.

HON. MR. POWER-I quite agree
with my hon. friend who has just sat
down. While the principle' of the Bill
may be good, the details need to be very
considerably modified. I think the best
way to look at a measure of this kind is to
see what may happen under it, because the
extreme case often occurs. The first
clause says :-

" Officer of the law " includes not only the
person having the legal custody of the pri-

HON. MR. DICKEY.

soner, but also the persons employed under
or assisting him in connection with the place
of imprisoninent.

It may be that this would be construed
to mean that if an officer who had a warrant
for a prisoner should find it necessary to
call in people to help him, any one of
those persons might shoot the prisoner
who was trying to escape. It seems to me
that would be a very undesirable state of
things. The Senator from Amherst (Mr.
Dickey) puts the case of a man arrested
for a somewhat serious offence, not neces-
sarily murder or manslaughter, but some-
thing which might be almost as serious, and
thinks that if he escaped the officer.should
have the right to shoot him. Inthefirstplace
it is a principle of English law, which is
more merciful than the laws of most other
countries, that it is better a number of
guilty persons should escape than that one
innocent person should be slain. It seems
to me that to allow the average
constable to shoot a man who is merely
accused of a crime, and not con-
victed, because he tries to escape, is
going too far altogether, and if this
Bill should become law, in a very short
time we would probably have some
serious outrages arising under it, and very
likely next session the Government would
be obliged to introduce a measure to
repeal or modify this Act if passed in its
present shape. However, I do not think
it is at all probable that it will, because I
gather from the guarded language used by
the hon. Minister who introduced it,
that he simply wished to establish the
principle, and that he was prepared to
make any such modifications in the Bill
as commended themselves to the good
sense of the House. As far as I am
aware there is no such legislation as this
on the statute book of the mother country,
and I do not think there is any such law
in the United States. We should be very
careful about introducing legislation of so
exceptional a character.

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

NORTH WEST TERRITORIES ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

SECOND READING

HON. SIR ALEx. CAMPBELL moved

350
NYorth West (82N AT E.]



fAmmement -Bill. 351

(T) "An Act to
remove certain doubts as to the effect of
the North West Territories Act 188o, and
to amend the same." He said:-The Act
38 Vic. cap. 49 contained a provision by
which the Lieutenant Governor in Council,
or the Lieutenant Governor by and with
the advice and consent of the Legislative
Assembly, as the case may be, should
have such power in the North West to
make ordinances for the Government of
the North West Territories as the Gov-
ornor in Council may from time to time
confer upon him. That was repealed by
section 95 of the Act 43 Vic., but although
the ordinary saving language was used yet
it was not sufficient for the purpose of con-
tinuing the powers which the original Act
had bestowed, unless they were followed up
by a step which was not taken. The origi-
nal Act only gave such powers as the Gover-
nor in Council might bestow, and the same
language is used in the present Act. For
some time after the passage of the existing
law there was no order of the Governor
General in Council so that the governor
of the North West Territories went on
and made ordinances under an Act
which was repealed and without the au-
thority of an order in Council under the
nlew Act, and he is therefore left, as regards
these ordniances, without authority, the
Act which purported to give authority
having been repealed, and no order in
council having been given under the new
Act which repealed the .old one. This
Bill proposes to legalize what has been
done. The first section is as follows :

18The said the North-West Territories Act,
1880, shall not be construed as new law, but
as a revision, consolidation and continuatiou
of the said Acts thirty-eighth Victoria, chap-
ter forty-nine and fortieth Victoria, chapter
seven, subject to the changes, aniendments
and new provisions contained therein."

The next section provides that this Act
shall take effect from the passing of the
Act of i88o. Of course up to that time
tha steps which were taken under the old
Act were good and valid. Sub-section 9
of section 90 refers to the recovery of fines
and penalties, but many of the magistrates
in Keewatin for instance, have no juris-
diction in the North West Territories, and
therefore it becomes impossible to give
effect to this Act, so far as regards that
Portion of the country.

Recently a man was fined for selling

liquors, and the conviction has been de-
clared invalid in consequence of the want

the second reading of Bill
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of power on the part of the magistrate.
I propose to strike out the words, "having
jurisdiction in the North West Territories,"
which will leave the language " before any
stipendiary magistrate or justice of the
peace." The interpretation Act says it
shall be held to mean a stipendiary magis-
trate or justice of the peace where the
offence was committed.

The Bill was read the second time.

MILITIA ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL

SECOND READING.

Hoi*. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (U), "An Act
to amend the Acts respecting the militia
and defence of the Dominion of Canada.
He said,-This is to render it unnpcessary
to have an enrollment of the militia at
fixed periods. The present law requires
the enrollment to take place every third
year, or something of that kind. It is
a very expensive process, costing from
$5o,ooo to $6o,ooo, arid Acts have been
passed from time to time to postpone it.
I remember that the last time I introduced
a measure for that purpose it was supposed
that the census would supply all the in-
formation that was necessary, and I
believe that has been found to be the
case, but as this has not been thoroughly
ascertained, we propose in this Bill to say
that the militia enrollment, instead of
taking place at certain stated periods,
shall take place at such times as may be
fixed by the Governor-in-CounciL

HON. MR. POWER-I think it is to
be regretted that a measure which is of
a good deal of importance like this should
be read the second time so soon after the
Bill has been distributed.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
militia require to be enrolled. The en-
rollment is simply for the purpose of
ascertaining how many men there are
capable for militia duty. That can be
ascertained very nearly by the census;
but the law makes it absolutely incumbent
that there should be an enrollment of the
militia, which, if carried out would cost
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$5o,ooo or $6o,ooo. By this Bill we
provide that it can be done whenever it
may be considered necessary, instead of
at fixed periods.

The Bill was read the second time.

LABOR EMPLOYMENT
TION BILL

REGULA-

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. AIKINS moved the second
reading of Bill (R) " An Act to regulate
the employment of labor in workshops,
mills and factories, and for other pur-
poses." He said: The provisions of
this Bill are largely indicated by the title
and preamble. It will be in the recollec-
tion of hon. members that a bill similar to
this in its details was introduced last ses-
sion in -the House of Commons by the
hon. gentleman who represents the town
of Cornwall, Dr. Bergin. That Bill was
not pressed, because of the limited in-
formation then in the possession of mem-
bers of the House, and of the Govern-
ment itself. It was withdrawn, I believ
on the understanding that during thi
recess an attempt would be made to ob-
tain the information necessary to enable
the House to legislate upon this subject
intelligently. A commission was appoint-
ed by the Governmènt, consisting of two
gentlemen who spent considerable time
during the summer in collecting
information. They visited 465 factories
situated in different portions of the Do-
minion. The Provinces visited were,
Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick. I think the other Provinces
were not visited. They found that the
number of persons employed in those
factories was something like 43,ooo. The
repbrt of the commissioners, which has
been laid on the table, will be found to
contain in a very concise form information
that is very important to enable us to form
an intelligent opinion with regard to the
labor employed in factories, and the little
protection in many cases afforded to those
who are therein employed. The first
portion of this Bill deals altogether with
the hours of labor. It has been found by
those gentlemen that the hours of labor
in these factories vary a good deal. In
forty-eight of them the employees work
over ten hours a day. In one hundred
and sixty-seven the employees work ten

HoN. SiR ALjx. CAMEBELL.

hours per day, or sixty hours per week.
In two hundred and fifty the time was
less than ten hours per day, or less than
sixty hours per week. This Bill provides
that the hours of labor shall not exceed
ten hours per day, or sixty hours per week.
So far as adult male labor is concerned it
is believed that the employees are well
able to protect themselves, and if they
thought proper to make different arrange-
ments with their employers they could do
so. With regard to females, and persons
between 14 and 18 years of age,
the hours of labor are limited abso-
lutely to ten per day, but the hours might
be varied so as not to exceed 6o per week.
With regard to children of io to 14 the
hours of labor are fixed at 30 per week
and not more than 8 hours per day. The
number of children under ro years of age
employed in factories is only 173 and
between 10 and 14 years of age 2,086. The
object of this Bill is to give to those who
are really unable to protect themselves
that kind of protection which they are
entitled to. The principal provisions of
of the Bill, as I have stated, apply to the
hours of labor, but there are other pro-
visions which apply to sanitary regulations.
Hon. gentlemen who have taken the trouble
to read the report of these Commissioners
will find that very little attention has been
paid to the health of the employees in
these factories. Some of the larger fac-
tories are everything that could be desir-
ed in this respect, but in some of the
smaller establishments, for instance tobac-
co factories and others of that class, the
description given of the manner in which
employees are treated, is far from credit-
able to the age in which we live. Pro-
vision is also made for the time allowed
for taking meals. It is found that in a
large number of factories one hour is
allowed for dinner, but in a number of
others it varies from half an hour to 50
minutes. The Bill fixes the time at one
hour for the mid-day meal. Provision is
also made that no operative shall be
allowed to take meals in a room where
any manufacturing process is carried on,
and every employer is obliged to provide
a suitable room, within the precincts of
his factory, in which his employees can
take their meals. We all know that the
operations carried on in many factories
are not conducive to the health of the
employees who remain there during the

R egulation Bill.(SKEN AT E.]
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dinner hour, and it is thought to be in the
'fterest not only of the employed but of the
employer also that the operatives should
be made as comfortable as possible during
the dinner hour, as they can perform more
Work when they are in good health. The
Commissioners state that in very many
cases persons who are employed in con-
niection with these factories take work with
them to their homes. None of the provi-
Sons of this Bill apply to home labor so
long as no motive power, such as steam or
water, is used in the work. Overtime is a
very grave question, no doubt, for manu-
facturers. Sometimes the machinery may
break down, or the supply of water may
be short, or there may be other reasons
which render overtime necessary, and pro-
vision is made in this Bill by which ar-
rangements can be made for such work,
but the time is restricted. With regard to
the sanitary provisions, it requires that
every factory shall be ventilated in such a
Way as to render harmless the vapors, dust,
etc., generated in the manufacturing pro-
cesses carried on in them. It also makes
arrangements for closets. The description
given by the Commissioners with regard
to these conveniences, certainly shows that
sone improvement is necessary: even in
Toronto, where it might be supposed they
would be as thoughtful with regard to
what would be required, it is stated in the
Public papers that the operatives are
nlot treated as they should be. Then
with reference to safety, in very many
Of these factories there are no fire escapes.
Some factories are well supplied with
then. I believe our cotton factories are
all that could be desired in this respect.
The Bill provides that fire escapes shall be
supPlied, and also that belting, shafting,
gearing, etc., will be protected in some
way so that operatives may not come in
contact with them. There is also a provi-
siOn with regard to hoists and trap-doors,
which are often left open unnecessarily,
.eading to lçss of life. A penalty is fixed
if Parties who have charge of these hoists
and trap-doors do not keep them closed
or properly furnished with catches. Pro-
Vision is made that the Governor-General
in Council may, from time to time, make
ordinances for enforcing the Act, by the
appointment of one or more inspectors:
and there are the usual penalty clauses.
These are the general provisions of this
bi. It is one that may be considered

rather as a tentative measure than anything
else. It was thought desirable not to
make it so strict in its provisions that it
would interfere with either class very
strongly-either employees or employers
of labor-but it was thought necessary that
some legislation should be had, inasmuch
as the manufacturing industries of our
country are now beingiprosecuted with an
energy and vigor heretofore unknown to
our Dominion. I have stated the principal
provisions of the Bill. They can be discus-
sed much more easily when the House is
in Committee, if the general principle is
affirmed.

HON. MR, HAYTHORNE-Will the
hon. gentleman explain -more in detail
what the arrangements of the Bill are
with regard to inspectors.

HON. MR. AIKINS-Inspectors may
be appointed by the Governor-General in
Council. Their duties will be pointed out
to them, and with regard to what may be
necessary, a good deal depends on the in-
formation which.the Government may be
able to obtain with regard to the necessi-
ties of the case. As I have stated this
measure is largely a tentative one; it is
based on the information we have obtained
from the commissioners to a considerable
extent, but it can be readily understood
that when the inspectors are apointed
regulations may be necessary from time to
time, and restrictions be applied to fac-
tories or those engaged in carrying on the
various industries of the country.

HON. MR. WARK-Do those provi-
sions vary from the English Act?

HON. MR. AIKINS-The provisions
are largely founded on the English act
and the Massachusetts act, but I may say
that the provisions in the English act are
very much more severe than are to be
found in this measure.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The first ques-
tion to be settled before we read this bill
the second time is the power of this Par-
liament to deal with the subject. This
measure is one which appeals to the sym-
pathies of al of us, but I hope this will
not lead us to assume a power we do not
possess, because if it should turn out that
this bill is beyond the competency of this
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Parliament its whole object would be lost
and it would be declared ultra vires. I
wish to submit to the House in all
humility that according to my impression
this bill relates to a subject over which
this Parliament has no power. It relates
to the kind of labor and to contracts made
for labor, and comes, if any question does,
under the denomination of civil rights.
It appears to me that the
relations between employer and
employed, must be determined as
coming under Civil Rights, which per-
tain entirely to the different provinces.
The hon. member who introduced this
Bill has been asked whether it follows the
lines of the Factory Act in England. I
dare say it does, because the Imperial
Parliament has supreme power over all
those matters; but he has also told us
that it follows in some respects the Act of
the Massachusetts Legislature-not an
Act of Congres's, but an Act of a special
legislature-and for that reason we may
infer that the same view is taken in the
United States, and I humbly submit, that
this legislation ought to proceed from the
Provincial Legislatures, not the Dominion
Parliament. If the House will, just for a
morhent, refer to the object of this Bill, it
will be seen that it is to regulate labor in
factories. Let me say, at the outset, with
regard to this question of labor
that the number of employees in any
one factory does not affect the
principle at all. The principle is
whether this Parliament has power
to legislate with regard to labor. If they
have this power with regard to factories,
they have the power with regard to any
contract for labor made by any employer
with any employed. They may legislate
with regard to any contract made by a
person with his hired man, whether hired
by the month to do certain work, or by
the day. This House would have the
power to step in and say that a day should
consist of ten hours when a man might be
willing to work for twelve hours. We
cannot escape the consequence of this
principle. If we have jurisdiction over
this subject, that jurisdiction would extend
to arrangements made by any of us who
live in the country with our hired men, or
servants. Besides stating in this Bill the
factories mentioned in the schedule, the
Governor-in-Council can declare by pro
clamation any other establishments to-

which this Act may apply-a most sweep-
ing power : ship-yards for instance. There
are establishments in which we often see, not
exactly hundreds, but numbers approaching
tohundreds, working very long hours some-
times. The Bill does not stop there, be-
cause it goes to-the most minute interfer-
ence with the relations between employer
and employed. It fixes the places where
the employed shall have their meals, and
declares whether they shall have certain
conveniences or not. All these details
are gone into and legislated upon, and the
Bill does not stop there, because it goes
on to provide for sanitary legislation.

Now, I may be wrong, but I think I am
correct in announcing the principle, as it
has always been admitted here, that sani-
tary legislation is entirely within the pur-
view of the local legislature, and that we
cannot legislate upon that subject. With
regard to the appointment of inspectors,
our attention has been directed to the fact
that these factories are multiplying enor-
mously. I think we may fairly assume
that the number of inspectors will increase
in the same ratio, and we are to have an
army of inspectors to be paid salaries such
as the Governor in Council may fix. It is
hard for any one to tell what the practical
effect of the Act will be, but we have
an illustration of what the result might be
in the Weights and Measures Act, a subject
over which this Parliament certainly has
jurisdiction. I wish to enter, as far as I
can, My humble protest against this legis-
lation and to ask the Minister of Justice to
give it his attention. I think it would he
as well that this debate should be ad-
journed in order that an opportunity can
be afforded to ascertain whether this sub-
ject is within the jurisdiction of this Par-
liament. I havé no doubt myself on this
point, but I wish to state my view of it
with all submission. I think notwith-
standing the great evil to which attention
has been directed, and on which so much
information has been collected, it would
have been well had the Provincial Gov-
ernments been communicated with and
their aid sought to bring about this legisla-
tion, which it appears to me, under the
British Norh America Act, is entirely sub
ject to their control.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
think the point is so important that it does
deserve that every consideration should be

HoN. Mi. DICKEY.
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given to it, and with a view of enabling
that to be done I move that the debate
be adjourned.

HON. MR. ALMON-There never is
a question in which law is concerned
before the Senate, -but up jumps every
lawyer in the House to take part in the
discussion. We of the medical profession
being -a modest body are not so ready to
express our opinions, but we should like
to have an opportunity of saying some
thing on this subject, and the hon.
member from Amherst, instead of telling
us what the law is on sanitary measures
should have the opinions of medical men
I do not care whether it belongs to the
local or general legislature, but I think it
cornes within the province of medical men
peculiarly.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-Instead of be-
longing to the provinces it belongs to the
province of medical men.

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned at 6 o'clock.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, April 19 th, 1882.

The Speaker 'took the Chair at three
o'clock, p.m.

Prayers and routine proceeedings-

THE MONEY ORDER SYSTEM,

INQUIRY4

HON. MR. BOURINOT inquired

Is it the intention of the Government to
endeavour to make arrangements with France
and Gernany for the establishment of the
Money Post Office Order System as it now
existe with the United States?

He said-I may say that a desire has
been expressed that the Money order
system should be established between
these countries and Canada, especi-
ally by the leading French or-
gan, La Minerve, of Montreal. An
article on that subject contained remarks
which attracted attention, and I thought
it would be the duty of some one either
in the Senate or House of Commons to

bring the matter under the notice of the
Government. We know that those who
send small orders, for example, publications
from France especially feel the want of
some means of transmitting small sums
of money in this way. We know the
advantage it has been to us to be able to
transmit money by post office order to
England and the United States for publi-
cations, and the same benefits should be
extended to us in regard to France and
Germany. It would also be advantage-
ous from a revenue point of view. That
alone would be something to consider,
apart from the accommodation which
would be afforded to so many in the
Dominion. Our commercial relations
with France especially and also with Ger-
many, are increasing year by year and
that is likewise a strong point in favor
of the adoption of this system. There
is no port in the Dominion visited so
frequently or numerously by French ships
both merchantmen and men-of-war, as
the one from which I come, Sydney, C. Z,
While in the harbor' the crews make
applications from day to day for the
purpose of getting post office orders
to remit small sums to their
families, and of course these appli-
cations cannot be complied with for the
want of the money order system. It must
strike very many how advantageous it
would be to the sailor who goes abroad
and desires to transmit a portion of his
earnings to his wife and family ; but this
he is debarred from in the ports of this
country, because he cannot get this ac-
commodation. I trust the Government
can see their way, especially through their
High Commissioner in England, to enter
into arrangements with this object in view.
I trust the answer of the Government to
my inquiry will be favorable.

HON. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
point to which my hon. friend has drawn
attention is one no doubt of considerable im-
portance, and one which I think deserves
every consIderation being paid to it. i
am glad to be able to inform him that it
is under the consideration of the Govern-
ment, and that, as a preliminary step an
officer has- been sent down within the last
few weeks to New York to ascertain the
mode in which the money order system is
carried on between France and Germany
and the United States. Sometimes tecb-
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nical difficulties arise as to the offices to
draw and to the offices to be drawn upon
and, as the United States has had some
experience, an official was sent down there
to ascertain how they manage that branch
of the business. It would be out of the
question for us to expect that France and
Germany would adopt one system with us
and another with the United States, and
we felt, therefore, that it was necessary to
model any system of ours upon the actual
practice in the United States. The officer
who was sent to New York has made a
report to the Department. I cannot say
anything more definite than that the
matter is engaging the attention of the
Government, and that it is very desirable
to bring about such an
money orders as the hon.
quiry points to.

NEW BRUNSWICK
LAWS.

interchange of
gentleman's in-

MARRIAGE

MOTION.

HoN. MR BELLEROSE moved,
"That an humble Address be preseited to,

His Excellency the Governor-General, pray-
in that His Excellency will cause to be laid
beore this House, copies of ail Correspon-
dence between the Governmient of Canada
and the Government of New Brunswick, ail
letters, orders-in-Council, petitions, and gen-
erally al documents concerning certain Acte
passed by the Legislature of New Brunswick
n 1869, concerning the issuing of marriage
licenste, the publication of banns of marriage,
and the determining the proper persons to
legally eelebrate marriages ; aIso copies of ail
documents concerning the reference of these
questions to the Imperial authorities, and of
the decision or opinion received from the said
authorities."

He said :-I move for these papers be-
cause of the argument which was based
the other day upon the decision of the
Imperial authorities in the matter. It was
stated on that occasion that the corres-
pondence with the Imperial authorities
showed conclusively the power of this
Parliament to deal with the Deceased
Wife's Sister Marriage Bill. But from
what I know of it that decision does not
lead to any such conclusion. On the
contrary, I believe it points in the reverse
direction. If the Imperial authorities had
not decided the question of marriage
licenses as they did, common sense would
lead one to the conclusion that the power

of granting marriage licenses ought to be
vested in the local legislatures. Not so
with the question of determining the proper
persons to legally celebrate marriages, a
question, which according to the spirit of
our constitution, would seem to be within
the province of this Parliament, though it
seems to be admitted to be of a local
character. Take for instance, the mode
of appointing the judiciary: though the
local legislatures have power to estfab-
lish courts, the Dominion Govern-
ment has the appointment of the
judges, and one would think that the same
principle would be preserved in dealing
with the marriage question as to the ap-
pointment of the proper officers. I am notat
all astonished that the Minister of Justice,
when looking over that New Brunswick
legislation, thought it was clashing with
the legislation of this Parliament, but he
is inconsistent in his views upon these
matters. I may cite other instances; the case
of the New Brunswick School Act and
the Ontario Rivers and Streams Bill. In
the former Sir John Macdonald decided
that the New Brunswick School Act was
within the province of the local legislature
and that the Federal Government ought
not to and could not meddle with it-
that it would be breaking down the con-
stitution, and that the people of New
Brunswick would have to look to the local
legislature for redress. It was contended
that the Act was constitutional, and that
there was no public interest at stake. In
the case of the Rivers and Streams Act,
passed by the Ontario legislature, a direct-
ly contrary opinion was held. It was de-
cided that the Bill, though within the
jurisdiction of the local legislature, must
be disallowed because a great injustice
was done to one man, yet in the case of
the New Brunswick School Act the Gov-
ernment said they could not meddle with
it because they considered that no public
interests were at stake. Now, I consider
it was a case in which a portion of the
people of the Dominion suffered an
injustice, and that the veto power should
have been exercised. In disallowing the
Rivers and Streams Act it was held that
it inflicted great injustice, and that the
principle of it being bad, it would injure
the whole community, because if such
legislation were permitted people in
foreign countries would not come to the
Dominion and invest their money here.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.
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That was the view expressed by Sir John
Macdonald. Well, I think it was the
same in the case of the New Brunswick
School Act but to a greater degree.
There is no such law as that School Act
even in the worst governed countries,
and even in New Brunswick before Con-
federation there was no such legislation
on the statute book. The minority en-
joye4 certain privileges, but after Confed-
eration they were deprived of them. It
was admitted to be bad legislation-bad
for the community at large and calculated
to prevent Roman Catholics in foreign
countries from coming to Canada if allow-
ed to remain on the statute book. Then
why did not the Government feel that
they were in duty bound to disallow it ?
I am perfectly justified in referring to
these cases, to show that we are the
sufferers, and to remonstrate against the
course which has been pursued towards
us. We came into Confederation believ-
ing that the promises which were held out
to us then would be kept, and since they
have not been adhered to it is our duty
to show that those who have deceived us do
not deserve the confidence of the people.
I have cited four cases which have been
dealt with on different principles, and it
proves that neither the Minister of Justice,
nor the Government, nor other leading
public men seem to know the limit of the
jurisdiction of the several legislatures.
That being so, we have a right to demand
that, in cases of doubt, those who suffer
should receive the benefit of the doubt.
That is a principle of law. I say that in
such cases it is the duty of the Govern-
ment to look to the intentions of the fra-
mers of the law. That is why I ask for
these papers, because I believe they may
enlighten us, and enable us to discuss
these matters when other measures akin
to this come up in the future, and because
they may assist us in another step which
we may probably take in the case of the
Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage Bill. I
have no doubt it will be thought that I
persist too strongly in pressing my view of
this matter; but any gentleman who
knows the important principle involved
will, I am sure, recognize that I am acting
as one who jespects his faith and his con-
science, and desires to express the views
of his constituents. I would be undeserv-
ing the position of a representative of the
people if I allowed so grave a question to

drop without doing my best to show the
injustice to which those for whom I speak,
French and Catholics, are treated.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I am
quite sure that my hon. friend is right in
supposing that no one in the House will
think that he has gone beyond the strict
line of his duty in pursuing his investiga-
tion into a subject which for him has so
great an interest, and which to his coun-
trymen is, I believe, one of very great im-
portance. I am unable to follow my hon.
friend into the arguments which he has
used in asking for these papers, because I
did not suppose he would discuss anything
the papers relate to on this motion, and
therefore I hope he will not consider it
disrespectful to him if I do not endeavor
in any way to reply to what he has said.
I inquired this morning if the papers ex-
isted, and should like to have seen them,
but was told in a general way that there is
no correspondence. However, if any
should be found, I shall take care that it
is brought down.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (138), "An Act to authorize the
Canada Co-operative Supply Association
(limited) to issue preferential stock." (Mr.
Ryan.)

Bill (105), -' An Act to amend the Char-
ter of the Fellows Medical Manufacturing
Company." (Mr. Ryan.)

Bill (96), " An Act to consolidate and
amend the Acts relating to the Montreal
Telegraph Company." (Mr. Ferrier.)

Bill (92), " An Act to incorporate the
Sisters of Charity of thé Northwest Terri-
tories." (Mr. Trudel.)

Bill (75), "An Act to incorporate the
International Construction Company."
(Mr. Bellrose.)

THIRD READINGS

The following bills were reported from
the standing committee on Railways, Tel-
egraphs and Harbors, read the third time
and passed.

Bill (81).-"An Act relating to the
Canada Southern Bridge Company."
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Bill (76) "An Act to amend the act in-
corporating Souris and Rocky Mountains
Railway Company."

PONTIAC AND PACIFIC JUNC-
TION RAILWAY COM-

PANY'S BILL.

1 THIRD READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY from the Stand-
ing Committee on Railways, Telegraphs,
and Harbors, reported Bill (86), "An Act
to amend the Act incorporating the
Pontiac and Pacific Junction Railway
Company, and to authorize the said Com-
pany to erect a bridge over the River
Ottawa," with certain amendments. He
explained that the bill asked for power to
construct a bridge over the Ottawa at any
point between Hull and Aylmer. The
Company desired to have power to con-
struct the bridge at any point between the
eastern boundary of Hull and Aylmer,
and the bill was amended accordingly.
The amendment to the sixth clause was
the only important one. That clause
asked for power to sell or lease the bridge
to either the Government of Ontario or
the Government of Quebec, the Corpora-
tion of Hull or the Corporation of Ottawa,
or any other company or corporation.
The committee concluded to strike out
the words, "or with any other corporation
or company," confining the right to sell or
lease to either of the two Governments or
the two corporations named. Under the
circumstances he had no hesitation in
moving concurrence in the amendments.

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

NIAGARA PENINSULA BRIDGE
COMýANY'S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE,

HON. MR. DICKEY-from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Har-
bors to whom was referred the Bill from
the House of Commons entitled "An Act
to incorporate the Niagara Peninsula
Bridge Company", reported the saine
with certain amendments.

He said: I do not propose that the
House shall consider to-day the amend-
ments which are made to this Bill, because
they are of rather an important character.

I would however explain that the first
amendment refers to a possible conflict
between the powers asked for by this Bill
as it originally stood and powers that had
already been given by the Province of
Ontario. It appeared that a company
obtained power to build a road or drive
around the base of the Clifi passing this
point from Queenston. That legislation
is still in existence and if the orignal
unlimited power were given to make piers
and erect a bridge over this point, it
might possibly interfere with the drive I
have mentioned. We therefore recom-
mend this amendment which provides
that nothing in the Bill shall affect any
rights that parties may have acquired
heretofore by legislation of the Province
of Ontario. The second amendment is
of a more important character because it
modifies and changes the clause as it was
reported to the House in previous bills,
and requires only that the consent of the
proper authorities in the United States
should be had before building this inter-
national bridge. I do not go into this
point except to say that it was pointed
out in the Committee, by one of the
members that this clause satisfied
the Minister of Justice and had
received his assent, which is impor-
tant as he is the conserver of public
rights. The other amendment has *ref-
erence to amalgamation. The clause
which gave this company unlimited power
to sell or lease to any company in
or out of Canada, has been amended
in such away as to enable them to
make any running arrangements what-
ever with other Companies, railway
or bridge, which may be necessary, for the
use of this bridge; and we confine it to
that. Then part of the 25th clause has
been struck out with a view to prevent-
ing it from applying to any other lines of
railway not connected with this Bridge.
These are the amendments, and I move
that they be taken into consideration to-
morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

LABOR EMPLOYMENT REGU-
LATION BILL.

SECOND READING.

The order of the day having been
called for resuming the adjourned De-
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bate on the Hon. Mr. Aikin's motion for
the second reading of Bill (R) " An Act
to regulate the employment of labor in
workshops, mills and factories, and for
other purposes."

HoN. MR. ALMON said: When
I suggested yesterday that this ques-
tion should notibe proceeded with until
to-day in order that the medical men in
this House should give their opinion on
this measure-which to my mind, is within
their own peculiar province-I did not
intend to have taken the duty upon my-
self. But the senior member from Hali-
fax, (Mr. Power), when I mentioned that,
told me that he thought as an old medical
man, it was my duty to do so, and as I
know he is an industrious man himself,
and that no measure comes before this
House connected with law or anything re-
lating to our business without receiving
the greatest possible attention from him,
I felt it my duty to take his advice. I
think sometimes my hon. friend does more
than we really ought to expect from him,
but that is a vice of youth; and when the
senior member, (Mr. Power), has attained
the age of the junior member from that
city-myself-I think he will not be
found doing too much, but he will feel as
I do, viz: that the least a man can do
compatible with bis own sense of duty,
the better for him. In moving this
amendment, to which I shall presently
refer, I deeply regret the absence
from this House, through death,
of a member who took so much interest
in medical statistics, and whose speech on
the subject on a former occasion in this
H->use showed so much information. I
allude to the late Dr. Brouse, and I can
only express my regret that some one bet-
ter able to do so had not made this allusion.
He was a man of a most genial temper-
ament, and though his politics differed
from my own and from those of the
majority in this House, he never said any-
thing without making you feel that he did
it from conviction, and it was always done
in a quiet, mild and gentlemanly manner;
in that respect he was very unlike some
people who when speaking always des-
cend to invective and ridicule, not think-
ing that they might injure the feelings of
others. I know that at times I myself,
in the heat of discussion, have said un-
kind things, but I have suffered afterwards

more than the person to whom they were
addressed. I feel, hon. gentlemen, that
we should remember, with the wise man
of Israel, "no man can throw about fire
and say it is but in jest." I can only add
that if Dr. Brouse is as much regretted by
his patients and friends as he is by the
Members of this House their loss is a great
one indeed.

On reading over this Bill I gave the
member who introduced it great credit for
his work ; and the persons who made the
report on which it is passed have evinced
an industry for which they deserve much
praise. I think there are some things in
it however it would have been well to have
had enlarged, and among them is the pro-
vision with regard to the hours of labor.
It provides that young meñ and women
shall not be employed more than ten
hours in one day, but I would like to see
added to this, that no female within two
months of her confinement, or within
one month thereafter shall be allowed to
do factory work. Further on there is a
provision for home work to be performed
in their dwellings, and to that I have no
objection, but I do think it is wrong that
women should work for two months
previous to their confinement, for it is
well known that about that time mis-
carriage is apt to take place and over-work
is likely to produce it. Then again for a
month after confinement no woman
ought to be put to hard work. But soie
members will tell me to look at the
peasantry, that they go out three or four
days after labor, and do a hard days
work ; I would reply that you do not
know the effects that it produces. Many
of these people suffer under very grievous
complaints produced by this practice,
but they do not feel them so much simply
because they do not know what comfort
is-as we do,-and fortunately they do
not know what discomfort is. Then with
regard to meals; it is stated here that
they shall have an hour for meals but
that they are to be taken in the factory in
a room where no work is done. In refer-
ence to this I would remark that medical
men know that operatives engaged in a
manufacture in which lead or any other
material of that kind is used, are apt to
be poisoned by this lead adhering to their
hands which they arp in the habit of using
at meals in accordance with the old saying
that " fingers were made before forks,"
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and in conveying their food to their
mouths in that way they are slowly poi-
soned by the lead. This could be got
over by having a stringent rule that no
artizan or manufacturer who was engaged
in the use of any preparation of lead, such
as soldering or anything of that kind,
should eat without an inspector or other
proper-person seeing that his hands are
well washed with soap and water so as to
cleanse them from any impurities from the
lead. Then I should like to see it enact-
ed that no hand should be employed in
a factory who has not had small-pox,
or been vaccinated so that he can shew
on his arm or some other part of his
body that it took efficiently. In the
Sandwich Islands, a savage nation, I
have been struck by the fact that any
person who cannot read and
write, or who has not been vac-
cinated, is refused the franchise
and cannot vote. I think that no
person ought to be employed in a factory
who- is liable to take the small-pox
for we all know that if one in a factory
did take it, with the propinquity of the
workmen to one another, lightly clad and
their bodies in a state of perspiration they
would all be predisposed to this disease.
The only way in which this danger can be
avoided is by insisting that all operatives
in factories shall either have had the
small-pox, or have been vaccinated, which
is almost an equal protection. In addi-
tion to what I have already suggested I
would like some such resolution as the
following to be inserted, viz :

" Any operative or person employed in
jany capacity in any factory who shall have
been ill with diphtheria, typhoid, measles,
scarlet fever or any other malignant, con-
tagious or infectious disease, shall not
return to said factory, until he has pro-
duced a certificate from a medical man
that his so doing may not be the means of
communicating the disease under which
he laboured."

This, I think, is a very necessary provi-
sion, for there is nothing in this Bill to
prevent a man suffering from diphtheria,
resuming work the moment he is able to
go out. My opinion is that it is almost
impossible to say how long contagion may
exist, and while some medical men may
differ with me, I think if we were to pass
this rule we would have sornething to go
upon and might perhaps be able to come

HON. M,. ALMON,
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to a better decision on that point. I
should also like to know whether some
clause could not be introduced affecting
young children under ten years of age who
do not know how to read and write, so
that they might be taught during the
hours of labor,-say an hour's schooling
per day ; I think that would be but right
in justice to them, and I do not believe it
would be a great tax upon the employer.
I would rather that the Bill passed, even
if my suggestions are not carried out:
still I think they are absolutely necessary
and if the hon. gentleman in charge of the
Bill will allow me I shall be very much
inclined when it comes up in Committee
to move the different amendments to
which I have referred.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I think
it would have been desirable before the
debate upon this Bill proceeded that we
should have received an authoritative
statement from the members of the Gov-
ernment in this House as to whether the
objection taken yesterday by my hon.
friend from Amherst (Mr. Dickey) was or
was not well founded.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
proposed to make that statement but I
did not want to interrupt the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Almon) while he was speaking.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-For my
own part I think it would be a very great
misfortune for the Dominion if it should
prove on enquiry that the hon. gentleman's
objection was valid; and for this reason:
because I think it would be an utter im-
possibility to attain anything like similar
legislation among so many different prov-
inces as form this confederation. It would
be almost impossible to carry through the
various legislatures acts governing factory
labor which would be all of the same
character, and the result would be that in
some provinces the position of the ~factory
operatives would be very good and their
treatment would be highly humane and
very desirable from a sanitary point of
view, while in others perhaps labor would
be exacted from them to the utmost
extent; therefore in my opinion it is of
the greatest importance that on this sub-
ject we should have the same system pre
vailing from one end of the Dominion to
the other, I think hon. gentlemen that
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the period which has been selected for
moving in this matter is a very favorable
one : the factory system at present in this
country is quite young and it is reasonable
to suppose that comparatively few abuses
have crept into it. That is one great
advantage which the Government possess,
and it is better certainly to anticipate evils
than to have to remove them after they
have taken root. Then again the Govern-
ment of Canada has the advantage of three
quarters of a century of British legislation
upon this very point. I have, since the
commencement of the session, during the
Easter recess, and at other times, occu-
pied my leisure somewhat in looking into
the history of this question, and I find
that British Parliamentary legislation com-
menced almost with the beginning of this
century and in avery small way. It begun
by taking up the case of certain appren-
tices of those days ; the factory system
had then scarcely commenced, but as the
century grew older factories came to be
worked by steam, larger cities grew up
with crowded populations, and the evils
which follow the factory system began to
develop themselves. In the last forty-
five years and upwards this question has
frequently occupied the attention of the
Imperial Parliament, and I think any one
who has studied the matter must feel
amply rewarded after looking into the dif-
ferent legislative enactments which have
taken place in the English Parliament on
this subject, and studying the case of the
factory operatives of Great Britain with a
view to obviating in Canada the difficul-
ties which have been found so extremely
difficult to overcome in England. There
is no doubt that when the subject first
attracted the attention of Parliament in
that country there were grass abuses
requiring correction; not only were very
long hours sanctioned in these factories,
but children of a very tender age, and
females in the condition mentioned by the
hon. gentleman from Halifax (Mr. Almon),
Who has just sat down, were employed in
a way which was exercising a most dele-
terious influence upon the physique of the
Population. The opinion and experience
of recruiting parties for the army was to
the effect that the physical strength and
stature of the population in the
mlanufacturing districts of Great Britain
was rapidly deteriorating, and that
Within a comparatively short period the

number of recruits in those districts had
been materially reduced ; this did not
arise from the fact that employment was
more common, but from the difficulty of
obtaining recruits of the size and weight
required by the then regulations. On
looking into this question we find con-
nected with it many well known philan-
thropic individuals, Mr. Fielden, Lord
Ashley-afterwards Lord Shaftesbury, and
Mr. Brotherton among others ; and singu-
lar to say it has created a very extraor-
dinary difference of opinion. We find
philanthropists and political economists at
issue upon this point. The former class
from their desire to serve suffering human-
ity would shorten the hours of labor, but
the political economists did not desire to
reduce labor, and besides they had some
dread that competition would be against
them if they permitted .the hours of labor
to be materially shortened. But the
tendency, notwithstanding, has been all
through in Great Britain to shorten those
hours, until at the present time in the fac-
tories where textile fabrics are made the
working hours are now, I believe, 56 34
per week. On looking into the corres-
ponding clause of this Bill, introduced
yesterday by its mover in a long and able
address, I am led to conclude that the
proposed measure does not go far enough
for the protection of the Canadian opera-
tives. As I said just now, it is far better
to anticipate evils than to allow them to
become once established ; for the great
difficulty in England has been to eradicate
them. Now, I observe that in this Bill
the hon. gentleman allows sixty hours for
labor, per week, whereas in Great Britain
the maximum in factories for textile
fabrics is 56y, hours. The hon. gentle-
man has made an effort to establish a sort
of half-holiday on Saturdays and that is
certainly a very desirable object to attain,
but it is questionable whether it is not
more than compensated for by working
extra hours on other days. I also think
that those clauses in the hon. gentleman's
Bill which refer to "overtime" are against
the interests cf the operatives generally.
The occasions from which the necessity
for working overtime are drawn are not in
my opinion sufficient to warrant the. pro-
posed enactment ; for instance " acci-
dents," well I can understand that, and
there is probably an excuse for working
overtime when it is occasoned by loss con-
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sequent upon some unforeseen accident ;
but in the same clause I find the "require-
ments of custom or the exigencies oftrade "
and these are cases which are extremely
arbitrary in their nature. They may pos-
sibly exist, but I fear they would be likely
to exist in one place and not in another.
If a factory is being run in one place
where these exigencies of trade and re-
quirements of custom exist, and in another
factory the conditions are not the same,
then the operatives in the latter place will
have a decided advantage over the others.
In my humble opinion these cases should
not exist at all, except in cases of accident;
then it is likely to be in the interest of the
operatives as well as of the mill owner,
that the establishment should be run for
some few hours extra, and probably in
consequence of the rest which the oper-
atives have received no great injury would
result to them from such overtime. I say
however, that to allow a mill owner to run
his mills overtime upon the plea of emerg-
ency or the custom of trade is, to my
mind, outside the proper bounds of this
law, and should not be permitted. An-
other view of that case is, that experience
has shewn in Great Britain that there is
very little advantage in running overtime.
They have there the experience of men
who have been in these factories for long
periods, and who have had aUnple oppor-
tunities to form an opinion on this point,
and their opinion is that when running
overtime neither adults nor young people
are capable of. putting out as large an
amount of work in proportion to the time
they are employed. It is found that ten
hours is the maximum time during which
an operative of any age can perform labor
with his full energy. I think I could
sead a passage from a recent work on that
rubject which would perhaps have a tend-
ency to set the matter at rest. It is as
follows:

" The reports of the inspectors of factories
dated October,1877,prove that the law restrict-
ing the hours of employment of women in
factories works well, that it bas recommended
itself both to employers and employed, and
that noue of the evils or inconveniences or
injustices which were anticipated as its pos.
sible results by Mr. Fawcett, and other com-
petent critics have actually arisen. ' I have
found,' writes Mr. Redgrave, ' the limitations
imposed upon the hours of work by women
most cordially approved, and the greatest
anxiety and positive alarm entertained at the
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prospect of any relaxation which would er
pose them to the irregular and uncertain hour
of work that prevailed prior to the passing of
the Factory Act of 1867.' Mr Redgrave quote
many testimonies ot working women in sUp-
port and illustration of this view. 'IdecidedlY
prefer ' says one ' to work the hours fixed by
the Factory Acts. I never had any illness,
since the Factory Act came into operation.
'I certainly do not wish' says another, 't
see the Factory Act repealed, and permiBsiOl'
given to women to work later.' 'The Factory
Act' says a third, 'is regarded as a great
boon by all the women that I know in the
trade. I find that I can earn more moneY
under the Factory Act than when we had DO
regulations.' It is thus that Mr. Redgrave
sums up the general moral results of thi'
legislation :-' That the Factory Acts have i
direct tendency to encouragê morality an,
steadv behaviour, I can establish very clearlY.

I view of this testimony, I think We
should not heedlessly involve ourselves,
in this Bill which we are about to pass, by
establishing over-time regulations for the
Dominion. Then here is a passage which
states the existing condition of the factorY
law in England, up to 1881.

"' It may perhaps be as well succinctly to
summarize the chief heads of the factorY
legislation now in force. A factory is de-
fined to mean any premises in which ne
chanical power is used in a nanufacturing
process, or in which certain trades such as
iucifer-match making, percussion caps and
cartridge making, bookbindings, letterpresS
printing, tobacco and cigar manufactur-
ng, are carried on. It follows from the

above definition that all corn mille and
nearly all breweries and distilleries have noW
becone factories. The number of protected
persons employed in such establishments as
these-that is to say, of vomen, cihildren and
young persons-is not large, and the chie'
value of inspection as applied to them will
consist in the additional protection which
will be thereby given to the people employed
from dangerous machinery or from preventi-
ble dust and effluvia arising either from the
process of manufacture itself or from defec'
tive sanitary arrangements. Factories under
the Act of 1878 are classified ' textile' and
' non-textile.' There is no change made il'
the number of hours in which women, young
persons, and children may be employedi
in either case. In textile factories it remains
at fifty-six and a half hours a week as fixed
by the Factory Act of 1874, while in non-
textile factories it will continue sixty hours a
week as fixed by the Act of 1867. The pro-
visions of the Act of 1874, which apply to the
employment of children and young persons,
are now extended to all non-textile factories
and workshops. A child cannot legally 'be
employed in future under any circumstances
under ten years of age. At thirteen a child
may be employed full time, provided that it
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can produce a certificate of having passed the
fourth standard fixed by the Committee of the
Council on Education. In the event of a
child not being able to procure such a certi-
ficate, it must continue at school half time, s
till it reaches the age of fourteen."

That ' think probably meets the desire
of the hon. gentleman from Halifax who
has just spoken (Mr. Almon), although the
cornbining of education with factory leg-
islation is not very easy in our country
inasmuch as the education of the people
belongs to the Local Legislatures and not
to the Parliament of the Dominion.

H7ON. MR. KAULBACH-From what is
MY hon. friend reading ?

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-From a
Word published last year called "England:
its people, politics, and pursuits," by
T. I. Escott. Then the hon. gentleman
frorn Halifax spoke of the utility of intro-
ducing vaccination. While some difficulty
Perhaps occurs in that respect ; it may
Perhaps be in the recollection of some
mxiembers of this House who have occupied
seats here for some time, that I myself
onfce brought that question before this
Chamber at some length, with a view to
Obviating the trouble that had arisen in
the older provinces from the introduction
Of small-pox; but it was stated by several
gentlemen in this body, and I think by a
Minister of the Crown at the time, that
the subject of vaccination did not come
Within the powers of the Dominion. I
beleve however that a member of the
present Government who is also a member
Of the medical profession, has expressed a
different opinion, and I hope most sin-
Cerely that he may be right and that the
Dominion Government has power to reg-
Ulate this matter.

17ON. MR. ALMON-I would state
that the quarantine officer at the port of
lalifax is ordered to vaccinate all persons

Who are at all likely to be exposed to
'flfection. He goes on board an infected
vessel and vaccinates all that have been
on board as well as all emplioyed on the
ISland: and he is an officer of the Domin-
'0n Government.

. ION. MR. HAYTHORNE-The sub-
ject of quarantine properly belongs to the

omninion Government. I think the idea

f the hon. gentleman is an excellent one,
nd I only hope that it can be carried
nto effect. It is most desirable that it
should be so, and I hope another session
Nill not be allowed to pass before it is
established whether or not the Dominion
Government have the power to deal with
the subject of vaccination. The hon.
gentleman from Halifax also spoke of the
position of women having young children;
now that is a question which has been I
think very ably treated in one of the
recent magazines. In the "Contemporary
Review" for January last there was a most
able article entitled "Married Women in
Factories." The writer went into the
whole subject in a very able and very con-
clusive manner, and showed the enormous
evils and sacrifice of infantile life which
have been occasioned by the action of
females, in the condition described by the
hon. gentleman from Halifax, working in
these factories. He showeg that as a
result there was rising up in our midst
a stunted and ill developed race of
men and women. If it were not
for occupying the time of the
House, perhaps unnecessarily and at
greater length than they would have
patience to bear with me, I would refer
them to various extracts which I have at
hand here touching upon this very point.
I have here a return, which I have taken
from one of the books at my disposal,
showing the comparative mortality in a
number of large English towns, some of
them manufacturing towns and others
not strictly coming under that head. The
town of Portsmouth is taken as a sort of
basis, and, omitting decimals, it is found
that the mortality among children under
five years is fifty-nine per thousand, where-
as in Brighton, a watering place, by the
seaside,'it is 65. In Bristol, not a large
manufacturing town the per centage is
more, being 66 per thousand ; in Wolver-
hampton, a strictly manufacturiug centre,
it is 74, and in London it is 78. In
Leicester and Nottingham, strictly manu-
facturing places, it is 82 ; in Salford it is
93, in Birmingham 95, in Sheffield 95,
and in Liverpool the percentage is larger
than elsewhere although it is not strictly
a manufacturing town, and it can scarcely
be said to prove anything. Then we
have the subject of infant mortality,
which bears more particularly upon the
question alluded to by the hon. gentle
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man from Halifax. Here is a case which
was brought up in the English House of
Commons during one of the debates upon
the " ten hours " matter, I think upon the
occasion when the present Lord Shaftesbury
introduced the question there, or Mr.
Fielden perhaps it was. It was then
shown that in the year 1841 that the pop-
ulation of the extra-metropolitan districts
of Surrey, was 187,868, and of the Town
of Manchester 163,856. The deaths
registered in Surrey, in the seven years
from 1838 to 1844, numbered 23,777,
while the number in Manchester was
shown to be 39,922. That was the general
mortality of all ages, but taking the infant
mortality-under five years of age-we
find that in Surrey the number of children
living was 23,523, and in Manchester
21,152 ; while the deaths were in Surrey
7,364, and in Manchester 10,726; the
period covered being the same as for the
figures of the general mortality of all ages.
That shows a great excess of infant mor-
tality in the manufacturing district over
one which is comparatively rural. Now it
has been urged by sanitary authorities
that the cause of this difference is not to
be found solely in the manufacturing sys-
tem, but that it has arisen from other
causes-bad drainage, bad ventilation, and
other things-that in fact it is not entirely
to be traced to the factory system. But
in answer to that it has been shown that
in purely agricultural districts, where
mothers act on the same principle which
unfortunately characterizes women in the
factory districts, the very same causes are
found to produce the same results. When
mothers leave their homes to carry on
their work in the fields in the agricultural
districts of England in the manner de
scribed as prevailing in the factory dis-
tricts, the very same results are very soon
found to ensue. I think we may regard it
as an established fact that the working of
women in factories, under the circum-
stances referred to by the hon. gentleman
from Halifax, is a thing which by all
means ought to be prevented. I am very
glad to find, by perusing the report which
the hon. mover of the Bill has caused to
be laid on our table, and which was col-
lected last summer, that at present' the
number of married women working in the
factories in Canada is very small ;
and therefore it seems to me the wisest
course is, while the evil is still young in
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this country, at once to endeavor to arrest
it. We may expect as factories increase
in number, and competition becomes ,Ore
and more keen, there will be a greate
demand for operatives, and women w'.
be more likely to be induced to leave their
homes and families to earn wages in these
factories. I say nothing now of the
culties which have been encountered if
England with regard to married wolerl
in factories, because it is an unfortunate
truth, and I regret as a native of that
country to have to admit it, that muany
of the women employed in thes
factories are unmarried mothers, and
it is difficult to deal with their cases
Happily, from the information contained
in the report laid on the table, I beliee
that a high morality prevails in our factories
so far, but the day may soon come who
it will be necessary to deal vigorously With
this subject, and in my opinion it wOul
be better to deal with it before the die'
culty becomes serious. One of the most
important features of this Bill, and what
is certainly the most important princiPle
that is involved in the English factories
laws, is the inspectorship. I do not see
exactly in what manner the duties
inspectors are to be performed. Is there
to be an inspector attached to every factOry
or an inspector connected with every man-
ufacturing town ? It may be that there
are isolated factories-factories not in con-
siderable numbers in any one place: the
difficulty of visiting them may be coI'
siderable, but I believe as a whole it is
better to have a comparatively lirnited
number of high-toned, cxperienced nen
as inspectors than it would be to place
an inspector over every individual factOry
I think the constant going in and out O
the inspector would lead to too much
familiarity between him and the opera-
tives, and possibly between him and the
manager of the factory; but if an inspector
should drop in at a time when perhaps he
was expected to be a thonsand miles awaY,
his visits would be likely to be more benc'
ficial than if he were always on the spOt.
These are the observations which occur to
me as being of some importance in con-
nection with this Bill. I may say I have
derived a great deal of information and
not a little satisfaction from the study 1
have given to it. While I have had nO
little reason to be ashamed that such a
state of things existed for so many years
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le of the most civilized countries ofthe world, and that my native land,
t'In, I am very happy to find that all

t.great evils of the system have beene ated and now with the exception
this buring question of married women,
ich Governments have not been able to

deal with the factory system of England
tands on a favourable basis. The educa-

tion of the young people has been ensured
a4d they cannot grow up in a state
o serni-barbarism, and in many
other ways precautions have been
d en which will no doubt pro-uce the very best effects. One further
eark I might make-and I observe that
e hon. gentleman from Halifax, (Mr.

t .n), alluded to the same thing-and
tht is the necessity of providing against
te il effects of certain manufactures. Io lot know whether we have in Canada

anY White lead factories, but it is not at all
Probable that they will soon be estab-
ed here. No doubt, we have stone-

'tting machinery, and the effects of
.Perating that, upon operatives are exceed-
Ily mischievous. It has been found that
!fl with thestrongest constitution,coming

rom the country, when long exposed to
rk Of that description, break down with

%1&ellous rapidity, and although it may
be desirable to attempt too much on

occasion when we are about to introduce
'eeslation somewhat novel in this Domin-

, yet these subsidiary questions, if I
%c SO style them, to this measure, are
0f as ought to receive the close attention
ifl1embers of the Government, being

believe them to be, gentlemen of
ture and of philanthrophy.

t "ON. MR. D. MAcINNES-I do not
ttend at this stage of the bill to take up
re timie of the House at length with any

earks of mine. I have listened with a
efat deal of interest to the able speeches
hlch have been delivered by the two hon.

getlemen who have last addressed the
apouse. I have read this bill, and I
aPProve of its principle while a good

of its details in my opinion will
oftUire amendment, both in the interest
f the employer and in the interest of the

enPloyed, for the interests of both are Ibetve Perfectly identical. I think it is aof.th mistake to suppose that the interest
Of e employer and the interest of the
t'nPlOYed are antagonistic to one another.

The proper time perhaps to deal with the
details of the clauses of the Bill will be
when the House goes into Committee of
the whole. I have myself taken some
trouble in distributing the bill pretty gen-
erally amongst the employers of labor
throughout the country, and I have
asked the parties to whom
I have sent those copies to
reply with as much promptitude as pos
sible and to return the Bill with any amend-
ments which they may see fit or necessary
to make in any of its clauses. Therefore
I intend to ask the hon. minister of
Inland Revenue, who has charge of the
Bill, to defer the consideration of it in com-
mittee of the whole until next Tuesday or
Wednesday. I shall then be prepared more
intelligently than I am now to offer suggest-
ions which may be considered necessary
improvements of many of its clauses. I
conceive that it is a great mistake on the
part of any legislature to pass laws which
are more likely to be honored in the
breach then in the observance. In
other words I think it is a mistake to pass
laws which in their working may be found
to be impracticable. I have no doubt that
any reasonable suggestions which may
have to be made with reference to the
clauses will receive the best consideration
of this honorable House.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I agree with
the hon. member from Amherst and the
hon. gentleman from Prince Edward
Island who said the first thing to be de-
cided was the constitutional question. But
I regret to say that I cannot agree with
the latter in his opinion that we
have jurisdiction over that matter,
because in my opinion this measure
properly belongs to the local legisla-
ture. Apart from the question of juris-
diction, every one who loves his coun-
try must be glad to see this import-
ant matter brought prominently before
the public. I think there will be but one
voice from the whole Dominion, congratu-
lating the Minister of Inland Revenue on
the step he has taken. If the jurisdiction
of this Parliament extended to ail matters
of supreme importance, and only minor
matters were left to the local legislatures,
I should have no hesitation in saying that
this one properly belongs to this Parlia-
ment; but the House will admit that this
was not the principle on which the divi-
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ion of subjects was made at the union of
the provinces. There are many matters
within the jurisdiction of the local legis-
latures which are far more important than
any with which this Parliament can deal.
This measure touches two of the greatest
questions of the age-the relations between
capital and labor, and the means of pro-
moting morality in the manufacturing
centres. It touches the great sanitary
question which certainly is a very import-
ant one also. In support of the conten-
tion of the hon. Senator from Amherst
that. this matter is not within our jurisdic-
tion, I will call attention to the fact that
in olden times these matters were left to
the great corporations which governed
industries There was a period which,
perhaps, is not well appreciated in
modern times, when all questions affect-
ing labor were left to great corpora-
tions which were entirely free to regulate
them ; and I may mention two
facts to show that if the institutions
of those days are not favorably
regarded now it is not because they do
not merit it. Twenty years ago a large
manufacturer in France Mr. Leon Hermel.
tried to introduce into that country
the system of those old corporations
-that is, uniting the interests of the
manufacturer and the working man-
and as a matter of fact, he has succeeded
to a most extraordinary extent. In his
establishment, called I think Le Val-
des-bais, there are nearly two thou-
sand workmen employed, and it is the
admiration of all Europe. This corpor-
ation is formed altogether on the model of
those corporations which existed in Europe
in olden times. There is another reason
why we should not be unfavorable to
those institutions. They are to be found
at the very basis of our constitution. The
principles of liberty and the rights of the
people to govern themselves within certain
limits are derived from them, and from
them also we derive our English institu-
tions. Regarded from that point of view
it will readily be seen that all the matters
which are dealt with in this Bill properly
belong to municipal institutions. There
is not a single subject to which it refers
that does not properly fall within the
exclusive jurisdiction of the Provinces.

HoN. MR. ALMON-Hear hear!

HoN. MR. TRUDEL - The hon.

gentleman may laugh, but it would be more
satisfactory if he would furnish arguments
to show that our views on this constitu-
tional question are unfounded. Whatever
opinions may be expressed on subjects
which come before us, I always listen
attentively to argument, and judge it on
its merits, but whenever the hon. gen-
tleman speaks he does not appreciate
the merits of the question itself, but
unfortunately the merits of those whO
treat the questions. This measure is one
which should not be lightly treated.
What we call in French Le droits des
gens has occupied the attention of the
greatest men, not only of this century
and during the Christian era, but
of philosophers at all times since
nations have existed, and when such a sub-
ject is under consideration here it should
be dealt with seriously. It is a matter
which does not affect in a special manner
the people of the province from which I
come. Unfortunately on many occasions
we who represent the Province of Quebec
have had to raise constitutional questions
in defence of the rights of a particular
portion of the people, but those questions,
if properly understood, should be consid-
ered as of general interest, because a
question of principle and of justice never is
a matter of merely local interest. A
question of justice is always of general
interest, because if a legislative body
should lay down a wrong or an un-
just principle, especially in a country
like this where precedent possesses so
much force, it is a matter to be deplored.
Therefore I say that the questions which
wehaveraised,if wehavesucceeded in show
ing that they related to matters of justice,
are of general interest. But in this instance
all the Provinces are on the same footing.
The interest of the whole nation is at
stake, and no one should feel at liberty to
treat it lightly. I repeat that there is
much in this Bill which meets with my
approval, but on careful consideration the
hon. gentleman who has introduced it
will be disposed to admit, I am sure, that
it deals with questions connected with
municipal affairs, and moral and medical
regulations, and therefore comes within
the jurisdiction of the local legislatures.
The hon. member from Prince Edward
Island (Mr. Haythorne) has advanced a
very strong argument in support of the
constutionality of the Bill-that it is desir-

HoN. Mr. TRUD1x3.
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able there should be uniform legis-
lation in the whole Dominion con-
Cerning manufactures. I see the force
of that argument, but it does not settle
the question of whether we have the power
to pass this Bill or not. There are many
other questions which interest alike all
parts of the Dominion, as for instance sani-
tary legislation. Take for instance the
lighting of cities by electricity. We might
corne to the conclusion that it would be
proper that all the leading cities of the
Dominion should adopt the electric light;
but if we should attempt to impose
regulations to that . effect there would
be but one opinion expressed that it
Was beyond our jurisdiction. There
are nany matters on which it is very
desirable that legislation should be uni-
forn all over the Dominion, but we have
first to consider whether we have power
t0 deal with such matters, and whether it
1s in the interest of the whole Dominion
to destroy by degrees the powers of the
local legislatures and the system of gov-
ernment which we possess. I humbly
sulbmit to the Government that this Bill
does not come under our jurisdiction, and

hope they will withdraw it.

HION. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
Point which was raised yesterday by the

mo. member from Amherst, as to the
Constitutional right of Parliament to deal
with this subject, is of course an exceed-
'tlgly important one, and deserves all the
cOnsideration we can give it. He is sup-
Ported in his view by the hon. Senator
from De Salaberry, but, nevertheless, I
think that, perhaps, upon further conside-
ration, I shall be able to satisfy these hon.
gentlemen that the arguments from their
Point of view are susceptible of being an-
swered. The hon. member from Amherst,
1I Understand his argument right, thought
this was a matter that came wholly under
the Purview of the Local Legislatures, be-
cause it was a question of civil rights-of
eontracts between master and servant,
hours of meals, and that sort of thing-
and therefore belonged to the Local Legis-
latures, and that this Bill did not come
Within the powers of Parliament to pass it;but I venture to ask my hon. friend if
that is not a very confined view of theBill? It is true that it does deal with the
stbject of contracts between master and
servant, but is it not much more true, and

true in a larger and better sense, that it
relates to the welfare and well-being of
the whole community ? I listened with
great pleasure to the arguments submitted
to the House by the hon. Senator from
Prince Edward Island as to the effect
upon the community of laxity with
reference to the rules which this
Bill proposes to lay down. That
hon. gentleman established, I think,
to the satisfaction of the House that the
result of the laxity of regulations or want
of regulations, in this respect, in England,
had a deteriorating effect upon the whole
population who lived in the manufacturing
*districts. If that was the effect in England
and if we are to presume that a similar
one would follow the want of regulations
and laxity of rules in this country, I ask
if such an effect produced upon the whole
population is not a very strong and even
conclusive reason, why this Parliament
should deal with a question affecting the
welfare and growth of the whole com-
munity, and the physical power and
strength of those who form the nation ?
Surely if this subject relates to a question
so generally important as that and which
affects the whole country, it is a much
larger one than if it related merely to con-
tracts between master and servant. It is
because this Bill relates to subjects so
important as that, subjects which go far
beyond contracts between master and ser-
vant, which in their indirect effects concern
the whole community and on which, to a
certain extent, and so far as the population
in manufacturing establishments go, the
future of the country very much turns-
whether we shall have a strong, healthy
and moral population, likely to be credit-
able, to the country or whether we shall
have a dwarfed and immoral popula-
tion and so perpetuate in Canada
all the evils which this inquiry has brought
out in England and which we are trying
to legislate for now-I say if these sub-
jects do not affect the peace, order and
welfare of a whole community it would be
hard to say what does. Therefore, as
they have that effect, the House, I hope
and believe, will take a much larger view
of the matter than has been presented,
and which would confine this to a simple
matter of interfering between master and
servant. It is a much larger question; it
is to provide for the future welfare, moral-
ity and good 'government of the whole
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community. In this respect it resembles
very much the Temperance Bill which,
the House will also remember, interfered
with contracts and with matters which at
first sight seemed to belong to the Local
Legislature, as, for instance it is a ques-
tion certainly of civil rights whether a man
shall sell liquor or not, by the pint or
quart, or not at all, or whether he shall
sell to children or only to people. of full
age. These are all matters of contract,
and questions which, if you confine your
attention simply to that view of the matter,
would put it entirely within the power of
the Local Legislatures, but it was thought
here, and justly and properly, I think,
that it affected the welfare of the whole
community, not merely as it now exists,
but the future welfare of those who are to
follow us, and therefore affected the whole
Dominion, from east to west, and
came properly within the purview of
the powers of this Parliament to pass. I
will read the remarks that were made by
an eminent judge who was called upon in
his judicial capacity to pronounce upon the
Temperance Act and to say whether it
fell properly within the functions of this
Parliament or not, and his arguments apply
with equal force, I think, to this Bill be-
cause in the general aspect in which I
have endeavored to submit it to the
House, both measures present much that
is analogous.

HON. MR. POWER-Who is the
judge?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL_-
Justice Gwynne. The quotation will be
found at page 571 of the Reports of the
Supreme Court, volume three. The
passage which I propose to read deals withi
the particular objection which was taken
to the Act and which has been taken to
this Bill and I think the grounds are very
nearly analogous. The quotation is as
follows :-

"Now, that the inteingerate use of spi-
rituous liquors is the fruitful cause of the
greater part af the crime which is committed
throughout the Dominion-that it is an evil
of a national, rather than of a local or provin-
cial character, will not, I apprehend, be
denied. The adoption of any measures cal-
culated to remove or diminish this evil is,
therefore, a subject of national rather than of
provincial import, and the devising and
enacting such measures into law, as calculated

HoN. Sta ALx. CAwBEu.

to promote the peace, order and good govern-
ment of Canada, is a matter in which the
Dominion at large and all its inhabitants are
concernéd. When we find, then, the design
of the British North America Act to be to
impart to the Dominion Parliament a quasi
national character, and to assign to the legis-
latures of the Provinces carved out of and
subordinated to the Dominion, natters only
of a purely provincial importance, if the
question whether the power to pase such an
Act as the one under consideration,arose upon
the construction of the Act, as if it contained
the clause that:

It shall be lawful for the Queen, by and with the advice
and consent of the Senate and House of Commons, to
niake laws for the peace, order and good government of
Canada, ln relation to ail matters not coming within the
class of subjects by this Act assigned exclusively to the
legislatures of the Provinces,

followed by the enumeration of the items in
the 92nd section assigned to the Local Legis-
latures, and without anv enumeration of the
items which for greater certainty have been
inserted in section 91, I should have great
difficulty in coming to the conclusion that,
under the terms of the 13th item of sec-
tion 92, namely, .property and civil
rights in the Province, any power was
given to pass such an Act as The
Canada Temperance Act, 1878, which
undoubtedly professes to deal with a subject
of a national, rather than of provincial import,
but with the enumeration of the particular
items inserted in section 91, and regarding the
whole scope, object and frame of the Act, it is
clear beyond ail question that the Act under
consideration is ultra vires of the Provincial
Legislatures. Turning to the Act, we find it
to be entitled, ' An Act respecting the Trafflc
in intoxicating Liquors;' its object, as stated
in its preamble, is to promote temperance as
a thing most desirable to be promoted in the
Dominion; the means adopted in the Act for
attaining this end consist in regulating and
restraining the exercise of the trade or traffic
in intoxicating liquors. Reading, therefore,
the object of the Act to be as it was read in
the Court below, namely : to endeavor to re-
move from the Dominion the national curse
of intemperance, and obseý-ving that the
means adopted to attain this end consist in
the imposition of restraints upon the mode of
carrying on a particular trade, namely : the
trade in intoxicating liquors, it cannot admit
of a doubt, that power to pase such an Act, or
any Act, assuming to impose any restraint
upon the traffic in mtoxicating liquors, or to
impose any rules or regulations not merely
for municipal or police purposes, to govern
the persans engaged in that trade, and assumn-
ing to prohibit t he sale of hiquors except un-
der and subject to the conditions imposed by
the Act, is not only not given exclusively, but
is not at al given to t he Provincial Legis-
latures."

Then he goes on to quote some authorities.
I say that in all those respects, perhaps
not to so great a degree, and not affecting
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the whole population, but affecting in a
great degree a considerable part of the
Population in all parts of the Dominion,
this is analogous to the Temperance Act,
that is, that it proposes for general and
national purposes, for the present weal of
those who are now living and for the weal
of those who are to corne after us, to deal
with this subject, and it could not to my
mnind have been more clearly established
than by the remarks which fell from the
hon. member from Prince Edward Island
(Mr. Haythorne) showing the result of
neglecting these precautions upon the pop-
ulation of England. There is, however,
an additional reason which is not presented
by the Bill itself and I think the absence
Of that probably drew the attention of the
hon. member from Amherst to the consti-
tutional point The Bill might have been
drawn in a way which I think probably
WOuld have commanded the assent of the
hon. Senators from Amherst and DeSala-
berry. The Bill lays down certain quasi
rules: it might very reasonably be provided
that if a person does so and so it should
be a criminal offence.

.ION. MR. TRUDEL-There is nothing
criminal in what is prohibited by the Bill.
We cannot make a crime of what is not
bad in itself.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL--
There is nothing now. It is made an
eOffence but it is not made a misdemeanor.
It is not made a crime, but it might be.
There is no reason at all why the Bill
should not be changed in that way : on the
Contrary, I find many reasons in favor of
s0 changing the Bill as to enact that
children or young persons shall not workbeyond so many hours per day or week,
and anyone who requires them to work
longer shall be guilty of a criminal offence,
and subject to a certain penalty. In that
Way the Bill might be put in such a shape
a would give it the additional advan-
tage of coming under the right of the Do-
ninion Parliament to pass criminal laws.
But I think in either way this Bill comes
Within the right of Parliament to deal
With it, and the object of it commands the
assent and approbation of the House.
Both the hon. member from Amherst and
the hon. member from DeSalaberry say
that it is a Bill which they desire to see
passed into law, if we have power to enact

it. I think and hope that the arguments
which I have presented to the House will
show that this Bill is not merely for the
purpose of interfering with contracts, but
has a scope which is national in its char-
acter, and which may, and probably will
be attended with the most useful results to
those who are to corne after us. There-
fore it does corne within the purview of
the powers of this Parliament, which it
will be remembered has the right to deal
with all questions affecting the peace,
order and good government of Canada,
not specially assigned to the local legisla-
tures. Now, take the first part of that
paragraph : I think there are few subjects
(there certainly are none which have come
up this session affecting only a
portion of the population,) which
more closely relate to order and good
government of the people than this. I
think it is nôt assigned exclusively to the
control of the legislatures of the Provinces.
If so, by what language ? By the language
I presume that the hon. Senator from
Amherst quoted-" property and ·civil
rights." It is true that in one sense it is
an interference with civil rights but it is
in a much larger sense, and in a sense
much more likely I believe and hope to
command the favorable attention of the
House, one affecting the national peace,
order and good government. If the two
conflict, and if it should be that it is both
-and I think almost every body in the
House will-say that it is both, that it is in
*a very narrow sense a question affecting
civil rights and contracts, but thatit is alsoin
a much larger sense a national subject af-
fecting the weal and good government of
the people-if the two conflict, under the
ordinary constitutional practise the lesser
must give way, and we must legislate on
the subject. To my mind, and to the
best of my judgment, the Hoùse is quite
seized with this measure, and it is
within the powers of Parliament to
take what steps they deem in the
interest of the country upon this question.
I take occasion to read a concurrent
opinion of a constitutional writer of very
high authority in the country. It has been
handed to me by my hon. friend near me
since I took my seat in the House. In
this note the gentleman says:-

" I have examir.ed your factory bill, and
an clearly of opinion that it is within the
competency of the Dominion Parliament. It
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concerns niatters affecting the peace, order
and good government of Canada, and is there-
fore within the purview of the 91st section of
the British North Arnerica Act. It relates to
a question of public norality, upon which,
according to the precedent established with
regard to the Prohibitory Liquor Law, legis-
lation appertains to the inominion Parlianent.
It also involves in the carrying out of the
proposed factory regulations, the necessitv for
Certain provisions ol criminnal law, which
could only be enacted and enforced by Doni-
inion authority."

Before sitting down I would ask the
hon. senators from Amherst and De Sala-
berry to defer their further opinions upon
this point of constitutionality until we
have an opportunity of presenting to the
Committee the Bill in a shape it is quite
susceptible of, and which I think will
withdraw froin it in its new form most of
the objections, and I hope all the objec-
tionable features which have .induced my
hon. friends to think there is a lack of
constitutional power in this House to deal
with the measure. Of course, I quite
understand that in making this suggestion
it should be understood that they will have
an opportunity of renewing their objec-
tions or expressing their dissatisfaction
with the Bill in its iew shape ; but I
quite believe myself that it is within the
power of Parliament, and that we can put
it in a shape that will place it beyond per-
adventure.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-Does the hon.
gentleman believe this to be of more na-
tional importance than education ? I do
not think it is; and yet education is a
local matter.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-That
is reserved specially by name in the Bri-
tish North America Act.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-It shows how
improperly it is said by the authorities
quoted by the hon. gentleman that this
Parliament should deal with all impor-
tant subjects.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I am very
glad we have had the opinion of the leader
of the Government on this question. Cer-
tainly everyone reading this Bill must
have felt that it is of great importance,
affecting as it does the health and morals
of the community, and being designed to

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.

protect the laboring classes, who form a
most important part of the population,
from disease and loss of life. It is of such
vital importance that, to my mind, if it
does not belong to this Parliament, it ought
to be within our jurisdiction. -That was
my view yesterday, yet I must say that
the reasons given by the hon. member for
Amherst were so strong and cogent that I
did not wonder at the leader of the House
for the moment acceding to the views of
the hon. gentleman and giving time for
consideration of the subject. The hon.
gentleman showed that it was a question
affecting civil rights, and that while the
British Parliament legislated upon the
subject, it was because they have the
power to legislate upon ail sub-
jects affecting the community; while
in the United States the niatter is regarded
as coming within the jurisdiction of the
State legislatures. I believe with the
leader of this House, that we ought tO
have the power, and should endeavor to
keep it in this body, yet in the United
States I believe that the legislature of
every State regulates this subject.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-They
have got the residuum of power in the
United States, whereas we have got the
residuum of power here.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-That may
be a very good reason for it, and, as we
have the residuum of power, my impres-
sion is that a matter of such importance
as this, affecting a large class of labor in
this country, should come within our
jurisdiction. If we can legislate on teni-
perance, there are greater reasons why
we should legislate on this subject. How-
ever, the Temperance Act is still an open
question, having been appealed to the
Privy Council, and we cannot take the
decision of the Supreme Court upon it as
final. Whiletherearedoubts,andverygrave
doubts, as to our jurisdiction, believing,
as I do that we should have the right in a
matter of such great importance as this to
provide legislation, I am inclined to go
with the leader of the Government. I an
glad that the junior member for Halifax
(Mr. Almon) spoke on the matter, because
he made suggestions here which are very
important. Seeing that the members of the
medical profession are eminently qualified
to be inspectors in this case, as regards ven-
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tilation and matters affecting the health of
operatives, I hope the Government will
consider the wisdom of appointing physi-
cians to the position as much as possible.
I am very glad that the Government have
taken up this question. Although our
manufacturing industries are in their in-
fancy they are advancing rapidly.
I have read the report of the commis-
sioners with a great deal of interest, and
it is clear, from the information which
they furnish, that the time has arrived
when this legislation is necessary. The
'Bill has not been introduced a day too
soon. Our own happiness depends upon
keeping up the physical strength and pro-
moting morality among the liaboring
classes. The Bill is in the right direction
and should become law.

HON. MR. POWER-One could judge
from the speech just made by the hon.
Minister of Justice that he did not feel
quite certain whether this Bill·really came
within the jurisdiction of this Parliament
or not ; because in the first place the
hon. gentleman exhibited rather more
Vigor than usual, and as a rule a speaker's
Vigor of manner is in an inverse ratio to
the strength of his case. The hon. gentle-
man further intimated that this Bill would
be brought down in another form. Under
these considerations, I presume the hon.
Minister of Inland Revenue does not pro-
Pose to press the second reading of the
Bill this evening.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
Bill can be read the second time, and ob-
jections can be made, if necessary, in
Conmittee.

HON. MR. POWER-Then I shall at-
tempt to reply to the arguments of the hon.
Ministerof Justice. The argument on which
he laid the most stress was that this Bill was
of a character to benefit the whole. com-
mTunity, and that it came under the 91st
section of the British North America Act,
which authorizes Parliament to make laws
for the peace, order and good government
of Canada. Now, the hon. gentleman
from De Salaberry very properly said: there
is education, which is a matter that affects
In the most vital degree the welfare of the
whole country. That has been left to the
Local Legislatures. It is true it has been
left by a special section ; but it seems to

me you can take up numbers of the sub-
sections of the 92nd section, and apply to
them the same argument. Is it not a
matter of vital importance that property
and civil rights should be protected
all over the country? Certainly, if the
property and civil rights of the people in
the different Provinces are not duly pro-
tected, it is the greatest possible misfortune
to the whole country; and this law relat-
ing to factories is one branch of the law
affecting certain rights of property and
contracts. Take the next subsection, 14,
which relates to the administration of
justice in the Provinces ; is it not of
the utmost importance to the whole
country that justice should be adminis-
tered in every Province ? Nothing can be
of more vital importance, and nothing
more essential to the peace, order and
good government of the country than that
there should be properly constituted
courts to deal with the violation of rights
all over the country. I do not think then
that this argument, that the Bill deals with
a matter which affects the welfare of the
whole community in that sense, is a
very strong one in favor of its being a
Bill that we can properly pass. My im-
pression is that the portion of the.91st
section quoted by the hon. minister, bears
a somewhat different meaning. I think it
refers rather to matters in which the whole
country is concerned as a country, matters
that relate to our dealings, for instance,
with foreign countries, with rebels and
pirates, and with things that affect us gen-
erally in that way. The hon. minister
quoted as an authority that should influ-
ence our actions very much, a decision of
the Supreme Court on the Canada Tem-
perance Act. It was very properly stated
by the hon. gentleman from Lunenburg that
that decision hardly forms as yet a very
high authority, because it has been ap-
pealed to the Privy Council and the case
is to be heard in a few days. Further,
the minister quoted for us the judgment
of Mr. Justice Gwynne in that case. It is
hardly proper, I suppose, to criticise in
Parliament the decisions given bya member
of any court in the country, but any hon.
gentlemen who have read the decisions
of the Supreme Court of Canada must
have observed that in every instance the
judge whose opinion has been cited by
the Minister of Justice has decided
against provincial rights ; and further it will
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be observed, whatever the decision may
be in this case, that in a case recently
decided in the Privy Council-Parsons
vs. the Citizens Insurance Company-the
judge, whose decision on the Dominion
Temperance Act has been read, held that
the act of the Legislature of the Province
-of Ontario regulating the granting of
licenses to insurance companies was ultra
vires. That judgment-proceeding on al-
most the same grounds as the decision in
this case-has been overruled by the Privy
Council. In this connection I may say that
I happened, when this discussion arose, to
have the decisionof the Privy Councilin that
case before me. I wish to draw attention
to the interpretation which is there put
on the regulation of trade and commerce
which is as follows:

" Regulations of trade and commerce may
have been nsed in some such sense as the
words 'regulations of trade' in the Act of
Union between England and Scotland(6 Anne,
c. 11), and as these words have been used in
other Acts of State. Article V. of the Act of
Union enacted that all the subjecto of the
United Kingdon and the Colonies: and
Article VI. enacted that all parts of the
United Kingdom, from and after the Union,
should be under the same ' prohibitions,
restrictions and regulations of trade.' Par-
liament has at various times since the Union
passed laws affecting and regulating specific
trades in one part of the United Kingdom
only, without its being supposed that it there-
by nfringed the Articles of Union. Thusthe
Acts for regulating the sale of intoxicating
liquors notoriously vary in the two kingdoms.
So with regard te Acte relating te bank-
ruptcy, and various other matters. Con-
struing, therefore, the words ' regulation of
trade and commerce' by the various aids to
their interpretation above suggested, they
would incfude political arrangements in re-
gard te trade requiring the sanction of Parlia-
ment, regulation of trade in matters of inter-
provincial concern, and if may be that they
would include general regulation of trade
affecting the whole Dominion. Their Lord-
ships abstain, on the present occasion, from
any attempt te define the limite of the
authority of the Dominion Parliament in this
direction. It is enough for the decision of
the present case to say that, in their
view, its authority te legislate for the
regulation of trade and commerce does
not comprehend the power te regulate
" by legislation the contracts of a particular
business or trade, such as the business of fire
insurance, in a single province, and therefore
that its legislative authority does not in the
present case conflict or compete with the
power over property and civil rights assigned
to the Legislature of Ontario by No. 13 of
Section 92.'

I think that this applies almost directly
to the present case. The general tend-
ancy of that decision is, I think, to give
the jurisdiction in the matter dealt with in
this Bill to the local legislatures. I
have very little doubt that now that the
attention of the country has been called
to this matter, the local legislatures will
deal with the subject satisfactorily, if this
Parliament does not. I cannot see that
the suggestion made by the Hon Minister
of Justice; that he would declare all viola-
tions of this Act crimes. and so bring the
measure within the jurisdiction of this
Parliament, is a very advisable mode of
procedure. I think we ought to deal
only with the crimes that exist now, and
not in this indirect way bring this matter
within our jurisdiction. If we had power
to deal with the subject, as I should be very
glad to think we had, I should be very
happy indeed to give the Government
what feeble support I could in passing the
measure and making it perfect. I quite
endorse the suggestions made by the hon.
gentleman who sits behind me, the junior
member for Halifax. I think every sug-
gestion which he made was a wise and
necessary one ; and the Government, if
they proceed with the Bill, should embody
in it all the suggestions made by my hon.
friend. There is one further suggestion
I should make-that if the Bill is gone on
with, there should be some provision in it
such as is contained in the English Act, I
think, and in the Massachusetts Act, as I
know, guaranteeing that children should
be sent to school for a certain number of
hours in the week; but as there must be a
good deal of doubt in the matter, I hope
the Government will take time to consider
the constitutional question and decide
to proceed no further.

HON. MR. DICKEY moved the ad-
journment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 6 o'clock.

HON. MR. POWER.

Regulation Bil.(B NAT B.]
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, Aprit 2oth, 1882.

The SPEAKER fook the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BRIDGES OVER NAVIGABLE
STREAMS BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (V), "An Act
respecting Bridges over Navigable Waters,
Constructed under the Authority of Pro-
vincial Acts." He said :-This is a Bill
with the object of endeavoring to intro-
duce somne more satisfactory system regard-
ing legislation in respect to bridges crossing
navigable streams-bridges situated alto-
gether in one Province. For the last two
or three years we have had bills, and there
have been one or two this session, to
authorize companies to build bridges
across navigable streams. So far as re-
gards the construction of a bridge, and the
termini on each side of the stream, ap-
Proaches, tolls, etc., and in all other respects
except the possible interference with
navigation, these are matters which come
very properly within the jurisdiction of the
local legislatures, and I believe, this Ses-
sion one or two bills of this character have
been thrown out, in consequence of objec-
tions having been taken to them on that
ground. It is proposed by this measure
that we should establish a better system;
that we should leave to the local legisla-
tures all the steps necessary for the
Creation of a corporation to construct a
bridge, and to regulate everything else
except the possible interference with
navigation; and in regard to the corpora-
tion, that it should come to the Gover-
nor-General in Council, that plans
should be deposited, and the possi-
bility of interference with navigation
considered ; also that a bridge shall not
be lawful until it has had the approval, so
far as regards that point, of the Governor-
General in Council, and the Railway
Cominittee of the Privy Council. This
sYstem is now- in force with reference to
railway bridges, and I was surprised to find
also with regard to bridges constructed by

sorne classes of corporations, such as road
companies ; but it is not in force in res-
pect to companies incorporated merely for
the purpose of constructing bridges. I
apprehend that the proposed plan is one
that the House will receive favorably.
I do not know that it will require any
correction in committee. I believe the
Bill has been - very carefully drawn.
Some clauses may require more explana-
tion than I have now given them ; but
when that explanation comes I think hon.
gentlemen will find that what seem rather
complicated expressions are needful in
order to bring out the object the Bill has
in view.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I should like
to ask the Hon. Minister whether this
Bill is intended to have a prospective ope-
ration only, or whether it is to be retro-
active in its results ? If it is prospective
I do not see any objection to the Bill, but
if it is to be retroactive and to apply to
bridges already built, it may be two or
three years ago, or forty years, prior to
Confederation under authority frQm the
local legislatures which had the power, I
think it would be very objectionable, and
calculated to do a good deal of mischief.
The language of the Bill before us is
general : it says "no bridge constructed."
That may be no bridge heretofore
constructed, or it may apply to bridges to
be constructed hereafter. Before Confe-
deration the. legislatures of the different
Provinces had control of navigation just
as much as this Parliament has now. I
may mention three or four bridges built
under authority of the Local Legislature
of Nova Scotia over navigable streams.
There is the bridge over the Wallace
River in my own county : that bridge is
provided at present with a draw. Then
there is another over the River Philip, and
another notable bridge over the Devon
River built at a very great expense.
There are two bridges, indeed, one be-
longing to a company upon which tolls
are collected, and another, a railway bridge
on the Windsor and Annapolis line. Both
of these bridges span the river where it is
about a quarter of a mile wide, with very
deep water, and might be considered to
all intents and purposes navigable, if any
stream is ; but it is hardly proper that
this Parliament should pass an Act declar
ing those bridges to be nuisances and
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requiring them to be taken down. Under'
one clause of this Bill power is given with'
regard to any bridge which comes under
the operation of this Act to declare it a
nuisance, and to require it to be demolish-
ed and destroyed, and it reserves the
power to other tribunals to take the same
course. It may be an indictable offence :
therefore great caution is required in deal-
ing with this matter. I have referred to
bridges in my own. county, but it
is possible that in the Province of
New Brunswick there are similar struc-
tures. I mention these because they
belong to my own Province. I do think,
under the circumstances, that the hon.
Minister will only give the Bill the opera-
tion it ought to have-that of a measure
in respect to bridges to be constructed in
the future.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-1 can
assure my hon. friend that it is not in-
tended that the bill should be retroactive,
but only prospective in its operations. I
think that comes out .clearly enough, if
the whole measure is considered ; as for
instancé, in the third clause it says, with
reference to a bridge, " The company
or person proposing to construct the bridge
shall deposit the plans." And in another
clause it says, " the company or person
proposing to construct the bridge may
apply to the Governor-General in Council
for approval of the site." Evidently the
Bill, taken altogether, just as it reads,
could not be construed to refer to bridges
already in existence, but only to those the
plans of which are to be deposited and
the rates to be approved of in future. The
language " any bridge constructed," pos-
sibly might more safely be altered by
inserting the word " hereafter," so that it
would read, " any bridge hereafter con-
structed"; but I think the meaning of the
Act is very plain.

HON MR. DICKEY-The general
terms of the first and second clauses
wouldapply to bridges already constructed.

HON SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
whole Bill was framed with the view that
the third and fourth clauses indicated the
character of the bridges mentioned in the
first and second clauses. The whole
Bill refers to bridges to be constructed in
future ; but, of course, there is no objec-

HoN. MR. DiCKEY,

tion to bringing that out as clearly as
possible.

HON. MR. POWER-Before the Bill is
referred to committee, I think it would be
advisable to insert a definition of what a
navigable stream is. Underthecommonlaw
it is a stream in which the tide ebbs and
flows, and I suppose it is the intention of the
Minister to apply it to streams above tide
water altogether; and, therefore, it seems to
me that there should be some definition of
what is meant by navigation. I think it is
better not to limit the powers of the local
legislatures too mhuch. If it were proposed
to deal with interference with navigation
by sea-going vessels, the Bill might be a
proper one; but if it is to apply to naviga-
tion by small craft, I think it is undesirable
to interfere unnecessarily with the rights of
the local legislatures. The sixth clause
which provides that a bridge may be law-
fully removed and destroyed, under
authority of an order of the Governor in
Council, might be modified so as to say that
in case the navigation was seriously injured
by the structure, it should be removed ; be-
cause any bridge at all which has piers in the
water interferes more or less with naviga-
tion, and I don't think that fact would be
enough to justify the Governor-in-Council
to order the destruction of the bridge,
unless it rendered navigation almost im-
possible. I notice that in the United
States, where these questions about the
relative rights of the State and the Federal
powers have been discussed for a great
.many years, and where there have
been many judicial decisions upon them,
they have not been at all as rigid in insisting
upon the rights of the Federal Govern-
ment, as the hon. gentlemen who now
constitute the Federal Government seem
to be. They do not object to States in-
terfering with navigable waters, unless
they do so in such a way as to conflict
with some previous action of the Federal
Government.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-My
hon. friend is, I think, unnecessarily criti-
cal with reference to the use of the word
navigation. " Interfere with navigation"
is used in the same sense as we fnd the
same words used in the British North
America Act, and evidently a bill drawn
in pursuance of that Act, and for the pur-
pose of conferring certain powers upon
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the Executive of the country, under the
authority of Parliament should follow,
as far as possible, the language under
which the power is given to us. There-
fore, I think the word " navigation " does
not require any further definition.

ION. MR. POWER-What is the de-
finition of the word " navigation," in the
British North America Act ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
expression in the Act is "navigation and
shipping," therefore we say in this Act
Cno bridge which may interfere with
navigation shall be lawful."

H-ON. MR. POWER-That does not
throv much light on the question.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-It
Uses precisely the same language that was
used before. Then as to the removal of
a bridge, it cannot be imagined that the
Governor in Council would destroy a
bridge which did not interfere with navi-
gation, and it will be observed that power
is given to remove only the portion of a
bridge which does interfere with navigation.
It seems to me that the language is very
Carefully worded in both respects. We
srply say, that any interference with navi-
gation shall bring this Act into play, and
then it shall only be to remove that portion
Of a structure which interferes with nav-
gation.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-The ex-
Planations which the hon. gentleman has
tendered to the House, are not by any
theans unsatisfactory on the whole. The
bill is one which will have very consider-
able effect on the Province from which I
coie. Notwithstanding its small area, it
would be difficult to find a portion of the
Dýominion of equal extent in which there
are so many large and valuable bridges.
Obstructions have occurred where bridges
that were supposed to be large enough for
all purposes when originally constructed,
have been found too small when after-
Wards vessels of greater beam have been
built above them. and of course very con-
siderable inconvenience has been felt.
But I must say as regards the principle of
the Bill I think it is throwing serious res-
POnIsibility upon the Government, and
Olle which may involve disagreeable con-

sequences. Suppose it should be felt ne-
cessary to refuse permission to build a bridge
of a certain character, and a more expen-
sive structure is exacted, it may bring the
Governor in Council into unpleasant col-
lision with the local authorities and there-
fore, I think it would have been better to
have avoided the necessity of bringing the
plans of these bridges before the Federal
Government.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-In the
Maritime Provinces bridges over navigable
streams are constructed almost entirely by
the local Governments. I think that in
every case the funds are supplied by them,
and the bridges are erected under the di-
rections of engineers and officers of the
local Government ; yet, you compel them
before they can even move toward the
construction of a bridge to get leave from
the Federal Government to go on with the
work.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-So
far as it may interfere.with navigation.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-I think
it is entailing a great responsibility on the
Governor General in Council, and I think
that to require the local Governments to
fyle their plans and profiles here would
hamper them in the construction of these
works.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
What other safe plan is there ? This
Government is charged with protecting
navigation, and the local legislatures can-
not give charters to build bridges where
navigation would be affected.

HoN. MR. MACFARLANE-But no
charter is required by a local Government

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-But
the local Governments have no right to
interfere with navigation any more than a
company. Somebody should take the
responsibility of deciding whether a bridge
interteres or not with navigation. Is it
not far better that the Dominion Govern-
ment should assume this responsibility?
I admit it is not a desirable one, but it falls
to some Government to do it. Is it not
better for this Government to decide vhat
shall or shall not be an interference with
navigation ? Supposing the Government
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of Nova Scotia built'a bridge over a navi-
gable stream they would have no right to
interfere with navigation. If they did, it
would be an unlawful bridge, and the
courts of law could stop it so far as it
interferes with navigation. Is it not better
that the plans should be submitted before-
hand to the authority here which has the
right to deal with navigation ? If they de-
cide that it is not an interference with
navigation, permission will be given to go
on with the work ; if they decide that it is
an interference, then the plans must be
altered. It is only because of the incon-
venience of any other system that the Gov-
ernment have volunteered to take this
responsihility. My hon. friend knows that
during this session bills have been brought
in to incorporate bridge companies, which,
I believe, have been thrown out.

HON. MR. DICKEY-They have ail
been left under the surveillance of the
Governor in Council ; the plans must be
approved of by them.

HON.SIR ALEX. CAM PBELL --There
are three Bills noàv before the House, in
the Orders of the Day of this character.
I do not think that this Parliament has a
right to deal with a bridge, both ends of
which are within one province. We have
given acts of incorporation to companies
to build such bridges for some time past,
but I believe it wasnot admitted until some
time after Confederation. One company of
this kind was incorporated, and others fol-
lowed. If a bridge is to be built within the
limits of a province, it is for the local
authorities to decide where the landing
should be, what tolls should be exacted,
and other matters of that kind ; but the
Executive of this country authorized by
Parliament should settle the question of
navigation. This places the subject on a
business footing, throwing the responsi-
bility on those who are responsible
under the constitution for preventing
obstructions to navigation. People will
know what they are about; they will go
to the local legislatures for their charters,
as they ought to du if both ends of the
bridge are in one province; and, having
got their charter, they will submit the
plans of their bridge to the Executive
Government here, and it will be for the
Federal authorities to say whether the
structure would or would not be an inter-
ference with navigation.

HON, SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I am glad
that this bill has been introduced. A
question has arisen in the Province from
which I come as to navigable streams.
The Local Government says that they have
nothing to do with them, and I think it
should be settled by the Government here
whether a bridge would be an obstruction
.to navigation or not before it is built. In
opening up the great North-West these
questions are likely to arise from time to
tinie, and it is not too soon to have the
matter settled definitely.

HoN. MR. OGILVIE--I am quite
surprised to think that so many hon. gen-
tlemen pretend to find fault with this bill
at ail. I was in the Legislative Assembly
of Quebec, and having been a member of
the Private Bills Cormmittee there I know
that on more than one occasion we have
thrown out bills of this character that were
submitted to us, because we would
not have anything to do with them where
they interfered with navigation at ail, or
interfered with the powers of the Domin-
ion Parliament. We were very particular
not to touch them unless they had the
assent of the Dominion Government to
come to us to get power to huild those
structures. It is perfectly understood in
the Province of Quebec, I know, that the
local Legislature has nothing to do with
anything that will interfere with navigation.

HON. MR. DEVER-I am very glad
to see the Government bringing in a bill
like this. It is one under which we will
get justice in some of the provinces. I
am only sorry that it is not extended
further to deal with other nuisances in
navgiable waters-I allude to the boom-
ing of timber, where great liberties are
taken with public rights, and injury is done
to private property. In consequence of
local influence and other causes a strong
feeling prevails that justice cannot be had,
and thus the navigable waters of the Pro-
vince are obstructed by these nuisances.
If the bill should be extended to the
booming of timber I would be better
satisfied with it, but as it is, I am willing
to give my assent to the measure. I think
it is right and proper that the Dominion
Government should have full control of
navigation in this country.

i HON. MR. KAULIBACH-The ques-

(SENA TE.] Navigable SYreams,.



Ottawa, Waddington & New [APiL 20, 18S2.] York R'y & Bridge Co. 377

tion of what a navigable stream is should
be better defined in the Bill.

HON. SIRALEX. CAMPBELL-There
is nothing about navigable streams in the
BilL

HON. MR. KALUBACH-Well, navi-
gation. What is navigation?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-get-
ting vessels through.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Propelled
by sails or steam?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBEILL-Both.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Does it
include all boats?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Any
boat of magnitude. I do not think there
is any difficulty about the meaning of the
Word "navigation."

The Bill was read the second time.

OTTAWA,WADDINGTON AND NEW
YORK RAILWAY AND BRIDGE

COMPANY'S BILL.

AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

HON. MR. DICKEY moved concur-
rence in the amendments made by the
Standing Committee on Railways, Tele-
graphs and Harbors to Bill (6o), "An Act
to incorporate the Ottawa, Waddington
and New York Railway and Bridge Com-
pany"

He said-The amendments made to
this Bill were considered the other day
and were explained. The most important
one-the one with reference to which
there may be a difficulty in adopting the
alteration-requires that the company
before building the bridge across the St.
Lawrence shall have an act of the Congress
of the United States sanctioning its con-
Struction. It is obvious that if the
Federal Government in the United
States were opposed to that bridge it
Could not possibly be built, and I suppose
it is thought necessary as an Act of inter-
national comity that we should not as-
sume the power to give the right to build
a bridge across a river dividing the two

countries without the assent of Congress
is obtained. Although the state has
power to erect a bridge, still it requires
the ratification of the general Government,
or an act of Congress to prevent its inter-
fering in any way with navigation.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I do
not desire to give any explanations, unless
my hon. friend from Halifax wishes to
have them, with reference to this amend-
ment. He came to me when this Bill
was first reported suggesting to me that
an Act of Congress might not on all oc-
casions prove to be necessary, and that we
might possibly adopt language which might
cover the point without actually specifying
that there should be an act of Congress,
and the language suggested by the hon.
gentleman was that the erection of the
bridge should be approved of by the au-
thority or authorities in the United States
of America having under thé constitution
of that country jurisdiction over the
undertaking to bridge said river. He
read it over, and I indicated to the hon.
gentlemen that it seemed to me the clause
which he suggested might safely be used,
but that I would consider it further. On
further consideration I did not think
that the language he had suggested
would be quite satisfactory. It
would still leave in doubt what
authority or authorities were to be con-
sulted. The object of the amendment,
as stated by the hon. senator from Am-
herst on another occasion, and also by
myself, is to prevent any feeling arising
between the United States and Canada as
to the bridging of this river which they
have the right to navigate. Therefore, to
say in a general way " the authority or
authorities in the United States" would
not be satisfactory. If it is, as I suppose,
in the mind of the hon. gentleman from
Halifax that the Executive might give the
necessary assent, we could add these
words to the clause, " or until the Execu-
tive of the United States has. assented to
or approved thereof." We want, for na-
tional reasons, to take care that no bridge
shall cross a river which the United States
has a right to navigate without the assent
of that country, whether it is expressed by
Congress or by the President. I am led
to believe that Congress alone can give
the necessary assent, and I state it upon
the authority of the solicitor for the Sault
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Ste. Marie Bridge Company, who had
occasion to communicate with profes-
sional men in Michigan. He told me
that he had been informed by them that
in order to construct a bridge over any
navigable stream in the United States it
was necessary to have the assent of Con-
gress itself-that the Act of the particular
state in which it was to be erected must
be assented to and adopted by Congress.
I understand still further that the gentle-
man who is interested in this very bill
informed the hon. Senator from Amherst
that the assent of Congress was necessary;
but what I want to guard against is our
passing an Act for the bridging of a
stream which the United States have the
right to navigate, without obtaining from
them their approval of the character of the
bridge and their assent to the construc-
tion of the bridge itself. Therefore I do
not think it safe to speak generally as to
authorities which may have jurisdiction
over this matter ; but to specify that the
bridge must have the approval either of
Congress or of the Executive of the Unit-
ed States. I have taken care to show
these words to the hon. Senator from
Amherst, and he agrees with me in think-
ing that they may be introduced with
advantage. Therefore if he assents to it,
and the hon. member from Halifax desires
it, I have no objections as far as the Gov-
ernment are concerned to see the clause
amended by the introduction of those
words, and then a bridge company in
future would require to have an Act of
Congress confirming the Act of the State
and to authorize the bridge or they would
have to obtain the approval of the Presi-
dent of the United States.

In either case the national object which
the Government has in view in the matter
would be accomplished, and all possible
danger of any misunderstanding, however
slight, with the United States, would be
avoided.

HON. Mi. FERRIER-I would ask
whether this amendment if it is carried
out will be quite in accord with other
measures ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No;
the bill to which my hon. friend particu-
larly refers was passed without this clause,
but in that case the solicitor of that Com-
pany assented to it, and said that the au-

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELi.

thorities of the State of Michigan had in-
timated that they would get the assent of
Congress.

HON. MR. SKEAD-Will the Hon.
Minister of Justice say in what state the
bridge at Sault Saint Marie is just now;
it. is passed, is it not ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Yes it
the Act is passed.

HON. MR. SKEAD-Is it the inten-
tion to put different words into this bill ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
would rather let it remain just as it is, but
my hon. friend from Halifax appealed to
me to introduce the words ; I did not
assent to it, but told him I would con-
sider it, and therefore I made these
remarks.

HON. MR. SKEAD-In the name of
the promoters of this Bill, I claim that
they should be put upon the same footing
as the bidge company at the Sault Saint
Marie ; if that is done I have nothing more
to say.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
have no objection to that.

HON. MR. SKEAD-Yesterday a bill
passed through Committee for a bridge to
be built at Niagara, which had no such
clause in it.

HON. SIR. ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
am quite ready to adopt the report of the
Committee. The Bill under discussion
now is not the one which was reported
yesterday, but one reported two or
three days ago.' It is a Bill to in-
corporate " The Ottawa, Waddingtoh and
New York Railway and Bridge Com-
pany.' In that Bill the Committee report-
ed the language just as I read it here.
That was the determination of this Com-
mittee upon the Bill, but after the con-
versation of the hon. gentleman from
Halifax (Mr. Power) with me, he inform-
ed the Committee that I had assented to
the other words, and I have no doubt he
may be considered to have had reason
for doing so, because I told him I would
consider it.

HON. MR. SKEAD-We are quite
ready to accept your amendment as pro,
ppsed.
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HON. MR. POWER-I think that the
hon. gentleman who has just sat down did
lot fairly apprehend what the Minister of
Justice meant. The hon. gentleman who
had charge of the Bill did not wish to be
tied down to an Act of Congress, if it
turned out that an Act of Congress was
not necessary; and the amendment sug-
gested by the hon. Minister of Justice
vill I think satisfactorily meet his case.
At the same time I think in justice to
Myself it is only right to say that I did
not understand that the hon. Minister
added a qualification to his assent the
other day ; my recollection of the con-
versation was that the hon. Minister said
he did not see any objection to it ; but of
course that wouild, I presume, reserve the
right of reconsideration. I wish now to
call the attention of the House to one
fact connected with this matter : that this
Parliament has granted several charters
already in which there is no provision of
this kind at all. I find a number of them
mnentioned in a newspaper that has been
sent to me; there is the Canada
and Detroit River Bridge Company;
the Detroit River Railway Bridge and
Tunnel Company, and others. All of
these have been incorporated without
any provision of this sort; and I wish
further to cite one of the latest and best
authorities in the United States on this
question. I shall read from " Cooley's
Constitutional Limitations," a book pub-
lished in 1878, which appears to leave the
question open to a certain extent. On
Page 737, Article No. 591, I find the
following :-

The general right to control and regulate
the pubc use of navigable waters is unques-tionably 'in the State; but there are certain
restrictions upon this right, vrowing out of
the powers of Congress over Commerce.Congress is empowered to regulate Commerce
With, foreign nations, and among the several
8tates; and wherever a river forms a highway
uon which commerce is conducted withforeign nations, or between States, it muet fall
under the control of Congrese, under this
Power over commerce."

That seems to bear out the view ex-
Pressed by the hon. Minister of Justice.

The circumstance, however, that a stream
navigable and capable of being used forforeign or inter-state commerce, does not ex-clude regulation by the State, if in tact Con-

gres8 has not exereised its power in regard to

it; or having exercised it, the State law does
not corne in conflict with the Congressional
regulations, or interfere with the rights which
are permitted by therm."

Then there is a case cited in this same
book at which I have not had time to look
very closely ; it is from Peters's United
States Reports ;-the case of Wilson vs.
the Black-Bird Creek Marsh Co." The
note says :-

" In this case it was held that a State law
permitting a creek, navigable from the sea, te
be dammed seo as to exclude vessels altogether,
was not opposed to the Constitution of the
United States, tbhere being no legislation by
Congrees with which it would come in conflict.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I would like the
House to understand exactly the position
of this matter ; it is quite true as stated
by my hon. friend who has just sat down,
that in times past bridge bills have been
passed, even over international streams,
without a provision of this kind ; but cer-
tainly if the provision be desirable it by
no means follows that, because we passed
these bridge bills in times past without it,
therefore we should continue to do so for
the future. I apprehend that this clause
was suggested as a means of preventing
any possible difficulty in the future, or any
misunderstanding. I would like to men-
tion in connection with this, that there is
another bridge bill, the " Niagara Penin-
sula Bridge Company's Bill," which is to
come before us to-day and which my hon.
friend succeded in persuading the commit-
tee to alter, providing, as has been read by
my hon. friend the Minister of Justice, that
the bridge should be approved by the proper
authorities in the United States who
have control over the matter there. Now
it is better that we should understand the
question at once and decide it, and thus
not have to talk about it on the next bill,
because the promoters of this bill say-
and very fairly I think-they do not want
to be put in any different position from
the promoters of the Niagara Peninsula
Bridge Company.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-In the
one case you are dealing with a navigable
river, the St. Lawrence, but in the other
case with a stream that is not navigable,
the Niagara.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I beg my hon.
friend's pardon, in the Niagara Peninsula
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Bridge, we do deal with a navigable strean
and the best proof of that is, that there
is a provision in the bill making a draw ;
that would settle that question and it is in
vain to say that because vessels do not go
farabovethispointat present,that theythere-
fore will not do so with increased facilities
and improvements at the mouth. I believe
when these are accomplished, that the
stream will be navigable for a long distance.
In this instance we have exactly the same
reason for taking a new departure as we
had regarding the great question of amal-
gamation of new companies, and if I
recollect aright, this amendment is in the
Sault Ste. Marie Bridge Bill, and we fol-
lowed it in b idge bills which provided for
the crossing of international streams since
then. Now,to make my point clear, for it is
hardly worth while to have a second dis-
cussion upon this, and it is well we should
know whether it is proper to introduce the
words which the hon. member from Hali-
fax has proposed,-because, if we do so
we shall be placing this Company on a
very exceptional footing-we had better
understand what we are going to do now;
so that we may seriously decide either to
alter this clause or leave the matter
untouched, Let us at any rate endeavor
to make our legislation consistent. So far
as I am concerned I am perfectly satisfied
with the suggestion made by the Hon.
Minister of Justice that these words
should be put in, and that the bridge
should be approved of by an Act of Con-
gress of the United States or by the
Federal Executive of that country. I am
perfectly willing that that should be done,
but I think if we apply that provision to
this Bill we need not discuss the question
when it comes up with the next Bill, which
will be before us, I hope, this afternoon.
We had better come to some conclusion
now, and I think my hon. friend ought to
be satisfied with the modification that has
been suggested, to allow this clause to be
arnended as we have power to do now in
the sense that has been mentioned ; that
is that it should be sanctioned by an Act
of Congress or by the Federal Executive
of the United States.

HON, MR. POWER-I have no objec-
tion to that.

HON. MR. SKEAD-There is one
thing to be considered, that we have really
no bridge over the St. Lawrence connect-

HoN. MR. DICzKy.

ing us with the American shore except at
Niagara. It is true that river is navigable
to a certain extent, and I think it is only
fair and right that our country should be
protected in every way. All that 1 ask
for the promoters of this Bill is that they
should be put on the same footing and in
the same category, as regards the bridging
clause, as the bridge company at Sault
Ste. Marie.

HON. MR. ALMON-I fail to see the
analogy which the hon. gentleman from
Halifax has attempted to draw between
the rights of the different States of the
American Union and the Provinces.

HON. MR. POWER-I drew no analogy
at all, I merely- talked about the question
whether this thing came under the jurisdic-
tion of theState legislatures of the United
States. That has nothing at all to do
with the Provinces.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-It is
then understood that this clause will be
amended by adding the words, " or the
Executive of the United States has con-
sented to and approved thereof" and that
the same course shall be taken with the
other Bill.

HON. MR. POWER-If the Minister
will allow me, I will suggest that the time
for the completion of the work should
date from the passing of the Act of Con-
gress or the consent of the Executive.

HON. MR. RYAN-This will leave the
bridge at Sault Ste. Marie in the position
which the hon. gentleman has just desig-
nated-in a different position from subse-
quent Bills.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Yes,
but no harm will be done, because the
solicitor of the company said that their
representatives in the State of Michigan
had arranged to obtain the consent of
Congress.

HON. MR. DICKEY-It is but fair to
state to the House that there is no provi-
sion in regard to such power applying to
the State of Michigan. These powers
vary very much in different States.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
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change can be introduced in the printed
report and then the report may be
amended at the table.

The amendments were concurred in
and the Bill was read the third time and
Passed.

NORTHWEST TERRITORIES
AMENDMENT BILL.

ACT

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into Com-
tittee of the Whole on Bill (T) 'An Act
to remove certain doubts as to the effect
of the North-West Territories Act, i88o,
and to amend the same."

In the Committee,
HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said

that the details of this Bill had been fully
explained at the second reading. It was
for the purpose of removing certain
doubts which had arisen in the matter of
jurisdiction.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE, from the
Committee, reported the Bill without
armendment.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

T ILITIA ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into Com-
Inittee of the Whole for the consideration
Of Bill (U) " An Act to amend tht Act
respecting the Militia and Defence of the
Dominion of Canada.

In the Committee,
HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said

that he had explained the bill at the sec-
ond reading. It was simply to do away
with the necessity that existed at present
for enrolling the militia every three years.
This enrollment was very expensive, cost-
in1g from $50.000 to $6o,ooo and the bill
proposed to enact that it should not take
Place every three years but from time to
time as the Governor-General in-Council
flight order. One of the purposes for
which enrollment was valuable was almost
entirely accomplished by the census and
enrollment at such short intervals was not
COnsidered necessary.

HoN. MR. ARCHIBALD from the
committee reported the Bill without
amendment.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL then
moved the third reading of the Bill.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-I do fot
rise to offer any comment upon the Bill
which is now to be read the third time,
but I desire to take this opportunity of
referring to some dissatisfaction or discon-
tent which exists at the manner in which
the militia law has been administered in
the past, in one or two particulars-not
generally, but in one or two particulars
Now I do not mean in any way to reflect
upon the present Minister of Militia who,
since he has been appointed to his present
position, has labored with great assiduity
to make himself master of all the circum-
stances of the country, and who has be-
come most popular with the whole militia
force of the Dominion; but I desire to
referto actsofthe past. It must beadmitted
that with the very small amount of money
that has been voted by Parliament for the
defence of the country our militia as a
body have accomplished good work; and
it is gratifying to the people of this country
to see that with so little reward offered to
the officers and men of the force the patri-
otic feelingofour citizensoldieryissuchthat
our militia always present a mostcreditable
appearance. Whether welookat Toronto,
Montreal, Hamilton, Quebec, Halifax, or
Saint John, it is most gratifying to think
that our militia force has been compli-
mented by British officers for its efficiency
and thoroughly soldier-like appearance. I
am sure it is the desire of the Government
to encourage this patriotic spirit, and I
will therefore refer to one or two grave
mistakes made by a former Minister of
Militia. I have reference to an order
which was issued some time back in re-
gard to removing the Deputy Adjutant
Generals and Brigade Majors from one
part of the Dominion to another. Now
we know that the great success of our
militia is to be attributed to the fact that
our Deputy Adjutant Generals and Brigade
Majors have been British Officers; but it
must be remembered that many of them
have come to this country with very insuf-
ficient means, and I have known such
cases in Western Ontario. They were
men who took a deep interest in the suc-
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cess of the force in Canada, who were
resident here, with permanent homes ;
but all at once we find an order issuing
from the Militia Department that those
officers shall be removed from where they
long resided to another and perhaps dis-
tant part of the Dominion. I am free to
admit that if it can be shewn that this ex-
periment, tried by a former Minister of
Mihtia, has accomplished any good, there
could be no complaint ; but I ask has any
good been accomplished? In my humble
opinion such is not the case; it was a most
ill-judged experiment, producing no bene-
fits, but leading to the pecuniary embar-
rassment and ruin of those poor officers.
I know of one instance where, so
inconsiderate was the Minister that, after
a certain officer had been ordered
from one place to another, and had again
made arrangements as to his house and
furniture, that he was threatened, at short
notice, to be sent again to a distant part
of the Dominion. What a pity it is that
British officers holding those responsible
positions in the Militia service should thus
be so discouraged and disgusted that they
are almost thinking of leaving the service
altogether ; and should this happen the
force will then be left without any men of
such military experience. I do not know
whether those experiments were suggested
by the general officers who have been
brought from England and placed chief
in command here ; we are quite aware of
the high military position of those officers
in the British Army, but it is essential that
such men should study the circumstances
of the country, and with wisdom foster and
encourage that loyal and patriotié spirit
which has Aitherto existed. Whether they
are appointed by the Imperial or Domi-
nion authorities it is all important that
they should be thoroughly acquainted
with the conditions which obtain on this
side of the Atlantic. I repeat that noth-
ing but pecuniary embarrassment in
the case of the officers concerned has
resulted from this experiment of moving
the Brigade Majors and Deputy Adjutant
Generals, and I make these remarks
hoping that they will reach the ear of the
present Minister of Militia, so that the
Government may avoid such serious mis-
takes in the future.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I had not
intended to say anything on this occasion

but this matter which has come up so un-
expectedly is one which calls for some
remarks from me. I am quite in accord
with my hon. friend as tg the bad effects
of removing the Deputy Adjutant-
Generals, and I can say that in
Nova Scotia it has not improved the ser-
vice, and I am surethe result of the removal
of that officer from Nova Scotia,-taking
as he did a deep interest in all matters
affecting our militia-has been rather the
reverse of what was anticipated by the
Minister. I consider that in more ways
than one it has been injurious to the
interests of the Province from which I
come, and I wish the Government to
understand that the change has not tended
to the efficiency of the force in Nova
Scotia. .

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

ST. JOHN'S BRIDGE COMPANY'S
BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. GIBBS moved the second
reading of Bill (19), -'An Act to incorpor-
ate the St. John's Bridge Company." He
said :-In the absence of the hon. gentle-
man who so worthily represents the district
of Manitoba (Mr. Girard) and who has
charge of this Bill, I beg to move that it
be now read the second time.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-Will the
hon. gentleman explain the Bill a little.

HON. MR. GIBBS-It is a Bill to con-
struct a bridge over the Red River at
some point in the Parishes of Kildonan
and St. Johns, in the County of Selkirk,
Province of Manitoba. It is to be a toll
bridge and the rates of toll are fixed in
the Bill. No doubt all the details will be
carefully looked into before the proper
committee.

HoN. MR. POWER-In accordance
with the law laid down in the early part of
this sitting by the hon. Minister of Justice,
this Bill should be sought for from the
Local Legislature.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Yes,
but we have granted so many Bills of this
kind that I do not think it would be fair

HoN. MR. ALExANDE.

Company,8 Bia.(SENXATE.]
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to those interested in this measure to 1
interfere so as to prevent such a Bill as
this passing this session. I propose there-
fore so to alter the general bill as to i
except this from its operation. We t
have been passing these bills for a few t
years-whether rightly or wrongly; to my t
judgment they are wrong, but we have
been in the habit of doing it, and I do not
think we should interfere with the success
of this bill of which notice has been given
and all the ordinary expenses incurred.
It does not seem to be quite fair that we
should refuse this bill, and it will not be
placed under the operation of the general
bill.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I believe
this is not right, I think we ought to leave
to the provinces those questions that are
within their jurisdiction. Suppose there
is difficulty in a province about obtaining
the passage of a bill, and the persons
applying for that private bill come to this
Parliament, which is very often done, and
the bill is granted to them here without
proper notice-and it may be without
knowledge of the province-I do not
think that would be right. To my mind
the argument of the Minister of Justice
is the very worst which could be , urged,
viz: that it has been done in the past;
because if we were wrong then we should
at any rate pursue the right course to-day
rather than to-morrow, for who can say
what may happen to-morrow. Therefore
I think we ought at oncé to refuse these
bills, for if we allow this bill to be read the
second time we virtually accept it, and if
it is not within the province of this Parlia
ment it should not be allowed to pass its
second reading. As to the exception we
have heard taken-that these waters are
navigable waters-it is of course a serious
one, but in this case it is well known that
the bridge is nothing more that a passage
way from one side of the river to the other,
or from one mnicipality to the other;
and the only authority or power which the
Federal Government has in such cases is
to regulate the span of the arch which
crosses the channel, and so far as this is
COncerned I have no doubt that the
Committee to whom the Bill would be
referred in the Province of Quebec would
leave to the Federal Parliament the exer-
cise of their right.

HON. MR. AIKINS-I think it would

e a most unfortunate thing if any diffi-
culty should be thrown in the way of 'the
passage of this bill, and another bill that
s on the notice paper. I am surprised
hat my hon friend should take the ground
hat proper notice had not been given in
his case.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I did not
say that ; I said there might have been a
case where parties, who felt that they
might have difficulty in gaining their point
in the provincial legislature, mght come
to this Parliament without having given
proper notice, and that such omissions
might be ignored.

HON. MR. AIKINS-I did not under-
stand the hon. gentleman, but I can assure
him, and I think he knows it himself as
Chairman of the Private Bills'Committee
that this was brought before them and no
tice given. This Bill has for its object
the bridging of the Red River. At pre-
sent there is only one bridge across that
river and that is a railway as well as a
traffic bridge; but in consequence of the
traffic being so great by the railway now it
is quite impossible to get across the river,
and people are obliged to make the
passage in scows. This bridge is intended
to span the river at Kildonan in the
neighborhood from which my hon. friend
comes. They have to cross the river in
scows now; so, if this measure is to be
stopped it will cause great inconvenience
to the inhabitants of the Province of Man-
itoba, and it will leave them in the posi-
tion they occupied years ago, when scows
were the only means of crossing the river;
but at this time of day, particularly in a
province which is making such tremendous
strides as is the case with Manitoba, I
think it would not be desirable to throw
any difficulty in the way of the passage of
this Bill, and another measure which con-
templates crossing the river in the neigh-
borhood of Point Douglas.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-If the
House will pardon me' I will add that
there is another reason why we ought to
refuse what is now asked, and why we
should vote this Bill down. It is that the
Legislature of Manitoba will meet, I be-
lieve, on the 27th instant, so that the par-
ties have time to apply to that Legisla-
ture.

8t. John/a Bridge [ArmUL 20, 1882]
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HON. ML AIKINS-The
there have not given notice.

[SENATE.]

parties

HON. MR BELLEROSE-It is well
known there that the parties have come
to this House, and that would perhaps be
accepted as sufficient. In three weeks
this Bill might pass in Manitoba, and I
consider that a great argument in favor of
sending it to the Legislature which proper-
ly should deal with it.

HON. M. SUTHERLAND.-Iamvery
much surprised at the hon. gentleman tak-
ing the ground that he has on this occa-
sion, especially in view of the Bill which
was before this House a few minutes ago,
and which provides for those cases. I
think it would be exceedingly unfair that
these Bills should now be interfered with,
particularly as similar measures have
already been passed by this Parliament.
I may say that it is just as the hon. Min-
ister of Inland Revenue has stated : this
bridge is intended to be built to do away
with the inconvenience of crossing the
river in scows, which has been the only
means of crossing for years, and is a source
of inconveniecce to the inhabitants
there. I may state also that it is
expected the traffic in that locality
in future will be very large, pos-
sibly it will be doubled, because the in-
tention just now is that the City of Win-
nipeg shall be extended down even beyond
the point where this bridge in contemplat-
ed to be built, and it is but fair to assume
there will be a much larger amount of
traffic than exists at present. Therefore,
I consider it would be very unfair to-day
if those bills should be refused by this
House, more particularly as they have
been allowed to reach their present stage
and such action was not expected.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-my con-
tention is that the bills in question should
be refused, because their passage would
be unconstitutional. If I can be proved
to be wrong I will admit it.

HON. MR DICKEY-So far from de-
siring to oppose this Bill I consider that,
with the other bills before us, we should
allow th;e second reading of it. This is
only another proof of the rapid strides
that have been made in that great country,
and I have no doubt of the necessity for

Conmpany8 BiU.

the bridge. I should not have arisen
except for the purpose of endeavoring to
make this matter more plain. It has been
suggested to us that there is a doubt about
our jurisdiction in the passage of the Bill
for the building of this bridge. I con-
fess I do not share that doubt ; but
it is hardly necessary to go into that ques-
tion for the reason I will point out. This
Bill has been commenced, the fees have-
been paid by the promoters, and it is now
before us. I think, therefore, it would be
in the last degree unfair that we should
make a question of this particular bridge
in the legislation of this House. There is
another reason why we should pass this
bill, and it is that we have had to-day an Act
before us which provides for these very
cases in the future. If that Bill which we
read the second time to-day, should be-
come law, in the future there will be no
necessity for coming to this House for any
such legislation, because then bridges can
be built under the authority of the local
legislatures, as my hon. friend contends;
but the plans of them must be submitted
to the Governor-General for approval.
That will answer both purposes, and in
that point of view, therefore, there will be
no necessity for our action ; because,
once the Bill to which I have
referred becomes law, the Governor-
General in Council will have the power to
see that any proposed bridges will not in-
terfere with navigation. That being the
case we ought to pass this Bill, and in
any future sessions we will not be troubled
with any similar cases, except, indeed,
where the proposed bridge may be a rail-
way bridge.

HON. MR POWER-I do not rise to
oppose the Bill, but I must express my
admiration at the flexibility of the views
of certain hon. gentlemen in this House. A
few minutes ago-I know it is out of order
to refer to a previous debate, but I hope
the House will pardon me-a few minutes
ago the hon. gentleman who has just sat
down (Mr. Dickey) told us that we had
entered upon a new way of doing things,
that we were inserting in a Bill provisions
contrary to our usual habit, but the hon.
the Minister of Justice sustained that
view, and insisted that we should put
into the Bills in question a very important
provision which had never appeared in
Bills passed before. And now when
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attention is called to the fact that tihs Bill
is ultra vires of this legislature, the hon. gen-
tlemen, who were such sticklers before for
what was exactly the right and legal prac-
tice, are willing to violate what is ad-
Imitted to be the constitutional rule. I
think that is something which would nat-
urally excite the admiration and somewhat
the surprise of such an innocent and
unsophisticated person as the Senior
mnember for Halifax. As I said before, I
do not intend to oppose this Bill, but ac-
cording to the opinion of the hon. Minis-
ter of Justice, it is merely waste paper-it
is ultra vires.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
Say there is great doubt about it.

HON. MR. POWER-The hon. Minis-
ter certainly did say that when discussing
the Government Bill. I was only going
to make this suggestion, that when the Bill
goes to the Committee, it might be well
to add some provision to it to avoid any
conflict with the Local Legislature.

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

RICHELIEU BRIDGE. COMPANY'S
BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE moved the
second reading of Bill (42) " An Act to
micorporate the Richelieu Bridge Com
Pany."- He said :-This is a bill to incor-
Porate a company to build a bridge over
a navigable river. It contains the usual
provisions embodied in bills of this sort.

HON. MR. DICKEY-Is it ultra vires /

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-At pre-
sent there seems to be no power outside
of this Bill capable of granting such a
charter as is asked by this Company.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I have to
take exception to this Bill, as I did to the
other one, because I believe it is not with-
in the jurisdiction of this Parliament. In
answer to what has fallen from the hon.
gentleman who moved the second reading,
I would call his attention to the fact
that under the British North America Act,
rneasures affecting works of this kind

which are within the limits of any one
Province come under the exclusive juris-
diction of the legislature of that Province.
The River Richelieu is wholly within the
Province of Quebec, and therefore this
company should obtain its charter from
the Quebec Legislature. True, it is a
navigable stream, but that merely gives
the Federal Government a right to insist
that proper means shall be provided to
permit the passage of vessels up and down
the river. If the legislature of the Pro-
vince were not in session I could under-
stand why this legislation is sought here ;
the parties might feel that their interests
would be prejudiced by a delay of eight
or nine months, but the Quebec Legisla-
ture is now sitting and there is no reason
why they should not seek their charter
from the authority which has the constitu
tional right to grant it. We are not doing
justice to those parties in entertaining
their application. We should not put
them to the expense of coming here to
obtain an Act which we have no right to
give them, and I would therefore ask that
the Bill be withdrawn.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I think it
would be very unjust to refuse to pass this
Bill, for the reason already given, that it
may be too late to obtain the charter from
the Quebec Legislature this year. If we
are to make a new departure it should not
be now in the middle of the session after
we have passed other bills of a similar
character.

The Bill was read the second time.

WINNIPEG ANI) SPRINGFIELD
BRIDGE CO.'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. GIBBS moved the second
reading of Bill (15), " An Act to incor-
porate the Winnipeg and Springfield
Bridge Co."

He said : This Bill is one of a pre-
cisely similar character to the measure
which was read the second time a mo-
ment ago. Its object is to bridge the
Red River.

The motion was agreed to.

Bridge Company.
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WILLIAMS MANUFACTURING
CO'S. BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. FERRIER moved the
second reading of Bill (69) "An Act to
grant certain powers to the C. W. Wil-
liams Manufacturing Company, and to
change the name thereof to the Williams
Manufacturing Co." He said : This
Company have been acting under letters
patent in the Province of Quebec, and
they simply ask for a charter to change
their name and to give them some addi-
tional powers.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-This
Bill is drawn in a way best suited to
accomplish the object which companies,
coming under such circumstances, desire
to attain. Hon. gentlemen who take an
interest in the point will see that by the
second clause the members of the Com-
pany are incorporated. The Company
already has an existence under letters
patent, but the Bill does not .propose to
give them an existence partly under the
Letters Patent Act and partly under a
charter obtained here. It proposes to in-
corporate the members of the Company
riamed in the Bill. It seems a very satis-
factory way of avoiding, at least, some of
the difficulties which we have had with
reference to bills of a somewhat similar
character during the session.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-Does not the
hon. gentleman consider this a local
matter ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-It
does not seem to be, because it gives the
Company power to do business in more
than one Province.

The motion was agreed to.

RIGHT TO WOUND PRISONER'S
BILL.

IN COMMITTEE

The House went into Committee of
the Whole on Bill (S) " An Act to define
the right in certain cases to assault, wound
or kill certain prisoners."

In the Committee,

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that the hon. member for Ottawa, (Mr.
Scott) had referred to the possible abuse of
the provisions of this Bill by constables
taking prisoners into custody and carrying
them to prison, and suggested that it was
hardly merciful to entrust such powers to
men such as are often employed as con-
stables, and that it would be better to
give a ctrtain class of powers to jailors
and others having custody of prisoners
after conviction, and another class of
powers to constables who are merely
taking a person accused of crime to
prison, and that the right to wound or kill
prisoners of the latter class should be
confined to those accused of the more
serious offences. The matter struck him
(Sir Alex. Campbell) as one which deserved
considerable attention, and he had decided
to introduce amendments in the direction
suggested. The first clause he would alter
so as to apply it to all classes of persons
imprisoned, and to provide that where a
person escapes from a place of imprison-
ment, whether he is in custody as a con-
victed felon or in custody for trial, the
constable should be allowed to fire on
him. It would be readily seen how difficult
it would be to draw a distinction between
prisoners undergoing sentence and prison-
ers held for trial. Take, for instance, a
large jail in a city; in case of an emeute
among the prisoners it would be impos-
sible for the men in charge to say to which
class the escaping prisoners belonged.
With reference to cases where a constable
is taking a man to a place of imprisonment
he thought the operation of the Bill should
be limited to the offences mentioned in
the Bill, and which he had taken from the
Extradition of Criminals Act. He had
not interfered in any way with the opera-
tion of the common law which, as had
been stated the other day, gave very many
of the powers enumerated in this Bill. He
would not be at all sure that it did not give
all of them, because he found that where
an officer of the law is about to arrest a
prisoner for any offence, and the latter
tries by violence to escape, and much more
so if he assaults the constable, the officer
is allowed to use force. He may use any
powers necessary to overcome the resist-
ance, even though it should result fatally.
He (Sir Alex. Campbell) did not propose
I to interfere with the powers which the
I common law gives. The object of the Bill,

Compamf e Bill.
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which was not given in the common law,
was in case of an eneute, or a disturbance
tending to mutiny in a place of imprison-
ment, the officér should have a right to act
Under the Bill. Perhaps it would be more
cOnvenient to have the Bill re-printed with
the proposed amendments, and they could
be considered on a future occasion.

HON. MR. POWER wished to know
if it was intended in any way to alter the
definition of the phrase, "officer of the
law."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No.

HON. MR. POWER thought it would
be unsafe to give to the persons employed
in assisting a constable the power to wouhd
or kill prisoners. It would be better to
limit the right to the warden or his deputy,
or the keeper in charge. He (Mr. Power)
had prepared an amendment with that ob-
Ject in view.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL thought
that the amendment suggested would
leave the clause more vague than it was
as it stood. He moved the adoption of
the amendments which he had read.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. MONTGOMERY, from the
Committee, reported that they had made
some progress with the Bill, and asked
leave to sit again.

CANADA CO-OPERATIVE SUPPLY
ASSOCIATION BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. RYAN moved the second
reading of Bill (138), "An Act to authorize
the Canada Co-operative Supply Associ-
ation, Limited, to issue preferential shares."
le said: This Bill is to give the Associa-
tion pernission to issue preference stock
in order to supply a want of capital.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The House will
see that this Bill is to create preference
stock, and in that way over-ride the inte-
rests of shareholders. It is quite true that
there is a provision in the Bill that two-
thirds of the shareholders should assent,
but nevertheless it will affect the interests
If the one-third who may not assent, and

it should be carefully looked into. I have
called attention to it from the fact that
there is an objection to the Bill from a
great many shareholders, but no doubt
they will have a hearing from the Com-
mittee to which the Bill is to be referred.

HON. MR. RYAN-I may mention
that there were several meetings of the
shareholders, and after long deliberation
this course was unanimously decided upon.
There has not been a single objection,
that I know *of, against the Bill, and all I
can say is, there will be every opportunity
for the shareholders to appear before the
Committee.

The Bill was read the second time.

MONTREAL TELEGRAPH COM-
PANY'S CONSOLIDATION BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. FERRIER moved the
second reading of Bill (96) "An Act to
consolidate and amend the acts relating
to the Montreal Telegraph Company."
He said : this Bill having passed the
House of Commons, I will not attempt to
go into details, but will simply say that I
shall refer it to the committee which will
meet sometime about the middle of the
next week, so that there will be plenty of
time to consider it carefully.

HON, MR. SCOTT-I may not have
an opportunity of þeing present at the
committee which will consider this Bill,
and therefore I take occasion to say that
there are certain clauses in it to which I
feel bound to take a very strong exception.
It proposes to consolidate the acts relat-
ing to the Montreal Telegraph Company
and to that extent it is a harmless meas-
ure. But there are extraordinary powers
in the thirteenth clause, which provides :

The Company shall have power and author-
ity to purchase or lease for aniy terni of years
any telegraphic line established or to be
established, either in Canada or in any other
British possession, or in the territory or ter-
ritories of any foreign power or State, connect-
ing, or hereafter to be connected with any line
which the Coinpany has constructed or is
authorized to construct, or to purchase or
lease for any term of years, the right of an y
Company to construct any such telegraph
line, and shall also have power to amalga.
mate with, or to lease its line or lines or any
portion thereof from time to tinie to any Coni.

-Montreal Teleraph
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pany, Board, or persons possessing as pro-
prietors any line of telegraph either in Cana-
da, or in any other British possession, or in
the territory of any foreign state or power,
whether on the continent of Anierica or in
any other part of the world, and also to enter
into any arrangements with any person,
Board or Company possessing as proprietors
any line of telephonie communication or any
power or right to use communication by
means of the telephone or other sinilar ap-
paratus, upon such terms and in such mari-
ner as the Board of Directors may from time
to time deem expedient or advisable.

We might just as well have said that we
give this Company power to amalgamate
with any company on the face of the
earth: that is practically what it means.
The object, I suppose, of that is to legal-
ize the consolidation and amalgamation
which has been recently made with the
Western Union Telegraph Company-
noininally with the Great North-Western
Telegraph Company, bût as that corpora-
tion was a very insignificant one, finan-
cially, compared with the Montreal
Company, it was simply to legalize this
amalgamation with the Western Union.
I think, as a matter of public policy, it is
exceedingly to be regretted that any such
important channel of communication
should be handed over to a foreign power.
We might, with equal propriety, hand over
the postal arrangements of this country.
They both deal with precisely similar
classes of subjects-that is, the communi-
cation of messages, whether sent in writ-
ing or sent by wire. The telegraph is
superceding, to a large extent, the post
office-not that the business of the post
office is decreasing, on the contrary, it is
increasing with the commercial activity of
the age. What would be the feeling of
hon. gentlemen if we proposed to hand
over the Post Office Department to a
foreign power-to an individual outside of
Canada? The feeling would be one that
would shock us at the moment. This
subject has attracted the attention of other
countries than Canada, and it must
be observed that the tendency of
opinion in Europe is strongly in favor
of the Government absorbing the telegraph
system as it controls the postal system,
and to unite the two. That has been a
rapidly developing tendency in the last
twenty-five years, and it has been attended
in nearly all countries where such a policy
has been adopted, with marked success.
I have taken a note of the rates charged

HON. MR. ScoTr.

in countries which were the first to adopt
the system of nianagng the telegraph lines
by the Government. Belgium was one of
the first. At the time -the telegraph
system was taken over in that country the
charge for twenty words was two and a
half francs: in 1878 it was reduced to
eight cents for the same number of words.
In Switzerland in 1852 it was one franc
for twenty words: in 1878 it was half a
franc for twenty words. In France it has
been reduced in similar proportions: in
1877 it was sixteen cents for twenty words.
Now I think the commercial activity
of the people of Canada is quite equal to,
if not greater than that of the countries
which I have just named, and it may be
fairly anticipated that the use of the tele-
graph lines in this country will year by
year rapidly increase. In fact if we look
at the history of the two telegraph com-
panies in this country we will be surprised
at the rapid growth that they have made.
At this time it would have been an oppor-
tune moment for the Government to have
stepped in and absorbed the telegraph
system. I think the increased powers and
privileges that we give to the Company
by this present Bill will add to the
embarrassment of any future adminis-
tration in dealing with this subject,
and therefore I think it is very much
to be regretted that the control of
the Montreal Telegraph Company passes
into the hands of a foreign power. We
know the motive which prompts this is a
mercenary one. This movement did not
emanate from the Montreal Telegraph
Company, but, as I understand it, else-
,where. I know that the active agent in it
is Mr. Wyman, formerly of Toronto, at
present of New York. I know how
public opinion has been developed and
apparently the public mind seized, and
the Montreal stockholders led to believe
that it was the best thing for them. I do
not think that they gain anything practi-
cally by it. They are, however, setured in
an eight per cent. dividend, a handsome
profit, and I think it must be apparent to
everybody that the parties who propose to
bring about this arrangement and absorb
the Montreal Company-because that is
practically what it means-are making a
very considerable sum of money out of it.
Their motive was just the same as that
which prompts the formation of rings and
corporations to absorb smaller companies
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with a view to floating stock and turning
over money. If we look at the history of
telegraph companies in the United States
we find that that has been the result. A
few years ago there were the Atlantic, the
Western Union, and the American Union,
and there were several smaller telegraph
companies. The Western Union being
controlled apparently by more powerful
minds has gone on gradually on the prin-
Ciple of absorption, taking in all the
srnaller lines, until now practically they
control the whole telegraph system
of the United States with the excep-
tion of some smaller companies that
have recently gone into operation and
extend over very narrow areas. It
was stated by a writer in one of the lead-
ing United States reviews, and not denied
at the time that the facts and figures were
given, that the amount of capital eight
months ago in telegraph companies which
have been absorbed by the Western
Union, and prior to the absorption of the
Montreal Company, was eighty millions of
dollars, and that the actual cost for which
the telegraph system of the United States
could be constructed represents twenty-
five millions of dollars. The difference
between twenty-five millions and eighty
millions of dollars was the amount which
May be called " watered stock." The
writer gave the amounts of stock allotted
to the Western Union at the various times
when this absorption with the other Com
Panies took place. On one occasion 1
think, the stockholders of the Western
Union were allotted no less than flfteen
millions of dollars. I am not certain of
the figures, and therefore I speak subject
to correction. It was levelling up on the
aSsumption that the Western Union was a
more sUccessful Company and was taking
in what were represented as weaker cor-
porations, and the stockholders of the
Western Union were allotted so much
more stock in order to equalize things,
and therefore the people in that country
are taxed on that very considerable
amount in excess of the actual money that
has been fairly and honestly invested.
That is but the beginning of what is likely
to be accomplished in Canada The
Powers of companies of that kind, once
they are created, seem to be invincible:
the press and the people say Parliament
is not prepared to go as far as that, but we
fnd that a considerable portion of the

press is open to their influence. Stock is
held by people who are interested in having
the best pecuniary arrangements made for
their friends, and the aid of the press is
invoked, and Parliament itself passes ob-
jectionable bills which become crystalized
on our statute books. 1 do feel that .it is
a matter which ought to bring a blush to
the cheek of every Canadian, that we now
propose to hand over our telegraph system
to any foreign power that the Montreal
Telegraph company may choose. We
know who the controlling spirit in the
"telegraph deal," as it is called, is; we
know that it is Mr. Gould. We passed a
bill the other day giving Mr. Gould, with-
out mentioning his name, very singular
powers. We know as a matter of fact
that the cables recently laid belong to him.
We know that he is the power and spirit
of the Western Union Company. It is a
matter of sufficient notoriety for me to
state it here. He is the largest stockholder
at all events, and he is reputed to control,
if he pleases, the Western Union Telegraph
Company. Whether it is so or not does
not affect the position I take, that so
important a matter as the telegraph
system of this country, a matter
that is so nearly allied to postal intercom-
munication should not be deliberately
handed over to the control of a foreign
power. I certainly am one of those who
believe that a. hostile opinion must arise
when the people find they are ground
down and taxed unduly ; their spirit
prompts them to rebel, and then a move-
ment will take place to have the Govern-
ment purchase these lines. What will be
the effect then ? Do you mean to tell me
that we can purchase them five or ten
years hence as cheaply as we can to-day?
Certainly not. Any body who looks at the
history of enterprises in this country will
find that the stock swells up, and the public
take no note of it until you discover that
you are dealing with what will be called
" innocent holders." The people who five
or ten years hence, ,vill be called upon to
surrender their stock, will not be the same
as those who hold it to-day. It will be
alleged that they paid nMore for it than it
cost those who hold it to.day. We know
it was the case in England where a larger
sum than the value of the property had to
be paid by the Government before they
could take over the telegraph lines. A few
days ago before a committee of this House
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there were some very interesting figures
given, respecting that company 6y Mr.
Gisborne who quoted from the official
returns of the company. It would appear
from the figures which he furnished, that
the receipts of the Montreal Company and
the Dominion Company in Canada-ex-
cluding New Brunswick and Nova Scotia,
which were absolutely controlled by the
Western Union-amounted to upwards of
$1,ooo,ooo-sufficient to pay the Domin-
ion Company 6 per cent., and
the Montreal Company 8 per cent., be-
sides, of course, renewals, and to pay a
sum of $250,000 to somebody else. That
somebody else would nominally be the
Great Northwestern Company, but it would
actually be the Western Union Company,
because I consider it is the Western Union
with which this amalgamation is made
practically, although nominally the Great
Northwestern Company comes to the
front and is the party with which the ar-
rangement is made. I rnight not be pre-
sent at the Committee, but I should feel
it my duty to move to strike out that clause
if I were present. As I may not be pre-
sent, I cannot let this occasion pass with-
out expressing my views, and my regret
that the Government have not seen their
way to stop further legislation with regard
to telegraphy, until they have considered
whether it would not be wise in the inte-
rest of the people to follow the example of
older countries in Europe, and to unite it
with the postal system of the Dominion.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-What my
hon. friend has said is worthy of a great
deal of consideration ; and, as it is now
near six o'clock, I move the adjournment
of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills from the House ol
Commons were introduced and read the
first time :-

Bill (130), "An Act to make further pro
vision for the improvement of the River
St. Lawrence between Montreal and
Quebec." (Mr. Aikins).

Bill (140), "An Act to amend the Ac
35 Vic., cap. 32, respecting the appoint
ment of a harbor master for the port o
Halifax." (Mr. Aikins).

HON. MR. SCOTr.

Bill (129), "An Act further to amend
the Acts to provide for the improvement
and management of the harbor of Quebec."
(Sir Alex. Campbell).

Bill (128), "An Act to provide for the
improvement and management of the
harbor of Three Rivers." (Sir Alex.
Campbell).

IRREGULARITY OF MAILS.

HON. MR. DICKEY-Beforethe House
rises, I wish to call attention for a moment
to a matter which concerns a good many
gentlemen from the Lower Provinces. I
allude to the arrival of the mails from the
east, below Quebec. For some period in
the early part of the session, those mails
arrived here in the ordinary course,
as they occasionally do now, by the Occi-
dental Railway, at the usual hour of 1.30
p.m. They now generally arrive only in
the evening at seven o'clock by the Grand
Trunk Railway, and yesterday, as I under-
stand, papers that arrived from the Lower
Provinces were delivered in the evening,
and the letters not until the following
morning.

HON. MR. ALMON-I certainly can
endorse what the hon. Senator from Am-
herst has said. Latterly the mails have
been very irregular indeed. There are
two mails-one at 1.30 p.m. that some-
times brings the newspapers; then a
second mail comes, carrying the letters.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
will draw the attention of the Post Office
authorities to the difficulties which have
arisen, and will endeavor to have them
remedied, and I shall take occasion to
mention the result to theHouse.

The Senate adjourned at 6 o'clock.

THE SENATE.
Otta'a, Friday, April 2 1st, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

COMMERCIAL TRAVELLERS'
ASSOCIATION BILL.

t.-

THIRD READING.
f

HON. MR. ALLAN, from the Standing

Asso8ciatio'n -Bill.(BE NAT E.]
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Committee on Bânking and Commerce,
reported with amendments Bill (8), " An
Act respecting the Commercial Travellers'
Association of Canada." He said : When
this Bill came before the Committee on
Banking and Commerce, objection was
taken to the last clause of the Bill which
provided that the by-laws set forth in the
schedule should form part of the Act, and
Provided also that these by-laws might be
amended afterwards, and, if approved of
by the Minister of Finance, should have
the same force and effect as if included in
the schedule which now forms part of the
Act, but no provision was made for giving
public notice of them. At the suggestion
of the Minister of Justice the clause was
amended to read as follows :

" The by-laws set forth in the schedule to
this Act may be amended by the said Asso-
ciation as provided by its Act of incorpora-
tion and by-laws : Provided, that the said
b -laws so anended are approved by the

inister of Finance, and when so approved
shail have the same force and efflect as if in-
eluded in the said schedulhe; aud any amend-
mnents made to the said by-laws shall be
forthwith published in the Canada Gazette."

There is also another amendment to
the sixth clause which provides that the
association shall deposit a certain amount
With the Receiver-General as security for
the fulfilment of the purposes and objects
provided by the by-laws : to that is added
a provision for the security of members
and beneficiaries. The other alterations
are merely verbal. In the absence of the
hon. gentleman who has charge of the
Bill I move concurrence in the amend-
nients.

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

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills from the House of
Commons were introduced and read the
first time :-

Bill (61), "An Act to incorporate the
Ontario Pacific Railway Company." (Mr.
Allan.\

Bill (89), " An Act to incorporate the
Great Eastern Railway Company." Mr.
Bellerose.)

Bill (16), " An Act to authorize the con-
struction on certain conditions of the
Canadian Pacific Railway through some
Pass other than the Yellow Head Pass."
(Sir Alex. Campbell.)

SECOND READINGS.

The following bills were read the second
time :-

Bill (92), " An Act to incorporate the
Sisters of Charity of the North-West
Territories.' (Mr. Trudel.)

Bill (75) " An Act to incorporate the
International Construction Company."
(Mr. Bellerose.)

LABOR EMPLOYMENT
LATION BILL.

REGU-

SECOND READING.

The order of the day having been
called for resuming the adjourned debate
on the. Hon. Mr. Aikin's motion for the
second reading of Bill (R), " An Act to
regulate the employment of labour in
workshops, mills and factories, and for
other purposes."

HON. MR. DICKEY said,-On a
former occasion I took the constitutional
objection to this Bill, and I must thank
the hon. the Minister of Justice for his
courtesy in acknowledging the force of
that objection by moving the adjourn-
ment of the debate, and I must thank
him still more for yielding to the force of
the objection by the announcement subse-
quently made that the Bill would be re-
cast and presented in a form applicable to
a subject which is undoubtedly within the
competency of Parliament. I cannot
make the same acknowledgement to my
hon. friend the junior member for Halifax
(Mr. Almon) for the manner in which he
met the objection; because he said it was
very inconvenient that on all these ques-
tions lawyers insisted upon giving an
opinion, and that it was a subject which
more properly came within the province
of medical men. I can only iamind my
hon. friend that it is only as a matter of
necessity that lawyers do give opinions on
such quèetions as this. They cannot be
accused of giving such, opinions for the
sake of a fee certainly, but they do so be-
cause they suppose they are quite as com-
petent to express an opinion upon the
constitutionality of an act as any medical
man in this House. My hon. friend
should also recollect that after all the
question of the constitutionality of this
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Bill is to be decided by lawyers, and by
lawyers alone, not by doctors. My hon.
friend taking charge of the Bill as he did,
undertook to state in what respect it was
defective and he suggested that when we
come to consider what should be done
with these workshops we should insert the
provisions, which I think he read, that no
person should be employed in a workshop
unless he had had the small-pox or had
been vaccinated. I do not wish to accuse
ny hon. friend of trying to make business
for his profession at all ; but really it brings
us to an absurd point, and it shows the
necessity of having sometimes lawyers to
assist in the preparation of the clauses of
bills. My hon. friend says the operatives
should be examined, and they should not
be admitted into these factories before
being vaccinated. Any gentleman can
fancy the spectacle of my hon. friend, who,
it has been suggested, would be a very
proper inspector in these cases, going
round to the different workshops, especially
where female operatives are employed,
and asking them to bare their arms to see
whether they have been vaccinated. The
hon. gentleman goes further and says that
no person who has had scarlet fever, diph-
theria, or other diseases of that character,
should be enployed in a factory until
after a certain time and he had been
isolated and fumigated. I would ask the
hon. gentleman whether the whole of
these amendments do not refer to another
subject altogether, that is, the question of
health, and whether he is not aware that
that is purely a local question ? All the
instances which he gave of conipulsory
vaccination are under the law of the
Province of Nova Scotia at this moment.
My hon. friend from Prince Edward
Island did not take exactly the same
line. He gave no opinion upon the con-
stitutionality of the question, though I
hope he will be able to do so before this
matter reaches a further stage; but he
said, " I am not prepared to say that it is
within the power of this Parliament, but
if it is not it ought to be." Well-it might
have occurred to my hon. friend that that
is not exactly the way to treat a question
of that kind. The question is not
whether it ought to be, but whether it is ;
and when I heard my hon. friend make
that remark it reminded nie of an inquiry
which was made on a certain occasion
as to a young woman-whether she was

HON, MR. DICKEY,

married; the answer was that she was not
a married woman, but she ought to be.
The remark of my hon. friend is very
much in the same direction. Although I
state that the leading object of the Bill, to
remedy the condition of operatives, has
my sympathy, still I do not wish to pose
here as a philanthrophist, and I shall not
follow my hon. friend in his argument as
to the necessity of this measure. I merely
remind him again that is a subject which
belongs to a country in a very advanced
stage of civilization -to an old country, to
a country where the condition of things
as regards labor had been brought to a
point which they certainly have not arrived
at yet in this country, and at which I
hope they will never arrive - a condi-
tion too horrible to be described ;
and a necessity for that legislation no
doubt induced the Parliament which had
power over the subject to deal with it.
But we have not arrived at that, and we
find in the neighboring country these
subjects are left to the States, as, I appren-
hend, they are under the British North
America Act in this country left to the Pro-
vinces. Before I pass from that subject,
and, notwithstandifng the opinion of the
hon. member from Halifax, it is a matter
of some congratulation to myself personally,
in addition to what has fallen from tile
hon. the Minister of Justice, that the only
three lawyers who gave an opinion upon
this subject agree with the position which
I took as to the constitutionality of this
legislation. I was sorry to find that there
should be any doubt on that point,
because I think a reference to the British
North America Act will show that it is a
subject which comes entirely within the
province of the local legislatures. I will
just take an instance: it is proposed to
legislate with regard to the hours of labor,
etc. I have taken the objection that that
belongs to Civil Rights. The Minister of
Justice says "In a narrow sense I admit
it does belong to Civil Rights," and then
he proposes to legislate upon it in this
Parliament. I call his attention to one
or two subjects (and there are a great
many to which the same remark would
apply) in the British North America Act
that are assigned to the Local Legisla-
tures, such, for example, as are to be found
in the sixth and seventh sub-sections of
the 9 2nd section. The latter provides
" for the establishment, maintenance and
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management of the hospitals, asylums,
charities and eleemosynary institutions
in and for the Province, other than
marine hospitals." The sixth sub-section
provides for " the establishment, main-
tenance and management of public and
reformatory prisons in and for the Pro-
vince," Now, can it be contended, while
those subjects are assigned specially to
the Local Legislatures just as civil rights
are, that with regard to theni this Parlia-
ment can legislate and make provisions
and impose fines for the breaches of them ?
I apprehend that the mere statement of
the argument is a sufficient answer to it.
My hon. friend the Minister of Justice has
cited the case specially of the Temper-
ance Act of 1878, and has contended that
it justly and properly belongs to the
functions of this Parliament. 1 may re-
Mind rny hon. friend, in the first instance,
that it is rather preiature to come to that
Conclusion at present, because the ques-
tion is sibjudice at this moment and is
before the highest court of the Empire for
adjudication. With regard to myself
Personally and the objec *ons which I took
to that Act, I derive soe little comfort
at all events from the reflection that not
Only was my opinion concurred in by
Other lawyers at the time in this House,
but that I was supported by the decision
If the judges of New Brunswick on
that question. It is quite true that that
Judgment was reversed here, but the
lltimate fate of that measure is yet in the

balance. My hon. friend gave a very
strong opinion as to the power and right
cf Parliament to deal with that question,and I am afraid that he has slightly
changed his opinion since the passage of
the Temperance Act in 1878, because he
held then, as I hold now, that there are
Such grave doubts as to the constitution-
ahity of this legislation, that the question
Ought to be settled by the mode which we
have in our control-at all events which
ITiy hon. friend has under his control-by
a reference of the question to the judges of
the Supreme Court. That was the sug-
gestion we made-I say we, myself and
Other lawyers-during the discussion on
the Temperance Act of 1878 ; my hon.
friend was one of the strongest to sup-
Port us in that contention, and I think on
that occasion kindly alluded to the posi-
tion we took in these words :

"I think the Ron. Secretary of State should

listen with very considerable attention to the
opinions expressed by the hon. gentleman
from Arichat, and the hon. gantlernan from
Amherst, as to the powers of Parli ment
under the British North Ainerica Act. I
think the opinions they have given on this
question are the highest opinions that could
be found in this House on the legislation
which it is in our power to enact."

If I could read the passage without
quoting those words I should be very glad,
as I do not wish to claim any credit for
myself, though I arn very much obliged to
the hon. gentleman for his kind opinion.
It continues thus :

" The gentlemen who are advocating the
temperance cause in this House tel] us that,
if it sheuld result in the legislation of this
Session being found afterwards to be beyond
the power of this Legislature, it will be an
injury to the cause of temperance, instead of
being advantageous to it. That is not the
position in which we should be left by the
Government, and if there are any means of
settling the point satisfactorily, these neans
should be resorted to at once. I believe the
Government have the power Jo submit this
Bill to the Suprene Court, and to have the
opinion of the members of that Court upon
the right which we have to enact this law."

My hon. friend also further said:

"I an of opinion, in view ot the previous
opinion of the Government, and of the doubts
in the minds of professional men in the Dom-
inion-doubts that have been expressed in
the Legislatures of the Provinces, and in this
House, by eminent men in the profession-
that the Government would do -ell to consider
the expediency of acting on the suggestion of
the hon. gentleman from A mherst, in secur-
ing the opinion of the Supreme Court on a
measure which may, after all, turn out to be
beyond our powers, and whicn, if enacted,
might initiate a series of law-suits that would
be against the interests of the tenmperance
cause."

Now, these were the arguments I ven-
tured to adduce, without recollecting the
language that my lion. friend used on a
former occasion when this Bill was moved
for a second reading, and I am very glad
to find that the position I then took is
sustained by the view of my hon. friend.
I do not think that that view, which was
then expressed in such a clear and forcible
manner only four years ago, should be at
all modified by the passage of the Tem-
perance Act when we recollect that it is
not finally decided whether that Act comes
within the purview of this Parliament or
not. I can only say with regard to the
course the Government have taken that
their action in this matter in recommend-
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ing that the Bill should be re-cast and
reprinted before being submitted to the
committee, and that it should be made to
have an aspect which will give this Parlia-
ment jurisdiction, is the best possible justi-
fication for the course I ventured to pur-
sue on a former day. Now, we come to
the suggestion that has been made that
this Bill should be brought within the
functions of this Parliament by introduc'-
ing a criminal clause. Well, I must say
that I am curious to know in what manner
my hon. friend can add a clause which
will make a breach of the regulations for
hours of work, or for putting a public
clock on the outside of every factory in
this country, or for providing a place for
its occupants to take their meals in, etc.-
I repeat I am curious to know how he
can expect to make a breach of these
regulations a criminal offence. But while
I have this curiosity I do not intend to
ask a question until the matter is submit-
ted to us. There is one point, however,
that strangely enough has been ignored
by my hon. friend, the Minister of Justice.
I took the objection that all these sanitary
regulations were subjects for the local
legislatures and not for the Parliament of
the Dominion, but my hon. friend does
not notice the position and I am not at all
surprised ; because the questions as
to the place where these operatives
shall take their meals and as to these
double conveniences, etc. - all these
appertain to sanitary regulations and I
stated then what has not been con-
tradicted yet--and I shall wait for con-
tradiction,--that these are matters that
belong entirely to the legislation of the
different provinces. Now I have some
proof of that under my hand. On refer-
ring to my own province, I find that an
an Act, chap. 29 of the' Revised Statutes
of Nova Scotia,-the last edition-was
passed in that Province on the subject of
Boards of Health and Infectious Diseases
which is of a very extensive character.
It provides that the Lieutenant-Governor
in Council may make sanitary orders for
the prevention of infectious or contagious
diseases and may fix penalties. That he
may appoint Boards of Health for carry-
ing out such sanitary orders in all the
different counties and townships of the
Province. Then it goes on to empower
the Court of Sessions to appoint Health
Wardens to see that these regulations are

HoN. MR. Dicomy.

carried out; and the House will notice as
I go along that these wardens are to have
exactly the same powers as it is proposed
to give to the inspectors named in the
present Bill. In the day time they may
enter and examine all houses, buildings or
other places, and they are to carry out the
orders of the Board of Health for cleans-
ing any house, etc, and for the general
preservation of the public health and pre-
vention of contagion or infection. Then
it goes on to say that the Board of Health
may order houses, buildings, etc, to be
fumigated or otherwise purified, or may
cause anything dangerous to the public
health to be removed or destroyed, also
that they may impose fines upon these
health wardens for the breach of these
orders. They may make sanitary orders
for the removal of persons infected-as
my hon. friend from Halifax thinks is
necessary-and for havidg them isolated.
They are also empowered to make orders
for the general vaccination (at the county
expense) of the people in workshops, and
in fact everywhere else. My hon. friend
stated truly that that power had been ex-
ercised in the hospitals; no doubt it has
been under the powers given by this Act
in his own Province--of which my hon.
friend strangely enough seems to have
been ignorant at the moment. Then a
penalty is prescribed for the violation of
any of these provisions. I have also
taken the trouble to look at the acts of
the Province of New Brunswick and I
find similar legislation there, and for
aught I know it exists in all the other
provinces. For this reason I am not at
all surprised that my hon. friend the Min-
ister of Justice did not seek to defend
these clauses which apply to sanitary regula-
tions, because in the British North America
Act those subjects belong to the local govern-
ments ; and I have shown that in point of
fact they have been legislated upon, with-
out any objection ;-that these laws have
been acted upon in various counties of
my own province. That is the position
of the matter at present. The Minister of
Justice says that he is prepared to submit
a clause bringing breaches of these regu-
lations within the category of criminal
law. 1, of course, quite admit at once, as
a lawyer, that if my hon. friend can bring
any thing within the range of criminal law
My constitutional objection would be re-
moved, and as the hon. gentleman has
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been kind enough to say that he asks this'
Bill to be read a second time on the un-
derstanding that all objections to it sahll,
be reserved for a future stage, and thati
the Bill should not be pronounced upon
Until after it has been reprinted, I shall at
the present moment offer no further oppo-
Sition to the second reading.

H1ON. MR. ALMON-I fully feel the
force of the arguments with the hon. gen-
tleman from Cumberland uses when he
says that medical men should have noth-
ing to do with the measure now before the
House; because a lawyer has a great ad-
vantage over a medical man. The latter
Would not pervert the words of one who
was opposed to him; nor would he attribute
tohimviews for which he should not be held
responsible. I do not remember, and I
think no man in this House can say, that
I made any reference to fumigation. On
that subject I hold a different opinion
from many of my professional brethren,
because I think fumigation has little or
lothing to do with the removal of infection.

The great use of this practice is the pow
erful stench it makes which induces
People to open their windows and let in
fresh air: of course I quite admit that in
this I differ widely from many in my pro-
fession. Again my hon. friend stated that
1 ordered vaccination, which belonged to the
local legislatures who alone could order or
recommend it. I did nothing of the kind.
I stated that parties should not be ad-
initted to these factories unless they had
been vaccinated or had had small pox. I
would ask my hon. friend, who as a lawyer
is so fond of taking other persons up,
whether education is not a matter within
the power of the local legislatures. Yet,
We shall have here a Civil Service
Bill, and I suppose, no person is to
be admitted as a Civil servant unless
he is able to read and write. Now
reading and writing would come under
local legislation and the hon. gentleman
Will tell us "you cannot deal with this be-
cause reading and writing is education;-
education is under local legislation,. and
therefore this Bill is not within the
Province of the Dominion Parliament."
NOW this is the law I would expect from
a lawyer but I ask is it common sense ?
I know that common sense and law are
n1ot the same thing, but when we have to
Choose between law and common sense

which should be taken ? I hold up both
my hands for common sense. My hon.
friend quotes from his law-books and he
is quite right in doing so, but as I am not
a lawyer I will utilize Don Quixote. Sancho
Panza was appointed governor of the
Island of Barataria and the name of his
medical man was Pedro Regio de Aguero
-and it seems to me that Sancho Panza
must have had the same dislike to his
medical man that my hon. friend from
Cumberland has to such Bills as we are
now discussing-for when the feast was
prepared and when Sancho Panza wished
to partake of a particular dish our friend
Pedro Regio de Aguero puts out his hand
and says "You are not allowed to eat of
this dish." Poor Sancho wishes to taste
another dish but he is met with the same
objections, and this seems to me to be
very much the case with us. We passed
the other day a Bill which decided whether
marriage of a certain kind was legal or in-
cestuous and my hon. friend here objected
because to his mind it was not within the
purview of this House: I believe purview
is a legal term and indeed I shall become
quite learned in the law if I sit much
longer in the neighborhood of my hon.
friend from Cumberland. He objected
to the marriage Bill because he said the
celebration of marriage-the ceremony of
making them man and wife-was not
within our jurisdiction and belonged to
the local legislatures. Then again the
question of drunkenness came before us
and he stated that it was not within the
jurisdiction of this Parliament at all,
because the license law was not. Now
I would suggest that we should not quib-
ble about these matters. I wonder what
Sancho Panza, to whom I have referred,
would have thought if after hav-
ing been deprived of these dishes
he subsequently found Pedro Regio de
Aguero behind the door tasting of the
same dishes which he said were so injuri-
ous. He would no doubt have thought
him very inconsistent and I fear my hon.
friend from Cumberland is open to the
same charge, for he says these measures
are wrong and yet we find him moving
amendments to them which, if they were
carried would be illegal and unconstitu-
tional. I am perhaps a little warm on
this subject because if this Bill is thrown
out through legal technicalities great in-
jury will be done to the health of a large
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and growing portion of this country, and
I think it would be too bad that these
people should be deprived of the benefits
of this Bill because, forsooth, it is not
within the purview of this House. We
have recently heard of a bridge at Emer-
s<fn, in Manitoba being swept away by the
floods ; the construction of that bridge
was a matter beyord the control of this
Parliament, yet I think my hon. friend
voted in favor of it, though I am not sure.
And I would ask with reference to the
Bill which is now before us, and which is
of much greater importance, are we to allow,
the health of the whole community to
suffer because, in the opinion of my hon.
friend, the measure is not within the pur-
view of this house ? If it is beyond the
purview of this House let us bring it
within its purview, and I venture to say if
we do this no Conservative or Liberal
will object to our action. Let us put law
aside in this instance and only look at
justice and common humanity and let us
pass this Bill, allowing those who oppose
it to appeal to the Privy Council, if they
choose,.for its disallowance.

HON. MR. BAILLARGEON-I consider
this Bill a very important measure, and
I am glad to see that, some means are to
be taken to improve the condition and
comfort of the people working in our
main factories, by the appointment of good
inspectors, and at the same time by regu-
lating, as much as possible, the time of
labor. This latter point seems to me of the
greatest importance for young people, both
boys and girls, for these young people
cannot work, in confinement, as long as
grown persons. We have already in our
country a great many manufactories, and
a large portion of our population is en-
gaged in these establishments. Many of
these people work at times, indeed I may
say often, in ill-ventilated rooms, filled
with dust vapors and gases which must
prove injurious to their health and consti-
tutions,causing them to contract serious
diseases, dyspepsia, debility, poverty of
blood, and even consumption. If by
legislation of some kind we can prevent,
or remedy these evils, I consider it will be
a great blessing, and it will give much
satisfaction, and will, by removing the
causes of the diseases, prevent many
premature deaths.

HON. MR. DICKEY-Perhaps the

HON, MR, ALMON,

House will allow me to notice the re-
marks of the junior member from Halifax
(Mr. Almon). The application of what
I am about to relate, will at once be ap-
parent to hon. gentlemen, if indeed many
of them have not already heard the story.
It is told that a medical man was called
in to attend a sick child, and he gave it
some medicine which a person standing
by thought was not exactly suited to the
case. He asked the doctor what his ob-
ject was in giving that particular medi-
cine, and the reply was '· I want to put
her into fits, and when I get her there I
will cure here, for I am great on fits."

HON. MR. MACDONALD-That cap
does not fit.

HON. MR. POWER-I have already
spoken on this question, but I propose to
offer an amendment, and I think the
matter is so important that I trust the
House will pardon me for addressing them a
second time. Notwithstanding what has
been said by my hon. colleague (Mr. Almon)
there is no doubt that the principal ques-
tion, or at least the question that we are
now discussing, is not the merits of the
Bill, but the question of the power of this
Parliament to pass it ; and no matter how
beneficial a measure may be, if we have
not the right to pass it, our act would
only be in fact so much waste paper ; and
all the labor of my hon. colleague would
have been thrown away. And the pro-
bability is that not only would such
legislation be proved valueless, but
large sums of money would be
expended in litigation over the meas-
ure, before the decision of the Privy
Council in England was given, declar-
ing that this Parliament had no
power to pass such a bill. To get at a
proper understanding of this question it is
necessary to consider the character of the
Union of the various provinces under the
British North America Act. The first
preamble of that Act says:

" Whereas, the provinces of Canada, Nova
Scotia, and New Brunswick, have expressed
their desire to be federally united into one
Dominion, under the Crown of the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, with a
Constitution similar in Principle to that of
the United Kingdom."

Hon. gentlemen will observe that the
provinces had expressed their desire,
according to this Act, to be federally
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united ; but it is known that under a fed-
eral system the legislatures of the provinces
or states of the country so united are to
be independent within their own limits,
and that they shall be supreme as to all
matters which come within their juris-
diction-

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-I
an sorry to interrupt my hon. friend, but
as he says he has spoken before on this
subject, perhaps I may be allowed to sug-
gest that it would be far better to delay-
any further remarks which he may have
to offer upon the constitutionality of the
Bill until he sees the measure in its new
shape. When it is brought down my hon.
friend can take such a course with refer-
ence to it as he thinks fit, but in the mean-
time it would facilitate the business of the
House if my hon. friend will allow us
to get the measure into the shape which
we desire.

HON. MR. POWER-I am always, I
think, as willing as any other member of
this House to facilitate the progress of
Public business but the hon. Minister of
Justice knows, of course, that when a bill
is read the second time the principle of
that bill is supposed to have been
approved of.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
Mentioned particularly that after the Bill
was put into shape all objections would
be considered to have been reserved.

HON. MR. POWER-I would then
suggest that the better way would be to
POstpone the second reading of the Bill
Until we have it in the form in which it is
intended to be passed.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
same objection which would hold good
now can be taken then.

ION. MR. AIKINS-If the Bill be
flot read the second time now the diffi-
culty would be that we should have no
Way of substituting another bill in Com-
mTittee, which we now could do.

HON. MR. POWER-Then on the
Understanding that the whole question
can be discussed in Committee I shall
nlot press the motion I intended making.

The Bill was read the second time.

BRIDGES OVER NAVIGABLE
STREAMS BILL.

IN COMMITrEE.

The House went into Committee of
the whole on Bill (V) "An Act respecting
Bridges over Navigable Waters, Con-
structed under the Authority of Provincial
Acts."

In the Committee,

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL said
that in order to make it more clear that
the Bill was only to refer to bridges which
might be constructed after the passage of
it, he proposed that the committee should
insert the word " hereafter " after the word
"Bridges," in the first clause; such a
change he considered would make it per-
fectly plain.

HON. MR. POWER asked if the Min.
ister of Justice would kindly explain, while
the Bill was in Committee, what was meant
by the word "navigation;" whether it
might mean navigation by a canoe. In
that event he considered it would be ob-
jectionable, and thought it was the duty
of the Government to make the law clear,
so that ordinary men not gifted with the
knowledge of judges of the Supreme
Court, would be able to understand it.
For his own part he did not lay claim to
an unusual amount of common sense or
knowledge of law, and he could not tell
from reading the Bill to what waters it
was intended to apply.

HoN. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL did
not think there was any force in the ob-
jection taken by the hon. member from
Halifax, and said it was for the law to
interpret the meaning of the word " navi-
gation." The hon. gentleman, if he had
been in the House of Commons when
the British North America Act was
passed might just as well have taken
exception there to the language of
the 91st clause, which was precisely
the same, and which uses the word
"navigation." He thought few people
would contend that the word navi-
gation would mean by canoe, or that it
would refer to a stream a few inches deep,
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which could only be navigated by such
frail craft. He (Sir Alex.) would interpret
the word in connection with commerce,
and it was in that sense that courts of law
had interpreted it. He asked the hon.
gentleman from Halifax (Mr. Power) what
construction he would put upon the word,
whether he would say that it should only
apply to vessels of five, ten or twenty tons.
He would like to know on what authority
or sound reasoning his hon. friend could
base such a limit.

HON. MR. POWER said it was not his
duty to fix any limit, though he could
readily make a suggestion; he would say,
for instance, that no stream should be
considered navigable through which a ves-
sel drawing so many feet of water-say
six feet-could not pass.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL pointed
out there was a difficulty in that at once.
Vessels going down the Red River, for
instance, only drew two or three feet of
water. Then on the Mississippi River,
which at some periods of the year is an
enormous sheet of water, vessels sometimes
find only a depth of six inches. He him-
self had passed down the Mississippi
River when the vessel in which he was,
drew only two feet of water, yet that was
a navigable stream. The moment one
attempted to define the word navigation,
he would immediately get into some diffi-
culty from which he would find it hard to
extricate himself. No doubt the word
was intended as applied to the commerce
of the country, and as the House was
acting under an Imperial statute in which
the very same expression was used, he did
not see any grounds for the hon. gentle-
man's objection.

HON. MR. POWER thought that the
Bill was framed to meet the circumstances
of Manitoba and the North-West more
particularly. Nova Scotia was intersected
in a greater degree than any other Pro-
vince of the Dominion, by streams which
were not large, but which were still
navigable for small craft, and the local gov-
ernment were in the habit of constructing
bridges over them. If such bridges should
be broken by a storm, or allowed to fall into
decay so as to become impassable, it would
destroy communication between different
parts of the country. Under this Bill the1

HoN. SIR Aux. CMPEBELL.

local authorities, before they could recon-
struct a bridge of that sort, would have to
come to Ottawa and submit plans of the
bridge to be substituted for the one de-
stroyed. Then the probabilities were that
the engineer of the Department would be
employed somewhere else and would not
be available. In all probability the Min-
ister would be in England, or out in Brit-
ish Columbia, or somewhere else. But,
supposing the Minister to be in his office,
and having time to attend to the matter,
the engineer of the Department would in
all probability have to send an officer
down to see whether it would interfere
with navigation or not, and in that way
time would be lost and a great deàl of
inconvenience would be experienced. It
was causing the local authorities unneces-
sary inconvenience and expense. It
seemed to him that the Government
should enact the substance of the sixth
section, and merely say that any bridge
erected under a local authority which is
found to interfere injuriously with navi-
gation may be removed or altered by
authority of the Governor in Council, or
of the Railway Committee of the Privy
Council. Otherwise there would be an
unnecessary interference with the local
authorities, which would be objectionable
legislation. The measure should be to
provide that when navigation is interfered
with the obstruction may be removed;
that was all that was necessary.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL hoped
that before his hon. friend (Mr. Power)
had occasion to draw bills of this kind
some years of experience would have
passed over his head, because he could not
but think that the measure proposed by
the hon. gentleman would be rash and
would never be adopted by Parliament.
The suggestion was that instead of exam-
ining the plans of a bridge beforehand and
preventing unnecessary expenditure, the
authorities here should remain passive and
allow the bridge to be built, and after
the money had been expended,
if it was found to interfere with
navigation they should proceed to
pull it down. It would be rash
and tyrannical legislation, and it would be
thought so by the hon. gentleman himself
if proposed by the Government. If the
Engineer of the Department should be at
liberty to go and inspect all the bridges in
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a province and pull down those which in-
terfered with navigation, there would be
an outcry at once.

HON. MR. POWER-That would be
giving the Bill a retrospective effect.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Said
it would be equally tyrannical if it were
rnerely prospective. It would be permit-
tmg people to invest large sums of money
in those structures when they might be
compelled to pull then down afterwards.
The Bill before the House threw the
responsibility on the Executive of the
country, who were answerable to Parlia-
ment for tuie exercise of their power. It
required them to see before hand, that no
obstruction to navigation was caused by
these structures.

HON. MR. POWER said the operation
Of such a measure as he · had suggested
Would be something like this: the bridge
Would be constructed under the direction
of a provincial engineer who would see that
it did not interfere with navigation. It would
Obviate the necessity of submitting the
Plans to the Department here ; and when it
was understood that if the work was found
an obstruction to navigation, it would have
to be removed, the engineer on the spot
Would take care to see that it was properly
constructed. When it appeared from ac-
tual experience that a bridge interfered
With navigation, then it would be time
enough for the Federal Government to
order that it should be changed.

HON. MR. MACDONALD-It would
be too late then : the money would have
been expended.

The second clause, as amended, was
adopted.

On the third clause,

HON. MR. DICKEY inquired whether
the Minister of Justice really considered
this clause necessary. It applied to bridges
built under the authority of a provincial
act, yet it proposed that the plan
should be deposited with the Secretary
Of the Railway Committee of the Privy
Council, and that six weeks notice should
be given in two newspapers, and in the
Canada Gazette and also in the Provincial
Gazette. Now he thought there was no

necessity for publishing the notice in the
Canada Gazette. Where a bridge is to be
built by a province it must be assumed
that the power to construct it would not
be given if it interfered with local rights.
The six weeks notice involved not only
delay but serious expense, and there
seemed to be no necessity for all these
formalities, since the Bill required that.
the plans of the structure should have the
approval of the Governor-in-Council.
People in the vicinity of the bridge could
not be taken by surprise because its con-
struction would be under an Act of the
local legislature. In the lower Provinces
the season for building bridges was short
and these formalities would involve
the loss of two months time at least, and
postpone the completion of the work for
a whole year. There was sufficient pro-
tection to the people of the locality afford-
ed by the Act of the Legislature of the
Province, and the navigation of the
stream was protected by the plans deposit-
ed in the Department at Ottawa.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL did
not know what the precise object was in
inserting that provision in the Bill, but he
presumed it must have been with a view
to giving those interested in navigation
an opportunity of looking at the plans and
contesting, if they desired, the point
whether it did or did not interefere with
navigation. The plans would be of great
interest to those navigating the stream to
be bridged, and they would naturally
desire to see -them, and if necessary to
remonstrate against the building of a
bridge which would be an obstruction.
Without notice in the papers how were
they to know when the plans would be
seen. He did not see any occasion
for putting the notice in the Canada
Gazette, but it might be desirable to pub.
lish it in the local papers, so that those
interested in the navigation of the stream,
could see them.

HON. MR. POWER concurred in the
opinions of the hon. Senator from Amherst.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
that the words, "and in the Canada
Gazette," be struck from the clause. .

The motion was agreed to, and the
clause as amended was adopted

HON. MR. WARK from the committee

Bridges over
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reported the bill with amendments, which
were concurred in.

RIGHT TO WOUND PRISONERS
BILL

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committee of
the Whole, consideration of Bill (S)
" An Act to define the right in certain
cases to assault, wound or kill certain pri-
soners."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that after considering the definition of the
term "officer of the law" suggested by
the hon. Senator from Halifax (Mr. Power)
he had come to the conclusion that it
would be better to adhere to the interpre
tation in the Bill which was as follows :

" Officer of the law includes not only the
person baving the legal custody of the pri-
soner, but also the persons employed under
or assisting him in connection with the place
of imprisonment."
If an attempt were made to go into details
some officer might be omitted, and instead
of making. the clause more thorough it
would be made less satisfactory.

HON. MR. POWER said his object was
to meet the cases where persons were
called in to assist the officers of the law.
It would hardly be wise to give such per-
sons the power conferred by this Bill upon
constables and other officials.

On the second clause,

Hon. MR. HOPE objected to the fol-
lowing proviso at the end of the second
clause :

" Provided always that before firing at
the prisoner the officer do order him to
be and remain still on pain of being killed,
and the order be disobeyed."
He thought the guards should be required
to call loud enough for the prisoner to
hear them. These escapes from con-
stables were generally through the care-
lessness of the officials themselves, and to
give them this power to kill escaping
prisoners was a cruel and bloody system
of legislation, and would render the
officers more careless than ever, because
they would say, "we are authorized to
shoot them if they attempt to escape."

HON. M. Waar.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
thç Bill was really not intended to permit
cruelty to prisoners, nor could it be used
in such a way as the hon. gentleman sug-
gested. How could it be known whether
a convict heard the warning of the guard
or not ? The prisoner could not be com-
pelled to reply. The Bill was designed
to prevent the escape of convicts, whO
were themselves given to violence and
were very often unruly and truculent fel-
lows-the worst class of people we have-
and it was necessary to give the guards
this power to prevent escapes.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE considered
that so far from this being an inhuman
regulation it, was just the contrary, because
if those convicts thoroughly understood
that they could not attempt to mutinY
without endangering their lives they
would be less likely to create a disturb-
ance. It was quite right and proper that
the guards in penitentiaries shoulid have
this protection. If he (Mr. Haythorne)
were responsible for ·such a measure as
this he would be inclined to drop the pro-
viso from the Bill altogether on the
ground that it would render it less prob-
able that the convicts would attempt to
mutiny.

The clause was adopted.

On the third clause.

HON. MR. KAULBACH said the lan-
guage of sub-section a, of the second
clause, would authorize the shooting of a
prisoner in case of an attempt on the part
of others to rescue him from the officers.
The man might be perfectly innocent, and
yet his life might be taken because of the
attempt to rescue him.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that sub-section a referred to the action of
the prisoner.

The clause was adopted.

On the fourth clause.

HON. MR. DICKEY wished to know
why larceny was omitted from the list of
crimes.

HoN. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-Be-
cause larceny is sometimes a\ very small
affair.

400 ([SE.-\N AT E.] -Prioners Bill.
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HON. MR. ALMON suggested that for
the saine reason shop-breaking should be
left out.

The suggestion was adopted and the
clause was amended by striking out the
words "shop-breaking,"

HON. ML POWER thought that the
Proviso requiring an officer to call to an
escaping prisoner to remain still on pain
of death before firing should be added to
this clause.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL said he
would add it to the three clauses.

The amendment was made accordingly
and the clause as amended was adopted.

HON. MR. BOYD from the Committee
reported the Bill with amendments, which
Were concurred in.

FELLOWES MEDICAL MANUFAC-
TURING COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ALLAN, in the absence of
.Hon. Mr Ryan, moved the second read-
1ng of Bill (105), " An Act to amend the
charter of the Fellowes Medical Manufac-
turing Company." He said the object of
the Bill was simply to provide that a ma-
Jority of the Directors need not be British
subjects.

The Bill was read the second time.

ST. LAWRENCE RIVER IMPROVE-
MENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. AIKINS moved the second
reading of Bill (130), " An Act to make
further provision for the improvement of
the River St. Lawrence between Montreal
and Quebec." He said: This is a Bill
to authorize the Government to issue
debentures in the manner prescribed by
the Act 36 Vic. cap. 6o, to an amount not
exceeding $28o,ooo for the improvement
Of the St. Lawrence River below Montreal.
BY that Act provision was made for issuing
debentures to the extent of $,500,ooo,
and the ship channel below Montreal is
nOW 25 feet in depth. The whole of this

amount has been expended, and some five
or six hundred thousand dollars of it went
to purchase plant. It is believed that
over $200,ooo will be recouped to the
Government by the sale of this plant.

The Bill was read the second time.

HALIFAX HARBOR MASTER BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. AIKINS moved the second
reading of Bill (140), "An Act to amend
the Act 35 Victoria, Chapter 42, respect-
ing the appointment of a Harbor Master
for·the Port of Halifax." He said: This
Bill amends the Act in two particulars.
One is a different classification of the
schedule of fees to be charged on vessels.

HON. MR. POWER-Does this Bill
propose to reduce or increase the fees ?

HON. MR. AIKINS-It does both.
Under the provisions of the old Act, every
ship of 200 tons register or under was
charged $i; from 200 to 3oo tons, $2 ;
from 300'to 400 tons, $3 ; over 400 tons,
$4. Ships engaged in trading between
ports of the Dominion or in the fishing
trade were exempt from fees. Under the
provisions of this Bill, all vessels under
twenty tons register are exempt, and it is
supposed this is about the tonnage of the
craft engaged in the fishing trade. ~ I am
told that, so far as the summing up of the
whole is concerned, there will be very
little difference in the fees. The other
provision is with regard to the entry.
Under the present Act, a ship can make
the second entry one year from the date
of the first. Under the provisions of this
Bill it must be within the then calendar
year. If the vessel comes into the port a
second time during the calendar year, the
fees must be paid the second time.

The Bill was read the second time.

QUEBEC HARBOR BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (129), "An Act
further to amend the Âcts to provide for
the improvement and management of the
harbor of Quebec." He said :-This Bill

[A&PË,L 21, 1ß88.Qutebec
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proposes to enable the Government to
raise an additional sum of money not ex-
ceeding $375,ooo, to be advanced from
time to time to the Quebec harbor com-
missioners to complete certain works.

The Bill was read the second time.

THREE RIVERS HARBOR BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (128,) " An Act
to provide for the improvenent and man-
agement of the Harbor of Three Rivers."
He said :-This Bill proposes to establish
at the Harbor of Three Rivers, in a modi-
fied way, a commission similar to those at

on the table some other papers which I
am expecting every moment I beg to
introduce Bill (W), "An Act to Amend
the Extradition Act of 1877."

The Bill was read the first time.

MONTREAL TELEGRAPH COM-
PANY'S BILL

SECOND READING.

The order of the day having been
called for resuming the adjourned debate
on the Hon. Mr. Ferrier's motion for the
second reading of Bill (96), An Act to
consolidate and amend the Acts relating
to the Montreal Telegraph Company."

LVJI.LLLça G1~A\~I.,flL..I ~HON. MR. ,KAULBACH said-While
;ioners are to have a secretary-treasurer, this measure was under discussion on the
who may be paid a salary, and whose com- second reading on Friday, my hon. ftiend
pensation is to be fixed by them, subject
to the approval of the Minister of Public
Works, but he is the only officer in the conclusive reasons why this House shouki
Corporation who is to receive a salary pause and consider what policy should be
The chairman and members of the com- adopted with regard to the telegrlph
rnission are to serve gratuitously. Their system of the Dominion-whether we
powers are similar to those of the. con should go on multiplying companies,
missioners at Montreal and Quebec. giving them new powers and therebydiminishing the control which we should

The Bill was read the second time. in future have over those companies, or

The Senate adjourned at 5.50 p.m. whether the Government should step in
now and take the control of the telegraph

______ nes into their own hands. It is quite
evident from what my hon. ftiend then

THE SENATE. showed us that legisiation such as this
Bic now before us, must embarrass us very

Ottawa, Monday, .. Êril 24/k, 1882. greatly in the future if it should be
found necessary for the Government to

The SPEAKER took the Chair at take possession of the telegraph system.
h o'clock. My, hon. friend referred to the experience

of England, and showed us that every
Prayers and routine proceedings. change made towards the consolidation

and amalgamation of telegraph companies
EXTRADITION ACT AMENDMENT in that country tended to increase the

BI LL. nominal value of the stock, and that when
the Government stepped in to take over

FIRST READING. the systemn it was found necessary to, pay
a larger arnounit for it than the actual

HON. SIR ALEXn CAMPBELL-I value of the property, owing to the fact
beg to lay on the table. of the House a that the stock had been argely watered.
despatch ffon the Colonial Oflice on the We should consider wel, before passing
subject ofthe Extradition Act passed in this Bi , whether we should not fohlow
this Parliament in the year 18 77. I do so the example of the mother country and
preparatory to the. introduction of a Bill, assimihate the telegraph to the postal ser-
in order that the House may understand vice. This course has been adopted not
the nature of it, and with the permission onoy in England but ail over Europe, with
of the House I will add to the despatch great advantage to the public, by reducing

HON. SIR ALEX. CTAMPBENDM
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the cost of telegraphy, and by giving a
large revenue to the country. This Bill
now under discussion appears on the face
of it to be a harmless measure, and one
of comparatively small importance, but it
confers some extraordinary powers-
powers which have not been given by this
Parliament to any company heretofore,
and which may prove injurious to the
Dominion in the future. The policy of
the Committee on Railways, Telegraphs
and Harbors during the present session
has been to discountenance the amal-
gamation of companies, and this Bill
seems to be in direct violation of that
policy. It would be well for the Govern-
ment to consider whether they should take
a new departure, and I think no better
time than the present could be found for
doing so, because the value of the stock
of these companies' is daily increasing,
and the business of the telegraph
lines is growing in a ratio
far in advance of our'postal system. The
question is whether we cannot buy up those
lines, and assume the control of the tele-
graph system of the country much better
now than at any future time. Probably
they could be secured now for a sum not
exceeding two or three millions of dol-
lars, but if we allow these companies to
go on watering their stock and placing
fictitious values upon it, we will find every
year greater difficulty in pursuing such a
policy. It is a question whether the
Government should pursue that course, or
undertake to construct a line of their own,
which probably, could be done much
cheaper than purchasing existing lines. It
seens to me, however, that they could
hardly construct a rival line without com-
pensating existing companies whose busi-
ness would be affected by it. Parliament
having given them a legal status, they
would contend that their rights should not
be interfered with. My impression, from
all the infôrmation I can get, is that if the
telegraph lines were controlled by the
Government, a tariff of 12 2 cents for ten
words would not only cover all expenses,
but yield a good revenue to the country,
If we pass this Bill we are, in effect, hand-
ing over the telegraph system of this
country to the Western Union, which vir-
tually controls nearly the entire telegraph
tYstem of the United States, and is absorb-
ing all other companies in this country.
The Great North-Western Telegraph

Company is in itself, financially, a very
small organization compared with the
Montreal Telegraph Company, and instead
of absorbing the latter, is merely placing
it in the hands of the Western Union
Company. If the Government cannot see
their way to assuming the control of the
telegraph system and incorporating it with
the postal system. then I am not prepared
to vote against this Bill because it defines
to a large extent and limits the tariff, and
it would not be fair to refuse this legisla-
tion since we have already given similar
power to the Dominion Telegraph Com-
pany. I would ask hon. gentlemen from
various parts of New Brunswick and Nova
Scotia to consider whether under this Bill
there would really be a uniform tariff. In
Nova Scotia we have the Western Union
Company whose lines extend as far as
Halifax and Sydney, Cape Breton. There
is no doubt the Dominion Telegraph Com-
pany having amalgamated with the West-
ern Union there may be an uniform system
wherever their lines extend, but I do not
know whether under this Bill there is any
guarantee that uniform rates will prevail
throughout the Eastern provinces, and it
will be the duty of the Railways and
Telegraphs Committee to see that so far
as Ontario, Quebec and the Lower Pro-
vinces are concerned no portion of the
country shall be placed at a disadvantage.
I would much prefer to have the telegraph
system controlled by the Government and,
assimilated to the postal system, and I
do not see any difference between them.
In either case it is transmitting messages:
in the one by letter, in the other by wire,
and I do not think it would be wise to
have all our telegraphic correspondence
open to the inspection of foreigners.
One reason which is urged in support of
this Bill is, that if we refuse this legislation
it may prove injurious to the holders of
the Montreal telegraph stock, because this
Parliament having sanctioned the aialga-
mation of the Dominion. Company with
the Western Union it would virtually
place the Montrçal Telegraph Company
at the mercy of their rivals. The
Western Union having control of the
United States' telegraph system and of
the Dominion line, could say, " We will
give sole connection to the opponents of
the Montreal line, as well as connection
with the cable system," and without
American and cable connections the Mon-

Comýpany's -Bill.(Arn1iL 2A, 1882.] 403
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treal Company could hardly exist. I do
not think it would be fair for us to pursue
a course which would have that result.
Of the business done over the telegraph
lines in the Dominion, 72 per cent is from
point to point within the Dominion, and
there is only about 20 per cent. in connec-
tion with points in the United States ; the
balance, 8 per cent., is over lines in con-
nection with the cables. Mr. Gisborne,
Superintendent of the Government Tele-
graph and Signal Services, was invited to
attend the meeting of the Standing Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors, when the American Telegraph
and Cable Company Bill was before it,
and he then made a statement of the
receipts and expenditures relating to the
Montreal and Dominion Telegraph Com-
panies, and the general effects of amalga-
mation, and pooling arrangements in
relation to cable as well as other messages.
The following was Mr. Gisborne's state-
ment, made in my hearing as a member
of the committee :-

" The gross revenue of the Montreal Tele-
graph Company during 1880 under a 20 cent
taritl for a ten word message was $550,840
versus an expenditure of $358,676, which left
a profit of $192,163. Tlat the company paid
a dividend of 7 per cent to shareholders
and carried an unexpended balance of $21,-
541 to their reserve account, which then
amounted to $166,010. The gross revenue o
the Dominion Telegraph Coiipany for the
same year was $229,994, and that for the lasi
halt year prior to absorption by the Americar
Union Company it had paid 2j per cent
dividend to shareholders, 6 per cent. per an
nuni upon its bonds, and carried $1,954 un
expended balance to the revenue fund. Tha
the combined business of the two companiei
under a 20 cent tariff amounted to $780,834
versus an expenditure of about $508,000, an
this irrespective of the Nova Scotia an
Through New Brunswick business, whicl
belonged to the Western Company. That bi
increasing the tariff rate from 20 cents to 2
cents for ten words plus increased night mes
sage rates, the revenue from Canadian busi
ness would exceed $1,000,000 for the yea
1881-82, while the expenditure would be de
creased at least, $50,000 from closir
duplicate offices and abolishing dual managE
ment, that the general result would leave
p rofit of $550,000 at the disposal of the Grea
North Western pocket corporation, and woul
be thus disposed of: 8 per cent to the Moni
real Telegraph Company upon $2,000,00(
$160,000 ; 6 per cent to the Dominio
Telegraph Company upon $1,000,000, $60,0 j
6 per cent to the Dominion Telegrap
Company upon bonds or $292,000, $17,520

HON. MR. KAULBACH.

to which add $100,500 as a three per cent
renewal fund for the reconstruction of
land lines upon a total cost estimate of about
$3,350,000, or in all an outlay of $338,000 per
annun, thus leaving from $200,000 to
$25(1,000 net profit per annum for distribution
among the holders of the nominal half million
dollar capital held by the Great North
Western 1elegraph Company."

Now these are very important figures,
and are not only contained in the reports
of these companies, but are certified to by
their secretaries and are therefore indisput-
able, showing to a large extent what the
actual revenue of the telegraph companies
was even at the rate of twenty cents for
ten words, and with duplicate offices
established in so many places. All this
goes to show the necessity for the Govern-
ment and the Parliament of the Domin-
ion considering whether we should allow
these companies to go on increasing their
stock from year to year and rendering it
more difficult for the Government to as-
sume control of the telegraph system. I
agree with the leader of the opposition in
thinking that the 1 3 th clause of this Bill
gives very large powers to the company.
It is as follows:-

" The Company shall have power and au-
thority to purchase or lease for any term of
years any telegraphic line established at the
time ot the passing of this Act, either in
Canada or in any other British possession,
or in the territory or territories of any foreign
power or State, connectino, or hereafter to be
connected with any line wýÎich the Company
bas constructed or is authorized to construct,
or to purchase or lease for any term of years,
the right of any Company -to construct any
such telegraph'line, and shall also have
power to amalgamate with, or to- lease its
ine or lines or any portion thereof from time

to time to any Company, Board, or persons
at the time of the passing of this Act possess-

d ing as proprietors any line of telegraph either
Canada, or in any other British possession,
or in the territory of any foreign state or

5 power, whether on the continent of America
or in any other part of the world, and aIso to
enter into any arrangements with any per-

r son, Board or Company possessing as proprie-
- tors any line of telephonic communication or
g any power or right to use commuication by
Smeanus of the telephone or other similar ap-
a paratus, upon such ternis and in such man-
t ner as the Board of Directors may from time
d te time deem expedient or advisable.
t-

, These are extraordinary powers, such as I
n have never before seen in any Act of in-
h corporation presented to this Parliament.
; Notwithstanding the character of this
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Bill, I am not disposed to offer any oppo-
sition, when I consider the fact that the
tariff cannot exceed 25 cents for ten words,
and that we have already given similar
powers to the Dominion Telegraph Com-
pany. The leader of the Opposition
showed us plainly, last Friday, the advan-
tages of the Government controlling the
telegraph system by the results which had
followed such a course in European coun-
tries. He showed us that in Belgium,
before the Government took possession of
the lines, the charge was two and a-half
francs for twenty words, while now, some
twenty years later, it is but eight cents for
twenty words. In Switzerland it has been
reduced from one franc to half a franc,
and in France to sixteen cents for twenty
words. A private company investing cap-
ital in the construction of telegraph lines
will maintain as high a rate as possible in
order to get the largest return from the
investment ; and it is therefore but natu-
ral that, if the Government controlled the
entire system, the rates would be lower ;
instead of having duplicate offices in vari-
ous parts of the Dominion, the Govern-
ment would have but one in each place,
and the work could be done more econ-
omically and efficiently than by any private
company. While I should prefer to have
the telegraph lines controlled by the Gov-
ernment, I am not blind to the fact
that the ,consolidation of telegraph
companies tends to speed, accuracy and
efficiency. The present telegraph system
is recognized by business men as more
efficient than any that preceded it, and if
the amalgamated companies attempt any
unfair discrimination against any portion
of the country the Government can step
in and assume control. I am not inviting
hostility to this measure, because 'with
My present views I shall support it ; but I
am convinced of the desirability of the
Government assimilating the telegraph
with the postal system. These corpora-
tions exercise great influence over the
press of the country, and over Parliament
itself. They influence the public mind
and through it the legislation of Parlia-
ment, and that is another and strong
reason why the Government should take
action in the direction which I have indi-
cated without delay. However I shall
vote for the measure since it would be un-
just to the Montreal Company to refuse it
Powers which we have granted to a rival
organization.

The Bill was read the second time.

HON. MR. CARVELL rose to move
that the Bill be not now read the second
time but that it be read the second time
this day three mont s.

THE SPEAKER announced that he
had declared the motion for the second
reading carried.

HON. MR. BOYD moved that the Bill
be referred to the Standing Committee on
Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
the motion for the second reading had
certainly been declared carried ; but if
the hon. Senator from Prince Edward
Island wished to oppose the Bill he could
move in amendment to the motion now
before the House that the Bill be not
referred to the Committee on Railways,
Telegraphs and Harbors.

HON. MR. CARVELL asked if, in as-
senting to the reference of the Bill to the
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors, any member of the Senate would
be debarred from discussing the merits of
the Bill when it was reported from Com-
mittee.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said it
would be open for any one to oppose the
Bill at a future stage.

The motion was agreed to.

RIGHT TO WOUND PRISONERS'
BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I un-
derstood that when this Bill was before the
Committee 6f the whole House, that an
amendment should be prepared to apply
the proviso, which appears in the printed
copy at the end of the second clause, to
the whole Bill. I have had such an
amendment made. The proviso at the
end of the second clause is stricken out
altogether, and instead of that I have in-
troduced clause A to come in between
clauses 5 and 6. Clause A. reads as fol-
lows

" In any of the cases mentioned in the

Rigu to w0und [APmn 294, 1882.
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2nd, 3rd and 4th sections of this Act the
officer shall not fire at, wound, or kill
the prisoner, unless he order the prisoner
to be and remain still upon pain of being
fired at, and such order be disobeyed."

That I believe will have the effect of
meeting the views of the hon Senator
from Halifax, .whc, I think, proposed to
add it to the third clause, and will afford
a safeguard as to the powers given in any
of the cases mentioned in the Bill. . I
move that the Bill be not now read the
third time, but that clause A be added
to it.

HON. MR. READ-I should like to
ask what is the meaning of the words
"superior officer" in the 5th clause,
because he appears to have to give the
order to fire.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
Bill speaks of a constable, jailer or guard
employed in the custody of a prisoner,
and the superior officer would be the
warden or deputy warden, or any officer
above the man, who would be present.
It might happen in a penitentiary, for
instance, that the person who was about
to fire would not be the one to exercise
the discretion, but if there was a superior
officer present-the warden or deputy
warden-he should have the discretion to
say " fire," the same as the officer of a
company of soldiers should exercise such
discretion.

HON. MR. READ-If there was no
superior officer present, would the man
himself have the right to fire ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Yes.

HON. MR. READ-I most decidedly
object to the clause. Under it an officer
of the law having the custody of any one
charged with a serious offence would have
the right, in case the prisoner tried to
escape, to shoot him. I think that is
making too free use of fire-arms,
before a conviction at all events.
I consider life is too sacred a thing to be
lightly put in danger, yet here, before
conviction, an officer taking a man to gaol
-who has not been convicted or tried,
but is simply charged with one of these
offences-if that man so charged attempts
to escape, the constable may kill him.

Now, it seems to me that this is legisla-
tion of a character which will not com-
mend itself to most thinking men: I
maintain that no man should be allowed
or should have the right to take the life
of another without great provocation. I
am not averse to the criminal law, but I
look upon this matter from the point of
view of simple humanity, and I think the
use of fire arms should be discountenanc-
ed rather than encouraged. I had the
honor to introduce a Bill a few years ago,
discouraging the use of fire arms, and I
was very proud to find that the Govern-
ment of the day took the matter up and
made it law. It is a very dangerous
thing to allow the indiscriminate use of
fire arms, and I will give a case in point.
A constable has perhaps arrested a man
charged with one of these crimes, and this
same man was under arrest previously and
had escaped this constable. The con-
stable, remembering his previous escape,
and being armed with the power which
this Bill gives, may be a little careless in
guarding the prisoner, and says to himself
" Now I have got power under the law
you will not get away." The prisoner on
his way to gaol thinks to himself, " I
escaped once and will try it again ;" and
when he attempts to do so the constable
gives him a little lee-way, knowing that
he can shoot him, and that the law will
be on his side. Now, we are placing
this power in the hands of these men, and
constables are not the most scrupulous
class ; besides they are sometimes cowards.
It may even happen that a prisoner will
be allowed a little latitude, and if he
should take advantage of it, will be shot
down. Then I must say that some of
these crimes are hardly sufficiently serious.
We will take shop-breaking or house-
breaking.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
Shop-breaking is struck out.

HoN. MR. READ-No, I think not,-
this is the amended report of the Comit-
tee of the Whole.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-When
it came to be considered, the words
"shop breaking" were stricken out.

HON. MR. READ-Then here is the
crime of abortion or attempt to procure

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL,
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abortion: a man may be charged with
this crime who knows he is innocent ; he
would like to get away, and the constable
who has him in charge may be young and
inexperienced, or perhaps he is very care-
less, and knowing that he has the means
of stopping the prisoner may allow him to
have a certain start. I think it is a most
unwise thing to allow such men to carry in
their hands an Act of Parliament which
will justify them in killing a prisoner with-
out sufficient cause. Perhaps, at the time,
they may shoot, not wishing to kill the
man, but the wounds will have that result.
The crime of robbery is also mentioned.
Now, a man may take another man's watch
or his handkerchief, which latter woùld
come under the head of robbery from the
person; he would be arrested, and on
attempting to run away the conscable
would be allowed to kill him. I hope the
Minister of Justice will take this into con-
sideration, as I think this law, if passed,
would give very great encouragement to
that class of men to use fire-arms indis-
criminately. Of course, it is but right
that constables should be armed, but the
use of these arms is another thing, and
should be surrounded by every precaution.
Since the American war this vicious
system of carrying pistols has become very
common, even boys are in the habit of
carrying them, and though the law now
prohibits that practice it should go much
further. I trust the Minister of Justice
will eliminate that portion of the law which
allows a constable to kill a man where
perhaps such a serious course. need not
be taken.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-The greater
portion of this power is, by law, already
granted to public officers, An officer in
charge of a prisoner has a right to use
force and to go to extremes if necessary
to carry out his warrant or to hold the
prisoner. It seems to me this Bill does
not give so much power as otherwise
would be the case. Even a man acting
under a civil process has a right to execute
it, but this is more particularly the case
in the criminal process: and if an officer·
of the law arrests a man he has the right
to go to extremes,-particularly if force is
brought against him. I think this law in
the first instance was intended to apply to
persons in public institutions, such as
penitentiaries, where I have heard it said

the prisoners are allowed to use knives
and other such utensils, and where they
might, by a sudden rising, make their
escape. The officers having authority to
use their firearms might instantly quell
any such attempt; but perhaps it would
have been better to have confined it more
closely to such cases. However my hon.
friend will see that after all there is not so
much greater power given to the constables
than is already possessed by officers charg-
ed with executing either a civil or a crim-
inal process.'

HON. MR. DICKEY-My hon. friend
who has just sat down has used an
argument which I feel will not com-
mend this Bill to the House. .He
says that there is power already given
by the common law. He is quite correct
and I called the attention of the House
to that on a former occasion. My hon.
friend therefore is in this dilemma ; if he
supports this Bill he will support it with-
out any necessity, because if the power
exists already by the common law where
is the necessity for this Bill ? My hon.
friend must recollect that although, as he
says, it provides for special cases it is not
confined to these cases. If he looks at
the last clause he will find that it is a cum
ulative Bill and that it leaves in force all
the provisions of the common law. The
hon. gentleman from Belleville (Mr. Read)
seems to be in the same difficulty as to
these firearms, and he referred to the
action he took on a former occasion in
reference to the carrying of firearms. We
passed that Bill to give power to the
constables to take these firearms, and I
suppose this Bill is passed with a view of
giving them power to use them. Under
the provisions of the former law these fire-
arms were confiscated and now we have a
Bill to enable the constables to use them;
having passed a law already that the fire-
arms instead of being confiscated should
be handed over to the constables. There
is another point to which I wish to call
the attention of the House; my hon.
friend has asked a question as to who is a
superior officer and what his functions
are? If he looks at the Bill he will find
that by the first clause and afterwards in
the second section it is not necessary at
all to have an order from a superior officer,
because it provides that a person may law-
fully shoot in any of the following cases.
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(a) Where there is imminent hazard that

such prisoner wili escape or successfully resist
or elude recapture unless he be assaulted,
wounded or killed;

(b) Where there is imminent hazard that
a mutiny as aforeside will take place unless
such prisoner be assaulted wounded or killed;

(c) W here such mutiny is in progress ;
(d) Where the officer 'has been ordered so

to do by his superior officer.
Now it is quite clear that in this Bill, in
any of these cases, a constable may shoot
where he is ordered to do so by a super-
ior officer, although there is no imminent
hazard or any danger of mutiny. That
same provision runs through the other
sections, and my hon. friend will not, I
hope, be put off by the explanation that
a superior officer neans a person higher
than the man who shoots; because he
ought to understand that under this
Bill a superior officer may order these
firearms to be used where there is no
danger at all. This is an additional
reason why we ought to resist giving those
exceptional powers. I merely call the
attention of the House to it because I
think it is right to do so, although I shal
not oppose the third reading of the Bill.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
hon. gentleman from Amherst is mistaken
in supposing that a superior officer may
order an inferior to fire without the same
protection which would guide the man
himself. If he will read the fifth clause
he will find that

"A superior officer may lawfully order his
inferior officer to assault, wound or kill a
prisoner in any of the cases mentioned in the
second, third and fourth sections of this Act."

So that an officer can only give an order
to shoot when he sees that something is
happening which is described in sections
three and four, which provide for such
action. We will suppose that there are
two, three or twenty men in charge of
convicts and the officer in charge of them
must judge whether circumstances have
arisen which would warrant the using of
these weapons. It would not be com-
petent for the privates-I use the term
for the purpose of distinction- to deter-
mine amongst themselves whether the
moment had arrived when it became
necessary to fire. It would be natural
and proper for the officer in charge to do
so, and he would be better able to judge
whether the circumstances warranted this
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extreme measure. Section four clearly
prescribes the action to be taken by such
officer, and is as follows .

" Any officer of the law may, for the pur
pose of preventing the escape, while Leing
iavfully taken to or from a place of imprison-
ment, of a prisoner held under process of
criminal law, before the conviction of such
prisoner, or of effecting his recapture after
such escape, lawfully assault, wound or kill
any such prisoner in ,any of the following
cases :

"(a.) Where such prisoner is charged with
any of the following crimes, viz, :-Treason,
murder, attem pt to murder, conspiracy to
murder, manslIaughter, rape, abortion or
atteinpt to procure abortion, burglary, house-
breakmng, shop breaking. arson, robbery,
piracy, criminal scuttling or destroying a
vessel at sea or on the great lakes of North
America, or attempting or conspiring to do
so; and where there is imminent hazard that
such prisoner will escape or successfulv resist
or elude recaptuîre il ess he be assaulted,
wounded or kilied."

He would have to assume the respons-
ibility and would say : " Here is a mutiny
and my judgment is that unless I take
immediate steps this mutiny will be suc-
cessful." He would then give the order
to fire and would be justified in doing so;
but the privates would not be called upon,
nor would they have the right, to exercise
their own discretion at all. Therefore I
think that portion of the Bill is not open
to unfavorable criticism, because it seems
to me that it leaves the responsibility on
the officer in charge which, in my opinion,
is an advantage and a safeguard. I think
my hon. friend from Belleville (Mr. Read)
cannot have been present when the Bill
was discussed before the Committee be
cause we went over this very point.

HON. MR. READ-I was not.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-We
went over this question thoroughly, and
the Bill was amended in order to meet the
exception that was taken to it, in that re-
spect, by the leader of the Opposition,-
that whatever might be proper with reference
to persons - absolutely convicted or im-
prisoned, some additional safeguards
should be placed around those who are
not convicted, but are merely on their way
to prison ; and that there should not be
liberty given to any one to fire at such
u nconvicted person, unless he were accused
of some very serious crime. The hon.
gentleman then suggested that this class

HoN. MR. DICKEY.
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of crimes should be defined, and there- t
fore I particularly mentioned in this Bill g
the various crimes by name. My hon. fi
friend said that one of those crimes might s
not be a very serious offence: while it p
might happen that it might not be, and a u
man might be accused unjustly, on the t
other hand it is very necessary that every (
pains should be taken to prevent such a a
prisoner from escaping. I think the natu- h
ral tendency of human nature is not to d
try and escape when conscious of inno- d
cence ; it is rather the case that the guilty c
man is the one who is eager to evade the t
consequences of his crime ; and rather a
than let such a man escape it is desirable c
that a constable, or officer in charge of a s
party, should have the right to use his 1
fire-arms. That is particularly the case in t
Some parts of the country; I may men-
tion the North-West, where at pre- '

sent they have to take prisoners
6oo, and sometimes as much asi
1,000 miles from where the crime is com-
mitted, 'before they reach thé place of i
imprisoniment. They have to cross a t
large extent of country, the guard being
Often alone in charge of a prisoner ; and
tlnless we have some such power of stop-
ping an escaping prisoner as is provided
by this bill, it will be very difficult to carry
on the ordinary administration of justice.
As I mentioned, *hen the Bill was before
the House for its second reading, it was
on accounit of dificulties occurring in the
North West that I introduced the Bill this
session, instead of leaving it, as I first
intended, to be incorporated in the general
Criminal Law, which is now in progress of
being consolidated by Mr. Cockburn, the
Commissioner. It might have embraced
such cases as the present, among others;
but in consequence of difficulties arising
in the ordinary administration of justice
in the far West, I was asked by the Hon.
Mlinister of Interior to go on with the
Bill, as it was necessary to meet the diffi-
culties by some such provision. Then as
to the use of the Bill; I do not know of
any reason for apprehending that con-
stables or others would be over eager to use
the provisions of the Bill ; on the contrary
1 think our experience is rather
the other way. I believe that persons
are not fired at unnecessarily, but that
the man who bas themn in charge is always
conscious of the responsibility involved,
knowing that he will have to answer to

he law or his superior officers if he
oes beyond his duty. I think, there-
re it is desirable that we should have

ome such provision as the one now
roposed. Of course the use of firearms
nder the circumstances is not open to
he objection that the hon. gentleman
Mr. Read) speaks of; it is not putting
rms, as he says, indiscriminately into the
ands of persons, but on the contrary we
iscriminate very closely. The person is
esignated by the expression "constable "
r " person in charge of prisoner,' and
he occasions upon which he may use fire-
rms are as closely discriminated as they
ould possibly be. I therefore think it is
afer to allow the Bill to go as it is. I
have no objection to striking out the par-
icular crime to which my hon. friend (Mr.
Read) alluded, but my own judgment
vould be to leave the crimes as they are
and to be content, as I think we safely
may, that the provisions in the Bill would
not be exercised wantonly but only where
t became absolutely necessary to use
hem for the enforcement of the law, or for
carrying a prisoner to the place where he
is to be committed and to stand his
trial.

HON. MR. DEVER-I do not wish to
oppose the Bill because I think I can
submit to what may be objectionable in it
but in confirmation of the views taken by
my hon friend from Belleville, I might
say that a sad case occurred in my own prov-
ince where it was alleged that an unfor-
tunate young man had stolen a watch.
A constable was sent, without a*
warrant, to hunt him up, and he
arrested the supposed party. He had
conveyed the prisoner a certain distance
towards the station-house, when it would
appear that the young man took it into
his head that he would escape, and he
made an attempt to do so. The constable
in this case it must be remembered had
no warrant for making the arrest, yet he
turned round and shot the escaping man,
killing him. He stood his trial for it in
my province, and was acquitted, which
shows clearly that there must be some
law in force now giving authority to these
constables to use fire-arms, even in cases
of this description, before a warrant is
granted or a trial is had. I often thought,
in common with many others, that the
law should not have given the constable
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protection in such a case, but I do not
see that this Bill touches the matter at all,
as that law must have been in force
before.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I think my
point has not been very clearly understood.
It was that without reference at all to
" imminent hazard " under the provisions
of this Bill a superior officer could order
a constable to fire.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I think my hon.
friend, if he will kindly look at the Bill,
will find in the second clause :

"2. Any officer of the law iay, for Hie
purpose of preventing the escape trom the
place of imprisonnient of a prisoner held
under process of criminal law, or of quelling
an actual or anticipated inutiny among two
or more such prisoners held under process of
criminial law, lawfîully assault, w ound or kill
any such prisoner in any of the folloviing
cases:

(a) Where there is imminent hazard that
such prisoner will escape or successfully resist
ore Inde recapture unless he be assanlted,
wounded or killed ;

(b) Where there is imminent hazard that a
mutiny as aforesaid will take place unless
such prisoner be assaulted, wounded or
killed:

(c) Where sucli mutiny is in progress;
(d) Where the officer has been ordered so

to do by his superior officer."

In all of those cases he can shoot, and
that is the position I took. If there is any
doubt about my view it is confirmed by
the fifth clause which says that:

"5. A superior officer may lawfully order
his inferior officer to assault, wound or kill a
prisoner in any of the cases mentioned in the
second, third and fourth sections of this Act."

Therefore it comes exactly to the posi-
tion that I took, viz.: that in any case,-
without any hazard at all-a superior
officer may order his inferior officer to
shoot, and that protects the inferior officer;
that is the point I took.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-That
throws the responsibility upon the superior
officer.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-Certainly, but as
I explained before, it gives the superior
officer, who is only an officer of the law,

the power to say whether the circui-
stances justify it.

'ON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-He
exercises his discretion.

HON. MR. DICKEY-He can do it-
that is the point I made, that he has
power; under this Bill he can order a
person to shoot, although there is no
imminent hazard of mutiny andno mutinY
in progress. I do not know whether it
ought to be so, but that is the provision in
this Bill.

HON. MR. READ-I have heard
nothing to convince me that an offlcer
should have this power, or that it is right,
proper or humane to shoot and kill an
escaping man before he is tried and con-
victed-merely because he is charged
with a crime.

HON. MR. DEVER-That is the law
as in force now.

HON. MR. READ-I think you have
quoted a case to show that it should be
repealed, for life is too sacred a
thing, as I said before, to be wantonly
destroyed. The taking of life should
result in severe penalties, and such power
should not be put in the hands of any bad
tempered constable, who, perhaps, will
take little or no pains to hold his hand if
his prisoner attempts to escape,-and the
law would acquit him. I do think it is
trifling with the life of the subject in a way
that thould not be allowed. For instance,
a young man is charged with attempting
to procure an abortion, or he gces into a
house and steals a watch or a loaf of bread ;
he may not have done it, but is charged
with the offence and is arrested. He tries
to escape, and the officer does not hesi-
tate to shoot *him down. These con-
stables are of the lowest class, many of
them are cowardly ruffians ; and such men
knowing that they have this Bill to protect
them care little whether they hold the
prisoner or not, because they feel that his
life is at their mercy. I do hope that the
Minister of Justice will, in his wisdom,
see that it is right to amend the Bill.

HON. MR. ALLAN-I think the hon.
gentleman who spoke last has overlooked
one consideration. He said a great deal

HON. MR. DEVER.
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about the sacredness of life, and in all that
I Most cordially agree with him, but it
seems to me that in his eagerness to pro-
teCt life he fails to see that such-is the
very object of this Bill. It may be that if
the man who has been taken into custody
for some one of these crimes should
escape, that perhaps the life of other
Persons would suffer at his hands. Sup-
Pose, for instance, a constable arrests a
Ian who has been charged with several of

these offences enumerated in the fourth
clause ; for aught we know the man may
be very innocent, and though conscious of
his innocence, may try to run away; but I
think the probability is that an innocent
man will be quite content to take his trial.
On the other hand there may be a hardened
crininal who has made his escape many
times before, and rather than allow such a
mIan to get free I think the power given
by this Bill should be used. Again,
I do not think my hon. friend's
description of the police force
-the constables of the country

-is at all a correct one, I do not
believe they ought to be described-I
sPeak under correction-but if I did not
Misunderstand the hon. gentleman, I
think he applied the term ruffians to
them. I do not think that, as a general
rule, is a correct description of the police
force of the Dominion. On the contrary,
the force, and these constables who act as
such throughout the country, do not
merit any such term. It seems to me
that my hon. friend-in his anxiety to
Prevent the possibility of a man being
killed, who may turn out afterwards, on
his trial, to be innocent of the offence--
runis the risk of other very hardened crim-
inals making their escape, and inflicting
serious injury both upon the persons and
and property of innocent people. I think,however, that such men would be deter-
red from attempting to escape if théy knew
that constables possessed the power which
it is proposed to give them by this Bill.

HON. MR. McCLELAN-I quite agree
with very much that my hon. friend has
Said as to the danger of giving constables,
who may not be well fitted to judge, the
POwer to use fire amis ; because it is
Placing them virtually in a judicial position,
and I would have been better pleased if the
Government could find it right to make
these provisions apply only to convicted

persons. At the same time the Bill has
been very much modified, and I am free
to confess that the question which the
Government have had to consider in pass-
ing this law is one of the most difficult
character. It is a question in which the
line must be drawn some where, and as
the hon. gentleman who just sat down
(Mr. Allan) has truly said, while life is a
very sacred thing, it must not be forgotten
that one of the objects of this Bill is the pro-
tection of life. I remember the case alluded
to very properly, by my hon. friend from
St. John-that lamentable case in which
public feeling was shocked that the officer
should be allowed to escape. He was
tried and acquitted under the common
law, but if this Bill had been on the stat-
ute book-this written law-it strikes me
forcibly that the result would have been
very different.

HON. MR. DICKEY-No, this is a
cumulative law.

HON.MR. McCLELAN-Yes,butwould
it not be a guide for the courts ?
It strikes me it would, and if such is the
fact, it would remove injustice and an un
fortunate state of affairs which exists now,
and which had such sad results in the very
case to which my hon. friend alluded.
Therefore it would be an improvement in
the direction advocated by my hon. friend
from Belleville (Mr. Read), who has spo-
ken so forcibly this afternoon, as it would
place the condition of laws of this
character in a better position than they
occupy at present. I confess it seems to
me a very dangerous power to place in the
hands of officiais, many of whom are
perhaps not very high-minded nor very
reliable men, and it would often happen
that, in placing them in what is almost a
judicial position-allowing them to decide
whether they should use violence or not,
that the power would be abused.

The hon. Minister of Justice has spoken
of a man not trying to make his escape if
he is innocent, but we know very well that
there are some very respectable men
who, if they are arrested by a constable
very much, beneath them socially, would
very naturally offer resistance, and perhaps
attempt to escape. Now we can ail fancy
what a serious thing it would be if a con-
stable, misguided by the feeling that he
has so much power, should shoot such a

Right to Wownd (Aprm 24, 1882.]



Pacßo Railway

prisoner ; it would certainly be a very sad
result. That is one of these cases in
which, as I said before, it is hard to know
how to act. Looking at the matter in the
light of such cases as that mentioned by
the hon. gentleman from St. John (Mr.
Dever), and another case, which also hap-
pened in New Brunswick, the proposed
measure appears to me to be an improve-
ment upon the present operation of the
law in such instances.

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

ONTARIO PACIFIC RAILWAY
COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ALLAN moved the second
reading of Bill (61), "An Act to Incorpor-
ate the Ontario Pacific Railway Company."
He said: I really do not know anything
about this Bill. I took charge of it as a
mere matter of form, but I think there are
some gentlemen from Montreal present,
and as I see there are Montreal names on
the Bill, perhaps my hon. friend Mr.
Ogilvie will explain it.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I shall be very
glad to move the second reading of this
Bill though I was not asked to do so; and
if necessary I will explain its provisions.

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

GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY
COMPANY'S BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE moved the
second reading of Bill (89), "An Act to
Incorporate " The Great Eastern Railway
Company." He said: There is, I suppose,
no necessity to explain this Bill at any
length. It is an ordinary act of incorpor-
ation for a company to build a railway
from Point Levis, opposite Quebec, to
Dundee, in the County of Huntington.
It will unite the railways south and west
of Lake Ontario, and by this the House
will see the importance of the Bill. It
will be discussed before the Committee on
Railways, and therefore it is only necessary
that I should move the second reading.

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

PACIFIC RAILWAY CHANGE OF
ROUTE BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (144), " At
Act to authorize the construction on cer-
tain conditions, of the Canadian Pacific
Railway through some Pass other then
the Yellow Head Pass." He said: The
House will no doubt remember in the
Canadian Pacific Railway Co.'s Bill cer-
tain points are mentioned which are fixed
in that Bill and which it is out of the
power of the Company to change in anY
way. One of these is the Yellow Head
Pass-that the road is to run from Red
River through the Yellow Head Pass.
Since the road has been placed in the
hands of the Canadian Pacific Company
they have been led to believe that there
was a possibility of discovering a pass
south of that. If it turns out to be a feas-
ible pass for the purpose of the railway, it
would shorten the line very much-some
70 or 8o miles. It is not yet clear whether
that pass is a practicable one or not : if it
should prove to be so it will, I understand,
be a more expensive one for the CompanY
than by the Yellow Head Pass, but its
effect in shortening the line would be
very great and would justify the expense
which will be necessary, both as regards
the affairs of the Company and the in-
terests of the public in the road. This
Bill is to enable the Company, with the
consent of the Governor-General in
Council, to change the pass and to get
over the Rocky Mountains by sole
way south of the Yellow Head Pass,
if they can do so, and if that new pass
shall meet with the approbation of the
Governor-General in Council. I move
that the Bill be read the second time.

HON. MR. SUTHERLAND-I would
beg to ask the Hon. Minister of Justice if
some amendment is not necessary after
the word Selkirk.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-My
hon friend mentioned that to me. That
can be considered in the Committee. I
am not yet satisfied that the amendment
is necessary, but if it is I shall be very
willing to assent to it.

HON. MR. MCCLELAN.
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HON. MR. POWER-I think the ex-
Planations made by the Hon. Minister of
Justice are rather brief, This change is
a very important one, and it seems to me
that the explanations should be somewhat
more elaborate. In the first place, while
It is perfectly true that the proposed route
by the Kicking Horse Pass is some 79
Miles shorter than the line through Yel-
IoW Head Pass, the gradients are very
rauch more severe, and that will be an
injury to the.road. But on this point the
Minister has not touched. I think that is
one of the most serious objections to the
Passage of the Bill. It seems to me,
though I have not examined the Bill very
Closely, that the matter is left to a certain
extent-one cannot tell to what extent-
Within the discretion of the Governor
General in Council. The Bill says " the
' Company may, subject to the approval
of the Governor General in Council;"

now I am afraid that the Governor Gen-
eral in Council is too apt to approve,
without careful investigation, what is pro-
Posed by the Company. For instance,
the Government took a leap in the dark
Soie weeks ago, by approving of the loca-
tion of the Canadian Pacific Railway
route north of Lake Nipissing, and
North of Lake Huron; which is a com-
Plete departure from the route which had
been contemplated when the Pacific Rail-
Way Act was passed. The Government
approved of this change of location with-
out its having. been made clear to them
that the Company would be able to find
a satisfactory route north of Lake Superior
from the Sault Ste. Marie line. Now I think
that with such an experience before the
liouse we should require that in this Bill
there should be some provision that be-
fore the consent of the Governor General

'e Council is given to the change which is
contemplated in the measure, it should be
Made very clear that the gradients in con-
lection with this new pass are not of such

a character as to interfere seriously with
the traffic. There is another thing that
Sulggests itself naturally to any one who
reads the Bill. The Canadian Pacific
Railway Company have been voted by
Parliament large sums of money and
large quantities of very valuable
land; since this was done, something
rMore than a year ago, the value
Of these lands has been considerably in-
creased. Although it was said 12 or 15

months ago, that it was doubtful whether
the Company had made a good bargain,
at present no one pretends that the Com-
pany have not made a most excellent one;
every one now admits that the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company stand to make
a very large sum of money out of their
contract.

HON. MR. CHAPAIS-So they should.

HON. MR. POWER-I have no ob-
jection to that ; but I think, when a com-
pany come to Parliament with a propo-
sition to shorten their line 79 miles, and
so diminish in a very considerable degree
the cost of constructing the road, that the
country should reap, to a certain extent,
the benefit of this diminution. It seems
to me that the Bill should contain some
provision for the reduction of the amount
to be paid, either in land or money, to the
company in consideration of the very con-
.siderable reduction in the length of the
road.

HON. MR. MACDONALD-I think
the company in charge of this road can be
very safely left to fix their own gradients.
They would not take a line with very
considerable gradients and leave an easy
line untouched. I am assured by an en-
gineer of good standing that the gain to
the company by shortening the line 79
miles will far more than compensate for
any difficulty in the gradients and that it
is more advantageous to have a short road
than to have gradients a few feet higher
or more difficult.' I think this Bill is sur-
rounded by very great precautions to pre-
vent the company going within 'oo miles
of the boundary and so to prevent any
tapping of our trade. As I said before,
I think the company can be safely trusted
to select the gradients.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I think it
is guarded well by being subject to the
Governor-General-in-Council, whose. ap-
proval must be given to the whole matter.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I think there
is very little difference indeed in the gra-
dients. I have had a good deal to do
with engineers,-talking with them upon
this very subject-and my information is
that the difference in the grades will be
slight. Then so far as the reduction of
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the expense to the Company, in conse-
quence of lessening the distance, is con-
cerned, I believe the cost of the work will
be much greater than if the original plan
were carried out. Th ey consider however
that it will be worth a great deal more to
them to have a shorter road, and that the
saving in the future will more than
repay the additional outlay; consequently
they are willing to spend more money on
it at present. I think the House may
rest perfectly assured from the way the
Company has taken hold of the work,
and are now pushing it forward, that they
are not building the road as if they were
going to hand it over to another corpor-
ation. They have good hopes-in which
I trust they will not be disappointed-
that the road will pay, and they are
making a very much better road-so the
engineers tell me who have been over it
as far as it is completed-than they had
agreed to make under their contract. So
we should feel perfectly safe in leaving
this matter in the hands of the Company.
I am satisfied any change that is made in
this way will be for the benefit of the
whole country as well as for the Company
itself.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
hon. gentleman from Halifax (Mr. Power)
complains rather of my not having gone
more into the details of this Bill. If I
had thought that the House desired it I
would have beep ready to do so, but
everyone who hears me has probably read
the details of the Bill, or heard them
spoken of, with great care, in another
place, and it seems to me that it would
be rather tedious to go over the same
ground, or part of it in this House upon
the present occasion. The objections
taken by my hon. friend do not seem to
me to be of very much moment or strength.
As regards gradients there is no proposi-
tion in the Bill to alter the grades in any
way. Therefore the original provisions
which governed that question will be the
same whether the road is built by the
Yellow Head Pass or by the one which is
mentioned as a substitute for it. The
rule adopted in the original Bill with
reference to gradients was, that the road
should be the same in that respect as the
Union Pacific Railway, which road at the
time was spoken of as doing a very
large business, and quite capable of

HON. MR. OGILVIE.

having heavy freight trains-doing in
fact all the business that the road
we are now discussing will be re-
quired to do. That was the pattern
which we were to follow and upon which
the Canadian Pacific Railway was to be
modeled and no change has been made
in that respect. As regards taking away
from the company some portion of their
land or of their subsidy in money because
of the shortening of the road, I understand,
and the hon. gentlemen who have just
spoken repeated it, that so far as opinion
can now be formed, the road by the new
route, if it is adopted, will cost therm
more than they would expend if the
original plan by the Yellow Head Pass
was followed. I think there is no reason
why there should be any interference in
that respect, as the country will have a
short route which will be of great advan-
tage in the future. I hope the hon.
gentleman will not mind my saying so,
but I do not think there is much in the
objection he has taken.

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

NIAGARA PENINSULA BRIDGE
COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY moved concur-
rence in the amendments made by the
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors to Bill (67), "An Act to incorpor-
ate the Niagara Peninsula Bridge Con-
pany." He said: The first amendment
to this Bill is to the third clause and is a
proviso " That nothing herein contained
shall be construed to affect any rights here-
tofore acquired under any Act of the
Legislature of the Province of Ontario
respecting any Road or Carriage Way
along the Banks of the Niagara River."
That was rendered necessary by informa-
tion given to the Committee that the
legislature of the Province of Ontario had
authorised the making of this carriage
way. And as we did not wish in any way
to interfere with powers aheady granted,
and as there was room for both a bridge
and railway, we modified it in that way.
Another amendment was that to the
2oth section, the section which authorized
the company to lease their property to any
Railway Company, or to amalgamate
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With them in or out of the Province ; this
is a power which we have studiously re- a
fused to grant to these bridge companies, 0
and for that substituted an amendment, 1
Which we printed in the minutes, giving t
then power:-

"to enter into any agreement with any other
Company for the use or partial use of or for the
leasing or hiring of any rolling stock, loco-
motives, cars or moveable property, and
generally to make any agreement with any
Other Company touching, running powers over
the railway or bridge hereby authorized to be
buit, or over the railway or bridge of the
Other Company, or touching the use of the
rolling stock or movable property of the other
Company, or touching any service to be rend-
ered by one Company to the other ard the
compensation therefor. Provided that any
Such agreement shall be first approved of and
authorized by the shareholders of the Coin-
Pany herebyincorporated at an annual, general
or special meeting of the same called for that
Purpose."

To 'these amendments I apprehend
there .will. be no objection. The other
atnendment by itself would have been of
Sorne importance, but after the discuss-
'on the other day it will not be necessary
for me to enlarge upon it. It is an amend-
MYent to the sixth section of the Bill, the
section which requires an act ofthe Congress
'Of the United States to be passed consenting
to the bridging of the St. Lawrence or the
Niagara River. An amendment was
Passed by the Committee, after a discussion
in this House to a similar bil-the Ottawa,
Waddington and New York Railway and
Bridge Companys Bill-and that amend-
Mleut was substituted for the section. In
this Bill provision is made that it shall not
go into operation until the consent of the
Proper authorities in the United States bas
been given. With regard to that I propose
to 'nove the substitution of the clause in
the Bill with an amendment such as was
Muade the other day to /the Ottawa,
Waddington and New York Railway and
Bridge Companys Bill requiringthe consent
Of the Congress or of the Executive of the
United States. For the present I move
that the amendments made in this Bill to
the third and twentieth sections be con-
curred in.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I now move the
substitution of the sixth clause as it ori-
ginally stood :

" The Company shall not commene the
ctual erection of the said bridge until an Act
f the Congress of the United States of
America has been passed consenting to or ap-
roving the bridging of the said river or until
he Executive of the United States lias con
ented to and approved thereof ; but the Com-
pany shail have the power in the meantime to
,cquire the lands, submit their plans to the
Governor in Council, and do all other the
natters and things anthorized by this Act,
except the commencement of the actual con-
truction or erection of the bridge, and the
ime for the completion of the work as fixed

by this Act shall run from the date of the
passing of the said Act of the said Congress,
or the date of the si gnification of the assent or
approval of the Executive of the United
States of America."

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-I believe
that this would still unnecessarily hamper
the Company. The amendment intro-
duced in the Committee was as follows :-

" The consent or approval of the authority
or authorities in the United States of America,
havin under the constitution of that country,
jurisdiction over the undertaking to bridge
the said river, shall have been obtained for
the purpose of so bridging the same: Pro-
vided, however, that the Company shall have
the power in the rneantime to acquire the
lands, submit their plans to the Governor in
Council, and do pll other the matters and
things authorized hy the Act, except the
commencement of the actual construction or
erection of the bridge; and the time for the
con pletion of the work as fixed by this Act
shal run from the date of such consent or ap-
proval of the proper constitutional authority
or authorities in the United States of Amer-
ica."

That would give the parties quite as
much trouble as they ought to have; still,
from the information they gathered and
from the information since conveyed to
me, they were quite able to get the neces-
sary authority from the State of New York,
which has complete control of the matter.
The proposed amendment is very different
from that which was adopted in the Rail-
way Committee. It was added, I know,
to the Ottawa, Waddington and New York
Railway and Bridge Company's Bill, but
in that case the bridge is to be erected
over the St. Lawrence, where vessels are
passing up and down continually during
the season of navigation. Although the
word " draw " was unnecessarily inserted
in this Bill, they are constructing this
bridge at a place where there is no navi-
gation.
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HON. MR. AIKINS-There is nothing of a committee is deprived of his rights
to prevent vessels passing there. as a member of this House?

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-My im
pression is that the amendment made in
the Committee, which I have read, is
ample and ought to be satisfactory to the
House. It contains nothing inconsistent
with the courtesy which is due to the peo-
ple of the United States, and it would give
our people the facilities which they require
to enable them to complete the bridge.
They could go on, it is true, under the
proposed clause, but it would cause them
a great deal of trouble and expense and
protract the work unnecessarily.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I arn very
desirous that we should have uniformity
of legislation on these matters. In the
Committee this matter was thoroughly
discussed, and I consider there is no dif-
ference between this Bill and the Ottawa,
Waddington & New York Railway and
Bridge Company's Bill. In each case the
bridge crosses navigable water. This
company contemplated that there might
be navigation, because they made provision
for a draw. I hope we will come to some
determination on this subject, and have
uniform legislation on this important mat-
ter, which affects international rights, and
thr navigation of a river which is used in
common by both countries.

HON. MR. POWER-The desire for
uniformity is very commendable, but still
there are other things more desirable than
uniformity. Justice or fair play is more
important, and when we look at the exact
position of things in this case there may
appear some reason for not accepting the
arnendment which has been moved by the
hon. gentleman from -Amherst. I may
remark, although I do not wish to be un-
derstood as speaking with any feeling
about the matter, that it is a somewhat
unusual spectacle to find the chairman of
a committee moving to amend an alter-
ation which has been made in the Bill by
a three-fourths majority of the committee.
It seems to me that an amendment of
that sort ought to be left to some other
member of the Senate.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Does the
the hon. gentleman say that the chairman

HON. Mr. POWER-I do not say so:
I say it is an unusual spectacle. This
case, as the hon. gentleman from Wal-
lace has pointed out, is sonewhat
different from the one that was before
the House recently. In the latter case
the .proposition was to build a bridge
across a river which is a great highway
for commerce : in this case it is to bridge
a river where there is really no commerce.
The United States authorities, as far as
any one can gather, hold, that if a river is
not one over which commerce passes, the
Federal power has no necessary connec-
tion with it, and the authority of the State
is quite sufficient. The position of affairs
in this instance, as I understand it, is this:
there are already, I think, two bridges
spanning the Niagara River. . It is de-
sirable, in the interest of commerce
between the two countries, that as many
bridges as can conveniently be constructed
should be built there. The more bridges
there are, the less, I presume, will be the
cost of carrying trade across. the river.
The bridges which are there now were
constructed by companies whose charters
contained no such provision as the chairman
of the committee proposes to insert in
this Bill. If itwas not inserted in their char-
ters itis not necessary that this Bill should
contain it. It is throwing an obstacle in the
way of the company unnecessarily. I
should not have said anything about this
only that the amendment made by the
Committee completely covers the ground
taken both by the hon. gentleman who is
Chairman of the Committee and by the
Minister of Justice. What is the provi-
sion ? It is that the consent or approval
of. the authority or authorities in the
United States having under the constitu-
tiori of that country jurisdiction over the
undertaking to bridge the said river, shall
be obtained for the purpose of so bridging
the sane. Now, if an Act of Congress be
necessary this clause requires that that
Act shall be obtained ; if the consent of
the Executive of the United States be
necessary, under thii amendment made by
the Committee that consent must be ob-
tained : and if, as a great many men in
the State of New York, who ought to
understand their own business fairly well,
think it is necessary only to obtain the con-
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sent of the State of New York, that also is
covered by this provision. The clause
proposed by my hon. friend from Amherst
does not cover the case where the con-
sent of the State of New York is required.
Why should we impose upon this Com-
pany the obligation to get something
which may be unnecessary ?

HON. MR. AIKINS-Uniformity may
not be always advisable, but I think in
this case the House should be consistent
with itself, following the decision a few
days ago, that this proposed clause should
be inserted in the Bill to incorporate the
Ottawa, Waddington and New York Rail-
way and Bridge Company. The St. Law-
rence is a navigable river, and by treaty
the United States have a perfect right to
navigate it. The Niagara River is also
navigable, and I cannot see the difference
between the two. Those who are con-
versant with that section of the country,
know that probably as many vessels are
not likely to pass up and down the Nia-
gara as n4vigate the St. Lawrence, but the
Principle is the same in both cases. The
Hlouse having introduced that provision
in the one bill, should also include it in
the other.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The hon. sena-
tor froin Halifax expresses surprise that I
should make this motion to amend a
clause inserted in the Bill by the Com-
mittee. I was not exactly prepared for
that announcement, because I was under
the impression that my hon. friend
was in the House the other day
when this whole matter was discussed,
and that, in fact, he had addressed
the House himself. On that occasion I
stated that there was a provision in this
Bill, the effect of which I explained, and
I left it to the House to decide whether
that amendment should be taken from
the Ottawa, Waddington & New York
Company's Bill, and said that if the House
concluded to make the amendment sug-
gested by the Minister of Justice, it would
be absolutely necessary to amend this Bill
in the same direction. I stated that dis-
tinctly, and I certainly was not prepared
for ariy discussion of the kind to-day.
My hon. friend from Wallace (Mr. Mac-
farlane), I take it for granted, could not
have been in the House at the time, or he
Would not have raised this contention. I

thought the matter was made plain the
other day when both hon. gentlemen ex-
pressed surprise that there should be any
necessity for this legislation. In the first
place, with regard to this river, it is part of
the great artery, the St. Lawrence. We
inserted a similar provision to this in the
Act which was passed for bridging that
stream seven or eight hundred miles above
that point-the Sault Ste. Marie Bridge
Bill. We are told now that there were
two bridges built across the Niagara River
and that this provision was not thought
necessary in either case ; but this question
was never raised until this session,
when the Minister of Justice, in the dis-
charge of his duty, called the attention of
the House to it, and gave very good rea-
sons, I thought, for requiring such a pro-
vision. He said that this being an inter-
national boundary we did not want to
have any complication or any ill feeling
with the United States. It is all very well
to talk about the State authorities, but in
a matter of this kind it is one of interna-
tional comity and good feeling, and we
simply ask, before we assume to give
authority to build those bridges, even over
the half of the river within our jurisdic-
tion, that the Federal Government, or the
Congress of the United States, should
give their sanction to it. The necessity
for that arose in this way : I believe it has
been ascertained beyond all question that
a state has power to ,build a bridge, but
as regards the question of navigation it
is absolutely indispensable that the work
should have the approval of the Federal
authorities. As this Bill originally stood
it required that the consent of the United
States Congress should be obtained, and
from the best information we could get
that is necessary; but my hon. friend the
Minister of Justice, when it was pressed
upon him, thought that the Federal Ex-
ecutive could give the same authority, and
it was hardly necessary to tie up the
parties in this way and be consented to
add the woids " by the consent or appro-
val of the executive government." The
clause was amended in that way, and that
made the matter perfectly clear. My
hon. friend says now, that his amendnent
which was adopted in committee meets
the case, but it does not : it leaves a
loop-hole for a difficulty.

HoN. MIR. 1OWER--How?
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HON. MR. DICKEY-Because it says
"the consent or approval. of the authority
or authorities of the United States of
America, having under the constitution of
that country the jurisdiction to bridge the
said river," but there is a question of
navigation behind it, and a question of
treaties, and the Government here might
be placed in a very unfortunate position
if they did not get the consent of the
authorities h.ving control over navigation.
The Minister of Justice said he thought
the furthest we could go was to give the
power to bridge, subject to the consent
and approval of the Federal authorities of
the United States. I trust that the
House will have no difficulty in accepting
the amendment. I regret that I should
be placed in the position to ask the House
for the sake of uniformity, to accept a
different amendment from the one adopted
in committee, but I thought it was under-
stood that all bills in future should contain
this provision.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-It
was agreed to.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-Yes, it was
agreed to the other day in the House, and
therefore, I do not think that we should
be detained any longer with explanations
on the subject.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
thought it was clearly understood the other
day. The Bill as it stood had a clause
in it providing that an Act of Congress
should be obtained. The hon. gentleman
carried an amendment in the committee,
that the consent of the proper authorities
in the United States should be obtained.
When the question was raised upon the
Ottawa, Waddington, and New York'
Company's Bill the Chairman of the com-
mittee said " It is just as well to discuss
this question now, and then we shall have
no further discussion on the next bill"
Thp hon. gentleman from Ialifax (Mr.
Power) was silent, and, therefore, I thought
it was understood the rule should be that
the language which I adopted at his sug-
gestion (it was not the whole of his sug-
gestion, but it was going a certain distance?
in the direction he desired) should govern
all these bills. Certainly the language
rcpeated by the Chairman of the
Çommittee was used and the

hon. member from Halifax (Mr. Power)
did not dissent, so I thought it was under-
stood all round that the clause having
once been framed should be inserted in
all these bills, for the purpose of avoiding
any uncomfortable correspondence with
the United States.

HON. MR. POWER---There was no
agreement, as far as I was concerned.
With reference to the Ottawa, Wadding-
ton & New York Company's Bill, the
amendment was made in the House. The
Bill had been reported from the commit-
tee, with a provision requiring that an
Act of Congress should be passed before
the construction of the bridge should be
commenced, and an amendment was
made giving greater liberty to the promo-
ters of the Bill.

HOR. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-It
was certainly unde-stood that that amend-
ment should govern this Bill too.

HON. MR. POWER-I was in my
place, as usual, and I remember that in
the course of the speech made by the hon.
member from Amherst, in connection
with the Ottawa, Waddington & New York
Company's Bill, he stated, incidentally, that
he presumed it was better to discuss the
whole question at once. Perhaps I ought
to have got up and said, "No it is
not," but I do not feel that I was
bound by a casual remark made by
the hon. gentleman in the course of his
speech : I think that is carrying the doc-
trine of silence giving consent too far. I
do not propose now to divide the House
on this question; I am merèly expressing
my opinions, as I think I am free to do.

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

ST. LAWRENCE RIVER IM-
PROVEMENT BILL

THIRD READING.

The House went into Committee of the
Whole on Bill (130), "An Act to make
further provision for the improvement of
the River St. Lawrence between Mohtreal
and Quebec."

HON. MR. AIKINS said the object of
the Bill, as he had explained, was to raise

(8 EN AT E.] Im11provement Bill.



MaterP Bill. 419

money by the issue of debentures, for the
purpose of improving the navigation of
the St. Lawrence between Montreal and
high tide water.

HON. MR. POWER said he under-
stood the hon. gentleman to say that the
sum to be raised under this Bill would be
recouped in a great measure from some
other source: nothing of the kind appeared
in the Bill.

HON. MR. AIKINS said his explana-
tion was that plant was held valued at
$6oo,ooo and although the amount stated
in this Bill exceeded what was authorized
by the Act 36 Vic., it would be recouped
by this plant held by the Harbor Trust.
The expenditure on the improvement of
navigation was a tax upon the shipping in
the port of Montreal, and so far as the
Government were concerned, they were
only guaranteeing money which was to be
refunded by the Harbor Trust.

HON. MR. McMASTER from the
Committee repoited the Bill without
amendment.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

HALIFAX HARBOR MASTER BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House went into Committee of the
Whole on Bill (140), " An Act to amend
the Act 35 Vic., Cap. 42, respecting the
appointment of a Harbor Master for the
Port of Halifax.

HON. MR. AIKINS said the tariff of
fees was made, by this Bill, the same as
in the general Act. So far as the tax
upon shipping was concerned, there
would be very little difference, but the
scale was closer and, it was believed,
would be much more satisfactory to the
trade.

HON. MR. POWER called attention
to a very important fact which, he thought
had escaped the attention of the hon.
gentleman who introduced the Bill. The
Act of 1872, which provided a different
tariff from that contained in the general
Act, exempted vessels engaged in the

coasting trade and the fishing trade from
the payment of any fee. That exemption
was not contained in this Bill. No vessel
of over twenty tons register was exempt,
and consequently only yachts and small
fishing smacks would escape this tax.
The duty of Parliament was to legislate
in the interest of the country, and not in
the interest of the Harbor Master at Halifax
an officer who was as unnecessary as a fifth
wheel to a coach. The only effect this Bill
would have would be to increase his salary.
He was allowed fees not exceeding in the
aggregate $1,6oo a year, but probably as
they had not reached that amount, the
object of this Bill was to increase his
salary. He (Mr. Power) did not suppose
that the Government, on the eve of an
election, wished to impose a tax upon the
coasting and fishing vessels of the coun-
try calling at Halifax harbour.

HON. MR. ALMON agreed with a
great deal that had fallen from the senior
member from Halifax. He was averse
to anything being added to the expense of
vessels entering the port of Halifax.
Fishing vessels from Lunenburg brought
cargoes of wood to Halifax, sold it there
and with the proceeds purchased an outfit
for a trip to the Banks or Labrador or
elsewhere. To these people a small sum
was a good deal, and if this fee were im-
posed they would think twice before going
to Halifax; they would purchase their
outfits at Lunenburg instead. One of the
reasons assigned by Sir Hugh Allan for
preferring Portland to Halifax was that
the fees were higher at the latter port. If
the fees were increased it would prevent
many vessels from calling there, and the
Intercolonial Railway would lose a large
amount of freight in that way. He agreed
with his colleague that a harbour-master
was not wanted in a port like that of
Halifax where there was plenty of room,
and no danger of collision.. The official
who held the position before the present
harbour-master was appointed was bed-
ridden for twelve maonths before his death,
yet the harbour went on just as well with-
out him. He (Mr. Almon) congratulated
his colleague an having found out the
amount of Mr. O'Brien's salary. When
the hon. gentleman complained that his
co-religionists had not received a fair share
of patronage, Mr. O'Brien's position was
referred to-
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HON. MR. POWER-This does not fix
a salary of $1,6oo : it says that his salary
shall not exceed that.

HON. MR. ALMON thought the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Power) must be at the
bottom of this Bill. He had complained
that the harbor master's salary was too
small, and now the Government were
bringing in a Bill to increase it. He
(Mr. Almon) concurred, however, in the
opinion that the fees at the port of Hali-
fax should not be increased.

HON. MR. KAULBACH thought that
an efficient harbor master was necessary
at Halifax, and he believed they had a
capable man in the position. It was ten
years since the appointment was made,
but it was thought at that time that the
tariff was sufficiently high to cover his
salary. He (Mr. Kaulbach) did not know
whether it had fallen below the $i,6oo or
not, but he presumed it had, and it Was
intended in this way to increase the
amount.

HON. MR. AIKINS-Nothing of the
kind..

HON MR. KAULBACH thought that
$i,6oo was not too large a salary for an
efficient officer at the port of Halifax. He
wished to correct an error into which the
Minister of Inland Revenue had fallen as
to the tonnage of vessels engaged in the
fishing trade. Instead of being under 20

tons, they ran from 8o to 12o, or 130 tons.
Such vessels under this Bill would be
obliged to pay this fee. However, it was
a small amount, and was payable only once
a year. He did not believe it would be
considered a burdensome tax. If the
tariff under the existing Act was not suf-
ficient to pay the harbor master $i,6oo,
the amount ought to be raised in some
other way.

HON. MR. AIKINS said the assuniption
of the hon. Senator from Halifax as to the
object of the Bill was incorrect. It was
not to increase the harbor master's salary,
and that gentleman's remuneration had
not fallen below the amount fixed by law.
Last year the fees collected amounted to
$î,8oo. Taking the tonnage of fishing
vessels to be as the hon. Senator from

Lunenburg (Mr. Kaulbach) had stated,
the fee would be only one dollar.

HON. MR. POWER said, under the
existing law, ships trading between ports
in the Dominion, and those engaged in the
fishing trade, were exempt.

HON. MR. AIKINS said that, under
the new law, they would pay only one
dollar. The Bill was introduced to make
the tariff of fees uniform with that in force
in all other ports of the Dominion.

HON. MR. POWER wished to know
whether this Bill had been recommended
by the Chamber of Commerce of Halifax,
or not ?

HON. Mr. AIKINS could not answer
the question affirmatively because he did
not know ; but if it had not been, he did
not see why the Port of Halifax should be
made an exception to the rule which
applied to every other port in the Mari-
time Provinces.

HON. MR. POWER repeated that a
harbor master was wholly unnecessary at
Halifax, and he objected to the fees
collected for the support of such an un-
necessary official being made any heavier.
He therefore moved that the 33rd and
34th lines in the first clause be omitted
and the following substituted therefor :
" Ships engaged in trading between ports
and places in the Dominion or in the
fishing trade shall be exempt from the
payment of any fee." This would leave
the fees to be paid altogether by sea-going
vessels.

HON. MR. KAULBACH said the ap-
pointment had been made in 1872 or
1873, before the Mackenzie Government
came into power, and the hon. gentleman
during the five years that his friends were
in office had never raised an objection to
the office being continued.

HON. MR. CARVELL said that if it
were possible to allow vessels under fifty
tons to be exempt it would be better He
did not agree with the Senators from Hali-
fax that a harbor master was unnecessary
at such a magnificent port.

HON. 'i. HcCLELAN, from the
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Committee, reported that they had made
some progress with the Bill and asked
leave to sit again.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (35), "An Act for anending the
Acts relating to The Trust and Loan
Company of Canada, and for enlarging
the powers of the said Company."-(Mr.
Gibbs.)

Bill (95), "An Act to amend the Act
incorporating the Bell Telephone Com-
pany of Canada."-(Mr. Allan.)

Bill (114), "An Act. respecting the
Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa & Occidental
Railway."

Bill (8o), "An Act respecting the River
St. Clair Railway Bridge and Tunnel
Company."- (Mr. Dickey.)

Bill (97), "An Act to incorporate the
Calais and St. Stephen's Railway Bridge
Company.-(Mr. Botsford.)

The Senate adjourned at 6.05 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, April 25th, 1882.

The Speaker took the Chair at three
o'clock. p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

The following bills, reported without
amendment, from Standing Committees,
were read the third time and passed:

Bill (138) "An Act to authorize the
Canada Co-operative Supply Association
(limited) to issue preference stock." (Mr.
Ryan).

Bill (69) " An Act to grant certain
powers to the C. W. Williams manufac-
turing Company and to change the name
thereof to the Williams Manufacturing
Company." (Mr. Ferrier.)

Bill (92) "An Act to incorporate the
Sisters of Charity of the North West Ter-
ritories." (Mr. Trudel.)

Bill (1o5) " An Act to amend the char-
ter of the Fellowes Medical Manufacturing
Company." (Mr. Ryan,)

WINNIPEG AND SPRINGFIELD
-BRIDGE COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

Ho.. MR. BELLEROSE, from the
Committee on Standing Orders and Pri-
vate Bills, reported Bill (15) "An Act to
incorporate the Winnipeg and Springfield
Bridge Company" with an amendment.
He said: As there is only one amend-
ment, I move that it be concurred in.
The amendment is a clause added to the
end of the Bill in these words :-

''Nothing herein contained shall be con-
i-trued to contravene or conflict with any
legislation ultra vires of the Legielature of the-
Province of Manitoba."

This Bill being one that might conflict
with the legislation of the Legislature of
Manitoba, it was thoughT advisable to add
this amendment.

HON. MR. DICKEY-This amend-
ment is either unnecessary or improper.
If this Parliament has power to pass a bill
for the construction of a bridge over a
navigable stream the amendment is un-
necessary, but if we have not the power
to enact such legislation the Bill should
not be here at all. If we have the power
to pass it why should we invite a conflict
with the legislation of Manitoba? if this
amendment is prospective and the bill
passed by this Parliament may be over,
ridden by the legislature of Manitoba it
should receive the attention of the Min-
ister of Justice.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
amendment seemed to me to be one that
accomplishes nothing, and therefore, so
far as I was concerned, I saw no objection
to it. If it is a matter that is in the
power of the legislature of Manitoba, it is
there and we cannot interfere with it; and
if it is a matter that is within our jurisdic-
tion, the local legislature cannot interfere
with it.

HON. MR. GIBBS-I was going to take
exception io the amendment, but my
remarks have been anticipated by the hon.
member from Amherst. It struck me
just as it did him, that the amendment
while harmless either way did invite criti-
cism, and the bill itself may be, perhaps,
open to the objection that it contravenes
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some statute already passed or to be
passed by the Legislature of Manitoba,
and I do not think it is advisable to
insert a clause of that kind, because, in
the future it nay render it necessary to
insert similar clauses in other bills when-
ever the question arises as to the jurisdic-
tion pf this Parliament.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-The clause
does not affect the constitutionality of the
bill, but there is an objection, and it is
this : While we are legislating here on this
matter, they may be legislating on the
same subject in Manitoba, and the power
may be granted there to build the bridge
just within the power given here, and then
the question of constitutionality will arise.
It is just the reason why I rose in my
place the other'day and objected to this
bill, because, as a matter of justice, Par-
liament ought not to pass a bill without
having its constitutionality decided. Sup-
pose we incorporate a Company here, and
have not the power to do so, it leaves the
Company open to an action before the
courts. That is why I say it should be
decided here by men learned in the law,
whether such a bill as this comes within
the jurisdiction of this Parliament or
whether it belongs solely to the
local legislature. It may be all very well
to make cases for the courts, but we are
not legislating for the courts, but for the
public at large. The amendment was
inserted in the Bill not because it was
considered it would make it constitutional,
but simply to show that even in this Parlia-
ment there were objections to the Bill,
and that there were parties who thought
Parliament had no power.to pass a mea-
sure of this kind. The hon. member
from Amherst ought to remember that he
took a stand in ,this House the other day
on a bill of this kind, and said that while
he could not say whether the objection to
it was right or wrong, it had been the
custom in the past to accept these bills,
and it would be too bad now to reject this
one. Is this a reason for this House to
pass a bill ? I say no. I contend that
the only valid argument is we legislate for
the public at large and one legislation
should be such that no constitutional dif-
ficulties should arise out of it. As it is
admitted on both sides that this amend-
ment has no great importance on one side
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or the other, I hope hon gentlemen will
let it stand and pass the bill as amended.

HON. MR. POWER-It will be remem-
bered that when this Bill, or a similar one,
was before the Senate not long ago, the
Hon. the Minister of Justice intimated
his impression that the Bill was one which
really ought to have been passed by the
Legislature of Manitoba, and with that
view, as stated by the Chairman of the
Committee, this section was added to the
measure in other to show that this Parlia-
ment did not claim in a very positive way
the right to legislate in that direction,
and to prevent any contlict arising between
our legislation and that of the Province,
and I am a little surprised that the hon.
member from Amherst should have ob-
jected to this provision, because, substan-
tially, it is merely an expression of courtesy
towards the Provincial Legislature. The
hon. gentleman was very resolute a few
days ago in insisting that we should be
particularly courteous towards the Gov-
ernment of the United States, and I do
not see why he should be disposed to
refuse similar courtesy towards the Legis-
lature of one of our own Provinces. The
substantial effect of this section is to
recognize the right of the Province of
Manitoba to legislate in the premises and
to admit the fact that we do not claim
any unquestioned right to legislate. Its
effect may be in the future to prevent
misapprehensions, and it can do no harm,
therefore I can see no reason why the
House should not adopt it.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I am very glad
to find that if I do not succeed in im-
pressing my views on the hon. senator
from Halifax (Mr. Power), I certainly do
succeed in surprising him occasionally.
The Chairman of the Committee says that
this clause was added to stop litigation-

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-No, I never
said such a thing. That would be absurd.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I understood
the hon. gentleman to say so. I think
he will find by looking at the Bill that it
invites litigatIon, and if my hon. friend is
logically correct, the Bill introduced by
the Government, the other day, for the
control of bridges over navigable waters,
ought to be opposed and thrown out

HON. MR, Ganns,
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of the House ; for that Bill attempts to
deal not only with the Red River, which
is undoubtedly a navigable stream, but
with all rivers. I do think that this will
be a measure which can only have the
effect of unsettling the minds of the people
who are interested in this bridge, and in-
viting conflict with the authorities in Man-
itoba. I do not think that that is desira-
ble ; and I say again that, if my hon.
friend is consistent, he will certainly op-
Pose the Bill, which is to come up before
us very shortly, by which the Government
propose to take the control of these rivers
in their own hands. If we have no right
to pass a bill to incorporate a company to
bridge the Red River, we have no right to
pass a bill which niot only gives us control
of all rivers, but forbids the erection of
bridges over them unless sanctioned by
the Governor-General in Council.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I see a
difference between this Bill and the one
to which the hon. gentleman has referred.
The latter is one with reference to bridges
to-be constructed over navigable waters
under the authority of provincial legisla-
tion. When they are navigable streams
I believe the Dominion authorities have
that power, because they must see that
the passage for boats is not interfered
with, but as to the construction itself of
bridges, for my own part I believe we
have no such authority, because a bridge
is a structure which leads from one shore
to another, and not only the provincial
but the municipal authorities have to be
consulted about its construction. There-
fore such legislation ought to fall under
the jurisdiction of the local legislatures. I
have no doubt about that ; still I would
not say that my opinion is correct, because
I am not a lawyer. My opinion is found-
ed upon common sense, which sometimes
is not consistent with law, I regret to say.
I believe the leader of this House ought
to take a stand upon this subject and
decide whether this Bill is utra vires or
intra vires of this Parliament. I do not
feel quite disposed however, to press the
hon. gentleman to give his decision upon
this point, because he seems to be so
strongly in favor of a legislative union that
I distrust his judgment. I would rather
rely upon the judgment of the House,
because many members here representing

the smaller provinces must be opposed to
a legislative union.

HON MR. BOTSFOR)---On a further
consideration of this amendment, I think
it is unnecessary and should not be in-
cluded in the Bill. I was on the Com-
mittee when it was suggested that the
amendment should be made, and I
confess I did not give it that consideration
which its importance.demands ; but when
the objection is made by the hon. member
from Amherst (Mr. Dickey), and con-
curred in by the Minister of Justice, I see
clearly that it tends to cause litigationi
rather than prevent it. I am strongly of
the opinion myself that the Dominion
Parliament has a right to pass acts of
incorporation for the construction of
bridges over navigable streams, and this
carnes with it all the rights necessary for
the construction of those bridges, just in
the same way as an act for the construc-
tion of a railway carries such rights. The
Dominion Parliament deals with private
rights so far as is necessary for the con-
struction of a work which the British
North America Act gives the Dominion
Parliament power to build. Being of the
opinion that it is perfectly within the
power of this Parliament to deal with and
create corporations for bridging navigable
streams, I think we have, consequently,
as an incident to that, power to deal with
property, and this amendment throws
doubt where there is no doubt.

HON. MR. DICKEY moved that the
amendment made by the Committee be
struck out.

HON. MR. POWER-There seems to
be a good deal of difference of opinion
about this amendment, and, as it has not
been printed, I would respectfully suggest
that the consideration of it be postponed
until to-morrow.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-The Gov-
eriment measure shows that this Parlia-
ment, if it has any jurisdiction in the
matter, has only concurrent jurisdiction
with the provincial legislature,. because
the first section of the Bill says : "no
bridge constructed under the authority of
an Act of a Legislature of a Province of
Canada." That shows that the power to
grant such charters does not rest with us,
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but with the Provinces : so that it is an
argument against the hon. gentlemen
from Westmoreland and the hon. Senator
from Amherst. It shows that in the
opinion of the Government it rests with
the provincial authorities to give the
right to build these bridges.. 'l'he clause
continues, " or under the authority of the
North-West Territories or of the District
of Keewatin, shall, so far as the same
mnay interfere with. navigation, etc.";
so it is decidedly the opinion of the Gov-
ernment that the power of this Parliament
is confined to sceing that the channel
is not obstructed by the bridge. '['he
Act itself shows that I was right, and that
the argument of the hon. gentleman was
not a sound one.

HON. NIR. HAYTHORNE I was a
member of the Committee to which this
Bill was referred. I did not object to the
clause when it was up, because I consid-
ered it of a harmless and consolatory na-
ture in a double sense-partly because it
recognized the claim of the provinces to
legislate upon such subjects as this, and
also because it was consolatory towards
what I may call the opinions, not to say
prejudices, of hon. gentlemen here who
have rather a high idea of provincial pow-
ers on this question. For these reasons,
and also because I was aware of the fact
that the attention of this House would
shortly be called to another Bill, which
is now in preparation, and would obviate
the necessity of coming to Parliament in
future for such nieasures as this, I thought
the clause was not of sufficient importance
to offer objections in the Committee; but
I am not at all wedded to it, and I shall
feel nfyself at libertyto oppose the amend-
ment.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
do not think there is any occasion for the
amendment of the hon. member from
Amherst. There is but one amendnent
recommended by the report of the Com-
mittee, and therefore a vote can be taken
upon the report itself.

HON. MIR. )ICKEY-I intend to
move that it be referred back to Com-
mittee to strike out this amendment.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-There
is nothing else in the report, and we can
just negative it.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE.

HON. MR. POWER-If the report of the
committee is not agreed to then the Bill
is lost, as I understand it.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-Then
it had better be referred back to the
committee.

HON. MR. DICKEY moved that the
report be referred back to the committee
with instructions to strike out the amend-
ment.

'l'he Senate divided on the amend-
ment which was carried by the following
vote :-
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JOHN'S BRIDGE COMPANY'S
BILL

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-From the
committee on Standing Orders and Pri-
vate Bills moved concurrence in the
amendment made to Bill (19), "An Act to
incorporate the St. John's Bridge Com-
pany." He said: I move that the House
do concur in this amendment which is the
same as in the Bill which has just been
passed. I may say that I congratulate
the House on the stand taken on the
report of the Committee on the previous
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Bill. * I remarked that on a former occas- falling back from their opinion and are
ion a report came from a committee of willing to vote in a contrary sense. I
this House and it was opposed on the was not present in the Committee when
ground that it was not in accordance with this amendment was discussed, but when
the facts; but that objection was met by the I came in I was informed that it had been
statement tlÉat the House should hesitate decided to include the amendment in the
before it refused to accept a report of one other bil and it was thought we ought to
of its committees in which it had confi- do the same in this Bil. I certainly did
dence. But I see that the hon. gentle- fot object then, but when I come to look
Man who used that argument then has into it I think it is a most mischievous
since changed his mind, and that the amendment and in my judgement it
principle which was accepted as right then should fot be adopted.
is not proper on this occasion. To-day
the principle seems to bc that although HON. MR HAYTHORNE-I rise to
the committee had reported unanimously account for the vote I shah give on this
in favor of the amendment, certain meo- amendment, which is similar to one moved
bers of that Committee who seemed quite on a previous occasion. I sec that the
satisfied with the amendment in ('m vote bhicjc t gave on the committee was
rnittee are going to vote in this Hoise a wrong one, and I think, therefore, I ai
aIgainst their own report. One hion. perfectly justified in altering my opinion
gentleman at ail events acknowledged here, which I do without and e hesitatio.
that he would take such a course, and n
flust say it shews a peculiar courage on HON. MR. MACFARLANE--Hitherto
the part of such hon. gentleman, that they the practice has been that the reports of
are ready to undo their own work before committees, to whom matters have been
it is quite finished. For my own part I referred, have been accepted by the
accepted this amendment to a former House. It does seem now, however, that
miel for I thought it was a good one. It from the stand taken by committees in
Was when the hon. Minister of justice reference to matters coming before them,
introduced the Bill which I hold in my that very littwe attention is paid to the
hand (Bill D) and here it is admitted ouse. In reporting a bil that had been
that the provincial legisatures have referred to a committee, of which the hon.
the right to incorporate men to build gentleman from Amherst was chairman,
bridges over navigable waters. Now that hon gentleman actually moved an
this being admitted, what is the diffi- amendment to the report of his own com-
culty about amlowmg the amend ent to mittee, which report had been assented to
stand which is made to this Bill? I see by a large majority of that committee.
Bone, though I admit others may see With reference to the position just taken
what I fail to discover. I confess that by the on gentleman from DeLanaudière
the amendment may not be very impor- (Mr. Belerose) I ma say that the matter
tant, but for that very reason it seems was very extensively discussed in the com
strange that s much stress should be laid mittee; and while we ail fet that the
Upon taking it out; and therefore I say I right to construct such bridges was clearly,
congratulate the Hfuse, because it seems wholy and solely with the provincial
We are to be guided by a different prin- legisatures, yet some anxiety was expres-
Ciple to suit different occasions. I thought sed by several members of the committee
I might take the sane stand now as I did that if Parliament here refused the bi, the
on the previous Bih and I will move that wou d not have timetoobtain thesanction
the report be accepted as it is laid before the Manitoba Parliament, which issoon tc
the House: being a report of a committee meet, for the reason that notice had no
cf this House. been given; and the consequence woul

be that this valuable bridge would flot b
HON. MR. BOTSFORD-I do not built. For this reason we consented t

think the remarks of the hon. gentleman pass this Bill but otherwise we would hav
who has just sat down shouhd pass unno- refused it altogether. While we were pas
tced. He says that members of the sing the Bih we thought it right, as th
Committee after discussing and approving amendment certainly was not one of muc
of thr nne nmgnt in bammittee are nwo conseauence-bein somewhat like chin

t
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in porridge, not doing either much good
or injury-we thought we might as well
give them power to regulate the bridge as:
it would, at any rate, show that we were
not anxious to restrict their powers. We
added this amendment in connection with
the Bill introduced by the hon. Minister
of Justice as has been stated by the
Chairman of the Private Bills Committee.
As a member of the committee I agreed
to its insertion in this Bill,believing as I
do, that it will do no injury and I think
unless there are grave reasons for such a
course we should not refuse to adopt the
report of a Committee of this House.

HON. MR. BOTSFOR D-I move that
this report be not now adopted but that
it be referred back to the committee to
strike out the amendment.

HON MR. BELLEROSE-I rise to a
question of order. The hon. gentleman
has no right to move that amendment.
The hon. gentleman cannot make a second
speech; he has already spoken upon this
motion.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-I claim the
right to make the motion, I did not
intend to make a speech.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I rise to a
question of order :' I say that any gentle-
man who has spoken and has then taken
his seat, and been succeeded by another
gentleman who has also made a speech,
has no right to rise up a second time and
move one way or ,another. I raise the
question seriously, and if the hon. gentle-
man will consult May or any other author-
ities, he will see he has no right to do so.
I ask for Mr. Speaker's ruling.

THE SPEAKER-Strictly speaking, I
think the hon. gentleman from New Bruns-
wick has not now the right to make a
motion.

HON. MR. DICKEY-1 beg to make
thé same motion ; that the report be not
now adopted, but that it be referred back
to the Committee with instructions to
strike out the clause containing the pro-
posed amendment.

HoN. MR. POWER-I rise to a ques-

HON. ML MACFARLANE.

tion of order : The hon. member fromr
Amherst should put his motion in writing.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I ask what
will be the end of this ? Is it right to re-
fer this Bill back to the Committee for no
reason at all ?-because, if we look into
the arguments given by the gentlemen who
have spoken in favor of this motion and
against the reception of the report, there
is really nothing in them. The amend-
ment cannot have an evil effect one way
or another, I think it would be very un-
desirable that committees should devote
their time to the consideration of measures
and afterwards be met by such objections
as have been made to-day. The result
would be that they will come to the con-
clusion that it is not worth while to devote
much attention to bills referred to them,
since the House is overlooking their
action, and for very trivial reasons-such
as have been given to-day-may oppose
their report. I say that not only have no
reasons been given why this report should
not be received, but, on the contrary, the
best arguments have been advanced on
the other side, and I feel it is discourteous
for the House to so deal with a report of
its Committee. Besides, as I said before,
in another instance some of the gentle-
men who are opposing the amendment
to-day took a different view. I remember
when I opposed the report of a Committee
on a former occasion, .and said from
my place in the House, -knowing the re-
sponsibility I was taking--that the report
was not according to the facts, the hon.
Minister of Justice rose and said that the
House must rely on the Committee, and
that they should adopt its report. I did
not object as it seemed to me a right prin-
ciple, but it is now proposed to send back
the report of this Committee, and I must say
that it is not consistent with the course
that was previously taken by the Hon.
Minister of Justice.

HON. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I am
sure that nothing discourteous to the
Committee is intended, and I am satis-
fied the House would be very reluctant to
reflect upon the action of any of its com-
mittees. I think the general rule is to
support a committee in any action it rnay
take. I quite remember what I stated on
the occasion to which my hon. friend
(Mr. Bellerose) refers, and I think the
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amTendment in this case is perfectly in-
nocuous and might without injury be left
In the Bill. For myself I should have
had no hesitation in the matter, but the
question absolutely before the House is
whether the Committee was right or wrong
In adding the amendment to this Bill, and
upon this question hon. gentlemen are
Obliged to exercise their udgment and to
Vote. In doing so I do not think it is the
desire to reflect either upon my hon.
friend the Chairman of the Committee
(Mr. Bellerose) or the action of that Com-
rklittee.

The motion was agreed to on a division.

THE ATTEMPT ON HER NIA-
JESTY'S IFE.

MESSAGE.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL pre-
sented a message from His Excellency
transmitting a dispatch froin Her Majesty's
Colonial Secretary acknowledging the
Joint Address•of congratulation passed by
the Senate and House of Commons of
Canada on the occasion of Her Majesty's
happy escape from the attempt recently
Made upon Her life.

BILL INTRODUCED.

HON. MR. CARVELL introduced Bill
(X), "An Act relating to Bills of Ex-
change and Promissory Notes in Prince
edward Island." He said: This Bill
relates to the protesting of notes and bills
On certain days. In the Province of
Prince Edward Island notes falling due
upon holidays are protested the day
before, and much inconvenience has been
experienced by the merchants of Montreal,
Toronto and other places in the Dominion;
they would perhaps give instructions on a
Monday that a certain Bill falling due on
the çay before (Sunday) should not be
protested, and they would receive a reply
that the bill in question had aiready been
protested on the preceding Saturday.
This Bill is intended to make the practice
'niform throughout the Dominion.

The Bill was read the first time.

BRIDGES OVER NAVIGABLE
STREAMS BILL.

THIRD READING.

The Order of the Day having been

called for the third reading of Bill (V),
"An Act respe.cting Bridges over Naviga-
ble Waters, constructed under the author-
ity of Provincial Acts."

Ho-. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said:
An amendment has been suggested to
this Bill so as to prevent its interfering
with any bridges constructed under the
authority of any Act of Parliament passed
during the present Session ; and to it the
House has agreed in Committee. It has,
however, been suggested that we should go a
little further, and say it shall not interfere
with any bridge heretofore constructed
which may require to be re-built or re-
paired. I d> fnot see why such a provision
should not be inserted, provided such
bridge, when so repaired or re-built, shall
not interfere with navigation any more
than it did before such repairs were made.
At the same time I have a little distrust
about it, and must reserve to the hon. gen-
tlemen at the head of the Department the
right to criticize the amendment, should it
be adopted, when the Bill goes before the
other branch of the Legislature. I there-
fore move that the Bill be not now read
the third time, but that the following be
added to Clause A : " Nor shall it affect
any bridge heretofore constructed which
may hereafter require to be rebuilt or re-
paired ; provided such bridge, when so
rebuilt or repaired, shall not interfere
more injuriously with navigation."

HoN. MR. HAYTHORNE-I think
on enquiry it will be found necessary to
re-cast that clause, for the reasons I stated
before. It is quite possible that a bridge
which was constructed long ago might
be altogether inadequate for present wants,
and that the opportunity of rebuilding or
extensively repairing it might be taken
advantage of for the purpose of overcom-
ing difficulties and objections which had
long been felt, and which had been sub-
mitted to, simply because it was hoped
that sometime or other an end would
come to it. I think probably the leader
of the Governinent will see it in this light
himself.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-I do
not think it is improbable and I will take
care that that view is considered. I am
obliged to reserve the right to the hon.
gentleman at the head of the Department
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to criticise it, because he is more familiar
with the matter than myself, and will be
likely to take a more comprehensive view
of it than I can.

HON. MR. DICKEY-On a former
occasion I took the liberty of referring
the Minister of Justice to the clause that
required six weeks notice. I think notice
in the Canada Gazette was struck out,
but the other provisions remain, and it
appeared to me that these provisions are
most onerous and would be very inconve-
nient; for really if the bridge were suddenly
carried away before it could be rebuilt,
or before anything could be done, these
notices would be required to be given.
It is true, to a certain extent the amend-
ment is a good one and will obviate that
objection to sone degree, but still with
regard to any new bridges these notices
will have to be put in force in a period
that cannot certainly be short of four
months, counting the time of sending up
here and getting proof, and having the
notices inserted in the local papers, and
it will very seriously interfere with the
building of bridges in the short season-
especially in the Lower Provinces where
we have heavier snow falls and shorter
seasons than in the upper provinces. I
think that the effect of these restrictions
will be to make the Act a very unpopular
one in the Lower Provinces.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL -I
think that the objection which the hon.
gentlemen from Amherst raises does not
exist in the Bill as it now stands. Ail
that part of the clause relating to the
giving of public notice is struck out.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-How will
the public know that snch an application
has been made to the Privy Council ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-They
will know in this way: this is to deal
with bridges incorporated by acts of the
local legislatures, and to deal with such a
matter all the notices and forms relative to
the passing of private bills have to be
given, and then the parties interested in
the bridge would know that it was coming
before the local legislature, and that if it
were passed there, and the bridge would
interfere with navigation, it would have to
be referred to the Executive here.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-In this
Bill the fact appears to have been over-
looked that in the Maritime Provinces for
one bridge that is built by a company,
fifty are constructed by the Local Gov
ernment. The Government supply the
funds, commissioners are appointed in the
different localities where the bridges are
being built, and under these commission-
ers the bridges are constructed. The
larger number of bridges that are erected
in that way are built over what may be
deemed navigable waters-that is,navigable
for small vessels.

HON. MR. GLAZIER-They are all
put up and sold at public auction.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-In nine
cases out of ten, they are built by co-
missioners, on plans furnished by them.

HON. MR. DICKEY-But these cases
are not touched by this Act. It applies
to bridges built under acts of the local
legislatures.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Do I under-
stand the Minister of Justice to say that
in rebuilding a bridge, whether belonging
to a company or to the Government, there
is no occasion to give notice, or to applY
to this Government for approval for the
reconstruction ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-NO,
rebuilding is protected unless it interferes
more injuriously with the navigation than
the old bridge. I move that the Bill be
now read the third time as amended.

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

QUEBEC HARBOR IMPROVE-
MENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House went into Committee of
the whole on Bill (129) "An Act further
to amend the Acts to provide for the
improvement and management of the
Harbor of Quebec" (Sir Alex. Campbell)

HON. MR. MONTGOMERY from the

HoN. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL.

Iîîprovemeint Bill.(SE NAT E.]
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COllmittee reported the Bill without any prevent the recurrence of such mal-admin-
amendment. istration of our banks.

The Bill was read the third time and
Passed.

THREE RIVERS HARBOR
PROVEMENT BILL.

IM-

THIRD READING.

The House went into Committee of the
Whole on Bill (128), "An Act to provide
for the improvement and management of
the Harbor of Three Rivers."-(Sir Alex.
Campbell.)

HON. MR. LEONARD from the Com-
raittee reported the Bill without any
anMendment.

The Bill was read the third time and
Passed.

CANADIAN SECURITIES AND
CONSOLIDATED BANK COM-

PANIES' AGREEMENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. RYAN moved concurrence
1n the amendments made by the Commit-
tee on Banking and Commerce to Bill (87),

An Act respecting a certain agreement
between the Canadian Securities Company
and the liquidators of the Consolidated
Bank of Canada." He said: These
alnendments were considered very care-
f'Itly and discussed very fully in the
COnmittee on Banking and Commerce,
and I may say that it is by the agreement
Of all the parties connected with this Bill
that they have been adopted.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. RYAN moved the third
reading of the Bill.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-I trust
that the House will permit me to refer to
a communication which I have just re-
ceived from a body of the shareholders of
this bank desiring me to call the attention
Of Parliament to the shameful manner in
which their capital was thrown away. It
's well known that almost four-fifths of
their capital was lost, and they urge that
somTe additional legislation is required to

HON. MR. RYAN--This has really
nothing whatever to do with the adminis-
tration of the affairs of this bank in the
future. This is an agreement made by a
large majority of the shareholders of the
bank with other parties who have relieved
them from certain liabilities. It does not
interfere in the slightest degree with any
steps which the shareholders may desire
to take against parties who are liable to
them. If the hon. gentleman would
allow this Bill to pass and take
another mode of bringing the sub-
ject of the administration of bank
affairs before the House, it would be very
gratifying to me and others interested in
the matter, and would not interfere in the
slightest degree with the rights or privileges
of the shareholders of the Consolidated
Bank. This transaction is to relieve and
to secure them against certain liabilities
and danger.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-I do not
intend to oppose the third reading of the
Bill, but I rise in the discharge of my duty
as a member of Parliament when a body
of shareholders of the bank desire me to
bring before this House the question of
how their capital has been thrown away,
and I think it would be most singular if
they should not be heard, and Parliament
should refuse to accept their suggestions
as to how to prevent the recurrence of
such an eviL

HON. MR. RYAN-The shareholders
have a regular way of coming before the
House, by petition. This Bill relates to
an agreement which was made with the
consent of a large body of the sharehold-
er, and it is only because the hon. gentle-
man interrupts the passage of the Bill that
I request him to take some other oppor-
tunity of discussing this question of bank
management. I shall be happy to support
him if he brings in a petition, and asks
for other legislation in favor of the share-
holders. The step which he now takes
will simply have the effect of delaying a
bill which I have had some trouble about
already, and which has been entirely con-
curred in by all parties.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-1 rise to
inquire what is before the House--
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HON. MR. ALEXANDER-Ihopethe
hon, gentleman will not interrupt me.
The remarks which I propose to make
will not in any way prevent the passage of
the Bill. I will nerely occupy a few
minutes in order to express the views of a
large body of the shareholders. With
regard to this bank we all remember how
the Royal Canadian Bank was established.
Certain parties went through Western On-
tario into the different small towns, and re-
quested the ordinary citizens of the country
-not wealthy men, but small merchants
and professional men, and others of limited
means-to contribute of their capital to
establish what was said to be the people's
bank, and they feel it more deeply that,
after such a very short period of time,
four-fifths of their capital was lost, because
the shareholders have received only about
25 per cent. of their capital. There is the
more necessity of dealing with this subject
because the insolvencyof banks has become
very common. We remember, only re-
cently, the shameful insolvency of the
Bank of Prince Edward Island, by which
many families were totally ruined, and a
large number of those who have addressed
this letter to me are also heavy losers.
It is extraordinary that while Parliament
is so careful about our criminal law, to
place in the jails and penitentiaries men
guilty of house-breaking and other felonies
by which comparatively small amnounts
have been stolen, we calmly sit down and
see families ruined by the conduct of bank
managers who can in no way be brought
to justice, and who continue to com-
mand almost as much respect afterwards
as the most honorable and high minded
men of the country. Parliament appears
to care little about the stopping of this
phase of crime. With regard to the Con-
solidated Bank some of its directors are
perfectly innocent of the loss of its
capital, and I believe· especially the pre-
sident, and it is the more necessary that
the Government and Parliament should,
in such cases as these, have some public
investigation in order that the guilt may
be brought home to the culpable parties.
I find in despatches from Europe, publish-
ed in the newspapers recently, a paragraph
from St. Petersburg in which the statement
is made, that the nine directors of the Ser-
vian Bank, who were recently connected
with the failure of that Bank in 1874,
have been released on bail in sums equal

in all cases to the whole of their private
fortunes. It shows that in Russia, bank
directors guilty of such conduct, are held
responsible for it ; but here we see faili-
lies impoverished, and yet the Govern-'
ment takes no action to punish those who
have brought about their ruin. When a
bank fails, the shareholders are- not per-
mitted to examine the books, and as the
Government has brought in legislation
hastening the liquidation of such insol-
vent institutions, there is no hope of the
shareholders bringing the criminal partie
to justice, and thus the evil or crime 15
fostered and encouraged by the action of
the Government. Can there be any hoPe
of improvement in bank management,
if we fail to deal with such serioUs
offences ? It is not vengeance upon the
guilty parties which is desired, but legis-
lation which will prevent the recurrence
of the evil. I make these remarks because
I believe it is the duty of every member
of Parliament to urge the Government
to take action and see that these evils
are remedied.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-When I rose
to speak, I merely wished to know hoW
far the hon. gentleman's remarks had
reference to the amendments to this Bill.
He has made very vague insinuations, but
he has not suggested, in any way, a remedY
by legislation or otherwise. I do not like
these insinuations made against gentle-
men either in Parliament or out of it, and
I only rose to know what application the
hon. gentleman's remarks had to the ques-
tion before the Senate.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-The late
Mr. Sandfield Macdonald, one of the
most practical and upright statesmen that
we ever had in this country, brought in a'
most useful measure declaring it to be a
crime for agents and attorneys to misuse
moneys placed in their hands in trust.
Why could not the Government bring in
a bill declaring that where a bank manager
or any director throws away the capital of
the bank without the knowledge of other
directors, he is guilty of a crime ?

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I think it
is not in the interest of this House that
the hon. gentleman should deal in this
way with the subject. He should confine
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himself to the amendments, and not
bring up other matters which are in no
way relevant to the question.

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

PACIFIC RAILWAY CHANGE OF
ROUTE BILL

THIRD READING

The House went into Committee of the
whole on Bill 144 "An Act to authorise
the construction, on certain conditions, of
the Canadian Pacific Railway through
Some Pass other then the Yellow Head
Pass."

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.) asked why
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
Were required to construct their road at
least oo miles north of the international
boundary line ? why were they not allowed
to adopt some pass within 30 or 40 miles
Of the line.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
the reason was that the Government appre-
hended that if the Company were allowed
to go any closer to the boundary line, the
business of the road might possibly be
tapped by some branch from the Northern
Pacific Railway. The only suggestion
as to the possibility of finding a suitable
Pass, was with reference to one, more
than ioo miles away from the boundary.
Therefore as that was the only suggestion,
and in view of the possibility of some diffi-
culty arising from the circumstances he
had mentioned, it was thought better not
to go beyond the request which was made
and to restrict them to a route at least
1Oo miles north of the country.

HON. MR. McINNES (B. C.) said he
was a strong supporter of the Bill and was
happy that the exploratory surveys made
last year by the Pacific Railway Company
had been such as to warrant them in ask-
Ing for this legislation. It would shorten
the main line some 8o miles and also open
Up a section of country in British Columbia
vastly superior to that through which the
hne would run by the Yellow Head Pass.
It would open up some of the finest wheat
lands in the Dominion, a large tract of
grazing country and a large section where

gold mining has been profitably carried
on. The latter industry would be very
much extended were it not for the fact
that it was almost - impossible to get
machinery in there, to operate the gold
and silver quartz found in that section of
the Province. That was one reason why
he was very much in favor of this Bill, but
he was of the opinion that the only two
practicable passes through the Rocky
Mountains were the Kicking Horse Pass
and the Howse Pass. He believed that
if either of these were adopted the line
would run closer to the boundary line than
i oo miles. With reference to the reason
assigned by the leader of the House, that
the Canadian Pacific Railway might prob-
ably be tapped by our neighbors to the
south of us, it was well known that the
transcontinental road from a point about
'00 miles east of Winnipeg to nearly the
South Saskatchewan, a distance of 5oo or
6oo miles, runs on an average not more
than 50 or 6o miles north of the boundary
line. From what he could learn
the road would keep within îoo
miles of the boundary all the
way from the crossing of the Saskatchewan,
until it enters the Rocky Mountains either
by the Kicking Horse Pass or the Howse
Pass. On the British Columbia side, for
about i50 miles, the road runs parallel
with the United States boundary line,
about 15 or 16 miles north of it. He
would just draw the Minister's attention
to the fact that it was only the Pass that
was mentioned in the Bill-" that the
Pass shall not be" nearer the boundary
line than oo miles. Now, he had great
doubts as to whether a practicable pass
through the Rocky Mountains can be got
north of the oo miles, and he would be
very much in favor of changing this clause
by inserting " 50 miles " instead of " i oo
miles." He threw this out as a suggestion
to the leader of the House.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
he would submit the suggestion to the
Minister of Railways. As he- had ex-
plained, this Bill was introduced in accor-
dance with the request of the Company,
who did not expect to find any pass closer
to the boundary line than îoo miles.
Nevertheless, it might be open to the
doubt which the hon. gentleman had ex-
pressed, and he would take care to bring
the matter under the consideration of the

Pacic Rýailwiay (APrm 25,ý 1882.1
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Minister of Railways and refer to it again
before the third reading of the Bill.

HoN. MR. POWER rose for the pur-
pose of expressing a mild sense of surprise
at the course which had been adopted by
the Governmcnt with reference to this
particular question-that is, the proximity
of the road to the boundary. The House
would remember that a year ago, when it
was proposed that we should, for some
time at any rate, make use of a road run-
ning for a portion of its course through
the territory of our neighbors, hon. gentle-
men opposite were very much shocked at
such a want of patriotism and loyalty, and
the strongest reasons for building the road
north of Lake Superior and for building
the road through British Columbia at all,
were, in the first place, that we wished to
have a road on Canadian territory
throughout, and in the second place (and
this was probably the strongest argument
used in favor of the route north of Lake
Superior), that we should have a road
which could be used as a military line in
case of war. Now, the line originally
located by the late Government, under
the supervision of Mr. Sandford Fleming,
was one which might be used in time of
war as a military line, as it kept a consid-
erable distance from the border through-
out its entire length. From Selkirk, west,
it was a long distance from the interna-
tional boundary line. Now, the Company
to which hon. gentlemen opposite had
given the contract, had diverted the road
so that it ran, almost its entire length,
from the neighborhood of the Red River
to the Rocky Mountains, at a distance of
not more than 40 or 50 miles from the boun-
dary,and the House would see that this fact
deprived the road almost altogether of its
value as a military line. It might be cut
at half a dozen different places by small
squads of cavalry, who could cross
the border at any time after dark and get
back before sunrise. He thought there
was a great deal of force in what the hon.
gentleman from British Columbia had
said : if the road runs within 40 or 5o miles
of the border for the greater part of its
length, there is no object in requiring the
Company to adopt a pass îoo miles north
of the line.

HoN. MR. McINNES (B.C.) said if
any Govemrrent could be charged with

How. SIR AtXx. CAÀ.IDLL

having lost sight of the military character
of the Pacific Railway, it was the late
Administration. He did not by any
means make a charge against them, but it
was that Government which adopted the
Fraser River route which is on an aver-
age only twelve or fifteen miles from the
boundary for 15o miles of its length. He
had no objection to it at all, and his pri-
vate opinion was that it ought to go even
nearer than that. There was no reason
to fear hostile action on the part of our
neighbors. The only war we are likely to
have for many generations to come is a
war in the useful arts, sciences and indus-
tries of the two great nations, and he
thought the closer the road was built to
the International line, it being so much
shorter than any of the three Pacific rail-
ways in the United States, the better for
us. It would carry a large amount of the
produce of the states and territories adjoin-
ing Canada, and instead of being a detri-
ment, or anything to be objected to, it
would be an assistance to the country.

HoN. MR. ARCHIBALD, from the
Committee reported the Bill without
amendment.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-In
order to give time for the inquiry which I
am about to make in consequence of
what has fallen from the hon. member
from British Columbia, I move that the
Bill be read the third time on Friday
next.

The motion was agreed to.

HALIFAX HARBOR MASTER'S
BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resumed in Committee of
the Whole, consideration of Bill (140)
"An Act to amend the Act 35 Vict.,
Chap. 42, respecting the appointment of
a harbor master for the port of Halifax."

In the Committee,

HON. MR. AIKINS said that an
amendment to the first clause had been
placed in the hands of the Chairman of
the Committee, the object of which
was to exempt from the operation of
this Act vessels trading between ports in
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the Dominion and vessels engaged in the
fishing trade. Since the subject was
before the Committee yesterday he learned
from members from the Maritime Pro-
vinces in this House, as well as from the
Department of Marine and Fisheries, that
the first portion of the amendment could
be adopted without very much injury, and
he was therefore willing to accept it, as it
Was not the desire of the Government to
derive a revenue from the port.

HON. MR. POWER was very glad
that the Government had concurred
to a certain extent in the views expressed
by his hon. colleague and himself, but he
regretted that they did not see their way
to exempt fishing vessels also. He pre-
Sumed that one of the objections to doing
so was that a great many American
vesseis called at the port of Halifax.

a certificate of the payment of the fees
under this Act.

HON. MR. KAULBACH hoped that
the suggested amendment would be con-
curred in.

HON. MR. AIKINS said the object
was, as stated by the hon. Senator fron
Halifax, to secure the payment of the fees
to the harbor master, and he had no ob-
jection to the change.

HON. MR. ARCHIBALD also con-
curred in the suggestion.

HON. MR. POWER moved to insert
the word " clear " instead of " entered,"
and " outwards " instead of " inwards."

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. McCLELAN, from the
HON. MR. AIKINS-That is one of Committee, reported the Bill with amend-

the difficulties. ments which were concurred in.

HON. MR. POWER said that it could be
Met by inserting after the word "trading,"
"or plying," because as a rule our fisher-
Imen go from the port of Halifax to other
Ports in the Dominion.

HON. MR. AIKINS-I have no objec-
tion to that.

The amendment was adopted.

On the second clause.

HON. MR. POWER suggested that the
latter part of the clause should be amend-
ed. As it stood it was as follows:-

"And the Collector or principal officer of
Customs thereat shall not permit any ship
On which fees are payable as aforesaid to
enter or report inwards at the Custom House
ulntil the master thereof produces to himu a
certificate of the payment of fees under thie

Act.»
This would cause a good deal of incon-

Venience, in the first place to the master
of the vessel, and in the next place to the
consignees. The object he presumed was
to secure the payment of the harbor
master's fees. He would suggest that this
object could be secured equally well, and
Wthout inconvenience to any body, by
Providing that a ship shall not be allowed
to clear outward until the master produces

The Bill was read the third time and
passed.

The Senate adjourned at 5.50 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, Apri 26th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

CANADA AND ASIA SUB-MARINE
TELEGRAPH.

MOTION.

HON. MR. RYAN moved:
That an humble address be presented to

His Excellency the Governor General, pray-
ing that His Excellency will cause to be laid
before this House, copies of ail correspondence
which has taken place since the 19th March,
1881, between the Government of Canada and
Mr. Sanford Fleming, and others, respecting
the establishment of a sub-narine telegraph
between the western coast of Canada and the
continent of Asia.

He said: Certain papers were prepared
up to the date mentioned in my notice of

Canada and -Asia .
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motion, and for the completion of the said :-So long ago as 1877, under the
information conveyed by them, it is auspices of the gentleman who then filled
desirable that the remaining papers should the office of Minister of Justice, Mr.
be published. I presume there will be no Blake, a bill passed both Houses of Par-
objection to the Address. liament of this country to make provision

for the extradition of fugitive criminals.
HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL- The bill was to go into effect as soon as

There is no objection. 1Her Majesty should be pleased by procla-
The motion was agreed to. mation to declare that the Imperial Extrad1l

tion Act should no longer be in force in
IRREGULARITY 0F MAILS. the Dominion, and a correspondence

ensued between the two Governments,
INQUIRY. with the view of inducing Her Majesty's

Government to issue such a proclamation.
HON. MR. DICKEY-Before the Some difficulties were mentioned on

orders of the day are called, I should like behalf of the Imperial Government, and
to direct the attention of the Minister of these difficulties were met by the then

Justice to the question which I put on a Minister of Justice in various reþorts tO
former occasion with regard to the deten- the Privy Council, which reports and
tion of letters from the Maritime Provinces. also orders of the Privy Council on theni,
The interest that is undoubtedly taken by aswellas variousdespatches exchanged be-
the members from the Maritime Prov- tween the two governments have been laid
inces without exception on this subject, is upon the table of theHouse. The diffi-
intensified by the fact that this very day culties raised by the Imperial Govern-
the mails have come in as usual, but ment were met by Mr. Blake by the
without any letters from the lower information that the draft of the Bill as it
Provinces. This anomaly is aggravated passed through the House had been sub-
by the fact that a gentleman left St. John mitted to the Colonial Secretary and no
the night before last and arrived to-day in objection taken to it; and the objections
the city. I think some explanation is due ultimately of the Colonial office dimin-
to the House, and to the members whose ished to the one which it is proposed by
comfort and convenience are so deeply this Bill to remove. The whole of the
affected. correspondence is described in as short a

manner as I can state it, in the last de-
HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I spatch which is the result of an effort

regret to say that I have not yet got the made by myself to bring the matter to a
info: mation which the hon. gentleman conclusion. Finding the correspondence
asked for a day or two ago. On the even- incomplete and that the additional con-
ing that the inquiry was made I wrote a sideration which the Imperial Govern-
note to the Postmaster General's office, ment desiredito bestow on the subject had
inquiring what the cause of the detention not been given, I requested that a
was, and afterwards, when attention was telegram might be sent to ask for furthet
again called to the matter, I wrote a second consideration. That telegram was sent
time, without receiving an answer. I have and brought a despatch which I will now
sent a*message to the Postmaster General's read to the House. It is as follows:-
office, requesting the secretary to come 2nd February, 1882.
over, so that I may have an explanation My LoR,-ln hie despatch No. 4, of tbe
from him before the House adjourns. 5t1> of February, 1878, iny predecessor in

After some further conversation the forned the Governor General of Canada, that
subject was dropped. the subject of the extradition relations of this

country with foreign powers being at thst
EXTRADITION ACT, 1877, AMEND- tinie under the consideration of a Royal Con

MENT BILL. missiOn, Her Majepty's Government had not
thoughit it advisable to take any steps for

SECOND READING suspending in Canada the operation of the
HON.SIR LEX.CAMBELLmove 1 nperial Extradition Act of 1870, as desired

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL movedto the Queen from the
the second reading of Bill (W), "An Act Senate and House of Commons of the Dormîf
to amend the extradition Act, 18772" e ion, transmitted to the Secretary of State

HON. MR. RYAN.

Amendment Bill.
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in the Governor General's Despatch No. 112,
of the 18th of April, 1877.

2. In a telegram addressed to the Secretarv
of State, in March, 1880, you recalled atten-
tion to this subject, and enquired the inten-
tions of Her Majesty's Government in regard
tO it. Your Lordship was informed in reply,
by a tèlegran from my predecessor, to the
effect that Her Majesty's Government wished
to reconsider with the Dominion Goverîniment
sub-section 3, Section 16 and Section 2, clause
18 of the Act passed by the Legislature of
Canada, in April, 1877, before recommending
to Her Majesty, the issue of an Order-in-
Council, as desired by the address of the
Canadian Parliament above referred to, and
that they had been advised in 1877, that the
Power conferred by the first of these clauses
On the Minister of Justice, was very exteu-
Sive, and that in nost cases the exercise
Would constitute a breach of treaty obliga-
tions.

3. I have now received your telegram of
the 24th of Janua.iy, intimating that your
liinisters are anxious tor detaile of the ob-
Jections of Her Majesty's Government, as the
Inatter will probably bediscussed in Canada
during the session of the Dominion Parlia-
inent.

4. As regards the objection to the second
section of clause 18, I need only refer you to
the des atch addressed to the Earl of Dufferin
hY the Earl of Carnarvon, on the 5th of April
1877, and to His Lordship's confidential
despatch of the 1st of June, 1877.

The despatch therein referred to from
the Earl of Carnarvon, of the 5th of April,
1877, after some introductory language,
says :_

. "The Bill appears to me to be in al] essent-
,ai points correct, but upon one minor point
a doubt has accurred to me, namely, whether
eection 2 of clause 18 is altogether within the
Powers of the Canada Parliament; the au-
thority given bythis section for the conveyance
of a prisoner within the jurisdiction of a foreign
tate might, as it appears t o me, be held to

be Ulr-a vires, as the Canadian Legisilature
C9inot grant any powers outside the limits of
the Dominion and would not therefore be able
to legalize the custody of a prisoner upon thenlgh 8eae."'

That point was afterwards further dis-
cussed by Mr. Blake, and the House will
see in a moment by the continuation of
the despatch that it was abandond, and
therefore I need not dwell upon it. The
despatch continues:- Il

5. ler Majesty's Government attach more
't1portance to the objection to subsection 3 of.ction 16, which gives to the Minister ofJustice, power to refuse to make an order forte 8Urrender of a fugitive froin J ustice, "flor

7Y other reason," then those set forth in thesection. They agree in'the opinion given by

the late law officers of the Crown, referred to
in the telegraphic communication to which I
have adverted above, as to the effect of the
power conferred on the Minister of Justice by
this sub-section 3 of Section 16, and they
would wish the Government of the Dominion
to consider this point further.

6. An abrogation of the very extensiye
power in question would, as I am advised,
remove the difficulty which at present hinders
the issue of the Order-in-Council for suspend-
ing in Canada, the operations of the Imperial
Extradition Act of 1870.

The Bill now upon the table of the
House is for the purpose of repealing
that sub-section of that clause. The
clause, after enumerating the circum-
stances under which a prisoner could be
extradited, gives the right to the Minister
of Justice to interpose for any reason
other than those mentioned in the Bill,
which, of course, is open to the objection
that it is vague and the Minister of Jus-
tice might not use a sound discretion and
might exercise a discretion in antagonism
to treaties which might exist between Her
Majesty and foreign countries. Clause 16
reads as follows:-

"In case the Minister of Justice at ary
time determines-(1) that the offence in
respect of which proceedings are being taken
uinder this Act is one of a political character!
or (2) that the proceedings are in fact
being taken with a view to try or punish the
fugitive for an offence of a political character;
or (3) that for any other reason he ought non
to be surrendered; or (4) that the foreign
state does not intend to make a requisitioy
for surrender; the Minister of Justice mad
refuse to make an order for surrender ant
may by order under his hand and seal cancel
any order made by hin, or any warrant
issied by a judge under this Act &c.'

The language which was taken objection
to in England is that giving discretion, for
reasons not mentioned, to the Minister of
Justice, and the apprehension is that that
might possibly be exercised in some way
to interfere with a treaty to which Her
Majesty is a party. The Bill now before
the House proposes to strike out those
words from the Act of 1877, and upon
that being done, and communication being
had with the Colonial office, the proclam-
ation preventing the Imperial Act from
coming in force in Canada will be issued
and our Act of 1877 will come into
operation. The advantage of that would
be that the various operations necessary
for the surrendering of fugitives may be
taken much more easily and more in
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consonance with the system under which
the country is arranged judicially and
functions of that class are carried on.
The provisions of the Act now under
consideration are contained in one section
which reads thus :-

1. Section sixteen of the Act passed in the
fortieth year of fier Majesty's reign, chap-
tered twenty-five, and intitufed: "An Act to
iake provision for the Extradition of Fugitive
Criminals," is hereby amended by striking
out of the sixth and seventh lines thereof the
following: " that for any other reason he
oughit not to be surrendered, or (4)."
The House will see that with these words
stricken out, the clause will give full
power to deal with all the circumstances
mentioned specifically in it, but there will
be no general power left with the Minister
of Justice to deal with a person for any
reasons other than those mentioned in
the body of the clause.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-I desire to
take this opportunity to repeat an obser-
vation which I ventured to make to this
House on a former occasion with regard
to the extradition treaty : that it embraces
only certain crimes which are named in
the treaty, whereas there are many com-
mercial men in this country who are of
the opinion that the treaty ought to be
extended so as to embrace cases of breach
of trust. We find, from time to time,
cashiers of banks and commercial men
who have been guilty of breach of trust,
clearing out with large sums of money and
taking refuge in the United States, where
they know that they are perfectly secure.
They go to Buffalo, Detroit, or Chicago,
and remain there free from the power of
the law. I know that this amendment
would have to be made through the Impe-
rial Government, but I take this opportu-
nity of again calling the attention of the
House to the subject.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I would like to
ask the Minister of Justice to what clause
in the the Act of 1877 this refers ?

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Sec-
tion sixteen of that Act.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I understood it
to be sub-section two of clause eighteen.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No;
that was the first objection, which was

afterwards waived; and in the official de-
spatch which I read they said the principal
objection is to sub-section three of section
sixteen.

HON. MR. DICKEY-Then that was
abandoned?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Yes.

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

CALAIS AND ST. STEPHEN'S RAIL-
WAY BRIDGE CO.'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD moved the
second reading of Bill (97), " An Act tO
incorporate the Calais and St. Stephen's
Railway Bridge Company." He said :
This is an Act incorporating certain par-
ties for the purpose of erecting a railwaY
bridge across the St. Croix River in connec-
tion with fourimportant railways which have
been constructed or are in course of con-
struction. It has to be built alongside Of
the St. Croix Ferry Point bridge and con-
sequently will not interfere in any way
with the navigation of the St. Croix River.
The Grand Southern Railway which has
been -constructed from St. John to St.
Stephen's requires this bridge to connect
it with the American railway systerni.
There is a railway from St.. Stephen uP
the valley of the St. John under construc-
tion which will also make use of the bridge
when built, which is specified in the Bill.

HON. MR. McCLELAN-Has this
Bill been printed ?

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-I understand
it has. A few amendments have been
made to the printed bill at the suggestion
of the Minister of Railways : these have
not been printed. I will mention the
principal amendments that have beèn
made, and I trust the Senate will not
require the bill, as amended by the Corn-
mons, to be printed before the second
reading. 1 desire to move the second
reading now, in order that the bill may at
once be sent to the Railway Committee.
The amendment made at the suggestion
of the Minister of Railways was princi-
pally with respect to the locality of the

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.
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bridge, which is now confined as near as
Possible to Ferry Point, where a bridge
already exists for the purposes of com-
munication between St. Stephen and
Calais. There are two railways in the
State of Maine which will require the
use of this bridge, and powers have been
granted to a Company that is already
formed in the State of Maine, for the con-
struction of a road between Calais and
Penobscot, which will eventually extend
to the Megantic road. There is a bill
before Congress for the purpose of incor-
Porating a Company to construct a bridge
over this navigable river for what is called
the Shore line to Bangor, so that there
will be four important railways converging
at this bridge. I will refer to the third
section of the bill, which shows how well
any obstruction to navigation is guarded
against, and I may also mention that this
bill is subject to the Consolidated Railway
Act. The third section reads as follows:

I The Company shall not commence the
said bridge, or any work thereunto appertain-
Ing, until the plans of the said bridge, and
the works intended and connected therewith,
shall have been submitted to and approved by
the Governor in Council, and such conditions
as he shall have thought fit for the publie
good to impose touching the said bridge and
Work shahl have been complied with; nor
shall any such plans be altered,nor any devi-
ation therefroni allowed, except upon the
Permission of the Governor in Council, and
Upon such conditions as he shall impose.

The clause inserted in other Bills in re-
lation to bridges over rivers that are inter-
national boundaries has not been inserted
i this, and perhaps it will be a question
for the consideration of the Railway Com-
rnittee.

HON. MR. WARK-I would like to
ascertain from the hon. gentleman who
has this Bill in charge if the St. Stephen
People are willing that this bridge should be
constructed ? I know there was a very
mnaterial difference of opinion between the
St. Stephen people and those who were
trying to promote this bridge. They al-
leged that they had gone to great expense
to build a branch in order to have the
terminus in the town of St. Stephen, but
the object of the Bill was to run the trade
Past them to the United States. Perhaps
the hon. gentleman can tell us if the St.
Stephen people have waived that difficulty
and now give their consent to the scheme ?

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-I can inform
the hon. gentleman that it has been unani-
mously approved of by the St. Stephen
people. The importance of the work may
be understood from the fact that there are
four important railways culminating at
that point that will require to use it.

ST. CLAIR RIVER RAILWAY
BRIDGE & TUNNEL COMPAN'YS

BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. MAcINNES moved the
second reading of Bill (8o), " An Act re-
specting the River St. Clair Railway
Bridge and Tunnel Company." He said:
This is, properly speaking, a tunnel com-
pany, though it is called a bridge
company, as under it they simply have
power to tunnel under the river. I
believe there is nothing else in the Bill
that can be objected to, and I therefore
beg to move that it be now read the
second time.

HON. MR. DICKEY--By the original
Act, to which this is substantially an
amendment, power was given to construct
a railway bridge over this river dividing
Canada from the State of Michigan ; and
power was also given them to tunnel. By
the provisions of the present Bill the
power to build a railway bridge is taken
away or repealed, and therefore the Act
brings the matter within a very much
shorter limit. The only point to which I
shall address myself at the present
moment is this right to tunnel under the
waters cf the St. Clair River, and I would
ask the Government whether their atten-
tion has been given to this subject ;
whether they are satisfied that this tunnel
should be passed under that river with-
out any provision such as has been sug-
gested with regard to the building of rail-
way bridges which connect the two coun-
tries-in other words, without any con-
sent having been obtaining from the State
of Michigan. I pass no opinion, but I
think it is right on the occasion of the
second reading to call attention to the
matter, and I would like to know whether
it is deemed necessary, in the interests of
the public, that any provision of that kind
should be inserted in this Bill ? It does
not appear to me at the moment that it is,

01t. Clair River Railway
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but still I think it proper to mention the
circumstance.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-It
has not formed the subject of discussion
by the members of the Government, but I
think the provision is not necessary imas-
much as there can be no interference with
navigation. However, I will confer with
my colleagues on the subject, and if I see
any occasion for any further comment
upon the matter I will tell my hon. friend
privately, if he will allow me, before the
Bill goes to the Committee. There is
another point-a technical point -towhich
I would call his attention. It is that this
Bill in the first clause proposes to enact
that certain chapters of an Act passed in
such a year of Her Majesty's reign are
hereby declared to be in force. Now,
I do not think that is a proper way
to legislate upon the subject. These
Acts have lapsed altogether, I believe,
and therefore instead of declaring
that they will remain in force, they should
be revived and declared to be in force.
It is a very novel proceeding to say that
an Act of Parliament that has lapsed a
year or so is still in force ; it would be
better to say we will revive it and put it
in force.

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

BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY'S
AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. D. MAcINNES moved the
second reading of Bill (95), "An Act to
amend the Act incorporating the Bell
Telephone Company of Canada."

He said: this Bill was placed in my
charge by the proprietors, and there is
nothing in it, that I am aware of, to
which any objection can be made. How-
ever if there be any urged it can be dis-
cussed in committee.

ATE.] Amendment BUll.

or something like that passing from hand
to hand. I believe $1oo has been the
amount named in the past, and I think it
is objectionable to allow this or any other
company to issue bonds for so smal an
amount, the object being, I apprehend,
that they should pass from hand to hand,
which is contrary to the policy of the
country.

HON. MR. POWER-There is another
point in the Bill, which I think is objec-
tionable. The first section is objection-
able, as stated by the hon. the Minister of
Justice, but the last section I think is still
more so. It says :-

" The said Act of incorporation as hereby
amended, and the works thereunder author-
ized, are hereby declared to be for the
general advantage of Canada.

Now, these telephone companies are
purely local undertakings, as a rule, and
intended for carrying on local business.
In the course of their opera-
tions they have broken up streets
in the different cities of Canada, and have
interfered with the rights of the citizens at
large and with private property aso. In
consequence of those interferences the
company has got into difficulties ; and in
one somewhat well-known suit in Montreal
it was held that the company had no right,
under their Dominion charter, to interfere
with the streets in cities or municipalities,
or to interfere with private property, with-
out the consent of the municipalities, or
without making arrangements with private
individuals. Substantially the object of
this Bill is to allow this Company to.do
these things without the leave of munc-
palities and without making agreements
with private individuals. This is done by
saying that it is a work for the general
benefit of Canada. It seems to me that
it is a very objectionable measure, and one
that should not receive the assent of this
House.

HON. MR. MACINNES-These tele-
phones are now very nearly as commofi

HON. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I as telegraph fnes; they are in general
think there is a novelty in the Bill. It is use and are found to be very convenient
proposed to allow this Company to issue for the business of the community. 1 do
bonds in sums of not less than $25 each. fot myself see why bis of this kind
I think hitherto, though I am not sure, should be thrown out on the ground that
that the sum has been larger than $25, and streets are to be disturbed by puttlfg
that sun might be meant to enable them to down poles, or anything of that sort
issue bonds in the shape of bank notes, However, if there is anything very objeC

HoN. MR. DicKxy.
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tionable in the Bill it can be discussed in PRESBYTERIAN TEMPORALITIES
committee, when we come to it. FUND BILL.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I think it REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.
has lately been decided in England that
telephone and telegraph companies are HON. MR. BELLEROSE, fron the
identical,-that telegraph companies have Select Cormittee on Standing Orders &
Power to use telephones over their lines. Private Bis, reported without arnend-

The motion was agreed to and the Billments Bil (66>, "An Act to amend the
Was read the second time. Act of the late Province of Canada, inti-

tuled: 'An Act to incorporate the board
BILLS INTRODUCED. for the management of the Temporalities

The following Bills were received from
the House of Commons and read the
first time:-

Bill (121), "An Act to Exempt Vessels
employed in Fishing from the payment of
Dues for the relief of Sick and Distressed
Mariners." (Hon. Mr. Aikins.)

Bill (47), -'An Act to extend and
amend the Acts relating to the Canada
Landed Credit Company." (Hon. Mr.
Gibbs.)

Bill (94), "An Act to incorporate the
Great American and European Short Line
RailwayCompany." (Hon. Mr. Bourinot.)

Bill (57), "An Act to incorporate the
Chignecto Marine Transport Railway
Company, limited." (Hon. Mr. Botsford.)

IRREGULARITY OF MAILS.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
Since my attention was drawn to the Post
Office question by my hon. friend from
Amherst (Mr. Dickey) I have had an
initerview with the Secretary of the Post
Office Department, and find that no ans-
Wer has been sent to me because they
have not been able to get any reply to
their telegrams sent to the local inspector,
ill which they request him to ascertain
the cause of the delay and have it re-
nioved. They are again telegraphing, and
hope by to-morrow to ascertain the nature
Of the difficulty and to have it remedied.

The Senate adjourned at 4.30 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, April 27th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

A39lund Bilg.

Fund ot the Presbyterian Church oi
Canada, in connection with the Church of
Scotland,' and the Acts amending the
same."

HON. MR. VIDAL-As there has been
no amendment made in committee with
respect to this bill, I beg to move that it
be read the third time presently.

HON. MR. FERRIER-Although it is
the usual practice, when a bill is reported
from committee without amendment, to
move that it be read the third time
presently, I am aware that amendnents
will be proposed to this bill, and, as the
gentleman who desires to offer them is not
in his place, I think it would be but just
to postpone the third reading of the bill
until Monday next. •

HON. MR. ALMON-I hope that this
bill will be severely scrutinized by the
House. I do not think it passed the
committee fairly. It had been discussed
for four days, and we generally adjourned
at one o'clock; but about a quarter past
one to-day the first clause of this bill was
discussed and voted on, • and we
wished to have a discussion on the other
clause, but none was allowed, and the pro-
position was voted down. The minority
left the room in a body, and I
suppose the majority passed the three
bills in the course of about ten minutes
without investigating each clause as is
usual, and merely by the force of a ma-
jority overpowering a minority. I hope
this report will not be taken as the ex-
pression of the committee. If the minor-
ity are correct in their opinion it is a piece
of tyranny towards those connected with
the Church of Scotland who have corne
to ask for protection, and I trust that the
House will not re-enact the tyranny which
took place in the Presbyterian Synod, but
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that the minority will have fair play, and
their rights discussed and decided on
their merits.

HON. MR. DICKEY-If the hon.
gentleman from Halifax had allowed the
seconder of the motion to state his views,
perhaps it would have been unnecessary
for him to make the speech which he has
just now delivered. This is an important
measure and an amendment to it was
su ggested in committee to-day. I then
stated, as I now state, that personally I
was most anxious that the hon. gentleman
who suggested that amendment should
have an opportunity of moving it, and al-
though in the ordinary course this motion
for the third reading would pass, yet under
the circumstançesl am perfectly willingthat
that gentleman, or any other hon. member
vho desires to move anendments on the

third reading, should have an opportunity
of doing so. I was under the impression
that at this period of the session, if the
matter were allowed to stand over until
to-morrow, any hon. member would have
time enough to write out an amendment ;
therefore I am willing to second the
motion of my hon. friend, if he will adopt
my suggestion, that the Bill be read the
third time to-morrow, so that there may
be no unnecessary delay at this period of
the session.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I have no desire
at all to prevent any discussion which
may be desired on this Bill. I was not
aware that any amendment was likely to
be proposed to it; had I supposed so, I
would not have pressed the third reading
immediately, but I certainly think with
my hon. friend from Amherst (Mr. Dickey)
that from now until to-morrow will give
ample time for the preparing of any
amendments which may be offered to the
Bill. Therefore, at the suggestion of the
hon. gentleman to whom I referred, I
move that the Bill be read the third time
to-morrow.

HoN. MR. OGILVIE-If there is no
objection to it I would suggest that the
Bill be not read the third time until Mon-
day next. A great many people have to
leave to-morrow afternoon before the dis-
cussion takes place on this Bill ; ii any
event it is a very serious matter, and it

HON. MR. AeMON,

will take some time to look into it.
The hon. gentleman from Halifax
has spoken of the tyranny of this
Bill: I would not like to use such
strong language about it, but I certainlY
think it is a Bill-if ever there was one
before any House of Parliament-that re-
quires to be closely looked into; and I
think the propositions that were made
were certainly as reasonable as could be
expected. If the hon. gentlemen present
would kindly hx Monday afternoon for
the third reading it would give those of
us who differ in opinion from the majoritY
of the committee, time to bring forward
amendmeits that we think are very
necessary.

HON. MR. DICKEY-Personally, 1
have not the slightest objection to that
course; I do not wish to hurry the matter.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I move that the
Bill be read the third time on Monday
next.

The motion was agreed to.

MAIL CONTRACTS IN PRINCE
EDWARD ISLAND.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE inquired:

lst. Whether any contract or contracta for
the conveyance of mails between the Province
of Prince Edward Island and porta of the
main land have recently been entered into by
the Government; and if so :-

2nd. Whether copies of the sane are to be
laid on the table of this House ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
There is only one contract to which the
question can apply, and that is the one
recently given to Mr. John Halliday of
Quebec. It is for the conveyance of
mails between Pictou, N.S., and the Mag-
dalen Islands, calling en route at George-
town and Souris in Prince Edward Island.
Advertisements were issued inviting ten-
ders for this service, but there is no law
requiring that these contracts should be
laid on the table of the House; however,
if my hon. friend would like to examine
the contract, of course he can see it.

44A0 Mail Contract8 in
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EXTRADITION ACT, 1877, AMEND-
MENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the third reading of Bill (W), "An Act to
amend the Extradition Act of 1877.

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

SICK

cerned, that they do not pay at present,
and if they do not, they have not the pri-
vileges of the hospital ; but they are not far
from their own homes and if they are sick
they return to them. This Bill is intend-
ed to meet the class of cases to which I
refer.

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

AND DISTRESSED MARIN- MONTREAL AND CENTRAL CA
ERS FUND BILL. NADA RAILWAY BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. AIKINS moved the second
reading of Bill (12 1), "lAn Act to exem-ýpt
vessels employed in fishing froi the pay-
ment of duties for the Relief of Sick and
Distressed Mariners." He said: This is
a short Bill, consisting of but one clause
which reads as follows:

"No vessel, whether British or foreign,
enployed exclusively in fishiiig, or on a
fishing voyage, arriving in any port in Canada
after the coning into fbrce of this Act, shall
be subject to the payment of or shall pay any
rate or duty imposed by the Act cited in the
preamble to this Act, and its amendments "

By the Act 31st Vic., cap. 64, provision
is made that any vessel of one hundred
tons burthen, or less, shall not be subject
to the payment of two cents per ton, more
than once in a year. I may state that
the object of this Bill is to meet a grievance
which exists to a very considerable extent.
It is that foreign vessels, particularly
American, come into a port and if
they have a sick seaman on board they
pay the tonnage dues and then they may
send the sick man to the hospital
where the expenses attending his illness
nay amount to $200 or $3oo. This Bill

is to meet cases of that kind.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-It is evi-
dent that the fishermen pay a large portion
of these fees. Is this Bill to exclude them
from the privileges of the Marine Hospi-
tal ? Have they the same privilege to be
taken to that hospital and treated by the
health officer connected with that institu-
tion, or will they be excluded from it by
the provisions of this measure ?

HON. MR. AIKINS-I understand, so
far as the provincial fishermen are con-

AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

HON. MR. SCOTT, in the absence of
Hon. Mr. Pelletier, moved concurrence
in the amendments made by the House of
Commons to Bill (K), " An Act to incor-
porate the Montreal and Central Canada
Railway Company." He explaned that
most of the amendments were of an unim-
portant character. One of the principal
changes was in the twentieth clause. As
it orginally stood it empowered the Com-

bpany to amalgamate or make running
arrangements " with the Ontario and Que-
bec Railway Company, with the Atlantic
and the North-West Railway Company,
with the Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
pany, and with any other railway company
whose road touches or approaches its
line, or any of them."

By the amendment they were restricted
to making running arrangements with the
Midland, the Ontario and Quebec, the
Atlantic and North-West and the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway Companies. All the
amalgamation clauses were struck out.

HON. Mr. DICKEY believed that this
was the first railway Bill introduced in the
Senate this session. On that occasion the
Law Clerk carefully went over it and
suggested many verbal amendments, most
of which were subsequently made in the
House of Commons. Various other
amendmdhts were proposed such as those
which had been alluded to, bringing the
Bill more strictly under the provisions of
the Consolidated Railway Act. These
were rather strongly objected to, and the
consequence was that the Bill was sent to
the House of Commons in its then con-
dition. The general tendency of these
amendments made in the Lower House
was to make the Bill conformable to the
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shape suggested to the Committee by
the Law Clerk, and the hon. nem-
ber from Halifax who took an in-
terest in the matter. The amendments
were all in the right direction and should
be assented to, and were substantially the
same as were suggested in the Railway
Committee of the Senate. They would
have been adopted at that time, but for
the objections taken by the promoter of
the bill, who said they would have the
effect of destroying the measure.

The motion was agreed to.

AFFAIRS IN IRELAND.

MESSAGE.

The SPEAKER announced that a
message had been received from the House
of Commons transmitting an Address
adopted in that Chamber in relation to
affairs in Ireland, to which they asked the
concurrence of the Senate.

HON. MR. HOWIAN moved that the
Address be made the order of the day for
Monday next.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following bills from the House of
Commons were introduced and read the
flrst time :

Bill (102), "An Act to amend 'An Act
to amend and consolidate as amended,
the several enactments respecting the
North-West Mounted Police Force.'"
(Sir Alex. Campbell).

Bill (126,) "An Act further to amend
the Act respecting the Trinity House and
Harbor Commissioners of Montreal."
(Mr. Aikins).

Bill (îoo), "An Act to incorporate the
McClary Manufacturing Company." (Mr.
D. MacInnes.)

Bill (98), "An Act to incorporate the
Canada Provident Association. (Mr.
Skead.)

Bill (139), "An Act to incorporate the
Rapid City Central Railway Company."
(Mr. Sutherland.)

Bill (103), "An Act to incorporate ihe
Qu'Appelle Land Company." (Mr. D.
MacInnes.)

The Senate adjourned at 4.15 p.m.

of Rails.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, April 28th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

IRREGULARITIES OF MAILS.

EXPLANATION.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Be-
fore the Orders of the Day are called, I
desire to make an explanation which my
hon. friend from Amherst (Mr. Dickey)
asked for the other day with reference to
the detention of mails from the east. I
was in hopes to have done so yesterday,
or the day before, but the information
had not reached me. I have since re-
ceived a report frorn the Inspector, which
I will read to the House, being the short-
est way of explaining what has occurred.
It is accompanied by a telegram which is
es follows :

" Delays explained in my report nine, three,
five of twenty-fourth. Fallure again yester-
day, Maritime mails reached Montreal too late
for connection with Occidental or Grand
Trunk."

The report of the Inspector is as fol-
lows

"PosT OFFICE INsPECTOR'S OFFICE,
" MONTREAL, 24th April, 1882.

"SI,-I beg to acknowledge telegram of
22nd, Lower Province menibers complain that
Eastern mails are not coming up by 'Occiden-
tal Railway,' I cannot but think that there
is soie misunderstanding in this. The
recorde in Montreal Post Office shew that ail
the bags received from the Maritime Provin-
ces are regunlarly re-forwarded the sanie morn-
ing fro M ontreal to the Occidental Railway,
whenever they reach Montreal in tine to
admit of this being done-which as a rule is
the case. But failures of connexion do occur,
consequent on the Grand Trunk Railway.
Thus, during the last fortnight failures from
this cause have occurred as follows:

"On the morning of Tuesday, 4th April.
Wednesdav, 5th
Wednesdav, 12th
Tuesdav, 18th
Wednesday, 19th '

" On these dates, the nails have had
instead to be forwarded from Montreal by the
Grand Trunk Railway via Prescott. May it
not be that it is these occasional failures
which-through their cause not being under-

HON. Mit. DICKEY.
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stood, have given rise to the impression that.
there was some general defect in the systemn
of transmission ? I should be inclined, for
instance, to think it probable that the parti-
cular complaint which may bave led to your
telegram was founded on the non-receipt on
Wednesday afternoon last, of letters due by
the Occidental Railway ; but which did not
reach Ottawa until late that evening by the
Grand Trunk Railway via Prescott. If any
individual case of delay could be stated, I
could the better be able to give the explana-
tion required.

"I am, sir, very respectfully,
"Your obedient servant,

(Signed) " E. F. KING.
" P.O. Inspector.

'le Honorable
"Postmaster-General,

Ottawa."

HON. MR. DICKEY-I arn afraid it is
not a complete explanation, because it
still does not account for the fact that
newspapers sometimes come two or three
hours before letters.

0

HON. SIR ALEX.
will inquire into that.

CAMPBELL-I

HON. MR. DICKEY-It does not ac-
count for the fact that passengers can
arrive here in the capital more than
twelve hours before the letters.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-It
is just possible for a passenger to get a
cab in Montreal and cross fron one
station to the other when it would be im-
possible to send the mail bags across.

PACIFIC RAILWAY CHANGE OF
ROUTE BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the third readipg of Bill (144), " An Act
to authorize the construction, on certain
conditions, of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way through some pass other than the
Yellow Head T'ass." He said: I pro-
mised my hon. friend fron New West-
minster (Mr. MacInnes) to make some
explanation of the reasons why the
company are lirnited to a pass at least one
hundred miles north of the boundary
line. I find that it is the suggestion of the
Canadian Pacific Railway-that they
believe they can find a pass more
that distance from the frontier,
therefore there is no desire and the

than
and

Gov-

ernment is not anxious that they should
go closer to the boundary.

HON. MR. MACINNES (B. C)-I am
perfectly satisfied with the explanation
which the hon. Minister of Justice has
given. My reason for calling the atten-
tion of the House to it the other day was
simply that I was led to believe it was
very doubtful whether the company could
get through the Rocky Mountains without
going nearer than one hundred miles to
the boundary line, and I made the sug-
gestion in order to obviate the necessity
of the company applying to Parliament
again for an amendment to their charter.
If it suits the company, I am perfectly
satisfied.

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

GREAT AMERICAN AND EURO-
PEAN SHORT LINE RAILWAY

BILL.
SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. BOURINOT moved the
second reading of Bill 94 " An Act to in-
corporate the Great American and Euro-
pean Short Line Railway Company."
He said: I wish to observe that probably
most of the hon. members are aware that
an American company has been formed
for the purpose of building this railway
which is entitled the Great American and
European Short Line Railway. Their
object is to build a road from St.
John's, Newfoundland, to a point at
or near Cape Ray and from Cape
North, in the Island of Cape Breton, to
the Strait of Canso, thence along the
north shore of the Province of Nova
Scotia, to a point at or near Oxford, Am-
herst, or some other suitable point of inter-
section with the Intercolonial Railway of
Canada. The intention is to get first-class
boats from England, and if they do as
proposed, it will shorten the voyage to
New York by three or four days at least.
At one time it was supposed that difficulty
would be found in obtaining an available
harbor but it has been found that such a
harbor will be available at less expense
than at first thought. The route from
Europe will be shortened iooo miles and
the result will be naturally to encourage
travellers-people who are not disposed
to stand sea sickness, to prefer passing by
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this road, and I hope the Company will
succeed in the attainment of their object
which is of the greatest importance not
only to the States or to Canada at large,
but to Cape Breton in particular. It
must be remembered that the Nova Scotia
syndicate Bill does not provide for the
building of a railway in that section of
Cape Breton.

The Bill was read the second time.

BILLS OF EXCHANGE IN PRINCE
EDWARD ISLAND BILL.

BILL WITHDRAWN.

HON. MR. CARVELL moved the
second reading of Bill (X) "An Act re-
lating to Bills of Exchange and Promis-
sory Notes in the Province of Prince Ed-
ward Island." He said : It is scarcely
necessary for me in moving the second
reading of this Bill, to explain its nature,
further than to say that the object of it is
to make the usage in Prince Edward
Island, with regard to bills of exchange
and promissory notes, conform to that
which prevails in other Provinces of
Canada.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I do not rise
to oppose the Bill, but merely to ask the
Minister of J.ustice whether it does not
conflict with the local acts of Prince Ed-
ward Island. The first and second clauses
es of the Bill are, to my mind, unobjection-
able, but the third appears to me to con-
flict with the local statutes. I should like
to know from the Minister of Justice
whether it does so or not. If it does not
I have no objection to the measure.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
should prefer that my hon. friend who has
charge of the Bill would allow it to
remain over. I see some difficulties with
reference to the last clause, and it is a
matter which requires to be approached
carefully. One does not know how far
the laws of the Province, intended to be
affected by this Bill, might safely be made
to assimilate with the laws of other pro-
vinces, and I think a general measure
would be more satisfactory. I should
prefer, if my hon. friend would consent to
it, that the Bill should lie over altogether,
but if not, I should suggest that the third
clause be allowed to remain over for a

subsequent session. The whole matter
cannot be very pressing, and if it be
allowed to stand for a year, I will under-
take to present to the House some bill on
the subject at the next session of Parlia-
ment, and endeavor to deal with the mat-
ter. There is no reason why the laws in
all the Maritime Provinces and Ontario
should not be alike on this subject. It is
hardly possible to assimilate the laws of
the whole Dominion, because they have
different proceedings in the Province of
Quebec, but in the English-speaking pro-
vinces the laws will be the same on
this subject throughout. I understand
now that in Nova Scotia and New Bruns-
wick a protest is not evidence, as
it is in Ontarib, that a bill has been
presented for payment, that it has
been paid, and that notice has been sent
to the endorsers. We find that convenient
in Ontario, and not attended 'with any
hardship or injustice to anybody. I think
it is a pity to seek to legislate for one par-
ticular Province amongst those which have
dissimilar laws on the subject, and that
the wiser way would be to let the Bill
stand, upon the undertaking made by the
Government, which, I an very happy to
announce, that they will introduce a Bill
to deal with this matter next session.

HON. MR. CARVELL-Before bring-
ing the Bill here, I had a conversation
with the Law Clerk on the subject, who
told me that this is an exact copy of the
law as it stands in Nova Scotia.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-The last clause
is in the Nova Scotia Act, but the other
clauses are the same as in the Dominion
Act.

HON. MR. CARVELL-I would sug-
gest to let the Bill stand until Tuesday
next.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
Does not my hon. friend think that it
would be safer on the whole to allow it
remain over althogether and let the Gov-
ernment introduce a bill upon the subject
next session. It is an important matter,
one affecting commerce in all directions,
and it seems to me that it would be safer
in the long run for all concerned to let
the Government introduce a measure upon
their responsibility.

HON, MF, 1OUuNOT.
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HON. MR. CARVELL-I am quite
willing to accept the suggestion, and I
therefore move that the order be dis-
charged.

The motion was agreed to.

TRUST AND LOAN COMPANY'S
BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. GIBBS moved the second
reading of Bill (35) "An Act for amend-
ing the Acts relating to the Trust and
Loan Company of Canada; and for
enlarging the powers of the said Com-
pany."

He said: I believe the Trust and Loan
Company first obtained its charter about
the year 1844, and it has had its Act
amended from time to time, probably a
dozen times, and this is a Bill to further
extend its powers. The object is to give
the Company power to do business in all
the provinces of the Dominion, on the
same terms as it has hitherto been doing
business in the old provinces of Canada.
The Company sought to obtain powers
according to the provisions of the general
Act to allow them to loan money on the
same terms as private individuals without
limitation of the rate of interest, but I
notice that an amendment has been made
to it, limiting the rate of interest to eight
per cent.

HON. MR. DICKEY-What clause
is that?

HON. MR. GIBBS-It is to be found
in the third clause. The company pro-
poses to do business in the North-West.
I am not yet instructed whether the com-
pany desires to have that clause changed
in any way, but if so it can be dealt with
when it goes to committee.

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

FISHING VESSELS AND DIS-
TRESSED MARINERS' FUND

BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House went into Committee of the

Whole on Bill (121), " An Act to exempt
vessels employed in fishing from the
payment of duties for the relief of sick
and distressed mariners."-(Mr. Aikins.)

HON. MR. ALLAN from the Com-
mittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

CANADA LANDED CREDIT COM-
PANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. GIBBS moved the second
reading of Bill (47), "An Act to extend
and aiend the Acts relating to the
Canada Landed Credit Company." He
said : This is a Bill the provisions of which
are of the same character as the Bill, the
second reading of which I moved a few
minutes ago relative to the Trust and
Loan Company. It does not ask to do
business all over Canada, but it desires to
extend its operations to Manitoba and the
North-W'est, and, like the other company,
the rate of interest it is allowed to take is
restricted to eight per cent. In this con-
nection I do not think it is treating these
companies fairly, because they are placed
at a disadvantage in going up there to do
business against other companies that
have 'been incorporated in Great
Britain and other parts of the
world, with powers to loan
money upon such terms as they may agree
upon. It appears to me to be an injus-
tice to Canadian companies to place them
in a worse position than foreign compan-
ies they may have to compete with, and
however desirable it may be to have cheap
money, I do not think the best way to
obtain it is to restrict these loan compan-
ies to eight per cent interest.

HON. MR. READ-If we have been
doing wrong hitherto in allowing bills of
this kind to pass without limiting the rate
of interest, it is time the evil should be
remedied. If we look at the return that has
recently been presented to Parliament and
observe the effects of such a policy in On-
tario, we will see the necessity of guard-
ing, if we can, the provinces in the Noith-
West that are now coming into the Union
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from the same evil. I see in this return,
that loan companies in Ontario are getting
from eight to fifteen per cent., and in
addition to that I find that $6oo,ooo is
paid annually for management and other
little items. From this same return I find
that the amount invested in Ontario on
the 1st of January, 188o, by those loan
companies was $45,910,756. Quebec, I
am happy to see, has been more discreet,
or less extravagant, and her indebted-
ness to the same loan societies is only
$2,389,929. In my opinion people are
not guided by their better judgment
when they are borrowing money. Money
is not like anything else ; it gives momen-
tary satisfaction and relief to the borrower
when nothing else will do it : hence,
when he is borrowing, his better judgment
does not guide him as it does in other
business transactions, and he is prepared
topaymorethanitisworth. Talkaboutland-
lordism and tenants in Ireland; I think the
farmers in Ontario are in a worse posi-
tion under the loan societies than the
tenants in Ireland are under their land-
lords, and it is no wonder that they
are going off to the North-West, and
leaving the companies to farm themselves
and get their eight, ten and twelve per
cent. out of it. When a farmer gets into
debt his farm has to pay for it, and when
his crop fails him he finds himself unable
to get out of his difficulties ; and it is no
wonder he leaves the Province and goes
to where there is a homestead law, and
where he can, no doubt, gather a little
property around him.

HON. MR. POWER-I think the hon.
gentleman said that the amount invested in
Ontario by loan societies was $45,000,000.

HoN. MR. READ-Yes, $45,91o,756,
up to the 1st of January, 188o.

HoN. MR. POWER-I think the hon.
gentleman stated what the annual income
derived from that investment was.

HON. MR. READ-The dividends paid
were from six to twelve per cent.

HON. MR. SMITH-How much at
twelve per cent., and how much at six ?

HON. MR. READ-I cannot make up

HO, My. RUo.
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the amount at a minute's notice-it is a
long statement.

HON. MR. SMITH-Your figures can-
not be reliable unless you give the full
statement.

HON. MR. READ-The return is a
yard long, and it would take some time to
-read it.

HON. MR. ALMON-Dispense !

HON. MR. READ-There is only one
pleasing feature i it ; I notice that
Ontario last year paid in thirteen millions
of dollars, and borrowed about twelve
millions; which shows that they are, at
all events, trying to get rid of their in-
debtedness. No farmer can pay such
interest, and if we allow these loan socie-
ties to go into Manitoba and lend even at
eight per cent. they will crush out the
energies of the people and absorb the
industry of the country.

HON. MR. SMITH- If the hon.
gentleman from Quinté had shown us that
the rate of interest was very much greater
than the country could afford to pay, it
would have been some information to this
honorable House, but he has been down
on these loan companies for a very long
time, on the broad principle that they are
an injury to the country.

HoN. MR. READ-Hear, hear.

HON. ML SMIPH-If we take the
hon. gentleman's view of the question, no
man should build a barn, or a house, or
improve his property, unless. he has the
money in hand first wherewith to do it.
If that policy had been pursued by
the people of Canada, our country
would not have prospered as it
has done. I say that the more
money we can borrow in a foreign
country at a reasonable rate and bring into
this Dominion, the greater will be our
prosperity and the greater will be our pro-
gress. Money is loaned now on a dif-
ferent system from what it was some
years ago when interest was added to
principal. At present a man can borrow
money for a number of years on the
straight loan system at six or seven per
cent., and can afford to improve his pro-
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perty and keep pace with the progress of
the age. If such were not the case there
would be stagnation in the country; the
farmers could make no progress and there
would be no prosperity. People who go
into the North-West, where profits are
greater and returns quicker, can afford to
pay a larger rate of interest on money than
the farmers in the older provinces. This
gentleman has a hobby in this direction,
and has raised a cry about loan com-
panies ruining this country by charging
enormous rates of interest. Why, hon.
gentlemen, there have been millions of
dollars put into this country during the
past year at not more than 6ý• per cent.,
and on the straight loan plan, too. I ask
will that ruin any man who borrows money,
or any country? Does the hon. gentle-
man want men to borrow money and
then repudiate the interest altogether; is
none of this interest to go home to the
older country from which the money was
borrowed? It would be outrageous to
think so, and men are in honour bound to
pay every dollar which is payable under
the agreements they may make. I would
say to every farmer in the country, where
he can see his way clear before him, to
borrow £1oo for five years at 6 / per
cent., and improve his property; by such
a course he is doing good to his family, to
the country, and to those who will come
after him.

HON. MR. SKEAD-And draining his
land.

HON. Mr.SMITH-Yesdraininghisland
and so on. The country will progress in
this way, but if the motion of the hon. gen-
tleman from Belleville (Mr. Read) is adopt-
ed farmers must not do a single act on their
farms until they have the money out of
the land. I do think that the so9ner my
hon. friend drops these notions the better,
and the sooner the farmers of the
Dominion are taught that it is not a
hardship to borrow from these companies
the better it willi be for this country. I
say these institutions are doing good service
and are getting very large amounts of
money out from England at 4, 4yi and 5
per cent., which moneys they are lending
at a small advance on these rates, and so
are greatly benefitting the Dominion.

HON. MR. READ-The hon. gentle-

men asked me a question just now which
I did not answer at the time, but I now
wish to say that the dividends paid last year
in Ontario amounted to $,786,425.20.

HON. MR, SMITH-On how tnuch
Capital?

HON. MR. READ-A capital of $19,-
ooo,ooo subscribed and paid up, and $30,
944,014.33 borrowed.

HON. MT. SMITH-That is not an
answer to the question. I would state as
a matter of fact that the institutions of
this country did not send out as much
money, for interest, as they got in. I say
that the country is making a profit on the
money borrowed from the old country,
and different other quarters of-the world;
and that profit goes into the hands of our
Canadian people, our farmers being bene-
fitted by that money. I maintain that if
money did not come into this country by
means of these institutions our progress
would be materially affected and delayed.
All the profits arising from the small rate
of interest paid on moneys coming from
the old country, belong to Canada, and are
spread amongst our own people, foward-
ing their interests and building up this
Dominion.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-As a share-
holder of many of the loan societies of the
Province of Ontario, I am bound to say
that grounds have existed which justify my
hon. friend from Belleville in the remarks
which he has made. It is all very well for
my hon. friend on my left (Mr. Smith) to
charge the hon. gentleman fron Belleville
(Mr. Read) with having made remarks
which are not justified, but I ask this
House simply to consider that'the House
of Commons-with regard to the Bill now
presented by my hon. friend behind me
(Mr. Gibbs)-has thought it necessary to
limit the rate of interest to 8 per cent. I
ask is that not evidence, which we cannot
ignore, that loan societies have been
charging more than that reasonable rate ?
Where could there be evidence more strik-
ing with regard to the truth of the position
taken by my hon. friend from Belleville
(Mr. Read)? Why the very fact that the
other Chamber felt it to be their duty to
enact this provision is conclusive evidence
upon the subject; and no member of this
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House, I am sure, will say that any loan
company should demand from the indus-
trious people of this country more than
eight per cent. for money loaned. I quite
agree with the views of my hon. friend
from Toronto (Mr. Smith), that the loan
societies have rendered great service to
the country ; I believe that the Trust and
Loan Company, the Canada Landed
Credit Company, and many other Com-
panies, have aided this country greatly and
have acted very fairly by the farmers, and
borrowers generally, throughout the Dom-
inion. On the other hand, however, I
believe that other companies have exceed-
ed reasonable rates. I think my hon.
friend from Belleville (Mr. Read) is justi
fied in what he has said, and I feel that
the people of this country owe him thanks
for his action on the present occasion.

HON. MR. GIBBS-I simply rise to
say that, as the hon. gentleman from
Belleville (Mr. Read) has mentioned no
names in speaking of the hardships which
certain companies impose on business,
it might be inferred that the two com-
panies whose Bills are before us to-day
are amenable to the charge which he has
so generally made. Now I maintain that
if there are any companies in this country
which are not open to any such charges
they are the two companies which are
asking for amendments to their charters
for which I ask the second reading.
My hon. friend from Woodstock has
anticipated me in what I was going to say
upon that point and I need not repeat it ;
I feel bound however to rise in defence of
these two companies, lest it might be
inferred that they are properly open to
the charge made indiscriminately against
loan companies, by my hon. friend from
Belleville (Mr. Read). I quite agree and
concur in all that has been said by the
hon. gentleman from Woodstock (Mr.
Alexander) with reference to the Trust
and Loan Company, especially, of whose
operations I know more than of the others.
It may be said of this and kindred
societies that they have never made any
but what are called straight loans, and
therefore the charge which has been
brought against some companies-the
truth of which I quite acknowledge as
applied to them-cannot be applied in
these particular instances. I am free to
confess that the powers of some loan

HON. MR. ALEXANDER.

societies should be restricted, but here is
a company with a very large amount of
money at its disposal, which desires to go
to the North-West and carry on its opera-
tions there upon exactly the same basis
as that upon which other com-
panies stand-which is surely a very
proper claim. It (the Trust and
Loan Company) was the first com-
pany in Canada which qbtained the right
to loan money at eig.t per cent., upon
real estate ; and if I am not mistaken the
Premier of the Dominion has been soli-
citor for it since it was established. It
was he who got the first bill, affecting this
Company, through the old Parliament of
Canada, and obtained for it the privilege
of loaning money at eight per cent. ; and
I say if any company has ever used its
powers well and treated its customers
leniently I believe it is the Trust and Loan
Company-and I believe the same applies
with respect to the Landed Credit Com-
pany. I felt I was in duty bound to de-
fend these two Companies for whom I
have asked the second reading of the Bills
to which allusion has been made by my
hon. friend so indiscriminately. He has
not answered a very important question
put to him to-day, when he says that the
Companies have been paying from six to
twelve per cent. If I understand him
correctly he said it was $1,400,ooo, which
is only an average of about seven per
cent., and in fact the whole of his argu-
ments can be disposed of from his own
statements.

HON. MR. READ-I think it is only
right to make an explanation. I quite
agree with the hon. gentleman from Oshawa
(Mr. Gibbs), who speaks in the highest
terms of the Trust and Loan Company
I have reason to know-having been in
timately acquainted with this company for
about thirty years-that its transactions
have always been fair and honorable, and
in every way what could be desired. They
have not been exacting ; of course they
always have obtained eight per cent., and
have paid more than eight per cent. for
the last thirty years to their stockholders.
That can easily be seen, and a very excel-
lent investment it has been for those men
who first embarked in it. As for the other
company, I know nothing of it. With
regard to the Trust and Loan Company,
however the experience of thirty years
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bas proved that it bas paid to its stock-
holders eight per cent. steadily, and often
a bonus of two per cent. in addition ; a
very nice thing for them, with nothing to
pay. I do not think however, that a broad
acre of this country, which is equal to any
land in the world, should be subject to pay
eight per cent. for money loaned upon it.
No farmer in the land can afford to pay
such a rate, and why the company should
ask more I cannot understand.

HON. MR. SMITH-The hon- gentle-
man is out of order in making another
speech.

HON. MR. READ-I think the hon.
gentleman himself bas been up twice, if
I mistake not ; we are often out of order.

HON. MR. FLINT-I am well ac-
quainted with the Trust and Loan Com-
pany and must say that a more honorable
corporation could not be found anywhere
and I speak this to their praise. It cer-
tainly has astonished me that they should
ask extra power, to charge interest over
eight per cent. and I cannot understand
it. They have been doing business for
many years and have kept straight to the
mark; and, further, in connection with
their loans they have never, so far as my
knowledge extends, pressed anyone who
made any attempt or tried to pay them.
I know more than all that, that with-
in tht last year, or a little more than a
year, where a person paid his interest
punctually to the day, they have been
taking off one per cent., thus making the
interest virtually seven per cent. There-
fore I was astonished that they should ask
for greater powers, enabling them to in-
crease the rate of interest. Now, with
regard to my hon. friend from Toronto
he says that six and a half to seven pei
cent. interest on the straight loan plan is
all they are getting ; but we know, and il
cannot be denied, that heretofore certair
companies got certain powers that they
might take any amouut of interest they
chose. The consequence was that they
have locked up a great many farms, which
they have at their disposal now, and they
will never see the money they have ad
vanced on them. The very fact that thi!
is so proves how impossible it was for an,
man who got into debt on his farm, pay
ing so high a rate, ever to discharge it

These are facts within my own knowledge,
for I happen to know parties who paid as
high as twenty-one and a half per cent.
This was done by interest at eight per
cent. with fees, fines, etc., and when I
pointed it out to the man and advised
him to get out of it as quickly as possible,
he managed to sell as much land as
would discharge bis debt; otherwise he
would have lost the whole. Now I cer-
tainly do not object to Canadian com-
panies, and those other companies having
eight per cent, but I think it is as high a
rate as this country can afford to pay for
money. I know that any man in busi-
ness, who pays more than eight per cent.
will find that his bills will never be paid.

HON. MR. SMITH-That depends on
the man.

HON. MR. FLINT-It does not alto-
gether depend on the man.

HON. MR. SMITH-I know 'some
men who pay a great deal more than that.

HON. MR. FLINT-I do not know how
they can do it ; they could not do so on a
farm, nor in many other kinds of business.
I have had a great deal of trouble and I
have had to pay more than eight per
cent., but I know it dragged me down. I
understand all about the matter, and it has
done me a vast amount of injury. I do
not complain of my own losses; I could
not help myself, and borrowed money at
that rate to see if better times would not
come. I think, however, my hon. friend
the mover of these Bills should be quite
satisfied to take the Bills as they are, and
should not undertake to get more than
eight per cent. for .either of these
companies.

HON. SÎR .XLEX. CAMPBELI.-He
bdoes flot want more.

7 HON. MR. FLINTI-He speaks as if
i this Bill should be pbaced upon tbe same
i footing as the others ; but I think if we
ihave gone in the wrong direction, we

7 should now set ourseives right, and I trust
- that no Bibi wili ever pass which ablows
s a rate higher than eight per cent.
î

- HON. 'MR. READ-I wilb now give the
hon, gentleman from Toronto (Mr. Smith)
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an answer to his question. I have made that this is (uixotic or visionary, but
it up and find that the companies pay an I confess when I look back for the last sixty
average of nine per cent., lacking a frac- years and see the gigantic strides which
tion or two. The amount of capital sience has made in works of this kind I
is $19,861,722, and they have paid do fot venture to limit what the intellect

$1,736,425, for the year ending ist of man will accomplish. I can recollect
january, 188o, being about nine per cent. when the mail was conveyed on horse-
Then there must be addcd to this the back in saddlebags from m home to the
exl)enses of management, $5 23,640, being cihies of St. John and Fredericton once
about two and three-quarters per cent, on a month, and I have a vivid recollectiofi
the paid-up capital, besides charges paid of the mail carrier riding into the village
,by the borrowers. and bringsng information which was a

'I'he motion was agTeed to and the Bill month old. 'Fhe hon. member fr0111
as read the second time. Amhest (Mr. dicke) has made the con-

pdaint-I think justly that he does lot
CHIGNECTO oMARINE RAILWAY receive his Engish letters until six hourS

BI I later than they should be here. In the

SECOND> READING. days to which I have referred it would
take nearly a ia eek to get from the easterf

Hopn. MR. BOTSFOR $ oved the part of New Brunswick to St. John. I
second reading of Bil (57) "An Act to am old enough to recollect that we, in
incorl)orate the Chignecto Marine Tran- our legislative capacities in Frederictoni,
sport Railway Company limited." did not receive English news in the

He said-This Bil deals with a subject w-inter season, sometimes, for three
which has been of very, great intêrest for months. I recollect several instances
the last three-quarters of a century. I when we were actually without informa-
can still recollect when some prominent tion from England, or the mails did not
merchants in Boston and Salem took a arrive, for tlîree months at a tinie.
great interest in having ship navigation When we compare that with steamers
across this Isthmus in order to carry on crossing the Atlantic as they do
trade, I persume, p)rincipal with the fish- now in one wveek, hon, gentlemen wil
eries in the Gulf of St. ILawrence. The see what wonderful improvement has been
Legislature of New Brunswick took a deep made in this respect. When I was a younger
interest in this question. It had made man it used to take me sometimes a week
several separate surveys. I think one of to reach Fredericton; it now acconi-
these surveys was in connection with plised in five or six hours. What ould
the Province of Nova Scotia and have been considered if it had been
the Province of Prince Edward Island; predicted at the period to which I refer,
but notwithstanding a mass of favorable that a man would be borne over the sur-
reports from the engineers who made face of the earth at the rate of fifty miles
these surveys, still there vere difficulties an hour ; that he w-ould drive through
in the way and the object das not accom- mountains by means of tunnels ; that a-
ilished. The Dominion Government also mwost in a second of time he would get a

made a most expensive and exhaustive communication f om Europe to America;
survey of this route with the object, I sin- and that he could converse with a friend
cerely believe, of having a navigable chan- a hundred miles away, through the aid of
nea cut through this Isthmus in order to the telephone? When hon. members
facilitate trade between the Gu f and River bear these facts in md they will hesitate
St Lawrence and the American sea-board; before they pronounce a scheme, such as
but froin unavoidable crcumstances, whic this B r contemplates, as visionary. For
perhaps it is unnecessary to explain, that my part, although I must confess that it
also failed, and it has now conie to, be 1is somewhat of an experiment, when I
considred that a marine railway should see the great progress which has been
be constructed there which would se- made in science and art, I do flot
cure ail the advantages contemplated by myself doubt that this experiment wihl be
the construction of a canal. I have no a success. I think the promoters of this
toubt that a good many persons perhaps Bt will fot be treated with ridicule as
soie hon. Themnibers of the Senate -think attemting to foist upon the Dominion a

HoN. MR. REA..
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scheme which in the opinion of some, per- with certain terns, and if the Government
haps, may be visionary. Hon. gentlemen and the Company cannot agree a board of
will observe that this experiment, if it be arbitration shah be appointed. Clause
attempted, will be made at the risk of seventeen provides that the tolls shah be
private individuals. The Dominion Gov- fixed, in the first instance by the Com-
ernment do not take upon themselves the pany, but subject to approval by the
responsibility of its success. If t-he work Governrnent. These are the principal
he completed, it will be at the risk and features of the Bil of which 1 now move
expense of the gentlemen who voluntarily the second reading.
advance their money for its construction ;
but it will be generally admitted, that if HoN VR. ALMON -Xho pays for
the scheme should prove successful, it the land that is taken for the raihway?
will be a great credit to the Dominion as
establishing for the first time the useful- HON. MR. BOTSFORD The Company
ness of a work of this kind. Therefore, as a matter of course: that is provided
I trust, that there will not be any oppo- for in the Consolidated Raihway Act.
sition to this scheme, although it may, in
the ideas of some persons who have not HON. MR. POWER-I dont pro-
given it serious consideration, be regarded pose to offer any opposition to the second
as one of a visionary character. reading, because it purporrs to be a private

This Bill is to incorporate some private bil. At the same tue I do not think it
individuals, and to given theni the usual is a measure which sbould be allowed to
corporate powers for the construction of a pass without some remark, because we
marine railway from the Bay of Fundy to! have to become cognisant of what bas
the waters of Baie Verte. Power is taken, been done ar the other end ofthe building.
of course, to expropriate land necessary Ir would appear that tbe Government
for carrying on the work, but the provisions propose to give a subsidy of $150,000 a
of the Consolidated Railway Act of 1879 year to tbis Company, and further to give
protect those who own this private proper- a sun of $350,000 to aid in the construc-.
ty. The Bill also gives power, which is tion of an ordinary railroad alongside this
absolutely necessary for the accomplish- track--a road to Cape Tormentine: s0 it
ment of this work, to take possession of will .be seen that tbis innocent looking bil
such necessary parts of the beach, or lands wbicb bas just been described bý my
covered with water, of the Chignecto bon. friend may be sometbing mucb more
Basin, and also of Baie Verte, as may be serious and miscbievous than we take
required for the construction of the work, it to be. The grant is subject to the
and for prosecuting the undertaking. The condition that the road is first to be
eighth clause provides that the capital buiht by tbe Company, but tbere is anotber
shall consist of $1,000,000, with power to provision tbat the Government may take
increase the sane when necessary, and by over the work fron tbis Company, and
the ninth section the Company are em I only'trust tbat the country shah not
powered to issue preference stock to the be called upon to assume tbis work within
extent of . a million and a baîf the next year or two in an unfinished con-
dollars. Section thirteei authorizes dition and requiring tbe expendirure of a -
the Company to issue promissory large suni to complete t.
notes and bilis of excnange, but witI the
usual proviso with respect to their not be-
coming negotiable : they cannot be made
payable to bearer, nor can they be cir-
culated as money, or bank-notes. Section
fifteen gives authority to the Dominion
Government to assume possession of the
property on certain conditions-if after
this work is completed and in successful
operation it be found desirable by the
Government to make it a public work, as it
is one of great public interest, they may
assume control over it upon complying

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-It is not to
be taken over until actually finished and
in good working order.

HON. MR. POWER-There is nothing
to prevent the Government taking it over
before it is finished.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-It must
be done by authority of Parliament.

HON, MR. POWER-There is just one

Chignecto ilarine ( Arm 28, 1882.]
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other question which has suggested itself
to me. This railroad is intended to take
the place of the Baie Verte canal, a pro-
ject which was spoken of for a great
number of years, and which, as the hon.
gentleman who has moved the second
reading of the Bill has stated, was
inquired into and investigated by
government engineers several years
ago, and to which the report
of the commissioners was unfavorable.
Nowv, without saying anything at all of the
diffliculty of the work proposed to be
undertaken, I very greatly doubt the
utility of it: ''he question ought to pre-
sent itself to every member of Parliament
-supposing this ship railway to be com-
pleted, are the benefits that will arise
from it equivalent to the $15o,ooo a year
which is to be asked from Parliament ?
Not having investigated the subject re-
cently I am not in a position to give the
House figures on that subject, but I think
the opinion of most business men is that
the benefit to be derived from the con-
struction of this road will not be
commensurate with the subsidy. The
navigation of the upper part of the Bay of
Fundy, as every gentleman who knows
anything about the subject is aware, is
of the worst possible character. (Cries of
no, no.)

HON. MR. BOTSFORI)-The hon.
gentleman is entirely mistaken.

HON. MR. POWER-Hon. gentlemen
know how difficult it is to get even to St.
John, and the navigation at the upper end
is no better. I merely wish to call atten-
tion to these objections, and when in com-
mittee we can discuss them more fully.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-If it were
not for the observations which have fallen
from the hon. me~mber from Halifax,
(Mr. Power), I would not have ventured

positions where engineering difficul-
ties have rendered the construction
of canals impossible, and it will be
observed that up to the present time no
ship railway has been brought to suc-
cessful completion. The construction of
canals in positions such as the Isthmus of
Panama, and between Lakes Huron and
Ontario, could not be successfully carried
out from the height of land to be trav-
ersed, and the heavy engineering difficul-
ties to be surmounted ; and if the projec-
tors of this railway can carry the same to
a successful completion, they would ac-
coiplish a great public object for the
country, and such a railway would be a
great advertisement of the progress of
this young country. I have not the
slightest doubt, from my knowledge and
study of the Ontario and Huron Canal,
that we shall before many years see a
ship railway built from Toronto, or its
vicinity, to some point on the Georgian
Bay. Irrespective entirely of the comn-
mercial considerations for constructing
this canal, it would be money well spent
fron this stand point. It would be a proud
position for us to occupy, that the Domin-
ion of Canada was the first to carry to
successful completion an enterprise of such
magnitude.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-I an'
quite satisfied that the hon. member from
Halifax (Mr. Power) inthe first place knows
very little either of the waters of the Bay of
Fundy or the waters of the St. Lawrence at
the proposed termini of this canal. His ac-
quaintance with either point is of a limited
character, or he would not have given
expression to the statement which he
made here to-day. Every one who knows
anything about the matter is aware that
if there is a place on the earth that is
adapted for the construction of a ship
canal it is in the locality referred to in
this Bill. The isthmus is narrow-

to make any remarks on this Bill, but I
regard this enterprise as a most important HON. MR. POWER--Eighteen miles.
one for the Dominion of Canada. Inde-
pendent of commercial considerations HON. MR. MACFARLANE-Suppose
it is all important that we should give it is eighteen miles, it is almost as level as
encouragement to this project. I will not, this floor. Nature seems to have adapted
upon this occasion, enter into a consider it for the purpose. It does not present
ation of the amount of traffic that would the difficulties which occur in other placesi
pass by this route, but Parliament is and which have been described by mY
aware that there are in different parts hon. friend from Woodstock (Mr. Alexal
of the Dominion and on this continent,!1 der); there are no great heights of land to

HON. MR. POWER,
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be surmounted. Al you have to do is to
lift the ship out of the water, and then you
have a level road to tide-water again. The
difficulty experienced in cases of this kind
is the means to lift a heavy vessel out of
water and put it on the track ; but by
means of the hydraulic lift, which is al-
ready performing such wonders in many
parts of the world, there appears to be no
limit to the power which you can call into
operation for the purpose, and thus the
only difficulty which presents itself in this
case can be overcome. It is a matter for
engineers to say whether a vessel is safe or
not when placed on rails. It is true that
we have never yet had a marine rail way,
but we witness constantly the operation of
drawing a ship out of water and putting
it on rails for the purpose of
making repairs, and that is accomplished
not by hydraulic power, but by simple
engine power. It is true this project is a
novelty but it does not at all follow that it
is an impossibility. I know that in refer-
ence to this project' Captain Eads and
several of the best engineers on this con-
tinent and also I believe of the old world,
who have communicated with Mr.
Ketchum, have expressed the opinion that
this experiment can be tried at a compar-
atively small expense ; and they believe
that there is a possibility, amounting
al*most to a certainty, that vessels can be
transported in safety for moderate dis-
tances over land. There is no doubt we
are living, as my hon. friend from West-
morelând has stated, in a very fast age.
Only to-day my hon. friend from Cape
Breton (Mr. Bourinot) introduced a Bill
here for the construction of a railway
which will be a link in a shorter route to
Europe. The capitalists who are inter-
ested in that project are prepared to
demonstrate beyond a doubt that a
passenger can start from New York
and in five days he landed on the other
side of the Atlantic, spending only three
days of that time on the ocean voyage.
Persons who would talk of that a few
years ago would have been regarded as
madmen, and yet very little doubt is en-
tertained now that it will be accomplished.
If the gentlemen who ask for this charter
undertake the construction of this marine
railway they must raise at the lowest esti-
mate some five or six millions of dollars
and expend it before they can call upon
this country for a single dollar. Not only

that, but after having expended this
amount they will be obliged to satisfy the
Government that the railway is able to do
the work which they have undertaken to
perform. If they should be successful,
by the time that the twenty-five years over
which this guarantee is to extend will
have expired, trade by this route will have
been developed to such an extent that the
railway will find abundant employment.
It is a work which, though novel in its
nature, will involv.e this country in very
little expense, and I am quite sure that
the very best results will flow from its
construction.

Hox. MR. ALMON--I am not going
to oppo3e this Bill, because the custodians
of the pnblic purse have granted $150,000
towards it.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No
they have not voted anything in aid of it.

HON. MR. ALMON-Then L shall
oppose the Bill. I look upon the project
as a chimera: it puts me in mind of the
arguments which were used in support of
the Shubenacadie Canal, in which not
only money of this country, but English
capital, was sunk, and resulted in creating
a feeling of distrust towards Nova Scotia
in the minds of English capitalists. If
this marine railway should be successful,
what would come out of it? The trade
of the city of St. John would continue to
go down the Bay of Fundy and get to
Europe. I do not suppose there is much
to do between St. John and the St.
Lawrence. A few small vessels from
Prince Edward Island would go over
it, but I do not know of any vessels
that would go north that way. Every-
body knows that ships do not pay now
unless sailed at the cheapest possible
rate, and if they had to pay tolls and be
subject to detention through the railway
being blocked up at times, I do not
think they could afford to take that route.
I do not believe that the enterprise will
succeed, and we should al] earnestly pray
that it will not, because then the loss will
fall upon private speculators and not upon
the people of Canada. I take this cheap
way of establishing a reputation as a
prophet, and I predict first, that the rail-
way will never be built, and second, that,
if it should be built, it will be a sad day for
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the people of Canada when it is completed This celebrated Captain Eads, one of the
and in in running order. foremost engineers of the United

States, and perhaps of this continent-
lION. MR. DICKEY-I do not wish

to say anvthing about the details of the Hox. MR. POWER--Oh, no.
ill, because it would be unbecoming for

me, as Chairman of the Committee, to do HON, MR. DICKEY- My hon. friend
so. I can only say that they will be care- may not be aware, perhaps, of the fact
fuliv stanned. I would not rise but that after half a century of attempts to
for the reference which has been improve the navigation of the mouth of
made by the hon. member from Halifax the. Mississippi, Captain Eads was the
to the navigation of the Bay of man they had at last to apply to, and the
Fundy. He lias spoken of it only man who succeeded in solving the
as most difficult and dangerous. i under- problem. What is he doing now ? He
take, on the contrary, to say to him that is undertaking the project of carrying a
having lived at the head of that Bay within ship railvay across the isthmus between
almost the sound of the rush of its waters the waters of the Pacific and the Gulf of
and having known it from my childhood., Mexico, at almost the southern end of the
I am aware that the navigation is of the continent of North America, a line 165
very safest character. I sav that advisedly, miles long, to carry vessels just ten times
and that the very bug-hear, the tide. which the distance proposed in this case, and to
is often spoken of is one of the greatest convey them by a marine railway, with
aids to navigation. I am sorry that the grades of thirty five feet to the mile. It
two hon. members fron Halifax, senior is proposed to carry not ships of the
and junior, have expressed doubts of the maximum weight of rooo tons, as
practicability of this project. I hope that is proposed here, but vessels of
those doubts have not arisen frorn any 5000 tons weight, and that project is
desire to obstruct this Bill, or to influence actually now going on. Therefore,
the capitalists who may be called upon to I say, had this been presented
invest money in this enterprise. If that five years ago I would have laughed
is their object it will be met by the want at it, and therefore I do not wish to say
of knowledge displayed by the hon. gentle- anything very harsh against my hon.
men, in talking about it. The senior friends, because one requires to look into
member from Halifax expressed incredulity these subjects before his doubts can be
as to the practicability of the removed. Had any one said here a year
scheme, and the junior member fromi ago that the interior of the Island of New-
Halifax followed in the same line. Five foundland would have been penetrated by
years ago had anyone told me that across a railway, and that the work would be
that isthmus, which Nature seerms to have constructed for a comparatively srall
left for that purpose, such a railway could subsidy on the part of that Province,
be constructed, I would have smiled with he vould have been laughed at.
equal incredulity. Many hon. gentlemen
will recollect that some two years ago, HoN. MR. POWER-Not at ail.
having studied up the subject of this
Huron and Ontario ship canal a little, HON. MR. DICKEY-I say it advised-
when I said in this House that it was ly. I think one would be justified in
possible to construct that canal by adopt- laughing at such a proposition, because
ing a system of lift locks, worked by hy- the interior of the Island is an inhospit-
draulic power, and that by this process a able waste. I believe that only one or
vessel could be lifted or lowered fifty feet two living white nen had passed over that
in eight minutes, I was almost laughed at. country until within tLe last three years, and
I stated it because I knew the fact--I had nothing was known about it. The projeet
the best proof of it-and the very state- set forth in the Bul introduced 50 well to
ment of that incident shows how unde- day b> the hon. member from Sydney
sirable it is that we should throw doubts (Mr. Bourinot) is one which would
upon anything that science can accomplish hardly have been regarded as practicable
in these days. Take this very question a few years ago, and it can only be carried
what is going on at this very moment? iout y a second ine across the Island of
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Newfoundland to connect with Cape Ray
instead of the termnus of this line under
construction at the present moment in
that island.

Nowwith regard to this particular scheme
all I can say is this: if there ever was a
point in the world where this experiment
could be made underrmost favorable condit-
ions it is at the point mentioned in this Bill,
because I believe the highest elevation
that will have to be overcome is something
like twelve or fifteen feet, and the highest
grade that need be on this railway will be
seven feet to the mile, onlv about one third,
of what inengineering is called the angle of
reposè, and the curves in all would be
very slight. In the line projected by
Capt. Eads, there are a great many curves,
many of them so short that persons unac-
quainted with the project would consider
them inadmissable in a railway 6f this
kind where vessels of considerable length
wonld have to be carried. But how is it
done ? It is done by having a section of
the railway built on the principle of a turn
table, so that when the vessel cornes on it
she is shunted over until she gets the line
of the railway, and then goes on. There
is no necessity for such a contrivance here.
There is an hydraulic lift which has been
in successful operation on the Weaverton
Canal, Cheshire, for many years, and it is
the same kind of 'hydraulic lift that Mr.
Ketchum proposes to use here-the in-
vention of one of the men whose name
stands on the front of this Bill, Mr. Edwin
Clark, who applied it first on that river in
Cheshire. So that the whole thing comes
within the line of possibility, and, I believe,
of perfect practicability. The junior
member for Halifax asks what is the good
of it when it is done ? and says, " It may
do a little good to St. John," and so on.
I hope my hon. friend is not instigated
in his opposition to this Bill with
the idea that it will interfere with
the business of Halifax. But there is
more than St. John interested in it, there
is the whole western coast of Nova Scotia
interested in it ; there is the coal trade
and the stone trade, and then there is the
whole American fishing fleet whose head-
quarters is at Gloucester, Massachusetts,
interested in it, as it will enable them to
make three voyages instead of only two
during the fishing season.

HON. MR. POWER-And cut out our
own fishermen.

HON. MR. DICKEY--Our fishermen
have the same right to go there and fish,
and they can go if they like. Then there
is the whole West Indies trade to the St.
Lawrence interested in it, because all that
they have to do is to take the safest navi-
gation in the world by the well lighted
United States coast, pass up to the Bay of.
Fundy without breaking bulk, and pro-
ceed with their cargoes by the St. Law-
rence to Montréal. Then there is the
benefit it would be to Prince Edward
Island-a benefit incalculable. We are
doing more than carrving out the engage-
ment entered into at the time of the unicn
because we are giving to Prince Edward
Island vessels an opportunity to load
their cargoes at their doors, and to trans-
mit vessels and cargoes by this line and
drop them in the water of the Bay of
Fundy, whence they can proceed to
St. John or to United States ports as they
choose. Something has been said about
the expense of this project. The lo*st
estimate that was given as the cost of the
Baie Verte Canal was five millions of
dollars, and the highest estimate by the
Commission appointed to enquire into the
matter-which I may infer was the cause
of the abandonment of the project-the
revised estimate-something like ten
millions of dollars. This undertaking was
abandoned by the Goverrnent. Now,
here a comparatively young man but
one of the ablest engineers in New Bruns-
wick (and I am happy to say he is a native
of New Brunswick), Mr. Ketchum, comes
forward backed by the best engineering
talent in England and the United States
and says hehas a project which he is sure
he can raise the necessary capital in Eng-
land to carry out if the Government only
grants a small subsidy. If his scheme is
a success, which I believe it will be,
it will place hini in the proudest position
of any engineer on this continent,
because it will be the first successfut at-
tempt to inaugurate a marine railway in
any portion of the world. The experiment
has been proved to be a very practical
one'; marine ships have been constructed
on the same coast where vessels are taken
up out of the water for repairs, and it has
been shown to be practicable in the United
States in times past, where they had to
overcome the difficulty of the Allegahany
Mountains, and draw up loaded barges of
several thousand tons weight, twenty or
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thirty years ago, and place them in the
water on the other side. It is quite true
that vessels of greater capacity will require
to pass over this road, but I believe it is
perfectly practicable. Fortunately it can
be accomplished without any great cost
to us, because this proposed subsidy is
only for a limited number of years. The
aid asked from the Government would
only be one and a half per cent. on the
proposed cost of the line, the whole thing
to be done at the risk and expense of the
projectors. I think, therefore, it is a pro-
ject upon which we may well congratulate
ourselves, and the half hour that has been
devoted to discussing the subject has not
been misspent. My hon. friend has spoken
of $300,ooo for the Cape Tormentine rail-
way. A word of explanation is necessary
on that subject. The Legislature has been
so anxious to get this project carried out
that they have offered a bonus for every
mile of that railway that is built, but the
Dominion Government did not feel justified
in undertaking the cost of that work until
they felt satisfied that the New Brunswick
Company could not carry it out. I hear
that it is the intention of the Government
to place an item in the estimates to carry
out that project, but the money is to be
first expended on the Island side so as to
make connection between the Island rail-
way and the proposed terminus. At the
same time I believe that it is the policy
of*the Government in case the New
Brunswick Company fail to make the
connection on this side, to secure it to the
people of Prince Edward Island. There-
fore, both projects commend themselves
to the support and sympathy of the mem-
bers from Prince Edward Island. I think I
am safe in assuming that, and that this
Bill ought to commend itself to the good
sense and good feeling of this House.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I do not
wonder that my hon. friend who resides so
near where this railway is to be located
has spoken so warmly and so earnestly in
its favor, but although I have no doubt as
to the feasibility of the project, as far as
the profits are concerned I am not so
sanguine as the hon. gentleman from
Amhert. I should be sorry to say any-
thing that would discourage this Com-
pany from going on with their undertak-
ing, and for this reason: while I was a mem-
ber of the Nova Scotia Legislature years

HoN. MR. DICKEY.

ago, I supported a scheme for a proposed
canal across the isthmus. Our Govern-
ment was prepared at that time to spend
a large amount of money on the project
as it was considered feasible. But what
this Company asks for is of a different
character, and the proposed cost i.s only
half the estimated cost of the canal with
locks and one-fourth the cost the canal
without locks. I do not believe with my
hon. friend from Halifax that ~this project
is not worth consideration. Nova Scotia
considered the canal worthy of consider-
ation, and with cooperation was ready to
aid it at great cost.

HON. MR. POWER-Not at all.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I believe if
we had never entered confederation, it
would have been done.

HON. MR. POWER-Not at aiL

HON. ML KAULBACH-It was
strongly supported by the hon. member
from Cumberland and by the Premier of
Nova Scotia, and I believe it would have
been accomplished but for Confederation.
When we see the gigantic strides that
science is taking year by year, we cannot
limit our power of accomplishing any
public work by our present ideas of what
is practicable. The experience of the
past has told us that we can scarcely pre-
dict what can or cannot be done in the
future. I believe if there is any place on
earth where a ship railway can be success-
fully built, it is the point mentioned in
this Bill; it is a level, solid roadway ;
there are no rivers to cross, and the grades
are favorable. Marine slips are on a
small scale, what a ship railway will be;
if we can raise a vessel up some two
hundred or three hundred feet there
is no reason why we cannot carry the
vpssel, on the sanie principle, eight or ten
miles over rails. I am not so sanguine
about the profits of working such a railway,
and I am not so certain as my hon. friend
is that the trade of the West Indies would
go in that direction; I believe, however,
it would increase the trade of the Bay of
Fundy with the Northumberland Straits,
and the St. Lawrence, and it would be a
very great advantage, no doubt, to Prince
Edward Island, but that it would divert
trade from Halifax and that Lunenburg



Cahignec4o .3arine [mi 818245

would become a little fishing port in
consequence I do not believe. If the
engineers undertake this work and make
it a success I have no doubt that the
Government will maintain it. I do not
know what the capacity of the proposed
railway is to be, but if it is to secure the
trade of the West Indies and South
America it will have to be of sufficient
capacity to carry vessels of thousands of
tons. As I have always been in favor of
extending our facilities for trade and
commerce, I shall be the last to oppose
this Bill, but I do not think the project is
of great importance to Nova Scotia, as few
of our vessels are likely to go by that route,
and it is not reasonable to suppose that
many vessels east of Cape Sable would use
that railway. I presume that the parties who
have undertaken the project have estimated
the cost, and I hope that all the anticipa-
tions of my hon. friend from Amherst and
of the member from that county, as to
the success of the scheme, may be realized.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-This is
certainly a kind of scheme which presents
great attractions to our imagination at the
present time, but it seems to me to be
very much mixed up. There are several
points which I think yet require explana-
tion. We have had mentioned the pro-
posed ship railway, we have had men-
tioned the company it is proposed to in-
corporate, the Government of Canada,
the Legislature of New Brunswick, and
besides that we have had another scheme
mixed up with it, the scheme for carrying
out the compact of Confederation between
Prince Edward Island and the Dominion
of Canada. Now, all these things have
been mixed up together in a most con-
fused way in this debate. Another thing
that strikes me is, that notwithstanding it
involves the proposition of a payment of
$i5o,ooo annually by the Government, no
nember of the Government has stood up

to explain any portion of the programme.
I must say that the case for the ship rail-
way has not been very clearly made out.
It appears that at each entrance the same
neans and appliances will be required for
the ship railway that would be required for
a canal. The ship must be taken into a
tranquil harbour with a sufficient depth of
water to enable her to be so manipulated
as to get her on this road. The same facil-
ites are necessary as would be required

for taking her into canal. In my judgment,
contrasting the canal with the ship railway,
it seems to me the canal has rather
the advantage so far as the ben-
efit to the country is concerned.
The railway would not improve the
drainage of the country, but the cinal
would be a very material benefit in that
way, because it would have a tendency to
carry off some of the superfluous water.
I thing, therefore, that those gentlemen
who have undertaken to advocate this
principle should have turned their attention
to the two points to which I have alluded.
They should have demonstrated in what
manner these artificial harbors-if natural
harbors do not exist-are to be formed,
and how they are to be kept in proper
order. The experience of the Old World
in the matter of canals is to the effect that
the great difficulty, where they enter or
emerge from the sea, is to keep them free
from sand banks. It is a well known fact
that the greatest difficulty in maintaining the
Suez Canal is in keeping the Mediterranean
mouth free from filling up with sand, and
it is a well authenticated fact that the canal
that existed there 2,ooo years ago had
been abandoned because the engineers of
the time-great as they were in removing
immense masses of stone that would puzzle
the engineers of to-day-did not possess
sufficient skill to dredge out the sand.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The Suez Canal
goes through a desert of sand from end to
end, and that is the reason it fills up.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE- think
the hon. gentleman is in error there: the
desert of sand through which the Canal
runs is not the sand whiçh embarrasses the
entrance. The sand which embarrasses
the entrance of the Suez Canal is borne
down by the waters of the River Nile, and
is carried out miles and miles to sea.
Difficulties of the same kind are to be
anticipated wherever a canal or harbor of
that kind is formed artificially, and I think
that the undertakers of this marine railway
ought to have shown how they propose to
construct these artificial harbors, into which
vessels are to be let before they are landed
on to the railway. For my part I do not
at alf contest'the point that the lifting of
a vessel is by no means the most difficult
task ; that is a matter which I believe is
pretty commonly done now, and I do not
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anticipate any great difficulty about it. I
But the other difficulty is one to which
neither of the hon. gentlemen seems to
have turned his attention, and I think
it is one which ought to be shewn
before this Parliament sanctions the
outlay of such a very large amount
of money. This is particularly necessary
when we know there is a contingency in
it, that the capital is not to be private
capital, but that the Government is to have
a sort of incidental interest in it. For my
part, I should be exceedingly glad to see
one or other of these undertakings in pro-
gress, because I believe it would be for the
henefit of the province from which I come.
It may be said that at present there is not
sufficient traffic to demonstrate that $150,-
ooo worth of freight at least can be carried
each year on that canal. I think, however,
we have a right to anticipate that there will
be a great growth of population all along
the shores of the Gulf of St. Lawrence,
and in the Province of Prince Edward
Island, where it is known that the popula-
tion is increasing at a very rapid rate;
and from the cultivation of their fishing
enterprises, and many other sources that
perhaps are not at this present time
anticipated, a vast amount of traffic will
in future be provided for that rail-
road or canal, as the case may be.
There is this to be said, that in contrast.
ing the cost of the projected ship canal
with the estimates which were before the
Legislature some years ago with reference
to a canal across pretty nearly the saie
line, it must be remembered that those
estimates were based upon the experience
we had in those times of excavating canals.
I believe at that time we had not got any
further than the pick and shovel, wheel-
barrow and cart'; but hon. gentlemen
know very well that those Aools are now
pretty nearly abandoned, and that others,
far more efficient, speedy and economical,
are now in use. Therefore, it is hardly
fair to take the old estimates for the Baie
Verte Canal and contrast them with those
for the projected ship canal. If this
should be the means of forwarding the
construction of railway communication, of
which the Province of Prince Edward
Island stands so much in need, I
should certainly think 'it a great
boon ; and in anything I have said
I did not mean to be understood
at all as an enemy to this project. My

remarks have been intended to draw out
further explanation from the gentlemen
Who, in my judgment, have left the matter
somewhat obscure; and also to elicit from
the members of the Government in this
House some statement in regard to the
interest which the Government is about
to take in this undertaking.

HON. MR. CARVELL-I am very
glad that my hon. friend who has just
taken his seat has at last discovered that
there are other means of excavating
besides the pick and shovel. I think,
when I was a boy I saw a machine worked
by steam.

HON. MR.
not say that.

HAYTHORNE-I did

HON. MR. CARVELL-The hon.
gentleman said that by any remarks he
had made he did not wish to be under-
stood-and then there followed some-
thing which I found it hard to under-
stand. He commenced by saying
that hon. gentlemen who had preceded him
had mixed things up very much, that they
got the Island Railway, the Government
grant, and the ship railway all nixed
up ; that however was not sufficient, and
he thought he would mix it a little more,
and be put in the Suez Canal, of which
he spoke for some time. Now I cannot
understand how any hon gentleman fron
the Maritime Provinces could see any-
thing but benefit, both national and
provincial, arising from the construction
of this canal. I think some one said that,
but a few little cargoes were to go froin
Prince Edward Island; but it would be
well if gentlemen wouid inform then-
selves on this subject when they intend to
express their views before this House;
I feel, however, that the objections which
have been made to this Bill have come
from quarters which necessarily have but
little weight. This is not merely a local
matter; it is a great commercial ques-
tion. The two gentlemen from the City
of Halifax, like the hon. gentleman who
has just taken his seat, have never been
so situated that they had anything to do
with the commerce of the world; and
it is perhaps no wonder that they
cannot see the benefits of this Bill.
As to the Baie Verte Canal, I will
nqt attempt to occupy ihe time of the

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE.
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House just now, but the ship canal will take in this matter I may state that the
crosses an isthmus of 16y miles and! Governmenthave nothingwhatevertosayto
makes almost the difference of the entire the Bill now before the House. It is a Bill to
coast line of Nova Scotia in going from incorporate a private company, and there
some parts of the Province to the United is nothing in it which can be construed as
States and Quebec. Some years ago the late a promise by the Government in any way
Government sentacommission down to the to chis company. It is possible that assist-
Maritime Provinces to take evidence as to ance may be given by the Government, if
the benefits likely to accrue to the coun- the ccmpany should be formed and should
try from the construction of the Baie be successful in accomplishing the object
Verte Canal which it has in view. I am not quite sure

but I think such assistance was spoken of
HON. MR. POWER-If the hon. gen- in the other branch of the Legislature, so

tieman will excuse me, it was the present I cannot speak positively about it. At all
Government in their former administra- events, as far as this Bill is concerned, it
tion. does not affect the Government in any

way, ndr is there any pledge in it on the
HON. MR. CARVELL-Then, that I part of the Government to do anything.

may be understood, I will say the Mac-
kenzie Government. HON. MR. BOTSFORD-I think the

hon. gentleman opposite who opposes this
HON. MR. POWER-It was not. Bil has asked the gentlemen who advocate

it to undertake a task which they are not
HON. MR. CARVELL-I beg the called upon to do. In introducing this

hon. gentleman's pardon ; during the Bil I do not think I am mixing it up and
reign of the Mackenzie Government there muddling it with other questions. The
was a commission sent to the Maritime Bill speaks for itself and is simpiy to
Provinces, and these Commissioners were authorizetheincorporationofcertainparties
Mr. Braun, the present Secretary of the De- to construct a marine transport railway
partment of Railways, Mr. Jos. Lawrence from a certain point on the Bay of Fundy
of St. John, N.B., and the late Hon. John to another point at Baie Verte. I do not
Young. They went down to make an in- say anything t all about any other railway
quiry in the Maritime Provinces and to or mix it up with any other undertaking
establish what would be the benefits or with which the New Brunswick Govern-
otherwise of the Baie Verte Canal. ment had to do. This Bill gives power
Perhaps it might not be quite parlia- to the incorporators to do anything that
mentary to say what I think of the may be necessary for the carrying out and
way that evidence was taken, but operating of the work. It also authorizes
the report was unfavorable. I could them to make docks and to take possession
mention the name of one gentleman in of the shore to a certain extent, if it may
the City of Halifax, who was known as a be necessary. It is fot for me to say
merchant occupying a high position. He how, and I do not think it is usual on
was asked, what would be the effect of these occasions to explain how a company
that canal ? and he replied : " I do not intends to pefform its work. I think it is
want it built, because it would take all the sufficient to say that they ask for powers
trade of New Brunswick up to Gaspe to do it They are responsible for it, and
from. me ; it would turn it into an entirely what is also of importance, 1 will state
different direction." I am not going to that they will receive no compensation, as
-occupy the time of the House any longer I understand, from the Government until
now, as the hour for adjournment is so the work has been in successful operation.
near, and if I have any further remarks to [herefore I must say that I consider I ar
offer, I shall do s-. at another time and in fot open to the charge which the hon.
a more connected way. gentleman made.-that I mixed up and

muddled the question. If the powers
HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-In given to this corpany are not restricted,

answer to the question of the hon. gentle- so much the better for them, but I consider
man, from Prince Edward Island, (Mr. the hon. gentlenan, if he will read the Bill,
Uiautqthrwe ne frn t-hA ,vv i th ornmànt wBill fn ha 
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the objects which this company has in
view.

HON. MR. POWER-Will the hon.
gentleman turn his attention to sections
14 and 15 of the Bill; these are the
clauses that my hon. friend referred to.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read a second time

HON. MR. BOTSFORD moved that
the Bill be referred to the Standing Com-
mittee on -Railways, Telegraphs and Har-
bors.

HON. MR. POWER-I rise for the
purpose of giving information in advance
to the hon. gentleman who promotes this
Bill, that as one member of that Commit-
tee, I shall feel it is the duty of that hon.
gentleman who asks us to recommend the
Bill, to shew,-what has not been shewn
at all to-day,-from statistics, what trade
is likely to pass over this railroad, and
what revenue will be derived from it, if it
is constructed and operated successfiully. I
think that is not an unreasonable request
under the circumstances. The hon. gen-
tleman asserts, and the hon. Minister of
Justice repeats; that there is nothing in
this Bill saying that the Government is
going to give it a subsidy; but if the hon.
gentlemen will look at sections 14 and 15,
in connection with statements that have
been made in the other branch of Parlia-
ment by gentlemen responsible for what
they say, it will be found that it is pro-
posed to make an annual grant of $1 50,000
-which is equivalent to a grant of
$3,ooo,ooo-to aid this enterprise.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Was
that stated in the other House?

HON. MR. POWER-So I understand.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
said I did not know whether it had been
stated there or not.

HON. MR. POWER-I think when this
Bill comes before the Committee we oughi
to be shown that there is some justification
for the expenditure of so large a sum oi
public money on a work of this kind. I
am a little surprised at my hon. friend
from Lunenburg taking the line he has
because the Government, though express

HON. MR. BOTSFORD.

ing their willingness to assist this work-
which may be of very little service-pro-
fess not to have money enough to aid
another enterprise about the value of
which there is no doubt.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
beg the hon. gentleman's pardon, that is
not in this Bill at all. The question of
whether or not that would be a proper
expenditdre would naturally be discussed
when the appropriation comes up before
the House.

HON. MR. POWER-We shall not
have time to discuss anything when the
Supply Bill comes up; I wish to say I do
not want to be understood as having
opposed the granting of a government
subsidy for the construction of a railway
to Cape Tormentine-that I consider a
reasonable and practicable sort of thing.

ItON. MR. BOTSFORD-I do not
consider it my duty to point out what
cormmerce will pass over this railway. It
is his duty to know what is contained in
the public reports which are now in the
archives of the Dominion with respect to
this project. The boards of trade through-
out the whole Dominion have made esti-
mates as to the extent of the traffic that
would pass that way and the great advan-
tage it would be to commerce. I refer
the hon. gentleman to the public docu-
ments which are on fyle for the informa-
tion which he desires.

The Bill was read the second time.

CANADA PROVIDENT ASSOCIA.
TION BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. SKEAD moved the second
reading of Bill (98), " An Act to incor-
porate the Canada Provident Association.»
He said': This is a scheme to provide
mutual assistance for the families of me-
chanics, artisans and others employed in
the mills and factories at this place. The
preamble sets forth that William G. Per-

i ley, James McLaren, E. B. Eddy, John
f R. Booth, Joseph M. Currier, M.P., Ed-

ward McGillivray, Daniel O'Connor, A.
[ Frankfort Rogers and other persons have

associated themselves together for the
1 purpose of forming a society for the nu

Association Bill.(Sb AT E.]
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tual benefit of themselves and all such
persons as may become members of the
Association, by making provision against
sickness, unavoidable misfortune and
death, and for substantially assisting the
widows and orphans of deceased members,
and have prayed to be incorporated for
that purpose. The Bill will be carefully
considered in Committee.

Hon. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL--I
amsorry that I am under the necessity of
drawing attention to this Bill, particularly
as it has been moved by my hon. friend
opposite who had charge of another bill
this session, to which I felt it my duty to
object. I assure him that I do not call
attention to this measure because it is his ;
on the contrary, if it were possible on
that ground to say nothing about it, that
would be my inclination. I do not think
there is anything in this Bill which shows
that it should be introduced in this Par-
liament. The gentlenen who apply for
this charter seem to desire to form a sort
of mutual charitable association, almost in
the nature, apparently, of a life insurance
company ; and yet it does not state so
distinctly. The petitioners say:-

« The Association shall have power to form
a fund, by subscription, for the purpose of
mnaking any deposit with the Receiver-Gen-
eral required by Act of the Parlianent of
Canada."

That would indicate that they are an
insurance company, and yet they do not
take power to issue policies upon the
lives of members of the Association. The
object of the Bill is very vaguely stated :

< The object and plan of the Association
shall be for the mutual benefit of the niem-
bers thereof, and to make provision by ineans
of assessnents, dues, donations or other pay-
ments of menibers in cases of sickness, un-
avoidable misfortune and death, and for sub-
stantially assisting the widows and orphans
of deceased members."

All these are very desirable objects, but
how they are to be attained does not
appear in this bill. It seems to me the
object ought to be stated more distinctly
than it is. There was formerly, in the
old Province of Canada, a general act by
which these associations could be formed
but there the object is more clearly
lefined than it is here. These applicant
should show why they come here to lx

incorporated rather than go to the Ontario
Legislature; and they should point out
distinctly whether they want to issue life
policies or not. If they do, they should
come under the general assurance laws
and furnish the safety which those laws
give. There is another provision to
which I object : it is as follows :-

SStuch fund or funds shall be exempt froin
execution for the debt of auy memLber of the
Association, and shall not be liable to be
seized, taken, or appropriated by any legal or
equitable process to pay any debt or liability
of any menibèf of the A ssociation."

Why should this be different from
other property ? Then, again, if the legis-
lation is to be obtained here, we cannot
say that : it is a matter which rests with the
local legislature. It seems to me that all
these points must be looked at, and the
Bill to some considerable extent re-con-
sidered and re-cast before it can be
adopted by the House. \ The pre
amble is so curiously worded that they
could not give assistance in a case of mis
fortune ; it must be a case " of misforture
and death"; and it woulid also prevent
the giving of aid to the widows of de-
ceased members ; it must be " widows and
orphans." In the first place it should be
ascertained whether this Bill is within the
jurisdiction of Parliament ; and if it is,
then care should be taken to define more
accurately the mode in'which this fund is
to be applied and to state distinctly
whether the association is to be in the
nature of a life assurance company. If it
is, then it should be brought under the or-
dinary rules affecting such organizations,
and it should state why the funds are to
be exempt from seizure for debt.

HON. MR. SKEAD-I am thankful to
the Minister of Justice for his kindly
remarks with reference to myself,
He must know that I did not in
troduce the Bill in the first place-that it
came to me accidentally. The charter is
applied for here because the operations of
the Association will not be confined to
Ontario ; some of the promoters live in

r the Provihce of Quebec.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-It
does not say so.

s HON. MR. SKEAD-The Bill passed
through the other House and *as
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thoroughly discussed there. It might be
allowed to pass the second reading and
referred to a committee where the solici-
tor and the prornoters of the Bill can ap-
pear and give any explanations which may
be considered necessary.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-I am sur-
prised at the exceptions taken to a bill of
this character. It was not introduced by
my hon. friend opposite, (Mr. Skead), but
came from the House of Commons. If
it is open to the objections taken by the
leader of this House, I want to know how
such a bill could have passed through the
other Chamber. If the objections are so
manifest, as the leader of the Senate says
they are, it is strange that, they were not
raised in the lower House. I an sure
that none could be urged to this Bill which
is one of a most benevolent and proper
character.

HON. MR. SKEAD-The hon. gentle
man will observe that there is no Minister
o J ustice in the other House.

HoN. MR. POWER-The leader of
the Government and the leader of the
Opposition in the other House have too
many other matters to engage their at-
ter.tion to scrutinize very carefully every
private bill which comes before that
House, and a great many measures get
through that way which should not be al-
lowed to pass.

The Bill was read the second time.

RAPID CITY CENTRAL RAILWAY
BILL

SECOND READISG.

HON. MR. SUTHERLAND moved
the second reading of Bill (139), "An
Act to incorporate the Rapid City Central
Railway Company."

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

THIRD READINGS..

The following Bills, reported from the
Select Committee on Standing Orders and
Private Bills, were read the third time and
passed :

Bill (xg) ' An Act to incorporate the

HON. M. SKEAD.

ýTE.] Compny's Bill.

St. John's Bridge Company." (Mr. Belle-
rose.)

Bill (15) "An Act to incorporate the
Winnipeg and Springfield Bridge Con-
pany."-(Mr. Gibbs.)

Bill (42) "An Act to incorporate the
Richelieu Bridge Company.'"-(Mr. Belle-
rose.)

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills from the Houst of
Commons were introduced and read the
first time:

Bill (.2o) "An Act to amend 'The
General Port Warden's Act, 1874'
(Sir Alex. Campbell.)

Bill (124) " An Act to make further
provision respecting the incorporation of
a company to -establish a Marine Tele
graph between the Pacific coast of Canada
and Asia, and for repealing the provisions
of any Act inconsistent therewith."-(Sir
Alex. Campbell.)

The Senate adjourned at six o'clock.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, May rst, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READING.

The following Bills, reported. without
amendment, from the Select Standing
Committ.-e on Banking and Commerce,
were read the third time and passed:
; Bill (47), " An Act to extend and
amend the Acts relating to the Canada
Landed Credit Company."

Bill (35), " An Act for amending the
Acts relating to the Trust and Loan Comn-
pany of Canada, and for enlarging the
powers of the said company."

INTERNATIONAL CONSTRUC-
TION CO'S. BILL

REPORTED FROM: COMMITEE,

HQN. Ma. DICKEY, from the Select
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Standing Committee on Railways, Tele-
graphs and Harbours, reported Bill (75),
"'An Act to incorporate the International
Construction Company," with certain
amendments.

He said : The first amendment is to
the second clause-to strike out the
power of leasing. The second amend-
ment is to the eighth clause, in which the
amount to be subscribed was placed at
five per cent. The capital stock of the
qompany is $1,ooo,ooo, and it only re-
cuires $1oo,ooo to be subscribed and
five per cent. to be paid up for the
company to go into operation.
The Committee has thought fit,
to require the subscribed capital to be
$2oo,ooo, and ten per cent. to be paid up.
Notice must also be published for two
weeks, in a daily paper published in the
City of Winnipeg, as well as in the Canada
Gazette. The third amendment is in
relation to the issue of bonds. The bill
as it stood required that the whole
amount of the bonds issued should not
exceed the capital stock of the company.
This clause has been amended so as to
require that the amount of the bonds
issued shall not exceed in all the amount
of the paid up capital of the company.
The next amendment is to the last two
sections which proposed ta repeal the
eighteenth and nineteenth sections of the
Joint Stock Company's Act, and one of
these relates to the percentage to be called
up by calls. As that clause was repealed
and there was no provision in this Bill
enabling the company to make calls, it
was necessary to strike out the repeai of
these sections, and leave the Bill under
the operation of the Joint Stock Com-
pany's clauses. The thirty-ninth section
of the Act requires that in any engage-
ments entered into the word Ilimited "
shall appear on the face of the agreement
or contract, so that the public shall have
notice that they are dealing with a limited
liability company.

The amendment was concurred in.

GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY COM-
PANY'S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

HoN. MR. DICKEY, from the Com
rnittee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors, reported Bill (89), "An Act to

incorporate the Great Eastern Raihray
Company," with certain amendments.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE moved that
the amendments be concurred irni.

HoN. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL said
he should like to see the amendments
first.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The first amend-
ment relates to the amount of the capital
stock of the Company. By the fifth sec-
tion the capital stock of the Company
shall not exceed, on the whole, the sum
of $6,ooo,ooo, but there is nothing to pre-
vent them forming a company with a
capital of $6oo or $6o, and the committee
therefore, at the suggestion of the pro.
moters, fixed the capital at $x,ooo,ooo.
The second amendment is merely a verbal
one. It strikes out two or three lines,
and inserts words which accomplish the
same purpose, without changing the sense
of the clause. Then in the seventh clause,
relating to subscription of stock, the com-
mittee thought it better that a fixed sum
should be mentioned, and it is fixed at
$6oo,ooo, with the consent of the pro-
moters of the Bill. The next amend-
ment is with regard to the issue Of
bonds, and provides that the previous
sanction of the shareholders shal b obtain-
ed. In the same sense the amendmnent
ta the thirteenth section requires the con-
sent of the shareholders before mortgage
bonds shall be issued. The concluding
part of the clause refers to the Consolida-
ted Act of 1879 : we have added " and
any acts amending the same." The
mortgage clause has been amended to
provide that the mortgage shall be fyled
with the Secretary of State, or his deputy.
The promissory note clause has been
amended in the sarne sense as the Qther
bills. In the nineteenth clause the effect
of the amendment is to confine any
arrangements that are to be made, respect-
ing this dompany, to the Montreal and
Sorel Railway Company, or any line
owned by the Province of Qteebec or, the
Government of Canada. I would suggest
that.the amendments be taken into «msi-
deration to-morrow.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE -N ti e
House prefers it I have ne obje±tida I

Great itaotem
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move that the amendments be taken into
consideration to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

MONTREAL TELEGRAPH COM-
PANY'S BILL

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the Stand-
ing Committee on Railways, Telegraphs
and Harbors, reported Bill (96), "An Act
to consolidate and amend the Acts relat-
iug to the Montreal Telegraph Company,"
with amendments.

He said :-The first amendment is a
provision to protect the public under the
operations of this Company, from having
their shade, ornamental or fruit trees cut
down or mutilated. The second amend-
ment qualifies the power that is asked for
the punishment of persons for willfully or
maliciously breaking down any wire or
post, by inserting the word " lawful," and
it now reads, "Ilawfully erected." A
further amendment with regard to increase
of rate in Nova Scotia and New Brunswick
is also in the Bill-that there shall be no
increase of the rates beyond those exist-
ing. In the tenth clause the power that
was given to fix charges is qualified by
inserting the words " subject to the pro-
visions of the Act," and there are some
verbal amendments which do not affect
the sense in any way. In the fifth clause
a similar provision is inserted to protect
the public in places out of incorporated
towns and villages-the company shall not
be empowered to cut or mutilate ornamen-
tai, shade or fruit trees. An amendment
is made pr:viding for penalties against
the company for anything they may do
contrary to the provisions of this Act,
and those penalties by clause "A" are
cumulative. They are in addition to any
remedy which parties may have at com-
mon law.

HON. MR. FERRIER moved that the
amendments be taken into consideration
to morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

THE GEOLOGICAL SURVEY.

INQUIRY.

HoN. MR. BOURINOT inquired:
Is it the intention of the Government to

Ssvey.

publish all the maps which should accon-
pany the annual reports pf the Geological
Surveyof theiDominion, the want of which is
much felt and desired? He said:-I wish to
say a few words with regard to the Geo-
logical Survey. I desire to say, at the
outset, that I have no wish to reflect upon
Dr. Selwyn, the Director of the
Geological Survey. We all know
how admirably he has arranged the
geological museum, over which he also
presides, and that he has made it an at-
traction-not only to the people of the
Dominion but also to strangers who visit
us, It certainly shows the great re-
sources of our Dominion, and for that
and many other reasons he de-
serves to be commended. Although
I shall in some respects criticise the
surveys, my object in doing so is not at
all in a spirit of fault-finding but to en-
deavor to have the surveys if practicable
improved. I may say that I have always
taken a deep interest in this question fron
year to year. It must be remembered
notwithstanding the great value of the
Geological Museum, it is, after all, of sec-
ondary importance compared with the
Survey. The Survey has been the means,
as far as the partial reports published go,
of developing our great resources, by hav-
ing those records to appear annually, ac-
companied by maps, by which we would
get information of the country at large-as
a guide to those who peruse the annual
volumes of such very great value to the
Dominion. What I complain of is that
the publication of these reports is delayed
too long. For example, the last volume
which has been distributed is the annual
report for 1878-79. This delay is greatly
to be regretted. Again, only a certain
portion of the reports of the several sur-
veyors is published from year to year-
many are excluded from the books. In
fact, I find that of twenty surveyors emh-
ployed, the reports of only six to eight
are published, whilst those of from twelve
to fourteen are excluded. If these four-
teen are not considered worth publishing
of what use can they be to the public at
large ? Their manuscripts are I presume
lodged in the pigeon-holes of the
Geological Survey department. The
book is altogether too bulky : it should be
divided into districts, and issued separately.
That is the way it is done in Pennsylvania,
which has probably one of the best ,con-
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ducted gurveys on this continent. The
moment a survey is completed in that
State the report is published, accompanied
by maps, and placed in the hands of the
people at once and without delay. But
here there is great tardiness, and not only
that, bat we get merely partial reports. I
shall now give a few notes which I have
taken from time to time. It is well known
that the reports are admirably prepared.
Now, that relating to Cape Breton with
which I am familiar, prepared by Mr.
Fletcher, one of the gentlemen of the
Survey, which appears in the report-that
of 1878-79-is a somewhat long one, but
it is unaccompanied by maps, so that any
one reading the report may be at a com-
plete loss to understand it-so essential
are these maps. First, I would state that
Dr. Bell, although senior officer next to
the director, cannot get maps of the
Surveys of many years published. In Mr.
Barlow's report for 1875-6 (written in
May, 1876), he said :

" The map and report of the country
examined will be ready for publication next
year, and will embrace an area of about 500
square miles. This area includes the whole
of the productive measures of the Springhill
and Joggins coal fields."

Yet this work has not been given to the
public. Mr. Webster has worked dili-
gently for fourteen years, but has had no
report nor map published bearing his
name ; and other names ought to be men-
tioned in this connection. The draughts-
man of the Geological SVrvey has not
charge of the maps, nor their publication.
No map bearing his name has appeared
for many years, and maps for some of the
reports are made by outsiders ; in fact the
work is entrusted to people who know
little or nothing of the subject to be
treated, and who are not at all in the
same position as those surveyors who
have a practical knowledge of it. I would
further say, that the survey as at present
organized is not of a sufficiently practical
character, and the work done is inade-
quate to the requirements of the country.
For example, although there is an inspec-
tor of mines on the staff, no mines are
inspected by him. Then I would refer to
the fact that Mr. Dawson's report for
1878-94consists of 40 pages of history; '00

pages about the customs, etc., of the
Haida Indians; 6o pages of geology, and
about 50 pages contributed by other

workers, Why should this matter res-
pecting these Indians, however interesting
it may be, and which would have made,
doubtless, an interesting page in a maga-
zine-why should it appear in the report of
aGeological Survey? I admit itpuzzles me.
Again, results are delayed, over-looked, or,
as some think, suppressed. Mr. Fletcher's
report on part of Cape Breton, just issued,
relates to work done during the summers
of 1878 and 1879, and no map accompa-
nies it, without which it is all but unintel-
ligible. And with a staff of upwards of
twenty members, the annual reports con-
tain a record of the work of very few. For
example, in the report for 1877-78, only
six members of the staff report on their
work, the other fourteen being completely
excluded. In the year 1878-79, the re-
ports of Messrs. Dawson, Bell, Ells, and
Hoffmann only appear, and .they occupy
spaces as follows, viz. : Mr. Dawson,
-though covering a period of two and a
half months only,-takes up 250 pages,
has three large maps, and twenty-three
plates; Mr. Bell occupies seventy-two
pages, Mr. Ells twenty-six, and Mr. Hoff-
mann twenty-five. In the report for 1879-
8o, Dr. Selwyn occupies eleven pages, Mr.
Dawson 166 pages, Mr. Bell 115 pages,
Mr. Ells forty-seven pages, Mr. Fletcher
125 pages, Mr. Richardson sixteen pages,
and Messrs. Hoffmann and Adams twenty-
one pages. In other words, in three con-
secutive years, six, four, and eight persons
on the staff made their work public. The
staff comprises about seven field hands
and eighteen in-door hands, who merely
supplement their work, whereas the field
staft is constantly being weakened by the
resignation and discontent of the trained
and efficient men, so that it is probably
less efficient to-day than under Sir Wm.
Logan, when the grant to the survey was
not more than half as large as it is now ;
consequently the disproportion of the field
to the office staff is absurd. Now with
regard to those reports, I will shew what
proportion the surveys bear to each other ;
I will just read the statistics which I have
here, as it is impossible to carry them in
one's memory. I will go back seven or
eight years and will take first the report of
1874-75, which has 319 pages, of which
Dr. Selwyn, the director. has sixteen
pages; Dr. Bell, and assistants, fifty-seven
pages, on the North-West; Mr. Richard-
son, thirteen pages, on British' Columbia;
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Messrs. Bailey, Matthew and Ells, twenty
pages, on New Brunswick; Vennor, sixty
pages on Ontario ; Mr. Robb, one hundred
pages on Cape Breton, N.S. ; Smith,
thirty-five pages on Canadian Salt; Har-
rington and Hoffman twenty pages of
mineral analysis. The report also con-
tains four maps, one each of New Bruns-
wick and Ontario, and two of Cape Bre-
ton, N.S. T'he report of 1875-76 covers
four hundred and thirty-two pages which
are divided as follows: Macoun and Daw-
son on British Columbia, 250 pages; Mr.
Ells in the North-West, thirteen pages;
Dr. Bell on Lakes Superior and Huron,
and Hudson Bay, forty-eight pages; Mr.
Barlow in Nova Scotia, five pages; Messrs.
Bailey and Matthew in New Brunswick,
twenty pages; Mr. Fletcher in Cape
Breton, fifty pages ; chemical reports,
nineteen pages. This report is accom-
panied by the following maps: of British
Columbia two, and Cape Breton one,
16 of the 17 views and sections relate to
British Columbia. The report for 1876-7
which embraces 531 pages, is divided as
follows: British Columbia, 18o pages,
Goderich, Ont., salt, 23 pages, Lakes
Superior and Huron, 27 pages, Vennor on
iron ores and phosphates, 76 pages, New
Brunswick 8o pages, ; Cape Breton 5o
pages; Chemical Analyses 50 pages; of
the illustrations British Columbia has
eleven and the other Provinces three.
The maps group as follows: British
Columbia, two; Ontario, one; New
Brunswick, one; Cape Breton, one. The
report for 1877-8 contains 440 pages; and
is divided as follows-Mr. Dawson on
British Columbia 188 pages; Hudson
Bay by Dr. Bell 68 pages; New Bruns-
wick, 90 pages; Cape Breton, 32 pages;
Chemical Reports, 64 pages. There
are the following illustrations : of British
Columbia, fourteen; Hudson Bay, four-
teen; New Brunswick, one ; and Chemical
Reports, nine The Book also contains
the following maps:-Hudson's Bay,
three; and Cape Breton, one. The Re-
port for 1878-9, of 400 pages is divided
as follows :-British Columbia, by Mr.
Dawson, 258 pages; Hudson Bay, by
Dr. Bell, 72 pages; New Brunswick, 26
pages; Chemical contributions, 25 pages.
The illustrations are as follows: Mr.
Dawson 23 Dr. Bell six. The maps
are: for Mr. Dawson, three; Dr. Bell
one; and «New Brunswick. three small

HON. MR. BOURINOT.

sheets. The Report of 1879-80 of 570
pages, is apportioned as follows : North-
west Territory by Dr. Selwyn, 56 pages;
British Columbia, by Mr. Dawson, 178
pages; Hudson Bay, Mr. Bell, 114
pages; New Brunswick, Mr. Ells 48 pages,
Cape Breton, N.S., Mr. Fletcher, 126
pages; Magdalen Islands, Mr. Richard-
son, 16 pages ; chemical contributions, 21

pages. The following is the division of
the plates: North-West Territory, three;
British Columbia, six; Hudson Bay,
seven, New Brunswick, three. The maps
are grouped as follows: Four large maps
for Mr. Dawson's report, and one for that
of Dr. Bell. It may seem tedious to
many members of the House to listen tO
these figures, but most people would not
take the trouble to worry over these books
to obtain this information ; it would be
too great a labour to impose upon oneself.
For my own part, I confess it has taken
many hours to enable me to collect the
facts which I have given, and it can be
seen fron the digest of these reports
which I have just read that, as a rule,
maps which should accompany the
various reports are not contained
in them ; and this is particularly the
case with reference to Cape Breton.
Many persons in Cape Breton have re-
peatedly drawn my attention to this fact,
and they say to me: " Why don't you have
these maps supplied by the department ?"
I reply, " I might write a letter and do my
very utmost, but after all, though Dr.
Selwyn is apparently under the auspices
of the Minister of the Interior, he is
actually supreme in the department over
which he presides, and I doubt very much
if even the Minister of the Interior would
consent to alter a plan, unless Dr. Selwyn
were a consenting party." I regret very
much that this should be so, and I have
taken what I consider the best means of
attaining the end which these people desire,
and have brought this matter before the
House. I have shown these reports, and
these facts, when they become known, I
trust will produce very good results.
There is another point, before I resume
my seat, to which I must refer. It is well
known to hon. gentlemen present that there
has been a Syndicate formed in Nova
Scotia for the purpose of building a line of
railway from the Straits of Canso, to the
Eastern part of that poor Island of Cape
Breton, which has not been blessed with
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railways. Now with regard to the proposed
railway and also the other railways of the
opposite section of the Island of Cape
Breton, the Great American Short Line
Railway, which I had the honor of intro-
ducing in this House, I am informed,
and I believe it is a fact, that these very
lines over which the railways are to run,
have already been surveyed under the
direction of the Geological Survey. Now
these maps, if published, would they not
have been of great service at this juncture
when these railways are being constructed,
would they not be of great value ? We
know they are in existence, but they are
completely buried in the archives of the
Geological Survey. It may be that they
will be published within the next two or
three years, after the railway has been, I
hope, located, when they will be, to some
extent, useless. I am sorry to have en-
croached upon the time of the House so
long, and have to thank hon. members for
their patience. This matter. however, is of
more importance than would at first sight
appear to many who have not carefully
studied it.

company the reports are published as
quickly as they can be prepared." So, I
can only answer the question which my
hon. friend has put, in this way: that it is
the intention of the Government to pub-
lish all maps that should accompany the
annual reports of the Geological Survey
as fast as they can be got through the
hands of the engraver, and I believe that
as fast as the work could be accomplished
they have been published in the past. I
would say further, that special attention is
now being directed to completing the
maps as speedily as possible, which refer
to Cape Breton and New Brunswick.

BILL INTRODUCED.

The following Bill from the House of
Commons was introduced and read the
first time :

Bill (5) " An Act respecting the
sale of railway passenger tickets."-
(Sir Alex. Campbell.3

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY from the Com-
HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Har-

was not aware that my hon. friend had bors reported Bih (8o) "An Act respect-
intended to go into the question of the ing the River St. Clair Railway Bridge
thoroughness or want of thoroughness of and Tunnel Company" with some slight
the reports of the Geological Survey. amendments.
The notice simply refers to the publication The amendments were concurred in,
of maps, and therefore I had only pre- and the Bih was read the third tire -and
pared myself with reference to the ques- passed.
tion itself, and not with regard to the
other matters which my hon. friend has CALAIS AND ST. STEPHEN BRIDGE
discussed. As regards the maps,-it is COMPANY'S BILL.
the intention of the Government to pub-
lish them as fast as they can be got REPORTED FROM CoMMI'rEE
through the hands of the engravers.
Supposing that my hon. friend had refer- HON. MR. DICKEY, from the Com-
ence to Cape Breton particularly, I asked mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Har.
about the progress that had been made bbrs, reported Bill (9> "An Act to in-
in that Island, and I am informed by Dr. corporate the Calais and St. Stephen
Selwyn that a considerable portion of Railway Bridge Company," with certain
Cape Breton has already been published; amendments. He said: the first amend-
also that of New Brunswick, four sheets, ment to this Bil is required in conse-
embracing 3456 square miles, with a scale quence of a person's name having been
of one quarter inch to the mile, have twice inserted. The Committee have
been placed in the hands of the engraver recommended the usual addition to the
and will be ready to accompany the bridge clause, requiring an Act of the
reports next year. Apparently Dr. Sel- Congress of the United States approving
wyn is of opinion that the proper maps of the bridge, or the assent of the
have been published along with the reports Federal Executive power. It was stated
from year to year as far as was possible. that it was quite pôssible that the bridge
le says : "I Ahi the maps which should ac- might be very near another bridge already
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established, but as it was to be erected
over a river forming an international boun-
dary the Committee thought the Bill
should not pass without this clause, though
we were informed by the promoter of the
measure that the company had already
applied to Congress for that act. Clause
17 was an important clause, because it
gave power to consolidate the stock and
franchises of this company with any com-
pany in the United States of America,
and we amend it in the same manner as
in the Sault St. Marie Bridge Company's
Bill, limiting their power of consolidation
with any bridge company incorporated
for the same purpose in the United States.
The promissory notes clause is amended
in the ordinary direction adopted during
the present session.

The report was received and the amend-
ments were ordered to be taken into con-
sideration to-morrow.

THE ONTARIO AND PACIFIC
RAILWAY COMPANY'S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITFEE.

HON. MR. DICKEY from the Com-
mittee on Railways Telegraphs and Har-
bors reported Bill (61) "An Act to incor-
porate the Ontario and Pacific Railway
Company," with certain amendments.

The report was received and the amend-
ments were ordered to be taken into con-
sideration to-morrow.

McCLARY MANUFACTURING
COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. MACINNES (Hamilton)
moved the second reading of Bill (îoo)
"An Act to incorporate the McClary
Manufacturing Company."

He said :-This Bill is for the purpose
of extending the powers of an exist-
ing Company whose object is to ex-
tend their business of manufacturing
stoves to the North-West. I db not
think there is anything objectionable in
the Bill, and I hope the House will allow
it to be read the second time.

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

QU'APPELLE LAND CO'S. BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. MAcINNES (Hamilton)
moved the second reading of Bill (103),
" An Act to incorporate the Qu'Appelle
Land Company."

He said: This is a bill to incorporate
a land and trading company for carrying
on business in the North-West

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

PORT WARDEN'S ACT (1874)
AMENDMENT BILL,

SECOND READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (120), "An
Act to amend the General Port Warden's
Act, 1874."

He said : This is a bill to increase the
power of Port Wardens in respect to
taking proceedings against the ship when
they cannôt find the person on whom they
want to serve a process.

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

CANADA AND ASIA MARINE
TELEGRAPH BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (127), " An
Act to make further provision respecting
the incorporating of a company to estab-
lish a marine telegraph between the
Pacific coast of Canada and Asia."

He said: This is to give further time
-for a year-for the purpose of construct-
ing this telegraph.

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

PRESBYTERIAN TEMPORALITIES
FUND BILL

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. VIDAL moved the third
reading of Bill (166), "An Act to amend
the Act of the late Province of Canada

HON. MR. DICKEY.
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intituled: 'An Act to incorporate the
Board for the management of the Tem-
poralities Fund of the Presbyterian Church
of Canada in connection with the Church
of Scotland' and the Acts amending the
same."

HoN. MR. ODELI-I gave notice a
few days ago that I would move amend-
ments to this Bill when it came up for
the third reading. These have been
placed in my hands by the minority who
are opposed to this measure, and who will
be very much aggrieved under its opera-
tion if it is passed in its present shape.
Personally I have no interest either way
in this matter; but before I proceed fur
ther, I desire to make an observation with
regard to a report which has reached me.
(I have it from a member of this House),
to the efiect that I, and some other Sena-
tors belonging to the Church with which
I am connected, have entered into a
combination for the purpose of injuring
the Presbyterian Church in Canada. I
believe it is scarcely necessary for me to
deny this, but as it has been circulated I
deem it right to state on my own behalf
(and I believe I can do so with equal
justice to those who belong to the same
Church as myself) that no such combina-
tion has taken place, that I have had no
conversation with either the promoters or
thë opposers of the Bill, and that I went
to the Committee without being biased in
any way. I disclaim the slightest intention
to convey anything like an imputation
upon other members of that Committee
who happened to vote on the other side,
but I might say with equal justice that
something like ten of them, who belong
to the Presbyterian Church, and who
voted together on this question, wére
equally combined to carry a measure, and
they were somewhat biased. Indeed they
would have been more than human if
they were wholly unbiased under
the circumstances. I stated there,
and I state here, that I do not
think this Parliament or a Committee
of this Parliament, is really the proper
tribunal before which this question should
be brought. You will find by reference
to the judgment of the Privy Council that
it is really a question of law, and this is
stated in the report as clearly as it can
well be put. They say in the concluding
part of their judgment :-

" Their decision depends upon the answer
to be given to the question, which Church or
aggregate of Churches is now to be consider-
edas being or representing the Presbyterian
Church of Canada in connection with the
Church of Scotland within the meaning
of the Act 22 Vict., Cap. 66 ? But the
two Churches, which appear from the
record to have rival claims to that posi-
tion, are not represented in this action ; and
of the six ministers whose pecuniary interests
are assailed by the appellant, he has on y
called one, the Rev. Dr. Cook, as a respon -
ent. That question between the churches
must be determined some how before a con-
stitutional Board can be elected ; and, unless
the.Dominion Parlianent intervenes,there will
be ample opportunity for new and protracted
litigation. It cannot be determned now,
because the appellant has not asked any
order fron the Court in regard to the forni-
ation of a new Board, and has not made the
individuals and religious bodies interested
parties to this cause.

Now, you will see, I think, at once this
question has not been considered and de-
cided at all, and will not be, even with the
passage of this Bill. It is not a question
which is decided by the measure before
you. It is true they talk in this judgment
about a reference here to the Parliament
of Canada. Parliament certainly has power
to declare anything almost, and to take
away private rights if they wish, and it is
contended that by this Bill private rights
are taken away. It must appear clearly,
I think, to anybody, that the question is
one of law and not one that should be
decided by this Parliament, as to which
church has the right to the property. The
whole question was fully discussed before
the Committee, and with a good deal of
recrimination, and a great deal of acri-
monious spirit I think. But I do not
intend to introduce anything of that sort
here. After all, this is a question of
money ; there are vested rights concerned,
there ip a trust, and whether this Parlia-
ment ought to interfere in the case of a
trust of that sort is, I think, extremely
doubtful. That shows again that it is a
question of law, and not one to be deter-
mined here. Then, again, if you take
the number of petitions that have been
presented against this measure here, you
will find that there are forty-five against
it, and only six in its favor. I think
that is another point which ought to be
duly weighed by the House, because it
would appear to be a strong reason why
the Bill should not pass. The money
which was first given for the endowment
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of these churches was in fact given to
individuals, and these individuals made
arrangements to forego a portion of their
rights and to contribute the remaining
portion to an endowment fund which was
to be perpetual for the benefit of the
Church. It has been stated also here
that the Synod of this Church, in combi-
naion with the Synods of other Churches,
have petitioned for this Act. Now, that
is an important point to be considered in
this question, and it is one which has been
raised also in the Privy Council, and
throughout the judgment of the latter you
will see that they refer to it as a majority
of the Synod have done this. It is con-
tended on one side that the majority must
rule, and that they had a perfect right to
take this course ; on the other side it is
shown that, though the Synod had a right
when certain questions came before them
to decide them by a majority, they had no
right whatever, as a majority, to take the
church and the funds of that church away,
and leave a portion, at any rate, of
this church behind them which
still exists and has its rights
to be maintained. If you refer to page
19 of the judgment of the Privy Council,
you will see that " on the I5th June,
1875, the majority of the Synod of the
Presbyterian Church of Canada in con-
nection with the Church of Scotland, and
the Synods of the other uniting churches,
met in General Assembly." Now, there
is one point which we desire to amend in
the preamble of this Bill, and we wish to
follow what are the real facts. These
facts are set forth in the judgment of the
Privy Council; and instead of saying
" whereas it hath been represented that
the Synods of these different churches,"
coupling them all under that word
" Synods," we propose by this amend-
ment to state what are the facts of the
.case as they have been decided under the
judgment of the Privy Council. My
motion is to insert after the word "that "
in the first line of the preamble, the words
"and a majority of," and strike out the
letter "s " from the word " synods," so
that it will read " a majority of the synod."
Then in the third line I would add after
the word "Scotland " the words "and the
Synods." That would make it conform
exactly with the facts of the case, and
with the view taken in the decision of the
Privy CounciL The amendment is merely

HON. ML ODELL,

verbal, and I hope it will be assented tO
by the Senate.

HON MR. DICKEY-Had my hon.
friend submitted his motion without any
observations I should not have thought it
necessary to say anything to the House,
because this whole subject has been con-
sidered and discussed ad nauseum before
a commeittee of the House for the long
period of five days. That committee
came to a deliberate conclusion by some-
thing like a two-thirds vote, and we had
hoped, I think with reason, that that
would have been an end of the question.
My hon. friend has moved an amendment
and he raises objections to the Bill. His
objection is that this Parliament has no
power to pass this measure.

HON. MR. ODELL-I did not say
that they had no power.

HON. MR. DICKEY-Then why does
my hon. friend say that this is not the
right tribunal to settle the question ? The
very extract he read from the judgment of
the Privy Council is quite sufficient to
answer him on that point. Now, what
does the Privy Council say ? Does it say
that this Parliament is not the proper
tribunal ? It says the very reverse,
because, if he will look at page six of the
report, he will find the following : "The
Parliament of Canada is, therefore, the
only legislature having power to modify or
repeal the provisions of the Act of 1858."
It states that distinctly, and it does not-
stop there, because it goes on before the
close of the judgment to state this fact:
" That questions between the churches
must be determined somehow before a
constitutional board can be elected, and,
unless the Dominion Parliament inter-
venes there will be ample opportunity for
new and protracted litigation." Under
these circumstances why should my hon.
friend attack the principle of this Bill,
which has already been assented to, and
say that this House has nothing to do
with the question ? The hon. gentleman
carps at the word "Synod" in the preamble
of the Bill, and says it ought to be "a
majority of the Synod." If he will
look at the judgment he will find
that that same principle is recog-
nized, and it is not at all surpris-
ing that it is so recognized. How
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is it possible that business could be done LON. MR. BELLEROSE-I would bc
under any circumstances by bodies similar happy if I could avoid taking part in this
to these unless a majority controlled? discussion, but, belonging, as I do, to
When we speak of the action of the another Church, it might be thought that
Synod we necessarily mean the majority in giving the vote which I ar about to
of the Synod, and before I go further I record, I ar influenced by prejudice, and
may say to my hon. friend that it was therefore I feel it my duty to make some
distinctly stated before the Committee, explanation to the House. Before the
that the Synod of the Maritime Provinces committee met I was approached by
decided this by a majority-not the whole some gentlemen, who are within range of
of the Synod, but a majority. The pre- my voice, and as I had not read over any
amble of the Act says " The Synod of the of the documents which were sent by out-
Presbyterian Church in connection with siders to members of the Senate, I knew
the Church of Scotland," and also " The very littie of the question, and I thought
Synod of the Church of the Maritime that I should be guided solely by the dis-
Provinces." The same rule applies to cussions in the Committee. I was open
both, and it is quite· evident that the to conviction, and I heard every part of
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council the discussion. I did not lose one word.
treated the question that way, because I must say that the question is a very im-
they say " On the 15 th June, 1875, the portant one, not merely because it involves
majority of the Synod of the Presbyterian a few hundred thousand dollars, but
Church ofCanada in connection with the because it is a question of right and
Church of Scotland, and the Synods ofdthe wrong. It is a moral question, and
other uniting Churches met in general'as- such questions are always important: The
sembly, when the Articles of Union wer Bin before the House relates to a trust,
signed by the Moderators of each of and to my mhf d, no parliament has a right
the four Churches." There they to violate such a trust unless it has been
distinctly recognize that the decis- created to accomplish an impossibiity. I
ion of the majority of the members know it wil be said that Parliament is
is th~e decision of the Synod itselfi I do supreme. Hon. gentlemen, I admit that
flot know that I need follow my hon. Parliament is supreme when it acts fairly,
friend further on that point This is honestly and justly, but it is not supreme
merely the recital of the preamble. The when it does otherwise. It has, as we say
recital is according to the fact, because, in French, the right of force-of violent
I repeat, in no sense could bou quote the force-but that is not right, it is an abuse
decision of any body whatever, where a of power. Parliament is supree only
question is carried by a majority, except when it is guided by the laws of equity
by saying that it was the act of that body. and the laws of God. When so guided it
When an act of Parliarnent is quoted, it is supreme in its legisation. In con-
is flot the decision of the majority, f is sidering this measure reldting to a trust,
the decision of Pariament, whether it had one must ascertain what the fund was
been carried by a small majority, or a created for in the first place. I saw at
large majority. The thing is so perfectly once, in the Committee, that we should
plain that on that point I do not think I ascertain what was the intention of those
ain called upon to answer my hon. friend who had established that fund. We
any further. If the hon. gentleman can learned that the purpose of the fund
succeed in persuading this House to, make was expressed in a certain agreement
any amendrent to this Bi t he will most made at the time of the commutation-
seriously iperil the passage of it in an- the desire of those ministers being to make
other place at this period of the session. provision for their Church forall time to
nle says he is raking this motion at the come, and it being agreed expressly that
suggestion and on the. authority of the only the interest should be used, and that
rninority behind him. He has referred to the beneficaries were to be ministers of
the acrimonious discussion in the com- the Presbyterian Church of Canada in con-
Irnittee. We know what that spirit would nection with the Church of Scotland. If
do the minority would defeat this Bil I look at the statutes of 1858, which cre-
Coule qui coure. The preamble is correct, ated the Board, I find the same language
and the principle of the Bill in my opinion -that this fund was created for that o-
is not open to attack.
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ject, and for that object solely, and that
the Board have to administer that fund
with that express object in view.

HON. MR. POWER-Will the hon.
gentleman read the provision in the sta-
tutes of 1858 ?

How. MR. BELLEROSE-I am very
sorry, but I have been unable to get a copy
of the statutes for that year. I sent to
the library three times for it, but such in-
terest is taken in this subject that all the
copies are out,and I have been unable to get
one. Not onlydoesthestatute sayso,but tie
Privy Council which has been cited in the
debate on this Bill has also declared in
the case of Dobie vs. the Temporalities
Board, that the fund belongs to those who
represent the Presbyterian Church of
Canada in connection with the Church of
Scotland. If hon. gentlemen wish me to
cite that part of the judgment I have it
here.'

HON. MR. POWER-It is at page
seventeen.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I suppose
it is not denied ?

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-No.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I have
always considered since this Bill came
before the Senate that the only question
we have to decide is, which Church is
the Presbyterian Church of Canada in
connection with the Church of Scotland,
and it seemed to me that the greatest part
of the discussion which took place before
the Commons was useless. If that had
been the only point discussed and decided
at the commencement it would have been
quite easy for the Committee or the House
to settle the question. There are two parties
who claim that they are the Presbyterian
Church of Canada in connection with the
Church of Scotland. There is the
Unionist party who are now the Presby-
terian Church of Canada, and there is the
Old Kirk-or the Presbyterian Church of
Canada in connection with the Church of
Scotland, called the anti-unionists. The
Presbyterian Church of Canada, or the
unionists, separated and united with the
other Presbyterian Churches of Canada.
The discussion which I heard in the

Committee on that point showed me con-
clusively that the Church of Scotland or
the Old Kirk, as it is called to-day, and as
it has been called for the last 30 years,
is the church for which this fund was
created, and that the Presbyterian Church
of Canada, that is the unionists, is no
more the Presbyterian Church of Canada,
in connection with the Church of Scot-
land, than any of the other Protestant
Churches. I have been convinced of
that by the discussion, and by the authori-
ties adduced before the Committee. The
arguments which convinced me of the
fact that the minority were the real Pres-
byterian Church of Canada in connection
with the Church of Scotland are these :
The majority of the then Presbyterian
Church before they could unite with the
others were forced to set aside the consti-
tutional rules of their own church, as
proven by the rules which were submitted
to the Committee-rules which I was not
acquainted with until then. It was proved
before the Committee that one of the
rules of that church provided that
all important questions must be brought
before the Synod, called together
for that purpose, in the mapner
prescribed by the real church. The mode
of doing so is something similar to the
rules of the Senate for the introduction
of private Bills. At first a petition is
presented, which is received by the com-
mittee on Staýiding Orders before the Bill
can be introduced. Notice of the meet-
ing and the purpose for which it is called
must be given, and when the Synod is
assembled, the question is discussed. In
this case it was shown before the Commit-
tee that the rule was set aside. A private
letter of one Mr. Jenkins was read before
the Synod, on which action was taken and
an adjournment took place. The adjourn-
ment was from June until November, at
which date a new Board was presented to
the Synod, though by the rules of the church
there could only have been one board
named in that year, and the.union was
decided upon. The Unionists never had
a direct vote taken on the question of
uniting with the three other Presbyterian
Churches, they simply submitted some
verses of the Bible which they interpreted,
and asked a vote on such interpretation,
stating that they who would vote "yea"
would be considered as favoring the union,
and those who voted "nay," as against

HON. MR. BELLEROSE.
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the union. The matter will be more
easily understood if I take an ordinary
comparison. Suppose a municipal coun-
cil override the rules prescribed for their
own guidance, and pass a by-law, would
that be sustained by the courts? Cer-
tainly not. Then I say in this matter
how can I consider the act of the majori-
ty as legal to-day when they had to tram-
ple on the rules of their own church to
attain the end they had in view ? Now, if
we look at the judgment of the Court of
Appeals in Ontario, what do we find ? We
find that Court deciding that this majority
had lost its identity. Can I then call this
Church that has lost its identity the real
Presbyterian Church of Canada in con-
nection with the Church of Scotland, the
Church for which the fund in dispute was
created? No, hon geutlemen, I should
feel I was stealing from the fund of that
Church to give to another to whom it was
not due. The Presbyterian Church of
Canada has lost its identity. It has been
stated that the Church of Scotland recog-
nizes both of those Churches. Do they
recognize the two Churches as one and
the same Church ? No, and I have the
proof of it, because I find in the official
documents submitted to the Committee
that the Church of Scotland refers to the
Presbyterian Church of Canada in con-
nection with the Church of Scotland as
being " the old relations," and to the
Presbyterian Church of Canada, or the
new Church, as being "the new state of
things." If I voted to give the fund to
the "new state of things " would I not be
stealing from the proper owner to give to
a party who has no claim to it ? The old
Church is called the real Presbyterian
Church of Canada in connection with the
Church of Scotland, while the unionists
are called the new Church.

HON. MR. POWER-No.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-The hon.
gentleman cannot deny that the argument
was used in the Committee and, that the
documents were shown there, and I affirm
it, and there was the· place to give the
negative answer to it, but that objection
was not answered, because the hon. gen-
tleman who used the argument would not
be heard, though not a word was uttered
by that gentleman which was not support-
ed by documentary evidence. When

Parliament has to deal with such an im-
portant question, as arbitrating between
individuals I believe, we should do our ut-
most to become thoroughly acquainted
with the facts. The Court of Appeal, in
Tor6nto, has decided that the Unionists
have lost their identity ; can I not add,
that they have lost not only the title, but
they have lost the right to interfere with
anything that is the property of the Pres-
byterian Church in Canada in connection
with the Church of Scotland. But while
the United Church was declared by the
Court of Appeals to have lost its identity,
what was the minority declared to be?
They were declared to be entitled to hold
their Church and manse, as belonging to
the Presbyterian Church of Canada in
connection with the Church of Scotland.
If that be so, and it cannot be denied, can
there be a difficulty, can there be a doubt
as to which of these two churches the fund
and the property should go to ?

HON. MR. VIDAL-Do you remember
the date of that judgment ?

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-No, but I
challenge any hon. gentleman to say that
this argument was refuted before the Com-
mittee. I did not find this out myself,
because I did not take trouble to look into
the affairs of that church, but I have list-
ened for five days to the discussions of
men who are conversant with the laws of
that church, and I repeat their arguments
which have neither been challenged nor
denied. Such being the case I fail to see
why I should not oppose this Bill, as being
a gross injustice, and which if it becomes
law will deprive one church of its property
and hand it over to another church having
no right to it. But more than that, if I sup-
port this Bill there would still be another in-
justice which I would find myself assisting
to carry out. This Bill is retro-active in its
effect, and proposes to legalize the acts of the
Temporalities Board by which they have re-
duced the fund to the extent of $140,000,
contrary to the law of the land, and con-
trarytoeveryprincipleof justice. Inamatter
of trust Parliament has no right to interfere,
no matter how supreme they may be, because
the laws of nature and the laws of God are
above and beyond the reach of legislatures.
Yet Parliament is asked by this Bill to
condone the mismanagement of the fund
by the Temporalities Board in the past,
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and declare their illegal acts to have been thing if in the beginning of its career
legal. The law of the land declares that the Church of Christ had been declared
only the interest of the fund shall be ex- with the majority. This is not a question
pended by the Board, while the Board of majority, but a question of right and
admit in their public reports that they wrong; minorities have been right before
have reduced the fund by $14o,oo6, in now, and majorities have abused their
violation of the rules of the Church. In power. The money was given to
the judgment of the Privy Council it is the old church and not to the
plainly set forth-"Substantial success new, since the fund was created
being with the appellant (representing the long before the new church existed. It
so-called anti-Unionists), he must have has been said, " in the name of peace pass
his costs as against the respondents, (the this BiI." I ask, as an amendment to
Unionists). But their Lordships are of that, in the name of justice let the whole
opinion that neither the respondents' 0wn of the money be given to the Old Kirk,
costs,, nor those in which they are found the real owner, the Presbyterian Church of
liable to Appellant, ought to come out of Canada in connection with the Church of
the Trust Fund which they are holdirig Scotland. It has been urged that we
and administering without title. The ap- should pass this Bil because it will be
pellant's costs must therefore be paid by constitutional and will seute the question.
the members of the respondent's corpora- That the Bih is constitutional I deny; it it
tion as individuals." nothing but a compromise, and m cha-

After such a judgrnent as thi 's, no hon. lenge any hon. gentleman in this House
gentleman would suppose that the costs of to say that the Biw as it stands is nct a
the suit would be taken fromi the Tempo- compromise. Is it not a compromise that
rahities Fundt; but it has been stated be- distributes among two churches a fund
fore the Committee that the Board of that was established for one only? And
Trustees for 1881 had paid to Mr. J. S. where is the difference between the propo-
Morris for legal expenses the sum of £i oo sition of the gentleman opposite who says
sterling. st was also stated before the that one seventh of the mone will go to
Committee that two sums of $ ,ooo and the new church and one tweptieth to the
$2,ooo had been taken from the fund by ohd church, and the proposition of the
the trustees to pay egal expenses during hon. gentleman from Rookwood, who
the previous year, yet in the face of the asks that $5oooo out of the whole fund
judgrent of the Privy Council wea re asked shah be given to the Old Kirk? Is there
to decare that this misappropration of fot in both cases a compromise, and if
the money was right. For my part I can- the compromiseis fot constitutional it does
not support such a measure: I consider not settle the case. When I flrst went
it illegal and unjust. It has been stated before the Committee I was inclined to
that Roman Catholics should support this believe that the majority were right and
Bill because they are in favor of union. that they were the true church, but the
I reply that the statement is erroneous; logic of facts has changed my opinion and
Catholics do not advocate unity in that I am now convnced that the church
sense. The millions of Roman Catholics of the minority is the true church,
throughout the world are a unit because to whom this fund properly belongs.
they are united under one head, but they Well such a proposition having been
do flot favor union with any other churches. made by the owners, I would feel that
You rmay go to China, Japan, British was flot doing my duty if I did flot accept
Columbia, or any other country and find it. Now, as to the other question-
millions of Catholics, and you will find whethe r this Bill ought to coe before this

- unity among themselves, but no tendency Pariament-I regret that I have to give
to, union wîth other churches. Lt has also an opinion, as a layman, against the vieW
been said these nionists are a great of learned men in this House, bu the
chprch, while the anti-unionists are few more closely I look at the document
in numbers; but, hon. gentlemen, in a before us, the more convinced I am that
question of trust numbers have nothing this question, whihe a proper one for a
to do. In a matter of this importance we judicial tribunal, is not a proper one for
have to be guided by principle rather than Parhiament. Now there is an Act on the
by numbers. Lt would have been a sad -Statute Book, passed u c858, and I aSk

i~oN. ML- BELLEROSE.
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could not this question be settled under
that Act-could not the courts decide
it ? I think they could, because if the
courts came to the same conclusion which
seems to me right, the existing Board
under the Act of 1858 would be the
Board of that church still ; so that nothing
would have to be done but to continue
the work begun in years past, to make it
legal. Therefore, I consider that the
first step which should have been taken
would have been to have thrown this Bill
out, and to have sent the petitioners to
the courts. Those tribunals could have
decided whether under the Act of 1858,
the now existing Presbyterian church of
Canada, in connection with the church of
Scotland, is entitled to the fund, and
whether the Board which was created by
the Act of 1858 is not still the Board of
that church.

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

After Reces.

HON. MR. SCOTT resumed the de-
bate. He said :-I am reminded that the
amendment now before the House is the
introduction of the words "majority of
the," and that it would be better to take a
vote on this, reserving my remarks for
the next amendment. The Synod could
merely be the majority of the Synod.
We all know that in a body of that kind
the majority is understood when we speak
of it. The amendment, if adopted, would
only lead-to confusion.

The Senate divided on the amendment,
which was rejected by the following vote:-
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HON. MR. ODELL-I have not re-
ceived much encouragement, I must con-
fess, to go on with another amendment,
but I daresay that in the opinion of a
great many of your honors the first one
was not considered very important, though
it really is to the minority. However, the
motion which I am about to make will,
I am satisfied, commend itself more to
the consideration of the Senate. I think
it has been clearly established, both from
the speeches which you have heard and
from the decisions of the Privy Council
when the matter was referred to them,
that the question to be decided in this
case was which was the Presbytarian
Church of Canada in connection with the
Church of Scotland. That has never
been decided in any way whatever, because
both parties have, from the first, and
throughout all the litigation which has taken
place, claimed the whole amount. Now,
that point has not been considered or
decided, and is not decided by this
Bill. If you lbok at this measure
you will see that it is an attempt
at a compromise, but a one-sided com-
promise, and it was in that light that the
amendment which I now propose to move
was offered in the committee. It was
felt that the amount which was, under the
Bill, given to the old church party was
not really what they were entitled to-
that it did not come up to what, by a cal-
culation then made, they were entitled to
in proportion to the number of persons
on each side, one twenty-seventh of the
whole amount. Now, the whole sum is
reported to be $332,192.98. A compro-
mise was first suggested by the old church
party themselves, and they claimed that
they were entitled to one twenty-seventh
of the whole, or $86,122 24. This was
submitted to the Committee, and it was
thought by several members that perhaps
that sum might be considered by the
other party rather large and they con-
sented to have it modified. Consequently
a member of the Committee (the hon.
member from Sackville) proposed that the

1 minority should be given a round sum of
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$5o,ooo instead of the $86,ooo, which
would leave the unionists $282,192. We
thought that was a very fait arrangement
to make, but the Committee took a very
different view of it. However, it was
felt that if such a compromise was pro-
posed in the House here it might be
viewed more favorably. In the Bill it is
proposed to give the minority $23,ooo.
The second section contains the follow-
ing:

" Provided ahvays, that all niinisters and
probationers interested or possessing rights
in or to the said Temporahîties Fund at the
time whien such union was carried into effect,
who declined to become parties to such union,
or to enter into the said proposed united
Church, shall be entitled to all the pecuniary
rights and claims upon the said fund they
would have enjoyed had they entered into
such union, that is to say, so long as they
shall continue to be Presbyterian ministers
in good standing within the Dominion of
Canada, whether in active service or retired ;
and the said Board shall administer the said
fund so as to protect their rights until their
said rights shall have respectively lapsed and
been extinguished."

That is, extinguished by the death of
these individuals, after which there would
be nothing to come to their families or
congregations. They hold that they have
an individual right in it, and that their
families should be entitled to it. The
unionists take not only all that is given
them now by this Bill, but, after the death
of these individuals they get the balance
belonging to them. Therefore, the minor-
ity have only a life interest. We propose
to give them $5o,ooo which would be a
fund for all time for the minority-for the
ministers during their lives, and their
congregations afterwards. I therefore
move that the following be added to the
first clause :

"After "follows" in the 30th line of
the Bill insert "1. Fifty thousand dollars
of the total capital of the Temporalities
Fund shall on the passing of this Act be
paid Io Sir Hugli Allan and Joseph Hickson,
of the City of Montreal, and the Reverend
Robert Dobie, and Honorable Justice Thomas
Millar, of Milton, Ontario, as Commissioners,
who shall receive and hold such sum in
trust for those adhering to the Presby-
terian Church of Canada, in connection
with the Church of Scotland, who refused to
enter the Presbyterian Church in Canada, in
accordance with the purposes and objects gf
the Act of the heretofore Province of Canada,
Twenty-two Victoria, Chapter Sixty-six, until
such turther regulations as mav be agreed
upon : Provided always that the payment of

HON. MR. ODELL.

such proportion of the Temporalities Fund
to the said Commissioners shall be a full dis-
charge to the said Temporalities Board for
all claims of beneficiaries who now adhere to
the Presbyterian .Church of Canada, in con-
nection with the Church of Scotland, and
that the said sum of Fifty thousand dollars
shall not be subject to the provisions herein-
after contained ; and saving as aforesaid
and."

HON. MR. SCOTT-Before making
any remarks on the amendment, I desire
to offer a few observations on the speech
delivered just before recess by the hon.
member from DeLanaudière. He spoke
generally of the principle of this Bill and
the propriety of Parliament undertaking
the task now before it, and he also took a
very decided view on the theological
question, as to which was the Pres-
byterian Church in Canada in con-
nections with the Church of Scotland.
He drew in an element which
has not heretofore entered very largely
into this discussion. In his view of the
case the ten ministers or congregaticns
who declined in 1875 to come into the
union and who dissented from the views
of the one hundred and forty ministers or
congregations that entered the union, are
the Presbyterian Church in Canada in
connection with the Church of Scotland,
and that the majority, by their Act of
1875, became schismatics. That is pract-
ically the conclusion that one would have
to come to in order to concurin the views
expressed by my hon. friend. No doubt
he sought with all anxiety and sincerity to
do what he thought was just and right in
reference to the subject before us, but I
have no hesitation in saying that he will
not refuse to any of us the exercise of the
judgments that we individually possess,
and he will not deny that we are all
actuated by a similar motive and wish to
do what is fair, just and equitable in this dis-
cussion. He laid down premises that can-
not be, I think, sustained when he main-
tained that the ten beneficiaries, clergymen
or congregations, as they may be, who
declined to enter this union continued to
be the Presbyterian Church in Canada in
connection with the Church of Scotland,
and that the 140 who formed the great
body of the Synod at that time are seced-
ers. He assumes to deal with the Pres-
byterian Church in Canada in connection
with the Church of Scotland asif it were
a subordinate Church, or one that owes
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fealty to the Church on the other side of
the Atlantic, simply because it retains the
name "in connection with the Church of
Scotland." I think the error which un-
derlies all this debate and which has led
to a good deal of the difficulty which has
arisen, is the assumption that the Presby-
terian Church in Canada in connection
with the Church of Scotland, when it
agreed to go into a union with other Pres-
byterian bodies, in any way departed from
its original faith or ceased to be what it
was the day before it took that step. The
hon. gentleman has practically assumed
that the Presbyterian Church in Canada
in connection with the Church of Scot-
land was bound to the Mother Church in
Scotland by ties similar to those which
bind thé church in Canada, of which he
and I are members, with the See of Rome.
Now, no such connection exists. The
Catholic Church in Canada is subordinate
to the See of Rome : it is governed by the
Pontiff, the cardinals and the consistories
in Rome. The Presbyterians of Canada
took the name simply; they were an in-
dependent body of Christians having no
other than a filial attachment to the
Church of Scotland, which at that time
was a state church, and did not exist
beyond the limits of Scotland. It exercis-
ed no control over the various Presbyteri,
an Churches which were scattered over
the earth, nor did it exercise in the slight-
est degree supremacy over the Presbyteri-
an Church which existed in Canada. The
Presbyterian body in Canada, though hav-
ing a title, in connection with the Church
of Scotland, was purely an independent
body of Christians, voluntarily brought to-
gether, acting in Synod, in conformity
with the mother church in Scotland,
but independent of it. The name
expressed nothing; it conveyed nothing;
it was merely a term, an appellation
that might at any time be altered
by the majority of the members of that
church if they so desired. This union
as we all know, had been considered for
Some years anterior to its beingconsummat-
ed. With that peculiar care and caution that
is one of the distinctive elements of the
Scottish character they declined to corne
into this union unless they brought their
worldly goods and chattels with them as
a church. They declined to part them-
selves from their colleges, their universities
and other properties that they themselves

owned. They declined to make any sac-
rifice whatever, and believing that the
question of civil rights lay with the pro-
vinces, they applied there for legislative
authority before they took this final step.
I need not go into the history of the union:
I merely mention the salient points that
will help us to clear away the mist that
may exist to prevent us coming to a sound
conclusion on this important question.
They took every precaution that careful
and prudent men could suggest before
consummating the union. No active oppos-
ition that I am aware of was offered to
the measure which was passed by the
Ontario Legislature. In the following
year the necessary legislation was ob-
tained for the Province of Quebec, ror
was there any very active opposition there
except before the Legislative Council. I
have looked over the records of both of
those bodi2s, and I do not find that in the
House a single division is recorded on the
legislation asked by the Presbyterian bod-
dies on those occasions. The only dissent
that is entered in the Parliamentary record
is that of one Mr. Fraser, who entered a
protest, as one of the Legislative Council,
against the passage of the Bill. Now, I
think on the present occasion there is a
very important matter for us to reflect
upon ; those tribunals were invoked at a
time when the discussion of this question
was a prominent feature of the day. The
Presbyterian bodies were meeting all over
the country and expressing opinions for or
against this proposition for union, and the
press of the day entered fully into the
matter. The legislatures of the time had
full knowledge of the facts and circum-
stances ; it was before any final step was
taken, and therefore if any outside oppo-
sition had been manifested it might not
have been consummated. It cannot be
pretended that the tribunals of that day
were not equally competent with the Par-
liament of Canada to decide a question
of this sort ; it was practically a question
of fact with them before deciding,
and they did decide it with the
singular unanimity to which I have ad-
verted ; which I think is a very strong and
important feature. After the legislative
sanction was obtained, the union was con-
summated, and it was not for some
considerable time after that anything'like
opposition to that union was manifested.
The suit that formed the enquiry before
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the Privy Council was not instituted for
several years after,-not till the year 1878,
when the subject matter came before the
courts, and finally went to the Privy
Council. Since the decision of the Privy
Council, declaring that the legislation in
Quebec, and ergo in Ontario, was ultra
vires, the agitation has had an extra im-
petus given to it. The excitement and
opposition before the Parliament of
Canada are very much greater than-far in
excess of, any opposition that this measure
had received at any earlier period, and are
due entirely to the fact that the Privy
Council had declared the legislation to be
ultra vires. In declaring that legislation
to be beyond the jurisdiction of the Pro-
vince of Quebec, the Privy Council ex-
pressed no opinion whatever upon the
equities of the case-upon whether that
legislation was wise, prudent, or right;
they simply decided that the Province of
Ontario or Quebec, disunited, could not
repeal an Act of the Parliament of
Canada, passed when they were united.
That is practically what the Privy Coun-
cil has decided, and no wonder. I say it
would be quite consistent with the judg-
ment given by their lordships that, if they
were here in this Chamber and called
upon to vote upon this Bill, they might
with all propriety vote for and support it
against the present amendment, just as
properly as they decided that the legisla-
tion of 1875 was ultra vires of the Pro-
vince of Quebec. It altogether hinges
upon a technical question, purely techni-
cal, not affecting the merits in the small-
est degree. Those merits have long since
been decided and it would be manifestly
unjust for the Parliament of Canada, in
my opinion, to withhold consideration of
the legislation which took place in 1874-5.
Now in order to illustrate what I mean I
shall take the case of a Presbyterian
Church existing only in one Province and
that this legislation had only been asked
in that Province-either Ontario or Que-
bec-it would have been granted, and
sych legislation would not have been ultra
vires. It would have been acquiesced in
and nothing more would have been heard
about it: opposition would have disappear-
ed when assent was given to the measure--
in Ontario or Quebec. Had this question
come up before the union of all the
Provinces, when Ontario and Quebec were
related to each other just as they were in

1859, there is no doubt whatever that the
Parliament of Canada would have granted
similar legislation to that which would
have been granted in Ontario or Quebec.
That would not have been ultra vires, in
my opinion ; it would have been perfectly
right and proper that such legislation
should be had. No one presumed to say
that Parliament would not have had
power to do that, or that they would not
have done it rightly and properly; and
such being the case, if after all it is only a
technical difficulty, then I do say it would
be highly improper for the Parliament of
Canada to seek at this late period to make
any violent change, such as is contem-
plated by the amendment of my hon.
friend opposite, in the legislation that is
now sought to be obtained from this Par-
liament. Were we to do so, we could not
put the majority back in the position
which they occupied before they made
application to the provincial tribunals.
Looked at it as a pure question of rights
between minority and majority, you could
not put the majority back in the position
they occupied,-that would be impos-
sible. They have taken their final step
and gone before what they supposed
to be proper tribunals. Therefore for
that reason, if for no other, I
say it would be manifestly unfair,
and unjust, inasmuch as we could
not place them back where they were
before this move was consummated. As
to the power of the Parliament of Canada,
which was doubted on the part of some
speakers, I do not think it at all necessary
to make any observations other than these;
that we need not go any further than the
subject matter of this Bill to see how much
Parliament has interfered in the past with
what might be considered vested rights.
It is over 1oo years ago since the Imperial
Parliament authorized King George III.
to grant one-seventh of the lands of Cana-
da, excepting those held under seigniorial
rights in the Province of Quebec, to
support the Protestant clergy. No one
doubted at the time that it was only the
clergy of the Church of England who
were meant, and for fifty years that opin-
ion was concurred in ; but on a reference
to the law the Imperial Parliament decided
that a portion of it might go to the Church
of Scotland. There was no warrant for
the action of the Parliament further than
mere caprice, yet they decided that one-

HON. M. SCOTr.
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third of this one-seventh should be
given to the Church of Scotland.
But the people of Canada seemaed after
that to take a stand on this subject, and
declare that they too had a voice : that
King George the Third, or the Parliament
of Great Britain should not be authorized
to deal with the lands of the people of
this country in such a capricious manner,
that they would not recognize the exist-
ence of such churches in Canada, and
that they must be given the necessary
power to repeal that legislation. The
Imperial Parliament granted them that
power and allowed them to take away
absolutely the gift of one-seventh, although
those gentlemen whq are from Qntario at
all events will remember that for three-
quarters of a century no patent was isssued
from the Crown that did not contain a
reserve of one seventh for the Protestant
Clergy. There was clearly a vested right
which was given to those beneficially
interested, and an Act of Parliament
was passed cancelling that, because it
was not in harmony with the spirit
of the age. So it was cancelled:
that vested right that we are so
accustomed to hear as being respected
and necessary to be maintained, was
absolutely destroyed. But there was
this reserve :-that those who were bene-
.ficially interested should continue to be
interested during their lives with the an-
nuities of which they were then in posses-
sion. Subsequently the Parliament of
Canada agreed that these annuities might
be vested in, and allotted to the churches
if the desire for such allotment were shown
to be comparatively unanimous ; not by in-
dividual clergymen, but by the churches
themselves ; by the church of England
acting through its organized authority, and
the church of Scotland acting through its
Synod,-but not by individual clergymen
commuting in any sense. In that ar-
rangement it is quite true they made
some sacrifices. While in receipt of£ 15o
sterling they were content to take £1I 12.

10s. sterling, and the balance went to,
rnake up this fund which we are now dis-
cussing-the ultimate allotment. So it is
quite clear that Parliament has acted in
what ought to be called a much
more violent manner in regard
to this fund than we are called
u.pQn to act to-day, and I maintain that at
ile present moment we are simply called

upon to confirm what has been done
before-done on the assumption that it
was being done legally, but from a tech-
nical view done imperfectly. Now, an-
other view that we mignt take of this
question is this: supposing that in 1875,
before this was consummated, the Church
of Scotland-the Presbyterian Church in
connection with the Church of Scotland
-came to Parliament asking to have its
name altered; that instead of being called
the Presbyterian Church of Canada in
connection with the Church of Scotland,
it should simply be called the Presbyterian
Church of Canada; does any one suppose
there would have been any opposition to
such a measure, or that the request would
have been denied them ? That is practic,
ally what they did in making the change
they decided upon in 1875, accepting
union with other Presbyterian bodies,
They made no sacrifice of doctrine;
they did not alter their faith;
they did not even alter the .discipline of
those church rules that govern their
Synod. They were still the Presbyterian
Church ; it was the same church after the
union was consummated that it was
before. Then, so far as the mother church
was concerned, it was in just as close affin-
ity; just as close affiliation with the mother
church in Scotland before the union was
consummated in 1875, as it was after-
wards. It was just the same afterwards
as before, no change whatever has been
made. Hon. gentlemen can satisfy them-
selves on that point by looking up the
reference that has been made by the
Synod of the Presbyterian Church .in
Canada on several different occasions;
notably on one occasion when delegates
were sent from this country to Scotland,
and when this very question arose,-as to
whether, since that union wasconsummated
in Canada, the mother church had re-
garded the church in Canada in any other
aspect than it did before. Then a reso-
lution was passed by the Synod of the
Church, of Scotland that the condition was
unchanged. In confirmation of that
it continued not merely its fiiendship, but,
as was stated in another place without con-
tradiction, they conferred from time to
time substantial aids upon the Church in
Canada. If that is the case, certainly the
Church of Scotland, now named the
Presbyterian Church, under its altered
name, is not a different church from the
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church that existed before 1875 ; and if
it is not a different church, then there
should be no hesitation whatever in grant-
ing this legislation, and the arguments of
my hon. friend from DeLanaudière (Mr.
Bellerose) fall completely to the ground,
because he dealt with this question entirely
from the standpoint that there had been
secession from the Church of Scotland,
that the minority represented the only
orthodox part of the body as it had exist-
ed anterior to the union. With reference
to the proposition now in your hands, Mr.
Speaker, and the allotment of $5o,ooo to
the minority, I should like to ask upon
what principle any such proposition
is based ? It is simply an arbitrary
taprice, and my hon, friend cannot
point out to me any fair or just basis by
which those figures could be reached.
What is the position of the six beneficiaries
e-I believe they are limited to six ? What
is the position to-day and what was the
position before 1875, of these beneficiaries
who are endeavoring to obtain this
$50,000? Are they any worse off than
they were then? Does this Bill disturb
their status or their beneficiary receipts?
Their rights are preserved, they were pre-
served under local legislation, and they are
continued to be preserved in this Bill.
They receive just as much as if no change
had taken place in 1875, and it cannot be
urged, therefore, that their rights are pre-
judiced ; because they are made no worse.
They are exactly where they were, and
they have no ground of complaint. But
if you were to carry the amendment of
my hon. friend, why you would be
giving them a very great advantage
over all the other beneficiaries. If you
believe that as individuals, not as minis-
ters of the Presbyterian Church, they were
entitled to corne forward and seek legisla-
tion, asking to have the principal of the
several annuitants, why it would be a sub-
ject for an actuary, to see exactly what
the value of the lives of these six clergy-
men should be commuted for, on the basis
of their several annuities-taking their
ages, and the amount they would receive
-what it should be capitalized at. If you
hold they should be commuted at all, and
taken out of that fund the capital, that
would be the only true basis on which to
proceed ; otherwise $25,ooo or $5o,ooo is
a purely capricious and arbitrary sum hav-
ing no fair foundation-in point of fact,

HON. MR. SCOTr.

no basis whatever. You would be acting
most harshly, and would be taking from
the other beneficaries what they were en-
titled to, which I do not think would be
the wish of this House. We ought not
to disturb any parties in the receipt of
their several annuities, but if this Bill pass
in its present shape I maintain that we
leave them all where they were before the
union was consummated; neither more nor
less. Therefore if it is a fact that these
six dissentients are going to receive for the
rest of their lives just the amount they
would have received had this union not
taken place, I say they have no cause
whatever, no merit whatever, to oppose
.the passage of this Bill. It would be a
thing which I maintain conld not be done,
that we should take the ground, as sug-
gested by my hon. friend from DeLanau-
dière (Mr. Bellerose), that some of the
proceedings before this Synod were
illegally and improperly taken there; that
their notices were not served, that they
did not meet with proper quorums-or
whatever the particular objection was, I
did not catch it, but it is quite immaterial
whether it was one point or the other. We
have nothing whatever to do with the
doctrine or details of the manage-
ment of the Synod. As a matter of
fact we all know that where 140
out of 15o representatives arrive at a cer-
tain conclusion, they certainly must repre-
sent the whole body. Now, to have
corporations, lay or ecclesiastical, perfectly
unanimous, is simply impossible; and if
we are called upon to legislate for a cor-
poration we only see what proportion
desire such legislation or such change, and
if we find that majority to be a considerable
one-we do not ask to have fourteen-
fifteenths, but we are satisfied if a two-thirds
majority of any corporation come to Par-
liament and ask for changes in their mianage-
ment or in their internal economy. Parlia-
ment does not hesitate to grant it, because
we recognize that the majority must rule.
Under any other circumstances, would it
be possible to carry on a corporation ?
If unanimity had to be secured, if we all
must agree, it would be impossible that
any corporation could satisfactorily exist.
The minority must give way to the
majority in the management of matters of
thai kind, particularly where we find the
majority is so large and the minority is so
small as to be only one out of fifteen. In
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such a case Parliam'ent should have no
hesitation in acquiescing in the request of
the majority. There are no other obser-
vations I think at this moment which I
wish to address to the House. There is
a great deal to be said, but really there is
no advantage in going over ground repeat-
edly, and unless one can bring out some-
thing new which would throw more light
upon a subject, nothing is to be gained
by speaking. I do not desire to weary
the House, therefor I shall not prolong
this discussion.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I believe
what the hon. gentleman from Ottawa
says,-that his wish is to do justice to
both parties in this case, and that he is
doing his utmost to find out which of the
parties has a right to the fund which we
are now discussing. I must say, powever,
that I find some of the arguments of
my hon. friend rather extraordinary.
Now the hon. gentleman insinuates
that in dealing with this question I am in-
fluenced too much by the connection of
the Roman Catholic Church in Canada
with Rome. Well, the hon. gentleman
either was not here or I have spoken in
such a way that I could not be under-
stood, if he has drawn such an inference;
because on the contrary I have shown
there was such a difference that there could
be no parallel between the cases. I did
not rely on what I consider to be the bond
that unites its different branches through-
out the world to the Church of Rome. I
stated that I consider that the present new
church, or the church in Canada not in con-
nection with the Church of Scotland, was
not the church to which the fund belonged.
That was my argument, and that was the
first proposition. I said I would show by
arguments which have been before the
Committee, that the Presbyterian Church
of Canada in connection with the Church
of Scotland is represented to-day by a
ninority-those who are called anti-union-

ists--and I proceeded to show that the
majority of the unionists who seceded are
no more the Presbyterian Church of
Canada in connection with the Church .of
Scotland than any other Protestant
churches in the world. That was my
proposition. I did not go to Rome for
that, I went to the Committee room and
I showed.that documents had been put
before the Committee proving that the

rules of the , Presbyterian Church
of Canada in connection with the
Church of Scotland had not been
adhered to, and when the question
of secession-of the union of the four
Presbyterian Churches of Canada-came
under discussion, I pointed out the rules
and showed how this question had come
before the Synod and proved that it did
not come in the way prescribed by the
rules. The hon. gentleman from Ottawa
(Mr. Scott) says, "what have we to do
with the rules ? " Is not that a strange
question, and does it not show that the
hon. gentleman is not so ready to do that
justice to the case as might be supposed
from his remarks? What would be the
opinion of any man who would understand
a judge in one of our courts to say-when
an appeal is made from one of the by-laws
passed by a corporation setting forth that
the laws of the.land had not been attended
to in passing that by-law-" what has this
Court to do with those rules; the by-law
has been passed and whether right or
wrong that settles it ? " We know that on
the contrary the court would go into the
case and see whether the provisions
of the law had been complied with,
and if not, the by-law would be declar-
ed null and void. It is the same in
this case ; it is an ordinary case, and
we have to see whether, the unionists,
when this question came before the Synod,
complied with the laws of the Church.
I stated this afternoon that the great ques-
tion before the Synod ought to have come
before them in some such way ast private
bill comes into this House-by petition.
A proper document must be laid before
the Senate before a question can come
under consideration, and so it should
have been before the Synod of this
church. Such however has not been
done ; on the contrary, the question came
before the Synod in a private letter
written by one Mr. Jenkins. On that
letter it was discussed and after an inter-
val of a few months the union took place.
That was what I said this afternoon, and
I shewed that such union had been ille-
gitmately arrived at, and in opposition to
the laws and rules of the Church.

No doubt if we only considered the
question in this way, that the majority
ought to rule, then the majority seceded,
and the majority must have the money ;
but in such an important question, there
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ought to be some better argument than
this when you come to thke three or four
hundred thousand dollars from one party
and hand it over to another. The hon.
gentleman opposite says that almost the
whole of the Presbyterian Church were
in favor of the union ; but according to
the evidence submitted to the committee,
there was no vote taken on the question
of union-far from there being a unani-
mous vote, there was no vote taken in the
different congregations of the Presbyterian
Church. The question was put in this
way : Some few verses of the Bible were
written on a piece of paper, and an inter-
pretation of these verses was given, and
then the.congregations were told that if
they voted for this interpretation they
would.be considered in favor of union,
and if they voted against it, they would be
voting against union.

HoN. MR. MONTGOMERY-The
vote was not taken in the Lower Pro-
vinces in that way. It was nothing of the
kind. The question was put before them
were they in favor of the union, and the
answer was given on that question.

HON. MR. SKEAD-In St. Andrew's
Church of this city there was a fair, square
vote taken after the subject had been very
fully discussed, not merely for one night
but for several nights, and the minority
was very small.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-The state-
nient ought to have been denied in com-
mittee then.

HON. MR. SKEAD-I was not there.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-Then it
would be better if the hon. gentleman
were not here, because the hon. gentle-
man accuses me of saying things that were

-not reported there, and says such is not
the case. But how would I hear then if
not before the Committee. What do I
know about the Church ?

HON. MR. MONTGOMERY - Not
much.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-The hon.
gentleman says "not much," yet he votes
every day hinself on subjects he does not
understand. I have attended the Coin-

HON. MR. BELLEROSE.

mittee and have listened for five days, to
the arguments advanced and my convic-
tions lead me to take the position I do on
this question. The hon. gentleman from
Prince Edward Island ought to know that
because a few congregations of his little is-
land voted as he says on this question it does
not follow that he can give a denial to my
statement that the whole church did not
vote. When the vote was taken the second
time some forty-eight congregations refused
to record their votes because, as they said,
it was not the proper way to take the vote.
I challenge the hon. gentleman to say that
this was not stated in the Conimittee,
and proved by public documents. It is
not by mere denials that we are to arrive
at the facts, as the hon. gentleman seems
to have done.

HoN. MR. MONTGOMERY-I deny
that the vote was taken in the congregation
I voted with in the way stated by the hon.
gentleman, and I have every reason to
believe it was the same, in all the other
congregations. I speak for the congrega-
tions that I am acquainted with that the
statement I have made is correct, and the
statement the hon. gentleman has made
is not correct.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE-I will not
say that what the hon. gentleman says is
not true, but I will say that the statement
was made in the Committee that forty
congregations refused to vote because the
question of union was not directly put.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I speak from my
own knowledge of the fact that for four
years it vas debated, the legislation was
not obtained in the same year, and
every possible precaution was taken.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-It ought to
be shown that the subject was brought be-
fore the Synod from the first in accord-
ance with the rules of the Church. If the
first steps were wrong, then the whole pro-
ceeding is illegal. It may have been all
right in 1875, but if the proceedings were
illegal for the four years preceding, the
whole transaction is illegal. The hon.
gentleman from Ottawa states that the
Privy Council did not decide anything
more than that the Bill was ultra vires; if
that is the case, it leaves the question
open. But there is more than that : there
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could be no judgment upon points wherc or New Brunswick. How is it that these
it was not asked for, but theie were obser- seceders, united with the Churches that
vations by their Lordships which show the had no right to the fund, are now a new
way they understood the question. Did Church having a right to the fund? It
they not say that the first thing to be done scems to me to be a very queer argument.
was to decide which church was the true This is the reason why the new Church
Presbyterian Church of Canada in connec- has lost its indentity, uniting with Chur-
tion with the Church of Scotland ? That eues that have no right to the fund. The
is the first thing I did, and at the hon. gentleman says that the Mother
very first sitting of the Committee Church considers both of these Churches
I thought their duty was to find as the same Church. The hon. gentleman
out where the Presbyterian Church of is wrong, because in the correspondence
Canada in connection with the Church of between the Church of Scotland and these
Scotland was. 'fwo parties came before Presbyterian Churches in Canada it is then
the Committce, each claiming to be the admitted that the minority are calléd "the
real church. After hearing the arguments old relations," while the new Church, the
of each s had to come to thc conclusion majority who joined the three other
that the minority wcrT the real Presby- Churches, are called " the new state of
terian Church of Canada, iii connection things." If both Churches were consider-
with the Church of Scotland, and that the ed by the Church of Scotland as the
majority were seceders. The hon. gentle- same churches, I should say that the fund
nman says if the church had coe to this fot having been created for two churches
Parliament and asked to have their name only sne could have it. If belongs to
changcd, and Parliament would flot grant the minority it niatters ot that the minis-
their prayer, and would it be then said ters of that church will have a great ad-
that the church was another church. If vantage ovcr the ministers of the other
the hon. gentleman had not been address- church; if k is theirs they should have it
ing the first deliberative assombly of the as is their property, and you cannot give

tominion, I would ot have been sur- to the ministers of any other church
prised that he should ris in his place and without stealing it fro the real owners.
use such an argument. Who ever said If the Bi is passed, says the hon. gentle-
that by changing their name, the church man from Ottawa, it will leave ail the min-
was another church? I behieve that it isters in the sane position as they were
neyer entered into the head of anyone. before.
Phat I stated was that in the judgment
rendered in Ontario, in the Court of HON. MR. SCOTT-Hear hear!
Appeals, the new church had been cited
as having changcd its identit. It was ot HON. MR. BELLEROSE- beg the
on account of the change of name, but hon. gentleman's pardon, because if some
on account of the whole work it had donc of the have stolen fro others, those
to unite with the others. who lost would be in a worse position

HON. MR. SCOTT-They had not
then legally changed their name.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-Will the
hon. gentleman say that if those who had
a right to the fund united with those who
had no right to the fund the united
Church would have a right to it ? I say no;
the fund was created some forty years ago
for the benefit, progress and advan-
cement of the Presbyterian Church of
Canada in connection with the Church of
Scotland as it was then in operation in old
Canada, and not for the Presbyterian
Church of Nova Scotia or the Presby-
terian Church of Prince Edward Island,

and even though you give it to the
majority they have no right to it,
because, as I said before, though Par-
liament is supreme, it is supreme only
where its legislation is according to the
laws of nature and the laws of God.
Parliament is supreme so long as it re-
mains within the bounds of justice and the
laws of Nature, and when it transgresses
these it ceases to be supreme. Either
this is right or it is wrong. If these min-
isters are entitled to the fund, give it to
them : if not, they should not have it.
If Parliamènt gives the money when it is
not honestly due, they steal it, because an
unjust law is no law. On an occasion
like this, principle should govern us, and

Presbyterian



we should not legislate to favour any indi- If I had been a member of the commit-
vidual or party, but to do what is right. tee, I would have been there during the
At all events I have no interest in the five days thatthis Bil was before it, and
matter except this, that having been ap- it is possible I might not have core to the
pointed a member of the Committee to sane conclusion as that at which the hon.
which this important measure was referred, gentleman has arrived. I know I have
I felt it my duty to decide what was right corne to a very decided conclusion as to
and to cone to a just conclusion. I am this arendrent-I intend to vote against
very little concerned as to what church it.

sacts the moey; but as a rewtresentative
of the people I am res)onsible for the
vote which I am called upon to give, and
I have endeavoured to explain to the
House why I feel it my duty to support
the an2endment.

HON. MR. MONTGOMERY-The
hon. gentleman who has just sat down has
made use of language here to night which
no member of either branch of the legisla-
tion should be guilty of expressing. He
has said that the members of the church
to which I belong are no better than
thieves-that they had stolen the money.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I did not
say that.

HON. MR. MONTGOMERY-That
is what the hon. gentleman said, and no
member of either branch of Parliament
should make such a statement. What
would he say if I were to rise here to-night
and charge the clergymen of his own
church with having stolen money?

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I regret
exceedingly that my imperfect knowledge
of English has caused any misunderstand-
ing. I certainly did not mean to say
anything unparliamentary, and I think if I
had done so I would have been called to
order promptly. If I said anything
which would lead the hon. gentleman to
the conclusion which he has expressed, I
beg to withdraw it.

HON. MR. SKEAD-The hon. gentle-
man from DeLanaudière (Mr. Bellerose)
has charged me with having failed to
attend the meetings of the commit-
tee. As chairman of that committee
he knows I am not a member of it. He
asked what right I had to be here if I'was
not a member of that committee ? I can
tell the hon. gentleman that I have the
same business here that he has, and that I
stand on the same footing that he does.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I feel that I owe
an apology to the House for rising to refer
to the extraordinary speech of the hon.
member who is Chairman of the Private
Bills Committee. He has indulged in
such singular statements that he might
possibly mialead gentlemen who do not
know what took place before that com-
mittee and, therefore, I think that his ob-
servations should not be allowed to go
unanswered. He has gone so far as to
state-as if it were a fact within his own
knowledge-that no vote was taken in
any of the congregations with reference to
this question of union. He was answer-
ed by two gentlemen who told him that as
members of two of the congregations, they
knew that votes were taken, and yet the
hon. gentleman has not had the fairness
to admit that he was mistaken. Some
forty-five congregations, he says, did not
vote because they did not approve of the
proceedings that were taken. What right
has be to make such an assertion ? I tell
him that he is not warranted in coming to
that conclusion. The fact that they did
not vote does not prove that they were
opposed to the movement, any more than
the absence of certain members of the
Senate to-night proves that they are op-
posed to this legislation. The very state-
ment of the thing shews its absurdity.
These forty five congregations scattered over
the face of this broadcountry did not choose
to meet in kirk session, or presbytery, as
the case might be, and express their opinion,
but they came in afterwards and became
members of the union. They fell in with it,
just as gentlemen who are not in the
Chamber at this moment might fall in with
the vote to be given one way or the other
to-night. The hon. gentleman knows that
the question before us now is simply the
confirmation of legislation which has been
pronounced ultra vires. My hon. friend
has always been a great stickler for pro-
vincial rights, and I was rather surprised
that he should stand up here to urge this

HON. MR. BELLEROSE.
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House not to confirm the legislation of his ask this because the property belongs to
own Province. After ail, that is what we the commuting ministers." If he was
are asked to do by this Bill-simply to right in his premises there might be some
re-assert and confirm what bas been done reason in bis conclusion, but he was en-
by the Legislature of bis own Province tirely mistaken. Ibat was fot only the
under a misapprehension of the law. . It property of tbe commuting ministers, but
bas turned out that the information that also the property ofthe privileged and non-
was then given that it was within the com- privileged ministers, a large number ofben-
petency of the Provihcial Legislature to eficaries, numbering abou4 150. Tbese
grant this legislation is incorrect, according privileged members and beneficaries bad
to the highest judicial authority, and why rigbts in it just the same as the comrutors,
my bon. friend should oppose a bill to because tbe statute of 1858, and the by-
confirm the legislation of his Province laws made under the authority of tbat sta-
I cannot understand. I do not wish tute gave $450 per annum to tbe commu-
to advert to the hard expressions which tors for life, $400 to the privileged mem-
the hon. gentleman bas used in bis bers for life, and $200 to the others for
speech. He bas thrown across the life; and they had just as good a rigbt to
House such words as ".misappropri- tbis money as the commutors, because
ation of funds," " the majority trampling tbe latter had gien up tbeir rights to this
on the rights of the minority," and has so long ago as 8 and tbe Parliament
applied such a word as " thieves " to the of Canada passed an Act based li)of
ministers who take thisefund. The hon. that in 1858. Wbat is that Act?
gentlemen bas imported feeling into this It is stated in such terse language in tbe
matter which is quite unnecessary. judgment of tbe Privy Council, that mv

I rise for the purpose chiefly of calling hon. friends are so fond of appeaiing to,
the attention of my hon. friend who made perbaps tbey will allow me to quote it
this motion to the amendment itself, and and see whether they agree with their
to ask him on what principle he desires lordships. A gentleman wbo resides in
this House to adopt it. He knows Ottawa-wbo calis himseif, in fact, tbe
that the amendment came before the com- Church of Scotland in Ottawa-Mr. Brym-
mittee after the suggestion had been made ner, appeared before the committee and
by the Rev. Gavn Lang, the moderator furnished the oniy sound argument ad-
of the dissentient Synod, and he took as duced there by the minority. He said
the basis for bis calculation that the funds "This money does not beiong to the
of the Temporalities Board, amounted to ministers at ail but Io the cburcb, and
$332,ooo, and he proposed to take one- there may be a cburch witbout a minister."
fourth of that, on the principle that at fe repeated over and over again tbat the
the time ôf the union, the commutors of money belonged to the churcb, and he
the old fund stood in the relation of seven was right. What did the Privy Council
to twenty-seven. If he was right in the say on that subjeet? After detailing the
principle, he was certainly very wrong manner in wbich this fund bad been
in the application of it, because it would brougbt to tbe point referred to in this
only be one-fifth instead of one-fourth- Act, they say
as seven to thirty-four-therefore he was
wrong to begin with, but he was very They received paynient of the commuta-
specious about it. He said, " anything tion moneys to the amonut already stated,

like ifwe cnno getwha weand in order to provide for the managrnent ot
you like ; if we cannot get what wethe
claim we will take anything you choose Province of Canada upon lhe application of
to give us." An hon. member of the the commissioners, passed the Act 22 Vie
Committee impressed by the very strong Cap 6u e
arguments which were made use of in this I e i rs ere on questior
House, appealing to their sympathies, additional niembers and their suceessors,
thought pro.per to come forward with a declared to be a body politic and corporate
suggestion that the Committee should vote by the naine of the Board for the manage-
a lump sum. It was pointed out then, as mert of the Temptralities Fnnd of the Pres-
I am prepared to point out now, that the byte Chrch of Candan tnectin
proposition was based upon an utter fai- held by them as commissioners were vested
lacy. The reverend gentleman said, caI in the Board 'e trust for the said chnrch,'
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subject to the condition that the annual
interest thereof should reniain chargeaNle
with the stipends and allowances payable tc
the parties entitled thereto, in ternie of
the arrangement under whicn the fund wvas
contributed by the Comnutors."

This states briefly what I an prepared
to show the Act points out, that it is in
trust for theIchurch, and that the trust
is subject to the annual charge of those
ministers-to the commuters certainly,
but not to them merely, but to all the
other ministers who have rights just the
same as the commuters. What is the
result ? The Act goes on to authorize this
Board to pass by laws for the management,
appropriation, use and disposition of this
fund, always keeping in view the stipends
of the ministers, and tie by-laws were
passed under that, and are the same as if
they had been incorporated in this Act.
Those by-laws gave the sums I have men-
tioned-$45o to each commutor, $400 to
each privileged member, and $200 to each
of the others. My hon. friend must ad-
mit that all these have equal rights in the
disposition of this fund, and that they are
all protected by this measure which we are
now asked to pass, because it preserves
$450 for the commuters for their lives,
$400 for the privileged members and $200
to the others. The residue is to go
where? Why to the . church-to the
different congregations -- so that it
follows exactly the contention of
Mr. Brymner and the decision of
the Privy Council. That being
the case it would be manifestly unjust; it
would be a spoliation of these other min-
isters, to act upon the suggestion, and
would certainly deserve all the harsh words
which have been made use of by my hon.
friend from DeLanaudière. It was a very
cunning suggestion to ask the Committee
to take one-fourth of this and hand it over
to the Synod, because the proportion of
the commuting ministers only stood in
the relation of seven to twenty-seven.
That was the relation they stood in.
The congregations at the time of the
union numbered 150 in all; of these ten
remained out. Their rights were preserved
to them; they kept their property and
their ministers have received their stipends
from that time to this. Then by a strange
coincidence the number of ministers that
remained out bore nearly the same rela-
tion to the others, and the result was that

HON. ML DicKoY.

the only basis that could possibly be
applied to a division of this kind would
be one-fifth. If you apply that to the
$332,o0o -- even if Parliament were pre-
pared to break up this capital-it would
only be something like $22,23o. Now
we are coolly asked to make a jump at
the sum and take away the security that
the majority and the minority have by the
law,to hand over $50,ooo,upon noprinciple
at all, to the tender mercies of the Synod
of this minority body. That is the whole
case in a nutshell, and under the circum-
stances I hope the House will not hesitate
for a moment in saying that it is a prin-
ciple they will not sanction. I was not at
all surprised that it was at once voted
down in another place, and defeated by a
two-thirds vote in the committee itself, of
which my hon. friend from DeLanaudière
was chairman, wih his ear open to Mr.
Brymner on one side. I think it will
require no argument to show that the only
course to be taken in this case is to defeat
the amendment. My hon. friend has
taken a very active part against this Bill,
and he says, " in the name of peace I ask
you to hand the whole of this money
over to the minority."

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I did not
say that.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I took down the
hon. gentleman's words.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I said, in
the name of justice let this matter be
settled.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-My hon. friend's
argument throughout was that the minority
alone were entitled to this fund, and he
got very excited and said, "in the name
of peace let them have it."

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I said this:
that it had been stated such a settlement
should be made in the name of peace, but
that I would change the word and say, in
the name of justice.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I cannot see
how in the name of peace we are expected
to seule this question by handing over the
money to one party alone. In this instance
their respective rights stand exactly as
they were. No person is injured, each
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of the beneficiaries is protected for life.
Under the circumstances, I hope this
House will not hesitate, but will pass this
law and restore peace. We have been
told in another place that the effect of
this Bill, if carried, will be to wipe out
three lawsuits. I say in the name of peace
let us wipe them out. We are here to
do justice between parties. We make
every allowance for excited feelings on
the part of minorities. They know they
niust submit to majorities, but we protect
them and give them equal rights with the
rnajority.

HON. MR. READ-I desire to correct
an error into which the hon. member
from Amherst has fallen. I feel sure it
was not his intention to mislead the House
as regards the portions claimed by the
two parties. He stated in his opening
remarks that it was not 27 but 34.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The exact fig-
ures are 33 : if my hon. friend can show
the contrary I should like to see it.

HON. MR. DEVER-8 to 25.

HON. MR. READ-In the committee
it seemed to be conceded that it was 27.
At all events that was not denied. Those
gentlemen who were entitled to receive
$6oo, agreed to take $45o, and according
to the calculation I made in committee,
(and nobody appeared to deny it,) if the
resolution they moved was carried they
would then receive $350, because the in-
tcrest on the $5o,ooo would give them
$350 each. If these are not the right
figures I have been mistaken all the time
on that point. In the name of peace I
think this amendment should be carried.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-After the re-
marks which fell from the hon. Senator
from Amherst, and especially after the
speech of the hon. member from Ottawa.
I think it is my duty to say a few words
n justification of the vote which I am
about to record. The hon. member from
Ottawa (Mr. Scott) said that it was so
clear that the majority had a right to these
funds that he did not understand how
there could be two opinions on the sub-
ject. To my mind the main question
before the House is this-has this Parlia-
ment the right to legislate on this matter?

Is it not a question as to the ownership
of a certain sum of money ? That is prac-
tically the question before us. Then is
it not a inatter that properly comes under
the jurisdiction of the judiciary ? I con-
sider this a matter of very great importance,
because if Parliament assume the jurisdic-
tion of judicial tribunals, and decide con-
tested questions which should properly
come before courts of justice, it seems to
me that we are rever'sing the whole social
system. It is sometimes not only the right
of the Legislature to interfere, but it is its
duty to make declaratory laws, but ofily
when there is a conflict of jurisprudence,
when there are conflicting decisions of
legal tribunals in different parts of the
country. It is necessary, in such a case,
for the law-makers to step in and declare
what the law really is. But this is not a
case for such interference. The only rea-
son adduced, either here or before the
Committee, for this legislation is, that a
suggestion was made by the Judicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Council that, "unless
the Dominion Parliament intervenes, there
will be ample opportunity for new and
protracted litigation." I think it is clear
that the interference suggested by the
Privy Council is only with reference to the
question as to which church is entitled to
this fund. The hon. member from Am-
herst expressed surprise that my hon.
friend from De Lanaudière should oppose
the decision arrived at by the Legislature
of the Province of Quebec, whose rights
he 1§ so zealous in defending. As I am
sometimes in the same position as my hon.
colleague, the House will allow me to say
that we never come here to advocate spe-
cial rights for our Province: we advocate
what we consider to be a right inter-
pretation of the Constitution. We
defend the rights of the Province
of Quebec as we would the rights of
any other Province when they are inter-
fered with. The contention of those who
have proposed this compromise is that
these funds belong to the ministers per-
sonally. The very motion of my hon.
friend is to a very different effect ; it pro-
poses to give the fund to a Board to be
created for that purpose, who shall use the
fund for the benefit of the church, and
though it was said, for the sake of argu-
ment, that those ministers might claim
that money, as a matter of fact they never
had claimed it, and the amendment before
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the House is in a contrary sense. My
proposition is, that this matter should be
left to the judicial powers. There is a
serious objection to interference, on the
part of Parliament, in this matter, because
everyone who has any experience of law
knows perfectly well that we are not in a
position to adjudicate upon law-suits, as a
Court of Justice is. * We have not the
time nor the records, and are not in a
position to deliberate or to render justice
as a Court would do. This matter re-
quires deliberation, and how can we, with-
out having all the facts before us and
documents to consult at leisure, properly
adjudicate such great interests as these ?
For this reason, if I were not convinced
that it would be useless, I would submit
a motion in.that direction, but as the feel-
ing of the great majority of the Senate
has always seemed to be against that con-
tention, the only practical way, to my
mind, to decide this point is as I have
suggested. 'Both parties will agree with
me that a great deal of 'uncertainty has
been displayed as to the rights of the
respective parties in this case. I have not
formed such a decided opinion on the sub-
ject as my hon. friend from. DeLanaudiere
but I have heard enough to convince me
that those who seek this legislation have
not demonstrated their case clearly, and
the moment there exists a reasonable
doubt, it is our duty to refuse the legisla-
tion. The uncertainty in this case is so
great that even the church of Scotland
itself has declined to pronounce upon the
matter. If we cannot find theological or
canonical opinions, as to which is the
church and which should possess this
fund, we must decide it by laws which we
understand better than canonical laws--we
must decide it by the principles of justice
and the civil laws. The hon. member
from Amherst has said that by this Bill
the parties are left exactly in the posi-
tion they have all along occupied. I res-
pectfully say they are not, because, rightly
oi wrongly, the minority contend that
they are not the same church as the
niajority. They contend that this fund
might be instrumental in propagating the
doctrines of their church, an advantage of
which they are deprived by this legislation.
It may be said that they are allowed two
members on the board, but we know
what a minority of two in a board of nine
members must be. It is practically giv-

HON. MR. TRUDEL,

ing them no power at all. The board will
be entirely in favor of the church of the
majority. On what principle of justice
can we say that one of the parties should
not have equal rights with the other, when
we cannot ascertain clearly which of the
churches is the true one ? We find two
parties, which had been associated and
had formed a fund, disagreeing and divid-
ing. It is a principle of law, recognized
in all countries, that when parties divide,
each one has a right to take his own share,
and I ask would it not be just and fair
that each of these 'two parties should re-
ceive their own share of the fund and devote
it to such uses as they may deem best in
the interest of their respective churches?
Suppose that we consider that they made
improper use of their fund, that does not
destroy their right to employ it in the
manner they sincerely believe to be best
in the interest of their church. To my
mind the only safe and just way to put an
end to this discussion is that which I have
suggested. There would remain only the
question of what would be the basis of
division. Some hon. gentlemen have
said that if new members should corne
into the church, though they had not
been parties to the formation of this fund,
they would have a vested right in it.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The
gives them the same rights.

statute

HON. MR. TRUDEL-Yes, provided
they are in the church to which the
statute alludes, but when it is not clear
what that church is, your argument is de-
stroyed. It belongs only to the parties
who contribute to the fund, and they may
divide it according to the interests of their
respective churches. For this reason I
shall vote for the amendment.

HON. MR. ODELL-The hon. gentle-
man opposite (Mr. Dickey) asked me on
what principle this $5o,ooo should be
given. I tell him it is the principle which
he hoped would govern us-the principle
of peace. The dispute was carried on
with a great deal of warmth before the
Committee, and we found it almost im-
possible to bring these two parties
together. The Bill named one sum and
the opposition agreed to take another.
We were assured that unless a compro-
mise was effectedlitigation would continue.
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It was clearly and distinctly asserted in
the Committee that the passing of this
Bill instead of stopping litigation and
bringing about peace between the parties,
would only instigate them to carry it to
the bitter end not only in this country, but
perhaps before the Privy Council. I ad-
mit that this amount which we propose is
a lump sum, but we suggested it in the
hope that it will stop litigation altogether
and establish harmony. We did not go
into an exact calculation as to how this
amount would agree with the principal
sum: our object was to restore peace, and
I hope that the motion will meet with the
approval of the Senate.

The amendment was declared lost on
a division.

HON. MR. ODELL moved that the
following be inserted at the end of the
third clause :

" Provided always that the vacancies oc-
curring in the two seats at the said board,
now filied by nembers of the Presbyterian
Church of Canada, in connection with the
Church of Scotland, shall be filled as they
occur by nembers of the Presbyterian
Churcli of Canada, in connection with the
Church of Scotland,nominated by the Synod,
and certified to be duly elected by the Mode-
rator or Acting Moderator, of the Synod of
the said Presbyterian Church of Canada, in
connection with the Church of Scotland."

Hesaid: Thethird clauserefers tothe board
which is to have charge of these tempora-
lities. When vacancies occur they are to
be filled by members of the united Pres-
byterian Church, thereby shutting out
altogether from any management or con-
trol of the temporalities all the members
of the old Church. This question was
before the Committee, and the gentlemen
who were present advocating the claims of
the united church stated distinctly to the
Committee that they had no objection
whatever to the amendment, and were
quite satisfied to have it put in the Bill.

the second to last line of the Bill to insert
" orof the Presbyterian Church of Canada
in connection with the Church of Scot.
land." The object of that is merely, as I
have stated, to give to the old church the
privilege of having members elected'from
their body for the management of these
temporalities. The proposition is so
equitable and fair that I cannot conceive
for one moment that there will be the
slightest objection to adopting the
amendment.

HON. MR. ALMON-In rising to
second the motion, I appeal not merely
to the justice of this hon. assembly, but
to their generosity. The members con-
nected with the Old Church of Scotland
have been beaten at every step, whether
rightly or wrongly I will not undertake to
say. The beneficiaries are asked to vote
for members to fill vacancies and yet they
are told, " you must vote for one
of the majority.". Is that generous,
is it just ? Is it not taunting the minority
with their weakness ? Is it not dragging
them, as the old Romans did their slaves,
at the wheels of their chariots ? Would it
not be kindness, compared with this, to
say that the beneficiaries connected with
the old Church of Scotland, who have not
joined the union, shall not vote at all ?
By a refinement of cruelty they are told,
" You have a right to vote, but you must
vote for a meniber of the united Church."
What would the Roman Catholics in Ire-
land have said, after the Emancipation
Act was passed, if they were told, " You
have a right to vote, the same as your
Protestant brethren, but you must vote
for a Protestant candidate "? Would not
any member of this body have laughed to
scorn such a proposition as that?-yet
this Bill contains just such a provision.
For the sake of peace, and in common
Christianity, this amendment should be
allowed to pass.

HON, MR. 1)ICKEY-Ilt is quite true,
HON. MR. MACFARLANE - The as stated by my hon. friend from Rook-

amendment was never proposed in the wood, that Principal Grant said "I de-
Committee. sire to make peace with these peophe and

would be perfectly willing to give themn a
HON. MR. ODELL-The matter was representation at the board if it would

discussed in the Committee with the re- bring about peace." 'hat proposition
sult I have stated, and I now propose the was scouted ; it was neyer brought before
amendment, which speaks for itself. I the committee. It was not accepted in
also propose, after the word hchurch" in any way, and now, at the tail end of this
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discussion, after all these amendments
have been voted down, you ask us when
you fail to get $5o,ooo from the fund, to
agree that you shall have a voice in the
appropriation of it. If we pass this
amendment it will be a legislative recogni-
tion of the fact that the minority, in whose
behalf the amendment is moved, is the
only true Presbyterian Church of Canada,
in connection with the Church of Scotland.
The amendment says:

" The vacancies occurring in the two seats
at the said board, now filled by members of
the Presbyterian Church of Canada, in con-
nection with the Church of Scotland, shall be
filled as they occur by menbers of the Pres-
byterian Church of Canada, in connection
with the Church of Scotland."

You could not entertain an amendment
like that; it is throwing an insult in the
face of the gentlemen who say they are
still associated with the old chureh, as they
ever were. I think that it is greatly to be
regretted that my hon. friend who is so
desirous of settling this difficulty had not
advised the gentleman behind him who
put these amendments in his hand to-day
to accept that representation on the Board
and take their share.

HON. MR. ODELL-How will they
get it ?

HON. MR. DICKEY-Nothing will
do these gentlemen, however, but to have
the whole. Now, after all, what does this
humble clause in the Bill say ? It is
exactly in line with the resolution of 1858,
that this Temporalities Board shall have
the power to fill a vacancy among them.
The wording of the Act of 1858 is as
follows:

" In the event of the death, resignation,
removal from the Province, or leaving the
Communion of the said Church, of any nem-
ber of the said Board, the remaining nenbers,
or a majority of then present at any general
meeting duly convened for that purpose, shall
choose a minister or layman to fill such
vacancy."

There is the principle embodied in this
very Bill, and this clause goes no further
than the old Act, that these vacancies
should be filled up by the remainder of
the Board. I may state before I sit down
that the fact of the two members of the
Board, Sir Hugh Allan, and Rev. Gavin
Lang, being members of that Board

HoN. MR. DICKEY.

before the union had nothing to do with
their remaining out of the union. It was
an accident that two members of the
Temporalities Board remained out: it had
no significance. There might have been
four and eight, or six and six, or there
might have been, as there were, ten and
two. It had nothing whatever to do
with the question that it should always
continue; but they remained on the Board
-they remained in office up to the pres-
ent day. Under these circumstances we
cannot except the amendment : it would
destroy the whole Bill, and would be a
legislative recognition that might lead to
litigation.

A division was then taken on the
amendment which was negatived on the
following vote:

CONTENTS:

Ainon,
Armand,
Bellerose,
Ferrier,

Hon. Messrs.
Howlan,
Odell,
Pozer,
Trudel.-8

NON-CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.

Alexander, Maclarlane,
Archibald, biacpherson,(Speaker)
Campbell (Sir Alex.), Miller,
Chapais, Montgomery,
Dickey, Muirhead,
Ferguson, Northwood,
Flint, Pelletier,
Gibbs, Power,
Glasier, Scott,
Grant, Simpson,
Haythorne, Skead,
Leonard, Stevens,
McClelan, Smith,
MeInnes, (B.C.) Sutherland,
McKay, Vidal,
Macdônald, Wark,-32.

HON. MR. VIDAIL moved the third
reading of the Bill.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I desire to
move the amendment, of which Mr. Ogil-
vie has given notice, reserving the rights
of all parties as to costs in suits pending
and decided.

HON. GENTLEMEN-Lost ! Lost!

HON. MR. TRUI)EL-I would like to
know if there has ever been a Parliament
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in the world that has passed le
putting an end to law-suits, witho
ing the rights of the parties as to

HON. MR. DICKEY-I an ra
prised to hear such an amendme
moved, when we consider the
since the notice was placed on t
paper, no less than three suits ha
brought against these people
amendment applies to suits pe
well as to suits decided. With r
the suit decided in the Privy Cou
hon. friend knows very weil t
action of this Parliament does no
at all ; the Judicial Committee ha
their order as regards the costs
should never have pressed this 1
after public notice was given t
intended to apply to Parliament.

HON. MR. VIDAL-The hon
man fron Amherst is in error, t
no suits pending in the courts r
the temporalities.

HON. MR. DICKEY-They
been abandoned?

HON. MR. VIDAL-They ha
ail given up.

HON. MR. DICKEY-Ther
suit respecting the Queen's Co
which a writ has been served
friend, Principal Grant, not only
ver the college, but the $15o,
were collected by his exertions as

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I think
duty to state that I am inform
gentleman in whom I have the
confidence, that there are suits
before the Court of Appeals whi
not have been instituted since n
this legislation was given. I hol
hand one of the printed factums,
dated December, i 88o, and I am i
that this suit is still pending. -

HON. MR. VIDAL-Is it the
ralities, or the College?

HON. MR. TRUDEL-It is th-
ter and Congregation of St.
Church, Montreal, against the Te
ties Board,
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gislation HON. MR. VIDAL-I was informed by
it reserv- counsel to-day that the suit had been
costs ? withdrawn.

ther sur- HON. MR. TRUIEL-I was informed
ita hsby counsel that this is stili pending.nt as this

facthr The amendment was lost on a division.he order
ve Thi ihe motion for the third reading was.dis then carried on % division and the Binding as
egard to was read the third time and passed.
ncil, my
hat the PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH MIN
t affect it ISTERS' WIDOWS'ANI) 0R
ve made PHANS' FUND.
. They
itigation, THIRD READING.
hat they HON. MR. MACFARLANE moved

the third reading of Bill (7i 1), "lAn Act to
gentle- mcorporate the Managers of the Min-

heer isters' Widows' and Orphans' Fund of the
e Synod of the Presbyterian Church of

SCanada in connection with the Church of
Scotland, and amendments thereto."

have ail The motion was agreed to and the Bi
was read the third time and passed.

tve been BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (Y), "An Act to make further pro-
cis the vision respecting lighthouses, buoys and

Plege, in beacons" (Sir Alex CampbeHl.)
tpon my Bir a (Z), "An Act to amend the Act

to reco- respecting the harbour of North Sidney,
Soo that Nova Scotia." (Sir Alex. Campbehl.)

well.
The Senate adjourned at i iF p.m.

it is My____
ied by a
greatestTH EA .pending

Sh couldan amedMnts ro.
otice for tion was a y and th8Bl

wd in My The Speaker took the Chair at three
which is o'cock.p.m.
nformed

Prayers and routine proceedings.

Tempo-
CANADA PROVIDENT ASSOCIA-

TION COMPANY'S BILIL
e Minis-

Andrews REPORTED FROM COMMmyTEE.
mporali-

HON. MR. BELLEROSE from the



Committee on Standing Orders and Pri- vate Bis, reported Bil (64), nA
vate Bills reported Bill (98) " An Act to respecting the Queen's College, Kingston,"
incorporate the Canada Provident Asso- with certain amendmerts.
ciation " without any amendment.

The report was adopted.

HON. M'R. VIDAL moved the third
reading of the Bill.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE moved in
amendment that the Biß be referred to
the Supreme Court for their opinion as to
its constitutionality. In his opinion the
Bill did not come within the 9 2nd section
of the British North America Act.

HON. MR. POWER asked that the
third reading of the Bill be allowed to
stand over till to-morrow as the gentleman
who was in charge of the measure was not
present.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE thought it
should be referred to the Supreme Court
with ,ut delay as it was near the end of
the sesion and delay might be fatal to
the Bill. Two members had a right to
ask that the Bill be referred to the Su-
preme Court and it was not in the power
of the House to refuse it.

HoN. MR. POWER did not under-
stand that that was the rule, as any two
members could, in that case, stop the
progress of a Bill towards the end of a
session by referring it to to the Supreme
Court.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE said the
hon. gentleman misunderstood him as he
did not wish to convey the idea that two
members could refer a Bill to the Supreme
Court against the will of the Senate, but
under the provisions of the 55th rule a
Bill might be referred for an opinion to
the Supreme Court at any time on motion
of any two members.

HON. MR. VIDAL said he
objection to postponing the third
and he moved that the Bill be
third time to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

had no
reading
read a

QUEEN'S COLLEGE, KINGSTON,
BILL

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

HON. MR.' BELLEROSE, from the
Committee on Standing Orders and Pri-

HON. MR. BELLEROSE

HON. MR. DICKEY said the amend-
ments were in entire conformity with the
preamble of the Bill, and he hoped the
House would concur in them.

The amendments were concurred in
and the Bill was ordered for third reading
to-morrow.

DUTIES ON FISH AND FISH 011 S
EXPORTED TO THE UNITED

STATES IN 1871 AND 1872.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. HOWLAN inquired:
" When an answer may be expected from

the Government to the meinorial of W. H.
Pope, addressed to His Excellency the Gov-
ernor General, dated January, 1879, asking
indeninity for duties paid on Fish ard Fish
Oil, exported to'the United States in 1871 and
1872, ironi Prince Edward Island, and also to
the letter on the same subject froni the Men-
bers of the House of Commois and the
Senators representing Prince Edward Island,
bearing date the 20th April instant, addressed
to the Right Honorable Sir John Macdonald,
Premier of Canada?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
matter is still under the consideration of
the Government. An answer to that
effect was given by the Premier of the
Government the other evening in the
House of Commons. I may say in addi-
tion to what he said that the Government
have not yet had an opportunity of con-
sidering the last communication on the
subject bearing date 2oth April last, and
addressed to the Premier, but they are
anxious, at the earliest opportunity, to
give their best attention to the whole
subject.

AFFAIRS IN IRELAND.

RESOLUTIONS.

The order of the day was read
for the consideration of the following
address to Her Majesty from the House
of Commons, in relation to affairs in
Ireland :-
To THE QUEEN'S MOST EXCELLENT MAJESTY:

Most Gracious Sorereign :
We, Your Majesty's nost dutiful and loyal

subjects, the CommnonS
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of Canada, in Parliament assembled, desire
mnost earnestly, in our own name, and on
behalf of the people whom we represent, to
renew the' expression of our unswerving
loyalty and devotion to Your Majesty's per-
son and Government.

1. We have observed, may it please Your
Majesty, with feelings of profound regret and
concern, the distress and discontent which
have prevailed for somte tine among Your
Majesty's subjects in Ireland.

2. Wre would respectfully represent to
Your Majesty that Your Irish subjects in the
Dominion oi Canada are among the nost
loyal, most prosperous, and most contented
of Your Majesty's subjects.

3. We would further respectfully represent
to Your Majesty that the Dominion of Canada,
while offerng the ,greatest advantages and
attractions for those of our fel low-subjects who
may desire to make their homes anongpt us,
does not receive that proportion of einrgrants
from Ireland which might reasonably be
expected, and that this is dite, in a great
measure, in the case of manv of our Irish
fellow-subjects who have sought foreign
homes, to their feelings of estrangement
towards the Imperial Governinent.

4. We would further iost respectfully
represerit to Your Majesty, that in the inter-
ests of this, Your Loyal Dominion and of
the entire Empire, it is extrenely to be de-
sired that Your Majesty may not be deprived,
in the development of Your Majesty's posses-
Sions on this continent, of the valuable aid of
those of Your Majesty's Irish subjects who
may feel dispo3ed to leave their native land
to seek more prosperous homes.

5. We desire respectfully to suggest to
Your Majesty, thrt Canada and its inhabit-
ants have prospered exceedingly under a
Federal systen, allowing to each Province of
the Doninioa considerable powers of self-rovernment, and would venture to express a
lope that if consistent with the integritv and

well-being of the Empire, and if the rights
and status of tl·e minority are fully protected
and sccured, sure means may be found of
meeting the expressed desire of so many of
Your Irish subjects in that regard, so that
Ireland may become a source of strength to
Your Majesty's Empire, and that Your Ma-
jesty's Irish subjects at home and abroad may
feel the sanie pride in the greatness of Your
Majesty's Empire, the same veaeration for
the justice of Your Majesty's ruie, and the
same devotion to, and affection for, our com-
mon flag, as are now felt bv all classes of
Your gajesty's loyal subjects in this Do-
mninion.

6. We would further express a hope that
the time has come when Your Majesty's
clemency may, without injury to the interests
of the United Kingdom, be extended to those
persons who are now imprisoned in Ireland
charged with political offences oaly, and the
inestimable blessing of personal liberty re-
stored to them.

We pray that the blessings of Your Ma-

jesty's reign may, for Your people's sake, be
long continued."

HON. MR. HOWLAN said:
In rising to move the adoption of the

Address passed unanimously by the other
branch of the Legislature, I trust the
House will bear with me for a short time,
while making the few remarks which seem
to me to be called for on this occasion.
The representatives of the Irish race in
the Legislature, prompted by public opin-
ion of their own people throughout the
Dominion, felt that they should give this
matter their consideration. They
met together, and after much deli-
beration on this grave question, actu-
ated by the most sincere and patriotic
motives in the interest of this Canada of
ours, the present address was conceived.
I am happy to be in a position to state
that it has received the unanimous assent
of the popular branch of this Parlia-
ment, expressive as it is, not only of the
views of the Irish, but of the hearty
approval of all the representatives of the
people of Canada. Our recent, census
proves that out of a total population of
four and one-half millions, over one mil-
lion am Irish or of Irish descent, and as
the words of this address state, they are
among the most loyal, prosperous and
contented of her Majesty's subjects ; and
if anything was required to bind them
stili more closely in their fealty, it is found
in this intelligent and patriotic acknow-
ledgment-given by the representative men
of this Dominion in Parliament assem-
bled. That the Irish, race is a grateful
one, does not admit of question ; in every
land beneath the sun they have proved
that beyond a doubt, but if proofs are
wanting we have not far to seek them.
In the war of the great rebellion in the
neighboring Republic, on every battle-
field from the Relay House at Balti-
more to the trenches before Richmond,
their blood was freely poured out in
defence of the stars and stripes, and
not less must be said of the faithful adhe-
rents of the stars and bars of the Sunny
South. Whenthe clarion of war was sounded
along the granite hills and rivers of New
England, no uncertain sound was heard;
the call of country was sufficient, and
throwing aside all thoughts of the un-
friendly taunts of the foreigner, they
boldly marched to the front, and no two
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names were more synonymous for bravery
in the north and south than those of the
gallant generals Meagher and Cleburne.
It will be remembered in this connection,
when the gallant General Corcoran was
made a prisoner of war by the South and
was offered his freedom to join the
Southern ranks, he spurned the offer and
preferred to suffer imprisonment for his
adopted country rather than freedom and
oppose her. From the history of that war I
will make but one quotation in favour of my
statement. The battle of Lookout Moun-
tain was one of the hottest of the rebel-
lion. The Southern army was well
placed on rising ground on either side
with their guns in position. It became
necessary to drive them out, and the
matter was left to General Meagher and
his Irish Brigade. He addressed his
men, telling them how the United States
had succored them in the day of their dis-
tress. The battle was fought immediately
following St. Patrick's Day, the hill was
taken, the field was won, but how severely
it was contested was shown by the fact
that the men laying dead in winrows each
with a sprig of green in his cap. Nearly
the whole brigade was killed in the ter-
rible conflict, very much, in my
opinion, like the death-ride of the
gallant six hundred at Balaklava.
That great war has passed, and the
country is once more tranquil, but it went
through a terrible ordeal. No one who
looks back but sees that the whole cause
of that war was slavery and its thrice
accursed surroundings which cried to
heaven for vengeance, for "vengeance is
mine" saith the Ruler of the universe.
Slavery had its defenders, had its arma-
ments, had its apologists and its admirers.
It was powerful even in the councils of
the world ; it sought strength from every
source. We remember how in the English
Parliament it had its defenders; we
also remember how O'Connell when
struggling for Irish rights, was tampered
with by James Gordon Bennett, the
founder of the New York Herad,
in favor of slavery, and with what
majestic manliness he answered him that
if to take one dollar of the slaveholders
money would free Ireland, he would
rather see her in chains than accept it.
To this day the Herald has not forgotten
these words of O'Connell. But
we rise from the perusal of the

HoNO MR HOWLAN.

history of those days, thanking God
that where the old time honored
flag of England waves there is no slavery.
It was prompted by such feelings as those
thoughts give rise to that we say in
the address "we have observed with feel-
ings of profound regret and concern the
distress and discontent which have
prevailed for sometime among your
Majesty's subjects in Ireland" and express
the hope that Ireland may soon enjoy.
"the inestimable blessing of civil liberty,"
for there can be no liberty where freeborn
men having to advise the public may not
speak freely. It is a remnant of barbarous
times that men must be imprisoned for
their ideas, and there is no Parliament in
the world where freedom of thought and
freedom of speech are so much valued and
respected as in this Parliament of Canada,
and in proof of this I need not go further
than the records of the present session,
which before I sit down I may more freely
advert to, and satisfy the minds of honor-
able gentlemen that if Canada is lookedup-
on to-day as the oldest child of the Empire
she is entitled to her high position for her
loyalty which is the resuit of representa-
tive institutions. A recent return shows
that there are scattered over the continent
six millions of Irish and their descendants,
who according to Adam Smith in his
"Wealth of Nations" have added more
to the wealth of America than the gold
fields of California.

The news of the address being passed by
Parliament will be a harbinger of peace
and good will into every household of
our people throughout this vast continent.
Their hearts will be overflowing with
gratitude and the nameof Canada will recall
to them pleasant memories, and the name
of a Canadian will be a passport to favour.
Canada need have no fear of their enmity
for the future.. It would be a greater
security for Canadian rights and liberties
than if every hilltop along our four
thousand miles of frontier was .bristling
with siege guns and bayonets, and this is
one of the blessings which I think
will ensue from the passing of the address.
What has expatriated those six millions of
Irishmen, and sent the majority of them
under an alien flag, may be worth consid-
ering at the present time. I am not going
to engage the time of this hon. House by
dipping into the musty history of the last
century, to repeat here quotations from
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the Penal Laws, many of which would
make us blush for very shame were they
not redeemed at times by the farcical
scenes which often accompanied their
solution, as one will only rise from their
perusal satisfied that Burke wrote correctly
when he stated " they were a machine of
vise and elaborate contrivance, and as
well fitted for the oppression, impoverish-
ment and degradation of a people, and
the debasement in them of human nature
itself, as ever proceeded from the'pervert-
ed ingenuity of man." These laws were
at last repealed, and, thanks to the un-
wearying perseverance of O'Connell, cul-
minated in Emancipation, with which thé
people began once more to breathe freely
and think that at last full justice would be
done them, although it was late coming.
" Hope deferred maketh the heart sick "
is as true of a nation as of an individual.
And so the people waited on the faith of
promises, again and again repeated but to
be broken and unfulfilled. Although sev-
eral remedial measures of minor impor-
tânce were passed, yet no large mea-
sure of this nature came into opera-
tion until Mr. Gladstone's Act, for
the disestablishment of the Church of
England -the church of the minority.
And here I must say that the future his-
torian will award him his due meed
of praise for carrying such a sweeping
reasure of reform, creating such a social
revolution by such peaceful means. During
the interim of those two periods the pre-
carious mode of living on land highly
rented and overtaxed,began to give results.
It was thought by many that the tithes
being done away with, that this burthen
taken off the land, would have some-
what relieved the overburdened laborer of
the soil. A glance will show how many
were affected by this great measure of
relief Ireland had then 685,ooo tenants,
occuipying some 14,ooo,ooo acres of land.

HON. MR. READ-What is the hon.
gentleman quoting from ?

HON. MR. HOWLAN-The figures
are from Kane, on "The Resources of
Ireland."

HON. MR. READ-I can give later
figures-the exact number up to the pre-
sent time.

HON, MR. HOWLAN--Whether the
statement with regard to the number of
acres is correct or not, if my hon. friend
will permit me, I will explain at a further
stage of my address why at the present
time there are fewer tenants than there
were at the time when these figures were
published. Will that suit my hon. friend?

HON. MR. READ-Yes.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-Of these 685,.
ooo tenants, 307,ooo held farms of from
1 to 3 acres ; 251,000, farms of from 5 to
to 15 acres ; 79,000, farms from 15 to 30
acres, and 48,300, farms of above 30
acres ; and all this land was held by about
9oo landlords. Bad crops and bad har-
vests soon told their tale. The ground
refused to yield her increase, and rents
could not be paid: the poor rates were
often higher than the actual rent rolls of
the estates ; famine set in and the whole
nation was borne down before famine and
pestilence. This great suffering was en-
dured with unexampled forbearance, pa-
tience and untiring fortitude. The popu-
lation became greatly thinned, the grave
and the poorhouse were equally glutted
with human bodies ; the one with emaciat-
ed corpses of the dead, the other with the
attenuated skeletons of the living. A
gentleman who travelled through Ireland
at the time thus describes it :

"The merry dance to the sound of the pipe,
and the gladsome voice of the song were no
longer heard, for joy and gladness had
departed from the land-the very ground
partook of the sadness which pervaded the
whole country; there was an evident poverty
in the soil, the beautiful, rich green of the
grass was replaced by a grey, unhealthy line ;
wheat could not be grown in many districts
where formerly it had been raised in great
abundance, and the potato crops became all
but extinct-the land was humbled under the
judgnents of the Almighty.
1 Ill fares the land to hastening ills a prey,
Where wealth accumulates and men decay;
Princes and lords may flourish or may fae,
A breath can make them as a breath hath

made;
But a bold peasantry are a country's pride,
When once destroyed can never be supplied.'

O'Connell, he of the lion heart, fore-
most in every work for the defence of his
people, pleaded for them in vain; he who
at one time possessed as much political
power as any one man in Europe, still
stood loyal to his country and its flag,
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never swerving, but always pleading the
gospel of peace and good will ; always
telling them that " he who commits a
crime gives strength to the enemy," and
that nothing can be politically right which
is morally wrong. He saddened at the
sight, his big heart swelled within him,
and he laid him down in a foreign land to
die. The emigrant ship then was the
refuge ; the shark followed the ship. What
a refuge! All who are at all familiar with

.the history of those times will. remember
the horrors of Grosse Isle. Almost every
step along the banks of the St. Lawrence
to Kingston, became the resting place of
these unfortunate immigrants. In some
cases whole families were swept away; in
others, the parents perished leaving their
helpless families unprotected in a strange
land. Everyone knows the kindliness
with .which the French population of
Quebec treated those unhappy people.
One is almost at a loss to understand why
it is that no Longfellow has ever described
the scenes attending the flight of these
exiles. The decrease of population
through famine, pestilence and emigration
reduced the number of small holdings,
and it was thought that Scotch and
English farmers could take large farms

-and by increased capital and ability farm
them, and thus the question of Ireland's
land grievance could be settled. That was
tried. Large sheep and stock farms were
formed. By this means, says Miller in
his "Social State of Ireland," 66o Scotch
men and 96 Englishmen were induced to
thus take up land in Ireland. But those
who have had some experience in making
money by farming will readily understand
that even with improved machinery and
capital, great results are not often attained,
and that class are just as tired of high
rents as are the Irish themselves. This
reduced the total holdings to some
592,489. One would expect that
then peace and contentment would
reign throughout the land, and it
did, for Miller states. "No country has
ever made such rapid progress in so short
a period (from 1847 to 1858). There is
little or no pauperism, laborers are fully
employed, though wages are still too low,
the farms are finely stocked and rents are
well paid; and many of the farmers have
accumulated money; the laws are obeyed
and respected, and there is an almost
absence of crime, and peace and content-

ment and happiness prevail throuhout the
length and breadth of the land."

I am sorry that we cannot say this at
the present time, for it is impossible tO
think it can be so, when 540 of the ablest,
most influential and best educated men
in Ireland are imprisoned. Those sus-
pects are taken form all classes and creeds
and are deprived of their liberty for advo-
cating what they believed to be the rights
of their people, I say it is a sad spectacle
and one which is anything but creditable
to the British Empire. It is almost in-
possible to believe that 540 men, compris-
ing men of intelligence and high social
position, can all be blind and impracti-
cable. There must be something radicallY
wrong when they can be imprisoned for
stating their opinions publicly. I am not
going to say that the Government were
not justified in putting those men in jail.
I would not say that if I were a member
of the British Government I would not
act in the same way, but I do say,
that if I were a member of that Adminis-
tration I would admit that there was
something wrong which should be reme-
died. A man who rebels for his opinions
is entitled to respect. Forty years ago a
price was put upon the heads of men who
have since been looked upon as benefac-
tors of the human race. Look at the
rebels in Ireland during the present cen-
tury! Some of them have become most
useful members of society, and amongst
the ablest supporters of the constitution
under which we live. I need go no fur-
ther than Charles Gavin Duffy, who is to
the Australian colonies what, I am proud
to say, Sir John Macdonald is to. this
country. Take the case of Sir George
Cartier, for whose name we all have the
most profound respect. We are now
appropriating $i o,ooo for the erection of
a monument to his memory. And for
what purpose? To show the rising gen-
eration that under all circumstances a man
should do what he believes to be right,
and that, if actuated by patriotic motives,
the time will come when he will be honored
and respected. You find at the entrance
of the House of Commons a portrait of
P&pineau. Does anyone believe that
Papineau was not actuated in his course
by patriotic motives ? On the contrary
his memory is honored because he was
animated by patriotic sentiments, and on
one of our great highways a town bears
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his name. D'Arcy McGee, without whose
name the history of this Confederation
cannot be written, and to whose genius,
learning and patriotism, we are all so much
indebted, has passed away to a better land,
but like all great men, his share in the
noble work of confederating those colon-
ies lives after him as a beacon light, and
to borrow from one of his own poems-
" His name is written on the deep, the rivers

as they run
Will bear't timeward o'er the world, telling

what he's done."
And so it may possibly happen that
posterity will look upon many of those
who are in prison in Ireland to-day
for the sentiments to which they have
given utterance.

There is one unfortunate feature in con-
nection with this question ; it is the fre-
quency of agrarian crimes in Ireland, and
I wish to be distinctly and thoroughly
understood on this question, that so far as
I am concerned I have no sympathy with
those crimes; on the contrary I detest them
as far as any law abiding citizen can de-
test such crimes. There is one thing to
be said in favor of Ireland, that the statis-
tics of crime in that country as compared
with England and Scotland, in times
of peace, will bear thé most favorable
comparison. I have in my hands
a comparison of the statistics of
crime in England, Ireland and Scot-
.land, and I must say that Ireland in
peaceful times, stands below either Eng-
land or Scotland in that respect. It pnly
proves that in a state of peace, or what
may 'be called ordinary contentment and
prosperity, there is no question as to the
loyalty or proper observance of the law
by the people of Ireland. Thomas D.
Sullivan, in his " New Ireland " speaking
on this particular subject, as any man
actuated by proper motives, or any man
who loves and values liberty should, ex-
presses abhorrence of such a crime, and
says:-

" I know of no Irish topic on which candid
truthful and'independent writing and speak-
ing are more rare than this of agrarian crime.
The outrages in many cases were so fearful
that no one dared to speak a word as to their
having had Rome cause without exposing
himself to a charge of palliating or sympath-
ieing with them. On the other hand the
provocation often was so monstrous that if one
exedrated the crime as it deserved to be, he
"vas supposed to be callously indiffèrent to
the avidity, the greed, the heart business that:

let up to it. Thus thirty years ago, nay
twenty years ago, or less, the creation of a
healthy public opinion on the subject waa
impossible. We stood arrayed. one and all
of us, in one or other of two hostile camp P
that of the landlords in apparent approval of
merciless eviction, or that of the tenants in
apparent sympathy with red-handed murder.
Yet occasionally, on both sides there must
have been a good man, nay, a true patriol
who in his secret heart bewailed the terrible
state of things that thus convulsed and
affrightened society, and who yearned for the
day when the page of Ireland's story would
be blotted no more by this crimson stain."

But it has often been said in connection
with this particular question that there is
no good reason why the Irish people
should not be satisfied with the laws under
which they live; that the laws of England,
Ireland and Scotland are alike; that if
they are just in one country they are just
in the others, and if they are administered
properly in one country they are adminis-
tered properly in another. I am not
going to seek for a solution of that ques-
tion, but I shall quote from the remarks
of Mr. Gladstone, one of the greatest
statesmen of the day, on the introduction
of the Irish Land Act of 187o. He said :

"Regarding the legal provisions for the
government of the people, it is only fair to
say it is only the skeleton of the laws of Eng-
land and Ireland that bear any resemblance
to each other."

Now, that was the opinion of Gladstone
In looking over the state of things as they
exist in Ireland, one must be struck with
the fact that a great deal must depend on
the landlords themselves with regard to
the attitude of the people towards them.
It is almost impossible to have a grievance
without having a foundation for it,
and it would be as well to take the
opinions of those who have .had
opportunities of judging what are the con
ditions of these people, and in what way
they fulfil the duties that devolve on them
as citizens of a free country, and ascertain
from that whether there is any good rea-
son for stating that a great portion of the
difficulties that arise in Ireland may not
be properly laid at the door of landlordism.
Froude in his history-and I think I
may properly say that he is not looked
upon as a great friend of Ireland (although
a great and accomplished man); he has
written at times not in the pleasantest
strain of the Irish people, though with
that I find no fault, as he wrote what he
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conscientiously believed to be true, and I
must therefore respect his opinion-in his
history he says; "He would not yield
to the most irreconcilable Fenian of them
all in his determination to promote the
entire, the final emancipation from the
yoke of landlordism." If we go further
and read the discussions that took place
on this particular Bill through the press of
Great Britain at the time that the Land
Act was under consideration we find many
eminent men giving their opinions with
regard to the necessity of reform in Ire-
land. Take Bishop Berkely, Protestant
bishop of Kilkenny, for instance,who says :
-" The landlords of Ireland are men of
vulterine beaks with bowels of iron in their
treatment of the cultivators of the soil"

That is the opinion of a resident
bishop of Ireland, having to do with the
flock under his charge, and to prepare
them for a better world, and he being a
high dignitary in the Christian church
can have no reason for speaking unkind-
ly himself of landlords. This state of
affairs called forth from the Archbishop
of Tuam, one of the ablest men of this
generation, a remonstrance to Gladstone
at that time Chancellor of the Exchequer,
in 1863. He states with regard to the
emigration of the people :-

"They are flying, and in spite of all dis-
suasions from whatever quarter, they will
continue, tofly in such numbers as reminds
us of the melancoly figures of our bards con-
paring them to the fights of the birds after
the capitulation of Limerick. They know
the terrors of the war and of the deep which
they have to encounter, but neitlier the war,nor
the deep, has for them. any terror compared
to the insecure, precarious, nay fugitive, and
savage mode of hfe to which the laws have
doomed them, aggravated by the treachery of
broken promises and violated covenants on
the part of unfaithful men in which they have
resolved no longer to confide. In vain do
landlords promise, and correspondents
caution, Hence the cool and stern indifference
viith which they leave a land that bas lost to
them the endearing character of a parent, and
with it all the sacred attractions and securities
of a home"
Up to a very recent period it was very
difficult to find an English or Scotch gen-
tleman, or an American, or an Irish gentle-
man in America, who believed for a mo-
ment that such difficulties existed in
Ireland. They would say that it was a
chronic state of affairs, and that it was
almost impossible to govern. Ireland pro-
perly. But when the representatives of

HON. MR. HOWLAN.

the great daily newspapers of this Domin-
ion and of the neighboring Republic sent
representatives to examine into the state
of affairs in Ireland, and when their repre-
sentatives came back to this country peo-
ple were shocked, even the people of
Manchester and London were shocked,
as were the people of Montreal, and here
in Ottawa, and the general opinion was it
certainly could not be the case. The first
reports were looked upon as having pro-
bably been cooked and sent in the interest
of some association on the other side. We
know that another correspondent was sent
across the Atlantic with instructions to
send only legitimate news, and we
find the news coming through
the correspondence over the wires,
gleaned from every day live in Ireland,
was of the one nature, the one character.
We find on comparing this information
with the cablegrams to some of the daily
papers of New York, that they were
as different as day from night, and people
were at a loss to understand how two
such different accounts could be published
of one thing; but the solution was easily
arrived at when it was found that some
of these correspondents were in the pay
of parties whose' object was to prevent
this question from being brought to the
notice of the world. Then the Globe
correspondent was sent over, and it was
commented on in the press of the country,
everyone hoping he would send home -
legitimate news, as much as to say he
should have some sort of a patent combi-
nation affair to grind out news to suit
the ideas of the people ; but when we
read those letters as they appear in the
Globe one is struck with their actual
correctness as compared with those
of Nasby and other correspondents,
and nothing has tended more to throw
light on the true position of Ireland. In
a small country like Ireland you may choke
the press, but you cannot choke the press
of America, which gathers its news from
all quarters of the globe. We know that
correspondents have gone to all parts of
the known and unknown world for news,
and it was not possible that this terrible
state of affairs in Ireland could exist with-
out the attention of the press of America
being directed to it.

But words are things and a small drop
of ink

Falling like dew upon thought produces
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That which makes thousands, perhaps
millions think.

I may say, as an Irishman, stand-
ing here, I feel sorrow and regret
every time Ireland has to appeal to the
world to be assisted in her difficulties,
and I do hope that the day will come,
sooner or later, when .that country will
be as contented, as happy, and as blessed
in the enjoyment of constitutional govern-
ment, as we are in this Dominionof Canada.
I may say with regard to this particular
item which forms a very large portion
of the stock-in-trade of the grievances of
Ireland, that the people of the small Pro-
vince which I have the honor to represent,
had to deal with a question which seems
to me so analagous that there is really no
difference except its size. Ireland has
20,ooo,ooo of acres while Prince Edward
Island has 2,000,ooo. We had in Prince
Edward Island tenant leagues, we had
riots, imprisonment, everything almost
in connection with our trouble, which
Ireland has at the present time. But we
have lived to see the thing settled ami-
cably and I do not see why the same
happy result should not be arrived at in
the case of Ireland. I am glad to see
that my hon. friend alongside of me, who
has been 44 years in Parliament, and who
remembers well the struggles and quarrels
about this question from its inception
for many years, voted in favor of a fair
settlement of the matter. It was settled
satisfactorily, to the people and they are
to-day happy and contented. Landlords
got paid for their land, and the lands have
been sold back again to the people and
no harm has resulted. I do not advocate
the landlords of Ireland receiving nothing
for their lands; I should never think of giv
ing the land to the people free, but I do
say this, that it has been proved beyond
any doubt in the correspondence which
I have read at this time, that for the last
two or three years it has been impossible
to pay rent in Ireland, and not only there,
but in England and Scotland. I remem-
ber well last year a Scotch repre
sentative of an emigration society there
was called upon at St. John, N. B., and
was asked if he was a practical agricul-
turist himself. He said, yes. Then the
following conversation took place:-

Question-How much land do you
farm?

Answer-i 18 acres.

Q-What rent do you pay ?
A-I paid £237.
Q-Do you find any difficulty in paying

that rent now ?
A-Yes.
Q-Why?
A-Well, the difiiculty arises from the

fact that we are met in the markets of
England by the cheap products of the
cheap lands of America.

There was the question in a nutshell.
It is not a new one, for we find the same
idea pervading the speeches of the great
Edmund Burke when he was advising the
British Government to acknowledge the
independance of the United States.
Those who have read his eloquent utter-
ances will remember that he clearly pointed
out the fact that these people speaking
the same language, having the same
traditions and coming from the same
stock as the people of the older
country, necessarily in this new country
would direct a large immigration from
among their friends and relations in the
old country, and that after a while com-
merce would find out some easy way by
which their products would be laid at the
doors of the older countries. There were
no steamers at the time ; they were not
dreamt of, but it is now a fact that freights
between Liverpool and New York, and
Montreal and New York, differ very
slightly from those between Belfast, Wex-
ford, Waterford or Cork, and that is one
particular reason why these exorbitant
rates cannot now be paid. It has been
proved beyond any question that there is
no class of people in the world who can
live upon less money than the Irish ; I do
not even except the Chinese, for it has
been proved, by an investigation which
took place lately, that the Irish cotter
and his family are supported upon less
than any other race, and even then these
people are unable to pay their rents. If
I desired to geta vote on this question in
England or Scotland I would take these
facts and shew the English and Scotch
people the actual state of the case, mak-
ing them thoroughly aware of what these
different grievances are, and I believe
these people once thoroughly satisfied
upon this particular question, would be
the very first to advise such action by
the Imperial Parliament as we now sug-
gest, namely: that they should pass re-
medial measures for the purpose of blot-
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ting off the escutcheon of the country the
stain which now exists. But it may
be said in this case, "what have we to do
with all this, we are only needlessly troub-
ling ourselves, and are giving our atten-
tion to matters which do not concern us."
I say the welfare of the empire concerns
every subject of that empire, and it is as
impossible to affect one part without the
whole feeling, as it would be- for a man to
place his hand in a vice without the other
portions of his body suffering. So with
regard to the great flag which floats over
us ; it is impossible for any portion of the
millions of Irish people scattered through-
out the various parts of the empire not to
be interested, and therefore I make this
suggestion, which is like the suggestion of
a son to a father. I go further and say
that in this country we may be called
upon at any moment-just as well as the
people of Cork, Wicklow, Wexford or
other Irish cities-to shoulder our mus-
kets in the defence of the British flag.
Therefore we have every interest, every
right to make a suggestion of this kind.
But over and above and beyond that sug-
gestion, we must remember this fact, that
there are 6,ooo,ooo of Irish people on this
continent, and that there are 5,ooo,ooo or
6,ooo,ooo more looking across the ocean
to day, that their eyes are fixed on this
country where they hope to find a home.
And I ask is it not in the interest of Can-
ada that we should sympathise with these
people and have them for our friends ?
Further, I would dwell upon the fact that
we have 25oooo,ooo acres of land stretch-
ing out in the North-West, waiting to
receive the industry of these Irish
people, and I maintain that if we
had this 25o,0oo,ooo acres years ago
at our disposal, the emigrants of 1854,
1863 and other years, who went to form
some of the great American cities of the
south western portion of the United
States, would now be dwelling under the
British flag. The wheat lands of the
western states are now filled, and
the day may come when this
great north-western country will be
thoroughly peopled and divided up into
provinces of a proper size, and we then
may find there a large portion of the
people composed of Irish emigrants con-
tented and happy under our flag. , These
are some ôf the reasons why the Imperial
Government should consider the expres-

HON. MR. HOWLAN.

sion of the people of this country and of
their Parliament. Again we hear it said
that in this matter we are possibly inter-
fering with the rights and duties of the
British Government and I would be very
sorry that any remarks of mine should be
in any manner construed in that way.
There is, however, this which all practical
politicians must see : I believe that no
leader of a Government can carry out
exactly what he would wish at all times,
he must be subject to the opinions which
surround him. And I ask where is the
man who can tell me that if the leader of
the English Government is desirous, as I
believe he is, to settle these unfortunate
grievances in Ireland, he would consider
it unwarranted on the part of 4,500,000 of
people in this country to express their
feeling on this subject ? What greater
strength, what greater power can be given
him than the support which his
liberal conduct in this matter would
receive from Irishmen in Canada?
We. are among the most loyal people in
the world, each one is happy and contented
in the exercise of rights and privileges
which are enjoyed under the sconstitution

which has been given us, and that very
fact has made Canada respected through-
out the world. Surely, therefore, it is but
fit that the Parliament of such a people
should be unwilling that any portion of
the Empire suffer, without, at all events,
expressing their sympathy. I say we have
every interest and every right to do so,
and this is particularly the case in view of a
rumor which has occurred within the past
few days-rumors which I hope will soon
become a fact-namely: that Ireland will
be ruled shortly by the viceroy who ruled
this Dominion so faithfully and so well.
It cannot be denied that Lord Dufferin in
his administration in Canada, considered
every portion of the Dominion. Not one
among the many races that people this
country was overlooked, but felt that their
rights and privileges were respected. Nay,
more, he has a full knowledge of the great
North-west, he has traveled over it and
knows its value ; he knows also that the
Canadian people, when they take it upon
themselves to give an expression of this
kind, do so in the greatest friendliness,
and with the greatest respect for the British
Government and the British flag. Hecould
tell the people of the country that he has
been amongst us here for many years,
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and that so far as disloyalty is fact here. We have had the uniform
concerned, it would be impossible to testimony of tourits who have visited Ire-
have passed in a House of 200 mem- land, and the almost uniform evidence of
bers of this Dominion, any measure which newspaper correspondents who visited Ire-
was not characterized by devoted allegiance land for the purpose of investigating the
to the Empire. Therefore I say it is a state of things there. We have had the
mere chimera, it is like chasing flies, to declarations of those best qualified to
question the loyalty of the people of this speak on behaif of the Irish people, *and
country. I am greatly obliged to the the testimony of English statesmen: we
House for the patient hearing they have have had the whole matter set out very
given me and I have but a few words to fully, clearly and forcibly in the other
say before I resume my seat. I wish dis- Chamber by the hon. gentleman who
tinctly to be understood that in any leads the Opposition in that body. After
remarks I have made touching this deli- that great speech of his, to undertake to
cate question nothing was further from go into this matter at any length would
my wishes than that I should hurt the be simply an attempt to "paint the lily."
feelings of any hon. gentlemen here in So far, for the misery and poverty of Ire-
any possible way. If I have done so I land. Then, unfortunately discontent,
hope that the fact of having to treat a and a feeling of something approaching to
delicate question like this will cause every disloyalty to the British Crown also exist
allowance to be made for the short-com- in Ireland. I do not think it is much
ings of the humande member to whose lot more difficult to find evidence of that than
it has fallen to make this motion. I beg it is of the fact that wretchedness exists
to move that the blank before the words, there. Commencing almost with the
" House of Commons " in the Address beginning of the century agitations have
may be filled up with the words, " Senate been going on in the island almost ail the
and." time. Secret organizations of a disloyal

character have existed to a greater or less
HON. MR. POWER-I do not kncw extent during almost the whole period.

that I have ever regretted more than I do There have been occasional violent out-
just now thatfI am not gifted with the elo- breaks; and recently there has been a
quence of the hon. gentleman who has great deal of what is known as agrarian
just sat down. It requires native Irish crime. There have been almost in-
eloquence to do justice to such a subject numrerable coercion acts and suspen-
as this. I am very much pleased that the sions of the writ of Habeas Corpus.
hon, gentleman has made so fine a speech At the present time it is unquestion-
as he has; the only drawback is that he able that the law enacted by Parliainent
has said a great many things that I had has not nearly as much weight or influence
proposed to say, and a repetition of them in Ireland as the decrees made by a body
from me would not be interesting to the which is unknown to the law. I do not
House. However, d propose in my propose to urge Bthis point any further:
humble way to point out a few reasons there is no doubt about the existence of
why I think we should concur in the ad- these feelings. Recognizing theexistence
dress which has been sent up fom the of a state of things which we ail deplore,
House of Commons. The address it is natural that we should ask if it can be
suggests three principal points : first, that remedied ; and I think before undertaking
we have learned that there is distress and to say what remedy we should apply, we
discontent in Ireland; second, it points have to seek for the causes for this poverty,
out a remedy for that distress, and third, dissatisfaction and disloyalty. With refer-
the address sets ont that Canada is in- enoe to the causes of the poverty in Ireland,
terested in this Irish question. I propose I think the principal one has been the
to deal briefly with these three points, nature of the tenure by which land in Ire
In the first place there is no doubt what- land has been held. That, too, has beèn
ever that the condition of Ireland during cearly shown in the other House; but I
alsmost the whole of the past eighty years venture to repeat here, to a certain extent,
has been one of chronic misery and what has been said there. In the first
wretchedness. I do not know that it is place, the tenants in Ireland have been
hlecessary to adduce any evidence of that obliged to pay exorbitant rents-rents
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that gave almost everything to the land-
lord, and left the tenant merely enough to
eke out a most wretched existence-one
which can hardly be called existence at
all. In the next place, if the tenant who paid
this enormous rent, by the greatest exer-
tions, by industry, perseverance and
ingenuity, was able to improve the land he
held, the only effect of his so doing was that
the rent was raised to a still higher figure,
and further, that the landlord was at
liberty to put him off his holding and give
him no compensation for the improve-
ment's he had made. That is the position
-that the rents were exorbitant, that the
tenant had no security of tenure, and that
he could get no compensation for the
improvements he made. In addition to
all that, and to aggravate the poverty and
wretchedness which would naturally arise
in an agricultural country from these
causes, there was the fact that the
landlords as a rule did not live in Ireland,
and did not spend the money that was
wrung from their tenants among the
tenantry, but expended it in other coun-
tries. It was a common spectacle in
Ireland to see live stock, grain and farm
produce of different kinds, shipped from.
that country, the money for which never
came back. This thing has gone on
for eighty years, and it is not to be won-
dered at that Ireland, though gifted by
nature with great fertility and resources,
is probably one of the poorest countries
in the world.

The causes of the discontent and
disloyalty to which I have referred
are various. In the first place,
there has always been present to
the mind of the ordinàry Irishman the
recollection of what are known as " the
penal times." Those were the times pre-
vious, one may say, to the passing of the
Act emancipating Roman Catholics, and
in which the great majority of the Irish
people had almost no rights. They
had no political rights whatever; and
their civil rights were very few. Those
were the times when it was almost true, as
the phrase of the country went, that "kill-
ing an Irishman was not a murder ;" at
all events, almost any offence perpetrated
against an Irishman was not considered a
crime at all. Now, although that state of
things has been changed since 1829 or
1830, still the recollection of that old state
of affairs has always lain at the bottom

HON. MR. PoWnR.

of the hearts of most Irishmen. That I
think is one of the causes of the discontent
and disloyal feeling that has been so prev-
alent in Ireland. Another serious
cause has - been the poverty and
hard times to which I have referred,
and which have prevailed almost continu-
ally in that country. Every hon. gentle-
man knows that poverty and hard times
are always the strongest arguments against
the Governnent of the day. We have
had experience of that sort in our own
country very recently. Hon. gentlemen
will hardly deny that, in the year 1878,
if the Dominion of Canada, instead of
suffering from a very serious depression of
trade, or what was commonly known as
hard times, had been prosperous-I do
not mean to say that the party of my hon.
friend opposite (Sir Alexander Campbell)
would not have come into power, but-
they never would have been returned with
such an overwhelming majority as they
received. Hard times always tend to
provoke hostility to the Government for
the time being. It is very illogical; but
still it is human nature; and I think it is
as much the nature of an Irishman* as of
a Canadian, and perhaps a little more so.
The fact that poverty and hard times have
been chronic in Ireland has been one of the
reasons why, as is currently stated, an Irish-
man is always against the Government. An-
othercause of the dissatisfaction of the Irish
people with the present system of govern-
ment is the slowness and reluctance with
which the English Parliament and Govern-
ment have, as a rule, granted to Ireland
any concessions. No measure of justice
has ever been granted to Ireland promptly
and speedily. It is said that the Almighty
loves the cheerful giver: I think most
people resemble their Creator in that
respect The man who gives promptly
and cheerfully wins much more love and
gratitude than the one who gives slowly
and reluctantly. A gift that is wrung from
the giver, as has been the case with Ire-
land,-wrung generally from the giver
through his fears, and not through a sense
of justice and right,-excites no gratitude
or good-will on the part of the recipient.
This phase of the question was discussed
at considerable length and with great abil-
ity in the other branch of Parliament,
most particularly by the gentleman
who leads the Opposition there. I
do not propose to repeat what
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was said, but the fact which I have stated
is entitled to careful consideration. This
mode of acting on the part of the Imperial
Government has induced what is known as
the National Party in Ireland to adopt as
one of their maxims that "England's diffi-
culty is Ireland's opportunity." When such
a maxim as that has any foundation, the
state of affairs-as to the relations between
the two countries-must be very unsatis-
factory. As a rule, Englishmen in general,
including the people who govern England,
have a very strong sense of fair-play and
justice ; and they are as a rule ready to
remedy injustice when it is brought clearly
before them. How then, one may nat-
urally ask, is it that those crying wrongs
from which Ireland has suffered for so
many years-I had almost said centuries-
have been redressed so slowly? I think
that there are two reasons : first, that the
Imperial Parliament, of late years at any rate,
has been continually overburdened with
work-so overburdened with work that
the measures which are most necessary for
England itself cannot be adoped by Par-
liament. As a matter of course, in this
state of things, the interests of the major-
ity in Great Britain would be attended to
rather than the interests of Ireland. Irish
members represent a minority ; and their
claims would naturally be postponed to
the claims of the majority. I do not urge
this as a matter of blame to the majority :
it is human nature ; it is the nature, as
we all know, of Parliaments. That
I think, is one of the reasons; and another
and a more important one-it strikes me
-is that the Imperial Government have
always dealt with Ireland, and undertaken
to govern that island, not according to the
ideas of the men who represented Ireland
and understood the wants of their country
and the disposition of their countrymen,
but according to the ideas of
Englishmen who do not understand
the people, or know the wants of the coun-
try. In this particular, one cannot help
being struck at the difference between the
way in which Scotland has been treated
and the way in which Ireland has been
dealt with. The ordinary manner of trans-
acting business affecting Scotland in Par-
hament is that the Scotch members agree
among themselves as to the measures which
they desire; and, as a rule, when the ma-
jority of the Scotch members agree, the
measure is adopted almost as a matter of

course by the Imperial Parliament. Then
again, Scotland is not governed by the
English law, but by the civil law which
she had before the union ; and that sys-
tem of law has been continued as fully of
late years as at the time of the union.
Now, with Ireland it has been just the re-
verse. As I have said, she is governed ac-
cording to English ideas, and by Eng-
lish laws. The system of law which
governed Ireland in old times was almost
immediately abrogated when she ceased
to make her own laws, and she has ever
since been governed by laws framed al-
together by Englishmen, ignorant of the
wants of the country for which they have
legislated.

HON. MR. MACDONALD-What be-
comes of the one hundred Irish members
in the House of Commons, if they are
governed by Englishmen ?

HON. MR. POWER-I have just stated
that inthe English Parliament legislation for
Ireland is made, not in accordance with the
wishes of the Irish members, but in accord-
ance with the feelings of English members,
who donotunderstand either the country or
the people. I am just trying to show how
differently Ireland has been treated in
that way from Scotland ; and that differ-
ence of treatment accounts probably for
the difference of sentiment between the
two countries.

HON. MR. MACDONALD - Why
cannot the hundred Irish members agree
as the Scotch members do, and bring in
their measures.

HON. MR. POWER--The great major-
ity have often agreed in vain. Quite
recently, for instance, the great majority of
the Irish members agreed to an important
measure-that is the Sunday Closing Act.
I think two or three years in succession
the Irish members almost unanimously
asked for the passage of that Act ; and it
was rejected, at the instigation, I presume,
of the English publicans. Last year it
became law. That is a sample, in a
small way, of the spirit in which the Eng-
lish Parliament has legislated for Ireland.
The unfriendly feeling, which we find
amongst the Irish people, towards the Im.
perial Government, and which results
from the inaction or ill-judged action of
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the English Parliament, is aggravated by
the tone which has been too frequently
adopted towards the Irish people by the
press of England, and by English speak-
ers. Their habitual practice-a practice
which fortunately is not as common now
as it was a few years ago-has been to
speak with the utmost contempt and dis-
like of Ireland, and the Irish, and every-
thing connected with them. I do not re-
member the fact myself, for I was too
young; but, I remember hearing the
statement quoted time and again, and
I never forgot it, that when one million,
or thereabouts, of Irishmen perished of
hunger and disease in 1847, the London
"Times," which was supposed to be the
mouthpiece, more than any other news-
paper. of the English governing classes,
referred to that fearful calamity almost in
terms of exultation, and declared that the
Celts had gone, and gone with a venge-
ance. Thc columns of London " Punch "
have been continually filled with the
grossest caricatures of Irishmen.

HON. MR. ALMON-What are the
terms in which the " Irish Nation " speaks
of the English people generally?

HON. MR. POWER-That is not the
question: I do not approve of what that
paper says : the hon. gentleman had better
inquire of the leader of the other House
what the " Irish Canadian " says.

HON. MR. ALMON-I speak of the
"Dublin Nation."

HON. MR. DEVER-They all say too
much against each other.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-The hon.
gentleman has brought a very serious
charge against the London " Times " and
I think he should be more explicit than
he has been on the subject.

HON. MR. POWER-I have merely
made a statement which has been repeat-
ed time and again. I have not the fyle
of the London " Times " for 1847 ; but
there is no doubt that it contained that
statement with reference to the famine.

HoN. MR. HAYTHORNE-I should
like to see it.

HON. MR. POWER-I have not the

London " Times " at hand; but the hon.
gentleman will find it in the Library, and
can see it for himself. Perhaps my hon.
friend from Prince Edward Island (Mr.
Howlan) who has given more attention to
this subject than I have, can tell him the
date of the newspaper. This contemptu-
ous tone, and the ridicule in which English
speakers and writers have too often in-
dulged in speaking of Ireland and its
people are more calculated, in some cases,
than even positive wrong, to irritate and
excite the ill-feeling of a people who are
so sensitive to ridicule and contempt as
the Irish people; and they are as
readily affected by contempt and
ridicule as they are prepared to
be grateful for fair-play and kind words.
To realize somewhat clearly the state of
feeling in Ireland, let us suppose that the
Province of Quebec had been placed in
the same position. Suppose that the
treaty of cession from France to England,
which guaranteed certain rights to the
people of Quebec, had been violated, as
the treaty of Limerick, which guaranteed
certain rights to the Irish people was
violated: suppose that the French law
which governs the Province of Quebec
had been abrogated, and the English law
substituted; suppose that the religion of
the people of Quebec had been proscribed
for a great many years : suppose that
Quebec instead of being in a federal union
were in a legislative union : suppose that
all laws even upon subjects most peculiarly
affecting the people of Quebec were made
by the representatives of the other pro-
vinces without any regard to the feelings
of the majority of the representatives of
Quebec; and suppose that the land tenure
was as abominable in Quebec as it has been
in Ireland, what would be the feelings of the
people of Quebec ? I do not think I am
making a rash statement when I, say that,
long ago-many years ago-the people of
Quebec would have broken out in open
revolt against that state of things. I do
not know that their conduct would have
been very blameworthy if they had. Cer-
tainly, their indignation would have been
very natural. We know that, because the
people of Quebec were not allowed to
govern themselves, and were governed too
much by the power of the Executive, as
they thought, they actually did revolt in
1837; and, as my hon. friend (Mr. How-
lan) has stated, the men who were the

HON. MR. POWER.
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leaders in the outbreak were men who to-
day are held up to the admiration of the
public. I am afraid I have dwelt rather
too long on the first point-that distress,
discontent, and disloyal feelings exist in
Ireland, and that those feelings are
not very much to be wondered at.

The next point that our address makes
is that there is a remedy for those
things. The question is whether this
unfortunate state of things can be reme-
died. I think, as to the poverty with
which Ireland is at present afflicted, that
it can be removed. There are a great
many countries less fertile-less gifted by
nature than Ireland, which support a
much larger population for their areas and
support it in comfort. I think that the
changes made by the recent Land Act, if
provision is only made for the wiping out
in some way of the arrears of rent, will
before long result in a great improvement
in the condition of the tenantry. That
Act gives them what they wanted before:
it provides for a reasonable rent, compen-
sation for improvements, and that they
shall not be turned out arbitrarily from
their holdings. It gives what are
called the three F's. I think that
the Act, with certain amendments, if
fairly carried out, will do much to remedy
the poverty and distress in Ireland. Then,
as to the feelings of discontent and dis-
loyalty, which are the subjects brought
more directly before us in this address:
that perhaps raises a more difficult ques-
tion. There are a great many people
who think Irishmen, as a rule, are unfit
for self government-that they are dis-
satisfied with the authorities set over them,
and that they are essentially disloyal and
hard to govern. I think that that opinion
is altogether a mistaken one, and I hope
that no hon. gentleman here entertains it
We have not had a great many opportuni-
ties of seeing how Irishmen can govern
themselves, but there have been some.
In Ireland itself the people have the right
of electing their own poor law guardians,
and of managing the affairs of the poor.
These rights have been exercised in an
exceedingly wise and economical way, as
a rule. The Irish people in the cities and
corporate towns have the right of self-
government to a certain extent ; and these
corporations are governed, as far as I can
learn, as wisely and economically as any
Others in the Empire. So that, as far as

Irish evidence goes, it is in favor of giving
to Irishmen further rights of self-govern-
ment; and when we look beyond Ireland,
we find that in Australia, as stated by my
hon. friend from Prince Edward Island,
the Irish have shown a very considerable
capacity for self-government, and for gov-
erning other people; and I think our ex-
perience in Canada has been the same.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-
Hear, hear.

HON. MR. POWER-I think that
Irishmen in Canada average probably
as well as their neighbours. I
do not say that they are any better ;
but I think that, on the whole, they do
Irobably as well as their neighbours. I
may be allowed to remark here that the
prish people, as a rule, have succeeded
better, have won much better positions,
and have taken a more active part in
public affairs in the British colonies than
they have anywhere else in the world.
The position of Irishmen in Canada to-
day, and in Australia-in proportion to
their numbers-is infinitely better than
the position of Irishmen in the United
States. It seems to me, as it seemed to
the House of Commons, where they
adopted this address, that the obvious
and natural remedy for* Irish discontent
and dissatisfaction which has arisen from
the inaction or ill-judged action of the
Imperial Government, is to give to the
Irish, to a greater extent than they now
have it, the right to govern themselves-
to treat Ireland as the Province of Quebec
is treated-to give them a local legisla-
ture with the right to deal with all matters
purely local, leaving matters of Imperial
importance to be disposed of by the Im-
perial Parliament at London. Supposing
that a measure like the British North
America Act, governing the relations
between England and Ireland, had been
adopted, what would have been the result
with respect to questions that have been
burning questions in our own time,
and have been burning questions
for years past ? Under a consti-
tution like ours, giving the Local
Legislature power to deal with the land
question, very probably it would have
been settled long ago. The educational
question would have been disposed of by
the Local Legislatnre also ; and in
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fact, every question that causes or has
caused ill feeling and dissatisfaction in
Ireland is one that, under a constitution
like ours, would have been dealt with and
settled by the Local Legislature. Matters
of Imperial moment, which properly should
be controlled by the Imperial Parliament,
would have been dealt with by the Gov-
ernment and Parliament sitting at West-
minster. The Army and Navy, Militia,
Post Office, Customs-all of these things
would have been controlled in London.
The Irish people, having the right to man-
age their own local affairs, would have at-
tended to them,-would have given their
time to settling them; and they would have
been as contented and satisfied as the
people of Quebec or the people of the
other provinces are now satisfied with the
self-government which they enjoy in this
Dominion. The Legislature sitting in
Dublin would relieve the Imperial Parlia-
ment, now overworked, of a number of
petty details that, under the present sys-
tem, it has to attend to. The beneficial
effect of this alteration in the constitution
would not be confined to Ireland alone.
Gladstone himself has declared that the
same measure of self-government should
be applied to Scotland and Wales, and
part of England; and the consequence of
the adoption of such a change in the con-
stitution would be that, while the local
legislatures would be better able to at-
tend to the local wants of the different
sections of the United Kingdom than the
Imperial Parliament can do, Parliament
would have ample time and oppor-
tunity to attend to matters of Imperial
importance, which are now alimost entirely
neglected. Another of the effects of such
a system would be that Ireland, instead of
being a threat and a source of weak-
ness to England, would be a source
of strength and a protection; and Irishmen
and Irish bravery, instead of being a source
of danger to the empire from the United
States or other points, would be a source
of protection; and I believe that, in a
very little while, it would cease to be true
that nearly every Irishman who left his
native isle for the United States, would go
away an enemy to England. The Irish
intellect, one of the brightest and keenest
in the world, would be at the service of
the British Crown ; and the people of Ire-
land would work together with the people
of England and Scotland to maintain the

HON. MR. POWER.

Empire in the front rank of progress and
civilization. There is one remark that I
should like to interpose here, that is, that
the home rule, as it is called, or local self-
government, which is proposed, and which
we recommend to the British Government
as a remedy for the evils that now exist in
Ireland, is one that the English Govern-
ment, I think, are fairly well disposed to.
I quote from a speech made by Gladstone,
in 1878, on that subject:-

" The Parliament is over-weighted. The
Parliament is almost overwhelmed. If we
could take off its shoulders the su perfluous
weight by the constitution of secondary and
subordinate authorities. I am not going to be
frightened out of a wise measure of this kind
by being told that I am condescending to the
prejudices of the Home Rulers. I will con-
descend to no such prejudices. I will consent
to give to Ireland upon principle nothing that
is not upon equal terms offered to Scotland
and to the diffèrent portions of the United
Kingdom. But I say that the man who starts
to devise a machinery by which some por-
tions of the excessive and impossible task,
now laid upon the House of Commons shall
be shifted to the more free and, therefore,
more efficient bands of secondary and local
authority will confer a blessing upon this
cotrntry, that will entitle him to be ranked
among the prominent benefactors of the
land."

We can easily understand from these re-
marks that English statesmen are favorably
disposed towards the proposition which
we submit in these resolutions. I may
venture to add, here, that I do not feel as
strongly as the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blake)
who spoke second on this subject in the
House of Commons did,with respect to Mr.
Gladstone. I think that, taking all the cir-
cumstances of the case into consideration,
Gladston ehas done a great deal. Possibly,
if he had been the most chivalrous of men,
it might have been deemed his duty to
have risked his position as leader of the
Government by introducing a measure for
which Parliament was not then prepared.
I am glad to say that I believe that in the
interval since last year the people and
Parliament of Great Britain have been
advancing very rapidly to the point at
which they will be able to recognize the
necessity of federal organization for the
three portions of the Kingdom.

The last point with which our address
particularly deals is that this Irish question
is one that affects Canada. It may be said,
as I think I have heard it suggested by
some hon. gentleman: Granted, that Ire-
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land is poor, and discontented, and dis-
loyal; and granted that this local self-
government of which we speak would be
a remedy for these evils, have we here any
right to present such an address as this to
Her Majesty ? Is it not probable that
the Imperial Authorities may intimate to
us, as some English newspapers have al-
ready intimated, that we had better attend
to our own affairs ?

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-Hear, hear.

HON. MR. POWER-In reply to that
question I say, as the hon. gentleman from
Prince Edward's Island has already said,
that the Irish question is most emphatic-
ally our business; and I do not think it is
very difficult to show how it is so. In the
first place, the hostility of the Irish in the
United States to the mother country has
already cost Canada a little blood, a good
deal of money and a great deal of anxiety;
and that same hostility, unless it is re-
moved, may before long be the cause of
greater loss and misfortune to Canada.
Not only would it be the cause of evils to
us, though we would be he most direct
sufferers, but the probabilities of war
between Great Britain and the United
States are very largely increased by the
ill-feeling of the Irish element in the
Republic towards England. We know of
hardly any other element in the United
States that is so likely to lead to a rupture
between the two countries as that one.
Hon. gentlemen know that one of the
great parties in the United States has
the almost unanimous support of the Irish
element, and that element is always ready
and anxious for a war with England, and,
in order to secure the support of that
element, that party may be driven to
acts of hostility towards England. In that
way, we have a great interest in the Irish
question ; and in another way, we have an
nterest still more direct. We have in
Canada immense tracts of very valuable
and fertile lands; we need population for
those lands; and I have nohesitation in say-
ing that Irishmen make ás good immigrants
as English or Scotch. We do not get
those immigrants at th'e present time-at
least we get them only to a very limited
extent, and the reason is, that almost
every Irishman who leaves his native isle,
goes away with a feeikng that he does not
Wish to live under the British flag; and

the sooner we get that feeling out of the
hearts of Irishmen in the Old Country the
sooner will we get our share of that imni-
gration. Thus, apart from the interest
we have in the general welfare of the
Empire, we have a direct interest of the
deepest kind in this Irish question; and
having that interest, we have the strongest
right to respectfully suggest to Her Ma-
jesty the course which we think may
bring about very beneficial results, if on
no other grounds. After the experience of
some fourteen years of this form of local
self-government which we recommend for
Ireland, we are entitled to suggest that
that form be applied in another country
and to a people resembling our own.
Although I have already occupied the
attention of the House somewhat too long,
I take the liberty of expressing my regret
that the address, as it has come to us from
the House of Commons, is not the address
drafted by the Committee of which the
hon. gentleman from Prince Edward
Island and myself were members, and I
call attention particularly to the alteration
which has been made in the fifth para-
graph of the original draft:-

We would most respectfully pray, may it
pease Your Majesty, that some such form of

local self-government may be extended to
Ireland as is now enjoyed |by the Provinces
composing the Dominion of Canada, and
under which Your Majesty's Canadian sub-
jects have prospered exceedingly, so that
[reland may become a source of strength to
Your Majesty's Empire, and that Your Maj-
esty's Irish subjects at home and abroad may
feel the same pride in the greatness of Your
Majesty's Empire, the same veneration for
the justice of Your Majesty'e rule, and the
same devotion to and affection for our com-
mon flag which are now felt by all classes of
Your Majesty's loyal subjects in this Dom-
.jnion.
Now, that paragraph in the draft address
contained a clear and direct recommenda-
tion of a form of self-government similar
to that which we enjoy. It was definite
and distinct. The language of the ad-
dress actually before us is vague and
indefinite ; and-I regret to be obliged to
say it, because it implies a certain disre-
spect for the other House of Parliament-
that I have some doubt whether the
amended paragraph is strictly grammati-
cal. But further, the amended address
contains an addition with respect to the
preserving of the rights of minorities which
I think is unnecessary and in questionable
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taste. However, as we cannot amend the
address, I trust that it will be adopted;
because it may do good-I think that at
this juncture it is likely to do a great deal
of good-and can do no harm. The
telegramK which come from the Old
Country show that already the information,
that this address had passed the House of
Commons, has resulted in a vote of
thanks from the Irish representatives at
Westminster; and I have no doubt at all,
that the adoption of this address by the
other House of Parliament, has had a very
sensible effect in improving the feeling of
the Irish people towards Canada. The
address before us is so worded, I think, as
not to hurt the sensibilities of the most
loyal subject. There is nothing in it that
any one could object to; and its adoption
just now niay have a very decided influ-
ence in improving the relations between
Her Majesty and Her Irish subjects.
It may tend to make the Green Isle a
source of strength instead of a source of
weakness to the Empire. It will
have a decided tendency to free Canada
from hostile neighbors on the South ; and
to bring the strong arms and stout hearts
of thousands of loyal Irishmen, to aid in
laying the foundations of the future
greatness of this free and richly endowed,
but as yet undeveloped country. I have
much pleasure therefore in seconding the
motion of my hon. friend from Prince
Edward Island; and I hope that the
Address will be passed without any
expression of dissent.

HON. MR. READ-In rising to say
a few words on the motion now before the
House I think I cannot better indicate
the course I intend to take than by
referring to the words written by the
Prince of Wales in an album in some
nobleman's house at which he was visit-
ing, in these words:

" My aim in life is not to say anything
to hurt the feelings of another."

I will go a little further and repeat what
was written by the Prjncess of Wales at
the same time to illusrate my sentiments:

" My aim in life is to mind my own
business."

These two sentiments are my senti-
ments, so that, in the course of the discus-
sion that may take place, if I say anything
that may grate a little harshly on the feel-
ings of another, I hope hon. gentlemen

HoN. MR. POwER.

Ireland.

will consider it as a little slip of the tongue
and not frorn the heart. I may say in
reference to these resolutions that, to my
mind, they are meddlesome and uncalled
for; and I might go a little further and
say that they do not, to my mind, express
the sentiments of the majority of the peo-
ple of this country, because they are med-
dlesome. What was the origin of these
resolutions? We know from the public
press, where they emanate from. The
greater part of my life since I was twenty-
one years of age has been spent among
Irish people; but for their support I should
never have warmed a seat in this House.
Of the 55,000 of a population in the
county from which 1 come, 22,ooo are of
Irish origin. I have lived in that locality
ever since I came to this country, forty-
six years ago. I have been in active
business amongst them ail the time,
and I can say what few men in this
House can say, that for thirty-eight years
I have transacted business in one office
in one locality among Irish people, and I
would not say one word in the course of
my remarks that I would consider offensive
in any degree; at the same time I wish it
to be understood that at all times during
my life I have always spoken my mind.
I have never dissembled. I have never
said one thing and meant another, and I
do not now intend to depart from that
policy. Sometimes it may have been un-
pleasant to speak my mind, but it is a true
friend who will tell a man his faults and
not attempt to hide them. I have at all
times taken a deep interest in the affairs
of Ireland. I am not a great reader, but
I have carefully read the debates on the
land act of 1870, and other debates on the
Irish question and have watched to see if any
remedies were presented. I heard all the
speechesinthe other House; I sat there with
inquisitive ear to try and find out some-
thing which I did not know before on this
subject. I must say however that I came
away without getting the information that
I expected from that branch of the
Legislature from gentleman who spoke
there. I did hear some statements that I
have since tried to verify ; it would not be
parliamentary to mention names, but
I heard the second speaker in
another place make statements which
I have tried in vain to reconcile since
then, and before I sit down I shall shew
that they cannot be reconciled with returns
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that have been presented to the Parlia-
ment of Great Britain. That gentleman's
statements were calculate to mislead-to
create irritation, and to do injustice, as I
shall try to explain before I resume my
seat. I am speaking now particularly of
the relative proportion of landlords to the
population, and the hon. gentleman who
made the statements to which I take
exception should have known, if he did
not, that they could not be borne out by
the facts. My data are taken from au-
thorities which I will produce if necessary
and here I would particularly urge any
hon. gentlemen not to be deterred, by any
fear of interrupting, from questioning me
if any statements I may make do not seem
to him to be warranted ; I shall welcome
such interruptions and will gladly answer
any questions, for I have my
authority beside me. I intend to use
some figures which I have taken from the
best possible official sources ; but before I
go any further I might perhaps refer to a
conversation I had a few days since with
a gentleman in this city. This gentleman,
I must state, was mixed up with that
affair of Smith O'Brien, which occurred in
1848, and he went to England and hid
himself for a year or two until it blew over.
In the course of our conversation he said
to me, " What have we in Canada to do
with these affairs; are we not the most
free and independent people in the world ?
Is there any country that is less trammelled
than we are, and are we not backed by
the most powerful nation on the globe;
is it not our duty to mind our own busi-
ness?" Now, such sentiments, coming
fron a gentleman of great experience, are
entitled to great weight ; he had travelled
all over the world and had come to the
conclusion above conveyed, and I think
there is no reason why I should not be
willing to accept that conclusion. I must
say I think it is a very reasonable and
proper one.

HON. MR. POWER-I
trying, in every possible way,
it was our business.

have been
to show that

HON. MR. READ-We have free and
independent institutions, every thing in
fact that a people should desire, and we
are supported by all the power and
influence of the mother country. I have
looked into the question of the population
of the British Empire, and I find there

are three hundred and one millions and
some odd thousands-speaking from
memory-under the sway of that great
Empire. It is a great honor to belong to
a nation like that, holding its sway in every
part of the world. Of the dependencies
of the Empire we find that India has a
very large number of inhabitants, embrac-
ing no less shan 25o,ooo,ooo. Nôw such
results as these lead us to enquire " What
is the cause of the difficulties in Ireland at
the present time, why are so many people
being incarcerated for acts that they have
committed in defiance of the laws of the
Empire ?" No doubt there is a cause for
it, and perhaps some may say that possibly
mis-government has produced them ;
therefore we must trace up the govern-
ment of Ireland. I think it is not well to
go behind the Union, as it would be
unnecessary for our purpose; so we will
commence at the Union, and deal with
the land, which seems to be at the bottom
of the trouble. At the Union the popu-
lation of Ireland was 5,25o,ooo, but in
the succeeding forty years-under mis-
rule if you choose-it had increased in
population to 8,196,597, being an actual
increase of 3,ooo,ooo. The population
to-day is 5,159,839, which shews a very
large decrease, and one naturally seeks
for its cause. I cannot think that the land
would not sustain a larger number, for in
1845 the population was more than
8,ooo,ooo,-considerably more, for the
census giving the figures I quoted was
taken in 1841. Then again it does not
appear that manufactures at that time were
very extensive in Ireland, but rather the
reverse; so it must be concluded that the
larger population was then sustained by
the land. I have, therefore, been led to
the belief, in which others, perhaps, may
not agree, that the Free Trade measure of
1846, had something to do with the de-
creasing population in Ireland. I cannot,
of course, account for it exactly, but we
know what took place in 1846, and I am
inclined to think that a purely agricultural
country cannot be a prosperous country.
In 1846 the first measure favoring Free
Trade was introduced; from that time it
is certain that the population began to
decrease, and it is now only 5,159,839.

HON. MR. POWER-Does my hon.
friend think the famine had anything to
do with it ?
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HON. MR. R.ADX-Certainly I do; ot different Iarms, I think I put it at
but I will now give a little history of the 15,000,000 acres.
population of Ireland: In i8oi it was
5,250,000; in 1841 it had increased to HON. MR. READ-I took down the
8,196,397 ; in 1851 it was 6,574,278; in hon. gentleman's wordS-2ooooooo acres
1861 it had decreased to 5,798,967; in of arable land. Now, the whole of the
1871 it fell to 5,412,377, and in 1881 it British Empire is assessed for revenue
stood at 5,159,839. Now, the only rea- purposes; ail trades, professions, and
sonable conclusion to which I can come persons having incomes frorn any other
is that, Ireland being a purely agricultural sources, are required to contribute,and so
country, without any extensive manufac- a large arount of roney cores out of the
turing industries, was badly affected by pockets of the rich, for no man who has
the policy of free trade, which, combined not an incore of £i5o stg. is hable to
with want of enterprise among the people be assessed for income tax. Fror al
themselves, and consequent lack of em- these taxes there is realized £iooooooo
ployment, resulted in diminishing their stg. in a year. Now, under that assess-
numbers. We know that, in 1845, the ment we get the rost minute inforra-
country sustained 8,500,000 tion, and we find that the cultivated land

HoN.MR.SMIH-No itdidnotin Ireland in 1878 was 5.203,705 acres.HON. M must explain that the general assess-
sustain the.is only ade every three years, but

HON. MR. READ-Well, they were it gone over every year, and that was the
there, at all events. I have had very result in 1878; the remaming acreage
little actual experience of Ireland, but I comprised bog and waste land unsuit-
have attempted to make myself acquainted able for cultivation. So that it will be
with its affairs, and if I have failed it has seen qnly one quarter of the country
not been for want of attention on my part. cores under the heading "cultivated

lands." I have here details of the crops
HoN. MR. HOWLAN-It is your that are raised upon this area 0f5,203,705

misfortune, not your fault. acres, and will read it should any
hon, gentleman desire the infor-

HoN. MR. READ-Yes. Now a mation. Now I core to a point
great deal has been said about the land where I must deal with the second speak-
tenure in Ireland, and about exorbitant er on tbis subject in the House of Côm-
rents, and my hon. friend who moved this mons; a gentleman whose name I will not
resolution said something about the num- mention, but who bas had a pamphlet cir-
ber of tenants. I shall give a few facts culated of which I have a copy; and I
bearing upon these points, and in doing rust shew tbat bis staterents are not in
so shall quote from the Inland Revenue accordance witb the Inland Revenue
returos of Great Britain and Ireland returns. He stated that "in Ireland one

in every two hundred and fifty-seven
HON. MR. HOWLAN-For what year? persons owns farE land;" yet I hold in

ry hand a return which gives a very differ-
HoN. MR. READ-For the year 188o. ent result, and the accuracy of which can-

As the land question seeps to be the not be questioned. I find that there are
most important, we will make some coc- 68,758 owners of land, wtich divided
panisons and see aow they will result would give one in every seventy-five as
The hon. mover of the resolution before owners. But in order that I may not be
us stated that there were 20,000,000 acres rtisunderstood I must say that faring
of arable land- lands are not here referred to, but the

figures given include both bouses and
HON. MR. HOWLAN-I do flot wish frm lands. Taking them separately we

to int errupt rny hon. friend, but I said find that there are 32,614 owners, whic
there were 20,000,000 acres wben speak- gives one to one hundred and fifty-eight
ing ofithe size of Prince Edward Island as of the population. That is a true state-
conpared with Ireland. I said the latter ment according to the officiai returns, and
contained 20,000,000 and the former I cannot conceive any better authority to
2,000,000 of acres. In the sub-diviion quote fro ; and I must regret tbat any
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hon. gentleman in another place should
have published a statement which was not
in accordance with the fact. I quite agree
in what that hon. gentleman said as to the
defective character of the land laws, and
I admit there are many other things in
Great Britain and Ireland which are de-
fective. In this new country we can
adapt ourselves more quickly to circum-
stances, we can act sharply and promptly,
and can take a more enlarged view of
things than the people in the Old Country;
they have grown up with these abuses-if
I may so terni them-and are in a meas-
ure insensible to them. The next ques-
tion is that of rent. It is said they are
exorbitant, and I will compare them in
the two countries. From these returns it
appears that the average rental of these
five million and odd acres, is thirteen
shillings and four pence sterling. I find
the average rental in proportion to the
cultivated land in Ireland is 13s. 4d. per
acre, in Scotland it is nineteen shillings
per acre, while in England it amounts to
£3 OS. 2d. Then let us take the
ownership and the average acreage.
I find that the tenants in Ireland
on an average occupy 26 acres, and in
Great Britain the figures are 56, while in
France it is very much less. From a
return published, I find that in France
there are 6o,ooo occupants of over 6oo
acres each; 5oo,ooo of over 70 acres, and
6,ooo,ooo occupants of land under six
acres. In view of these facts it surely
cannot be held that thirteen shillings and
four pence is an exorbitant rent per acre!
I must now try to shew whether the rental
is the only cause of distress that exists in
Ireland. The rental paid by tenants in
that country is £9,98o,533 sterling, and
the amounts paid on tenements is
£3, 164,265.

HON. MR. DEVER-When was this ?

HON. MR. READ-In 1881.

HON. MR. DEVER-But they are not
paying rent now; it is £2o,ooo,ooo
sterling.

HON. MR. READ-I do not quote
hearsay evidence; my authority is the
24th report of Her Majesty's Commis-
sioners of Inland Revenue, and I find here
further evidence that I am correct, because

it shews the exemptions, which are
£7,257,948 stg.-being incomes below
£i5o year. The income tax of five-
pence in the pound is paid on £2,722,595.
I will now give the number of separate
properties tn the three countries: I find
that in England there are 5,730,094; in
Scotland, 4,459,22o, and in Ireland,
1,152,435. The average receipts of the
owners of these properties in each country
are as follows : In Ireland the average
owner receives £•195 3s., and possesses
293 acres 32 perches; in .England it is
not nearly so much, and'in'Scotland still
less. The owners of land less than an
acre in Scotland number 132,230, and the
owners of over an acre are 19,225. The
average receipts for each owner in Scot-
land is £148 8s., and the average owner-
ship is 143 acres one rood and no
perches ; while the average rental
paid is nineteen shillings. It may
be asked, how many acres of land
are cultivated in Scotland ? I answer, the
whole of Scotland comprises 19,461,132
acres, but the cultivated land there only
amounts to 4,438,137 acres;. consequently
in Scotland a little over one-fifth of the
land is under cultivation, while in Ireland-
the proportion is one-quarter. I cannot
find that in England there is any unculti-
vated land, which would seem to prove
what I have often heard, that it is a gar-
den, a finished country. I take exception,
therefore, to the statement that the rent is
the great drawback in Ireland. I main-
tain there are other causes for it; to my
mind, if they drank less whiskey and beer,
and worked a little harder, the distress in
that country would not be so great. I do
not say this in any offensive manner : I
do not wish to give offence, but it is my
duty to speak as I think, and I shall not
refrain from doing so. I shall again quote
from the Inland Revenue returns to make
my point clear.

HON. MR. POWER-I hope the hon,
gentleman will give the average consump-
tion of whiskey in Scotland as well.

HON. MR. READ-That is not my
business ; the Scotch are not complaining.

HON. MR. POWER-No, but Scot-
land drinks a good deal more whiskey
than Ireland does.
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HON. MR. READ-I have often
thought that if Irishmen would attend to
their own business more closely, as Scotch-
men do, they would be much better Ôff.
What do we find in this country ? I can
trace up many of our most active and
energetic men ; I have been living among
them for nearly fifty years. I know hun-
dreds of them who came out to this coun-
try as poor as need be, but who are now in
most affluent circumstances.

It being 6 o'clock the Speaker left the
Chair.

After Reess.

HON. MR. READ resumed his remarks:
When the House rose for recess I was
saying that I did not think the land tenure
in Ireland was the whole cause of the
distress there; that there were other
causes; that the neglect of the Govern-
ment in not providing a remedy was not
the only cause. I had stated that to my
mind if the people drank less and worked
more they would be very likely to arrive
at a better condition, and I was led to
that conclusion by referring to the statistics
of that country to find what dutiable
articles were consumed there, and I found
that the first cost of the spirits, beer and
tobacco consumed by the people of
Ireland, without counting the profits of
traders and loss of time, amounted in 1881
to £10,574,998. I have the exact quan-
tities from the returns, but I will not
trouble the House with the details. The
quantity of spirits manufactured and
consumed in Ireland in 1881 was5,184,953
gallons, uon which there was duty col-
lected £3,618,53o. Then there were
the same year 1,734,946 barrels of beer
consumed in Ireland costing £2,168,707
on which duties were collected to the
extent of £542,17o. This gives as the
consumption of spirits in Ireland one
gallon per annum for each inhabitant, and
one barrel of beer for every three of the
population.

HON. MR. SMITH-That is very
little.

HON. MR. READ-If that was all, but
you must add to that the quantity manu-
factured by the people themselves by
illicit distillation. I notice that the
number of persons detected in the illicit
distillation of spirits in 188o, in Ireland,

was 68o; in Scotland five, and in Eng-
land five. In 1881 the number of detec-
tions of illicit distillations in Ireland was
700 ; Scotland three ; England nine, and
we may assume that there were a great
many more engaged in the same occupa-
tion who might have been better em-
ployed. I do not believe that the people
of Ireland are as industrious as they are
in other countries. Men cannot be out
at nights at all kinds of sprees and go
to markets and fairs two or three times a
week and at the same time attend to their
farms. Agriculture is a pursuit that re-
quires to be looked to very rigidly. Every
economy is necessary ; a farmer cannot
afford to waste his time running about
amusing himself; if he does he goes to
ruin even in this country as well as in
Ireland. We often see it stated in the
papers that Irishmen are driven out fron
Ireland to earn the bread denied them at
home. Well, I think, if this little bill
for spirits and tobacco were turned into
bread there would be no lack of it. The
land tenure seems to be the burning ques-
tion in Ireland just now, but what is that
land tenure ? It seems to me to be much
more liberal in Ireland than it is in either
England or Scotland. The leases in Ire-
land are different; a great many of them
are for life, a great many for thirty-one
years, and a great many for twenty-one
years. In Scotland the longest lease is
for nineteen years, and in England it is
the exception to grant leases at all. There
are a few noblemen in England who grant
leases, and the most liberal amongst them
in the county from which I came is the
Earl of Leicester who grants a lease for
sixteen years allowing the tenant to farm the
landas hepleases; if he does not leaseagain,
the tenant has. to farm it under what is
called the four courts system so that the
land will be left in a proper condition for
the in-coming tenant. We find that in
Ireland the law is such that the tenant has
fixity of tenure, fair rents, free sale and
compensation for disturbance on most
liberal terms-as liberal as can be desired
or expected,and more liberalthan any other
people enjoy as tenants. We have no such
privileges here; when a man rents a farm
in this country, he has to give it up when
his lease expires ; but there, if the tenant
gives up his farm, his improvements, if
any, have to be paid for. I contend that
the land tenure in Ireland is liberal in the

512 Irelad.(8ENATE.]



[MAY 2, 1882.]

extreme, and I have never yet been able
to understand why the rights of tenants in
Ireland should be different from the rights
of tenants in any other part of the world ;
nor can I understand why the Irish people
should consider that the land ought to be
theirs because they occupied it and paid
rent for it a certain number of years. I
was rather pleased to notice that a com-
mittee of the House of Lords had agreed
to report upon this question of land ten-
ure, and from what I saw of it in the
papers yesterday I should say it would be
a reasonable proposition. From what I
have seen of it, it is that the tenant, after
paying three and a-half per cent. on the
valuation for sixty years, would own the
land, and if he paid four per cent. he
would own the land in forty-six years. To
my mind this would be reasonable, because
the owner would in this way get compen-
sation for his land, and the tenant would
in due course of time acquire the property
without asking the English tax-payer to
put his hand in his pocket to buy land
for the Irish while he remained a tenant
himself. The tenant farmer of England
has no aspirations for the ownership of
the soil; he knows very well that he can
invest his money to better advantage-
that if he invests his money in land it will
return him only a small interest, and if he
has any money he prefers to put it into
something else. The ownership of land
in England is a luxury. A man may
have any quantity of money and bonds
and mortgages and nobody will know him,
but if he goes into the country and pur-
chases an estate he becomes known and is
introduced into socieiy, and in this way
land is sought more as a luxury than as a
profitable investment. My people in
England are all tenant farmers. I have
lived amongst them and I know what
their feelings are on the subject of invest-
ing their money in land. It seems, how-
ever, to be different with the Irish tenant;
it is a sentiment with him to own the
land he lives on. If the Government
were called upon to nationalize the land
it would involve an expenditure of the
enormous sum of £4,500,000,000. In
Great Britain there are 561,ooo tenant
farmers who farm, on an average, hold-
ings of 56 acres each; in Ireland
there were 523,609 in 1881 tenant farmers,
and their holdings average 26 acres
each. Of course some of thein

are very small and some very large.
I was very much struck in reading a
report of a committee of the House of
Commons, some years ago, on. the game
laws, showing the extent of some of the
farms in Scotland. A gentleman who
gave evidence before the committee was
asked how much land he farmed ; his
answer was 13o,ooo acres. I recollect the
next question was, " How many sheep do
you keep ?" His answer was, 30,000.
I recollect particularly the subject before
the committee was the game laws, and
their effect on agriculture. I have taken
a little pains to ascertain what the increase
in the value of land has been in Great
Britain and Ireland. From 1857 to 1881
the increase in the assessed value of land
in England was 21 per cent.; in Scotland,
26 per cent, and in Ireland only 6 per
cent. The average rental of lands, in
188o, was:-

England ............ £51,418,121
Scotland ............ 7,764,769
Ireland ............. . 9,980,543
The average rental of messuages and

tenements for the same year was:-
England ........... £1oo,079,417
Scotland ........... .11,765,537
Ireland ............ 3,161,265
In going over these statistics I was very

much struck with another statement giving
the number of nurseries and market gar-
dens in the three countries. In England
there were 212,439 ; in Scotland 12,150-
and in Ireland only 44. I must infer that
a great many of the market gardens in
Ireland are called small farms instead of
gardens, because, no doubt, there must
be more market gardens in that country
than are shown by the return. But the
most important statement that these re-
turns present is the great wealth of the
incomes as shown by the income tax of
1880, and of the trades and professions.
The gross profits of the trades and pro-
fessions in London alone for that year
were £50,964,316, and of the rest of
England £87,382,693, a total for England
of £138,347,009; Scotland £15,779,801,
and Ireland only £6,987,483. It is evident
that the English and Scotch are a trading
people; they are making enormous profits,
and seem to be "up and doing." Another
remarkable statement is the one showing
the incomes froin public companies such
as mining companies, gas compames,
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water works, iron works, quarries, markets,
railways, insurance, etc. The gross pro-
fits are :-

England ............ £ 76,19,782
Scotland ........ · ·... 9,356,593
Ireland . . .......... ... 2,898,730

It will be seen from this statement that
the people of Ireland do not form com-
panies to engage in these undertakings as
they do in England and Scotland. Why
it should be so I do not know ; at all
events it has been well said by Napoleon
that the English are a nation of shop-
keepers. Of course we all know that
England is a great manufacturing country,
but I was surprised that in the manufac-
ture of textiles in Great Britain and
Ireland there are only 1,005,685 persons
employed. England had in 1878 6,376
factories and employed 783,02 2 operatives;
Scotland,68o factories employing 154,919
operatives, and Ireland only 285 factories
employing 67,744 operatives, a total of
1,005,685, of whom 6 11,64 1 were fernales,
and 394,044 were males. These indus-
tries were divided as follows :

COTTON FACTORIES.

Eniployed.

England, 2,542...........440,336
Scotland, 105 ............- -36,104
Ireland, 8................ 3,075

WOOLLEN FACTORIES.

England, 1,483 .......... 105,371
Scotland, 257 .............

Ireland, 6o..............
SHODDY FAcTORIES.

England, 123- -.............
Scotland,2................
Ireland, o................

WORSTED FACTORIES.

27,728
1,5o6

3,424
7

-0

England, 648 ............ 131,830
Scotland, 43 ..---........ 10,255
Ireland, i...... ............. 12

FLAX FACTORIES.

t England,
Scotland,
Ireland,

14 1 ....... '.....

159 - --.............

149. .............

HEMP FACTORIES.

England, 45 ..........-- -
Scotland, 12.............

Ireland, 4 .............-

22,327

45,816
60,316

3,039
1,831

341

Ireland.

SILK FACTORIES.

Employed.

England, 812.............. 44,419
Scotland, 4............... 740
Ireland, 2.. .................. 400

JUTE FACTORIES.

England, 15...........-
Scotland, 84.............
Ireland, 1 1 ..............

4,933
30,893
2,094

HAIR FACTORIES.

England, 21..............

Scotland, 6..............
Ireland, o..............

768
425

o

HOSIERY AND OTHER FACTORIES.

England, 548,............ 26,577
Scotland, 8............. . 1,120
Ireland, o................ o

It seens to me that during the last
eighty years there has been no
reason why in the race for fortune
the Irish people should have been
behind their neighbors in any way; there
has been no legislative enactment against
them, and nothing to prevent them
from making the same progress as England
and Scotland, but the fact remains that
while England and Scotland have been
rapidly increasing in wealth and population
Ireland has shown no progress,
but on the contrary, has rather
decreased. I can only account for it in
this way: when an inhabitant of any other
part of the world feels that he is not safe
at home where does he steer for ? Why he
steers for England, where he knows that
his life, liberty and property are secure.
The wealthy German who has sons grow-
ing up about him and wishes to save them
from seven years of service in the army
moves to England where he is free to act
as he pleases, and he thus adds to the
wealth and population of the country.
The Austrian gentleman also saves his
sons from eight years service in the army,
which there is no other way to avoid than
by moving his family elsewhere. And
then that does not end it. He is enrolled
and liable to military duty any hour of the
day, and hence he says " I will go to a
land of liberty where life and property are
safe and my person is respected." Thus
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Ireland. 515

the population of England is being rapidly
increased by that cause. And it is the
same with other peoples. Anyone who
has lived in London has met these people
from every country. You find them in
business pursuits of every kind. The.
population of England in 1871 was 22,-

712,266 ; on the 4th of April 1881 it was
25,968,286, an increase of 3,300,000
in the decade. That is an enor-
mous growth of population in a small
country like that. The population of
London in 1871 was 3.885,641 ; in 1881
it was 4,764,312 ; or an increase of one
million in the decade. How do you ac-
count for this ? People go there from
every part of the world and if I had money
to spare to day, I would go to London
myself to live.

HON. MR. DEVER-You would not
go to Ireland though.

HON. MR. READ-Let those go there
who wish : I prefer London. It would be
interesting to know how that little island
is divided up, and how many owners of
land there are in it. I find that the owners
of less then an acre number 703,289;
over an acre 269.549. The average rental
of each owner in England was £102-3-0.
The average rental of the acreage of
agricultural land is £3-o-2: the average
ownership was 33 acres, 3 roods and
30 perches. The increase in population
for the decade fron 1861 to 1871 was 16%
and from 1871 to 1881, 227%.

It has been asserted that the English
people are not doing what they should as
regards Ireland. The English Parliament
is composed of fair minded men. They
could not be elected if they were not, and
they are calculated to d'o what is just be-
tween man and man. I have the highest
appreciation of the House of Lords. I am
a Radical, all my ideas are liberal and have
always been so, and I belong to the
liberal conservative party. The British
Parliament desire to see the world prosper
because they will share in its prosperity.
See what sacrifices they have made for the
improvement of the world. Whatother peo-
ple would do as they did in the emancip-
ation of the slaves of the West India Is-
lands? They took £20,o0o,0oo out of
their own pockets to accomplish that
great object and that at a time when they
were not in a very prosperous condition.

No people have shown greater philantro-
phy, no people have done more to dissem-
inate knowledge and to Christianize the
the world; no people have subscribed their
money so liberally for every charitable ob-
ject that can be thought of, and I cannot
believe, nor do I believe, that while they
pursue such a course towards all the rest
of the world they desire to an injustice to
the people of Ireland. If I thought they
did I would be the first to denounce them.
I believe they are doing all they can for
Ireland and are educating the public mind
up to a standard which will enable them
perhaps to do more yet for peace than
they would consider justice demands, be-
cause peace is to be desired above any-
thing. Their honesty of purpose is not
challenged and I do not believe that they
will do anything but what is just and prop-
er between man and man. I admit that
they might have done something more if
they had thought it best-that they might
have entertained the proposition from this
country to transport a portion of the people
of that Island to Canada where they could
find profitable employment. I thought
the British Government might in that
way have benefitted both countries and
that they were a little selfish in the course
they pursued on that question. Perhaps
they did not see it in the same light as I
do, but I think they might have assisted
emigration to this country, where we have
homes for the millions who may come.
If these people who are struggling for a
living in the Old Country could find their
way here they would soon become inde-
pendent. I happened, while in London
a few years ago, to meet a young mechanic,
who asked me for information about
Canada, and wished to know if I thought
he could succeed here. I gave him my
address and told him he might write to
me on the subject. I got a letter from
him; he had saved a little money, but
being out of employment, had spent it
again, and he would be glad to get out to
this country. I will not say how he got
out, but he did reach this country, and
though he has been but a few years here,
he is now a contractor carrying out a
large contract for the Government of the
Dominion, and I believe will carry it out
successfully.

If the British Government would
assist emigration to this country it would
prove of incalculable benefit, I have
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lived in one place for 46 years, and have
seen hundreds of poor people who came
to this country , become independent
through their industry. We have, in the
place from which I came, an institution,
sustained by charitable people from Scot-
land, for children who are brought ou,
from the Old Country. I think oo came
out this spring and found homes at once.

It is quite evident that in Ireland this
distress has been felt, during the past two
years, more than before and the exper-
ience in England has been the same, as
is shown by the reports which have been
published. The decrease in profits in
England, according to the latest report,
was£6,143,059; in Scotland, /1,496,961,
and in Ireland, which had not been much
engaged in trade, £241,281. So that it
has not been in Ireland alone that the
distress is felt : it has been equally exper-
ienced in the other kingdoms. For four
years, up to last year, they had had bad
crops in England which had proved ruin-
ous to the farmers but they tried to deal
with the difficulty as best they could.

The landlords of England have .been
magnaminous. They have come to the
relief of the farmers, and I cannot believe
that men who treat their tenantry in Eng-
land and Scotland so well would treat
their Irish tenantry with less considera-
tion. I know they have great sympathy
with tenants when there is a failure of
crops. We have seen that during the last
two or three years. Many landlords gave
up twenty, thirty and in some cases fifty
per cent. of their rents. While I sympa-
pathise with the Irish and deplore
the condition of Ireland at the present
time, I am not one to attribute it
to the Government of Great
Britain. For eighty years the Irish people
have been at liberty to go where they
pleased and sell their labor in any mar-
ket. They have not been restricted in
their movements as the Germans are. In
Germany no foreigner can address the
people without rendering himself liable to
arrest. If the Irish have not availed
themselves of their freedom of action to
seek more comfortable homes, the fault is
their own. You might as well blame the
Government of this country for the dis-
tress which sometimes prevails in Anticosti.
The people could get away if they wished
to go, but they prefer to remain. So it is
in Ireland. The people prefGr staying in

HON. MR. READ.

their native land to coming out here,
where population is wanted, and where
there is food and employment for all.

I should like to say a few words about
France. That country has been pointed
to as a land possessing great wealth, and
where contentment prevails among the
people. The progress of France is mar-
vellous. It is generally supposed that the
principal exports of that country to England
are wines and brandies, but that is a
mistake. 1879-80, the value of wines
and brandies exported to England was
/3,773,827. Last year the exports of
butter and eggs from France to England
amounted to £4,099,920, or £250,000
more than the brandies and wines. I
notice also that there is a very large quan-
tity of woollens. Here I may say that I
believe free trade has had more to do with
the distress in Ireland than anything else.
I am led to that conclusion by the fact
that the population of the Island at the
time that free trade was adopted in Eng-
land, was three millions more than it has
since been : I cannot account for the
decrease in any other way. It is said that
Ireland is over-populated. For an agri-
cultural country I believe it is, and emi-
gration is the only source of relief. A
reduction of rents will not meet the
difficulty. Compared with other countries
in Europe Ireland does not appear to be
over-populated, but the people do not
seem to be able to find employment. I
find that the population per square mile
in some of the European countries is as
follows :-

Belgium ............
Ireland.............
The Netherlands. -- - -
Great Britain & Ireland
Scotland..........
Saxony .............
France .............

480 persons.
161 "

320
291

121

428
183

tg

ci"t

Belgium is more densely populated than
England itself, and exports to the latter
country a large quantity of manufactures.
I suppose they are a frugal people and
indulge in fewer luxuries than some other
countries I could name.

I am led to oppose these resolutions
because I consider them unnecessary. I
believe that the British Government are
doing all they can to promote peace and
harmony in the Empire. I think it would
be unwise on our part to pass these resolu-
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tions. It will lead to a similar movement
in the other dependencies of the empire.
I oppose the motion more particularly
because I do not believe the people of
this country approve of this interference.
It has been said the other House adopted
this address. We all know what that
means. No one in the elective branch
of the legislature wants to oppose
it. There is an election coming on, and
the members do not want to be bad friends
with anyone. They are a happy family
and shake hands with everybody. I have
had the pleasure of running elections in
my time, and I know how it is. Anyone
could see a nice little game of euchre
being played in the other House but these
resolutions are not what the people of
Canada want. They do not wish to inter-
fere with the internal arrangements of
Great Britian, and therefore I shall oppose
the address.

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-I wish to
say that I am sure the great body of the
people of this country feel, in regard to
this address, that it is most injudicious
our pretending to offer advice to the
Imperial Government. I cann9t under-
stand the leaders in another quarter hav-
ing been parties to an address of this
character passing that Chamber and being
sent to the Senate for our assent. This
address, in my opinion, is calculated
to injure the Parliament of the Dominion
in the estimation of the world, and
it is especially calculated to call in
question our wisdom as a body of public
men. We all know that such motions,
upon the eve of a general election, have
probably been introduced in another
quarter to catch the Irish vote, for they
relate to a subject with which we have
nothing whatever to do. Now, if there is
any one thing in which the people of this
country rejoice, it is the cordial under-
standing which has existed for a long
period of time between this and the
Imperial Government, and how has that
cordial feeling been maintained but by
each party not meddling in the affairs of
the other ? The Imperial Government
have been most cautious, in all their
policy towards this country, to give us the
entire control of our own affairs, and
never in any way, by advice or otherwise,
to interfere with those matters over which
we have exclusive control ; and it ill

becomes us in return for that wise and
considerate policy of the Imperial Govern-
ment, which has brought about such a
cordial understanding, to be a party to
this address. It ill becomes this Parlia-
ment, at a time when the ques-
tion of Irish disaffection has irritated
the people and Parliament of Great
Britain to such an extent for years, to fol-
low such a course as is now proposed. It
is injudicious and most foolish for us to
venture to offer advice at this particular
moment. How can we pretend to arro-
gate to ourselves, with our limited know-
ledge, that we are as competent to judge
of the proper manner to deal with that
disaffection in Ireland, as the great states-
men of England? Having been in the
mother country upon two occasions lately
and attended much both Houses of Par-
liament, I know that it has been a subject
that has engrossed the attention of the
whole press and of all parties in England:
no subject has occupied so large a place
in the public mind as the troubles in Ire-
land and we know that the whole people
of the United Kingdom are striving to
theit very utmost to take steps in Parlia-
ment to remove all causes of discontent
in the sister island. With a knowledge
of that fact how can this Chamber be a
party to seconding this miserable address
which is only calculated, as I say,
to call in question our character
as public men, interfering in matters with
which we have nothing to do, as the press
of England have already told us. As
soon as this address, if it is adopted here,
finds its way to Mr. Gladstone, it will call
forth from all parts of the kingdom, ex
pressions of surprise that we should step
out of our way simply for the purpose of
elections in our own country, to send
home an address of this character, calcu-
lated to foment and increase a spirit of
anarchy and disorder. I hope, therefore
the Senate will refuse to give it their sanc-
tion. Since the House of Commons have
seen fit to pass this address, let them take
the whole responsibility. They have their
reasons for moving it in the prospect of
the elections, coming off. I ask this hon.
House should such considerations influ-
ence us in this Chamber? We are here to
express our honest convictions and to rep-
resent to the best of our ability the senti-
ment of the people ot Canada, which, as
my hon. friend from Belleville has remarr-
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ed, is not in favor of our interfering in
the manner proposed by this address, in
matters which are wholly beyond our juris-
diction. I hope the yeas and nays will be
called for and that the House will refuse
to give its assent to the address which is
now before us.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-In the
Province with which I am connected,
there is a very large proportion of the
population of Irish birth, or Irish extrac-
tion, and in Charlottetown these people
have associated themselves in what are
known as Irish societies. These associa-
tions met, as is customary with them, on
St. Patrick's Day and passed certain resolu-
tions, with a copy of which I have been
favored, and I have been asked to support
such an address as this which is before us
to-day. I ask permission to trespass on
the time of the House so far as to read
this short letter, and in doing so I shall
acquit myself-only in part though,-of
my duty to my Irish constituents in Char-
lottetown. I admit that I cannot see this
question eye to eye with them, but though
I do not entirely concur in their views, or
in the views of those who are favouring
these resolutions, I hope to show before I
sit down that I am as truly a friend to
Ireland as any of the gentlemen who have
spoken on the other side. This letter to
which I have referred was addressed to
me by Mr. Richard Walsh, secretary of
the Irish societies in Charlottetown.
He says :-

" A meeting of the several Irish Societies
of this city was held on the evening of St.
Patrick's Day, in St. Patrick's Hall, for the
purpose of giving expression to the desire
entertained by Irishmen that the Parlianent
of Canada should be invited to send an
Address to the Queen praying Her Majesty to
grant Home Rule to Ireland and to release
the poli ical prisoners.

The following Resolutions were unaniinous-
ly adopted. I was instructed by the meeting
to transmit a copy of the Resolutions to yon,
and also to ask your support to any motion
that may be made in ParIlament to carry out
the wishes of Irishmen in this Dominion in
the manner indicated.

We, the memnbers of the Irish Societies of
Charlottetown, Prince Edward Island, this
day met together in general assembly, resolve
as follows:-

1st. That enjoying as wedo in this Province
of Canada the privilege of legislative indepen.
dence in all matters of a provincial nature, we
hail with satisfaction the intimation recently

ION. MR. ALEXANDER.

Ireland.

given hy the Premier of Great Britain that he
is not adverse to the granting of local self-
covernrment to the Irish people; and we
1eartily sympathize with our feilow-country-
men in Ireland in their efforts for such a
measure of constitutional Home Rule.

2nd. We.regret extremely that the British
Government has imprisoned those recognized
as leaders of the Irish people in the present
agitation, and believe that the best interests
of the Empire will be served by their im-
mediate release.

3rd. That any resolution proposed in the
Senate of Canada, expressing our opinion
that Irishmen in this portion of Her Majesty's
dominions earnestly desire such a measure of
political reforn, will meet with our full
accord and sympathy."

ION. gentlemen will see, I think, that
there is no very great dissimilarity between
the sentiments contained in this letter
and those of the address as originally
brought down in the House of Commons.
It is true that the latter was somnewhat
modified before it ultimately passed that
body and was brought forward bere to-day,
but I hope to show presently that although
I am not unfriendly to this address, there
is a possibility of improving it and making
it more adapted to the purposes intended
and more palatable to the House generally.
In my humble opinion it would have been
far better if this matter had been treated
quite differently from the first-if it had
been always treated as addresses to the
Crown from the Parliament of Canada gen-
erally are.. It is, of course, most desir-
able that the address should be agreed to
unanimously though I believe there are
very rare instances in which addresses
have been otherwise then unanimously
adopted by this Parliament. If an under-
standing had been come to, before action
was taken in the House of Commons, be-
tween the leaders of the Government and
of the Opposition, as to the terms which
should be adopted in this address, I think
all this difference of opinion-
and there does appear to be a
very considerable difference of opinion
in this Senate-would have been avoided
and an address might have been agreed
to which, while expressing the wishes of
the people of Canada, would have pro-
moted the interests of the Irish in Ireland
far better than this address which is now
before us, and would not have offended
the Imperial Government. Before I pro-
ceed to discuss the question generally,.I
should like to ofier my denial to certain
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propositions which are commonly accepted
here. I consider, for instance, that the
claim which is put forward by gentlemen
who endorse the proceedings of the Land
League and of the Home Rulers, that they,
and they only, are the friends of Ireland,
is quite untenable, and their contention
that others who do not profess to go the
full lengths which the Home Rulers and
Land Leaguers have gone in Ireland
within the last twelve or eighteen months,
are the enemies of Ireland, is quite an
error. While I would fully agree to the
principle that the Land League is a useful
institution in Ireland, if conducted within
the limits of the law-I say so because
I consider that a land league for
farmers is just as essential, desirable and
legitimate as an association of factor)
workers or mechanics for, objects
connected with their occupations,-
I can also conceive that an agitation
for home rule may be carried on in Ireland
with a good purpose and with good effect
without transgressing the law at all. The
true friends of Ireland are those who ad-
vise the Irish to strive for something prac-
ticable, something attainable without. a
breach of the law and without interference
with the rights of private property. The
true friends of Ireland will be those who
tell them that within the pale of the
British Constitution there is a remedy for
everything of which they complain if they
only seek it in a proper way. That is the
claim which I make for the true friends of
Ireland. If they had always proceeded on
that basis we should have had less of the
terrible disturbances which have occurred
there, than have been recorded. I do not
say, because I differ from these men, that
they are not sincere. I think they are
perfectly honest, but they are mistaken.
I will illustrate the position which
I have taken by one or two historical
references. Some Irishmen think that we
in England (I am an Englishman myself)
have had no experience of this sort
of evils which they unfortunately
suifer from in Ireland. That is a very
great mistake. We have suifered to a
great extent in England from the very
same causes. Let any hon. gentleman
who has arrived at my time of life recall
the days of the Reform Bill and just con-
sider for how many years the struggles
were made year after year to carry
reform, without results. No doubt

individuals transgressed the law oc-
casionally, but as a rule the population
of England were always ready to maintain
order, and when the law was unfortu-
nately broken, they were always prepared
to bring the criminals to justice. I have
an instance before me of a debate in
Parliament which occurred, I think,
before the passage of the Reform Bill.
There was a well known individual of
that time, an ultra-Reformer, who had
struggled ardently to promote Reform
principles, and had, in consequence, been
brought in collision with the law-I allude
to Mr. Hunt. Finally he found his way
into Parliament, and his case serves to
illustrate the fact that if a man pursues his
object steadfastly and legitimately he
is sure to gain it ultimately. In
the debate in Parliament in 183r upon
the first Reform Bill. which did not pass,
Mr. Hunt spoke as follows:-

" When I was tried condemned and sen-
tenced to suffer two years and six rnonths irn-
prisonment in a dungeon (interruptions and.
lauohter cries of question) (I think it is very
ha that while some menbers in urging the
question ot Reforn have gone back to the
time of Edward III. I an not allowed to
refer to the transactions of the last nineyears);
for-advocating that question which is now
advocated by so n'any lion. members in this
House, I little expected to see a measure of
reforni proposed by the Governnent; though I
knew that Lord Chatham had said that if
Reforn did not corne from within, it would
corne froni without with a vengance."

That is an instance of how perseverance
pursuing an object is sure to result in its
attainment in due course. I have also
another instance at hand here showing the
success of the English method as com
pared with that followed by the Irish.
Most hon. gentlemen will renember the
formidable Chartist agitation which for up.
wards of ten years convulsed the British
monarchy. It originated very soon after
the passing of the Reform Bill, and was
caused by the fact that that measure did
not go the full length desired by
the working classes of England. It
gave the political franchise a large
number of people and many boroughs
which before that did not send members
to Parliament but it left the lower orders
of the community just where it had found
them. For ten years these men perse-
vered in presenting their claims to political
rights. I cannot affirm that they always
acted in strict conformity to the law. bç-
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cause it is well known that on some occa-
sions they broke it; but their usual course s
of procedure was free discussion on the
platform and elsewhere to promote their
views. Their charter contained six points
-manhood suffrage (they styled it "uni- t
versal suffrage "), vote by ballot, annual
parliaments, payment of members, equal
electoral districts, and abolition of the t
property qualification of members. Out i
of these six points, three have actually be-
come law, or nearly so. We have not
absolute universal suffrage in England, it
is true, but we have household suffrage,
we have vote by ballot, and the property
qualification of members has been abol-
ished. I shall now read from Molesworth's
History a brief sketch of the rise of Char-
tsim, and I think it bears very strongly on
the Irish question, and shows that if the
Irish would but persevere in the same
peaceful way they would eventually suc-
ceed. In the second volume of Moles-
worth's History, page 270, I find the fol-
lowing :-

" The agitation we are now to record is one
altogether different from that for the repeal of
the Corn Laws, but is one which was no less
cbharacteristic of our country, and no less
deserving of serious attention. 'le long,
patient and temperate pursuit, chiefly by the
poorest of the working classes, ot objects
which were once scouted by all parties, but
have now been to a great extent attained, and
that too partly by the help of the party which
when they were Iirst proposed, recoiled from
them most strongly, ie a spectacle which
deserves the serious attention of those who
would fully understand the working of a con-
stitution under which every demand that is
founded on truth and justice is sure at length
to obtain a respectfil hearing, and an ultimate
triumph."

Now, could the Irish but work on that
system, with the same perseverance and
energy, avoiding breaches of the law and
not listening to interested agitators, I feel
convinced their progress would have been
very much greater than it has been up to
this date. There is one rather strange
incident connected with this Chartist agi-
tation-that it derived its name from an
Irishman, Mr. O'Connell, who was himself
a sympathiser with these Chartists.

HON. MR. SCOTT-You mean O'Con-
nor-Fergus O'Connor.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-No, I
mean O'Connell. I do not say that Fer-

gus O'Connor was not a Chartist, but I
ay that the agitation derived its name
from O'Connell. He was present at a con
vention in London of which a prominent
nember was Mr. Lovett. When the Char-
:er was published O'Connell said " There
Lovett, is your charter : agitate for it and
iever be content with anything else." If
he hon. gentleman wants my authority for
it I refer hini to Molesworth's history, vol.
2, p. 275.

I wish, before going into the question
of the address, to attempt to rebut another
fallacy-one of even a more formidable
character than that with which I have al-
ready dealt. The point to which I am
now about to address myself is one that
has been touched upon by the hon. mem-
ber from Halifax, who seconded the ad-
dress: it is that the British Parliament are
indifferent to Irish grievances and incom-
petent to grasp and deal with them. I
utterly deny that proposition. I say that
they have shown an earnest desire for the
past half century to promote the welfare
of Ireland and to deal with every real
grievance which could be brought before
them. What has delayed the progress of
these reforms and arrested the desire of
the British Parliament and people has been
that too often Ireland was in such a dis-
turbed state that instead of carrying out
reforms they had sometimes to apply
coercive measures. The Emancipation
Bill has been referred to. I will not go
into that question at length, but I am
quite free to admit that it was deferred a
great deal too long. It should have been
passed in the early years of the century
when the union with Ireland was still
young. It was not an absolute written
term, but it was an understanding that the
emancipation of the Catholics should be
carried out immediately after the union,
and I believe it would have been done
but for the objections of the Sovereign to
it. However, it was passed, I think,
about the year 1829, and no doubt the
British people and Parliament anticipated
that they would, in consequence, enjoy in
Ireland considerable peace and harmony.
It was reasonable to expect that it would
be so. The Emancipation Act enabled
Roman Catholics to be elected to Parlia-
ment, and many of them were returned,
but only four years later we find that Ire-
land was in a state of active agitation
again. A parallel state of things pre-

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE.
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vailed there in 1833, when Earl
Grey was Prime Minister to Eng-
land, to that which prevails there now.
I am not sure that even the state of things
which prevailed there at that time was
not worse than it is now. What was the
cause of this agitation at that time ? It
was an agitation against tithes, and I am
quite free to admit that it was by no
means unnatural that there should be such
an agitation. As is well known the tithes
were payable to what is styled in Ireland
an alien Church, and even in England,
where the established Church was the
Church of the larger proportion of the
population, tithes were felt to be an odious
charge, one that was most objectionable
in many ways, as it often created difficul-
ties between the clergyman and his flock,
but especiallyobjectionable when theywere
payable by parties who were of other de-
nominations. It is therefore easily under-
stood by everybody that tithes in Ireland
must have been specially objectionable,
and I can see that the object of the Irish,
to obtain the abolition of tithes, would be
assured by setting the country in an
uproar, and I am sorry Io say, the
commission of crimes of the character
that we now deplore. I have here an
extract from a speech delivered by Earl
Grey in the English Parliament in 1833
on introducing his Bill for the
commutation of tithes. From that
it will be seen that the Irish
had not long to wait for the remedy ; the
evil was seen in England, and the remedy
was promptly provided. I have here the
number, and particulars of the nature of
the crimes committed in Ireland between
the 1st of January and the end of Decem-
ber, 1832, but I do not intend to read it.
I will not be a party myself to placing on
the official debates of this House any such
record of crime in detail. All I can say
is that, unfortunately, in that year there
were over 9,ooo crimes committed in Ire-
land. Now, surely it was not necessary
that the country should have been plunged
into such a state of agitation as this for the
sake of obtaining the abolition of the
tithes system, which the English Govern-
ment and Parliament were only too ready
to abolish as it was ? What it did really
gain for them was, unhappily, a coercion
bill, and that was a necessity at that time.
When 9,ooo crimes had been çommitted,
it was certainly necessary for those who

were responsible for law and order in Ire-
land that some such law should be adopt-
ed. Passing from the time of Earl Grey
to Sir Robert Peel's administration, I find
that Minister adopting a course towards
Ireland, which certainly one would
have supposed was better than
any other to improve the people in 'every
way and reconcile them to the English
Parliament and Government. Sir Robert
Peel, I think, very wisely took in hand
the endowment of Maynooth College.
Maynooth College had received some
endowment before that, but a very inade-
quate one; the buildings were in a delapi-
dated state, and the funds at the disposal
of the managers were altogether insufficient
for the purposes intended. Sir Robert
Peel raised the vote to £2o,ooo per
annum, and obtained from Parliament a
grant for £30,ooo, for repairs, and besides
that, in the same session he instituted
Queen's Colleges ; he instituted Queen's
College in Cork, another in Galway, and
a third in Belfast. I think that this was a
wise policy. The Maynooth College
enabled five hundred youths to be edu-
cated at home in Ireland for the priest-
hood, instead of, as formerly, having to be
sent abroad for their education. It cer-
tainly was an object gained that these men
should be native-born Irishmen, and also
educated in Ireland. I wish hon. gentle-
men could read Sir Robert Peel's speech
upon that occasion, because it is so full of
patriotism and good feeling towards Ire-
land and the Irish. I may state that the
crisis he had just been called upon to
meet at that time, was one of those in
which this Dominion was intimately con-
cerned. He had been dealing with the
question of the Oregon boundary, upon
which the President of the United States
at that time had been exceedingly urgent,
and had been using threatening language.
Sir Robert Peel liad assumed a position
quite as independent as that of the Presi-
dent, and had stated that if the rights of
the British people were threatened upon
that boundary, Great Britain was deter-
mined to defend them, and speaking upon
this Maynooth grant, Sir Robert used
these emphatic words on that occasion
when he had assumed that high tone
towards the United States, " I feel thank-
ful to God that I had that day sent a
message of peace to Ireland." It is quite
a mistake to suppose that the British
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Government are either incompetent or
unwilling to deal with the case. The
simple truth is that the Irish have been
their own greatest enemies. Then
coming down to the time of Gladstone,
that was referred to by my hon. friend
opposite (Mr. Howlan), what do we find ?
We find Mr. Gladstone taking hold of
the Irish land question with such effect
that he completely broke into the mon-
opoly of the land owners there. I am
glad to see that, although very slightly,
my hon. friend has mentioned the interest
which we in Prince Edward Island have
taken in this question from the fact of
having had a land difficulty of our
own, and I am further disposed
to offer some congratulation on it because
I am aware of the fact that the basis of
the Irish Land Bill of i88o was derived
frorn legislation previously adopted by the
Legisiature of Prince Edward Island. I
have here an extract, which I made the
other day, from one of the journals of the
House of Assembly-at the time when
the Local Government were called upon
to correspond with the Imperial Govern-
ment upon the question which was then
up, between us and them. I think the
question between us at that time was that
we had adopted a Bill for compensating
tenants who had been ejected from their
noldings. We had in the Island at that
time some short-lease holders, on 21 year
leases, and at the termination of these
leases some of the proprietors stepped in
and took possession of the improvements.
We sought to pass a Bill of the same
description as was then before the British
Parliament with reference to Ireland, and
I may say that many years before we had
attempted to pass a similar Bill but it had
been disallowed by the Imperial Govern-
ment ; therefore we were in a position to
speak of it as Island legislation. These
were the words which the Executive Coun-
cil of Prince Edward Island used on that
occasion ;

" The Council take leave to express the
" satisfaction they feel as members of the local

legislature on observing that the leading
principles of the Irish Landlord and Tenant
Act are nearly identical with those of the
Colonial laws passed for the relief of Tenants
in this Island-known familiarly as the
Land Purchase Bill-the Act to assist
Tenants in the purehcse of their farms "-

"and the Tenants Compensation bills of
"'1854-71 and 72 which last three bills have
"not yet received the Royal assent."

HON, MR. HAYTHORNE. •

Ireland.

Hon. gentlemen will observe there was a
wide interval between the year 1854 when
we first attempted to pass the " Tenant's
Compensation Bill" and the years 1871
and 1872, when they were endeavoring to
do the same thing in Ireland and we were
seeking to pass a similar law in our Island.
We do not need such laws any longer: we
have achieved our independence by steady
perseverance, and I am sure if the Irish
persevere in the same manner they will
attain the same results. Mr. Gladstone's
measures carried a most valuable land bill
for the Irish people; it gave them a gçeat
many advantages they had not before, and
amongst others it enabled them to pur-
chase their freeholds, sometimes in Ire-
land estates are to be had in the market
and provision has been made for purchas-
ing such estates and reselling them to ten-
ants. That is the principle adopted in
Prince Edward Island; sometimes land-
lords are desirous of selling their estates,
and provision is made by the Government
for purchasing them, the same way as in
Prince Edward Island, and selling them
to the tenants.

HON. MR: ALMON-May I ask
whether in Prince Edward Island when
the Government buys the land there has
been any trouble in collecting the money
from the tenants who purchase ?

Hon. MR. HAYTHORNE-Yes, there
has been some trouble, but as a general
rule the estate has been paid for. There
was one estate, known as the, Selkirk estate
which was purchased at a very early stage
of our proceedings but it was paid for in
full not less thantenyears ago andthe whole
account was closed. There have been
others which have been standing over for
a considerable time, but with reference to
these land purchases, I have here in my
hand a copy which I took from a Parlia-
nlentary return to the Imperial Parliament
showing what the operation of these pur-
chase clauses had been during ten years,
and I may say that it is exceedingly en-
couraging. I think that all those whose
duty it is to legislate for Ireland and the
Irish should take "heart of grace " fron
the success which has attended these pur-
chases, although they are comparatively
limited in extent. I copied this from a
report in an English newspaper, purport-
ing to be a Parliamentary return which was



[MT 2, 1882.]

issued of the holdings purchased by ten-
ants, in the Landed Estates Court, from
the passing of the Act of 1870 to the end
of last year. The gross amount of sales
during that period, in respect to which
advances were made by the Board of
Works in Ireland, was 44,692 acres. The
annual value of the land was £2 7 ,85 2, its
rent £31,184 , and the gross amount of
purchase money £ 7 23,08 7, of which
£280,86 7 was paid in cash by tenants
and £ 4 3 4 ,220 advanced on mortgage by
the Board of Works. The arrears of in-
stalments due upon the advances amount
to £ 9 3 2-not, I think, a very large sum
considering that this was issued last year
after a year of famine and agitation ; there-
fore the arrears, £ 9 3 2, do not seem to be
very formidable. It also appears from the
return that, under the Landlords and
Tenants Act of 1872, 4261 acres
of the annual value of £ 2 ,5 24, and of
£2,892 rental have been purchased for
£ 7 4,9 13 of which the tenants paid
£32,189 and the Board of Works
advanced £2 4 ,7 24 . The amount of in-
stalments due on these advances was
j139. There it seems to me, is the
legitimate means of settling the land
tenure in Ireland without wronging any
one, it certainly is probable that consîder-
able time would be required to carry out
a scheme of this sort. In the first place
it is not every tenant who is competent to
embark in an operation of this kind;
many of them are withont means although
it is well known that large numbers of
farmers in Ireland have deposits in the
Savings Banks. Considerable sums are
held in that way, and it is quite likely that
should effect be given by an Imperial Act,
upon a considerable scale, to a scheme of
this sort, these deposits in the Savings
Banks, and other sums that the Irish are
well known to possess, would be invested
in the partial purchase of their lands, the
balance being advanced to them by the
Board of Trade herein indicated; but I
do think it will take some time before the
average Irish farmer would be in a posi-
tion to avail himself of these privileges.
The ultimate settlement of the land
question in Ireland must be arrived at by
slower and perhaps on the whole,
a less satisfactory process.

Gladstone's other great measure was the
disestablishment of the Irish church.
That was a measure which I think the

Irish people were well entitled to receive,
and I do not think myself, from the
opportunities of observation I have had in
that country, that the church has at all
suffered from it ; the consequence of it
has been rather to stimulate the industry
and activity of the clergymen-to make
them more diligent and less careless in
the performance of their duties. It is
quite likely that men holding endowments
for life would be, perhaps, somewhat in-
different in the performance of their
religious duties, particularly when the
flocks were very few. Gladstone has cer-
tainly done this much for Ireland; he
has not only risked his reputation as a
politician, but he has placed himself in
such a position as regards Ireland that he
brought to grief one of the strongest
administrations, and one which was, per-
haps, better disposed and better able to
carry out reforms in Ireland than any
which had previously existed, and yet,
unhappily, about the year 1874, I think,
when he introduced his university scheme
for Ireland, it brought his Government to
grief. I think it was rather a misfortune at
that time for Ireland, because we find
that the Government that succeeded him
did very little indeed for that country.
I shall read to the House a statement from
an Irish author's history of how the Irish
party in Parliament felt towards Mr. Glad-
stone when he had made this sacrifice of
himself and his party on their behalf, and
I do so because I wish to give point to the
assertion I have made that the English
Governments and English press were ready,
able and willing to do their very best to
promote the interest of Ireland. Here is
what Mr. Justin McCarthy says of Glad-
stone's efforts to pass the Irish university
Bill:-

" He had received a deputation of Irish
members to announce to him frankly that
they could not support him. Ris speech was
in remarkable contrast to the jubilant tones
of Mr. Disreali's defiant and triumphant rhe-
toric. It was full of dignity and resolve; but
it was the dignity of anticipated defeat met
without shrinking and without bravado. A
few sentences in which Mr. Gladstone spoke
ot his severance froni the Irish representa-
tives with whom he had worked cordially and
successfully on the Church and Land Bills,
were full of a genuine and noble pathos.
They touched the heart of many an Irish
member who felt all that Ireland owed to the
great statesinan, but who yet felt conscienti-
ously unable to say that the measure now
proposed was equal to the demand of the
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Irish Catholics. Mr Gladstone was the first
English Prime Minister who had ever really
perilled office aind popularity to serve the
interests of Ireland; it seemed a cruel stroke
of fate which made his fall from power mainly
the result of the Iritsh vote in the House of
Commons. Such was, however, the fact.
The second reading of the Bill would have
been carried by a large majority if the Irish
nembers, who were unable to give it their
support, could have conscientiously refrained
fromi voting against it. The result of the di-
vision was waited with breathless anxiety.
It was what had been expected. The minis-
try had been defeated by a small najority;
287 voted against the second reading, 284 vot-
ed for it. By a najority of three the great
Liberal adninistration was practieally over-
thrown."
I think it can hardly be fairly asserted
that the English Parliament and English
Governments have shown indifference
to the demands of Ireland. Here is a
man who has devoted his best years to the
welfare of that country. and I do think it
would be a very ill return to make to him
for these noble exertions to add to the
difficulties of his already difficult course
in the present crisis in Ireland. Omitting
Mr. Disraelis ministry during which I
cannot say that I recollect of any great
measure of reform that was carried in Ire-
land, we find at the period of Mr. Glad-
stones return to power the Irish question
again in a state of agitation. At this time
the agitation was on account of the land.
They had just gone through a terrible
crisis of famine, and naturally it was felt
that the tenure of the lands was a matter
of first importance to men who had just
passed through such an ordeal. What
were their demands then? They have
been stated by the hon, gentlemen from
Halifax who seconded this motion. They
were familarly known as the three F'sI
that is to say fair rents, fixture of tenure,
by which, of course, was meant security
against arbitrary ejectment, and free
dom to dispose of their improvenents
whether they desired to emigrate to Ame-
rica, or whether they desired to embark
in any other occupation. These were
three points for which the Irish people
were raising their voice before Mr. Glad-
stone took office. The first work of his
ministry was to introduce the land bill,
comprising these three points, and who
were his first opponents in Parliament ?
Who but the leaders of the Land League
in Ireland. These were the men who
gave him-I was going to say the most

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE.

frivolous, but I will not say that, as there
may be hon. gentlemen in this House
who think differently on this question
from what I do-but they gave him very
unnecessary opposition. They delayed
the passing of that Bill for weeks beyond
the time it might have been in operation,
and when it was passed, what was their
course ? The Land League issued a
manifesto in which they advised the
tenants of Ireland instead of embracing
the opportunity to settle their difficulties
under the act, as they might
have done, to pay no rent.
Hence arose the difficulties which
have distressed that country so painfully
during the last twelve months. This is a
true, undeniable statement of lhe case; it
is a positive fact that this Act, which Glad-
stone passed through Parliament to settle
the land question in Ireland, has only
been very partially embraced by them.
They have preferred to shout for no rent,
rather than avail themselves of the privi-
leges which the Act afforded -them ; and
I think I am justified in the statement I
made at the beginning of my address, that
the truest friend of Ireland is the man who
will advise them to the consideration and
attainment of something practical, and not
to the perpetration of acts which will bring
them within the limits of the law. I have
here a statement which I should very much
like to read to the House. It is written
by a gentleman who was a member of the
last Parliament-(he is not a member of
the present Parliament)-and it contains
the gist of the land question of Ireland,
and shows very clearly what are the causes
now militating against the attaining by the
Irish of the objects that they have been
contending for for many years. It is writ-
ten by a man named McCarthy; not
Justin McCarthy, the author, but a lawyer
who represented in the previous Parlia-
ment a borough in the County of Cork.
He is now chairman of the Board of Land
Commissioners.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-What is the
name of this McCarthy?

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-John
George McCarthy. He is contrasting the
policy of Mr. Butt and Mr. Shaw with
that of Mr. Parnell and his coadjutors.
He says:-

Mr. Shaw's policy seems to be substantially
the sane as that which, under Mr. Butt, was
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approved by the country in 1874.- The essen-
tiai ideas underlying it appear to be as fol-
lows:-That Irish demands, however just
and reasonable, cannot be carried by physical
force; that the only real alternative to physi-
cal force is constitutiorial action; that under
the constitution the granting or withholding
Irish dqmands depends on English public
opinion and the judgnent of Parliament; that
that opinion and judgment, though adverse
and ill-informed in respect to Ireland, are
open to considerations of justice and reason;
that there are vast numbers of the governing
classes in England who would not knowingly
persisWn wrong-doing towards Ireland ; that
theref e the first business ofintelligent Irish
advocacy is to win over English public opin-
ion ani Parliamentary judgment to a convic-
tion of the justice and reasonableness of Irish
demands ; that another great object of Irish
Parliamîîentary policy should be to acquire the
Parli amentary influence by which, as a mat-
ter of fact, nearly ail the great reforms of the
last half century have been achieved; that
with this view Irish members should avail
theiselves of the opportunities, conform to
the usages and enter into the generous spirit
of Par!iamentary life, explaining Irish vants,
removing English prejudices, and giving
p.ractical evidence of their fitness for free
Parliamentary institutions; that a large sec.
tion of Irish members acting in. this spirit,
loyal ly pulling together as one party, honestly
seeking the good of the country, not the favor
of the minister or the cheere ofthe nob, known
to be men of honor, sense and spirit, would
gradually acquire Parliamentary influence of
the most legitimate kind, and might one day
turn the often nicely balanced scale of Eng-
lish parties, and command for Ireland what.
ever concessions reason and justice require.

Mr. Parnell's policy is nearly the antithesis
of this. The essential idea& underlying it
seem to be as follows:--That the policy of
conciliation and concilfatory Parliamentary
action bas failed; that the opinion of the
governing classes in England, and the work-
ing majority in Parliament in respect to Ire-
land is not accessible to the considerations
of justice and reason ; that force of some kind
must be applied to it in order to compel the
remedy of Irish grievances; that such force
need not necessarily be physical force, or ex-
ceed the limits of legal right and constitutional
action ; that the right of minorities in Parlia.
ment to prolong debt es, multiply divisions,
and obetruct business is such a force ; that
the right of tenants in Ireland to refuse pay-
ment of unjust rent is such a force ; that the
sympathy of English, French and American
democracy is such a force: and that the
bold, yet prudent excrcise of forces such as
these, would practically coerce England to do
justice more effectually than any amount of
conciliatory eloquence, or of ordinary Parlia-
mentary action.

Such are the rival policies. Both have
been tried. How have they worked ?

At first the policy of 1874 worked well.

An influential Irish Parliamentary Party was
formed. The Irish case was stated in ail its
branches. The leading Irish demands became
important political and Parlianentary ques-
tions, and were put ini via for ultinate settle-
ment. Important alliances were formed.
Useful concessions were obtained. Lone
desired privileges were restored to Irish muni-
cipalities. A valuable neasure of Inter-
mediate Education was carried. A great
advance wa made in University Education.
The carriage of a Land Bill, a Waste Land
Reclanation Bill and a Franchise Bill became
merely matters of time. Ail looked forward
to the period when, as parties becane more
evenly balanced, the legitimate opportunity
for exercising Irish Parliamentary influence
would arrive. Meantime Mr. Butt's health
failtd. His leadership gradually lost elan.
His management failed in energy, tact and
versatality. The reins of discipline lng too
loose in hie weakened hands. Whîen the
opportunity which he so sagaciously antici-
pated and so ardently hoped for had arrived,
Mr. Butt was dead. His wand of leader had
passed to his young rival's bands; his policy
was reversed, and his party was so divided
and so led as to have become practically
powerless. Now, vas this such a trial and
sucl a failure of the policy of 1874 as to
induce the Irish people who declared for it
enthusiastically then, to reject it with scorn
now? I submint that it was not. In truth,
the policy did not fail. It succeeded while it
was tried. The failure came only when it
was reversed. In politics, as in most things,
perseverance is the condition of success.
They don't knowjhow to win who don't know
how to wait.

Mr. Parnell's policy also promised well.
It was new. It was daring. It was led by a
chief in the vigour of youth, of indomitable
energy, of most varied resources. It was
served by brilliant lieutenants and loyal
adherents. It was backed by enthusiastic
popular support. What bas it achieved?
Two things, andtwothingsonly: theCloture
and the (oercion Act. These things followed
as certainly i'rom this policy as any political
results can be said to iollow fron any political
cause. If Parliament had not been obstruct-
ed there would of course have been no cloture.
If agrarian passions had not been aroused,
and agrarian crimes committed, there would,
of course, have been no Coercion Act.

For these reasons I counsel return to the
old paths of peaceful pro 'ress. The counsel
May be unwelcome to heated mobs or hireling
orators, but it is honest, and time will show it
to be wise. It expresses the real opinion of
nearly every thoughtful and educated man I
know. It is in accord with the old policies
by which Gratton won independence and
O'Connell won emancipation. It is in accord
with the solenîn warniug addressed to us by
the Father of Christendom on the 3rd of
January last, when Leo XIII wrote these
trenchant and sagacious words: Multo tutiua
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acfaciliusferipoterit ut ea quæ vult Hibernia There may be numbers of men whose
consequator; si modo via quam leges sinunt feelings are estranged from the Imperial
utatur causasque ofensiones evitet. "Ireland Gov
nay obtain what she wants more safely and
readily if only she ado ts a course which number of others who do fot entertai
the laws allow and avoids giving causes of any such feelings, and it is quite probable
offence.'' that the more clamorous and impulsive

I am, sir, spirits who are strongly opposed to the
Your obedient servant, British Government lead after them-per-

JOHN GEORGE MACCARTHY." haps fot willingly-those whose feelings
River View, Cork, March 2, 1881. are fot of the same violent character.

Such things are by no means uincommon,
That, I think, is the opinion of a man and when a question of that sort#rises,
who has borne part in these transactions perhaps memorials or other documents
and is certainly worthy of attention. It is are circulated, and signatures are easily
in conformity with justice and equity in obtained without the fact being, as stated
every waya and, moreover, in the past it in this clause of the memorial, that the
has been successful. There is no reason estrangement is nearly universal. Now, i
to doubt, if properly tried, it will be suc- will point to the fact that numbers of per-
cessful again. Before I resume my seat sons have undoubtedly emigrated to the
I wish to add a few words with reference United States from Ireland, but the
to the address which has been read by the reason they selected the United States
hon. gentleman, and to state specifically for their home was because their friends
the grounds upon which I object to some who had preceded them to that country
parts of it, and in what manner I think sent them meals to cross the ocean
the objection could be met. There is one and join them. It was, therefore,
important circumstance connected with quite natural that numbers of th
this address-there is no mention in it Irish people shouid have gone to that
from beginning to end, of the land ques- country. Then again, they are accus-
tion, the question of ail others which is tomed to the mild climate of Ireland, and
most important for Ireiand, and yet this it is quite natural for hem to prefer
address is presumed to be strictly in the going to the United States, where the
interest of the Irish people. That is an climate is more like their own, than it
important omission, and one which I is in Canada. No doubt we have a very
think should be supplied-more particu- fine climate here, but it is very unlike that
larly as the action of the English Parlia- of Ireland, ane it is quite possible that
ment in a bi lately passed for the relief of many Irishmen emiating to th United
Ireland bas had, at ail events, some suc- States may have done 50 in consequence
cess, notwithstanding the inauspicious of the fact that we have so many months
surroundings that have been about it. of snow, while in the United States they
I think myse f it would be exceedingly can always chose their own climate. B-
desirable that another clause should be sides, it must be remembered that Irish-
inserted in this address, and I would men are not the only emigrants that go to
propose that the third and fourth clauses the United States; numbers of English-
should be remodelled or re-cast, by omit- men and Scotchmen go there too. Such
ting what refers to the Irish in the United being the case, that. statement in this
States and what is contained in the fourth clause is one which cann be demon-
clause-for reasons which 1 will briefly strated and is sure to be challenged in the
state. The third clause contains an asser- country to which it is going. In my judg-
tion which is not fuly susceptible of nent, it would be preferable to leave it
proof It may be proved to a certain ex- out, and adopt something which could not
tent, and I think it can. It is asserted be objected to. I would therefore pro-
that considerable estrangement towards pose to-
the Imperial Government exists amongst "« Omit al after 'thatc, in ragraph three,
the Irish resident in America, but it is first lne, and substitnte the emori, words :
impossible for any one to, ascertain to Your Majesty'e subjecta ini the Do1minion of
what extent it does exist. The Irish i l Canada (whatsoever nay be their or pin)

sympathise most earnestly wth their e w-
eubjectat in Ireland in ail bteir uegitimate et-

their fellow countrymen in Ireland. forts to obtain the land s they occupy at fair

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE.
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rents, with ample security against arbitrary
ejectment, and full powers to dispose of their
inprovements ; and thev rejoice to know that
these important objects are generally attain-
able through the operation of existing legisla-
tion."

That is a clause which I do not think
can be questioned as the struggles of the
Irish people have undoubtedly been to
obtain the lands they occupy upon reason-
able terms, and we have a fair right to
sympathise with them in all their legiti-
mate efforts to do so ; and we may also
fitly congratulate them upon the fact that
recent English legislation has placed these
objects within their easy reach. I
therefore think the substitution of
this clause for the two others to
which I have referred (Nos. 3 and 4)
would be an improvement in the address.
I do not at all wish to obstruct this
address, my view has been rather to im-
prove it to the benefit of the Irish. Then
I think that the last clause, which has
reference to the parties who have been
inprisoned in Ireland, might be modified
somewhat. I think we ought to bear in
mind that the statesman who now acts as
premier of Great Britain has devoted his
life and his best energies to the affairs of
Ireland, has carried many great matters
there, and is now using his utmost en-
deavors to pacify them and to. better the
condition of that country. We should,
therefore, by all the means in our power,
strive to render the task in which
he is engaged not more difficult
but more easy. I apprehend that
by the last clause of this address,
as it is at present worded, we should
rather tend to add to his difficulties than
assist to remove them, and I think the
wording of this clause seems to indicate
rather that the parties who have been
deprived of their liberty in Ireland have
been unfortunate men deserving rather of
our sympathy than of our condemnation
for the part they have played. Now, I
must say that generally speaking I could
take very little objection to the statements
of my hon. friend who introduced this
Address but there were some observations
which he made in regard to this last
clause which I certainly conld not coin-
cide in. He said, I think that these 541
men could not all be bad men: I do not
doubt than among them there are a num-
ber of persons charged with serious

crimes; but this clause has reference par-
ticularly to those who are charged with
political crimes.

HON. MR HOWLAN-I wish to be
distinctly understood on this point. The
541 men were suspects ; they were not in
for criminal offences : criminal offenders
do not count in the 541.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I think
we should do our utmost to uphold the
law, for if it be once broken it is difficult
to say to what lengths parties may go, once
they are embarked in opposition to the
law. Their course then is not in the di-
rection of reform, but of revolution. It is
quite necessary for any English minister
who is responsible to his Parliament
and his Queen for the peace and welfare
of the ration to support the law, and, if
need be, to put down by force those who
act in opposition to it. For this reason it
has been found necessary to deprive those
men of their liberty, and I think no one
who has watched the course of Mr. Glad-
stone and his colleagues can for a moment
suppose that it could be anything else
than most distasteful to them to become
the wardens of these prisoners in Ireland.
In depriving Mr. Parnell, for instance, of
his liberty, a most painful and disagreeable
duty was forced upon Mr. Gladstone and
his colleagues, and necessity only forced
them to take this course. It is well
known that a large body of Mr.
Gladstone's supporters were utterly
opposed to using force in Ireland, and for
these reasons I think we ought to be ex-
ceedingly careful how we adopt a resolu-
tion which would rather encourage the
parties who have unfortunately been
placed in the position described in the
sixth clause. I now beg to suggest an
alteration in that clause, as follows :-
"Paragraph six, line i, after ' time,' omit
the rest, and substitute 'is not far distant
when it may no longer be necessary to
deprive any of Your Majesty's subjects in
Ireland of their liberty, for political
offences, and detain them in custody,
without trial in due course of law.' " I
would prefer to substiiute that for the words
which are now used, and in making
that proposition I must say that I am not
at all actuated by a desire to whittle away
the address. I would rather put it in
such a form that it would really be of
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service to the Irish people, and conduce
more to their welfare and their best in-
terests than the address as it now stands.
That has been my reason for moving in
this matter, and for proposing the amend-
ments which I have read.

HON. MR. MACDONALD moved
the adjournment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

NORTH-WEST MOUNTED POLICE
BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (102), " An Act
further to amend 'An Act to amend and
consolidate, as amended, the several en-
actments respecting the North-West
Mounted Police Force.'" He said that,
when in Committee, he would give some
statistics relating to the force, and would
explain the reasons for increasing the
number of men from 300 to 500.

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

MONTREAL TRINITY HOUSE
AMENDMENT BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (126), "An Act
further to amend the Act respecting the
Trinity House and Harbor Commissioners
of Montreal."

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

CALAIS AND ST. STEPHEN RAIL-
WAY BRIDGE COMPANY'S

BILL

AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
concurrence in the amendments made by
the Committee on Railways, Telegraphs
and Harbors to Bill (97) "An Act to incor-
porate the Calais and St Stephen Railway
Bridge Company." He said : In moving
the adoption of the amendments I would
say that they are amendments which have

been sanctioned by the House with refer-
ence to several other Bills which have for
their object the crossing of rivers which
separate us from the United States. The
principal one is that which requires the
assent of the United States-or the Presi-
dent of the United States-to the work,
before the actual bridging is commenced;
allowing the company in the meantime to
do all the other work except the actual
bridging of the river. That is the only
substantial amendment to this Bill, the
others being merely of a verbal nature.

The amendment was concurred in.

ONTARIO PACIFIC RAILWAY
COMPANY'S BILL.

AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

HON. MR. ALLAN-moved concur-
rence in the amendments made by the
Co mmittee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors. to Bill (6o) "An Act to incor-
porate the Ontario Pacific Railway Com-
pany."

He said: These amendments are print-
ed in the minutes with the exception of
the first one which was to insert the names
of three gentlemen, directors, in the pre-
amble of the Bill. The rest of the amend-
ments are similar to those which have
been inserted in several railway bills
which the Senate has passed during the
present session. The amendment follow-
ing the insertion of the names of those
Corporations was in reference to the
bridge which they are asking power to con-
struct : a sin4lar clause was inserted in
the other bills and passed through the
House. Then there is another amend-
ment on page two, line three, which gives
them power to lease a branch line from
the town of Cornwall to a point at or near
the town of Perth.

The amendments were concurred in.

RAILWAY PASSENGER TICKETS
BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (5), " An Act
respecting the sale of Railway passenger
tickets."

HON. MR, HAYTHORNE,

Ticket Bill.SE N AT B.]
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He said: The Bill is principally one
dealing with railway tickets. It is pro-
posed to remedy the system of tickets
being sold by private parties, and to
enact that they shall only be sold
by agents who shall be appointed
either by the railway companies or
the Minister of Railways. These tickets
must be stamped with the name of such
agents and the date of sale. It may be
that the Bill is open to some objections
either on matters of detail, or on the prin-
ciple of the measure. However, any
such may be considered in committee, and
it will be quite open to any hon. gentle-
man to make these objections when the
Bill is being discussed there.

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

PORT WARDENS ACT 1874 AMEND-
MENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (120), " An
Act to amend The General Port Warden's
Act, 1874."

HON. MR. HAMILTON from the
Committee reported the Bill without
amendment.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed. ,

CANADA AND ASIA MARINE
TELEGRAPH BILL.

THIRD READING.

The Senate resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole House on Bill (127),
" An Act to make further provision res-
pecting the incorporation of a Company
to establish a. Marine Telegraph between
the Pacific coast of Canada and Asia."

HON. MR. LEONARD from the Com-
m'ittee, reported the bill without amend-
ment.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

The Senate adjourned at 1o.5o p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, May 3rd, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

The following bills from the House of
Commons were read the third time and
passed without debate:

Bill (64), "An Act respecting Queen's
College at Kingston."-(Hon. Mr. Dickey.)

Bill (67), "An Act to incorporate the
Calais and St. Stephen Railway Company."
-(Hon. Mr. Botsford.)

Bill (60), "An Act to incorporate the
Ontario Pacific Railway Company."-
(Hon. Mr. Allan.)

Bill (126), " An Act further to amend
the Act respecting the Trinity House and
Harbour Commissioners of Montreal."-
(Hon. Mr. Aikins.)

Bill (75), "An Act to incorporate the
International Construction Company."-
(Hon. Mr. Gibbs.)

AFFAIRS IN IRELAND.

DEBATE RESUMED.

HON. MR. MACDONALD-I would
not speak on this question at ail were it not
that the Address now before us leads to
the inference that England is to blame
for aIl the ills of Ireland, and were it not
for the conviction that a great deal has to
be done by Ireland herself before the
prayer of this Address could be granted.

I wili first say, however, that I feel cer-
tain that the hon. gentlemen in this
House and in another place who have
brought forward this address, have done
so from a sincere desire that peace and
contentnent should be brought to their
fellow-countrymen in Ireland. I have no
doubt they feel they are discharging a
sacred duty in approaching Her Majesty
in this respectful, although most unusual
manner-respectful from the moderation
of the language used, unusual as proposing
and suggesting alterations of an extreme
character in the internal and constitutional
government of the Empire. A colony
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steps in where the most powerful nations
fear to tread, or, in other words, where
they decline to interfere with each other's
internal affairs. I do not question our
freedom and independence of action to
express our opinion in the manner pro
posed. Nor do I expect in return an
uncivil reply from England. The condi-
tion of Ireland is such that nothing said
for or against, in any place, by any people,
will cause much surprise, and if Canada
should take an unusual step on this occa-
sion, England will understand that it is on
an Irish question, and generally Irishmen,
on Irish questions, are allowed a good
deal of latitude.

HON. MR. POWER-Not at all.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-Not in Ireland
just now.

HON. MR. MACDONALD-No doubt
Mr. Gladstone and the Government of
England are most desirous to bring peace
to Ireland, to make concessions beyond
what might be considered justly due to
ber; and my own fear was, a year ago,
that Mr. Gladstone would go too far-
would have entered on a career of spolia-
tion of vested rights to appease popular
clamor. No one with any pride of coun-
try would like to see the Government
bullied into hasty action by a fraction of
the nation. The example set by Ireland
is having a most pernicious effect on other
parts of the country; I see that in my own
county the " no rent " cry is taken up, and
I am certain this is brought about by the
example set by Ireland.

Hon. gentlemen know how readily Eng.
land bas come forward in the time of Ire
land s famine and distress. I know for a
fact that, for two years, in 1847 and 1848
the Government of England sent her ship
of war to carry supplies of food to Ireland
and lent her officers, naval and military
to administer the distribution of thos
supplies ; and, considering this, I am th
more surprised at the remarks of the hon
gentleman from Halifax, who said that th(
English people and press sneered and
laughed at Ireland in her distress.

I can well understand and sympathis
with the disaffection in Ireland up to th
time of the Catholic emancipation an
the removal of all civil disabilities. I
was a righteous disaffection-but after th

HON. MR. MACDONALD.

removal of those disabilities, I cannot un-
derstand this continued irritation and
discontent.

The hon. gentleman who moved the
address did not prove that the people and
peasantry of Ireland had more right to
the soil than those of England and Scot-
land, nor can I find any sanction in history
for any such right; nor did he show that
they were laboring under any disadvantage.
Confiscation of land in those early days
was as common in other parts of the
Empire as in Ireland. Previous to the
Anglo-Norman invasion, the people of
that country paid heavy tribute to their
own princes and kings, and to the Scandi-
navians who made frequent descents and
lodgements upon Irish soil.

Irish kings and princes gave the royal-
ties and rents of large tracts of country
to foreign mercenaries and soldiers whom
they invited to fight their battles-not
always against an outside foe, but fre-
quently against their own people. The
fact of the matter is, Ireland has always
been fond of a row-her people always
excitable and easily moved by any patri-
otic cry having reference to grievances in
ages gone bye-and all her ills cannot be
charged to English rule.

In my opinion the root of the evil devas-
tating Ireland lies fully as much out of that
country as in it. Onthis side of the Atlantic
in the United States lies one of the chief
causes of evil and unholy and mischiveous
agitation-not a wholesome and just agita-
tion for reform, but for reven'ge, and for the
severance of Ireland from the British Em-
pire. The inflammatory writings and
speeches in that country-the emissaries
and money sent to Ireland to feed the

- land league, and excite the people, are the
strongest incentives to lawlessness and

>crime. It would be most unjust
to biame the whole of Ireland for the
l)resent condition of things, as very
many of its citizens are exemplary law
abiding and perfectly contented with Eng-

>lish rule, and who are now suffering froin
the lawless acts of others, and who deserve
ail the sympathy and ail the rernedial

1 measures which England can apply to save
them froni their own countrymen.

But what is to be donc with the ver)!
clarge class living in open violation of the

i law-what concession can be made and
t ought to be made to those who set the laWr

at defiance and who are guilty of the / Most
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barbarous and revolting crime, and that
against their own unoffending countrymen,
against innocent Irishmen who wish to live
within the law and who wish to live in
peace ? This question seems to me a dif-
ficult one to answer and a still more diffi-
cult one to deal with. How can the Eng
lish nation yield to lawbreakers without en-
dangering the stability of her institutions
and without weakening the influence of
or her rule at home and abroad ? While
I say this and see those difficultiesin the
way, I do not wish to be understood as
saying anything against giving ample jus-
tice to Ireland. Will home rule satisfy the
Irish people; will it bring them peace and
contentment ? In my opinion it will not.
Supposing that to be conceded, then they
will demand ownership of the soil and after
that total independence. What was the
condition of Ireland when she had a INr-
liament? Were they not some of her
darkest days, when they were more
oppressed and placed under greater disa-
bilities than at any other period in her
history?

I can well imagine an absence of repre-
sentation, and of influence in the Govern-
ment of the country being a source of
discontent, but I cannot understand a
people resting all their hopes for peace and
contentment on having a Parliament-un-
less indeedit could give them a Pacific Rail-
way and National Policy like this fortunate
Dominion has. Ireland has little cause to
complain of her representatfbn in the
council of the nation, although she has
good reason to complain of the conduct of
her representatives, who have not acted
with discretion, as a general rule. I say
then, before home rule can come, let all
inflammatory speeches in and out of Ire-
land cease. Let the land league be abol-
ished, and all contributions in money for
its purposes cease ; let American agitators
keep at home-Ireland has talent enough
to manage her own affairs and to present
her own claims. If this were first done,
peace would come to Ireland ; and,
after peace, would come a powerful
moral force, supported by the sympathy
and admiration of the whole British peo-
ple ; and then would come a redress of
grievances, and probably a remodelling the
Government favorable to Ireland.

As an integral portion of the Empire,
we cannot be indifferent to the state of'
Ireland : it is a canker and a festering sore'

in the side of the nation, and a source of
shame and weakness instead of pride and
strength. Although I would prefer not
sending an address of this kind, yet, if it
affords a degree of satisfaction to a portion
of the people of this country, and if its
foreshadowing will for one day arrest the
course of crime in Ireland, I will vote
for it.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I regret very
much that I had made no preparation to
address the House on this subject. I had
hoped that this Address would have been
allowed to go, after the very able explan-
ation given by the mover of it, and after
the remarks made by the hon. member
frorn Halifax, who seconded it. I did not
for one moment think that an acrimonious
debate would have arisen here. I use the
term acrimonious advisedly, because hon.
gentlemen have risen in their places in
this Chamber, and have denied absolutely
that Ireland had any grievances. They
have on the very threshold denied that it
was right, or proper, or courteous, for us
to address the Imperial Throne in refer-
ence to this important and vexed question,
and while hon. gentlemen were speaking
-the hon. gentlernen from Belleville,
Woodstock, P. E. Island, and the speaker
who has just sat down-I could not but
be forcibly struck with the reality of the
difficulties of this Irish question, in the
British House of Commons. When I see
men living outside the arena-living in a
country so free as Canada is, with its.com-
plete self-government-defending for one
moment the position that the Parliament
of Great Britain and Ireland has adopted
towards the latter country in the last eighty
years,-I say it has fully brought home
to my mind the great difficulties which the
eminent Liberal statesmen of England
have had to contend with in dealing with
this subject. And I am now speaking of
Liberals not froni a political standpoint,
because there have been Liberals in the
Conservative ranks as well as among
Reformers in that country, who desire to
do justice to Ireland,'and who have been
unable to level up the great mass of
opinion that is constantly shackling them
in advancing towards the recuperation of
that country. But first I would speak as
to Canada's right-as to the propriety of
our joining in this address. I have always
understood it was the inalienable right of
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every British subject respectfully to
approach the Throne on any question,
personal or otherwise; and how much
more then is it the right of the Parliament
of Canada, representing a people four
millions in number, representing a broad
continent such as ours,-on so important
a matter to address a respectful petition
to the Throne ! I say that Canada has a
special right to-day in it. In the first
place, we have in our population a very
large Irish element; many persons now
living in Canada have come from Ireland,
and a much larger number are the des-
cendants of those whowere born in Ireland,
and can it be for a moment contended that
there is anything singular in their keeping
up a sympathetic tie with their native land
or the land from which their fathers
sprung ? My hon friend behind me tells
you that if we adopt this address ail the
colonies of the Empire would be sending
forth their petitions and that it would be
ludicrous that they should ail be address-
ing the Throne on this particular question.
I say, however, Canada has a special right
above all other colonies of the Empire to
raise ber voice on the present occasion.
Canada is in a different position to the
colonies of Australia, South Africa, the
West Indies and other parts of the Empire.
We are British subjects, because we love
the British flag; we are British subjects
by choice; and I claim for my part to be
a descendant of that very element entitled
to be known as the United Empire Loya-
lists, and who, I claim, have a special
right to speak on a subject which involves
the shame or the glory of the Empire.
The United Empire Loyalists made sacra-
fices such as no other British subjects, and
rarely the subjects ofany other country have
ever made. More than a hundred years
ago they sacrificed their fine farms and
pleasant households on the Hudson, in the
valley of the Mohawk, iiq and around
Albany, and New York, and throughout
the Eastern States, and emigrated to Can-
ada, then an unknown wilderness. They
followed the British flag. Some of them
settled in the Maritime provinces, but the
larger portion came to Ontario. I say the
descendants of these people have a special
right to speak their views frankly and
courteously to their Sovereign, and,through
their Sovereign to the British people on
this vexed Irish question; and no one who
reads that address -can for a moment

maintain that it is lacking either in loyalty,
in courtesy, or in any element that an
address to Her Majesty ought to contain.
We are accustomed in our meetings in
Parliament to address Her Majesty on
many occasions-it is our pleasure and
our privilege to do so-to felicitate Her
on any event personal to Herself or
of interest to the Empire at large; and
during the Crimean war it was our pleasant
duty to offer Her our assistance, and to
vote Her money in aid of the wounded.
We have, within the last few years voted
no inconsiderable surn to assist the Irish
people threatened with famine, and I
maintain there is nothing unusual, nothing
improper, in our adopting the Address
now before the House. I do regret that
a sentiment has been expressed foreign to
the language in which the Address is
cowched, and I more particularly regret
that an amendment is sought to be inter-
jected into this address. I trust, how-
ever, before it becomes necessary to go
much further into the discussion of this
question, that better counsels will prevail,
and that those gentlemen who at the first
proimptings were induced to propose those
amendments will see fit to withdraw them.
This Address has come up from the peo-
ple'sChamber,with the sanction and support
of the twogreat political parties in thiscoun-
try. It comes up on an almost undivided
vote. It is true one or two gentlemen did
dissent, but they dissented, not in terms
that indicated they were strongly adverse
to it, nor did they for a moment propose
to amend the address or divide the House
upon it. I -trust that in this chamber
similar feelings will prevail and that the
address will be adopted without any
alteration. To send it back to the Con-
mons would be contrary to ail precedent,
contrary to the courtesy recognized tO
be due by one chamber to the other.
No man can say that these resolutions do
riot truthfully speak the facts to which
they advert. My hon. friend from Belle-
ville (Mr. Read) would lead us to believe
that the Irish grievances do not exist at
ail, or that if they did exist they were due
to causes within the control of the people
themselves. He said he had not read
much on the subject : it was not necessary
for him to tell us that. He told us that
he had collected a vast number of fig-
ures, and from these figures he had
reached conclusions different fron those

HON. MR. Scorr.
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reached in another place by the leader of questions of such importance to personal
the Opposition, and he controverted the liberty, and to postpone for so long
arguments of that gentleman in a manner a period the settlement of questions of
that was contrary to the rules that have that sort ? You have not to go back more
governed our debates in this Chamber. than one generation-in the lifetime of
It was not worthwhilecallinghisattentionto my own father-when a Roman Catholic
the fact, as I did not consider it of suffi- could not take a degree in Ireland: if he
cient importance. It was not a question of wished to be a graduate of the University
figures, it was not a matter that was in he had to sign the thirty-nine articles, and if
any way to be settled by figures. His he would not do that he would have to go
idea was that free trade was at the bottom abroadtoget his education in a foreign land.
of the trouble. He seems to have for- Yet you tell me that the Irish peopleought
gotten that Irish grievances existed to forget the past wrongs of their country,
hundreds of years before free trade was and that they are treated as well as Scotch
dreamed of, and that free trade could not men and Englishmen. It is not necessary
have exercised any influence upon it. to point to this long list of landmarks, the
That free trade exists is, in some degree, mere reference to whichwould fill volumes;
due to Ireland, when the Corn Laws were but I point to a few of the more significant
repealed to permit corn and bread stuffs ones to show that it is not a sentimental
to enter the British market and relieve question that agitates the minds of the
the sufferings of a famished people. The people. I do not wish to refer to the
necessities of Ireland, that food should laws of the last eighty years that were
be brought inco the country in order to save passed in reference to Ireland-coercion
the lives of the people, had no doubt laws, suspension of the habeas corpus, and
a strong bearing on the repeal of the Corn all those various and extraordinary tyran
Laws of the Empire. The burning ques- nical machinery that Parliament placed in
tions that one would have to go ipto to the hands of the Government to accom-
refute the arguments that have been made plish what they thought was necessary for
use of are subjects that I would prefer not the peace of the country. I do not for
to touch upon. I shall, however, do it as one instant wish to justify the crimes that
delicately and as remotely as possible. In have been committed, and the resistance
the first place I lay it down as a principle to law ; I do not justify the action of the
that it is not to be wondered at that Irish- people in taking up arms, but I point to
men are opposed to the union with Eng- what I consider were substantial evils in
land when they look back and see the the government of Ireland, and I ask you
way in which tÈiat union was consummated the question, is it strange that a spirit
-by gold, corruption and the prostitution of dissatisfaction prevailed while those
of every virtue and the commission of al- bad laws continued to exist? During
most every political crime with which an that time patriotic men in England and
act of that sort could be coupled in order Scotland tried to have those laws repealed,
to bring it about. It was not a union of but circumstancesprevailedtofrustratetheir
the Irish people in any sense, as they were efforts, and it was only by some agitation
not represented. Yet we are told that that brought the people to the eve of
the Irish had no grievance. For thirty rebellion a reform was effected. My hon.
long years no man who belonged to that friend from British Columbia says no
element of the population which com- more changes should be made in the land
pose five-sixths of the people-the Roman laws in *Ireland until the Land League is
Catholics-could represent his fellow men dissolved and the people go back to their
in Parliament : yet the hon. gentleman tells daily avocations. I tell my hon. friend
us that that is not a special grievance. that if they did so Irish grievances would
During a very considerable portion of that be forgotten and Irish grievances would
period no Irish Catholic could be aQueen's continue just so long as the Irish people
Counsel or barrister-at.law. Will you tell chose to submit and as they chose not to
me that that was no grievance, though it agitate the question. Was Catholic eman-
took long, long years to remove that disa- cipation brought about by any such means
bility ? Was it no grievance that the as tacit submission to their slavery ? Was
Parliament and the paternal Government it not fought out day by day for months?
of Great Britain were unable to consider Was not the election of O'Connell for the
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County of Clare in 1839 fought out on
that issue? Was it not fought out by his
coming to the House of Commons, defi.
ently entering the bar and taking his seat
and refusing the oath ? He was expelled,
of course, as other men have since been
expelled ; as members of the Jewish faith
at a very much later date have been ex-
pelled, but the constitueicy re-elected
him; the people were in earnest; they
meant that this disability in the way of
Irish representatives should be overcome.
There was a body of four millions of peo-
ple behind him and the British Parlia-
ment took the bar down and admit-
ted O'Connell on the saine terms as
other members were admitted. I
tell you that it was only by agitation
Catholic emancipation was obtained.
Would the Irish Church have been dis
established if public attention had not
been called from time to time to the gross
injustice and unfairness of such a system
to the Irish people ? Shortly before its
disestablish ment, its revenues were equal
to over one-fifth of the revenue of Canada,
and there were established- at one time,
previous to its extinction, not less than
fifty-seven churches that had not been
opened for three years. It took a long
time to accomplish the disestablishment
of the Irish Church; it was only done
under the spur of agitation, and under
the threat of doing something worse. We
all properly condemn the outrages that
have occurred in Ireland, and I shall not
say one word in justification, not one
word even in palliation of the terrible
crimes that have been committed in that
country ; but I cannot close my eyes to,
or refuse to recognize the fact that the
Irish people have been sorely tried. Pas-
sing very rapidly over the very many ex-
cellent laws that were passed by the
British Parliament to improve the con-
dition of affairs in Ireland, we come down
to the one of last year called the Land
Act, and is it not now admitted by all,
even by Gladstone himself, that it ought to
have been broader in its terms, that it
ought to have affected arrears of rent, and
in many respects it should have been a
much better Act than it is. We shall
have it amended in a year or two, or a
very much more sweeping act introduced.
You may condemn the Land League if
you will, but do you suppose that the
Land Act would have had birth if the

Land League had not first been born ?
Certainly the Land Act is the
outcome of the agitation of the
League and the present condition
of things in Ireland. Hon. gentleman
will presume as my hon. friend from Prince
Edward Island observed, that the English
Parliament and English Government are
willing, able, and anxious to meet the griev-
ances of Ireland and it was not necessary
for us in any degree to point out where
these evils could be remedied; it is as-
sumed that every difficulty had been clear-
ed away. So it was assumed in 1838 and
1836 when Catholic emancipation was
granted, and it was then said that the
Irish Cathôlics ought to have been satis-
fied. So it was when every sweeping re-
form was passed, people for the moment
said "we have heard the last of Irish griev-
ances" but Irish grievances were not rem-
edied. Had the Irish people of that day
seen and recognised the full extent Of
them no doubt they would have been rem-
edied ; but it takes a long time to clear
away the film of prejudice from the public
eye-especially on subjects affecting the
internal interests of the country, and before
so large a body as the British Parliament.
My hon. friend from British Columbia
seems to think that the Irish people ought
to be satisfied with the reforms they have
already received. I would like to ask
him, or my hon. friend on my right
(Mr. Haythorne) whether British Columbia
or Prince Edward Island would like tO
trust the management of all their local affairs
with the Parliament of Canada, a Parlia-
ment certainly in its appreciation and un-
derstanding of the wants of the people not
further advanced than the British Parlia-
ment ? I am quite sure that neither of
these hon. gentlemen, nor the people
whom they represent, would be satisfied
to allow their local affairs to be dealt with
by the Parliament at Ottawa.

HON. MR. MACDONALD-I think it
would be a very good thing for the people
of British Columbia if they were.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I very much doubt
if the people of British Columbia would
think so, or that the hon. gentleman is
entitled to speak for the people of that
Province in that respect. Take the edu-
cational question in Ireland-what has
been the policy of England with respect
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to it ? Has it been similar to the policy
adopted in England and Scotland ? If
we look back to the history of Ireland we
will see that the schoolmaster and the priest
were both hunted out of the schoolhouse .
neither of them was allowed to give in-
struction to the Irish people. It is a
matter of history the fight there was with
the Catholic- bishops and priests of Ire-
land with regard to the godless colleges
that Parliament endeavored to force upon
the people. We know that down to this
day, even the British Parliament and
Government have refused a Roman Cath-
olic University to Ireland. A grant was
made to Maynooth College; but that
was entirely devoted to the Irish priest-
hood, it was considered very much better
that they should be educated in Ireland
than that they should go to France, Bel-
gium or other foreign countries. But so far
as literature and arts are concerned to the
present moment, the appeal for a Catholic
University in Ireland has been denied.
Can we recognize that as being just to the
Roman Catholic population of Ireland-
we who are accustomed year after year to
passing through our legislatures, bills for
the establishment of colleges and uni-
versities all over the Dominion, giving
the greatest possible freedom of education ?
The hon. Senator from British Columbia
also aeverted to this land question, and
said if Home Rule were established in
Ireland that the tenants would forcibly
take possession of the property of their
landlords. However, I anticipate no such
result. He has assumed in the discussion
of this question that Home Rule is purely
a religious question, and that its leaders
come from the Catholic body. The hon.
gentleman is entirely mistaken. The
originators of the Home Rule party were
mainly Protestants.

HON. MR. MACDONALD-It s the
outcome of religious difficulties of one
hundred years ago.

HON. MR. SCOTT-The hon gentle-
man has discussed this question as if it
were one purely of religion, as if there
were no Protestants in Ireland who love
their country and recognize the most
ordinary rights that a free people might
be expected to possess. Who were the
founders of Home Rule? I shall read
some of the names on the Committee on
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resolutions which was established in 1870,
in Dublin:-

" The Right Hon. Edward Purdon, Lord
Mayor, Protestant Conservative. -

"Sir John Barrington, Ex-Lord Mayor,
D.L., Protestant Conservative.

"E. H. Kinahan, J.P., Ex-High Sheriff,
Tory.

"James V. Mackey, J.P., Orangeman.
"James W. Mackey, Ex-Lord Mayor, J.P.,

Catholic Liberal.
I" Sir William Wilde, Protestant Conserva-

tive.
«"James Martin, J.P., Ex High Sheriff,

Catholic Liberal."

And so on, through the list. A very large
sprinkling of the names are Protestant
Conservative, Protestant Liberal and Ca-
tholic Liberal. Those are the gentlemen
who met together to form the Home Rule
party in Ireland, in 1870, in the great
room of the Bilton Hotel, Dublin. As I
am on that subject, we will just ask our-
selves what was this charter that was de-
manded, and what is there objectionable
in it ? It is declared that

" I. This association is formed for
the purpose of obtaining for Ireland the right
of self-government by means of a national
parliam ent.

II. It is hereby declared, as the essential
principle of this association, that the objects,
and the only objects, contemplated by its or-
ganization are:-

To obtain for our country the right and
privilege of managing our own affairs, by a
parliament assembled in Ireland, composed of
H er Majesty the Sovereign, and lier succes-
sors and the Lords and Commons of Ireland;

To secure for that parliament, under a
federal arrangement, the right of legislating
for and regulating all matters relating to the
internai affairs of Ireland, and control over
I-ish resources and revenues, subject to the
obligation of contributing our just proportion
of the Imperial expenditure;

To leave to an Imperial Parliament the
power of dealing with all questions affecting
the Imperial Crown and Government, legisla-
tion regarding the colonies and other depnd.
encies of the Crown, the relations of the
United Empire with foreign states, and all
matters a pertaining to the defence and sta-
bility of t e Empire at large.

To attain such an adjustment of the rela-
tions between the two countries, without any
interference with the prerogatiyes of the crown
or an disturbance of the principles of the
constitution.

III. 'l he association invites the co-opera-
tion ot all Irishmen who are willing to join
in seeking for Ireland a federal arrangement
ba8ed upon these generai principles.

IV. Th e association wil 1 endeavour to for-
ward the object it has in view, by using all
legitimate means of influencing public senti-
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nient, both in Treland and Great Britain, by
taking all opportunities of instructing and in-
fori g e opinion, and by seeking to
'Unite-Iri Zlrmen of ail creeds and classes in
one national movement, in support of the
great national object hereby contetnplated.

V. It is declared to be an essential principle
of the association that, while every mein er
is understood by joining it to concur in its
general object and plan of action, no erson
sojoinng is committed to any politica opin-
ion, except the advisability of seeking for
Ireland the amount of self-government con-
templated in the objects of the association."
That is the whole of the Home Rule Text,
and I ask hon. gentlemen if there is any-
thing in it that ought for one moment to
create the extraordinary opposition that
has been developed in consequence of this
agitation for home rule ? It is what we
ourselves enjoy in this country, and it is
what we ourselves in the several Provinces
demand. In regard to this land question,
I certainly was surprised at the utterances
of my hon. friend on my right (Mr. Hay-
thorne), a gentleman whose judgment, I
think, is not inferior to that of any hon. Sena-
tor in this Chamber, and one who has had a
very long experience, and who takes on
all questions that come before him such a
fair and reasonable view-after his experi-
ence of the land question in Prince Edward
Island. I was certainly surprised to hear
him express himself in the manner he bas
done in this debate, more particularly as he
was familiar with all the evils that grow out
of a landed proprietory and a discontented
tenantry. He knew that in Prince Ed-
ward Island for a long series of years, it
had been a great source of discontent,
and had retarded the growth of the Island.
He knew it was one of the principal re-
forms insisted upon before entering the
Confederation, that this land question
should be cleared off, and he himself
long before that set a noble example and
allowed his tenantry to make a commuta-
tion without the interposition of the
courts, or of an Act of Parliament. I did
hope that with the full recognition of the
subject he has, and after this sacrifice-
for it was no doubt a sacrifice that he
himself made when he allowed his tenants
to commute without resorting to the law
courts of the country-that he would
recognize the rights of the people of Ire-
land to be allowed to purchase their hold-
ings from the landlords, as the only true
and fair solution of this diffliculty in Ire.
land. It is a matter of history that the
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lands in Ireland were taken from their
rightful possessors forceably and violently,
and distributed to favorites of the Crown.
It is a matter of history that ought to make
us blush, that. no Catholic could inherit
the soil, and that the incentive was held out
to the member of a family who should be-
come a pervert to his own religion and join
the dominant church, that he could take all
the goods and chattels of the family for his
sole use. I say in recollection of those laws
and in remembrance of how this extraordi-
nary tenancy grew up in Ireland, we ought
to apply the rule in all fairness and with
greater reason to that country, where the
circumstances are so peculiar, than we
should to any other country where - a
similar condition of things has not existed.
But let me quote a fair-minded English-
man, as to whether Ireland bas to-day
any grievances. I hold here the Fort-
nightly Review of a few months ago,
which is edited by Mr. Morley; and in
speaking very recently of the terrible
deeds in Ireland, of the agrarian crimes,
he said:-

"Tiese are considerations which ouglit to-
temper our minds to lenity in judging the
people of Ireland. Uernians, Frenchmen,
Spaniards, Americans, inay condenn their
terocitv, their lawlessness, their truthlessness,
as much as ever they please, but Englishmen
are the last people in the world who have a
riglit to sit in judgment upon the Irish for all
these things. It is Engrish misgovernment
which bas directly engendered Irish vices.
We have imposed bad faws upon them; we
have persecuted their religion down to times
when persecution elsewhere had long gone
out of fashion; we have cowed them b the
sword and corrupted them by gold. Who is
not, weary of hearing this long and unanswer-
able indictment? But the worst of it is that
we have not yet heard it often enough to learn
its lesson, the lesson of patienceand considera-
tion in dealing with a people whon our own
careless nisrule lias made what they are,
and whom only supreme patience and con-
sideration will make anything better than
what they are."

These are the words of Mr. Morley,
but could I not find other testimony of
men who are holding the reins of power
in Great Britain ? We all know of the
speech made by Mr. Gladstone at Mid-
lothian in which he expressed his belief
that Home Rule was 'not only a good
thing for Ireland but for England and
Scotland as well His only objection to

- its introduction was the want of time to
prepare a satisfactory measure and he said,
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forsooth, that the people who were clamor-
ing for Home Rule ought to tell the
Government of the country how to ac-
commodate it to the system that prevails
in England. We in Canada found no
difficulty in preparing our Home Rule
when we came into this systen of Con-
federation. 'Our statesmen,-the gentle
men who had to do with the birth of our
Constitution not very many years ago,-
saw no difficulty in saying what ought
to be provincial or local rights, and what
should be the prerogative of the Federal
Parliament. But Mr. Gladstone has also
repeated the same words withm a very short
period, and he has excused himself on the
same ground, namely,-his inability to
understand what was wanted. The basis
of what was wanted I read just now in the
Home Rule Resolutions themselves. They
convey the whole proposition ; yet the
Irish members are told by Mr. Gladstone
to agree upon the basis themselves. This
was during the election of 1874 when that
statesman was defeated and the late Earl
Beaconsfield came into power. No less
than sixty Home Rulers were elected ;
a very considerable number out of 105,-
and that was in addition to what were
known as Irish Liberals, wko did not go
in for Home Rule. Still, with that com-
pact body in Parliament, the Legislature
did not see its way to acquiesce in the
reasonable proposition that they had laid
down for self-government in Ireland.
They had not time to consider the matter,
pressure ofother work intervened, and it
was impossible to take up the Irish ques-
tion, which has been postponed, and will
be postponed year after year, until circum-
stances arise to awaken the statesmen of
England from the lethargy into which
they have fallen. Now, let us see what
Mr. Courtney says ; he is a representa-
tive of an English constituency and is a
brother of the gentleman who is Deputy
Minister of Finance under our own Gov-
ernment; he is also another member of
the present Administration in England.
I would ask what does he say about Irish
affairs? He spoke as follows:

" The thing that I wish to speak about, is
the reforn of local government in Ireland.
You know that we have had a good deal of
agitation about county government in Eng-
land. lu England it is a theoretical principle.
Many of us would wish to see large reforms
introduced into it ; but county government in
England is perfection compared with what it

is in Ireland. The Counties of Ireland are
governed by the Grand Juries of Ireland,
selected in the most extraordinary and inex-
plicable manner, and endowed with powers
much greater than these possessed by English
County Magistrates assembled in Quarter
Sessions."

Now, what would the people of this
country say if the Grand Juries were
named for this whole Dominion at
the City of Ottawa, by the Govern-
ment of the day - which would take
into consideration purely political feeling?
Would the people of this country say
they had no substantial grievances, if the
administration of justice, at its very foun-
tain-head, was taken possession of abso-
lutely by the Government of the day ?
Would they for a moment sit down, fee-
ing there was no ground for agitation;
that they ought to be quiet and not remon-
strate against an evil of that sort ? The
grand jury system is a farce in Ireland :
grand juries are taken from one class of
the community, which represents the castle
in Dublin ; they have no affinity or con-
nection with the great bulk of the Irish
people, and in support of what I say, again
I offer the statement of a member of the
present Government of Great Britain,
which goes on to say:

" If we could get a system of county govern-
ment in Ireland you would satisfv that de.
mand for management of their local affaire
which lies at the root of the cry for Home
Rule, and take the whole sting out of the
agitation by granting to the Home Rulers
that which they have a legitimate right to
ask. We should be able to say to them;
manage your own county affaire to the full,
if you like,' and I will tell you how we could
do it. In niy opinion a comprehensive and
liberal scheme of county government might
be introduced in ireland. This micht appear
to be entering into a small matter, Eut if you
will grant me your patience for a minute or
two you will see that 1 aim leading up to
sonething of considerable importance. I
would have, then, a County Parliament in
each county in Ireland elected by representa-
tives of each Barony, which corresponds to
each hundred in England-a free election of
several menibers ofeach Barony with a cumu-
lative vote, and the result wou d be a County
Parliament having great power and great
authority as representatives of the rate-pay-
ers and inhabitants of the County, and to
that County Parliament I would give most
ample power of regulating very many matters
which at present we have to deal with in the
Hfouse of Commons, and very unsatisfactorily.
In a word I will tell you one very great ques-
tion which I would give to the nianagegnent of
County Parliaments in Ireland-anc by-and-
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by to County Parliaments in England when
we get such Parliaments in the English
Counties-and that is, subject to certain
general restrictions, the management of the
liquor traffie in each County."

I say again, these are the expressions of a
member of the present Government of
Great Britain, who consideis that there
are grievances in Ireland, substantial
grievances, under which the people are
laboring : he considers that they ought to
be remedied, yet we fnd members in this
House rising in their places and saying
that these grievances are purely senti-
mental.

HON. MR. MACDONALD-Does he
propose a Parliament for Ireland as well
as County Councils ?

HON. MR. SCOTT-No, it was in ref-
erence to what might be called a County
Council in Canada, having a certain num-
ber of County officers who would have
much the same power as our County
Councils have, in reference to purely local
questions.

HON. MR. MACDONALD-I have
no objection to that.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Then, if the hon.
gentleman has no objection to that, I
think it is his duty to urge on this Peti-
tion, and to strengthen the hands of the
British Government in removing these
grievances.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-So
he is.

HoN. MR. MACDONALD-I do not
call that Home Rule.

HoN. MR. SCOT r-I do not care
what it may be called, Home Rule or
County Rule, so long as you give them
power to rule themselves, which should be
given ;-that is the question to be consid-
ered. Now what is this distribution of
the offices in Ireland, I have reference
more particularly to the judicial offices ?
Let me take for instance the statistics of
Justices of the Peace in Ireland, and ask
whether the Irish have a grievance in that.
I read the following statement :

"It is found that Protestant Episcopalians
in the three counties of Antrim, Down and

HON. MR. SCo'rr.

Derry, enjoy the distinction and power of the
magistracy, almost to the exclusion of every
other body. The Presbyterian population in
Antrim is 132,918. Éut there are only
twelve Presbyterian magistrates in the
county. There are in the county 55,640
Roman Catholice. They have only five
magistrates. The Protestant Episcopalians
number only45,670-that is, they are numeri-
cally fewer than the Roman Catholics, and
scarcely more than a third of the Presby-
terians. But they have no fewer than 105
magistrates."

I desire to call attention to this fact;
the Catholic body have only five to their
105. Is that the condition of things that
the suffering. class in Ireland ought to
quietly and calmly submit to, or can they
at all believe in the sympathy of the Eng-
lish Parliament, when they continue that
evil ? Yet we are told, by hon. gentle-
men in this House, that the Irish should
be contented with such rights as are
allowed them by the Parliament of Great
Britain. I will now continue the
quotation :

"l n County Down the statistics show the
saine result. The Protestant Episcopalians
are the smallest of the three denominations;
nuch less than the Roman Catholics, and
little more than half the number of the Pres-
byterians. But they have, wi- h few excep-
tions, the full representation on the bsneh
of nagistrates. In the county of Derry there
are 20,079 Protestant Episcopalians to
58,779 Presbyterians, and 77,358 Roman
Catholics. But the Protestant Episcopalians
have there ninety magistrates, the Presby-
terians eleven and the Roman Catholics
seven."

I would like to know how long that con-
dition of things would exist in this
country; if that disproportion in the
magistracy prevailed in any of our Pro-
vinces, how long would the class that was
ostracised bear with it ? Would you
expect them to throw up both hands for
the constitution of the country and be
jubilant over laws which treated them so
differently from other classes of the com-
munity? I do not think there is a fair-
minded man in this Assembly, nor
throughout the broad land of Canada,
that would for one moment approve of a
condition of things similar to what has
been described there. The writer goes on
to say :

"From a political point of view the con-
clusion is much the same. The Liberal
magistrates in the three counties may be
reck oned on the fiugers ; the Conservatives
generally can be represented by three figures.
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Yet the elections show that the body which
thus has something like a practical monopoly
ofmazisterial authority, is numerically the
snallset. The significance of all this is
pointed out by the journal from which the
figures are taken. c That this one-sided
system causes miuch discontent, is beyond
all doubt.''
That is the conclusion we must all reach,
and I *trust no one here would, for one
moment, approve or countenance it. There
are other questions, gentlemen, just as
burning, just as important, just as pressing,
as those to which I have adverted. Even
if I brought forward no other proofs than
those to which I have called your attention,
I think you would have ample justification
for feeling that it was not simply our
right, but it might be our duty, to bring
under the notice of the British people,
what we consider gross anomalies in the
laws of the country, which mete out such
unequal justice to the various classes of
the people. But I could bring for-
ward much more substantial evidence
than that, to show that there are grievan-
ces in Ireland, and that it ought to be a
burning question with the British Parlia-
ment at the present moment. The wires
this morning tell us that already part of
the prayer of the Petition of our people
has been granted-that the Kilmainham
gaol has been opened, and that a very
large number of the suspects have been
released. May it not be that the action
of our House of Commons a few days
ago,-which was commented on by the
British press, and discussed even in the
British household,-has had the effect of
hastening that result ? I do not say that
it had this influence, yet certainly, as a
Canadian, I felt somewhat aggrieved when
I found the London press giving utterance
to the expressions they did, carping at our
respectful Address, which was then about
being passed by the Parliament of this
country, and in which we called the atten-
tion of the British people to what we
thought was an abnormal condition of
things on the other side of the water.
We find, however, since that Address
has passed' the House of Commons, and
while we in this Chamber are still hesitat-
ing and considering whether we ought to
adopt it, that a portion of its prayer has
received its execution. All the suspects
who are not absolutely charged with crime
have been released ; and this address does
not ask that any but the ordinary course

should be pursued with reference to those
who have to answer for any crime which
they may have committed against the laws
of the country. But there is also another
statement which may or may not be true;
at all events it is one of the rumours of
the day, and is to the effect that one of
the foremost men in the Home Rule
party-Mr. Shaw-is absolutely in the
Government, having been appointed Chief
Secretary for Ireland, in place of Mr.
Forster who has resigned.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-If the hon.
gentleman will recollect, I have already
called attention to Mr. Shaw's views on
the subject of Home Rule, and to the
advice which he has given.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I do not deny
that, but I am calling attention now to
a report, that Mr. Shaw is likely to be-
corne a Minister of the Crown in England.
We live in rapid times, and I merely
bring it forward by way of showing the
people of Canada that their expression,
through their representatives in Parlia-
ment, has been considered already by the
English people, and has tended even in
this short time to relieve the Irish race ;
and that one of the very men who have
brought this difficulty prominently before
the English House, has been taken into
the councils of that country, with a view
of restoring Ireland to the position she
ought to occupy, under the constitution of
which we are so proud. Stranger even
than .that, I read this morning that Lord
Salisbury, the leader in the House of
Lords, at a recent banquet in Liverpool,
spoke on this subject; and again with
reference to him, I would ask, does he
consider there are not any grievances in
Ireland ? Does he consider that there
are no grievances in Ireland, and nothing
left for the statesmen of the day to
remedy? What does he say? In the
course of his speech at the recent Con-
servative banquet at Liverpool, he said :-

" If you wish to establish peace and con-
tentment in Ireland you must do your best to
bring the ownership of land again into single
hands. You will see that I am referring to
the proposal-notice of which has been given
by my distinguished friend, Mr. William
Itenry Smith-for increasing those powexs
under which the Commissioners can now act
for enabling Irish tenants to become, with pei-
feet fairness and justice to their present land-
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lords, thenselves the owners of their lands.
In order to get rid of this social revolution
and to restore the Conservative instincts of
society in Ireland, your effort must beinstead
of giving concessions to agitation, to provide
the population of IrelanJ with motives for
resisting change. I do not know whether it
will conciliate then or not. That is not the
point to which I am looking; but I know it
will make them the defenders ot the rights of
property, and as defenders of the rights of
property, restorers of that which will free us
from the danger of social revolution which
from thehighest quarters bas beenthreatened."
That is from a speech delivered by Lord
Salisbury the leader of the Conservative
party in the House of Lords. He says
that there is something yet to remedy
with reference to Ireland. He considers
that the agitation has not been in vain ;
that it has drawn the attention of the
British Government to the condition of
affairs in Ireland, and that the improve-
ment there is due entirely to that agita-
tion. If the Irish had toiled on and starv-
ed to death, and expatriated themselves,
as they have done, does anyone believe
that this improvement would have taken
place ? From famine, pestilence and emi-
gration no less than three millions of peo-
ple have been lost to Ireland-one million
by famine, and two millions by expatria-
tion. They were driven from their land
to seek a living which was denied them at
home, except undei circumstances which
were adverse to keeping of body and soul
together.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-Will the
hon. gentleman do me the justice to
recollect that I read to the House at
length, a Parliamentary return showing the
operation of the Land Purchase Act, in
Ireland, during the last ten years, and
suggesting that it was a veryproper remedy
to apply to Ireland, and that it should be
extended.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I will do my hon.
friend the justice to say that I believe if
he had the management of affairs in that
country at the present moment, he would
do ample justice to Ireland, but I do re-
gret that so far he cannot see his way
clear to the acceptance of this Address to
the Queen, calling attention to evils which
should be removed.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-What the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Haythorne) has himself
done.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I consider that in
adopting this position we are strengthening
Mr. Gladstone's hands, and giving coun-
tenance to Lord Salisbury if a change of
Government should take place, and enab-
ling the Liberal men of England and Scot-
land to redress the grievances which have
given rise to the agitation. I believe that
a very large class of Scotchmen and En-
glishmen are anxious to do justice to Ire-
land. It is through that channel alone
that justice has been done in the past, or
can be looked for in the future. That
there are such men we all admit, but they
have not been able to leaven the masses and
arouse them to a sufficiently thorough ap-
preciation of the people with whom they
have to deal. Any action of this kind on
our part simply strengthens their arms,
and enables them rnore effectually to point
out to the people in that country the
necessity for prompt action in order to
remove those Irish grievances. Some hon.
gentleman think that the way to accomp-
lish this is not by agitation-not by the
excitement which arises from a consider-
ation of these grievances. I ask then if
they can point to ameliorations of laws in
any part of the world that have not been
brought about by violent agitation. I
have yet to learn that the constitution of
any country has bèen improved by slow
degrees, where the people were contented
to go on from year to year, hoping that
the men they placed in power would have
sufficient generosity, magnanimity, and
comprehension to redress their grievances.

HON. MR. MACDONALD-The hon.
gentleman justifies crime in Ireland.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I do not justify
crime, but I draw illustrations from history.
I could point to the most dreadful crimes
that ever have been committed, which led
to the attaching to our Sovereign's name
the title of Empress of India. The hon.
gentleman will not for a moment deny
that the Indian Mutiny was due to the
mismanagement of affairs in India. After
that mutiny the British Parliament thought
it necessary to assume the government of
India, and ever since, that country has
been prosperous and peaceable, and the
prejudices of the people have been re-
spected.

HoN. MR. ALMON-Does the hon.
gentleman consider Nana Sahib a martyr?

HON. MR. SCo.
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HON. MR. SCOTT-I am not going
into individual cases, either in that mutiny
or in any other revolution. I am pointing
out facts, borne out by the history of every
country in the world, to show that these
terrible shocks to society were often nec-
essary in order to bring about reforms.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Unconstitu-
tional agitation !

HON. MR. SCOTT-Unconstitutional
agitation I grant you, but there was a
great deal of such agitation before human
liberty was brought to the level that we
all now possess and enjoy. Why, a dis-
tinguished statesman and a member of the
present government in England, attributes
the passage Ôf the Reform Bill of 1832 to
the fall of the Bourbons in France. Mr.
Bright goes very fully into that in one of
his speeches, and gives the credit of the
success of that movement largely to that
memorable event in France. But need I
go beyond the land in which I live for an
illustration? I can recall to the minds of
hon. gentlemen the results of misgovern-
ment in Canada anterio& to 1837. Dis-
content arose throughout'this land, more
particularly in the adjoining province of
Quebec, culminating in open rebellion.
After arms had been taken up, after re-
peated collisions with the British troops,
and those who sided with them at that
time, the attention of English statesmen
was directed to the abnormal condition of
affairs in this country. They considered
that a body of freemen on this continent
ought to be governed, not from Downing
street, but by representatives of their own.
They had long failed to listen to repre-
sentations made on behalf of this country,
but what was the effect of the rebellion?
First they sent Lord Durham: he was
followed by Lord Sydenham, and after-
wards Lord Elgin came with direct in-
structions to give to the rebels of this
country everything they demanded, and
not only that, but to pay them for the
losses they had sustained in rebelling
against the Crown of England. It took
that violent agitation to make the people
of England thoroughly comprehend the
situation, and when they did realize il
they were generous enough to recognizE
that they should apply an ample remedy
and to the shock, no doubt, of the minds
of a large portion of the people in this
country, Lord Elgin gave his assent to the

Rebellion Losse Bill which practically re-
warded those who had gone into rebel-
lion. Do we not to-day enjoy a much
larger measure of free government owing
to that fact, and am I not justified in say-
ing that there are times in the history of
nations when improvements can only be
brought about by violent agitation ? My
argument can be illustrated in fifty ways,,
not only by reference to the history of'
Canada, but also by incidents in the
records of every country which has made
any advance in constitutional government.
There are instances of countries advancing
very slowly for half a century by regular
constitutional means, whereas great re-
forms have been brought about within
twenty-four hours by violent agitation.
Need I point to the French revolution,
and many other historical incidents with
which hon. gentlemen are familiar? I
am not standing here as the advocate of
rebellion. I am not defending what has
occurred in the past ; I am only pointing
out the lessons that history has taught us.
I am endeavouring to show that it haç
taken a great deal to arouse the British.
Parliament to consider the evils in Ireland
and to come forward and apply the need
ful remedy. I need not advert, in
illustration of what I have been say-
ing, to the fact that the meu
who were foremost in the rebellion in
Lower Canada were subsequently placed
in the highest positions, and made the
rulers of the land. We paid them no less
respect, and regarded them with no less
esteem, on account of the part they had
taken in the troubles of those days, be-
cause we ourselves had become wiser. We
felt that there was a justification for the
course they had pursued. We might not,
any of us, have sided with them in that
rebellion; but, looking at what was past and
gone, we were forced to the conclusion to
which all right-minded men had come,
that these people were terribly wronged,
and that through their self-sacrifice this
country had been advanced at least a
quarter of a century in the path of pro.
gress. In adopting the Address which is
now before the House, I am sure it is the
desire of every gentleman who hears me
that Ireland should be brought into har-
mony with the Empire, as Canada is.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Not through
rebellion.
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HON. MR. SCOTT-I am satisfied
that when fair and reasonable demands
are granted by the British Government,
Ireland will be a strength to the Empire
-just as strong and as earnest a help-
mate as is Scotland, or this portion
of Her Majesty's dominions. We
know that Her Majesty the Queen is
in no sense responsible for the errors, or
mis-government in Ireland: we acquit her
of any desire to perpetuate the existing
condition of affairs there. I am quite sure
that a woman possessed of the good judg-
ment with which she is gifted would, if it
were under our constitution possible for
her in any way to do so, have redressed
those evils long ago. May she not remem-
ber that a not very remote ancestor of
hers, George the Second, who when his
troops met the Irish at Fontenoy made
use of the exclamation " Accursed be the
laws which have deprived me of such sol-
diers"? The Irish brigade had to go
abroad to fight: they fought against the
troops of England and they were success-
fil. May not Her Majesty to-day say
"accursed be the laws of my country that
deprive me of the sentiments of love, of
loyalty and affection of a nation so full of
those high qualities as are the Irish
people"? I ask you are the Irish people
on this continent who enjoy freedom and
elual rights less loyal than any other por-
tion of the community? Would they not
be as ready to sacrifice their lives, if need
be, in defence of the flag of England? It
would be strange if they did not inherit
some of the prejudices of the past; but
looking at them from the experience which
I have had I find that when they
cross the Atlantic and breathe the free air
of this country, they shake off the feelings
of discontent and dissatisfaction which
they entertained in the land of their birth.
No people are more forgiving than the
Irish, and if Home Rule were introduced
in Ireland, and the majority were granted
the same privileges as we enjoy in Canada,
there would be no more loving, loyal and
faithful subjects of Her Majesty than
those who dwell on the western side of
the British channel. Let us hope that the
day is fast dawning when a change will
come. We live in a period of the world's
history when governments move rapidly.
The events of the last twelve months prove
that. Looking back to five years ago,
would anybody have said that Mr. Glad-

stone or Lord Salisbury would have given
utterance to the speeches which they have
made within a recent period ? They have
learned by experience, and they know that
there is necessity for change. They are
both statesmen living on that high plane
that they feel called upon to remove the
shackles which have fettered Ireland so
long ; and that the day is not far distant
when all these grievances will be redressed
is, I trust, the desire of every member of
this Chamber. This address bas been
unanimously adopted by the House of
Commons, and it bas met with the approval
of the press' of Canada, and I should
grieve if it were defeated, or its language
weakened in this Chamber. -Certainly it
asks but little. A portion of the prayer,
as I have already observed-the last para-
graph-has already been granted. The
shackles have already been knocked from
off the suspects, and the doors of Kilmain-
ham jail have been opened. The other
asks for as reasonable an amount of
Home Rule and management of their own
affairs as is consistent with the rights of
the land holders/#and the minority in Ire-
land. Surely no gentleman will refuse to
subscribe to such a reasonable proposition.
I trust that my hon. friend from Prince
Edward Island (Mr. Haythorne) will recon-
sider his amendment, and that the Address
in its present shape, may receive the
unanimous assent of this Chamber.

HON. SIR. ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
cordially unite with my hon, friend who
bas just spoken, in hoping that the House
will concur in the Address, and will not
consider it necessary to amend it in any
particular. It seems to me that the mod-
eration of tone with which it bas been
moved and seconded must commend it
to the sympathy of the House. I think
that we who are not Irizhmen, and do
not enter into their feelings on this' sub-
ject, which to them is a burning one,
must all of us be struck with the manner
in which this address bas been framed and
introduced in this Chamber, and our
sympathy must be enlisted by the senti-
ments of those who have advocated it in
this House.

HON. MR. READ-Did the hon.
gentleman refer to the tone of modera-
tion in the remarks of the last speaker
(Mr. Scott.)
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HoN. MR. ALMON-Hear, hear.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
will include the last speaker ; but I refer
particularly to the gentlemen who moved
and seconded the Address. I will also
say that the language of my hon. friend
opposite (Mr. Seott) was entirely in accor-
dance with the sentiments which I think
should govern the House in dealing with
a subject of this character, and of this
historical nature. I do not understand
the hon. gentleman to have advocated
anything that was contrary to the views
either of the hon. senator from Belleville,
or my hon. friend from Halifax, as a mat-
ter of practical conduct : but he was
endeavroring to lay before the House
the teachings of history, and to satisfy
the House that changes had been
brought about in various countries only
by agitation, and sometimes by measures
stronger than agitation. To what are we
indebted now for the constitutional liberty
which is enjoyed in England, the native
land of my hon. friend from Belleville?
It was through the revolution of 1668
that we derived all the Parliamentry free-
dom and liberty which we now happily
enjoy. These blessings were not secured
by quiet and peaceable agitation.

HON. MR. 'WARK-By a revolution.

HoN. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL-For
myself I would entirely justify what was
done in Great Britain in that revolution
as being forced on the people by the cir-
cumstances under which they were
placed, and which rendered their proceed-
ings necessary for obtaining the liberty
which we enjoy. But my hon. friend
who spoke last did not justify those pro-
ceedings ; he merely spoke of them as
historical facts from which we ought to
draw the lesson that such a resolution as
we are now asked to adopt might with
reason and propriety be passed by this
House. I am struck with the modera-
tion of the whole address considering
who it comes from-considering the ex-
citable character of the Irish people
and the wrongs they have suffered
from for so many generations,
and knowing how many there are in
this country who feel deeply and earnestly,
beyond my powers of description, and
very probably beyond my powers of sym,

pathizing with them-is it not a marvel
that they come to this House and address
it in such a moderate tone ? This address
is the result, I believe, originally of delib-
eration between Irishmen of both Houses
of Parliament, who met for the purpose of
consulting together to see if some steps in
the nature of an address to Her Majesty
from this Parliament would help, in some
measure, to improve the condition of ai-
fairs in their native land. Finding after-
wards that the language which they first
used might perhaps create more or less
opposition, they altered it and toned it
down, and all that was likely to provoke
opposition from those who feel as the hon.
member from Belleville does, and, as I
judge from his remarks, the hon. Senator
from Halifax (Mr. Almon) feels-lest it
might offend the feelings or views of hon
gentlemen, the address was modified in
such a way as to extract anything of that
kind. Will the House permit me to draw
attention to the changes which have taken
place in this address, and to show with
what an anxious desire it has been framed
so as to secure for it, as I hope it will
receive, the unanimous assent of this
House ? In the • Address, as originally
framed, I notice in the third paragraph,
that after the allusion to the state of Ire-
land, the Address proposed to say that
what was found to exist there was due in
a great measure to their feelings of es.
trangement from the Imperial Govern-
ment, whom they consider "responsible
for the existing state of affairs" in their
native country. Had that remained in
the Address, I could have understood that
hon. gentlemen here would have been un-
willing to commit themselves to an assert-
tion of that kind-that members who feel
as my hon. friend from Belleville, and
others do, would say it was not owing to
anything that has been done by the
Government of Great Britain that
such a state of affairs existed
The whole line of argument of my hon.
friend from Belleville (Mr. Read) has
been that the Imperial Government are
not responsible for what has happened in
Ireland, but that it is attributable to other
causes. The hon. gentleman said he
supposed if the Irish people worked
harder, consumed less ardent spirits aud
maintained peace and order, there would
be a better condition of affairs. He will
see that the language which was calculated
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to arouse that opposition has been modi-
fied, and that the Address simply states
that these evils exist. Instead of saying,
as it originally did, that the Imperial Gov-
eriment is responsible for the existing
state of affairs, it says:

"We would further respectfully represent
to Your Majesty that the Dominion of Canada,
while offering the greatest advantages and
attractions for those of our fellow-subjects
who may desire to make their homes amongst
us, does~not receive that proportion of emi-
grants from Ireland which might reasonably
be expected, and that this is ue, in a great
measure, in the case of many of our Irish
fellow-subjects who have sought foreign
homes, to their feelings of estrangement to-
wards the Inperial Government."
However much we may regret it, is it not
true that the large bulk of Irish emigration,
which would be valuable to Canada and
help us to develope the great North-West
-which has already helped us much in
the older provinces-goes to the United
States ? And is it not true that this is
due to the feelings of estrangement of the
Irish people towards the Imperial Gov-
ernment ? The thing is as true as
if we asserted that the sun shines in the
heavens. If we can 1elp to turn that tide
of emigration to our shores, to aid in
building up this Dominion, instead of
peopling a foreign land, are we not justified
in joining in this Address, which teems
with expressions of love, devotion and
loyalty to the Queen and the Empire? Is
there anything which should divert us
from joining in an address of that charac-
ter? I think not. Then look at the
further passages of the Address, which
have been altered so as to procure for it,
if possible, that unanimous assent which
is so desirable, and which, it seems to me,
should be secured bythe efforts which have
been made to so frame it that it shall not
be justly entitled to opposition from any
quarter, no matter what may be the con-
viction of hon. gentlemen, as to the causes
of the discontent which prevails in Ireland.
The fifth paragraph of the Address, as
originally framed, was as follows:_

" We would most respectfully pray, may it
please Your Majesty, that sone such form of
ocal self-Government niay be extended to
Ireland, as is now enjoyed by the Provinces
comprising this Dominion of Canada, under
which YourMajesty's Canadian subjects have
prospered exceedingly, so that Ireland malbecome a source of strength to Your Majesty s
Empire and that Your Majesty's Irish sub-
jects at home and abroad, may feel the samne

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.

pride in the greatness of Your Majesty's Em-
ire, the same veneration for the justice of

Your Majesty's rule, and the saine devotion
to, and affection for our common flac, which
are now felt by all classes of Your Îajesty's
loyal subjects in the Dominion."

There was a direct request for local
self-government immediately, without con-
dition and without reference to any other
matter or class of persons whatever. The
address has been changed, and now in-
stead of praying that some such form of
local self-government as ours may be
extended to Ireland at once, without
reference to the causes which render such
a course for the moment so difficult, this
paragraph has been toned down and now
reads as follows:

" We desire respectfully to suggest to You'r
Majesty, that Canada and its inhabitants have
prospered exceedinoly under a Federal system,
allowing to each Yrovince of the Dominion
considerable powers of self-government, and
would venture to express a hope that if con-
sistent with the integrity and well-being of the
Empire, and if the rights and status of the

ainority are fully protected and secured, sure
means may be found of meeting the expressed
desire of so mauy of Your Irish subjects in
that regard, so that Ireland may become a
source of strength to Your Majesty's Empire,
and that Your Majesty's Irish subjects at
home and abroad may feel the same pride in
the greatness of Your Majesty's Empire, the
sante veneration for the justice of Your
Majesty's rule, and the sane devotion to, and
affection for, our common flag, as are now
telt by all classes of Your Majesty's loyal
subjects in this Dominion."

Can anything be more moderate, in the
first place, than the assertion that this
feeling of estrangement does exist, and in
the next place the expression of a hope
that some means of self-government may
be granted to remove at all events a por-
tion of the causes which have brought
about this feeling towards the Empire ?
I confess that when I read the Address it
seemed to me there could be no objection
to it unless it was this-that we would be
expressing an opinion about a matter
which we were not fully informed about.
I, for one, admit that it is very embarrassing
for me, and I think it must be for any one
in this Parliament, to assume that we are
in a position to judge what is best for
Ireland. I confess that I for one cannot
pretend to say what is best, but I would
be very glad to do anything I could to
suggest in a proper manner anything
which those who are familiar with Ireland
and who know what is required there,
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believe to be desirable. Now, the rea-
sons which were pointed out by my hon.
friends, particularly the hon. member from
Halifax (Mr. Power) who seconded the
Address in a speech which seemed to me
replete with sound arguments and senti-
ments in which I entirely concurred-as
I did in the remarks of the hon. Senator
from Prince Edward Island (Mr. Howlan)
-the reasons given why we are in a posi-
tion to adopt this Address are to my
mind complete in that respect. The hon.
member from Belleville (Mr. Read) says
Canada is a colony : there are fifty other
colonies, and if they are all to follow this
example what is to become of the Imperial
power? The hon. gentleman regarded this
Address-I will not put language in his
mouth which he did not use, but I have no
doubt it was running in his mind-as imper-
tinent. The justification was, in my opin-
ion, complete on that point. Are we not
interested in in the direction which emi-
gration from Ireland takes ? If, as is ex-
pected, there is to be a large emigration
from Ireland for years to come, are we
not deeply interested in securing a portion
of it to our great North-west, and can we
have better immigrants than the Irish ?
Are we not justified, therefore, in expres-
sing, in this moderate and respectful lan-
guage, the sentiment conveyed in this
Address. Look at the other reasons which
have been suggested! Have we not suf-
fered, those of us who have lived in
Canada for many years, in pocket and in
peace, and have not lives been lost in
struggles with Fenians, invading our coun-
try from the United States? Why are
they Fenians, and why have they a feeling
of exasperation, not only against Great
Britain, but against us who have
never done them any wrong? Now, if
we can do anything towards soothing that
feeling, I think we should not hesi-
tate as to the course which we should
pursue. If, as this address says, a meas-
ure of self government granted to Ireland
would produce feelings of love, devotion
and loyalty to the Crown among the
People of that country, would it not to a
great extent change the sentiment of hos-
tility entertained by Irishmen in the
United States and all over the world to-
wards the empire? Instead of finding
Fenians in the United States eager to
Wreak upon us some of the vindictive
feelings engendered by the condition of

affairs in Ireland, we should find them in
sympathy with us like other citizens of
the United States who are not of Irish
birth or extraction. Now, I think there is
ample justification for interference, if this
be interference-for the presentation of
this address.

Again, with reference to the imprison-
ment of persons in Ireland under the
provisions of the Coercion Act, I felt that
the address, as originally framed, asked
for their liberation without regard to the
character of the offences with which they
are charged. The sixth clause was origi-
nally as follows -

" We would further most respectfully pray
that Your Majesty would -be graciously
pleased to take into Your Majesty's favorable
consideration the cases of those persons who
are now suffering imprisonment in Ireland,
charged with political offences with a view to
extending to them Your Most Gracious Ma-
jesty's Royal clemency so that with their re-
lease, the inestimable blessings of civil liberty
nay be once more restored to all parts of
Your Majesty's Empire."

That has been modified and we are
now asked to adopt the following :-

" We would further express a hope that the
time has come when Your Majesty's clemency

M .without injury to the interests of the
United Kingdom, be extended to those er-
sons who are now imprisoned in Ireland,
charged with political oflences only, and the
inestimable blessing of personal liberty
restored to them."

That word "only" has been introduced
so that there is no intention or disposition
on the part of those who favor this
Address, to ask Her Majesty's clemency
for persons imprisoned for offences other
than political. The disclaimers of those
who have spoken in support of the
Address, including my hon. friend oppo-
site (Mr. Scott) have been strong on that
point, and are in exact accord with the
address itself, which asks that the clemency
of the Crown be exercised towards those
charged with political offences only, and
only if it can be granted without injuy to
the interests of the United Kingdom.
Instead of closing with "the inestimable
blessings of civil liberty may be once
more restored to all parts of Your Majesty's
empire," it says, "the inestimable blessings
of personal liberty restored to them." As
the hon. gentleman who spoke last
remarks, some of those men imprisoned
in Kilmainham jail have already been
released. The very course which we are
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asked to pray Her Majesty to pursue, has
already been adopted in part by the
British Government.

Is there anything that is reprehensible
or that we should be reluctant to adopt in
asking that, if it be consistent with the
integrity and well-being of the Empire,
and if the rights and status of the
minority are fully protected and secured,
a measure of home rule may be
granted to Ireland? Of course, there
are difficulties in the way of granting
home rule which I cannot pretend
to discuss. Those who are familiar
with Ireland and its people, the Imperial
Government and Parliament, are best fitted
to decide upon.what is possible or impos-
sible in Ireland ; but there is no reason
why as a colony, composed largely of Irish
people, interested largely in Irish affairs
and in securing a share of the emigra-
tion from Ireland, should not ask, as
we do in this address, for some con-
sideration of such a measure of local
self-government as we have in this
country, and which we think is so valuable
to us in reference to our liberty, our pro-
perty, and our civil rights. I will not
pretend to go into the subject of the
Government of Ireland, as has been done
more or less by my hon. friend opposite
(Mr. Scott), but I desire to look upon this
matter from a Canadian point of view.
We have here a very large portion of our
population of Irish origin, a large majority
of whom, if not the whole of them, think
that an address of this kind would be
useful. We have no contradiction, from
any member in either House who belongs
to that race; and I see no opposition to
it in the press. So far as I can form an
opinion it is the desire of the Irish people
in Canada that an address of this kind
should go to the Queen for the purpose of
showing our sympathy with Ireland in her
difficulties and troubles, and for the pur-
pose of suggesting in as respectful language
as we can use that possibly such a change
as is here pointed out, giving to Ireland
local self-government, would be of use.
It may be, as the hon. member from
Belleville stated, that the want of this is
not the only cause, or is not the chief
cause, of the difficulties, the troubles, and
the distress of Ireland. Suppose that
this is. true, nevertheless there is more or
less force in the fact that those who live
there have no local self-government, such

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL,

as Her Majesty's subjects enjoy here, and
in other colonies of the Empire. Suppos-
ing that Ireland's evils and sufferings are
chiefly traceable to other causes, such as
have been mentioned by my hon. friend
(Mr. Read) still, if there is something in
this, and if the change, which is here sug-
gested, would prove to a certain extent to
be a measure of relief and reform, should
we not join heartily in an address
of this kind, replete with terms of affection
and loyalty to the Crown, and free from
everything calculated to create friction in
the minds of any class of Her Majesty's
subjects, and praying simply and only, if
it is consistent with the integrity and well-
being of the Empire, that some measure
of Home Rule may, if possible, be given
to Ireland ? I cannot think that there is
anything in this, or in the prayer that
those who are imprisoned for political
offences only may be discharged, in which
we cannot all join. As Canadians we
ought to unite in this petition. In
what way can we better or more
strongly or usefully testify our sympathy
with our fellow subjects of Irish origin who
are living here amongst us, and who be-
lieve that the future of the country is like-
ly to be advantaged by the adoption of the
measure recommended in this address. I
do trust that the hon. member from Prince
Edward Island (Mr. Haythorne) will not
persist in his amendments. They seem to
me to be going, in an objectionable way,
into detail as to the remedies which should
be qpplied. The hon. gentleman expresses
a wish that the land may be obtained by
those who occupy it on fair terms, and
that it can be done under the operation of
existing laws. It seems to me that my
hon. friend from Belleville might say, " I
do not think so: the evils are not attribu-
table to the land grievance, but to other
causes which I have mentioned.'' The
hon. gentleman (Mr. Haythorne) is, I
think, leading uis into an expression Of
opinion as to the course which should be
pursued in England, as to which we should
be silent. I venture to think that the
suggestions contained in the amendment
are likely to, create more objection in
England than the language of the address.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-It ex-
presses sympathy with legitimate efforts tO
obtain land on fair terms.
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HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL--The
amendment says :-

"Your Majestv's subject8 in the Dominion
of Canada (whatever may be their origin)
sympathize most earnestly with their fellow-
subjects in Ireland in aill their legitinate
efforts to obtain the land they occupy at fair
rents-with ample security against arbitrary
ejectments, and full powers to dispose of their
improvements; and they rejoiceto know that
these important objects are generally attain-
able through the operation of existing
legislation."

It bristles with points to which people
rnight object. Many hon. gentlemen
might say that the prevailing rents are fair.
The hon. member from Belleville, who,
I was surprised to find, seconded the
amendment, contended, at great length,
that the rents are fair-that. they are lower
than in England. How, then, can he
second an address which contends that
they are not fair? Then again, it asks
for " ample security against arbitrary
ejectments." My hon. friend from Belle-
ville says- that the ejectments are not
arbitrary-that they ought to take place
when the tenants do not pay their rents.
The amendment continues, "and full
powers to dispose of their improve-
rents." Many people think they
have that power now. Then, the
amendment to the sixth paragraph, sets
forth that the time "is not far distant
when it may no longer be necessary to
deprive any of Your Majesty's subjects in
Ireland of their liberty for political offences
and detain them in custody without trial
in due course of law." It seems to me
the language of the Address is far prefer-
able to that. It says :-

" We would further express a hope that the.
time has corne when Your Majesty's clemency
inay, without injury to the interests of the
Unted Kingdom, be extended to those per-
Bons who are now imprisoned in Ireland
charged with political offences only, and the
inestimable blessing of personal liberty re-
stored to them."
The paragraph suggested by my hon.
friend is not limited to political offences
only. It says '" political offences," and
we know that for the most part these are
Often bound up with other offences.
Consequently the language of the Address
before the House is in that regard safer.

I do hope most earnestly for the ad-
vantage of our country, for the sake of
our population of Irish origin, who take
so keen 4n interest in this matter, and

believing that it is calculated to do so
much good, that the House will without
a dissenting voice, adopt this Address as
it stands.

At six o'clock the Speaker left the chair.

Afler Reeess.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I rise with
a great deal of diffidence to express my
views upon the resolutions which are now
before the House. I feel much sympathy
for the distress in Ireland, and am as
desirous as any other British subject to
ameliorate the condition of that country,
and to maintain law and liberty in any and.
every reasonable and proper scheme which
may be suggested, having those ends in
view. If I thought the resolutions before
us would have that effect, and that we
properly could present them to Her
Most Gracious Majesty the Queen; if I
could believe that they would strengthen
the hands of the Government and Parlia-
ment of England-much as I disapprove
of such addresses as going beyond our
province, I would give them my support.
But I believe these resolutions, though
couched in a specious and mild form, will
appear to the English Government as
savoring of dictation; they will, inferen-
tially at all events, convey the impression
that the Government of England do not
know their own business and are not com-
petent to manage the affairs of Ireland,
and that we in Canada, in Parliament
assembled, must shew them how it should
be done. Those are the feelings which
animate me in opposing, to some extent,
this Address. But before going any far-
ther I must say that if anything were need-
ed to confirm me in my opposition to it,
it has been supplied by the remarks of
hon. gentlemen who have spoken in
support of the resolutions now before us.
I must say I listened with unbounded
astonishment to the speech of the hon.
leader of the Opposition in this 'House.
In opening his remarks he seemed to
reproach the hon. gentleman from Belle-
ville (Mr. Read) and other hon. gentle-
men for the acrimonious style in which
they have dealt with this subject ; and I
must say that I did not altogether approve
of some of the remarks that were made.
The hon. mover of the resolutions (Mr.
Howlan) and the hon. member from Hali-
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fax (Mr. Power) I thought went further tlemen who have spoken in a somewhat
than was at al] necessary and further than similar strain, all the grace will be out of
was a correct display of the wrongs of it, and it will have the opposite effeet to
Ireland, and the causes of those wrongs, that which we should believe was intended
and have probably, andas I believe, lessen- by its framers. Instead of strengthening
ed the chances of the address being gra- the hands of the Engiish Government,
ciously received, should it pass ; but when such speeches will but misrepresent the
I heard the hon. leader of the Opposition feelings and sentiments of our people$
I was utterly aniazed at the manner and and if read in Ireland will increase existing
style of his Address, and the way in which discontent, and therefore I regret the spirit
he presented this case to the House. Such so strange and so unlike himself, which
addresses are I believe the cause of the seemed to animate my hon. friend when
great discontent and consequent great he addressed this House to-day. I an,
distress in Ireland at the present forced to say that he went be-
time ; and similar sentiments ex- yond anything that I had ever
)ressed in and out of that country have heard on the floor of this or any

caused disturbance, animosity and bad other Parliament; he raised the relirious
feeling arnong the people, exciting them cry, and showed the wrongs of Ireland in
to iawlessness, bloodshed and murder. the past, going even back to the times of
That hon. gentleman's address breathed the Reformation. Many ofthe dark pages
sedition. in the history of England were unfolded

by him, and he showed how Ireland had
SEVERAL HON. GENTLEMEN-OhOh! been tyrannizedoverandthatshe had every

justification for the discord that prevails
HON. MR. KAULBACH-Some hon. and that her present course, in redressing

gentlemen may say " Oh ! Oh !" but I am wrongs, was a proper one. Such a position
only expressing the feelings also of many does fot seem to me consistent in a
hon. gentlemen around me. My hon. gentleman who is living under the British
friend said : " Irish resentment is not to flag, and much less is it becoming in one
be wondered at" and "The union was who held, and yet holds, a high position
obnoxious." He also told us that "chang- in the affairs of this country. I shah noW
es brought about by agitation, although go over some of the reasons given by my
unconstitutional, might be approved of, hon. friend for the position he took. He
and that force sometimes was necessary." said first, that we had a right to present
My hion. friend the leader of the Govern- such an address ; but I must confess it

ient tried, I believe, to take the sting out appears to me a novel and unwise thing
of the remarks of the leader of the Oppo- for this Colony to dictate to, or even
sition, to make themn more acceptable to advise, Engiand how she should govern
us and taiked about the history and resuot her people-how the internai and domestic
and teachings of those revolutions referred affairs of Ireland should be conducted,
to by the member for Ottawa. The~ hon, or how subjects in her own country should
leader of the Opposition seemed however be deat with. It seems to me that while
to approve of the course which has been we have the right to approach the throne
pursued in Ireland and spoke strongly of by petition, as the hon, gentleman said, We
her grievances; he said that agitation should do he graciously and respectflly,
towards redressing existing evils, even if not in a spirit of dictation, and not ac-
not confined within constitutional bounds, companied by speeches of an inflammatory
even . though it assumed the position character, or presuming the existence of
of revoit or rebellion, was fot wrong. wrongs and misgovernment. In such a
It seemed he would have us believe spirit we should fot address Her MajestY
that the ends justified the meansg; his My hon. friend then said, it was the
words tended to that effect. Now, I special right of Canadians to g petitione

cannot be a party to, or endorse such ex- and referred to the American war, tO
pressions, and I believe if the Address the patriots who left the United States
goes to England, accompanied with the re- and came over here-the United Empire
marks of the leader of the Opposition, Loyaists. He said that we are to-day
showing the feelings and promptings of breathing the spirit of those men, and
that hon. gentleman, and other hon. gen- that in consequence of the sacrifices they

HON. Me. KAULBACH.
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made for their country we have a peculiar
right to approach the Throne. That is
quite true, but the United Empire Loyalists
left their homes all behind them in that
country. We all know the trials and
sacrifices those patriots made because they
would not be parties to independence and
to rebellion, because they wanted to
maintain a United Empire, to live under
the British flag; and it surely cannot be
argued or believed that their descendants
would favour an address like this-at least
I do not believe there is a single descen-
dant of the United Empire Loyalists in
this whole country who would endorse the
remarks of the hon. leader of the Opposi-
tion in this House, who instead of
endeavouring to preserve in Ireland the
glorious old flag and Constitution of
England, would from dark days of history
draw encouragement to revolt, rebellion,
anything in fact to ameliorate the imagined
wrong of Ireland,-what my hon. friend
conceives to be wrongs. My hon.
friend then went on to shew that Irish
resentment towards England is not to be
wonderedat, that the Union was obnoxious.
I am not going back to the time of the
Union, which was done and ratified by
the Irish Parliament, I think in 18o1, by
a vote of two thirds of its members.
Every country has had its dark days,
every history its dark pages from which
we can learn wisdom, but itis not for us, on
such a matter as this, to go back to rebelli-
ous times, the times.of violent struggles for
ascendency between the Protestants and
Roman Catholics of those days and fight
them over again here. They are past,
and I believe gone forever. I, for one,
shall not favour the arraying of Catholics
against Protestants as my hon. friend has
a tendency of doing in dealing with the
wrongs and probable injustices which Ire-
land has seen. Our plain duty, it seems
to me, is to rejoice in the granting to
Ireland of all the liberties which she
should enjoy under the constitution ; but
when we endeavour to secure that by in-
flaming the minds and prejudices of her
people and adding to their feeling of dis-
content, our power to help is gone and we
cease to act as loyal and peace loving
citizens. The people of the British Em-
pire, everywhere, have many blessings
and privileges unknown to most countries
and have every legitimate and constitu-
tional means of agitation-through the

press, through their representatives and
through other sources which are open to
the humblest subject-and those only
ought to be employed. I repeat, that
the hon. leader of the Opposition's
remarks in this House suggested
other means of which loyal British sub-
jects cannot approve ; he said, at least, in
effect, that any means, whether proper or
improper, constitutional or otherwise
would be justified when the end in view
was the redressing of the wrongs of Ire-
land-wrongs which, to a large extent,
I believe, exist only in imagination.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL--The
hon. gentleman who spoke (Mr. Scott) is
not here. and I really think it is not fair to
put in his mouth the sort of argument
which the hon. gentleman from Lunen-
burg (Mr. Kaulbach) is doing. He (Mr.
Scott) was merely referring to the history
of those disturbances for the benefit of
the House and was not justifying them at
all, as my hon. friend has said. The pre-
vious speaker (Mr. Scott) only pointed out
that these movements had existed, that
these events had taken place, and that
all great changes had, as a rule been pre-
ceded by great agitation and great efforts.

HON. MR. KAU LBACH-I only hope
that may be the view which the people of
this country will take after hearing that
hon. gentleman's speech, but I think the
general understanding by hon. mem-
bers of his remarks was that these wrongs
existed in Ireland, and that she was
right in or had reasons for adopting the
course which she had pursued-

HoN. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
No; I think it was said that if Ireland
had taken this course, we really ought not
to be surprised in the face of the great
difficulties that existed and had occur-
red,-that was the kind of argument, I
think.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-My hon.
friend said that unconstitutional agitation
for changes might be used and approved
of-which means rebellion and anarchy.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
No; he said it had been used.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Well; I do
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not wish to misconstrue my hon. friend's
remarks. Bnt further, he went on to say
that no degrees could be conferred upon
a certain body to which he belonged, that
it was proscribed, and he went back to
the worst days of religious intolerance to
shew the wrongs of Ireland, and her
present disadvantages-for what purpose ?

HON. MR. ALLAN-He had a perfect
right to do that.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I 'consider
he should not, in dealing with a resolution
like this, for which we should endeavor to
secure a gracious reception ; it should not
be accompanied by references to the
wrongs of Ireland, whether real or imagi-
nary, going back to past centuries. Such
a course does not conduce to the benefit
of Ireland itself, and will not commend
our resolutions to the Parliament of Great
Britain ; that is the position I take. I
must say I am surprised that my hon.
friend from Toronto (Mr. Allan) should
support the views of the leader of the
Opposition.

HON. MR. ALLAN-No, No; but I
like fair play, and I do not like words
being put into a man's mouth which I do
not think he ever uttered; at all events
not in the same sense as my hon. friend
says. That is all.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I repeat
that my hon. friend (Mr. Scott) the leader
of the Opposition went back to the Union
to show the wrongs under which Ireland
suffered; he said that an Irish Roman
Catholic had to conform to the 39 articles
of the Church of England before degrees
could be conferred upon him. And it
was not strange that intense discontent
and agitation existed. I am showing
that such statements cannot be brought
up in this House to effect any good pur-
pose. I am sure hon. gentlemen on both
sides of this House will disapprove of any
course which tends to excite religious feel-
ing among the people of this country.
The leader of the Opposition in this House
is an old parliamentarian and knows what
is the proper course, and unless he has
some ulterior purpose to serve, he might
have adduced sufficient arguments. in sup-
port of his views on this subject without
going back to history to paint the wrongs

HON. MR. KAULBACH.

reland.

in Ireland which do not exist at the pre-
sent time. Will my hon. friend (Mr.
Allan) tell me that Roman Catholics can-
not take degrees except they conform to
the 39 articles of the Church of England-
my hon. friend from Toronto surely does
not mean to say that?

HON. MR. ALLAN-Of course not.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-The hon.
leader of the Opposition here,also said there
were no colleges in Ireland to which Roman
Catholics could belong. Now we know
that Maynooth college is entirely a Roman
Catholic institution, and it is supported
by public grants, from the public revenues
of the country. He also referred to the
other colleges. I believe Dublin College
is a Protestant institution and was incor-
poratedcenturiesago-probably inthetime
of Queen Elizabeth; but there are other
colleges I believe-some three or four
Queen's Colleges-which have no tests
and which are open to men of every
denomination. A man can go in there
and take his degree without reference to
his religion; yet my hon. friend the leader
of the Opposition would let this impression
go abroad among the people of this coun-
try that the people of Ireland were in past
times, and are to-day, laboring under dis-
abilities, which I state do not exist. An
hon. gentleman behind me says that many
professors in the Queen's Co:leges are
Roman Catholics, and I must say the
leader of the Opposition on this point
went farther out of his way than I think
was at all proper or justified by facts.

HON. MR. RYAN-The Queen's Col-
leges in Ireland are not Roman Catholic
colleges.

HON. MR. ALMON-No; but I think
the professors-some of them at all
events-are Roman Catholics.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I did not
say they were Roman Catholic colleges.

HON. MR. RYAN-I did not hear the
hon. gentleman distinctly; I misunder-
stood him.

HON. ML KAULBACH-Then the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Scott) went back to
the Irish Emancipation, and to Daniel
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O'Connell. I say, in regard to the acts
and events of those times, that there was
much in his principles and actions to
admire-and whatever else may be said
of O'Connell, he was forced to be, for a
time, an agitator outside of the
constitution.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-Oh, no!

HON. SIR
whole tenor
constitution.

ALEX. CAMPBELL-His
was that he was inside the

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I say that
O'Connell endeavored to avoid agitating
improperly; his aim was not to incite
rebellion.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-He
inside the constitution.

worked

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I believe
for that he is decried by some Irishmen
of the present day, that he did not act
outside the constitution ; that he did not
encourage violence. He endeavored to
fight the difficulties of that time under and
by constitutional means and by every
legitimate means. He tried to redress the
wrongs of which the Irish people com-
plained, and he succeeded, but not in the
way which has been followed and encour-
aged at the present time. The people
there are now told " do not obey the laws
do not perform and fulfill your contracts,
do not pay your rents, etc." Now the
great object of O'Connell's agitation was
to have Ireland's wrongs righted in a spirit
of loyalty to the Crown and he succeeded
in securing municipal refors-Irish
emancipation and on the Tithe question.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I would like
to say one word though I do not wish to
interrupt the hon. gentleman. I noticed
in the papers to day a statement that Mr.
Parnell had been released from Kilmain-
ham. I would ask the hon. gentleman if
Mr. Parnell is any more loyal to-day than
he was yesterday?

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Mr. Parnell
and others were put in jail, under excep-
tional legislation, to protect the country
from their seditious language-from its
effects upon the people-to vindicate Im-
perial power and authority-to prevent

the people from murdering and committing
other crimes. As long as he and his asso
ciates kept within the Constitution, they
were not interfered with by the Government
of England ; but when they agitated in an
illegal manner, and by their manifesto
declared the people should pay no rents,
no doubt he has been made to understand
that he must cease to oppose the execu-
tion of the law ; and we may hope that,
with the release of the suspects, the days
of outrages are ended, and that they can
be liberated without danger to the peace
of the country: the prison doors have been
opened, and they are free. It must be
remembered, however, that they are not
prisoners charged with being personally
concerned in the outrages. They were
rebels against the country, and inspired
other people to revolt, though they did
not enter personally into the fray. How-
ever, England has thought fit to open his
prison door, and I am glad of it, for that
very fact is another proof that there was
and is no occasion for these resolutions.
The moment the English people heard of
our action in passing this address, we were
told in unmistakable terms to mind our own
affairs. The organ of the British Govern-
ment, the Daily News I think, said in effect
that Canada had better leave the Mother
Country to deal with its own affairs, that
England did not want to be dictated to,
but could attend to the domestic and in-
ternal affairs of Ireland without any instruc-
tions from her colonies.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-My
hon friend must bear in mind that that
was before they saw the terms ; they know
nothing in England f the various pass-
ages in the Address : they just know gene-
rally that there was an address-that is
just a newspaper paragraph.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Yes, but if
they had known of the addresses of mem-
bers of this Parliament I am afraid the
language that came across the wires would
have been still more severe. If they had
known of the remarks of the leader of the
Opposition (Mr. Scott), I fear the wires
would have told a very different
tale. As I said before I am glad
that these prisoners have been liberated,
and we know that they were not imprisoned
until the whole press of the country spoke
out against the vacillating and uncertain
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action of the Government, and their im-
prisonment under the Coercion Act,
which served an important purpose and
put violence under restraint, and rents
were better paid than in the time which
preceded their arrest. Even the Globe,
the organ of the Opposition in this coun-
try, approved of that policy of incarceration
pursued by Mr. Gladstone's Government
towards Mr. Parnell and his associates.
I am glad to know, as my hon. friend has
reminded me, that Kilmainham gaol has
been opened, and that Parnell and Dillon
and O'Kelly, members of Parliament, have
been released, and I hope when they go
bacg to the Parliament of England they
will have learned wisdom and will see that
England of itself is able, ready and willing
to remedy the wrongs of Ireland if she is
let alone and the agitators and Fenian
emissaries from the United States are
kept out of the country. I believe that
there would be no occasion for addresses
of this kind from us or from anyone else
if it were not for the Fenian organizations
in the United States. It is not the wrongs
of Ireland they look to ; it is for an op-
portunity to make an attack on England.
When they found they had not the power
to attack England, they attacked us,
who had done them no wrong. I contend
that it is through the influence of the
secret organizations iin the United States
that this agitation is kept up and en
couraged. I repeat, the wrongs of Ire.
land, if there are wrongs, should be
remedied, but it is only when there is a
prospect that it will create rebellion, oi
destroy or disturb the union with England,
that money is sent across from the United
States. I believe that many who contri
bute money to these Irish organizations
do so from motives of patriotism, and pity
for destitute Ireland and friends ai
home. I believe most of them have
been deluded, and their money is de
voted to a different purpose from wha
the givers intended. I believe that there
will be misery, distress and agitation ir
Ireland so long as these secret organization
are in operation, and agitators from th
United States, and the press and gok
of the Americans, are permitted t(
poison the minds of the people. Wg
see by the telegrams to the press to-da,
that the British Government are deter
mined to do all in their power to redres
the grievances of Ireland. Every natioi

HON. MR. KAULBACH.

has its grievances, and every nation has
its dark days, and Ireland should learn
wisdom from the troubles of the past, and
by constitutional and legitimate agitation
no doubt will obtain further concession,
and endeavor to live in harmony under
the free institutions of their country and
the flag and constitution of the Empire
We are asked how long would the
people of the different Provinces be
satisfied under a legislative union?
I ask suppose one of the Pro-
vinces desired to leave the union would
we be content ? I should say not. My
hon. friend contends that none of our
Provinces would be satisfied to have their
local affairs settled for them at Ottawa.
The hon. gentleman from Victoria said
that it would be better for British Colum-
bia if they were, and I know three Pro-
vinces down by the sea that would be
very glad if they could get rid of their
local institutions and unite them all under
one legislature. My hon. friend has talk-
ed about the manner in which the lands
were taken from the Roman Catholics of
Ireland in years gone by ; but he forgets
that it was the result of a struggle
for supremacy between the Roman
Catholics and the Protestants. That
was the condition of affairs in Eng-
land at one time, as well as in Ireland ;
sometimes the Roman Catholics were the
dominant party, and sometimes the Prot-

- estants. But these struggles have ceased,
and the hon. gentleman from Ottawa
should be the last to bring up at this day
the wrongs of past generations, and perpet-
uate feelings in this country that should
not exist. The hon. gentleman talked of
the Grand Juries, of Queen's Counsel, of
Justices of the Peace appointments, but
after all he has failed to show us any
wrongs that exist in Ireland at the present
time. He has had to go back to old times
and old prejudices, and then asks us if we

t in these provinces would be satisfied to have
all our justices of the peace appointed at

i Ottawa. For my part, I think it would be
far better if the justices of the peace were
appointed by the Dominion instead of the

1 Local Governments, because the criminal
laws are within the jurisdiction of the Fed-
eral Government. As regards grand juries

î in Ireland, the same law exists there
- that is provided for England and Scotland,
s and I am sure that if Ireland is in a proper
i condition to have municipal institutions
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there should be no objection to giving
them to her. These are all the wrongs of
Ireland that my hon. friend has been able
to lay before us, and to these wrongs he
attributes the troubles and distress of the
Irish, and asks us to pas5 an address,
couched in terrms that, to my mind, are
not justified by the condition of Ireland,
and not calculated to further the objects
that it seems to have in view. I believe,
and am very glad the hon. gentleman has
acknowledged it, that a ray of light has
fallen on Ireland, and that the British Gov-
ernment are going to àdopt a new policy
towards that country.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-Will you vote
for the Address then ?

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I am satis-
fied that I cannot do so: the more the
matter is discussed the greater is my ob-
jection to it. Instead of the renewal of
the Coercion Act, I believe that England
is going to improve the administration
of justice, so that there will be greater
protection for life and property in Ireland.
The hon. gentleman has spoken of
William Shaw M. P. being made Secretary
of State, as a rebel, or one of these home
rulers, and that he has been rewarded for
his agitation by this high appointment.
I believe thateveryloyal subjectof Her Ma-
jesty can approve of the course taken by that
gentleman. William Shaw was and may
yet be a home ruler, and may be appoint-
ed Chief Secretary, but it must be remem-
bered that he never advised the rash
course taken by Parnell and others. Mr.
Shaw was the leader of the national party
but he believed in and trusted to the
constitution of his country; he believed
that under the power of that constitution
all the wrongs of Ireland would be righted;
he did not ask for Ireland what Ireland
did not want, nor did he counsel Irishmen
to pay no rent and wrong those who
depended on the income from their
properties for an existence. I believe
that the parties in Ireland to-day who most
require aid and protection are not the
tenants but those who are deprived of
their means by the no rent cry, and those
who do pay their rents and those
of the tenant farmers who are able and
desirous to pay their rent but dare not do
it in consequence of the terrorism exer-
cised over them by the Land League-a

secret association that seems to sanction
every crime against every tenant who does
not submit to its dictation and pays rent,
-to carry out their object. I am strongly
in favor of an amendment to these reso-
lutions if they pass at all, because as they
now stand they convey a censure on the
British Government-that these suspects
have been too long in gaol and that they
should be released. The amendment
moved by my hon. friend from Prince
Edward Island was supported in a calm
reasoning manner that appealed to the in-
telligence of the House and won a great
a great deal of admiration from myself.
I approve of especially the last one in
which he says that whenever England feels
that the time has arrived that it will be no
longer necessary to keep these suspects in
prison that their liberty should be restored
to theni. I think no person can ob-
ject to that, but the resolution as it
stands now is rather an implied cen-
sure on the Government and dic-
tates to them what they should do. The
hon. gentleman who introduced these res-
olutions (Mr. Howlan) led us to believe
that everything was wrong in Ireland ;
that the Government was wrong; that the
administration of the laws was wrong ; that
the landlords were wrong; and the rent
was wrong; and I think he compared the
landlords to vultures preying on the vitals
of the country.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I quoted that
as the opinion of a Bishop of your own
church-I know that you are a high
churchman.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-That may
be, but I do not endorse it as my hon.
friend did by quoting from a book in sup-
port of his contention. I believe that
there are many more good landlords in
Ireland than bad ones,but there are men in
all communities who try to exact too much
from those who deal with them. I believe
that the position of a landlord in Ireland
is such that he is proud of his position;
that he likes to go amongst his tenants and
feel that they are happy contented and
prosperous. My hon. friend however,
would lead us to believe that they are all
of the vulture tribe who would prey on the
vitals of the country.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I cannot per-
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mit the hon. gentleman to put words in
my mouth that I did not use. I quoted
from the published utterances of the Prot-
estant Bishop of Kilkenny, and gave my
authority.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I am not
desirous of putting words in the hon. gen-
tleman's mouth, but I say that he endorsed
them. If the hon. gentleman says he does
not endorse those views, then it shows to
what shifts he was driven to make out a
case against the landlords. My hon. friend
has not shown that there are any disabili-
ties or wrongs existing in Ireland to-day
that do not exist anywhere else. The rents
of Ireland are less than they are in many
parts of England or Scotland. I take the
figures of the hon. gentleman from Quinté,
who tells us that in Ireland the rents aver-
age $3.30 per acre, in Scotland $4.75, and
in England $15, and that 36,214 persons
in Ireland own land in quantity below an
acre each. We know very well that the
land in Ireland is as good, if not better,
than it is in Scotland, and why it is that
an Irishman cannot pay as much rent as a
tenant in Scotland I cannot see, or that he
should be considered down-trodden be-
cause he is asked to pay it. The present
condition of Ireland is greatly due to the
want of education ; that, because of the
ignorance of the people they are imposed
upon by agitators. Although they come
from the same countries, and are of the
same lineage and race as the Scotch, for
some reason, I know not what, they are
quite different in their character, habits
and temperament. The Irishman prefers
to live at home in squalor, rather than go
abroad for a living; Scotchmen are more
" canny," and they will make a living any-
where ; but the generous, warm-hearted,
hospitable Irishman-and their hospitality
is unbounded-prefers poverty at home
rather than leave the land of his birth,
while his generous impulses sometimes
carry him so far that he will knock his
friend down for love. It is the impulsive
Irishman, not the cautious Scotchman,
that gets into scrapes. I believe
that the greatest remedy for Ireland
to-day would be education ; they
are far behind England or Scotland in
that respect. Of the marriages registered
in Ireland in 1876, thirty-two per cent. of
the males and thirty-seven per cent. of the
women could not write and had to make

their mark on the marriage registers; and
yet I think I heard my hon. friend from
Prince Edward Island say that in educa-
tion Ireland was not behind-hand. Now,
if my figures were right (I took them from
" the Statesman's Year Book" for i 88o,
and that is tÉe proportion of ignorance
among the marriageable class in 1876) what
must yet be amongst that part of the po-
pulation more advanced in years ? It
certainly must have been greater, a much
larger proportion must have been laboring
under the same disability, a want of educa-
tion. But I believe that Ireland's condi-
tion is being rapidly improved and ame-
liorated ; education is advancing rapidly ;
the farm labouring classes are fast taking
advantage of the present school system,
and the youth of the country generally
are becoming educated and thereby the
condition of Ireland will soon be changed.
The people will read and think for them-
selves and will no longer be swayed into
discontent and trouble by the appeals of
agitators to the past wrongs of Ireland,
such wrongs as we have heard on the floor
of this House to-day. The day is coming
if not present now when the parish or
village letter writer will be no longerknown
or required in Ireland ; when Irishmen
can read and write for themselves ; when
they will at least gradually become owners
of the soil and have a greater voice not only
in the management oftheir own local affairs,
but in the legislation of their country-and
leavenoroomfor the mischievous agitators,
and social revolution will no longer exist,
but peace and order permanently prevail.
Lord Salisbury, the leader of the Great
Conservative party, at a banquet at Liver-
pool lately, said in the course of his speech:

"If you wish to establish peace and con-
tentment in Ireland you must do your best to
bring the ownership of land again into single
han ds. You will see that I am referring to
the proposal-notice of which bas been given
by my distinguished friend, Mr. Wi iain
Henry Snith-for increasing those powers
under which the Commisesioners can now act
for enabling Irish tenants to become, with
perfect fairness and justice to their present
andlords, themselves the owners of their

lands. In order to get rid of this social revolu-
tion and to restore the Conservative instincts
of society in Ireland, your effort must be,
instead of giving concessions to agitation, to
provide the population of Ireland with motives
for resisting change. I do not know whether
it will conciliate hem or not. That is not the
point to which I am looking; but I know it
will make them the defenders of the rights of

HON. MR. HOWLAN.
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,property, and as defenders of the rights of
property restorers of that which wili free us
from the .danger of social revolution which
from the highestquartershas been threatened."

The great Fox long ago said that he
was ready to give to Ireland all reasonable
rights and liberties and thus leave no room
for the agitator. These are the principles
of the Conservative party-to restore con-
servative instincts among the Irish people
and provide them with motives to resist
agitation and change, and the Conserva-
tive leaders have further intimated that the
State should buy out the landlords on a
basis of 21 years rent-judicial rent which
is about 25 per cent less than rates here-
tofore charged-thus removinglandlordism
and creating a peasant proprietorship.
This no doubt has alarmed Gladstone
and compelled him to some extent
to change his uncertain and vacillat-
ing policy. That is the spirit of the
Conservative party-as far as possible to
do justice to the landlords, and to give the
Irish tenants rights to the soil. I would
go as far as any man to let them have
that-to protect them in their homes, and
I consider it the only, or at least the best
way, to ameliorate the condition of the
Island. But Ireland can never obtain this
through agitation, violence, and bloodshed.
She never can get it through Fenian in-
spiration: she can only secure it by con-
stitutional measures. What did the member
for Tipperary (Mr. Smith) say? On the
2oth April last he remarked, "we must
denounce the Land League," and he de-
clared "until that conspiracy is demolished
Ireland can never know peace." Mr. Smith
declares that the Land League is the only
trouble, and until it is subdued there can
be no prosperity for Ireland. Thousands
upon thousands of dollars have been drag-
ged from the poor Irish people on this con-
tinent to keep up that agitation, and those
whose dupes they are know that when the
agitation ceases their occupation will be
gone. I hope the timewill come ere long when
every man in Ireland will feel that he has
a right in the soil, and when the Govern-
ment will see that the best way to rule
Ireland is not by the terror of arms but
by righting wrongs and protecting all
classes, not by the might, but by the
conciliatory power of the Empire.

HON. MR. POWER-Hear, Hear.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-My hon.

friend says hear, hear-I will turn to his
speech now.

HON. MR. POWER-I take it back.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I do not
feel inclined to let him pass since he has
drawn my attention to him. My* hon.
friend (Mr. Howlan) who moved the
resolutions took us back, the same way
as the leader of the Opposition, to the
events of the past centuries. He spoke
of the troubles in the seventeenth century
-1688-and the English Revolutionists.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I never men-
tioned anything of the kind.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-My hon.
friend certainly referred to those times
and to the rebellion in France in 1776.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I never refer-
red to the rebellion in France, or any
where else.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-It must
have been the hon. member for Halifax
(Mr. Power)-I have the remark down in
My notes.

HON. MR. POWER-I never spoke a
word about it.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I under-
stood that the hon. member from Prince
Edward Island (Mr. Howlan) took the
ground that these rebellions had resulted
in benefit to the nations.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I state most
positively that I never made use of any
such expressions.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-Somebody
said it in this debate-I took it down at
the time. However as my hon. friend
from Halifax assures us that he did not
take that ground I shall say nothing more
about it; but I believe it was either the
one gentleman or the other.

HoN. MR. TRUDEL-He had it in his
mind.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Yes; no
doubt they both had it in their minds. I
shall now refer to the speech of my hon.
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friend from Halifax. He went back to
the distress in Ireland for one hundred
years, and referred to the speech made
in another place, mentioning the leader
of the Opposition in that House. He
extolled the eloquence and force of that
speech, and said he might as well paint
the lily as endeavor to equal it. I believe
that speech was a censure upon the Gov-
ernment and Parliament ;of England, and
will have a great tendency, accompanied
by the speech of the hon. member from
Halifax, to prevent these resolutions, if
they do go home, from meeting with that
courteous reception which an address
from this Parliament should receive from
the Government and Parliament of Eng-
land. My hon. friend took a position
which I think was not justified under the
resolution and subject before us. He said
that the poverty which prevailed in Ire-
land was due to the land tenure and the
exorbitant rents exacted from tenants. The
hon. gentleman went so far as to say that up
to 1830 it was no great crime to shoot an
Irishman. I do not believe that such has
been the feeling in England. Britain
watches over her subjects, and jealously
guards life, liberty and property, and does
not desire that any of her subjects should
entertain any such feelings. The hon.
gentleman said that England was luke-
warm and indifferent to the wrongs of
Ireland, and showed supineness in apply-
ing needful remelies; that she did not
understand Ireland, and that he and those
who concur in his views in Canada knew
more about the condition of affairs in
Ireland than the British Parliament, or
even the people of Ireland themselves.

HON. MR. POWER-I beg the hon.
gentleman's pardon; I never made any
such statement as that.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-My hon.
friend said that England was ignorant of
the wants of Ireland, and of the country,
and wishes of its people.

HON. MR. POWER-Yes, I said that.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Now, I can-
not believe that a greater stigma or
reproach can be cast upon the intelligence
of the people of England, its statesmen
and rulers, than to tell them that they are
ignorant of the condition of affairs in the

sister isle. Itis preposterous andpresumptu-
ous to suppose that such a thing is possible,
and yet more presumptious that we should
dictate to the Imperial Parliament as to
the manner in which Ireland should be
governed. The hon. member, in such terms
as these, and with such reasoning, asks
.the Senate to adopt this Address. During
all these times to which the hon. gentle-
man referred, and when, according to his
account, it was most oppressed-between
i8oi and 1846-Ireland increased in
wealth and population. After 1846, the
decrease was as rapid and continuous as
the increase had been prior to that date.
My hon. friend from Belleville (Mr. Read)
has alluded to some of the probable causes
of all this, and it may have been, as he
says, the result of free-trade. Up to 1846,
-while the population was increasing,-
a protective policy to the industries of the
country had prevailed ; but in that year
free-trade was adopted, and many products
of the soil and dairy, which had previously
been protected and furnished by Ireland,
were imported into England from France.
My hon. friend from Belleville has referred
to the remarkable fact that in i88o the
eggs and butter imported into the British
Isles from France exceeded in value the
wines and brandies by over two millions
of dollars.

HoN. MR. POWER-Does my hon.
friend attribute the potato disease to free
trade ?

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I presume
my friend refers to the famine in Ireland:
but, I repeat, between 18o1 and 1846 the
population of Ireland increased by three
millions, and that since 1846 there has
been a decrease of three millions. In the
former period the increase took place not-
withstanding all the oppression and wrongs
which, according to the hon. gentleman's
account, the Irish people suffered, and
that a protective policy prevailed ; that
since 1846, notwithstanding the rights àb-
tained by O'Connell previously, there has
been a continuous decrease, notwithstand-
ing the legislation referred to, which had
been passed to remedy the evils com-
plained of, and that this decrease has at
least attended the operation of the policy of
free trade. Factories they have none of
much account, excepting flax. I will not
say whether the poverty and distress in

HON. MR. KAULBACH.
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Ireland are most due to other causes, and
to the fact that life and property are not
safe there, that people will not invest their
money in a country where agitation exists
continually,and life and property are in d-n-
ger. That is a subject for variety of opinion.
I believe that if the Irish people felt
that the land of the island was their own,
and would properly cultivate it, it would be
made to produce a great deal more than
it does. It is a fruitful soil, capable of
producing every thing except the finer
kinds of wheat, and if the Irish people had
a direct interest in the land, and would
adopt a proper system of rotation of crops
they would soon furnish the English mar-
ket with many of the products of the
dairy, and the cereals which are now im-
ported from other countries, and especially'
from France ; but this can never take
place until the Irish are taught in a differ-
ent school from that in which most of
them have been trained. My hon. friend
from Halifax (Mr. Power) talked of Home
Rule for Ireland. I doubt if the majority
of the people do in reality want it. I do not
believe that the country at present is in a
fit condition for self government. Until
it ceases to be controlled by agita-
tors, and until its people are
educted and prove that they
can maintain and support the laws of the
land, they cannot be entrusted with self-
government. Let England once feel that it
would be astrengthtothe Empire togiveher
the right of local self-government, in some
such manner as we possess in our several
provinces, and it would gladly be given.
England's desire is and must be that peace
and prosperity should prevail everywhere
throughout the Empire-that everywhere
her banner floats liberty and happiness
should dwell. England and the Parlia-
ment of England, is in a position to rightly
understand what the evils or wrongs of
Ireland are, and how they should be re-
dressed, but the British nation will never
consent to the disintegration of the Em-
pire, which is the policy of the agitators who
seek a separate government for Ireland : on
the contrary, England desires to draw her
colonies closer to her, and to consolidate
the power of the Empire. My hon. friend
from Halifax referred to the famine in
Ireland, and asserted that there was
a want of feeling in Great Bri-
tain towards the distress which
prevailed in that country in those days.

Such assertions tend to no good, and I
believe they are contrary to the truth. I
I do not believe them. Hon. gentlemen
everywhere around me will support my
assertion that no portion of the people of
the country, England or Scotland, felt
anything but sympathy and sorrow for the
suffering population of the neighboring
island. Did not England in every way
render assistance ? Private contributions
were poured into the lap of Ireland and
the public exchequer was opened to re-
lieve her wants. From the colonies and
other parts of the world assistance was
given to save the destitute and starving
people. My hon. friend is wrong when
he says that England looked with indiff-
erence on the distress in Ireland, and his
remarks were only calculated to foment
discord and bad feelings and to alienate
the Irish people from the Empire-to
make them feel that they are not an integ-
ral portion of the British Empire and
people. Such a policy is calculated to do
great harm, and to keep alive the feuds
and discords of the past which should be
buried in oblivion. Such speeches deliv-
ered in this House, or outside of it, in-
stead of ameliorating the condition of the
Irish people, only tend to aggravate their
wrongs if any do exist.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-There are
some wrongs then?

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I said if
any wrongs exist. As regards the condi-
tion of Ireland I shall say nothing more,
but in reply to the last remark of my hon.
friend (Mr. Howlan) I say that there- are
some grievous wrongs in Ireland, as was
clearly shown by Earl Spencer the present
Viceroy or Lord Lieutenant of Ireland,
when he moved the Coercion Act in the
House of Lords in 1881. In moving the
second reading of the Protection of Pro-
perty Bill, he showed us the condition of
Ireland at that Lime; he showed that of
2,300 cases of agrarian offences committed
in 188o only 86 were followed by convic-
tions ; he showed the necessity for this
law, and the difficulty of administering
justice in such a country was shown by
the large number of crimes and the small
number of convictions. As long as this
state of affairs continues " there are some
wrongs there,"-wrongs endangering the
life and property of Her Majesty's loving
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and law-abiding subjects. There must be
better protection for life and property !
As long as this agitation continues and
secret societies exist, maintained by funds
supplied by the enemies of England,
Ireland can never be trusted with self-
government. We, as British subjects,
who feel the blessings of liberty and peace,
and know that compulsion is alien to the
spirit and genius of the British constitu-
tion, can well believe that constitutional
means in a spirit of conciliation, without
the aid of physical force, or the power of
the Empire. will tend to relieve Ireland
from distress, crime and misery. We in
Canada differ very much, I believe, in
opinion as to the best mode of managing
the internal and domestic affairs of un-
happy Ireland, and we should not speak
in a spirit of dictation in advising the Im-
perial Government as to what its policy
should be. Yet, we can express a hope
that under wise counsels the blessings
we Canadians enjoy, of peace, prosperity
and happiness under the British flag, may
be extended to every part of Ireland, and
that under that old British flag and equi-
table and just laws wisely administered,
Ireland may soon become peaceful, happy
and contented.

HON. MR. ALLAN-The hon. mem-
ber from Lunenburg (Mr. Kaulbach)
said at the commencement of his speech
that he did not see how any descendant of
a United Empire Loyalist could join in an
address such as we are asked to concur
in to-day. Now I think I can boast of
having as much United Empire Loyalist
blood in my veins as any hon. member in
this House, and yet there is nothing in the
whole spirit and tenor of this address that
I do not thoroughly and heartly concur in.
The hon. member said that the address
was conceived in a spirit of meddlesome
dictation, and that the presentation of it
to Her Majesty would be simply going
out of our way to dictate to the Queen
and the Imperial Government what
they should do in matters in which we
have no concern whatever. I fail to find
throughout the address one single para-
graph which could possibly be construed
into anything. like dictation. Again, it
has been asserted by another hon. gentle-
man, who spoke in the early part of the
debate, that this address implied that
every ill which Ireland suffered under was

HON. MR KAULBACH.

to be laid to the door of England. Now
hon. gentlemen what is there in the lan-
guage of this address that implies
even the faintest shadow of such
an imputation? Not one word, as I read
it. Again, fault has been found with the
Address because it contains no condem-
nation of the agrarian outrages and crimes
and many unhappy occurrences which
have stained the history of Ireland for
some years past, and further it has been
implied, if not absolutely suggested, by
the remarks of the hon. member from
Lunenburg that by joining in this Address
we, were, impliedly sanctioning the unlaw-
ful practices, the illegal agitation, the vio-
lations of law and order which have un-
happily prevailed in Ireland during the
last few years.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I said if
the Address were accompanied by the
remarks of the leader of the Opposition,
instead of doing any good it would have
a contrary effect.

HON. MR. ALLAN-I think every one
within the sound of my voice holds but
one opinion with regard to all the outrages
and crimes which have occurred in that
unhappy Island for many years past. I
go further and say that I do believe that
scarcely in all Canada could a solitary
•person be found who does not unequivo
callycondemn these offfences, and therefore
I cannot conceive, when we are all per-
fectly agreed, when there never has
been but one opinion in regard to
this matter throughout the whole com-
munity why it should be necessary to
import any statement in reference to these
offences into this address. I think the total
absence of any allusion to those agrarian
outrages and unlawful proceedings is the
very best proof that we could not con-
ceive it possible that any other idea but
that of the strongest condemnation could
be entertained by any one joining in the
presentation of this address ta the Queen
and the Imperial authorities. But my
hon. friend said, just now in explanation,
that he did not mean to say that by join-
ing in this address we impliedly sanctioned
all that has been taking place in Ireland,
but that the address being accompanied
by the speeches of hon. gentlemen in
this House, and I suppose of hon. gentle-
men in the other House, would give some

558 Irelandt.Afaire in



[MÂT 3, 1882.]

colour to such an idea and would do more
harm than good. Now, I was exceed-
ingly glad to hear the hon. leader of the
Government speak in the terms he did of
the seeches of the gentlemen who moved
and seconded this address in this House,
and I most heartily endorse every word
he said about them. I do not think it
would have been possible for any subject
of this kind to have been introduced by
two Irishmen, with all the warm, impulsive
feelings which we know characterize their
nature, and with the deep sympathy they
must necessarily have for the sufferings
and misfortunes of their countrymen,-in
more temperate and moderate language
than that employed by both hon. gentle-
men. As to the remarks which my
hon. friend from Lunenburg made
and which, he will excuse me if
I say, were not altogether fair, in ref-
erence to the speech of my hon. friend
the leader of the House in the late Gov-
ernment-I see he is now in his place,
and it perhaps does not become me to
attempt his defence when he is presetit-
but I will say this, the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Scott) simply stated certain histori-
cal facts, and he did that in answer to
some speeches which have been made
since this Address has been the subject of
debate before this House, in which hon.
gentlemen sought to prove that Ireland
had no wrongs to complain of at all, ex-
cept those of her own making. Now, I
cannot conceive it possible that any un-
prejudiced man, who has read history at
all, could stand up in this Chamber and
say that Ireland has never suffered from
mis-government, has never had any wrongs
to complain of-that there have never at
any time in her past history been unjust
and oppressive class distinctions and relig-
ious proscriptions. As I understand the
language of the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Scott) all he endeavored to show was that
these things did once exist, and that all
those bitter feelings which now unhappily
prevail, and which have more or less
alienated one of the noblest divisions of
the British family from the rest of their
fellow subjects, have been the outcome of
the wrongs of years gone by when these
things did obtain, and when these griev-
ances complained of did exist. That is
what I understand my hon. friend to en-
deavor to prove, and in saying that he did
not for one moment assert that he either

justified acts of violence which all ,of
us condemn, or offences against law
and order which may have been commit-
ted dvring periods of revolution.

HON. MR. MACDONALD-Yes he
did. In my remarks I counselled peace
instead of agitation. I was taken to task
for doing so, and for advising peace and
quietness in Ireland.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Not certainly by
me.

HON. MR. MACDONALD-Yes, by
the hon. gentleman.

HON. MR. SCOTT-The hon. gentle-
man entirely misapprehended mylanguage.
I am not conscious of having counselled
dissension. On the contrary, I condemned
anything like violation of the law. But I
was pointing out, not alone in the case of
Ireland, but in the case of other countries,
how discontent was produced, and what
it resulted in.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I under-
stood my hon. friend to say that great
ameliorations had been brought about in
many countries by agitation-agitation not
within the constitution, but often rebellion.
He cited the mutiny in India, the rebel-
lion in Canada, and other instances, and
from those drew the inference that the
wrongs of Ireland could be redressed in
the same way.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I thought I was
very plain indeed 'in the line of my argu-
ment I pointed out that ameliorations
effected in the ordinary course of constitu-
tional agitation had been brought about
slowly, but when secured by violence had
been accomplished rapidly. I did not
approve of violence, but I cited facts, and
I brought home to the inemory of every
hon gentleman the results of rebellion in
Canada. I did not myself approve of
that rebellion. I was too young at tlie
time to take an active part in it, but all
my own family were on the side of the
loyalists. That, however, does not make
me indifferent to what was transpiring at
the time and the consequences cf that
rebellion.

HON. MR. ALLAN-No one will accuse

559Afaira in Ireland.



[SENATE.]

me of anything like sympathy with rebel-
lion. I was a boy at school when the rebel-
lion broke out in Canada, and left school
and shouldered myrifle for a yearand a half
in support "of law and order " and there-
fore I am not inclined to sympathise with
revolution but I did feel it to be only fair
when my hon. friend from Ottawa was not
in his place to state what my impressions
were as to the language of his speech in
reply to the attack made upon him by my
hon. friend from Lunenberg. In some
other of the speeches delivered in the
early part of this debate attempts
were also made to show that there were
really no grievances in Ireland which were
not entirely the fault of their own people
that Irishmen were improvident and un-
thrifty-that they drank too much whiskey!
-and did many other things which, if
they would only avoid, they might be a
contented and a happy people. That this
may be, to some extent, I do not deny ;
but no one supposes for a moment that
these things are the sole causes of Irish
misery and discontent, or can of them-
selves account for the existence of those
strong and bitter feelings of irritation, and
aversion to British rule, which have been
occasioned by, and, as I said before, are
the natural outcome of years gone by,
when, unfortunately, there were class dis-
tinctions, proscription and misgovernment,
which no longer exist. On the other hand,
because we join in such an address as this,
it does not mean that we are not thoroughly
aware of the fact that England has nobly
striven, for years and years past, to do her
duty towards Ireland, and if, unfortunately,
her statesmen have not always compre
hended the best mode of dealing with that
country, that has been their misfortune,
but certainly not their fault. No one can
deny what the hon. member from Lunen-
burg has said about English generosity,
and the desire of England in Ireland's
calamities to afford her all possible relief.
Nobody can deny that the great problem
which has occupied the attention of Eng-
lish statesmen for many years past has
been how to render Ireland happy and
contented.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-It was de-
nied by the hon. member for Halifax.

HoN. MR. ALLAN-I think not; but
I leave the hon. gentleman to answer for

HoN. MR. ALLAN.

himself. We may put that to one side at
once, and admit what nobody can deny,
that in the past Ireland suffered a great
many wrongs, and that the present diffi-
culties which surround the administration
of Government in that country are due, in
a great measure, to what took place in
former years ; that English statesmen of
all parties have been long striving to re-
dress Ireland's wrôngs and to render her
prosperous and contented ; and that the
Parliament do not in any way, or in
the slightest degree, by this Address,
approve of, or condone the disorders
which have prevailed, or the illegal agita-
tion, which has unhappily been resorted to
by misguided men in that unfortunate
country. It has been asserted further
in respect to this Address, by one
of the speakers in the early part
of the debate-I think I quote the
words correctly-if I do not I am quite
willing to be corrected-that the passage of
this address was a mere " electioneering
dodge on the part of the House of Com-
mons." That is a pretty serious charge to
make-that nearly two hundred gentlemen
in the House of Commons, of both parties,
would combine together and draw up an
address to be laid at the foot of the
Throne, simply to serve electioneering
purposes in Canada; and again it was said,
I think by the same speaker, that in the
Senate we are far removed from the at-
mosphere of the House of Commons, that
we are not dependent in the same way
upon the votes of the people, and we
should not therefore be a party toseconding
this address. A great deal too was said, by
another speaker, and said with some
force, about the old proverb of "minding
one's own business." That is a
very excellent rule, and no doubt
if it were more acted on in the world
matters would go more smoothly every
where, and even in this House at times.
But there is such a thing as carrying the
principle of minding one's own business
to an extreme, and of our becoming so
selfishly wrapped up in ourselves that we
have no sympathy for the troubles or mis-
fortunes of others, and I should exceed-
ingly regret if ever the time did arrive
when the Senate of Canada will not always
be ready to join with their fellow-subjects
in the House of Commons in response to
any appeal that is made to us for the
expression of our sympathy in the misfor-
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tunes or distress of any portion of Her
Majesty's sub ects. Lastly a good deal
has been said about impertinent meddling
with Imperial affairs, which this Address
involves, and special reference has been
made in connection with that to the clause
in which the suggestion is contained
with regard to granting some sort of self-
government to Ireland, such as the
different Provinces here possess over their
own affairs. If hon. gentlemen would
look at the wording of that paragraph,
they would find that there is nothing dis-
respectful or dictatorial in it ; that it
simply sets forth the fact that we in this
country, thongh a people of different
religions and different races, have, under
that system of self-government, managed
to live together happily, and that we are a
contented and prosperous people. All
that we do suggest in that paragraph is,
that peradventure if the saine system were
applied to Ireland, it might be found to
work well there, and we merely offer the
suggestion by saying, in reference to such
local self-government, that we "would ven-
ture to express a hope that if consistent
with the integrity and well-being of the
Empire, and if the rights and status of
the minority are fully protected and
secured, some means may be found of
meeting the expressed desire of so many
of Your Irish subjects in that regard."
Now, is there any thing in this paragraph
more than the mere suggestion, and that
couched, I think, in the most respectful
terms in which it could well be expressed ?

I hope, therefore, hon. gentlemen, that
not only will the hon. gentleman from
Prince Edward Island not persevere in
his amendment, but that on the main
motion the House may be unanimous,
or, at all events, that the Address will be
carried by so large a majority as to shew
that although we in this Senate do not
depend upon the votes of the people for
our seats here, our sympathies are as
strong, and we feel as deep and strong an
interest as do the members of the other
branch of Parliament in all that concerns
the happiness and well-being of our fellow-
subjects in every part of Her Majesty's
wide dominions.

HON. MR.TRUDEL-My desire would
be to leave you under the favorable im-
pression created by the eloquent and judic-
lous speech of the hon. gentleman who

has just sat down. Moreover, after the
expression of the noble sentiments and
eloquent speeches made by the Ieader of
the Government and the leader of the
Opposition, there is very little left for me
to say on this question, but I think that on
a question of such importance it Is desir-
able that not only should both Houses of
Parliament join in the Address before us,
but that the sentiments in favor of the
resolutions should be expressed in both of
the official languages of this Dominion,
and therefore claim the privilege of saying
a few words in French : I will say a very few
words on account of theverylimited attend-
ance of those who understand the language.

HONORABLES MESSIEURS-La présen:
tation de cette adresse doit être considerée
comme une bonne fortune pour nous, non
seulement parce qu'élle nous fournit une
occasion d'exprimer nos vives sympathies
pour nos concitoyens irlandais et leur
venir en aide, continuant ainsi les tra-
ditions de notre race sur ce continent,
mais parceque la présentation de cette
adresse est un de ces événements heureux
qui permet à la population entière de la
Puissance du Canada, quelque différente
que soient ses origines, ses sentiments re-
ligieux et nationaux, ses lois et ses cou-
tumes de s'unir dans un sentiment de com-
mune sympathie pour une portion de nos
frères malheureux. Oui messieurs, il est
bon que de temps à autre, il nous soit per-
mis d'oublier nos divisions, politiques et
autres, pour nous réunir sur le terrain
d'une commune fraternité et nous y don-
ner la main.

Le but principal de cette pétition à Sa
Majesté est de replacer l'Irlande sous un
système politique qu'un célèbre homme
d'Etat anglais, Edmund Btirke, appelait
"l'ancienne loi commune de l'Europe ;"
car, les institutions qui nous régissent ne
sont autre chose, et c'est à certains Etats
du continent, où elles existaient sous une
forme un peu différente, que l'Angleterre
les a empruntées, ainsi que le reconnaît le
célèbre homme d'Etat auquel je viens de
faire allusion. Il ne peut donc y avoir
d'opposition à l'adoption du principe
même de ces résolutions. Et je ne puis
cacher l'étonnement dont j'ai été frappé
en entendant quelques voix dissidentes
venir briser l'harmonie qui, je le croyais
du moins, existait sur cette question d'un
bout à l'autre de la Confédération. Com-
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ment se fait-il, en effet, qu'une adresse
conçue dans des teimes si humbles et si
respectueux, rédigée de manière à ne
pouvoir blesser les susceptibilités, même
les préjugés de personne, comment se
fait-il, dis-je, que cette adresse rencontre
de l'opposition chez quelqu'un de nos
honorables collègues?

Honorables messieurs, que demandons
nous à Sa Majesté par cette adresse ? En,
présentant cette pétition n'usons nous pas,
avec justice et modération, de ce droit
sacré, conservé à tout sujet de l'Empire
britannique, de porter sa supplique aux
pieds de sa souveraine. Je crois pouvoir
résumer sous ces trois chefs, tout le con-
tenu de cette adresse : i. Nous faisons
une demande dans l'intérêt du Canada;
nous constatons quelque chose qui est
défavorable à la prospérité de notre pays;
nous exprimons le désir de voir disparaître
certains obstacles qui s'opposent à ses
progrès; nous constatons, comme l'a dit
l'honorable ministre de la Justice et autres
honorables messieurs, des faits qui sont
du domaine de l'histoire, des faits évi-
dents, savoir : que l'émigration irlandaise
est détournée du Canada par l'animosité
qu'elle nourrit contre l'Angleterre et la
répulsion qu'elle éprouve à vivre sous son
gouvernement. Et pourtant, de quelle
prix ne serait pas pour nous une telle émi-
gration, pour nous aider à peupler notre
magnifique pays ; une telle émigration
deviendrait ainsi une grande force au lieu
d'être une cause de faiblesse pour le
glorieux empire britannique.

Nous constatons que, dans le Canada,
les Irlandais comptent parmi les sujets
les plus loyaux, les plus heureux et les plus
devoués de Sa Majesté. Nous démon-
trons l'avantage qui résulterait pour la
Puissance du Canada et pour l'empire
entier, d'assurer à ce pays le précieux con-
cours de ceux des sujets irlandais de Sa
Majesté qui seraient disposés à quitter leur
pays natal. Nous travaillons à faire dis-
paraître les obstacles qui sont la cause que
le grand nombre de ces sujets irlandais se
sont établis à l'étranger au lieu de venir
ici, par l'aversion qu'ils nourrissent
contre le gouvernement impérial. En
agissant ainsi ne travaillons-nous pas dans
l'intérêt de notre pays ? Il est donc
inexact de dire que cette adresse est une
intervention indue dans des affaires qui
ne nous régardent pas.

Un homme d'Etat remarquable a dit

HON. MR. TRUDEL,

que ce qui a fait les Etats-Unis, ce pays
de progrès matériels extraordinaires, ce
peuple merveilleux, a certains points de
vue, c'est moins les avantages exception-
nels de son sol et de son climat, c'est
moins l'industrie de ses habitants que
l'émigration.

Or, nous représentons respectueusement
à Sa Majesté que le Canada et ses habi-
tants ont prospéré grandement sous un
régime fédéral qui laisse à chacune des
provinces de la Puissance des pouvoirs
étendus pour se gouverner elles-mêmes.
Et considérant que le mécontentement
existant parmi les sujets irlandais de Sa
Majesté vient en grande partie de ce
qu'ils n'obtiennent pas du gouvernement
impérial toute l'attention qu'ils méritent,
et qu'ils aspirent au droit de conduire
eux-mêmes leurs affaires, nous demandons
pour l'Irlande de semblables institutions
ou plutôt nous ne demandons pas mêmes,
nous insinuons délicatement au gouverne-
ment de Sa Majesté que si l'Irlande possé-
dait un gouvernement autonome, nous
croyons que ce pays déviendrait un élé-
ment de force pour l'empire britannique,
que le sujet irlandais serait aussi fier de
se dire sujet de cet empire, qu'il profes-
serait le même respect pour son gouverne-
ment et pour son drapeau, la même con-
fiance dans sa justice, le même dévoumeni
et la même affection que ressentent les
loyaux sujets de Sa Majesté en Canada.
Nous croyons même que sinon le sou-
venir de ses malheurs séculaires, du moins
l'amertume qu'il en ressent disparaîtrait à
jamais.

En seco d lieu, nous exprimons notre
demande c oyant que la réalisation de nos
désirs serait non-seulement avantageuse
pour le Canada mais encore pour l'Angle-
terre. Il est en effet d'un intérêt majeur
pour l'empire que les misères qui, depuis
trois siècles, oppriment le peuple irlandais
aient enfin un terme. Les statistiques
établissent que durant les dernières déca-
des au-delà de 3,ooo,ooo d'irlandais ont
laissé le sol de leur patrie pour émigrer
aux Etats-Unis. En laissant exister les
principales causes de désaffection qui ont
améné cette émigration, l'on peut dire que
l'Angleterre s'est fait 3,ooo,ooo d'ennemis
qui aujourd'hui nourrissent l'idée de ven-
ger leur patrie. Tandis que, si l'Angle-
terre eut pris les moyens de diriger au
Canada et de garder sous son allégéance
ces 3,ooo,ooo de sujets, elle aurait aujour-
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d'hui pour la défense de son drapeau
3,000,000 de cœurs aussi loyaux, aussi
prêts à se dévouer pour leur souveraine
que le sont nos concitoyens irlandais du
Canada.

Oui, au lieu de millions d'ennemis qui
troublent son repos et menacent sa supré-
matie, ce serait autant de millions de bras
prêts à se lever pour la défense de leur
commune patrie. C'est donc dans l'intérêt
bien entendu de l'Angleterre que nous
pétitionnons dans le sens de l'adresse.

Je n'ai pas été surpris d'entendre l'ho-
norable Ministre de la Justice et d'autres
honorables membres de cette Chambre
reconnaître les griefs séculaires de l'Irlan-
de et exprimer le désir de les faire cesser.
Dieu merci ! nous avons, en Canada com
me en Angleterre des hommes d'Etat aux
idées assez larges pour reconnaître que
la vérité a des droits supérieurs aux pré-
jugés nationnaux, pour déplorer les torts
de l'Angleterre vis-à-vis l'Irlande et pour
travailler énergiquement à les faire dis-
paraître.

Je dis en Canada comme en Angleterre,
car il n'y a que quelques semaines que j'ai
eu loccassion de causer sur le sujet avec
plusieurs hommes distingués de l'Empire
britannique.

Tous s'accordent à reconnaître et à dé-
plorer les malheurs de l'Irlande. Et s'ils
ne les reconnaisaient ; s'ils voulaient
recommancer le long procès qui se débat,
depuis si longtemps, entre l'Irlande et
leur patrie, on leur répondrait que déjà
depuis longtemps l'Europe entière, tout
le monde civilisé, se sont constitué en jury
et ont prononcé sur les grefs de l'Irlande
un verdict que l'histoire a enregistré.

Mais ils les reconnaissent. Et pour
eux, la seule difficulté, c'est d'appliquer
un remède pratique. L'on comprend faci-
lement que des siècles d'oppression ont
emplanté dans le sol de l'Irlande des abus
qui ont poussé des racines bien profondes.
Aujôurd'hui, il est difficile de les déraciner
sans affecter sérieusement l'ordre social,
sans ébranler les fondements de l'Etat,
sans mettre en dangèr, par exemple, l'au-
torité et la propriété : ces bases princi-
pales de l'ordre social. Ce que nous
demandons n'est donc que ce que désirent
eux-même les plus grands patriotes de
l'Angleterre ; et nous aurons rendu un
grand service à notre métropole, si nous
contribuons à faire disparaître le sombre
nuage qui depuis tant d'années voilent les

plus beaux rayons de la gloire britannique,
obscurrcissent ce qu'il y a de plus brillant
dans cet empire dont un de nos collègues
(M. Read) nous a fait un tableau si sédui-
sant :

3°. Nous demandons pour l'Irlande un
gouvernement autonome. Il me parait
également dans l'intérêt de l'empire bri-
tannique d'accorder à l'Irlande le self-gov-
ernment, le gouvernement des Irlandais
par les Irlandais. En celà nous ne deman-
dons rien de trop, car demander le gou-
vernement de l'Irlande par l'Irlande, c'est
demander rien de plus que l'application
même de la constitution britannique, dont
le premier principe est : " le' gouverne-
ment du pays par le pays." Le gouverne-
ment britannique mû par une ambition,
louable peut-être, a voulu s'agrandir en
s'incorporant l'Irlande et en assimilant les
lois et coutumes de ce dernier pays aux
siennes. Mais nous voyons, après trois
siècles, que cette assimilation n'a pu s'opé-
rer. Et quand j'entends dire, par quelques
honorables messieurs, qu'ils ne voient pas
pourquoi l'Irlande serait mise dans une
position politique différente des autres
parties du royaume, et qui doutent même
de l'existen de véritables griefs, je ne
puis m'empêôier de penser à cette his-
toire de Procus, ce fameux chef de bri-
gands, qui réduisait tous les hommes à la
même mesure. Il les asséjuttissait sur un
lit de fer et ceux qui n'étaient pas de lon-
gueur voulue il les étirait pour leur donner
la grandeur nécessaire, tandis que ceux qui
étaient trop longs il les coupait et les
réduissait ainsi à la mesure requise.

Naturellement, je ne veux pas comparer
la politique anglaise à ce lit de Procus ;
mais il y a une grande analogie entre

,l'acte de Procus et celui de certains poli-
tiques qui ne tiennent nullement compte
du caractère, des sentiments, des principes,
des aspirations, même des préjugés d'un
peuple, et qui veulent lui adapter des insti-
tutions politiques qui ne sont pas faites
pour lui et que tout en lui répudie éner-
giquement. Il est impossible de faire
perdre son individualité nationale à un
peuple et de lui appliquer un mode de
gouvernement qui ne lui est pas naturel.
Les lois sont faites d'après le tempéramment
d'un peuple et non le peuple d'après les
dispositions des lois. Qu'arriverait-il, si
nous voulions discuter cette question de
la manière dont·l'ont fait les adversaires
de l'adresse ? Nous n'aurions qu'à faire
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revivre ici tous les griefs de chaque partie
et à renouveler les malheureuses luttes
que nous déplorons. C'est ce que les
moteurs de l'adresse ont eu la modération
d'éviter. Il serait, dans mon opinion, facile
de démontrer de quelles injustices a souf-
fert le peuple irlandais. Mais nous
voulons nous abstenir de le faire. Pour
demander en faveur de l'Irlande son au-
tonomie, il suffit de dire qu'après une ex-
périence de trois siècles il est constaté que
toute tentative de faire des deux nations
un peuple homogène a failli et que l'Irlande
est aussi différente de l'Angleterre qu'elle
l'était il y a trois siècles.

Entre l'Irlande et l'Angleterre il y a ce
que nos lois bas-canadiennes appellent "in-
compatibilité d'humeur." La loi reconnait
cette incompatibilité comdie une cause
légitime de séparation, de quelque côté
que soient les torts, quelquefois ils sont
du côté du mari, quelquefois du côté de
la femme. Et souvent la lois, sans pro-
noncer si les torts sont d'un côté plus que
de l'autre se contentant de constater qu'il
y a incompatibilité d'humeur, prononcent
la séparation. N'en devrait-il pas être
ainsi de l'Angleterre et de l'Irlande, du
moins quant à l'administration de leurs
affaires locales respectives. D'ailleurs
cette demande en faveur de l'Ir-
lande est-elle si extraordinaire ? On l'a
dit déjà: les principales colonies de
l'Angleterre ayant obtenu la plénitude de
leur liberté politique, se gouvernent elles-
mêmes. Et nous retrouvons un état de
choses analogue dans plusieurs des prin-
cipaux états de l'Europe. L'empire alle-
mand n'a-t-il pas conservé au grand nom-
bre des états de l'Allemagne qui le com-
posent aujourd'hui leur autonomie nation-
ale et le gouvernement de leurs affaires
locales ?

Et l'Autriche, avec la grande diversité de
nationalités, de langages, d'intérêts divers
qui divisent les peuples qui la composent,
n'a-t-elle pas accordé aux nombreuses
principautés qui la composent chacune
leur gouvernement particulier ? Ne voit-on
pas tous les ans l'empereur d'Autriche
aller, en sa qualité de roi d'Hongrie, faire
l'ouverture de son parlement de Hongrie ?
Ce pays n'a-t-il pas son ministère tout à
fait distinct de celui de l'Autriche et le
gouvernant comme pays autonome ?
La Croatie et une demi-douzaine d'autres
principautés qui toutes parlent des langues
différentes ne sont-elles pas administrées

par des gouvernements distincts de celui
de l'Autriche elle-même ?

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-The hon.
gentleman is mistaken. There is only the
Government of Austria, and the Diet of
Hungary, at Pesth.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-If the hon. gen-
tleman will allow me, I do not think he is
correct. It is possible that, at the time
he visited these cities, it was as stated by
him. But it is quite different now. I
have had occasion to meet some of the
high officials of both governments, who
have explained to me the details of their
political systems.

Pour tous ces raisons, hon. messieurs,
savoir, dans l'intérêt du Canada, dans
l'intérêt de l'Irlande, et même dans l'intérêt
'de l'empire britannique, j'ai la ferme con-
fiance que cette adresse sera votée à une
très grande majorité et que nos honorables
amis qui ont exprimé quelque dissentiment
reconsideront leur première décision, et
se joindront à nous dans un vote unanime
en faveur des résolutions.

HON. MR. SMITH-I am sorry to-night
that I have not the gift of oratory, as I
think it would- be- unbecoming of me to
allow the Address to leave this House
without identifying myself with the prayer
of that petition. One reason for that is,
I am a native of Ireland. I am a Cana-
dian by adoption; I have spent fifty win-
ters in Canada as a son of Ireland, as a
citizen of Canada, and as a subject of the
British Empire; prepared to stand by the
union of Great Britain and Ireland; pre-
pared from this moment forward to forget
the wrongs and injustice of the past-for
God knows we have had enough of them.
It should be the study of every hon. gen-
tleman who takes part in this debaté to
avoid casting any reflections on English-
men or Scotchmen, or on the poor Irish-
man, though he may, as stated by one hon.
gentleman, be somewhat inclined to indulge
too freely in intoxicating liquors. I stand
here to-night with the hope that the tine
is not far distant when there will
be brighter days -for Ireland. Look-
ing back to the years of my boy-
hood, more particularly to the year
1837, when Her Majesty ascended the
throne of England, I find, that although
the measures are coming very slowly for

HON. MR. TRUDEL.
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the relief of unfortunate Ireland, not one
measure has been recorded on the English
statutes that is harsh in its provisions
towards the Irish people. The tendency
of all legislation, of recent years, although
it has come slowly, is towards reform in
Ireland, and I hope the day is not far dis-
tant, when Her Majesty will say to Her
Irish subjects, "We have given you local
legislation, county rights, provincial rights,
and a Parliament to govern Ireland, in
urity with Great Britain," a Parliament in
which no man will care to be known as
the advocate of disruption of the union.
The man who advocates anything else for
Ireland but union with England, is no
friend to Ireland or Ireland's sons. What
I want to see in Ireland is, that the
people there shall have the same rights
and privileges that we in Canada enjoy;
that they shall have the management of
their own local affairs, while the Parliament
of England looks after matters affecting the
general welfare of the Empire. I have
lived in Canada for fifty years; I served
my adopted country during the troubles of
1837, when I was so young that the cap-
tain of the company that I sought to join
said » to me, " Go away, you little fellow;
you are not old enough to serve; " but I
did enter the ranks at Osgoode Hall, To-
ronto. Again, in 1866, when the time
came for me, as a son of Ireland, and as a
Canadian and a. British subject, to speak
out, who was it endorsed every word I
said in defence of Canada? . Why, hon.
gentlemen, it was the Irish yeomanry of
Canada, ninety-five per cent. of whom are
Irish Catholics. They said, "We will
stand by you; every word you say is cor-
rect; the Government of this country is a
liberal government ; we have equal rights
here, and if necessary we will shoulder
our muskets in defence of our adopted
country and its laws." During those times
there were men bigoted enough to accuse
every Irish Catholic in this country of be-
ing disloyal to the British Crown and false
to Canada. Why did they do so? Because
they did not know the Irish feeling and
they did not know the Irish heart ; they
did not know that the Irish are loyal.to the
Government in any country that treats
them fairly, and respects their rights.
That was the feeling of Irishmen in Can-
ada, and that was my feeling on that
occasion. But there were a few exceptions,
for you must know that in all nations

there are exceptions, and in 1866 dis-
banded soldiers from the United States-
not all Roman Catholic soldiers, as the
records of Toronto will show, but one-half
of them Protestants-crossed over to
Ridgeway. It was not because they
wanted to invade Canada as a British
colony they came; it was because the
civil war in the United States was over-
their occupation was gone; they did not
want to work, and they preferred to raid
any country rather than go back to their
legitimate callings. These were the men
who invaded Canada in 1866. But I look
f'orward to the day when Ireland will have
her own local Parliament, and when an
Irishman leaving Ireland will do so as a
friend, and not as an enemy, of the
British Government. It has taken the
statesmen and the people of England a
long time to become educated as to the
requirements of Ireland. It was well
shown when the Duke of Wellington pass-
ed the Emancipation Bill; it was well shown
when an English mob showed their disap-
proval of the measure by breaking the
shutters of his office windows. But Brit-
ish statesmen are gaining a knowledge of
Ireland more rapidly now than they did
in the past : they learn more now in one
year, than they did in twenty-five in the
past. The locomotive, the steamboat and
the telegraph enable the people to become
better acquainted, to form better opinions
of each other, and to acquire more accu-
rate information as to the requirements of
their country. There is no reason why
the best men in Ireland should be driven
to foreign lands, embittered against the
British Empire, to fight the battles of for-
eign nations. And I heartily believe that
after five years of self-government, Irish-
men would be prepared to acknowledge
that they had received justice from Eng-
land, and would be ready to say, " let us
forget and forgive ;" and the young man,
leaving his native isle, would say, " father,
I am going away to a foreign land, but if
the day ever comes that it is necessary,
I shall return to give you a helping hand,
I shall be ready to do so, because it is the
land of my birth." Hon. gentlemen must
be aware that wherever England has called
on the sons of Ireland to uphold the
honor of Great Britian, they have done
good service, not only on the field of battle,
but in the Parliament of England. Where-
ever England has given Irishmen positions
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of trust those trusts have been faithfully
kept, and Ireland's sons have stood up
manfully for England's. rights in many
a hard-fought field in days gone by. As
a true British subject, a Canadian by
adoption, one who wishes Ireland well
and is prepared to stand loyally by Eng-
land to the last, when she gives me and
my countrymen equal rights, I contend
that it is unjust for one portion of the
community to say that every man who
belongs to a certain creed and a certain
church is not a loyal subject. It is not
the case, for the church that I belong to
teaches nothing but what is true to the
British flag, when justice is done. The
church teaches that in Ireland to-day,
and it teaches it here in Ainerica.
but I may say this that Ireland
will agitate, and should agitate in a
legitimate manner, until the Parliament of
England grants them such rights of self-
government as we here in Canada enjoy.
I do not intend to detain the House very
long, but I wish to suggest a remedy for
the Irish difficulty: let the British govern-
ment purchase the lands of Ireland from
the landlords, at a long date, at a reason
able rate of interest, giving a fair price
for them. Then let those lands be sold
to every man who wishes to buy, in such
quantities as the purchaser may be able to
pay for within a certain period of years.
Let these payments be made in annual
instalments, and these instalments year
after year, with interest, will recoup the
British Government for the investment
that they would make, without any cost to
themselves, because the present land pro-
prietors would find it convenient to have
their money out at interest for long periods,
on good security. The purchaser of a
farm of twenty-five or one hundred acres
would pay the money into the British
Government in yearly instalments, and
when the whole amount was paid up
he would then be proprietor of the soil.
Give Ireland a measure of relief somewhat
like this, and give them a local Parliament,
and you will find that they will ask no
more. I believe that it is the intention of
the present statesmen of England to do
something of this kind, and that the time
is not far distant when local self-govern-
ment will be established in Scotland and
England also. Some hon. gentlemen say,
" Now tell ps what you want ?" Ireland
has had no Parliament, no county legis-

HON. MR. SMITH.

lation, no self-government for many years,
and it is hard for them to step out on the
instant and submit a scheme; but let them
appoint a Commission of Englishmen,
Irishmen and Canadians and they will
soon submit to the British Government a
system such as we in Canada now enjoy,
and under which the people are prosperous
and contented. On the face of the earth
there is not a more fertile or better
governed à country than this Canada of
ours, and a better people, or a
more liberal people, cannot be found.
I speak from long experience amongst
men of my own race and religion,
and amongst others. I have never been
treated harshly ; I have never been wrong-
ed in Canada, and therefore I have a right
to point out to my countrymen at home
the advantages which Canada presents for
all those who wish to come and settle in
this new country. We havelived twenty years
in the last three or four years. Our great
Northwest has been opened up and Can-
ada has made more progress in the last four
years than it had done the previous quar-
ter of a century. We have a liberal gov-
ernment, and no matter what altar a man
kneels at he will not find himself on that
account excluded from civil or political
rights ; they are free to aIL We have
equal rights on juries, equal rights in
schools, equal municipal and political
rights, as subjects of Her Majesty, in this
" Canada of ours," and the Irish'people at
home should know that here under the
British flag we enjoy a greater measure of
freedom than the people of any republic
in the world. If we have not good gov-
ernment the fault is our own, as the people
have it in their own power to make and
unmake governments. We live in an
era· of progress, when men learin more
in one year than in former ages they
learned in forty; railways, telegraphs,
steamships have all come into existence
within my own lifetime, and why should
we not expect that within the next twenty-
five years our progress will be still
greater. There has been a great deal
said about the prayer of the petition
before the House; if there was one word
in itthat I believed would wound the
feelings of any British subject it would
not be there with my consent, for I share
the responsibility with my fellow-country
men in framing those resolutions. It was
not a Catholic diue that framed those
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resolutions; they were assisted by the
liberal Protestants of this country. The
Address has passed the House of Com-
mons, and from the time the notice of it
was first placed on the order paper in the
other House to the present time no
petition from the country, no remon-
strances from the press or from the people
of this land has been sent in against it.
That Petition is to be laid at the foot of
Her Majesty's throne; it asks what every
British subject has a right to ask, no
matter how humble his position may be:
a measure of relief for those who consider
they have wrongs that should be remedied.
Whether the wrongs be great or small,
so long as they exist, let us endeavor
to remove them by adding our names
to the prayer of the petition and by giving
it our unanimous vote in this House. I
am sure that when it is laid at the foot of
the 'throne, Her Gracious Majesty will
not find fault with me, as a Senator of
this Dominion, for asking that she shall
advise her Government to grant legislative
relief to Ireland, with the understanding
that Ireland shall still remain in the Union,
for anything else would be ruin to that
country, an island no larger in extent than
our own Lake Superior, a small area as we
regard it in this great Dominion. Inde-
pendence is out of the question, and no
friend of Ireland would advocate it. The
hon. gentleman from Quinte has quoted
statistics to show that Ireland ays an
annualrental of £65,ooo,ooo- 50,000,-
for land rent, and £15,ooo,ooo for ten-
ants and messuages. All that money goes
out of the country to support landlords in
luxury ; it never comes back, but has to
come' out of the soil of that
little island. Only one third of the
soil of Ireland is cultivated, the bal-
ance being rocks, grazing land and moss.
On a systerm of purchase at long date, and
re-distributing the lands amongst the far
mers who wish to purchase it, that
£65,ooo,ooo would be paid out of what-
ever profits were made over and above the
cost of working the land, and the property
would belong to those who lived on it, the
people would be satisfied and the country:
would prosper. '

HON MR. DEVER,-Hon. gentlemen:
At this very late hour of the night I feel
hardly able to go into this vexed question
at any great length. I also rather hesitate

to do so, because I have friends who
are very dear to me, who view this matter
in a very different light from myself. But
I have a duty to perform to a very large
class of the community, who feel a deep
interest in this matter too, and therefore
I am called on to say something. Let
me, before going further, say that I feel
bound to compliment the hon: leader of
the Opposition on the manly and valuable
historical speech which he has delivered
on this subject. I must also congratulate
the hon. leader of the Government for the
independent stand he has taken on a
question so dear to every Irish heart.
But now let me proceed to the question
before the House, and I trust I may
not wander quite so wide a-field as
some hon. gentlemen have done. I
regret to say I am ashamed to look
at the state of affairs in Ireland ; and I am
sure all hon. gentlemen who observe the
parent country must be depressed at news
which cornes floating over the wires and is
placed on our breakfast tables each morn-
ing. There is something seriously wrong
in the government of Ireland, notwith-
standing the many speeches I have lis-
tened to to the contrary. There is no
further evidence wanted than the state of
the people; an unhappy people -must
have a bad system of government. Look
at the fruit, and you may fairly imagine
what the tree is; and, adopting that rule,
I am impelled to the belief that most of
the Irish landlords are a heartless lot.
Look at the conduct of Clifford Lloyd,-
rousing the worst passions of the people,
if we can believe the news of the day.
The landlords have obtained their posi-
tions by force of conquest, and they live
in tyranny and deception. Every man, I
contend, should have a share of the soil of
his country, if he wishes it, to supply the
wants of his family. The present state of
affairs in the British Isles cannot last, as
a house divided against itself must fall.
Coercion laws never yet made, and never
will make, a loyalist ; and stultifying the
press is like murder in the dark. There
are no soldiers wanted if the people have
an interest in the country and are happy.
The news of the world is garbled, so that
it may tell against the Irish, for some
cause, and to prove this I will read from
the statements of a well-known gentleman
who spoke on the subject in Glasgow the
other day-Mr. Henry George.
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HON. MR. KAULBACH-Who is
Henry George ?

HON. MR. DEVER-The author of
"Progress and Poverty ; " one of the most
original thinkers of the day, and a man
who holds a prominent position in the
literary world. He advocates a new land
policy which will give to the tiller of the
soil sufficient of his mother earth to enable
him to support himself. At the Glasgow
meeting he said:

The struggle of the Irish people does not
receive the sympathy to which it isjustly en-
titled, and this in a large measure is due to
the so called ' Irish outrages " I do not think
any story is too absnri to be told in this
country and to be believed. Day by day you
read in the En glish papers stories of outrages
You will find the Irish papers flatly contra-
dicting these next day, but you never hear
anything of that here. Why, only last week
in every one of the papers I noticed a story-
it was headed "Il orrible Brutality'"-of a
whole lot of sheep having bai their throats
cut! That was publislied in ail these papers,
but a day or two afterwards the Freeman's
Journal contained a letter from the owner of
the sheep. and from a veterinary surgeon,
sayig thiat the slieeps' throats had never
been c t at ail. Then there was another
stury-this was last week alone-of a hundred
mnen with blackened faces armed with revolv-
ers attacking a hetnse, vhen the police came
along and they fled. Next day, mn the Free-
mnant's Journal, the man who was said to have
been at tacked wrote that the whole thing was
a labrication, for which there was not
the sligltest fuandation. Another story was
that seven hundred men with blackened faces.
had gone to another place with the intention
of doing 1 know not what; but, of course,
sonething terrible. On Mr. O'Donnell ask
ing in Parliament about this, Mr. Forster
said there was no truth whatever in the story;
and so it goes on. I remember on the other
side of tlie Atiantie hearing day after day and
week after week of there being a perfect siege
ut Tim Quinlan's Castle, or soiebody else s
castle. Tihe "Moonlighters " had fortified it,
and artillery was being brouglt up against
lien. Well, in Ireland I was told that no
snch thing ever happened. The real reason
uf ail this is that tiere is a political object to
serve. Why, I know one newspaper man in
Dublin who attempted to tell his own paper
something of the truth as to the condition of
the country, and le got a letter back saying
"We want none oftlhat; we want none of
yourpolitics; wliat we pay you for is to send
news, and the kind of news we want is full
accounts of ail the murders and outrages."
That newspaper man did not care very much
about tie inatter, and so he has kept on
sending fuil accounts of outrages ever since.
I think the Irisli, fron what I have seen of
t.heii-and I have seen sonething of them-

Ireland.

I think the Irish are, taking everything to-
gelher, the most quiet and orderly people I
know anything about. I believe if the same
condition of things existed in England-
I have not been long enough among you
Scotch to know much about you-the
result would be that there would be
a great many more outrages in Eng-
land Lhan there are ir Ireland. I am
certain that if in my country, in America, the
same condition of thin gs existed in any State,
every hedge would blaze. Talk about the
Irish as a turbulent people, a people "against
the Government," a people who cannot rest
contented Tell nie the time in Irish history
when t.hey had not a good excuse for being
turbulent! Tell me the tine in Irish history
for centuries when, if they had lain down
quietly, they would not have been very doge !
And to-day I would utterly despise the people
who could live under suc a overnment as
exists now in Ireland and not turn against it.
I say it calmly and advisedly-I believe that
the Goveinnient of Ireland is to-day the very
worst Governnent that existe in the civilized
world. It is despotism of the most irritating
and demoralizing kind. An Irishman has
no right, no political riglt whatever, except
to vote for a coroner and a Mein ber ofParlia-
ment. As for his coroner, when lie brings in
a verdict that the police do not like, it is
sim ply set aside; and as for his Member of
Pailiament, three mnemnbers elected by Irish
constituencies lie in Kilmainhani Jail
to-day! This anti-Irins feeling which bas
gone far in keeping Irishmen from getting
their natural rights, the feeling which you
find so much in Great Britain, springs very
largely from misappreh ension, springs very
largely from the behef in the lies which have
been circulated. and perhaps in some art
from other causes, for that most miserabfe of
all feelings, religious bigotry, is, I am sorry to
say, not quite extinct. Ail these causes may
be sunmed up in the word ignorance, and
they affect most largely the great masses of
the working classes. But this is not ail, there
is a reason for the hatred and the terror with
which this movement is regarded by another
class- The ruling classes of this country in-
stinctively feel that the success of the Irish
rnovement is the death-knell of their.privi-
leges. And you see the saine thing in Ireland.
Former moveinents have been largely aristo-
cratic in their character. You have had in
the lead men of what are called good families
-descendants of the ancient kings-who still
hold large estates and extort rents from their
fellow-countrymen. You don't find themi there
now; they are on the other side; they are on
the side of the Government."

Now, hon. gentlemen, how can the
people be otherwise than unhappy? Let
me read from a lecture delivered by the
Rev. Mr. Pepper.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Who is Mr.
Pepper?
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HON. MR. DEVER-A Presbyterian
clergyman, whose views on the state of
Ireland I propose to read.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-The hon.
gentleman should show who this Peplier
is, and whether he is a Fenian or not. He
may be reading speeches delivered at an
Irish revel.

HON. MR. ALMON-Others have
spoken on every subject under the sun.
The hon. Senator from Ottawa has spoken
about the rebellion in Canada, the mutiny
in India, the revolution in France, and
all the revolts that have taken place since
Satan was turned out of Paradise, and I
think to apply strict rules to my hon.
friend (Mr. Dever) is hardly fair.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-The hon.
gentleman should not introduce matters
which are foreign to the subject before the
House. This Pepper may be a Fenian,
and to let his utterances go on the record
of this House is monstrous.

HON. MR. DEVER-I feel that I have
a perfect right to reply to the very
uncharitable remarks which have been
made in the course of this debate by
gentlemen who are opposed to this
address, and I do not think these interrup-
tions come with a good grace from an hon.
gentleman who had to be called to order
and told distinctly that he was putting
into the mouths of others words that they
never uttered.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-To whom
does the hon. gentleman refer, I should
like to know?

HON. MR. DEVER-I refer to you.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I wish to
know on what grounds such a charge is
made.

HON. MR. DEVER-You accused an
hon. gentleman of having used expres-
sions which were offensive to you, and
when he explained that he had not made
use of such expressions, but had merely
quoted them, you still persisted in making
the charge.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I simply

said that in quoting those expressions
from the book he endorsed them.

HoN. MR. DEVER-I have given my
authority, and the hon. gentleman can
settle the matter with him. The quota-
tion which I was about to make from the
lecture of the Rev. Mr. Pepper, is as
follows

" The Queen had reigned 43 years,and dur-
ing this time the landlords hadtaken $2,150-
000,000 out of Ireland. The charges that
whiskey and religion are the causes of Irish
misery are not true. The Irish now are a
temperate people. In Wrexham in Wales, I
saw more drunkennese in one night than I
saw in Ireland in four weeks. Of the different
classes in Ireland three divisions can be made,
-the first, those native Irish who are noted
for their unconquerable hostility to landlords;
second, the 900 landlords, who own 15,000,000
of acres of land, which is two-thirds of the
island ; and third, the Scotch Irish. In the
north of Ireland, among the Protestant far-
mers, I saw more begging, misery and positive
suffering than in the south. It is landlordism
that has cursed Ireland, that has made it
poor, that has made it ignorant, that has made
it the meanest beggar in the world."
We read in the press that fifty flax-dressers
left Belfast on Wednesday, April 20, 1882,
for Liverpool, where they embarked on
the steamer "Missouri" for Boston, leaving
their native land for a foreign country.
Yet we are told that Ireland has nothing
to complain of. These things cannot be
remedied by shutting our eyes and putting
such men as Parnell in prison; nor by
exciting the English people with a view to
keeping any party in power. It is said
the Irish are committing dreadful crimes,
and every moment we find in the papers
something new. But the facts are not
fairly stated. Look at the wretch
MacLean! He was at frrst supposed to
be a Fenian, and even the newspapers
thought or known to be favourable to the
Irish cause are called "Fenian literature."
But, gentlemen, look at eight dead bodies
taken out of the Thames during eight
days in February, 1882-murdered and
their pockets turned inside out! Talk of
Irish outrages after that-Look at 186,ooo
people who are in prisons in England
alonè ! But I ask, are not the English
people a little mistaken or infatuated with
their own superiority over other people ?
Just let me read again from Mr. Henry
George on this subject. He says:

"A distinguished Englishman said to me
the other day:-' Wel, I suppose what is
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going on in Ireland is really the difficulty that
always comes when a superior civilization
tries to deal with an inferior civilization.t I
told him that it seemed to me juet the other
way. [Hear, hear.] So far as there is any
difference in civilization, I think it is in
favour of Ireland. He asked me why, and I
told him that the common people of Ireland
were civilized enough to know that something
was wrong, to know that they are being
robbed, but that the common people of Eng-
lanid had- not got to that stage yet. I went
down into one of the Englieh counties the
other dayr. I saw men working for
nine shillings a week. I saw men living
in little bits of hovels, crowded together
in equalor with their wives and children; and
a littleway off from them would be a magnifi-
cent palace and a great extent of fertile land
encloeed with high walle, which very often
surrounded what had ben comon in recent
times. I asked : ' What about these people;
can they look upon these things and not be-
come discontented ? Cannot they feel that
they, too, are men, and that there is some-
thing wrong in a otate of thinge which con-
demne them to such lives as tliat?' I wa
told that they never thought of such a thing ;
that they were taught from childhood that
the Creator intended this : that a divine Pro-
vidence made those orders and conditions of
men; and that they must not en v their
' betters.' Well, now, I call a people Mie that
very low, indeed, in the scale of civilization.
The Irish people, I can assure you, have got
already a long way paet that. Did you ever
think of thie ?-A great Scotchman once said,
' There are in Great Britain twenty-eight
millions of people-moetly foole. Ie it not so?
If the birds that fly overhead can think of
what they see, and can laugh, don't you sup-
pose they would lau h at the masses of us as
a lot of infernal too e? What would we eay
if we saw a whoie lot of birds working, starv-
ing and stinting themeelves, building up a
great big pile of corn that one bird might have
more than he could eat in a million years ?"

I maintain that the Irish race should
not be trampled on in this manner and I
believe that it is not right that the natives
of the British Isles should be taunting
Ireland, and shaming each other in this
way before the world. Look at the speci-
mens of the Irish race we have in this
Dominion of ours; look at Mr. Blake one
of the first lawyers that can be found,-
and he stands by no means alone-for
many other descendants of Irishmen,
eminent in various directions, can be
instanced, if necessary, who are adding to
the fame of this Dominion. What Irish-
men can do, and are doing, in this new
country, they are equally capable of
achieving in their native land; but there
is this difference to be borne in mind.
In Canada they are untrammeled by any in-

HON. MR. DEVER.

vidious distinctions, and have in the truest
sense "a fair field and no favour"-so far
at any rate as our laws are concerned;
but in the old land, at present, they
are working against terrible odds. Let
us remove those disabilities, let us
aid in furthering a better feeling
among the various portions of the British
family, and I shall be greatly mistaken if
the result does not prove that Irishmen
will be among the most loyal supporters
of those institutions which we should all
revere. Once the conditions, which are
now bearing so heavily upon them, are
ameliorated, I firmly believe the Irish race
will take that position in their own land
to which their great natural abilities entitle
them, and from being looked down upon,
and held up to the world as conspirators
and disloyal men, they will stand in the
proud position of the most faithful and
loyal supporters of the British throne.
The resolutions now before us tend to
place them in a position to prove their
true value as a people, and to give them
that liberty which is justly dealt to every
British subject ; for that reason, and with-
out dilating further upon this subject, I
shall support them, and trust they will
receive the unanimous vote of this House.

HON. MR. SKEAD-' do not wish to
give a silent vote on this important ques-
tion. It has been rumored about these
buildings and through the city that this
address would be rejected here-that they
would be supported by none but Irish and
French members and that they would be
opposed by every member of English and
Scotch origin. Now, I have not the
honor of being Irish, but I claim to be
English by birth and to have Scotch
blood in my veins, and I do not intend to
oppose these resolutions. I have a heart-
felt synipathy for Ireland. Many of my
relations have been closely identified with
that country. A venerable uncle of mine,
named ;Skead, a Scotchman, settled in
the County of Armagh some eighty years
ago, and accumulated property there. He
and his wife and their son died in the
land of his adoption and their dust is
mingled with the soil of Ireland. On my
mother's side a family named Russell
settled in Limerick ninety years ago and
became wealthy. Their descendants live
there now, and some of them have been
sent to represent Irish constituencies in
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the British Parliament. My better half
belongs to Ireland, and have I not
good reason to sympathise with a land
to which I am attached by so many ties?
The first, last and only time I ever
saw Ireland was on a misty morning
in April fifty-two years ago, on my
way to this country, butI have had
some experience of this country and
the benefits we have derived from
the possession of self-government. What
has produced suoh happy results in Can-
ada could not fail to prove beneficial to
Ireland, and if we can, by the adoption of
this address, remove some of the causes
of discontent in Ireland, I think we should
not hesitate to give it our sanction. If
Ireland is granted a local legislature simi-
lar to our provincial legislatures, I believe
there is ability and patriotism ênough
among its people to make it a success, and
that it would lead to the adoption of the
federal system in the United Kingdom. I
hope the statesmen of the mother land will
see it in that light ; and if the adoption of
this address will tend to bring about that
result, I believe it will be the surest way to
restore peace and happiness to Ireland.

HON. MR. ODELL-I did not intend
to speak on the amendment proposed by
my hon. friend from Prince Edward Island
(Mr. Haythorne), because I am not only
opposed to it, but I am also opposed-I
regret to have to say so, because it places
me in an unpleasant position in connec-
tion with the Minister of Justice, under
wliose banners I am proud to fight-to the
Address itself At the same time, in this
case I scarcely know where we are, because
I find the leaders on both sides at one on
this occasion.

gION. MR. POWER-They must be
right.

HoN. MR. ODELL-If this were what
has been called by the hon. member froi
Toronto, who addressed you a short timc
ago in a very feeling manner, creditable
alike to his head and his heart, a petition
to Her Majesty from the Irish populatior
of Canada, I should most gladly see il
brought forward as petitions generally are
and should have no objection perhaps, tc
sign it along with that hon. gentleman
But we cannot look upon this as a petitior
at all, but as an address emanating fron

the Parliament of Canada which we are
bound to examine closely, to see how far
it is constitutional for us to address Her
Majesty on such a subject. The first
part of it may be regarded as a sort of
preamble to what is contained in the latter
part of the Address. I shall not therefore,
say anything as to the first portion further
than where it goes on to state:

" We would respectfully represent to Your
Majesty that your Irish subjecte in the
Dominion of Canada are among the most
loyal, most prosperous and most contented
of Your Majeaty's subjects.'
That is all right in itself; but there is an
implication that it is necessary on the part
of this Parliament to send a statement of
that sort to be laid at the foot of the
Throne. I do not think it is at all necess-
ary. Who is there here who doubts the
loyality of the Irish in this country or doubt
that they are prosperous and contented ?
The hon. member who sits beside me
every day (Mr. Ryan), the hon. gentlemen
who addressed you a short time ago (Mr.
Smith), and the hon. gentleman who intro-
duced these resolutions are examples of
this. We all know it perfectly well : there
can be no doubt about it, and, therefore,
I think it is not a question which should
be introduced here, to assure Her Majesty
of what is really in existance, as if there
were any doubt about it. I now come to
the third paragraph. It is as follows:-

" We would further respectfully represent
to Your Majesty that the Dominion of Canada,
while offering the greatest advantages and
attractions for those of-our fellow-subjeets
who may desire to make their homes amongst
us, does not receive that proportion of eni-
grants from Ireland which might reasonably
be expected, and that this is due, in a great
measure, in the case of many of our Irish
fellow-subjects who have sought foreign
homen, to their feelings of estrangement
towards the Imperial Government."

Now, these are not my opinions. I do
not think that it has arisen from a feeling
of estrangement towards the Imperial
Government. The true reason why this
emigration has gone t6 the United States
is simply because emigrants have been for

i years and years past directed there not
L only by the opening up of a large extent
t of country, which at that time we did not

possess, (we had not then our great north-
western country with the excitement that
has taken place latterly with regard to it but

i the United States had) but the Americans
i used both men and money in all directions
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to induce emigrants to go there. Apart
from all that, there is still another and a
stronger reason why the emigration has
tended in that direction ; it is, that the
connections of people left in Ireland settled
there, and not a mail steamer leaves the
United States but contains letters to these
friends in the old country urging them to
come out, and also forwarding them money
to assist them to emigrate. Therefore, I
say, the reason assigned in that paragraph
is not, in my opinion, a correct one. That
is another objection which I have to this
Addriess. Then I come to the 5th para-
graph. It is very peculiarly worded, and
I think that it scarcely asks for what is
intended, because you see that in respect-
fully suggesting to Her Majesty that
Canada and its inhabitants have prospered
it goes on to say, that in this regard ' sure
means may be found so that Ireland may
become a scource of strength to Your
Majesty's Empire, and Your Majesty's
subjects, at home and abroad, may feel
the same pride in the greatness of Your
Majesty's Empire, the same veneration,
etc.' Now this is not asking for anything,
they merely state that it is in regard to the
prosperity that exists in this Dominion.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-Read the
whole clause !

HON. MR. ODELL-
" We desire respectfully to suggest to Your

Majesty, that Canada and its inhabitants
have prospered exceedingly under a Federal
system, allowing to each Province of the
Dominion considérable powers of self-govern-
ment, and would venture to express a hope
that if consistent with the integrity and well-
being of the Empire, and if the rights and
statue of the minority are fully protected and
secured, sure means may be found of meeting
the expressed desire of so many of Your Irish
subjects in that regard."
In what regard ? In regard to the
prosperity of Canada. But it does not ask
for anything, it merely states that sure
means might be found in that regard. I
think that the sentence has been mutilated
in some way and the real sense of the
paragraph has been destroyed. However
that may be, the sixth clause is the one I
have the most objection to, and I will
just read it and comment on it:-

" We would further express a hope that
the time has come whenYour Majesty s clem-
ency may, without injury to the interests of
the United Kingdom, be extended to those

HON. MR. ODELL.

persons who are now imprisoned in Ireland
charged with political offences only, and the
inestimable blessing of personal liberty re-
stored to them."

Now, hon. gentlemen, that clause I cannot
agree to. There is a strain of Irish blood
in my viens also ; but when I look across
the water and see the state in which Ire-
land is, I feel almost ashamed to own it,
because I find there atrocious murders,
arson, and the maiming of animals-not
only murders of the landlords, but murders
of the tenants themselves by other tenants,
and this because certain of them have felt
that they honorably and/ honestly owed
their rents and were inclined to pay them.
Is there any reason why we should express
sympathy in that state of affairs ? This
clause also asks -for the release of those
suspects, who are imprisoned for political
offences.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-Those
are not political offenses.

HON. MR. ODELL-My view of it is
this: that those very men who are impris-
oned there, though not guilty of these acts
themselves-they have not instigated this
individual to murder his neighbor or
that individual to murder his landlord-
but the agitation has risen through them
and other political suspects; hence those
who have instigated this agitation and
brought it about, (for before this took
place you never heard of any of these out-
rages) are responsible for these outrages.
For that reason I cannot conscientiously
vote for an address asking for the release
of those people. What are the real facts
in relation to it? You have only to take
up the last accounts that have come to us
through the press and you will find that
the very thing you ask for in this address
is being done, and although it is stated in
certain papers that it is all owing to a
speech that has been made in another
place, nobody believes anything of the
kind. But the fact is before you, that at
this very moment England is doing every-
thing she can for the mitigation of the evils
that exist in Ireland, and is absolutely
releasing the very men who are alluded to
in this address. Why should we then send
it home to be laid at the foot of the throne?
It is in fact a reflection, not only upon the
Government but upon the administration
of the laws of the country. That is with
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me a paramount objection, and much as I
sympathise with the tenantry of Ireland,
I cannot conscientiously vote for an ad-
dress of this kind, under the circumstan-
ces. We are, as a rule, rather inclined
to act upon precedent, and I want
to call the attention of the House to a case
in point, in a discussion of this matter.
It took place in 1869 when a motion was
made by the late Mr. Holton in relation
to the disestablishement of the Irish
Church, and it is very much in the same
strain as the Address now before us. The
question with regard to the disestablishment
was, at that time, before Parliament ; it
was being passed-I am not sure that it
had not passed the House of Commons at
the time, and was on its way to the House
of Lords. That was the question that was
before the British Parliament, and the
resolutions on that occasion were in the
nature of a congratulatory Address. It
was expressmg the satisfaction of this Par-
liament at the steps which were taken by the
British Government, and it was at the same
time congratulating the Government for
having introduced the measure. Now, so
far as the similarity goes, that Address was
one that really would not carry s6 great
objections to it as the one now before us,
because it was not finding fault with the
Government; it was not taxing them with
a want of consideration for the wrongs of
Ireland; but this one is, and, therefore,
this is a much stronger case than the one
to which I desire to allude. What was
done in that case ? That Address was re-
jected in the Commons by a vote of
89 to 49. The arguments made
use of at that time were, that
it was a matter with which' we had no
concern. It was a matter that the House
had no right to deal with, and had no
concern in; that it would render itself
liable to receive an answer that it should,
in fact, mind its own business. Those
were the terms made use of, and in what-
ever way that question was brought in, it
was considered to be one that should be
put down, in order to prevent the intro-
duction of similar resolutions in the
future. Those were the opinions that
were held at that time, and, moreover,
some went so far as to say that we should
be made a laughing-stock of for introduc-
ing, anything of the sort; that we should
let the Old World's quarrels alone, and
attend to our own affairs, It was argued,

also, that passing a resolution of that sort
would establish a dangerous precedent.
These axe arguments which, to my mind,
at that time were conclusive, and, to my
mind to-day they are conclusive, and for
these reasons I desire to say that I cannot
conscientiously vote with my hon. ftiend
the Minister of Justice for this Address.
If there are reasons why the other branch
of the Legislature think it right to pass such
an address, that is their affair ; they may
pass it as they please, but situated as this
House is, I think it is our duty to reject
the Address, for the reasons I have
attempted to give.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-Before the
question is put, as mover of this Address
I should like to say a few words in reply
to the remarks of some hon. gentlemen
who have thought it their duty to oppose
it. In the first place, I have to thank the
House for the very liberal wày in which
the subject has been treated, and, although
I am not a professional man, I may say
that it must have been observed through-
out the debate that no legitimate opposition
was oflered to the expressions contained
in the Address-that the course taken by
my hon. friend from Lunenburg, was like
that of the lawyer who, finding he had no
case abused the plaintiff's attorney. What
were these objections to the Address ?
They amounted just to this: in finding
fault with the resolutions four points were
urged ; first, that Ireland is a criminal
country; second, that the people are not
educated; third, that Ireland is not a safe
country to live in; and fourth, that the
Irish are intemperate. I was not prepared
to hear an hon. gentleman, who ought
to have known better, make such assertions
as these before an intelligent assembly ;
they might have answered very well in a
debating club away in the back woods,
where proof to the contrary would be diffi-
cult to find ; but in the Senate of Canada,
with the library of the Dominion within
reach of all of us, I was not prepared to
listen to such a puerile argument, and I
must apologize for having to insult the in-
telligence of the House by answering such
statements. An old proverb points out
that there are two classes of persons who
should not play with edged tools-they
should be withheld from children and fools.
Figures, like sharp tools, are dangerous
things to play with, and the man who
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takes up statistics to deal with any public
question, ought to first make sure that he
fairly understands them. We find the hon.
gentleman from Quinte quoting state-
ment after statement copied from the
Year-Book, and trying to pawn
them off on the intelligence of
this House as bearing on the particular
subject now under discussion. I have
every belief that had the hon. gentleman
properly informed himself on this ques
tion, he would never have made use of
such assertions in addressing the House,
and I shall, out of his own mouth, con-
vince him that he has exercised a degree
of imposition upon himself to enable him
to give utterance to the opinions he has
expressed. His first remark was, "I am
a Radical of the Radicals : I came from
the Radical party of England, and I boast,
as an Englishman, to speak my views
under all circumstances." and going out
side of that opinion, what next does he
say? " I have lived for 38 years of my
life in one office, and during that 38 years
I have been dealing with Irishmen, and I
have found them intelligent, honest, faith
ful and sober." Was there some par-
ticular reason why the Irishmen of that
locality should be any different from the
Irishmen at home? Was there some par-
ticular influence or agency on this side of
the salt water that made them superior to
the people they left behind them in their
native land ? Had a few days' voyage
across the trackless ocean, in their journey
to this country, and their coming
into contact with the hon. gentleman
in his office, made them superior to their
friends at home, or was there something
in the hon. gentleman himself that rescued
them from a life of ignorance, crime, and
degradation that would have been theirs
in Ireland? He appreciates the people
who surrounded his office for 38 years,
and whom he himself acknowledges were
the means of placing him in.his present
seat. Is he now, after 38 years of experi-
ence of Irishmen in Canada, prepared to
add his riame to the public slanderers of
a nation whose vices are few, whose virtues
are many, and whose good traits of charac-
ter the hon. gentleman has never been
able to emulate? I tell the hon. gentle-
man that there is less crime in Ireland in
proportion to its population than there is
in England or in Scotland.

HON. MR. READ-I beg to call the

HON. MR. HOWLAN.

hon. gentleman to order, I never used the
word "crime" nor have I charged the
Irish with any offence.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I wish to cor-
rect the hon. gentleman, and I stand here
now for that particular purpose. I would
do myself and the hon. gentleman him-
self an injustice if I allowed him to leave
this Chamber without using my feeble
efforts to correct his false impressions on
this subject. I have here from the offici-
al returns proof that there is more crime
in Scotland, or in England, than there is
in Ireland.

HON. GENTLEMEN- Dispense, Dis-
pense !

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I was quite
prepared for the word " dispense," because
there is no intelligent gentleman who
values his reputation as a public man,
who will dare to dispute it. Now we
shall come to the whiskey drinking. Let
the hon. gentleman take the official
returns, and I will prove to him again
that in his own country, England, drunken-
ness is more prevalent than it is in Ire-
land. Many years ago, when this reproach
was made against Ireland, in the House
of Commons in England, certain gentle-
men denied the assertion, and asked for a
committee to investigate the question of
the use of liquors in Ireland. That com-
mittee was appointed, and reported to
Parliament, and their report is now before
me. When I told the hon. gentleman,
the other night, of the existence of that
return, he said he had not read it, and I
then informed him that it was his fault and
not his misfortune. When he advanced
the statement, the other night, that there
was more drunkenness in Ireland than in
England or Scotland, in proportion to its
population, he ought to have been pre-
prepared with proofs in support of such a
statement. In 1871, England, with a
population of 22,760,359, consumed
12,874,732 gallons of spirits, on
which was paid a duty of £6,437,366,
and malt, on which was paid a duty
of £6,119,938-a total of £12,557,504:
Scotland, with a population of 3,366,375
consumed 5,671,477 gallons of spirits, on
which was paid a duty of £2,835,738, and
malt on which was paid a duty of £368,957
-a total of £3,204,695 ; Ireland, with a
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population of 5,386,708, consumed 5,617,
435 gallons of spirits, on which a duty was
paid of £2,808,717, and malt on which
was paid a duty of £389,2o6-a total of
£3,297,923. So that it will be seen that
Ireland, with a population nearly double
that of Scotland, consumed only about the
same amount of liquor. Yet we are told,
in the face of these facts, that drunkenness
prevails to such an extent in Ireland that
it is the cause of all these troubles. It is
a pity that Mr. Gladstone did not have
the hon. gentleman in his Government to
enlighten him as to the cause of the Irish
troubles. We find that the Parliament of
England has been engaged for weeks and
months discussing this Irish question, and
endeavoring to find a solution to the diffi-
culty. We find men in both the Liberal
and Conservative ranks uniting together to
accomplish that object, and still we are
told by the hon. gentleman that there are
no difficulties, no trials, and no hardships
in Ireland. The hon. gentleman has also
informed the House that Ireland is an ig-
norant nation ; but what are the returns
with regard to education ? A few years
ago the question of education in Great
Britain and Ireland was investigated.
Mr. Joseph Kay was appointed a Com-
missioner by the British Government to
enquire into, and report upon, the state of
education in the United Kingdom, and
for this purpose he examined into and re-
ported on the different educational sys-
tems of the world, with a view to laying
down a system suitable to the wants and
requirements of the British people. From
this agitation has sprung the present school
system of Ireland. As is shown by the
report of January, 1878, Ireland had
1,036,742 children in schooli, with an ave-
rage daily attendance of nearly goo,ooo.
The school examinations show that 86
out of every ioo passed in reading; 79 in
writing, and 72 in arithmetic; and yet when
I heard the hon. gentleman from Quinté
get up here the other day, and say that
want of education in Ireland was the cause
of her difficulties, I was surprised at the
ignorance he displayed on this particular
subject.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Hear, hear.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-Yes, I say igno-
rance, and I am quite prepared to prove
it. Quoting from the same report of that

Commission, I find, with reference to
these pupils, the following statements:-
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HON. MR. KAULBACH-My hon.
friend must remember I referred to the
register of marriages for the year 1876
and stated that of the number of persons
married in that year, more than one-third
had to sign their names with a cross,
showing that they could not write, and
from that I drew the deduction that the
education of persons above that age must
have been less than that of persons of a
marriageable age, and I particularly re-
ferred to those now attending school, and
said that a bright dawn was opening for
Ireland, because I believed under the
present educational system Ireland was
growing out of that condition of ignorance
through which agitators were enabled to
impose upon the credulity of the people,

HON. MR. HOWLAN-Like a lawyer
with a bad case the hon. gentleman has
done the best he could do with it, but I
am surprised that he should get up here
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and make such a statement to this House,
that Ireland for want of education was at
the mercy of agitators. I have heard this
statement over and over again, but I have
heard it only from ignoraht men-men
who were totally unacquainted with the
statistics of that country, but if I can only
educate my hon. friend on that point I
shall feel that my efforts have not
been in vain. If it were a fact
that the population of Ireland were
more ignorant than the population
of England, I would readily admit it, but
here are the proofs to the contrary. I
have given him the return of the British
House of Commons, and shown that it is
almostimpossible for the Irish people to be
uneducated under existing circumstances.
The Church of England and the Protest-
ants of Ireland accused the Roman Cath-
olics of not educating their children. I
say it was a good thing for Ireland that
such was the case and that we, the Prot-
estants on the one side and the Catholics
on the other in a spirit of emulation are
demanding the education of the youth of
the country. Can any people in the
world show a better educational exhibit
that that ?

HON. MR. KALULBACH-Does my
hon. friend not remember that I referred
to the present condition of Ireland as the
dawn of a new era in education?

HON. MR. HOWLAN-The fact is,
my hon. friend ought to- be very much
obliged to me for informing him on this
subject. I believe that he was misinform-
ed on this point.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Does my
hon. friend deny the fact that I have
stated, that one-third of the people mar-
ried in that year ceuld not read or write?

HON. MR. HOWLAN-The official
returns show that the people of Ireland
areas well educated, in proportion to
population, as the people of Scotland or
of England.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Will the
hon. gentleman show me the data? He
is referring to the present pupils, and not
to the masses of the people.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-Now, with

HON. MR. HOWLAN.

reference to crime, we are told that the
reason why people do not go to Ireland
to live is that life and property are not
safe there. There seems to be very little
accurate information about that country.
Carleton, of the Boston journal, one of
the cleverest writers connected with the
press of the United States, who went to
Ireland as a correspondent, wrote from
Dublin:- " I am here in the Capital of
Ireland, the city of fine buildings, fine
men and fine women, but, would you
believe it, I do not see one Irishman
here." His ideas about the people of
Ireland had been formed by what he had
seen of the emigrants about the 'wharves
in Boston. And so it is with some hon.
gentlemen here. Now with regard to
crime and pauperism, I have statistics
here to refute the assertions which have
been made on that subject in the course
of this debate -
Population, 1879.

England........... 22,760,359
Scotland (population in-

creased 100 %in 70 years) 3,627,453
Ireland ............. 5,363,324

Paupers, 1879.
England ............... 800,426
Scotland ................ 94,671
Ireland................. 91,807

Crininals, 1879.
England ................ 12,473
Scotland ................. 2,273
Ireland (giving a gradual

decrease of crime in Ire-
land from 1869, see p.251) 2,292

Before I close my remarks, I have a
few words to say in answer to my hon.
friend from Quinté, who stated that Ire
land is not a safe couptry to live in. In
my opening address I alluded to the fact
that after the famine, Scotch and English
gentlemen were induced to take large
farms in Ireland, to the number of 756.
I hold in my hand letters, and extracts
from letters addressed in response to a
circular, to Mr. Miller, by English -and
Scotch proprietors and farmers resident in
Ireland, published as an appendix to
Miller's "Agricultural and Social State of
Ireland, in 1858," from which I will give
a few extracts:-

PRovINCE oF LEINSTER, COUNTY OF CAR-
LOW-" The people are very kind and
obliging here, and I have great pleasure in
staying in Ireland."

COUNTY oF DUBLIN-" I never reBided
within a circle of more kind and obliging
people."
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COUNTY OF KILDARE-" I have always felt
as much at ease as I would have done in
either of the sister kingdonis."

COUNTY OF WEXFORD-" Neighbors are
civ il and obliging, from the highest to the
lowest, and kind vi the extreme.'

COUNTY OF WESTMEATH-" The people are
always very civil and most obliging. They
are a very warm-hearted, kind people. I
have travelled in Ireland, through various
counties, every hour in the night and day,
and never encountered any assault froim
anvone."

COUNTY oF WicKLow-" The people of this
neighborhood, as far as I have had anything
to do with them, have been civil and obliging
to me."

COUNTY OF CLARE-"I must say that a
more civil, obliging and respectful people I
have never met than those in this part of the
country."

COUNTY OF KERRY-" I quite agree with
you that much damage has been done to Ire-
land by exaggerated and erroneous accounts
of the angerous state of society there, which
is quite a mistake. On the contrary, the
Irish people are most civil and obliging to
strangers,and would rathersee an Englishman
or Scotchman settle aniongst them than a
person from the adjoining county."

COUNTY oF LIMERIcK-" My neighbors are
most civil and obliging, and in all my experi-
ence I have always found them so."

COUNTY OF TIPPERARY-There is no danger
to anyone taking land here. It is just as safe
as crossing the border from Scotland to Eng-
land. As a country gentleman and very ac-
tive magistrate, I have never considered the
state of society in any way dangerous to me.
On the contrary, I have always met with the
greatest civility and respect from all classes."

COUNTY OF WATERFORD-" The people are
civil and obliging to me and my family."

COUNTY or GALWAY-" In this vicinit'
the people are particularly civil and obliging.

COUNTY oF LEITRIM-" The people are both
civil and obliging."

COUNTY oF RoscoMMoN-" With regard to
the people, they have always been kind, and
never gave me cause to think anything but
highly of theni."

COUNTY OF SLlao-" During ny tine in
Ireland I found the people in general nost
agreeable, honest and obliging in every
respect."

COUNTY oF ANTIiM-" All my neighbors
are kind and obliging, and have been so ever
since I came here."

COUNTY OF ARMAGH-" I find the people
civil and nost obliging in their manner, I
have seen nothing more here than in Aber-
deenshire, and findIreland adifferentcountry
altogether from what it is reported to Le in
Scotland."

COUNTY OF CAvAN-" The people are very
civil and obliging ever since I came to th~e
country. I have met with nothing else."

COUNTY oF DowN-" With regard to my ex-
perience of Ireland I may first state, that I
have generally found the people kind and
obliging."

COUNTY oF FERMANAGE-' In general the
inhabitants are very peaceable, quiet and
obliging, and civil to strangers."

COUNTY oF LONDONDERRY-" The inhabi-
tants in general, are an industrious and intelli-
gent class of people, both civil and obli ing,
and take great interest in improvements.'

COUNTY OF MoNAGHAN-"I must say I found
the people-kind and obliging to me in every
instance."

COUNTY oF TYRoNE-" With regard to the
people, I have always found them to be quiet,
honestand friendly sortof people,not atall as
they are represented to be in England and
Scotland. I can live as quietly, comfortablv
ani unmolested here as I could do in any part
of the world."

In view of this testimony the hon. gen-
tleman should be careful to investigate a
subject before discussing it.

I think it must be apparent to every
hon. gentleman that a more mild address
could hardly be drawn up than this one.
The hon. gentleman who last spoke ob-
jected to it because, he says, what we ask
for has been done. If so, why not pass
the address? The hon. member from
Woodstock (Mr. Alexander) says it is a
foolish address. Are we to suppose that
there is no wisdom in the Parliament of
Canada except in himself ? Are we to
suppose that the two hundred gentlemen
in the other branch of the Legislature were
deficient in common sense when they
passed this address unanimously ? I say
that if this petition is instrumental in any
way in releasing one suspect from jail, or
strengthening the hands of Mr. Gladstone
in his endeavors to ameliorate the condi-
tion of Ireland, it will have done good
service, and I trust that it will be adopted
by the House and forwarded to the foot
of the Throne.

The Senate divided on the amendment
which was rejected by the following vote :

Almon,
Glazier,
H ay thorne,

Aikins,

CONTENTS

Hon. Messrs.:
Kaulbach,
Read-5.

NON-CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.

Maclarlane,
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Allan, Macpherson,
Archibald, (Speaker)
Armand Miller,
Baillargeon, Montgomery,
Bellerose, . Muirhead,
Botsford, Northwood,
Bonrinot, Odell,
Campbell (Sir Alex.), Pâquet,
Carvell, Pelletier,
Chaffers, Power,
Chapais, Pozer,
Dever, Scott,
Gibbs, Simpson,
Grant, Skead,
Howlan, Snit,
Leonard, Stevens,
McMaster, Trudel-36.
Macdonald,

Upon the question being put upon the
main motion-to agree with the House
of Commons by filling up the blank with
the words "Senate and,"-the House
divided, and the motion was agreed to by
the following vote :

CONTENTS:

Aikins,
Allan,
Archibald,
Armand,
Baillargeon,
Bellerose,
Bot8ford,
Bourinot,
Campbell (Sir.
Carvell,
Chafiers,
Chapais,
Dever,
Gibbs,
Grant,
Haythorne,
Howlan,
Leonard,

Hon. Messrs.
McMaster,
Macdonald,
Macfarlane,
Macpherson,(Speaker)
Miller,
Montgomery,
Muirhead,
Northwood,

Alex.), Paquet,
Pelletier,
Power,
Pozer,
Scott,
Simpson,
Skead,
Smith,
Stevens,
Trudel.-36.

NOX-CONTENTS.
Hon. Messrs.

Alexander, Kaulbach,
Anon. Odel,
Glasier, Read-6

The Senate adjourned at 12.15 a.m.

THE SENATE

Ottawa, Thursday, May 4 th, 1882.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at

Three o'clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

TELEGRAPH MONOPOLY IN
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. CARVELL rose to-
Inquire o! the Minister of Justice, whether,

Prince Fiward 181.

notwithstanding the exclusive privileges
granted to the New York, Newfoundland &
London Telegraph Company and tr:insferred
to the Anglo-Anierican Cable Company, other
companies or persons are prohibited, from
erecting and working telephone lines on
Prince Edward Island, or between that
Island and any other Province of Canada?

He said : I will briefiy state the facts
which to my mind have made this enquiry
necessary. Prince Edward Island is
monopolised in the matter of telegraphic
communication, under an Act which was
passed, I think, in 1856, giving to the
New York, Newfoundland and London
Telegraph Company exclusive privileges
in perpetuity, and in addition to the per-
petuity there is a subsidy 0f $2ooo a year.
This I regard as an infliction, and the
fact that it is self-imposed makes it none
the less an infliction. The question has
been asked as to whether these exclusive
privileges enjoyed by the Company
referred to-rather now transferred to the
Anglo-American Cable Company-de-
prive other persons or corporations from
constructing and using telephones in the
Province. Last autumn the Bell Tele-
phone Company sent an agent down to
Prince Edward Island, to see what they
could do there in reference to introduc-
ing their telephones there, and they were
met by the agent of the Anglo-Americai
Cable Company, with the statement that
they had no privileges ; that it had been
decided in England that telegraph privi-
leges included telephone privileges, and
acting upon that idea, or on instructions
received from the head office in London,
the agent. of the Anglo-American Tele-
graphic Company wrote to the agent of
the Bell Telephone Company a letter, a
copy of which I have in my hand, and
with the permission of the House I will
read it :-

"THE ANG3LO-AMERICAN
GRAPH CO.

(Limited)

TELE-

" CHARLOTTETOWN, P.E.I.
Nov. 18, 1881.

"- HENDERSON, Esq.,
" My DEAR SIR:-

" I am instructed as follows, on the
subject of the erection of telegraph wires, and
introduction of telephones here;-

"The Courts here (London, England) have already
decided. that telephones are, for all practical purposes,
telegraphe. and consequently any company or persons,
wishing to erect wires in the Island must do bo under
license froi us. If the proposai comnes to anythlng, let
the applicants make written applieation to the CompanY.
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describing fully what they propose to do, with the dia-
gram. We shall, of course, place no obstacles in the
way, which are not necessary to protect the exclusive
rhts secure4 to us under our charter.

" I would suggest to you that should your
company desire any further information on

-the subject, or should they propose to make
any application, it would save time to send
their communication direct to HenryWeaner,
General Manager, Anglo-American Telegraph
Co., (limited), 26 Old Broad St., London, E.
C., as you will readily understand thatimat-
ters of this nature reet in the hands of the
chief office of the co'y., and not in the sub-
ordinates. If their communication were sent
to me, I should only send it to our head office
and await instructions.

"I am, my dear sir,
"Very trul yours,

".C. JAMES
" Sup't."

This coming before my notice, I en-
deavored to get some information in ref-
erence to the matter, and I am informed
in this wise ; that when the Post Office
Department of Great Britain took over
the telegraph system of that country they
assumed as large and as many powers as
they considered necessary. They took
over not only the ordinary telegraph sys-
tem but every other means of communi-
cation of a like nature that they could
think of; so that when the Bell Telephone
Company not very long since sought to
introduce the telephone into England they
were met by the Post Office Department
and the Government with the assertion
that they had no right there ; that the
Department héld exclusive right to tele-
phones as well as to telegraphs. If this
be so, I am instructed that it is because
of the large and comprehensive way in
which the Government took over the
system of telegraphs which would include
the system of telephones also. On this
side of the water the question has been
raised and carried into the courts. There
the decision has been that telegraph privi-
leges do not include telephone privileges,
and on an appeal being taken to the
higher courts, the decision of the courts
below has been sustained, so that in the
United States where there is a fair chance
to test the question they have decided
that telephones are separate from tele-
graphs. In England if they are included it is
owing to the manner in which the Govern-
ment proceeded when they took over the
telegraph lines, endeavoring as they did
to control all similar means of communi-
cation. I may add that when the refusal

was given to the Bell Telephone Com-
pany, public opinion in England was found
to be strong against the position taken by
the Government that a compromise was
permitted by which the Bell Telephone
Company did introduce and are now
working their telephones in England, pay-
ing a small royalty to the Government for
the privilege of doing so.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Do I under-
stand my hon. friend to say that the law
courts of England have decided that tele-
graphs privileges include telephones privi-
leges ?

HON. MR. CARVELL-This agent of
the Anglo-American Company says that
the law courts have decided that they are
identical; but my opinion is different:
that while the Government of Great Bri-
tain may have secured the control of tele-
phones, as well as telegraphs, it was be-
cause of the way the legislation was had
at the time they took over the telegraph
lines. I need scarcely say that if it can
be decided that telephone privileges are
not identical with telegraph privileges, our
province will be released from a very great
burden.

HON. S1R ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
question which is asked is purely a legal
one, and I am not able to answer it. The
question is whether the exclusive privilege
granted by the legislature of Prince Ed-
ward Island continues and is in force now.

HON. MR. CARVELL-I do not think
it is a question whether it continues or
not ; it is as to whether telegraph privileges
include telephone privileges?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-That
is a legal question also. Whether or not the
exclusive privileges granted by the Legis-
lature of Prince Edward Island to the
Telegraph Company includes telephones,
I am not able to say; there is no informa-
tion on that subject in the hands of the
Government, and except as a professional
question I am not able to answer it ; and
my hon. friend, I think, should advise
those who are concerned in the matter to
take legal advice on the question.

HON. MR. POWER-If the hon. gen-
tleman had asked my advice, not as a
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professional man, I should have recom-
mended him to go to his friend the Minis-
ter of Justice, and represent to him that
two constructions had been put upon this
privilege: that in England it had been
held that telegraphs included telephones,
and that in the United States it had been
held the other way ; and I would have
suggested that the Minister of Justice
should be asked to introduce a bill to de-
clare that in Canada telephones were not
included in telegraphs. If the Minister
-Vished to do so, he could introduce such
a bill this Session.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL---The
first question is to ascertain what the law
really is. That would be the preliminary
step, before any legislation could reason-
ably take place.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The fol4owing Bills from the House of
Commons were introduced and read the
first time : *

Bill (36), " An Act respecting the Civil
Service of Canada." (Sir Alex. Campbell.

Bill (141) " An Act to provide for the
allowance of drawback on certain articles
manufactured in Canada for use in the
construction of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way." (Mr. Aikins.)

Bill (122), "An Act to amend and
consolidate the Acts relating to the office
of Port Warden for the harbour of Mont-
real." (Mr. Aikins.)

CANADA PROVIDENT
TION BILL.

ASSOCIA-

THIRD READINo.

HON. MR. VIDAL moved
reading of Bill (98), "An Act
porate the Canada Provident
tion."

the thirçl
to incor-
Associa-

HoN MR. BELLEROSE moved in
amendment'"I Tat the Bill be not now
read a third time, but that it be referred to
the Supreme Court for their opinion
whether it is not a measure which falls
within the class of subjects allotted to Pro-
vincial Legislatures under section 92 of
the British North America Act, 1867."

HON. MR. SKEAD-May I ask the
Minister of Justice if this should be re-
ferred to the Supreme Court could we in
any way obtain an early 'decision ? The
Court might keep it a week, or longer, and
then it would be too late to pass the Bill
this session.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
have no doubt, judging by the course pur-
sued by the Supreme Court in past re-
ferences, that we can have an answer in a
day or two-probably on Monday.

HON. MR. SKEAD-In that case I
could not have any objection. It seems
a pity to send it there, but possibly there
is a good cause for it and I do not wish
to raise any objection; but if the Bill
should be lost by delay, I do not want to
be put in that position.

The motion was agreed to.

GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE moved con-
currence in the amendments made by the
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors, to Bill (61) "An Act to iñcor-
porate the Great Eastern Railway Com-
pany." He said; I do not see any reason
why I should enter into the question of
these amendments. They have been
published in the Minutes of Proceedings,
and every hon. gentleman who takes an
interest in the matter has hadan òppor-
tunity of comparing them with the Bill as
it stands. Some of them are important,
but I may say that they are all in the
interests of the public, and in the direction
of giving more security to the people,
so that there can be no objection to them.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE moved the
third reading of the Bill. He said; I do not
see any necessity for discussing the matter
unless this Bill is opposed. " I do not see
any cause for opposition since the Bill has
been before the Railway Committee, and
has been very carfully considered

HON. MR. GIBBS-In accordance with
the notice of motion whiich I have given,

ION. MR. POWER.
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and which may be found upon the order
paper, I propose to move a rider on one
of the clauses of this Bill, that provides
for the objections raised by my hon.
friend from Montreal (Mr. Ogilvie) and
another gentlemen; in the Committee
the other day. The amendment
which I propose is as follows :-

" That the said Bill be not now read a
third time, but that the Fourth Section of
the said Act be amended by adding thereto
the following:-" Provided that in locating
or constructing the line of the said rail,
way, the Company shall not locate or
construct the same, so as to interfere in
any way with the line of the Montreal
and Champlain Junction Railway Com-
pany, located between the termination of
their line already constructed near St.
Martin and Dundee."

If my hon. friend who has charge of
this Bill will consent to this amendment
being placed at the end of that clause, it will
shorten the discussion and we shall be
able to arrive at an amicable settlement ot
the difficulty. If he consents to that, I
now give him an opportunity of doing so.
If he does not accept it, I desire to show
to the House why this amendment should
be concurred in. It merely proposes that
the provision in the Act empowering the
Company to construct a certain portion
of the line shall not go into force until the
1st May 1884. Those who are opposing
this Bill in so far as it affects their interests,
do not desire to throw it out, or even to
expunge that clause from the Bill, but
simply to ask that this portion of the
Great Eastern Company's charter shall
remain in suspense until the expiration of
the time which the Montreal and
Champlain Junction Railway Company
have for the construction of this line; and
if at the expiration of that time the latter
Company has not complied with the terms
of its charter, or whether it has or not,
then this Act shall come into force, so far
as it relates to that section. I think this
is a perfectly reasonable provision, and
one which the promoters of this Bill should
have asseted to at once. I find no notice
was given in the application to Parliament
for a charter for a line extending so far
West as this Bill now proposes. The
notice in the first place was that
the application would be made for
the incorporation of a Great East-
erri Railway Company. Now they

come down and ask by their petition
for permission to build to Huntington, a
point sixteen miles from the frontier. Sothat
a through route to Dundee was an after
thought, and has been inserted in the Bill
I think in direct violation of what I con-
ceive to be the rights of other parties. I
think the House will concur in my opinion
that a charter granted to a respectable
company, giving them until a certain time
to commence operations, ought not to be
interfered with; and 4hat the company
ought to be given an opportunity to carry
out what they agreed to do. It has been
argued that Parliament has set aside its
conclusions on former occasions. in
matters of this kind-that it has, in viola-
.tion of Acts on the statute-book, granted
charters to other companies for the
purpose of constructing competIng lines.
If I felt for one moment that those who
oppose this charter desired to act as I
believe the Grand Trunk.,Company did
last year, when they asked this House not
to grant a charter to the Ontario and
Quebec Railway Company, I would be
the last one here to plead their cause.
On that occasion the Grand Trunk Rail-
way Company failed to give guarantees to
Parliament that it had any intention of
proceeding with the construction of that
road ; and I. think it was quite apparent
at that time that they simply desired to
have a charter themselves from tbe On-
tario Legislature, to cover the ground-
not to build it themselves, but to prevent
any other persons obtaining a charter
under which the road could be con-
structed. Upon that occasion I took
strong ground against my own personal
friends, and I lent my aid-whatever it
was worth-for the purpose of getting a
charter for the other company, although
the previous one was then upon the
$atute book, giving prior powers to
another company to construct a line
between these two points. Now, what is
the character of the country through
which this line is to pass ? Is it one on
which it is desirable to build two lines of
railway, running side by side in such close
proxiniity to each other that they are
scarcely two hundred yards apart, and
touch at all the small villages between
Saint Lambert and Dundee? What has
been the practice of Parliament in the
past, as to the granting of two charters for
the purpose of building a line through
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a purely agricultural country in the
way that is sought by this charter?
I think hon. gentlemen will find
that there is no precedent in any
statute, in force at the present moment
that will shew any thing of the kind; it
cannot be shown that any such charters
have been conceded by Parliament. Now
two years ago, if I am not misinformed,
an application was made to this Parlia-
ment by another Company for the purpose
of constructing a line of railway over this
same territory. The Montreal Province
Line Railway made that application. It
was however refused, as I find on referring
to a report of the Standing Committee on
Railways in the House of Commons,
which is dated 19 th March 188o. In that
report I find the following decision :

" That it appears to the Committee that it
would be proper to give the Montreal and
Champlain Junction Railway Company an
opportunity during the current year to make
a bonafde beginnng and prosecution of the
road, and therefore that it would be proper to
postponetheconsideration of another Charter."

HON. MR. POWER-Hear, hear.

HON. MR. GIBBS-My hon. friend
opposite says hear, hear, and I presume
from the way in which he says it that he is
prepared to state that this Company had
not a bonafide intention to construct that
road; from the peculiar intonation of the
hear, hear, which is heard so often from
the hon. gentleman, I infer that such is
the conclusion which he draws from
the statement I have just made. Well,
when Parliament refused to give this
charter which was asked for by this com-
pany they went to the Legislature of the
Province of Quebec, and there, afte a long
struggle, extending over a number of weeks,
they did obtain a charter. The terms
were that they should construct the line
within twelve months, and they were very
profuse in their promises to build the road
immediately. But the fact is, that they
had so much difficulty in floating their
bonds that they could not prosecute tht
work as vigorously as otherwise woulc
have been the case. I believe that they
did construct some 23Y2 miles of railway
in the direction of Dundee, and they ar
willing to prosecute vigorously th
construction of this work, pro
vided they are allowed by Par
liament to go on and complete thý

HON. MR. GIBBS.
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works which they have ùndertaken, which
by the terms of their charter they are
bound to complete before the 16th April,
1884. Now what will be the effect if this
proposed charter is granted to the other
company, and if it has the powers which it
claims? Simply that we shall have two com-
panies, having the right to build a line.
on a route which will not be peculiar to
either one, and the consequence will be
most likely the abandonment of the line
by both companies. It will also greatly
impede the company, which has now the
right to the road, from obtaining the
necessary money to prosecute the work.
In view of these facts, and of the deter-
mination of the company, which has
now the charter, to construct the road
within the specified time-and that they
are perfectly willing to allow this proposed
charter to come into force, if it be only
left in suspense for two years-I do think
that Parliament should respect the charter
which has already been given, and that
the amendment which I have submitted
for the consideration of this House will
be assented to by the hon. gentlemen who
are promoting this Bill. If it is not, I
hope this House will respect the rights of
those who now have a charter to construct
the road, and will enable them to prose-
cute vigorously the work which they have
taken in hand. I may say further that
the company which has undertaken the
work have already expended a sum of
upwards of $300,ooo, which is certainly an
earnest of their bona fide intention to go
on and finish it. Therefore, in considera-
tion of these facts, and of the respect
which Parliament always shows to charters
of this kind, I think I may safely appeal
to this House to sustain the amendment
which I have now submitted, and which
I shall ask the House to refer to Commit-
tee of the Whole, for the purpose of
debating it.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I must say
I have been surprised at the speech of the
hon. gentleman who has just taken his

I seat. His arguments, which at first'sight
i seem to be very strong, are really very

weak when they are compared with the
facts. The hon. gentleman, in speak-
ing.of the expenditure on the construction
of the Montreal and Champlan Rail-
way, has mentioned the sum of $300,ooo,

e but did not state that nearly the
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whole of . that expenditure had been
incurred before i88o, when that Com-
pany came to Parliament, and made
promises and engagements-what I might
call a compromise with the Parliament of
Canada. Is it because his case is a bad
one that such arguments are to be used,
so that they may obtain votes in this
House to aid them in securing their
object ? It seems to me to be so. The
facts are, that two years ago-in i88o-
the Montreal and Champlain Junction
Railway Company, having shewn some
four years before their intention of doing
something for the counties of Huntington
and Chateauguay, asked for a charter.
That charter was given at once, and when
it was about expiring, almost nothing had
been done; only a small part of the road
had been constructed-a few miles ;-and
when the greatest part of that sum of
$300,ooo was expended. Then, two
years ago another Company came here,
and presented a petition to this House,
in which they had the support of the
counties in the southern part of Lower
Canada. That was the Province Line ;
and what did they ask ? Simply to have
the right to build a line of railway from
St. Lambert to some place near Dun-
dee, about the same line as this for which
we ask a charter now. That bill was read
the second time in the other House, and
referred to the Committee on Railways,
and I ask, what was done there ? The
Committee were in favor of having the
charter ; and it cannot be denied that it
has never been the practice of the Parlia-
ment of Canada to say that they will not
grant a second charter, because a railway
has already been chartered to run in the
same direction. The hon. gentleman
who moved the amendment knows full
well, as I do, that there are several
instances in which two railway companies
have been incorporated, and are to-day
running at a short distance from each
other, which traverse the same direction.
As I said at another time, will not this
company run in the same direction as the
Occidental, the North Shore, or the Que-
bec, Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental
Railway ? But who, in the Province of
Quebec, thought of going before Parlia-
ment, and saying, " Oh do not grant that,
we have another railway, and you will
create competition." Such a condition of
things is in the interest of the public, I

myself reside on the North Shore Railway,
but I am nevertheless a promoter of this
on the southern shore, because it is in the
interest of the whole people. I am not
here to favor companies, but to do what is
right to the public ; though I know there
are sometimes in Parliament men who
consider first the interests of companies.
I have seen that often in my lifetime, but I
have never admired it. I thinkhere,here in
Parliament, we ought to judge of these
things from another point of view, and if
two companies are anxious to be rivals,
and are willing to expend their money, is
it for this Parliament to tell them, "No,
you won't; though it is in the ifrerests of
the public, you won't expend your money ;
keep it for yourselves!" Yet that is the
argument of the hon. gentleman who has
just spoken. I, for one, am far from sub-
mitting to such an argument, and I hope
this House will see its way to doing what
is right to the public, and if these two
companies are willing to expend large
sums of money to build that ,road, let us
not interfere with them. But the hon.
gentleman has even led the House astray.
Did he not say that both of these lines
were running close to one another; that
they were parted only by a few hundred
yards ? I challenge the hon. gentleman
on that point, and I say the distance is
often as much as eight and a half miles.
But the hon. gentleman took only the
vicinity of Montreal, the great central
point from which the railways would start,
I think it is anything but fair for the hon.
.gentlenan to take his measurements at
that point and then to say that it would
not be right to give charters to two roads
running so close to each other. I know
what the Grand Trunk Railway has done
in this instance, as in many others, and I
do not complain much of their action, for
they have undoubtedly been a great boon
to this Dominion. But, I ask, are
we to say because the Grand Trunk has
been a great boon to this country, that
for centuries to come we should allow the
consideration of what the Grand Trunk
has done, to prevent our granting to any
other Company the right to work in the
public interest, and so to cheapen the fares
to the public? Certainly not, and I hope
the House will see that such is not the
case. The road which is under discus.
sion has been before the Committee
of Railways in the other House, as
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I said before, and the majority on
that Committee were willing to give
theni a charter; but a certain sense of duty
pointed out to some of those gentlemen
that they should give the Grand Trunk a
chance. They thought they should per-
haps wait and see whether they were
honest in their promises, whether they
would keep faith with Canada. Sir Charles
Tupper, who was a member of that Com-
mittee, stated :

" Sir Charles Tupper would prefer to see a
line of this kind constructed without Ameri-
can capital, but if it could not be done other-
wise,he would soonersee it built by A mericans
rather than an important section of country
should be left without railroad communication.
'He suggested that as a charter had been given
so late as last vear to another company, they
should allow the Bill to stand over for a year,
and if by that time substantial progress had
not been made the charter should then be
giàen to the present company. - He thought
-that as the company were seeking municipal
aid they could hardly pledge themselves to
irrevocably proceed with the construction of
the road."

I cal] special attention to these words, as
showing the true intention of the Mon-
treal and Champlain, or theGrand Trunk
Railway, and consequently of those who
are backing them up. It was a compro-
mise between Parliament and the Mon-
treal and Champlain Railway Company,
allowing the latter one year to show their
sincerity, the Committee reporting that one
year should be given to see how they
would fulfil their promises. I ask what,
has since happened ? Another fallacious
argument used by my hon. friend was,
that twenty-two miles had been built,
giving us to understand that those miles
had been constructed in carrying out
the promises made to that Committee;
but I deny that entirely. This company
which is now applying to Parliament did
not come before us in 1881, as they had
a right to do under the arrangement to
which I referred, but they have waited
two years to see if the Grand Trunk were
going to stand by the promises they made
in i88o to Parliament. Twenty-four
months have since passed away, and I
assert that during that whole period, only
about 8/2 miles have been built. And I
would ask, how is that road built? I
challenge those hon. gentlemen who know
the road to say that it is built in the same
serviceable way as other roads in this
country. It is a bad road, and is laid

HON. MR. BELLEROSE.

with old iron rails, the greater part of
them being 7, 8, 9, 10, 11 and 12 feçt
long; they had been in use for years on
the Rivière-du-Loup line and were brought
from there to this road. This was
done because the Grand Trunk never
intended to have it a through line, but
simply desired to make it a local line, on
which a mixed train would be run every
morning and night, for those who were
residing there. That is the reason they
did not care about laying it with good
rails. In view of these facts, has not the
new company a right to come to this Par-
liament now and say, " We have done our
duty, and more; we have waited two
years, instead of the one your committee
suggested, and we now ask for our char-
ter." The greater number of the mem-
bers of this House will remember that Mr.
Scriver appeared before our committee,
and stated that he himself, having been
sent by his municipalitv, went to Mr
Hickson, the manager of the Grand
Trunk Railway, after the twelve months
had passed away which had been pre-
scribed by the Committee on Railways of
the House of Commons. He then asked
that they should build the road, and was
answered by Mr. Hickson, "We will build
the road, but the municipalities will pay
for it." That was the way in which the
promises made to Parliament in i 88o were
kept. It shows how little the Grand
Trunk cared about keeping faith with
Parliament; and therefore, I think Par-
liament should rise in its might and say
that no company shall treat it in such a
manner and still be protected, at the ex-
pense of any other corporation. In i 88o,
Mr. Scriver, in referring to a letter which
had been read to the Committee on
Railways in the House of Commons, said
that it was diplomatically written. That
letter is from Mr. Hickson to Mr. David-
son, in which the former said, "The
Montreal and Champlain Junction Rail-
way had obtained the charter in good
faith, and had secured a quantity of steel
rails." Now, is that honest ?

SEVERAL HON. GENTLEMEN-Hear, hear.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-Hon.
gentlemen say hear, hear, but how shall I
designate a man who will call black what
he knows is white? As I stated be[ore,
the rails on that road are old iron upon
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which an express train could not be run;
I do not say that a mixed train might not
pass over it at a slow rate of speed ; but
the rails are too bad to allow of the
passage of an express train. Yet the
Grand Trunk promised that before
twelve months from the time that com-
mittee met, the road would be built with
good steel rails ; and as I before stated,
the real fact is that after twenty-four
months, only eight and a half miles have
been built, even that small portion being
equipped with bad iron rails, which had
been so much used that they were forced
to take them off the Intercolonial. Is
that keeping faith with Parliament ?

HON. MR. ALLAN-May I ask the
hon. gentleman what he has quoted from;
has he got a copy of a letter from Mr.
Hickson there, or how does he know
what was in the letter ?

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-It is an ex-
tract from the " Free Press "-a report of
the debate at the time-March, 188o.

HON. MR. ALLAN-But not a copy
of a letter. You professed to quote, or at
least read an extract from, a letter which
was written by Mr. Hickson,-I merely
asked whether you had a copy of that
letter, or upon what ground you spoke of
what you have just read there, as being
the contents of that letter.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-This is my
position ; the Committee having had a
public discussion, that discussion was re-
ported by the public journals. No one
has ever denied these statements, the re-
port has never been challenged, and so
may be accepted as correct, I extracted
what I have just read from it. As to the
letter it is not in the paper, but the report
reads in this way :

" The chairman read a letter from Mr.
Hickson to Mr. Davidson, in which the former
said that -the Montreal and Champlain
Junction Railway had obtained the charter in
good faith, and had secured a quantity of
steel rails, which would be laid down this
year. The work would be commenced this
year, and carried on to completion without any
unnecessary delay."

To that Mr. Scriver, who was a mem-
ber of the Committee, replies as follows:

" Mr. Scriver considered that the:letter was
diplomatically framed, and did not amount

to more than a pledge to proceed with a part
of the road. It was to their interest to build
this section. He believed that the line lrom
St. Isidore to Dundee would never be built
without municipal aid. The gentlemen who
were here this morning were mainly from St.
Remi and Laprairie, who had been led to
believe that the portion of the road in which
they were interested, viz: from St. Isidore to
St. Lambert, was in danger. fie felt, however,
that atter the declaration of the Miuister of
Railways, it would be useless for him to press
the bill this session, but he was glad that in
takinge this step it was with the assurance that
if the Montreal and Champlain Railroad Com-
pany did not proceed with the road, a char-
ter would begiven to this new company. He
ridiculed the objections made to the com-
pany, on the ground that Americans were in-
terested in it, and thought it should be rather
a matter for congratulation to have Ameri-
can capital brought in."

Now, if the Grand Trunk had been
inspired by honesty of purpose, should
they not-particularly after having seen
Mr. Scriver's statement at that time-
have carried out their promises? That
certainly was their duty, but we have
proof before us that they failed to dis-
charge it. Now, I ask if this Parliament
would be doing what is right by the
public to grant a further delay of one or
two years ? Certainly not, and if the
hon. gentlemen look at the petitions
which have been laid before Parliament
they will see that these people are com-
plaining that after waiting for fifteen years
they are still without a railway. The hon.
gentleman has said that no notice had
been given. If he refers to the journals
he will see that on this point he has not
been well informed, because, although the
word "Dundee". is not mentioned, it
is stated that the road is to be constructed
to the boundary line by a certain route.
Is not that sufficient notice? I say yes;
it was so much so that Parliament in its
wisdom did not think proper to refuse the
Bill when it was reported from committee.
The hon. gentleman says that they are
ready to complete the road before
the year 1884, which is the term
specified in their charter; I fail to see in
the Bill before this Senate anything
to prohibit them from doing so. It
is only a prayer that this company be al-
lowed, since the Grand Trunk do not
seem anxious to do so, to give
these two counties and the whole
population of the southern part of
Lower Canada the advantage of a railway.
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If the Grand Trunk Railway Company
want to build the road they may do so,
and if the other company build their
line then the people will have two roads
eight or nine miles apart. The hon. gen-
tleman says that the effect of granting a
*cond charter may be to prevent either
road from being built. He must know,
however, that the same company who are
now seeking an Act of incorporation have
already begun the road without a charter;
he must know very well that the road from
Montreal to Sorel, that was built last win-
ter has to be continued to Quebec, and
that that road will never pay except it has
connections west and south. I leave these
arguments to the good sense of the House
and I am sure hon. gentlemen will come
to the conclusion after hearing the facts
that these are good reasons why this char-
ter should be granted.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-If the hon.
gentleman from Oshawa has made mis-
takes, I certainly think the hon. gentleman
from DeLanaudière has made mistakes
also of quite as grave a character. In the
first place he says there have been only
eight miles of that road built; I say that
every mile of that road has been built
that Was promised up to this time. Now,
instead of the great bugbear, the Grand
Trunk, being brought before us, it is the
Champlain Junction Railway. I should
like to know if any half dozen of us had
got a charter to build in good faith a road
out some forty miles, and a few years
after Parliament should give a charter to
somebody else to build another road
over the same line, would we
not feel as if we had been robbed
of our money ? That may be con-
sidered hard language, but it is the
truth. Have the Grand Trunk Railway
Company been such enemies to the
country and opposers of our people that
we.should be called upon to treat them
harshly ? We know that several miles of
road have already been built, and I
thoroughly believe that before the six-
teenth of April, 1884, the line will have
been completed. If that is the case, I ask
in all justice, have we a right to grant a
charter to another road that will run
almost parallel to it within a few miles-
only eight and a-half miles from it in one
place according to the hon. gentleman
from Delanaudière. I guarantee that

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE.

it does not run a mile that way ; they
certainly start from the same place and
run most of the way together. The hon.
gentleman said that we are always ready
to assist the Grand Trunk, or something
to that effect. For my part, I am not
more ready to help the Grand Trunk than
I am to help any other road. I would
like to assist the Great Eastern, but we
have got to treat the Grand Trunk people
fairly, and if they have carried out their
agreement to the letter I do not see how
any of us can vote against them-at least
I certainly cannot. I do not consider
that the Grand Trunk should be treated
differently from any other company; and
if they were private individuals who got
the charter they should not be treated
any way differently from the Grand Trunk.
But they are not the Grand Trunk Rail-
way, they are the Champlain Railway,
and I know that they had to go and raise
money to build the road, and they intend
to build it before the expiration of their
charter. If the Parliament of Canada gave
them too long a charter it is their fault
and not the fault of the Champlain Junc-
tion Railway Company.

HON. MR. FERRIER-As Chairman
of the Champlain Junction Railway I wish
to state the facts of this case to the House.
When the conversation about the fact
alluded to took place before the Commit-
tee of the other House, and when Sir
Chas. Tupper gave the decision he did in
reference to it, the Grand Trunk had had
their charter for one year during which
they had surveyed the line nearly to Dun-
dee. The Grand Trunk having done so,
or rather the Champlain Junction Com-
pany, for I am chairman of the Champlain
road-

HON. MR. SCOTT-You are also chair-
man of the other road ?

HoN. MR. FERRIER-Can a man
not be chairman of two roads ? The facts
are these: the Champlain Junction Com-
pany commenced construction immedi-
ately after that decision in reference to
the charter being withdrawn. They
went on from the end of the bridge over
the line surveyed to St. Martine in
that year (188o). They laid it, according
to what was promised, with iron rails to
St. Isidore. . They continued the con-

Rautoay BQl.(8E NAT E.] •



[Raway BlQ. 581

struction in the fall of that year as long as
the weather would permit. We never put
down steel rails first on a road if we can
help it, because everyone knows that if a
steel rail is bent as it is sure to be where
the road-bed is not level, it cannot be
straightened. That is the reason why the
iron rails lie from St. Isidore to St. Martine.
The Grand Trunk Company have carried
out their promise to the letter of the law.
We are asked why it is they did not go on
in 1881. The other company went to
Quebec after they were refused a charter
here. When this charter was given, the
Grand Trunk had extended the line to St.
Martine and the Quebec Government
promised that they should not allow the
new conmpany to proceed with the con-
struction of the road without an Order-in-
Council. Anyone who reads the charter
will find that that Order-in-Council was
not to be given until the Government
were satisfied that the company was in a
position to construct the road and a tun-
nel without detriment to other interests.
The Champlain Junction Company then
entered a suit to prevent them from con-
structing the road. Had they commenced
to construct the tunnel first no opposition
would have been given, but when the
action was taken against them for con-
structing the road they had to stop.
While that was going on the Champlain
Company stopped construction because
there was a difficulty in disposing of their
bonds from the fact of this new com-
pany having got a charter. Of course
the prospect of another road run-
ning parallel to it prevented the sale
of these bonds. These are the facts.
There was no intention not to construct
the road. The Champlain Junction
Company are honestly going on to flfill
the conditions of their charter, and there
have been two or three deputations with-
in the last two months waiting on the
Vice-President, offering to raise money in
the municipal councils for the purpose of
aiding the construction of it since the
bonds cannot be negotiated. There is no
intention whatever on the part of the
Champlain road to abandon their work
unless Parliament gives another company
a charter to build a road alongside of
them. As chairman of the Board I may
state that the Champlain Company has
spent $300.000 in constructing the road
from Victoria Bridge to St. Martine.

HoN. MR. POWER-The hon. gentle-
man said he was only anxious to state the
facts : I should like to ask him a question,
with reference to one statement which he
made to this effect, that the ordinary rule
was to lay down iron rails first for con4
struction purposes, and that that was the
reason iron had been laid from St. Isidore
to St. Martine. I have been informed, and
the hon. gentleman can correct me if the
information is not correct, that on the
other section of the road, from St. Isidore
to Montreal, the Company laid down steel
rails at the beginning.

HON. MR. FERRIER--The road was
the whole summer under construction, and
they were able to put down the steel rails
before the bad weather came on, I say
the fact is this,that no company making a
road will put down steel rails at first, if
they can help it, until the road-bed is set-
tled. The line commenced to run towards
the end of the season, and therefore the
steel rails were put down sooner than they
would otherwise have been.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I will read
the official report of the Committee on the
subject. It is as follows:-

" On the 19th March, 1880, the Hon. Sir
H. L. Langevin laid before the House of Com-
mons the following report of the Select Stand.
ingCummittee on Raiways, Canals and
Telegraph Lines:-

«'Your Committee have had under consid-
eration the Bill to incorporate the Montreal
and Province Line Railway Company, and
report the preamble, not proven, for the fol-
lowing reasons:

" That it appears to the Committee that it
would be proper to give the Montreal and
Champlain Junction Railway Company Pn
opportunity during the current yesr to ma ke
a Ionafide beginnng and prosecution of the
road, and therefore that it would be proper to
post ne.the consideration of another char-
ter, c,&.

HON. MR. FERRIER-The road was
begun and carried on to St. Martine with.
out stopping.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-How much of that
$300,ooo was expended in making the
connection between the Caughnawaga and
Rouse's Point road to enable the Com-
pany to send their trains over the bridge ?

HON. MR. FERRIER-I cannot an-
swer that question, because I have not the
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figures. If I had known that the question
was to be asked, I would have got the
figures before returning here from Mon-
treal. The House must understand that
I am speaking of the end of the bridge
from St. Lambert's to St. Martine.
That is the road we have the
charter to construct. That road had
not been commenced to be construct-
ed. According to the decision that was
come to in the committee, we commenced
with a perfect understanding that we were
going on, and we would not have stopped
but for the charter which was refused here
being given in Quebec, and I have given
the reasons why we are protesting against
that.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I should like to
ask my hon. friend one question. It has
been stated here that the extension from
St. Isidore to St. Martine was laid with
steel rails taken from the Rivière-du-Loup
line. I ask if these were'taken from the
road over which express trains were run
in connection with the Intercolonial ?

HON. MR. FERRIER-I would have
to ask that from the engineer. I do not
care to answer the question, because I am
not personally aware of the facts. All
that I have been informed is that these
rails were used in the construction, and
that they are equal to what iron rails were
on the best roads that were running at one
time.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I think there is
rather a mis-conception of the real issue
before the House. I do not think it is at
all a question of granting a charter to a
legal company ; it is a question of whether
another road, a rival line to the Grand
Trunk, shall be permitted to tap the
American traffic at Dundee. That is
practically the question, although in a mea-
sure it has been kept in the background.
So far as the legal question is concerned,
I think the facts are altogether with the
gentleman who has charge of the Bill,
because it must be in the memory of gen-
tlemen who have been in Parliament some
years, that the inhabitants of Beauharnois
and Huntington have been clamoring for
some time for the construction of this line.
The Grand Trunk have been the only
company to come to their aid, but they
have been tardy in prosecuting the work.

HON. MR. FERRIER.

The charter has been in existence since
1870. Since 1879, so far as the extension
proper is concerned, only ten and a-half
miles have been really constructed. The
portion between St. Isidore and St.
Lambert is practically a part of the Grand
Trunk Railway through line to New York,
and the use of that portion of the line
dispenses with the ferry at Caughnawaga.
Therefore, it is idle to talk of this
$3oo,ooo being laid out on the extension,
to benefit the inhabitants of Huntington.
I asked my hon. friend how much of that
sum had been laid out on the extension,

_and how much on the main line. I am
ready to admit that he could not answer
the question off-hand exactly, but he
could have stated the amount approxi-
mately. It is just that amount, less what
has been paid fairly for the ten and one-
half miles that have been built in the
three years, since 1879. There is no use
in us talking about the Montreal and
Champlain Junction Railway Company ;
it is the Grand Trunk Railway. The hon.
gentleman did not see the drift of his ob-
servations, and talked about it as a Grand
Trunk enterprise ; it is the Grand Trunk,
and there is no doubt about it. I find no
fault with them for that, but let us recog-
nize who are the parties before us. It is
the Grand Trunk Railway Company, who
desire either to obstruct altogether the
through traffic which might centre at Dun-
dee, and keep it from coming into Canada,
or to prevent any other railway from getting
it. I confess,aftergiving this subjecta great
deal of thought and consideration, I can-
not understand their motive. Of course
all this excitement and agitation with refer-
ence to the extension to Dundee-cannot
possibly arise from a desire to serve those
counties as a local road, whether the line
is constructed by the Grand Trunk 'Rail-
way or the Great Eastern. Neither of
them would be attracted by the local traf-
fic alone: the attraction is the connection
with the American railway system which
has approached very near the boundary,
and in another year will probably reach it.

HON. MR. FERRIER-It is some
forty or fifty miles from the frontier.

HON. MR. SCOTT-The line would
be built to the boundary if there was any
certainty that the connection could be
obtained. The policy of the Grand Trunk
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Railway Company has been-and their
statement would seem to indicate this view
to be correct- that they did not want to
make that connection. It seemed to be
the idea that there would be no great
advantage flowing to them directly by tap-
ping that point. I cann t understand
why it is so, but that must be the conclu-
sion of the Grand Trunk Railway Com-
pany, or else they would long since -have
formed such an alliance as would have
given them that traffic.

HON. MR. FERRIER-The Cham-
plain road bas been negotiating with this
line, to which you refer now, to join with
us so soon as it is constructed to Dundee,
and they are making the arrangements
now. I can give that assurance. There
is traffic beyond that point which the
Champlain road is without and desires to
obtain.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Then it is this
fact that there is traffic beyond Dundee
that the Grand Trunk Railway Company
wishes to obtain, and they know that there
is business to be secured by connection
with the United States line, and think it is
desirable to tap it! That did not seern
to be the opinion of the Grand Trunk
Railway Company for the last three years.

HON. MR. FERRIER-That negotia-
tion bas been going on for some time.

HON. MR. SCOTT-That desire bas
only been manifested since application
bas been made for a charter for another
railway through to Dundee. Whether
that railway is to be built from St Isidore
or St. Martine on to Dundee is not a mat-
ter of the slightest consequence in consid-
ering this question, because I am prepared
to argue that, even if that line were in
existence to-day, Parliament would not be
true to its duty if it refused to a long
through road, and more particularly one
connected with the Intercolonial Railway,
power to tap the American traffic at that
point on the frontier. The principle we
have always acted upon bas been this, to
give every facility for tapping American
traffic. If you just cast your eyes along
the frontier, you will find that wherever
the two countries come together, wherever
waters separating them can be bridged, or
wherever there is still water for boats at the

frontier, connections are made with Ameri-
can railways. Would anybody deny that
that is the true policy for this country ?
Has it not been our policy at all times ?
As to a railway charter giving a vested
right to one company alone to occupy the
ground, that theory bas long since been
exploded in Canada. If it were not, we
should not now be encouraging a through
line. It was fought over in the case of
the Great Western Railway Company. It
was fought over in Ontario when the char-
ter was granted to the Canada Southern
Railway Company. It was maintained at
that time that it was not fair to English
stockholders-that it was perfectly mon-
strous-after they had expended their
money, that any other railway, a compet
ing line, should be built. Nevertheless,
the Legislature of Ontario thought in their
wisdom that it was a right thing to do,-
that it would develop the country and give
additional facilities for traffic. Since that
time the Parliament of Canada bas given
its sanction to that principle, because it
bas granted the legislation necessary to
give that line connection with the United
States railway system. It is a true and
sound principle, and we should not now
depart from it. Why the city of Montreal
should be disposed to impede the passage
of this Bill is, to my mind, another singu-
lar problem. Because, a through line
having Montreal as an important objective
point, running from Dundee, a very large
traffic must be carried to that city. A
portion of it may be carried to the Inter-
colonial Railway, but a considerable
amount would take ship at Montreal and
go down to the Atlantic by the St. Law-
rence route. There are several elements
in that traffic. The Rome and Water-
town Railway Co. has extended its line to
Oswego and on to the bridge. At the
bridge it makes important connections
with the South Shore Railway, with thé
Great Western Railway, and with ahl the
lines centering at that particular point.
It runs through the northern portion of
the State of New York, one of the most
busy and active sections of the Union, so
far, at all events, as certain kinds of traffic
are concerned. It runs through one of
the best grain and fruit regions of the
Northern States, and there is a large
amount of traffic which would gb by the
St. Lawrence route, in preference to con-
tinuing to follow the Southern route to
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New York if there were proper, outlets,
ind it is our duty to give every facility to
that trade. That traffic, more particularly
dairy products, would take the Northern
line, in preference to the more Southern
one, because it is cooler; and, moreover, if
hon. gentleman will look at the map, they
will observe that the Great Eastern line
taps the Intercolonial Railway. Is it
proper or patriotic for us to impede in
any way traffic seeking an outlet by St.
John or Halifax over the Intercolonial
Railway ? That would be practically
the result of our refusal. to grant a charter
for this line through to Dundee. Any
gentleman who looks at the map must
come to that conclusion. Let the Grand
Trunk Railway go to Dundee and get all
the traffic it can, but let the Great East-
ern also go to Dundee. At an objective
point like that it is quite proper that there
should be rival roads. That should be
our policy, more particularly as the Great
Eastern would furnish traffic to the Inter-
colonial Railway which the Grand Trunk
Railway does not, because the larger por-
tion of the traffic on the latter road goes
out by way of Portland. The true and
patriotic policy would be to favor traffic, if
possible, for a road owned by the Domin-
ion ; at all events there is no special
reason why we should give the Grand
Trunk Railway the exclusive right to the
traffic at that point, unless it has been a
policy that Canada has pursued in the
past, and I contend that we have never
committed ourselves to any such principle.
On the contrary -our whole policy has
been in the direction of free-trade in
railways. My idea is that railway com-
panies should obtain their charters under
a general act and should be allowed to
build their lines wherever they please. It
would relieve Parliament of a considerable
pressure of business and benefit very
largely the people of Canada. That sys-
tem has been found to work well in the
United States. As to the argument that
bonds could not be floated because there
are two rival charters and companies
could not obtain the money, I contend
that this is not the time to raise a ques-
tion of that kind. That theory was aban-
doned long ago. We know that before
companies put their money into the build-
ing of railways they look well to the future
and the people who now invest in railway
stocks and bonds make a very close exami-

nation before doing so. We need not
give them any hints or suggest to them
any views on that question; they are ail.
sharp, keen men. It is not as it was
twenty-five or thirty years ago when oc-
casionally trust funds got into such enter-
prises. When the construction of railways
was first begun we know that a great deal
of money went into bonds and stocks which
should not have been invested in that way,
but now it is a stock operation. Men put
money into it with a hope that they will
be able to sell out at some future time.
In the case of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, I admit the bonds are a good, safe
and lasting investment, until they are paid,
at all events. But with regard to other
railway companies in the country that are
issuing bonds, I think we can leave it to
the people who nvest in them to say
whether this would be a safe investment
or not. For these, and for other reasons
which I could urge, I think it is our duty
to let both the roads run to Dundee, pro-
viding, if you think it proper, that they
should keep a certain distance apart until
they reached that point. However I
think it unnecessary, for both parties will
see that it is to their advantage to do that.
It is in the public interest to bring the
largest amount of traffic that we can se-
cure into this country, and we can best do
so by granting this charter.

HoN. MR. ALLAN-The amendment
proposed by the hon. member for Oshawa
is very much in the same direction as one
which I moved when the Bill was before
committee. But I think as it stands now
the amendment is even a more equitable
one as regards the Bill and the objects
sought by its promoters. As I said in the
committee, I have been looking at the
question mainly as it relates to other
roads to the seaboard. I have no doubt
there are important local interests con-
cerned as well, but, for my own part, all
my sympathies would naturally be with
any company which would furnish to
Canada, and more particularly to western
Canada, the greatest number of facilities
for getting to the seaboard. Therefore,
so far as my sympathies are concerned, if
they went in any direction it would be
with this Bill and its promoters; but it
seems to me that until the American
system, spoken of by my hon friend (Mr.
Scott), does corne into vogue in this

HoN. MR. SCOTr.
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country, and until charters are ob-
tained in the same way that he says
they are secured in the United
States, an Act of Parliament is supposed
to be given in good faith, and to be -some
guarantee to those who hold that charter
that it will not be infringed upon. With
regard to the charter given to this Mon-
treal and Lake Champlain Railway Com-
pany, it has been asserted that the exten-
sion of time was given to them to build
this road. The statements which we
heard made in the committee room, and
the ~statements made in this House, both
by the hon. gentleman who has charge of
the Bill in the Senate, ançi the hon. mem-
ber who is the chairman of the Montreal
& Lake Champlain Railway Company,
have certainly differed very widely in
many respects. But I think, after all this,
the fact remains that a charter has been
given to the Montreal & Lake Champlain
Railway Co., that it does not expire until
1884, and that they had a perfect right to
suppose that on the faith of that charter they
could go on and build the road, without
being exposed to the danger, before the
expiry of their charter, of this Parliament
granting another company the right to
build a road over precisely the same route.
The instance quoted by the hon. member
from DeLanaudière, of the railways on
the north and south shores, is scarcely
analogous to this. You can hardly com-
pare the roads on the north and south
shores of the St. Lawrence to these two
short lines, necessarily running very near
each other. My hon. friend from
Ottawa referred to the cases of the
Great Western and Grand Trunk railways,
but you can hardly compare them with
the short lines in this instance, as laid
down in the maps. The amendment, as
presented to the consideration of this
House, is an exceedingly fair one. As I
have said, my sympathies go with those
who are building a road to the seaboard,
and giving us access also to the United
States, and the railway system there.
The amendment, as it stands, does not
prevent the Great Eastern Company from
making this connection. The amend-
ment proposed to the House is as follows:

" That Po much of the Bill as authorizes
theconstruction of that part of the proposed
railway running to the east of the Village of
Dundee, and the west of St. Lambert, shall
not come into operation until the firet of
May, 1884."

Now, hon. gentlemen, what position does
that leave the Great Eastern Railway Com-
pany in? It gives them the power of
doing what they seek by their Act. They
ask for power in addition, at St. Denis, to
build a branch line on the frontier, near
Hemmingford, or near Lacolle, in the
County ofSt.John. The amendment leaves
them free to build that line. So that if it
is adopted the position of the Great East-
ern Railway, Company will be this-not
that they are precluded for ever from
building the road from St. Lambert to
Dundee, but that after May Ist, 1884, they
will be at perfect liberty to construct that.
section. In the second place they are at
at liberty now to make this much
wished for connection with the American
railways and seaboard, by the line at
Lacolle.

HON. MR. POWER-Surely the hon.
gentleman is not in earnest in saying that.

HON. MR. ALLAN-Certainly I am in
earnest, and why should I not be? They
are not cut off from that connection: they
have it still; and, therefore, in the face of
the existing Act which empowers the
Montreal and Lake Champlain Company
until May, 1884, to build that road, I think
this amendment goes as far as is at all
reasonable, or just, or compatible with the
faith which I think Parliament ought to
keep with a Company to whom they may
grant a charter, and therefore, I hope the
amendment will be adopted.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-If I sup-
posed that this amendment would not
defeat the Bill I should certainly vote for
it; but this delay in building that section
may prevent the capital from being raised
and defeat the object of the Bill. Coming
from one of the Maritime Provinces I
have taken a deep interest in this road.
From the first I took a position in favor
of it, from which I cannot withdraw, feeling
as I do that thejine will be a great feeder
to the Intercolonial Railway, and that it
will connect our Government road with
the railway systems of the United States,
giving us a large portion of the trade
of the central portion of the State of
New York. I find that this line will run
through thirteen counties, all of which
would be benefited by its construction,
that the representatives of those couaties
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are in favor of it, and therefore I think
the Bill is in the public interest. We ought
to legislate in that interest, and not
for the benefit of railway corporations.
I am not inclined to sacrifice the interests
of the public for the benefit of any indi-
vidual company. I believe there should
be no monopoly in railways; and when
thirteen counties are to be benefited, when
this charter is petitioned for by the inhabi-
tants of those counties, and when it is to
be a feeder to our own Government rail-
way, we would be acting unwisely to refuse
this Bill. Coming up to Ottawa by rail,
we have to come by way of Richmond,
and I have often been delayed at that
point for hours, waiting until the Grand
Trunk train fromPortland came up before
we could proceed to Montreal. I think
the Grand Trunk Railway Company's in-
terests are centered in Portland. At all
events, they advertise connections with
steamers at that point. Our interest
should be te take all the trade we can to
our own cities on the sea-coast. I think
we should not overlook the importance of
this line to the Maritime Provinces and
the Intercolonial Railway, and that we
should not, for the sake of a few miles of
line, defeat a Bill for the construction of a
road 250 miles in length. I would be
acting contrary to my duty as a legislator
,f I allowed myself to depart from what I
believe to be the true interests of the
country.-

HON. MR. ALEXANDER-The argu-
ment is, no doubt, a plausible one, that we
cannot grant too many railway charters-
that it is in the public interest that we
should afford facilities to all parties desiring
to construct railways; but my own experi-
ence in that part of western Ontario from
which I come has been that numerous
applications have been made to the On-
tario legislature, that charters have been
obtained, that applications have been
made to municipalities along those lines
for assistance, and that tjhe people have
also contributed heavily to the construc-
tion of competing lines, and when these
companies come. to operate their roads
they find the traffic insufficient to main-
tain them. The local legislature has
given large sums of money as subsidies,
municipalities have voted bonuses, and
consequently a large number of unneces-
sary lines have been constructed which

HON. M. KAULBACH.

the companies have been unable to run,
and the result has been that the more
powerful companies have been obliged to
buy up these weaker lines and none of
the anticipated advantages have been
secured. In this case a charter has
already been granted, and a large amount
of money has been expended. We are
now asked to grant another charter to
cover the same ground, the distance of
one of the lines from the other being very
short. How, under the circumstances of
this application for another railway charter,
can I dootherwisethan support the aménd-
ment of my hon. friend behind me (Mr.
Gibbs)?

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I think it my
duty to say a few words on this subject,
because, while I am on the same footing
as all other members, as to the general
interests of the Dominion, I have the
honor to represent here the locality which
is to be traversed by this road. So far as
I understand the matter, there are three
considerations presented to the minds of
every hon. gentleman-the general inter-
est, the private interest, and the local
interest. As to the local interest, I have
received from my division a certain num-
ber of letters and telegrams, with a request
to submit them to this honorable House.
One of the letters is as follows:

" HUNTINGDON, May 2, 1882.
Hon. F. X. H. Trudel, Ottawa.

DiAR SiR-The Municipal Council of
Elgin, learning with regret that there is dan-
ger of the act of incorporation to the Great
Eastern Railway Conpany being inpaired
by withdrawing from it the power to buili
westward from St. Lambert's, expresses its
views as follows:

' That this Council,as expressing the views
of the ratepayers of the Township of Elgin,
protest against refusing power to the Great

astern Railway Company to build fron St.
Lanbert's to Dnndee, as being calculated to
do a grevious injury to the farmers of this
section, who are destitute of all reilway coi-
munication, and see no prospect of securing
such facilities, unless the Great Eastern are
given liberty to build.

Trusting you will be kind enough to submit
the foregoing to the Senate, and to advocate
our just and reasonable rights, of which the
Grand Trunk, under specious pretences, is
seeking to deprive us.'

I beg to reinain,
Sir,

Your obedient-servant,
[DS.] DANIEL MACFARLANE,

Mayor."
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I have a lot of telegrams in my hand,
communicating to me the unanimous
decision of the Council of the Town
of Drummond, of the Township of
Ormonston, of the Village of Hunt
ington, the Municipal Council of
Hinchinbroke, and I thought it was my
duty to put the views of these localities
before the Senate. I may say that though
these documents do not present the views
of all the localities traversed by this road,
I have not received a single letter, nor
have I heard a single word against it.
This seems to me to be a fact of such
importance, that I conceive it to be my
duly to lay it before the House. I may
add, that I am in a rather delicate position
with regard to this matter, because, up to
the present session, I did my best to en-
courage the Grand Trunk Railway, and
secure, to a certain extent, the right for
that company to build the railway from
St. Isidore to Dundee. It has been re-
presented by the hon. member from Ottawa
that there is a certain portion of the line
which has been built by the Grand Trunk
Railway, which is not properly a part of
the local line alluded to. As I have per-
fect knowledge of-the facts connected with
the building of that section, I will say a
few words on this point. It is well known,
and the Chairman of the Grand Trunk
Company will not deny it, that the Grand
Trunk Railway, irrespective of any
view of building a railway westward,
had decided to avoid the trouble
of crossing the St. Lawrence by
ferry at Caughnawaga, and built a
branch to bring the traffic to Victoria
Bridge. This bridge is now, as far as I
can see, constructed with steel rails, and
in perfect working order. It is true that
the Grand Trunk Railway, or properly
speaking, the Champlain Junction Com-
pany, had obtained a charter to extend
their road westward towards Dundee, but
it was a long time before they commenced
building that road. The people of that
country-one of the wealthiest localities
in the Dominion-complained of having
no railway communication, and made rep-
resentations to -the Grand Trunk Rail-
way to induce them to build that branch.
The Grand Trunk Company appeared to
be very reluctant to commence it, in fact
the whole question was whether
the municipalities- would subscribe or
not, and the people were left

under the impression that unless a large
bonus would be subscribed the Champlain
Company would not build the road. In
the meantime a new company was formed
which came before Parliament asking for a
charter. At that time, considering that
the Grand Trunk Railway was in earnest,
and would build the road, I did my best
to induce the members of the other House
to refuse the new company a charter.
The charter was refused and the people
of that locality, who were very anxious to
promote this new company, were only in-
duced to stop their efforts, by the assur-
ance of the Grand Trunk Railway or Presi-
dent of the Champlain Railway that their
promise to construct the road would be
strictly fulfilled the next year. It is true
that, to a certain extent, a part of the line
was built-that is from St. Isidore to St.
Martine. L do not think it is proper to
consider the other part of the line as being
a part of the fulfilment of this promise, be-
cause, as I stated before, it is a different
matter entirely. It was a part of the
Caughnawaga road extendedto the Victoria
Bridge.

HON. MR. FERRIER-It is the same
charter.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-Certainly it is
the same charter, but obtained for an en-
tirely different object-to connect the
Caughnawaga road with the Victoria
Bridlge, and the other part was to satisfy
the people of Beauharnois, Huntington
and Chateauguay counties and give them
railway connection. If I remember well,
that part of the charter embracing the line
to Dundee was not in the original scheme
for the charter at all.

HON. MR. SKEAD-May I aslk the
hon. gentleman if the terminal point of
the road is at Dundee ?

HON. MR. TRUDEL-Of course it is,
because it is the boundary line.

HON. MR. SKEAD-From that to the
American system of railway's is some
thirty or forty miles. ?

HON. MR. TRUDEL-Yes,

HON. MR. SKEÀD-Have they any
charter to make that connection yet ?

599RÉailway .Bill.Great astem



594 Great Eatetm

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I do not know
that they have.

HON. MR. SKEAD-Then a few years
would have to elapse before that connec-
tion can be made at Dundee ?

HON. MR. TRUDEL-Certainly. I
did my best to secure what I considered to
be the equitable right of this Company, and
they solemnly bound themselves to build
this line, but unfortunately their promise
was not fulfilled. So much for the local
interest, but now there is another reason :
Two years ago it was a fight between two
local companies, and Parliament obliged
the Montreal and Champlain Company to
build their line within one year, and ac-
cording to terms mentioned before this
House. Since this, another road, which I
consider to be a through line-a provincial
line-has been originated, and it geems
to me there is a general interest in favour-
ing that charter. These are the reasons
why I very reluctantly and with great
hesitation thought it my duty to sustain
the granting of the charter before the
House.

HON. MR. POWER-I rise for the
purpose of calling the attention of the
hon. gentleman who moved the amend-
ment to a point of order involved in it
that ought to be settled before we go any
further. The point is this : it is a general
rule that the motion made should corres-
pond with the notice given. I call the
attention of the hon. gentleman who
moved this amendment to the fact that it
does not correspond with the notice given,
and the notice as given in the Minutes
does not correspond with the notice given
by the hon. gentleman before the House
rose the other day. I do not wish to lay
any stress on that fact ; as long as the
substance of the notice is preserved I
think it is sufficient. But I wish to make
this suggestion ; the hon. gentleman has
moved that the Bill be referred to a Com-
mittee of the Whole House ; I do not
think that is the usual practice with refer-
ence to Private Bills. I think the practise
is to refer the Bill back to the Railway
Committee with instructions to do certain
things. The amendment·which the hon.
gentleman has read is not one that has
been before the House in any way before,
and I. only wish to have an understand-

ing that if the Bill is referred to a
Committee of the Whole House, or to the
Standing Committee on Railways, that the
duty of the Committee will be to substan-
tially provide that the construction of that
part of the line running west to Dundee
shall be postponed for two years. The
fourth section of the Bill to which this
amendment is proposed, gives the com-
pany in addition to the power to build the
road from Point Levi to St. Lambert and
then from St. Lambert to Dundee, also
the power to build a branch line to the
frontier. I may be mistaken but I think
that the amendment, as the hon. gentle-
man has worded it, would prevent the
company from building that branch and
possibly prevent them from building
branches to the St. Lawrence river. I
presume that my hon. friend does not
wishto do anything of that sort, and I wish
to have him state before the question is
taken that the object is to have the Bill so
amended by the Committee that the road
from St. Philip to Dundee shall not be
constructed until the year 1884. The
hon. gentleman from Rideau Division
asked a question about the connection in
the State of New York. The President
of the Champlain Junction Railway Com-
pany stated to the House in reply, that
the Anerican companies were prepared
to connect with the Grand Trunk Railway.
I presume that the companies are equally
prepared to connect with the Great
Eastern, if the Great Eastern Company
built this road. I am informed that a
company in New York are prepared to
build the connection at once and that the
distance on the American side of the line
is only thirty miles.

HON. MR. GIBBS-I desire to say in
reply to the hon. gentleman from Halifax,
that I did give notice the other day ; I
afterwards thought the motion was not
sufficiently explicit, but in correcting it I
did not alter the general tenor of the origi-
nal motion in any way. My only desire
was to make it so that it might not be mis-
understood. I asked hon. gentlemen who
are wel. versed in the rules and proceedings
ofthis House which was the better courseto
pursue-to give notice of a second amend-
ment, or to amend the first in the direc-
tion I did amend it. I was informed that
I was not tied doww to any particular
words so long as I kept within the general
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terms of the notice. Upon the other
point I was informed that another amend-
ment would be made to my amendment,
and as I believed that it would be in the
interest of the promoters of the Bill, I
altered it in the direction in which it now
appears before the House, with the desire
not only of strengthening the position of
the parties who asked for the amendment,
but also to remove any possible objection
on the part of the promoters of the Bill
that they might be prevented from making
their connections with the American
system.

HON. MR. POWER moved in amend-
ment to the motion in amendment that
the fourth clause be amended by adding
thereto:

" Provided that in so far as concerns that
Portion of the line between St. Philip and
Dundee, the work of construction shaI not
commence before the first day of May, 1884,
unless before the fifteenth day of July in the
present year, the Great Eastern Railway
Company shall have offered to purchase from
the Montreal and Champlain Junction Rail.
way Company the portion of their line now
constructed, located and surveyed u pon such
terms as may be agreed upon by arbi-
trators appointed according to the Con-
eolidated Railway Act, 1879, the amount
awarded bv such arbitrators, however,
not to exceed the actual cost of sucb
work, the said Montreal and Champlain
Junction Railway Company being hereby
authorized to sell and the Great Eastern
Railway Company authorized to purchase
and acquire all the rights, privileges and
franchises of the said Montreal and Cham-
plain Junction Railway Company. Should
the said Montreal and Champlain Junction
Railway Company refuse or not agree to seli
said railway or to carry out the award of the
arbitrators, the Great Eastern Railway Com-
pany may proceed immediately with the con-
struction of their line."

HON. MR. SCOTT-I think before the
question is put we ought to understand
what we are voting on; this Railway alms
at two points, one at Dundee, and the
other at Rouse's Point, which is a very
considerable distance east of that. I did
not understand that that branch was
attacked, but only the line from Dundee.
I find on reading over the amendnent
that the branch to Rouse's Point is attack-
ed, and I see that the House is under a
misconception; there was never any idea
that the opposition was to anything but
the extension to Dundee.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-1 believe
that the promoters of the Bill ought to
accept that amendment, and in their
name I do accept it, because it is only
right that the Grand Trunk after they
have expended a large sum of money on
that line between St. Philip and Dundee,
should be reimbursed for their expendi-
ture. One word as to the question of
order. The hon. gentleman from Oshawa
gave notice of an amendment: that
amendment he changed next day, and
to-day he has changed it again. The hon.
Minister of Justice may say that it is only
changing the wording and it is within the
rule, but I can assure the hon. gentleman
that two years ago, in the case of the
Sovereign Company's Insurance Bill which
I then opposed, when I offered an amend-
ment in which I changed only the wording,
it was objected to. Has the hon. Minister
of Justice one ruling for one year and
another ruling for another year? I want
to know if there are different principles
for ruling in these matters ?

The Yeas and Nays being called for,
the House divided on the amendment,
which was declared lost on the following
division

CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.

Armand, Leonard,
Baillargeon, McClelan,
Bellerose, Odell,
Carvell, Paquet,
Chaffers, Pelletier,
Chapais, Power,
Cormier, Pozer,
Fabre, Scott,
Flint, Stephens,
Grant, Thibaudeau,
Guévremont, Trudel,
Haythorne, Wark,-25.
Kaulbach,

NoN-CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
Aikins, Hamilton (Inkerman,)
Alexander, McKay,
Allan, McMaster,
Almon, Macdonald,
Archibald, Macfarlane,
Benson, Macpherson (Speaker,)
Bourinot, Northwood,
Bureau, Ogil vie,
Campbell, Read,

(Sir Alexander), Ryan,
Dickey, Simpson,
Ferrier, Skead,
Gibbs, Smith,
Howlan, Vidal,-27.

Rautway Bia. 696Grea Eastern



596 Great latern

HON. MR. ALLAN-All the pro-
moters of this Bill want is what I stated a
little while ago-simply to be ensured the
right of building this road to Rouse's Point,
Lake Champlain,-and if that is allowed
they are perfectly willing to strike out the
power to build the road from St. Lambert
to St. Denis within the next two years.

It being 6 o'clock the Speaker left the
Chair.

After Recess.

HON. MR. GIBBS-I trust that the
amendment as it is now proposed will
meet the views of the conflicting parties.
It is as follows :

" Page 2, line 21.-After I Montreal' insert
'Provided always that so much of this
section as authorizes the construction of any
part or parts of said railway, from and lyng
east of any point on the frontier, at or near
the Villaoe of Dundee, and which passes
through te Counties of Huntingdon, Cha-
teauguay, Beauharnois, Napierville and La-

rairie, shall not come into force until the
rst day of May, 1884; but provided, never-

theless, that the said Company shall not in
aiy way be hindered from constructing a line
of railway to the eaet and south of the said
counties, from St. Lambert to Lacolle and
Rouee's Point, on which route the Company
nîay, if deerned expedient, place an y portion
of t hein une of railway west ot St. Lanbert,
at a distance of not more than a mile.' "

He moved that the House go into
Committee of the Whole to make the
amendment.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
amendment meets the approval of all
parties.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I have just seen
the parties and I am told that it does not.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I am
told that it meets with the approval of Mr.
Armstrong and his son, who, I understand,
are the promoters of the bill. I am
astonished that there should be any dis-
agreement now.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I have been told
to the contrary by one of them, and by
others.

The Senate divided on the amendment,
which was adopted by the following vote:

Aikins,
Alexander,
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In the Committee.

HON. MR. GIBBS moved that the Bill
be amended by inserting the following
after the word " Montreal " in the 21St

line on the second page:
' Provided always that so much of this

section as authorizes the construction of any
part or'parts of said railway, from and lying
east of any point on the frontier, at or near
the Village of Dundee, and which passes
through the Counties of Huntingdon, Cha-
teauguay, Beauharnois, Napierville and La-
prairie. shall not come into force until the
first day of May, 1884; but provided, never-
theless, that the said Company shall not in
any way be hindered from constructing a line
of railway from St. Lambert to Lacolle and
Rouse's Point, on which route the Company
may, if deemed expedient, place any portion
of their line of railway west of St. Lambert,
at a distance of not more than a mile."

HON. MR. BELLEROSE said that the
wods " to the east and south of the said
counties " having been struck out of the
amendment, the promoters were willing
that it should be incorporated in the Bil.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. WARK, from the Committee
reported the Bill with the amendment,
which was concurred in.

The Bill was then read the third tine
and passed.
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MONTREAL TELEGRAPH CO.'S
BILL

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. FERRIER moved concur-
rence in the amendments made by the
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors to Bill (96), " An Act to con-
solidate and amend the Acts relating to
the Montreal Telegraph Company."

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. FERRIER moved the third
reading of the Bill

HON. MR. SCOTT-I put a notice on
the paper that I had proposed, on the
third reading of this Bill, to strike out a
portion of the 13th clause. My reasons
for selecting that portion of it as particu
larly obnoxious are that it authorizes
amalgamation with a foreign corporation.
I have objections to the whole Bill, inas-
much as they propose to consolidate their
Acts in such a way as to effect a
change in the operations of the Com-
pany in future. In regard to all legisla-
tion that effects the great masses of the
people, Canada in the pagt has taken the
very foremost rank. Our legislation has cer-
tainly been abreast of the times, with all
civilized countries, but in the matter of
telegraph legislation, we have been behind
other countries except the United States.
The cause there I need not mention: the
power obtained by telegraph companies
has somewhat postponed the time within
which Congress would take charge of the
telegraphs, and assimilate them to the
post office system. I consider that this
occasion is avery favorable one for adopting
that course in this cpuntry, as very extra-
ordinary changes have taken place with
regard to the management of our telegraph
system, and I think the time is opportune
for the Government of this country to
assume its management and control, as
has been done by the Governments of
Europe. In Belgium, Switzerland, France,
Germany, Russia, Italy and England, the
telegraph system has been united to
the postal system in each of these coun-
tries, and placed under the administration
of the Government. Why, in Canada, we
should not follow in so wise a course, as
has been adopted in Europe, I amanable
to understand. The pressure of other

business, I suppose, and the excellent way
in which the telegraph system of Canada
has been carried on while the companies
were under the personal management of
directors in Canada, no doubt contributed
to the postponement of the time when it
should be taken over by the Government
of this country. If we look to the results
of the policy that has been adopted
in Europe in regard to the absorp-
tion of the telegraph system, we find
that the rates have been invariably reduced,
that connections have been enlarged and
the facilitie given to the public have been
wonderfully increased, while the cost of
transmission, even for the press, has been
largely reduced. As we know, to-day, a
very considerable portion of the business
of this country and the news of the
Dominion are carried on by wire, and
this is all the greater reason why the tele-
graph system shbuld be under the control
of the Government. Let us inquire
whether the private companies, in whose
hands this system is, have kept pace with
the business, or whether they have given
the public the cheaper rates that ought to
have flowed from the increased business,
and the cheaper mode in which the tele-
graph system is conducted. It was about
the year 1848' that the first telegraph
companies were formed in the United
States. There were then a number of
comparatively small companies established
between leading cities over the Union,
and it may be rather interesting to look at
the rate then charged and compare them
with the rates to-day, and to consider
what the increased facilities of those com-
panies have been for the transmission of
messages and the general carrying on of
their business. I find that in 1848, the
charges by the New York and Boston line
were as follows: Along that line from
New York to Springfield, Worcester, and
Hartford, Connecticut, 25 cents for the first
ten words, just the rates charged to-day in
Canada, exclusive of address and signature,
and two cents for each additional word;
to Boston fifty cents for ten words;
there has been a reduction there. Over
the lines between Washington and New
York-New York to Philadelphia, a dis-
tance of between 250 to 300 miles, the
tariff was very little in excess of what it is
to-day. On the New York and Washing-
ton hne the rates were, for ten words to
Philadelphia, twenty-five cents, and to
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Wilmington, thirty-five cents, with a slight
reduction for messages exceeding one
hundred words. Now, these figures are
from official sources of the Western Union
Telegraph Company, and accompanying
these figures there is a statement showing
the increase of business of the companies
from that time to this. Comparing the
enormous increase of business and the
facilities for doing that business, one is
amazed at the slight reduction in the cost
of sending messages. According to these
tables the volume of business done by
that company had increased from
6,ooo,ooo messages in 1857 to 29,000,000
messages in i88o, or almost five-fold.
The increased number of messages was
due to improvements on the original
Morse machine. By that instrument
only one message could be sent at a time,
but it was superseded by what is known
as the'duplex system, that is, doubling
the number of messages, and then came
the quadruplex system, by which four
times as much business could be done on
the same number of wires as when only
the Morse machine was used. So that
the companies have facilities now for
doing with the quadruplex machine four
times the volume of business that was
done when the telegraph -system was first
introduced to the world. Looking at the
rates charged then, and comparing them
with the rates charged to-day, hon. gentle-
men will see that there has been no re-
duction at all commensurate with the in-
creased facilities which the companies
have. Take the charges in European
countries that have absorbed the telegraph
system and combined it with the postal
service ; you will find that there has been
a reduction of 50 per cent., and some-
times more than that. In all these cases
the limit is twenty words, and in some
countries the rate has been reduced to
ten cents per message. The majority
charge at the rate of one cent. a word.
Then, again, not only has there been that
enormous advantage in transmitting mes-
sages, but all materials connected with
the construction of telegraphs and
used in the conversion of electric
power are cheaper. The cost of
sulphuric acid, which is a very large
element in the operation of the wires, has
gone down more than fifty per cent, and
so it is with all other materials. Hon.
gentlemen will see, therefore, that while

the rates are kept up the companies are
enabled to do their business for from one-
fourth to one-sixth less than the cost when
they were originally formed. When they
were first organized we know that they
were in some measure profitable, otherwise
new companies would not have gone into
existence, and they would not have con-
tinued to develop all over the continent:
therefore the presumption is that a very
considerable gain has been made from
time to time by the companies. The cor-
poration we will have to deal with in the
future will be the Western Union Tele-
graph Company, for under this Bill, as we
all know, it is proposed that the Western
Union (nominally the Great North-western
Company) will have control of all the
lines in Canada. In my judgment this
matter is of the utmost importance to the
people of this country. As I stated on a
former occasion we would hesitate to
transfer the postal department to a private
company: we believe the. Government
ought to have the monopoly of the postal
service. If so, then on the same principle
they ought to have the monoply of the
telegraph service, because the two
are closely allied. We have greater
secrecy and satisfaction with the pos-
tal system than we have with the tele-
graph, because we can, at all events,
secure secrecy, and we know that in
despatching letters by mail they go at
least as quickly as all others sent by the
same train and line. It is not so with
the telegraph system. You send an open
letter, frequently of the most private char-
acter, in which secrecy is an element of
the first consequence, yet you have no
guarantee that the message you are send-
ing is preserved from the eyes of those
who may make copsiderable advantage
and profit out of knowing its contents..
You have no security that messages will
be delivered in their order, in point of
time. You have not anything like the
same secrecy you have in transmission of
letters under the control of the Govern-
ment of the country. Now, this telegraph
company that is going to absorb our Mont-
real line, and has now practically absorbed
the Dominion line, has been, more
than any other enterprise that
the world has ever seen, the
channel of inflation and of stock jobbing
operations. Really, to read its history is
like reading a fable. The wealthy Com-

HON. MR. Sco'r.
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stock Iode has been a bagatelle compared
with the enormous advantages that have
flowed to Western Union stockholders
who were in the deal. The Western
Union was organized under a charter of
the State of New York in 1856 with a
capital of $5oo,ooo. To-day it has a
capital of $8o,ooo,ooo. If you trace the
history of that company down, you will
find that á large proportion of that amount
has been purely inflated capital; stock has
been allotted to the company under the
name of shares-shares for profits, shares
in consideration of amalgamation with
smaller companies; shares on every pos-
sible pretext-until at one time, before it
absorbed the American Union, another
long line which it recently took under its
fostering care, it had nominally a capital
of $41,ooo,ooo, and of that amount $26,-
000,ooo were scrip dividends, the cash
actually invested in that company at that
time being only $15,000,000. Since 1856,
when the company was formed, it
has absorbed sixty telegraph lines
until it now controls the telegraph system
of the continent, with very few exceptions.
There are yet the Rapid Transit Com-
pany, between New York and Boston, and
one or two others of little importance.
The occasion of absorbing any company
wvas made a pretext for an increase of
stock to the original holders-that is,
shares in the way of compensation for
taking in what might be considered
poorer associations. So that to-day the
estimate is that of $8o,ooo,ooo, on which
the people of this continent are taxed for
their messages, it is computed that the
whole cost was under $25,ooo,ooo, and if
the lines had to be built to-day, they
would not cost over $2o,ooo,ooo. The
difference between the $2o,ooo,ooo or
$25,ooo,ooo and the $8o,ooo,ooo is purely
fictitious capital on which the public are
charged for the transmission of their mes-
sages. Now, the Dominion Company, as
we know, formed an alliance with the
American Union; the American Union
became absorbed, a comparatively short
time ago, by the Western Union, and the
proposition is that this same Western
Union shall take over the entire telegraph
system of the Dominion. Practically,
when this Bill passes, the whole telegraph
system of Canada will be handed over to
a foreign power. I do think this is a
matter that ought to make us hesitate

and consider whether we are acting
wisely and prudently; whether it is in the
interest of this country that so important
a matter as our telegraph system should
pass under the control of foreigners. If
it were a foreign government you might
consider there would be some kind of
fair play in the future management of the
company ; but we know very well that it
is controlled by one or two leading men
in the United States-men who can at
will inflate and depress stock, men who
play day after day with bears and bulls,
who make corners in wheat, in pork and
in stocks. It is to them you hand over
the telegraph system of the Dominion.
Will any one assert that the business will
be done just as secretly and methodically,
that the messages will be transmitted in
regular order, and thaý everything will be
proper and fair? I say that men who
have the opportunity to make, as we know
these men do, their millions and tens of
millions in stock operations by inflating
and depzessing the various articles with
which they deal, when they get control of
the telegraph system, are placed in the
way of a temptation too strong to be
resisted. They are not men who are
above taking an advantage if they have
an opportunity. The people of Canada
propose to give themn that advantage, and
to place within the reach of Jay Gould
the opportunity of doing what he likes with
our telegraph system. It is idle to be met
with this statement that the amalgamation
is with the Great North Western. We
know that that Company has never built
one single line of telegraph, that it never
owned a mile of wire until it absorbed the
Dominionline, as it is now absorbing thé
Montreal Company. We know that it
did not own any property. It was a
skeleton company, got up for a speculative
purpose, to accomplish what Parliament
is called upon to sanction by this legisla-
tion. Weare now lending assistance to a
stock jobbing corporation. When this
Bill came before the Railway Committee
the other day our natural conclusion was
that there would be some opposition to it,
and we took very great care to allot to the
contestants a fair share of time. We fixed
an hour that the promoters would have to
explain its object. When three-quarters
of the hour were up, the promoters having
furnished all the explanations that were
necessary, we callçd upon the opponents
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of the Bill, but no person came forward.
We found it was a one-sided affair. It was
not like the Bill which we had before us just
now. They were all anxious to get this
measure as quickly as possible. Eveiy
shareholder of the Montreal Telegraph
Company felt he had made a good thing;
he had secured an eight per cent. dividend
without doing anything actively for it.
Those companies, when they get a charter
from Parliament, have certain duties im-
posed upon them ; they are bound to keep
up with the times ; but this Company
goes out of existence. The Bill says they
are to have premises in Montreal, and
there are other provisions to keep alive
the charter, but beyond that they have
no existence except the receipt of a profit
of eight per cent. Parliament is deliber-
ately lending its aid for the purpose of
giving value to this stock, and making
the Montreal stockholders feel very
comfortable in the possession of
the eight per cent. dividend to
be paid them, nominally by the Great North
Western Company, which has not $1 oo,ooo
capital -no more capital than is neces-
sary to enable its manipulators to get pos-
session of this line-but actually by the
Western Union Company. We know
what persistent efforts have been made to
get this Bill. Every one has been told
that his friend so and so has so much
stock, and was anxious to have this Bill
carried. It made. it unpleasant for us to
oppose it, and we would rather yield to
tije importunities of friends, if possible.
Bu it does seem to me so contrary to
the best interests of the people of this
country that I could not see my
to acquiesce in it. I suppose my
opposition, emenating solely from my-
self, acting entirely on my own judgment,
co-operating and conferring with no one
else with reference to it, and guided
purely by my own views of what is right
and proper-I suppose my opposition will
not amount to very much, because the
House has been-I will not say can-
vassed,-but a great deal of pressure has
been applied for this legislation. It must
be obvious that this Bill is not asked for
in the interest of the people of Canada.
Those who are clamoring for it are men
who want to make some money out of it.
Eight per cent. is to be paid to the Mon-
treal stockholders, and six per cent. to the
Dominion stockholders, and there must

be a considerable margin beyond that,
otherwise there would not be this extra-
ordinary pressure, this intense anxiety to
have the Bill carried. There must be a
large amount of money that somebody is
going to make outside of it, and the
channel through which it is to be made is
the legislation that is now being granted,
which allows them to carry out this new
telegraph deal. I think it is postponing,
for a very considerable period longer than
probably would otherwise occur, the time
when the people of Canada will be in
possession of the telegraph system.
I shall just read, for the information of
the House a report of the Postmaster-
General in reference to the effect oftaking
over the telegraph system in England. It
was taken possession of in 1870, and the
Government paid a very large amount of
money for it because Parliament had laid
dowe no rule on which they were to ac-
quire that property. The consequence was
when the question was agitated and came
to be discussed by the Chambers of Com-
merce, it was found that the rates were
out of all proportion to the amount of
capital invested, and the capital kept going
up until it got to be an enormous sum,
and the British Government had to pay an
exorbitant price for the property, and out
of all proportion to the cost of the lines.
It will be the same in this country ; the
longer the Government of Canada post-
pone the taking over of our telegraph
system the more they will have to pay for
it in the end. In order to give hon.
gentlemen an idea of the advantages to
the public in England since the British
Government took over the telegraph
system, I will read from the report of the
Postmaster-General for the year i88o:

" At the time of the transfer, the telegraph
companies had 1,992 offices, in addition to
496 railway offices at which telegraphic work
was performed, making the total number of
offices 2,488. At the end of the past year
there were 3,924 post offices, and 1,407 rail-
way stations open for telegraph work, making
the total number of telegraph offices within
the United Kingdom 5,331.

" The number of instruments in use by the
conpý.nies was 2,200, exclusive of those on
private wires. The number in use in the
post office has increased to 8,151......

" On taking over the telegraph, the post
office commenced with 5,657 miles of telegraph
line, embracing 48,990 miles of wire, and
these numbers have been increased to 23,166
miles of line embracing 100,85t miles of wire.

" The total length of sub-marine cables

HON. MR. SCOTr.
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connecting different parts of the United hands of
Xingdom was 139 miles in 1869. Last year late it in
it was 707 miles, fot now

" There were about 6,500,000 messages
forwarded by the telegraph companies
and by railway companies transacting public this coi
telegraph business, in the coursP of the year 50 many
1869. Last year the post office forwarded haîf a n
26,547,137 messages, so that the business has eighty n
increased four-fold. have acq

" The telegraph companies sent news to of maniu
144 towns, the number of subscribers being
306, including 173 newspaper publishers. stop at t
Last year the post office sent news to 313 Telegrap
towns, the number of subscribers, including
518 newspaper publishers, being 806. HON.

" During the Session of Parliarnent the my hon.
companies sent about 6.100 words of news aph of
daily, and at other times about 4,000O daily.
The post office during the lalt year sent an only hall
average of 25,679 words a day when Parlia-
ment wam sittin Î, and 21,702 when Parlianient HON.
was iot sitting.n' the origi

Hon, gentlemen will see ftom this was half
report, that there was the sanie relative that tim<
increase,yto the public, in the advantage sorbing
of the possession ofthe telegraph wires by small an
the Government, as there was by the intro- eighty m
duction of the penny postal system, the before it
postal card, and the various improvements when it
in our postal systen during the hast fifty ooo, at t
years. Under the systei adopted by the stockhol
several Governments in Europe, more dends-
particuarly by the Government of Eng- its capit
land, whose records I have been quoting only a c
from, the cost of telegraphy has decreased I say is
immensely. The charge throughout the $500,00
United Kingdom 15 20 cents for the first differen
20 words and 6 cents for every additiomah 00,00

6 words. There has been that advantage ers of W
to the public, and the newspapers havp of stock
had such increased facihities that they have have di
been enabled to give to the public four It has
toes the amount of telegraph news. We since it
know that at the present time business easy to
men cannot afford the tle to reai more to be in
than the telegraphic despatches in the why I h
press, and they depend on the, rather that I w
than on the later reports that tion of 
core by the mails, so that it is an powert
object fro every point of view that the ration.
facilities for the tiansmission of messages the Mo
to the public should be largely increased. competf
My opposition to this Bi is of a twofold unless
nature: first, by passing this Bi we post not ag
pone to a much longer period the tve Montre
when the Goverment of this country through
should take over the telegraphic system, its line
and we will make it much more embarrass- portion
ing and much more difflcult, because we pany is
know if the telegraph pames into the Weste

Company's Bill.

these people they will manipu-
ways and by means that we do
anticipate. If, as I have shown

y have successfully manipulated
pany that has already absorbed
rival companies, from a capital of
million of dollars to one of over
illions in a few years, then they
uired such proficiency in the art
ulating that they are not likely to
he acquisition of the Montreal
h Company also.

MR. POWER-Do I understand
friend to say that all the tele-

nes in the United States cost
F a million of dollars originally ?

MR. SCOTT-No, I said that
nal capital of the Western Union
a million of dollars, and since
e that company has gone on ab-
other companies and paying out a
ount of cash until its capital is
illionsA that on one occasion alone,
absorbed the American Union,

brought its capital up to $41 ,ooo,-
ad at that time paid out to its
ders $26,ooo,ooo in scrip divi-
that practically at that time while
al stood at $41,ooo,ooo, it had
ash capital of $15,ooo,ooo. What
that the company had grown from
o to $8o,ooo,ooo, and that the
ce between $25,ooo,ooo and $8o,-
was inflated stock given to hold-
estern Union stock and holders
in those other companies that

ropped into the Western Union.
absorbed over sixty companies
has been created, so that it is very
measure what its powers are likely
the future. These are the reasons
ave felt it my duty to give notice
ould move to strike out that por-
the Bill which gives the company
o amalgamate with a foreign corpo-
Oneof the appealsmadetous isthat
ntreal company would not be ableto
e with the amalgamated companies,
this legislation is granted. I do
ee with that view. I believe the
al Company has such a hold
out Canada, in consequence of
s extending through the business
of the country, that no rival com-
likely to occupy the ground. The
n Union must see something con-
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siderable beyond that eight per cent., or
they would not take the position they do.
There is a motive, and it cannot be two
or three per cent., because the Western
Union men would not touch this telegraph
deal, unless they saw hundreds of thousands
of dollars in it, and I believe that a large
margin of profit might be made and
retained by the holders of Montreal stock,
if they continue to do the legitimate busi-
ness that they have hitherto been doing
in this country. I should have been quite
willing, if nothing better could be done,
that they should continue Canadian com-
panies, and I did not regret at the time
the proposal made by the Dominion Com-
pany, before their amalgamation with this
foreign company, to amalgamate with the
Montreal Company. If we are to have a
monopoly, let us have the monopoly of a
home company; it would be far less
objectionable, for we would know that the
profits of that monopoly were going into
the pockets of our own people. We
should have, at all events, the returns
made by these companies, and public
opinion would no doubt be able to bring
such pressure to bear, in case the business
increased to more than eight per cent
dividends, as would bring the rate down.
But to say that the only recourse the
Montreal Company has is to go as the
Dominion Company has gone, and be
absorbed ifito the American system, and
that the American system is to rule
Canada, so far as that particular service is
concerned, I do not think it creditable, to
say the least of it, to the Canadian people.

HON. MR. POWER- have to ex-
press my regret that on the present occa-
sion I am not able to take the same view
ofthe matter before the House as that en-
tertained by the hon. gentleman who has
just sat down. The address that the hon.
gentleman has favoured the House with
has been an instructive and valuable one.
He has given us a great deal of infor-
mation on the subject of telegraphy, and
has given the Government and the House
hints that may be useful in the future ;
but I think the hon. gentleman failed in
the purpose he aimed at. He moved an
amendment which was to take away from
the Montreal Telegraph Company the
right to amalgamate with another com-
pany, but he failed to show how that
amendment would be in the public in-

HON. MR. SCOT.

terest. I quite agree in what the hon.
gentleman has said as to its being a .very
undesirable thing that the telegraph lines
of this country should be to so great an
extent under the control of a foreign cor-
poration. I also regret that we cannot
telegraph at as favorable rates as the
people in England and in other
thickly populated countries, but, after
all, I fail to see how these evils
are to be remedied by the amend-
ment. This matter presents itself
to me, and I think it presented itself to
the majority of the committee, in this
way : If we had to begin, de novo, to in-
corporate telegraph companies it would be
a very desirable thing not to give any
company the power of amalgamation with
any other company. But we passed an
Act to incorporate the Dominion Tele-
graph Company years after the Mon-
treal Company was in existence, and sub-
sequently we passed an Act giving the
Dominion Telegraph Company the right
to amalgamate with another company, a
right which they exercised. Subsequently
we incorporated the Great North Western
Co. giving them the right to amalgamate,
which right they also exercised. The
Montreal Company, acting under a clause
in their charter, have undertaken to amal-
gamate with the Great North-western and
with the Dominion, and they ask us to
ratify what they have done ; and the ques-
tion is whether we shall do that or not.
Supposing we adopt the amendment of
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa, and
refuse to ratify what they have done, what
will the effect be ? In the first place a
judge of the Superior Court of Quebec,
Judge Rainville, has decided that the
working agreement made by the Montreal
Co. with the GreatNorth-western is illegal,
and is not justified by the existing charter.
If we do not pass this Bill, the appeal
which has been taken will be carried
up to the highest courts in the country and
possibly to the Privy Council, and during
all this time the stock of the Montreal
Company, which is held in a great degree
in trust for the families of the original
shareholders, will be made a foot-ball of in
the stock market of Montreal; and by
throwing out this Bill we will be doing a
great deal more to assist the stock jobbers
than we would by passing it. The hon.
gentleman has spoken as though the pas-
sing of this Bill would be in the interest

Companys Bill(8 EN AT E.]
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of the stock jobbers ; it is rather a singu-
lar thing that no one appeared before the
committee to oppose the Bill openly.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I had referepce
to the stock operations in New York.

HON. MR. POWER-I think we are
more interested in the stock operations in
Montreal.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I made no refer-
ence to that at all.

HON. MR. POWER-The fact is that
although there was no open opposition
before the Committee, to the passage of
this Bill, an agent of the Montreal stock
jobbers was here; and I think that agent
did as much in the way of canvassing
against this Bill as all the agents of the
company or the company itself in canvas-
sing for it. Supposing that this appeal is
uftimately decided against the company
what will be the result? The stock of the
company will have already become con-
siderably depreciated, and Jay Gould, or
whoever at that time controls the Western
Union, will have this company completely
in his hands. The Montreal Company
has no. lines in the Lower Provinces
beyond Sackville; it would be cut off
from the Lower Provinces and from the
United States, and hon. gentlemen must
feel that a company that has no connec-
tions outside of the old Provinces of
Canada will go into the business of
telegraphing at a great disadvantage as
compared with the companies that have
outside connections. The almost cer-
tain consequence of this will be that
the stock of the Montreal Company
will go down to 50 per cent. of its
par value, and it will be all bought
up by Jay Gould or his successor at its
depreciated figure, and then the company
will be in the hands of this foreign
monopoly of which the hon. gentleman
has spoken. As things are arranged at
present, the Canadian stockholders and
their families will have the benefit of the
eight per cent. If my hon. friend had
his way, the probabilities are that these
families would suffer great loss; a loss
that would be very serious indeed, to
many of them, and the upshot would be
that the property would go into the hands
of American stock-jobbers, and Canadians

would have no r turn whatever from this
stock. For the reasons that I have given
I felt constrained in the committee, as I
now feel constrained in the House, to
vote against the amendment of my hon.
friend. Then again rates are limited
to twenty-five cents a message. The sta-
tistics produced by the hon. gentleman do
not show that, for a sparsely settled country
like Canada, it is an exorbitant. rate. In
the Lower Provinces it is five cents higher,
and one amendment, made in the Com-
mittee to this Bill, provides that the rates
existing in the Lower Provinces should not
be raised; I thought it was a desirable
amendment in the interest of the public.
Then another great check on the
people who may control the lines of this
company hereafter, is the fact that a
telegraph line is not like a railway line,
expensive to build, and if this company is
making large dividends on its capital there
is nothing to hinder a number of wealthy
men from establishing competition. If
the existing company is able to buy up all
competing companies people have in their
power a very effectual remedy by establish-
ing competing- lines under Government
management. I know of no reason why
the Government would not be justified in
establishing the competing line, if this
company charges exorbitant rates.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I shall cer-
tainly have to vote for the amendment of
the hon. member for Ottawa, and the
reasons that have been given by the hon.
member for Halifax would certainly have
convinced me that I was right, if nothing
else had. I was rather astonished to
think that within a few minutes such a
vast change had come over these two hon.
gentlemen. An hour or two. ago they
were talking very earnestly about protec-
tion to the public, and rival companies
were not to be considered. The hon.
member for Halifax, at any rate, was talk-
ing about what must be done to protect
the public, and the interests of companies
were not considered at all. I know a
good deal, personally, of what bas been
done with that company for the last five
or six years. Some of our best merchants,
and some of our ablest men, who were
stockholders, also were against this way of
doing business, even with the chantes of
making a little more money. They felt
that their future was .gone.; that they
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would have eight per cent. and nothing
else, whereas, in the future they had the
prospect of a great and prosperous
company. Still, I think there is a reason
beyond that why we should strike out
this thirteenth or amalgamating clause.
Although the Dominion Company did get
a clause passed allowing them to amal-
gamate with certain companies, I think
the House made a mistake when they
passed that clause, and if we made a
mistake then we should do better now by
striking out the amalgamating clauses in
all such Bills. I do not think that the
amalgamation will benefit the stockholders
of the Montreal Telegraph Company, and
I feel quite certain that it will not be a
benefit to the people of Canada to have
our telegraph business managed in the
City of New York. We may talk about
our directors here just as much as we
like, but there is not the slightest doubt,
if this amalgamation is completed, the
whole business will be managed from the
City of New York. That is my greatest
objection to it, and for these reasons I
will vote for the amendment of the hon.
member for Ottawa.

The House divided on the amendment
and it was declared lost on the following
vote -

Almon,
Bellerose,
Carvehi,
Haythorne,
Leonord,
McLelan,

Aikins,
Alexander,
Alan,

ohibald,
Arnand,
Baillargeon,
Botsford,
Bourinot,
Bureau,
Campbell (Sir
Çhafters,
Chapais,
Dickey,
Fabre,
Ferrier,

lint,
Gibbs,

Co
Hon.

NTENT8:•

Mesers.
McInnes,
McKay,
Ogilve,
Scott,
Wark.-IlI.

NoN-CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
Grant,
Hamilton (Inkerman)
Howlan,
McMaster,
Macpherson, (Speaker)
Miller,
Odell,
Paquet,
Pelletier,

Alex.) Power,
Pozer,
Read,
Ryan,
Smith,
Thibaudeau,
Trudel,
Vidal.-34.

HON. MR. FERRIER moved the third
reading ot the Bill.

Hor. MR. OGI.Vi.

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

The Senate adjourned at 10.30 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, May 5th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE McCLEARY CO'Y'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE, from the
Committee on Standing Orders and Pri-
vate Bills, reported Bill (oo), " An Act
to incorporate the McCleary Manufactûr-
ing Company," with one amendment.

The amendment was concurred in and
the Bill was read the third time and
passed.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (aa), " An Act to explain the dif-
ferences between the English and French
versions of 35 Vic., Cap. 23. ' An Act
respecting the Public Lands of the Domi-
rtion.' "-(Sir Alex. Campbell.)

QUEBEC, MONTREAL, OTTAWA
AND OCCIDENTAL RAIL-

WAY BILL.

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved the
second reading of Bill (114), "An Act
respecting the Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa
& Occidental Railway."

HON. MR. MILLER-The Bill is not
on the Orders, and there should be a
notice.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
Bill has not been dropped ; it never was
on the Orders at all. It came up from
the Commons and was laid on the table
as there was no one to take charge of it,
and it stands now for anybody to deal
with it.
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HoN. MR. MILLER-Then the hon.
gentleman should give notice of motion
for second reading.

HON. MR. OGILVIE movcd that the
Bill be placed on the Orders of the Day
for second reading on Monday.

The motion was agreed to.

NORTH-WEST MOUNTED POLICE
BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House went into Committee of the
Whole on Bill (102), "An Act to amend
and consolidate as amended the several
enactments respecting the North-West
Mounted Police Force."

In the Committee,
HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said:

There is nothing very special about the
Bill, but I think it will be interesting to
the House to know the present state of
the Mounted Polite Force, and what they
cost. The particulars have been p¶aced
in my hands from the Department. There
are in the Mounted Police Forre now in
the North-West, 300 men; this Bill pro-
poses to augment the force to 5oo, and
the augmentation has been considered
expedient in consequence of the increased
prospects, which I trust may not be
realized, of troubles and dfficulties in the
North-West. The Indian population are
being gradually deprived of their normal
food, the buffalo, and we may anticipate,
more or less, that increased difficulties
may beset the maintenance of peace in
that country. This apprehension is not
confined to the Government, but it has
formed the subject of communications to
newspapers from correspondents sent up
to that part of the country, who are toler-
ably well informed. I will read from a
report of a special correspondent of the
Globe, who says among other things there
may be serious trouble brewing, for the
Bloods, Blackfeet and other wild Indians
of the south are not the class of men 'to
be trifled with. He adds:-

" They are, I think, more resolute and
warlike than the Crees and Saulteaux of the
north, and should they once break out in de-
fiance of the police, I cannot but shudder to
think of the possible resulta. Though, so far,
the police have been able to make arrests ol

Indian'depredators in the face of overwhelm-
ing odds, the general impression among the
best informed trontiersmen is that this game
of bluff is about played ont, and that the day
when three or four red-coated prairie troopers
through sheer pluck and coolness can over-
awe a large band of Bloods, Piegans or Black-
feet, bas now nearly or quite passed by, and
that in future the greatest caution will have
to be exercised in dealing with these lawless,
half-starved savages. Even now horse steal-
ing and " cattle lifting" is going on in varions
quarters in spite of the vigilance of the hand-
fuls of police stationed at different pointa
throughout this great stretch of country, and
settlers and ranchmen are threatening to take
the law into their own bande. Should they
do so, the most frightful resulta will be sure
to follow, and a general uprising of the In-
dian tribes might be confidently predioted.
No matter what the cost may be, I think the
police force should be doubled and the In-
dian Commissioner should be invested, for
this winter, at least, with absolute authority
to grant to the Indians such supplies as may
be necessary to keep them from starving to
death. It will certainly be cheaper to feed
these Indians than to fight them, and should
they once set the authority of the Govern-
ment at defiance, there is no force in this
region that could reasonably be expected to
enforce authority in the presence of over-
whelming numbers of hostile savages."

Some instances are given of their con-
duct in stealing horses, but I do not quote
them because these things are occurring
cônstantly, and stealing horses does not
indicate any probability of a general diffi-
culty ; but the other paragraphs are worthy
of consideration. The Indian Commis-
sioner in his last report says

"The experience of our neighbours to the
south of the international boundary line can-
not be without its lesson to us. In their ceae
the military had no trouble with the Indians
until settlers appeared on the scene."

" These settlers, unaccustomed to the
Indian manner and habits, do not make due
allowances and exhibit that tact and patience
necessary to successfully deal with Indians,
and which is showed them by an organized force
kept under control."

Then it gives several instances, I will read
one of them:-

" As an instance of this, during the pat
summer a settler, within a tew yards of Fort
Walsh, became annoyed at a Cree Indian he
tound leaning on his garden fence, and struck
the Indian in the face with his fit. This so
enaged the Indians of the tribe the assaulted
man belongçd to, that notwithetanding the
fact that a fine was inflicted on the settler,
they proceeded in a body to bis garden, which
they commenced at-once to desttoy, and, but
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for the timely arrival of the police, I am of
opinion that much more serious consequences
would have followed. Had this happened, it
is hard to tell where it would have ended."

Then he gives another instance or two
and says :-

" This, however, cannot now continue. It
may most safely be presumed that settiers
will come in thousands over a line of railway
constructed through a new western country
of unquestionably great resources. Among
these thousands will be a certain proportion
of rough classies of men, requiring a etrong
force of police to ensure the law of the coun-
try being carried into effect.
. Settliers near Indian reservations must be
protected from Indian depredations of all
kinds; while, on the- other hand, Indians
must also be protected from any unfair or dis-
honorable dealinge being practiced towards
them by renegade white men. It is presum-
able too, that the amount of public property
which will come under the direct and general
supervieion of the police force will be largely
increased. Railway interests must also be
protected."

Somé other passages of the report are
marked, but I do not think it is necessary
for me to detain the House by reading
them. They go generally to the effect
that the Indians are, from the want of
food, becoming more likely to give
trouble, and that the proximity of settlers
is also a serious danger. The report of the
Commissioner having been considered by
the Minister of the Department of the In-
terior is adopted by him and the suggestion
made by him to the Governor-in-Council,
that the police force should be increased
from 300 to 500 is wise 'nd expedient to
adopt, not only in the interest of peace,
but in the interest of economy, as being
the best way of preventing an uprising,
which, if it took place, would entail con-
sequénces of a disastrous nature to the
country. The beginning of an Indian war
night be a seriotis affair; no one knows

how far it might go or what the cost of it
might be. Now, with reference to the
cost of the force I have had a statement
prepared. The average cost of a mounted
policeman-man and horse-prior to 1879,
was $i.ooo a year ; the cost during the
current year will be $875 for man and
horse ; the estimated cost during.the year
1882-83, is $820 per man and horse.
This is less than the average annual cost
of an infantry soldier in the United
States In round numbers the cost is-

Infantry $i,ooo.
Cavalry $î,6oo to $i,8oo.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELI

The augmentation which the Bill pro-
poses has been prepared for, and the 2oo
men are already enlisted. It is not pro-
posed to increase the number of officers.
The present authorized strength is-Staff
and division officers, 22 ; one surgeon and
assistants, making a total of 25 officers.
The present scale of pay to non-commis-
sioned officers and men is as follows :-
Staff-Sergeants, per day. .$ oo to $i 5q
Duty " " · 75 " I o0
Corporals .. 6o " 85
Constables * · 50 " 75

Constables commence at fifty cents per
day, and receive an addition of five cents
per day for each year's service, until the
maximum of seventy-five cents per day is
reached. Then there are certain men
engaged as artizans, who are paid as
follows :-
Shoemakers and Tailors. . 15 cts. per day.
Blacksmiths, according to

qualifications,as shoeing
smiths, not exceeding. .50 " "

With regard to the free issue of clothing
to thg police force, I think I may safely
say that no other organized force has so
liberal a free issue. Of course, it must
be remembered that the mounted police
are on active field service almost con-
tinuously. The force are at present
armed with the Adams revolver, and
partly with the Snider carbine, and partly
with the Winchester repeating carbine.
It is proposed by degrees to arm the
whole force with the Winchester. Three
hundred of the men will be so armed by
the 1st of August next. I understand
that the Winchester rifle is more effective
than any other, and has been a good deal
sold amongst the Indians. The Bill
under consideration differs from the exist-
ing Act in providing that there shall be
500 men instead of 3oo, and that instead of
there being ten supernumerary constables
there shall be twenty, also that no officer
or constable shall be less than eighteen or
more than forty years of age, with the
exception of some officers or men who
are already in the service. These excep-
tional cases consist of three. Two officers
were appointed by the late Government,
and one by the present Government, who
are over forty years of age. It is also
desirable that the limit of forty years
should not apply to the commissioner or
assistant commissioner; they require
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as much experience as is consistent with
physical activity. Then a change is intro-
duced by which the power of dealing with
disobedience and other offences against
discipline, which was formerly limited to
persons spoken of as constables, shall now
extend to the whole force. Then there is
an increase in the possible imprisonment
of any member who has offended against
the discipline of the force. It was limited
formerly to six months ; it is now pro-
posed-that the maximum shall be one year.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Is there any
provision made for keeping the Indians
as far as possible from the boundary line
of the United States so that border diffi-
culties with the Indians of the other side
may be avoided? I think it would be
advisable to keep them north of the rail-
way upon their separate reservations as
much as possible. The Mounted Police
have been a very valuable acquisition to
the North-West. They have kept the
country in peace not so much by their
strength as by a display of courage,
kindness and discretion. With the influx
of population there must be an increase of
security to property and person, but the
settlement of the country will naturally
increase the discontent of the Indians ;
they will of necessity be disturbed in their
hunting grounds and possessions, and the
loss of the buffalo will require that every
reasonable provision be made for them.
Five hundred police seem to be a small
force to protect so large a territory, and
the number will have to be increased no
doubt as the necessity for it arises.

HON. MR. READ-I think I can not do
better at this particular time than to read
a letter written by the Globe correspon-
dent of a very recent date to show that
the Mounted Police Force is doing an
invaluable service. It is dated Fort
McLeod, March 31st, and appeared in
the Globe of the i8th of April last :

" It is most essential that no one should
be put in an executive position among the
Indians who does not well understand
how to act towards them. Had it not
been for the presence here of an effecient
officer of the time of the recent distur-
bance with the Blackfeet at the crossing, it is
very probable that most serious trouble,
and possibly a massacre might have been
the consequence. But the brave and wise

action taken by Major Crozier with his
handful of men, was, as I have heard a
prominent stock raiser say, worth thous-
ands to the Government and people in the
country. The least sign of fear on the
part of the police would have been certain
death, the calm determined spirit that was
shown by Crozier and his men was the
only thing that saved the peace. I have
since learned from the Indians that they
looked upon the matter in this light.
They had made up their minds to fight.
When their party came down in the morn-
ing after the Major had arrived, they were
surprised to see what kind of a reception
was to be given to them. It was a wonder
to them to find bastimes and barricades
facing them. It gave them an idea how
quickly the white man could get ready,
and when the Major told them he was
going to carry out the law, even if he
and his men had to fight to the
last man, they were sure he would do it.
They knew many of them would be
killed in the fight, and even though they
might win now, they knew that Crozier
said the truth when he told them they
would be terribly avenged. I do not
believe we will again see the Blackfeet
misbehave themselves. They seem to
have a wonderful respect for the law now,
and strange to say, a great liking for the
police force."

That is from the Globe correspondent,
and it is a well-merited eulogy of the
force, and particularly of Major Crozier,
whose services will, I hope, be recognized
by the Government. It will be te their
interest, and to the interest of the service,
if they will promote him.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I cannot help
saying a few words about that celebrated
force of ours, the North-West Mounted
Police. I say "celebrated" advisedly, for I
do not think that there is anywhere in the
known world, at the present day, a force so
valuable and efficient. Take the ordinary
policemen (constables they are called,
though I think they deserve a bet-
ter name) and you find most of
them men of education and ability.
When there is trouble in an Indian camp,
their officers are not afraid to send them
to restore order. It is not only courage
that is required; courage you generally
require in a soldier, but in the North-West
discretion is required as well, and that we
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have got in this force. I have some
knowledge of them, because for the last
few years I have been in communication
with, I think, one-half of the officers
commanding in the several districts. I
have always taken an interest in them,
being an old cavalry officer myself. I
know that I do not look now as if I were
a light weight, but it is not very long since
I was a cavalry officer in one of the best
yeomanry corps in the country. In
speaking of the North-West Mounted
Police, I think we cannot give them too
much credit. I know of many things
they have done which few men would
attempt. On one occasion some seven
hundred Indians were ready to raise a
row, and had begun to harry a settler's
place. Two officers, whose names it would
be invidious to mention, (though I sup-
pose I may as well do so, since my hon.
friend has spoken of another officer)-I
refer to Colonel Irvine and Captain
Cotton-went out themselves into the
midst of the Indians and quieted them.
On another occasion, with two men, they
went into a camp of over a
thousand lodges and took out one
of the chiefs, a prisoner, without being
touched. That shows that they must
have exercised a good deal of discretion
as well as courage. Then, as to the work
they perform, they are not like ordinary
soldiers who, in times of peace, enjoy
comparative rest. When the Mounted
Police are not attending to their farms,
they have transporting to attend to, and,
during the winter season, they are exposed
to great hardships. I know that I will be
excused for having occupied the time of
the House in saying a few words in favor
of one of the best and most efficient corps
in the world to-day.

HoN. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
suggestion made by the hon. member for
Lunenburg (Mr. Kaulbach) that this Bill
should contain something to keep the po-
lice force away from the frontier strikes me
as being unusual. It would be very unwise
to prevent those men being sent anywhere
that their officers may consider it neces-
sary they should go. I am glad to hear
this testimony borne to the efficiency of
the force, more particularly as an opinion
had got abroad in this part of the Domin-
ion that they were inefficient and that their
discipline was lax. An hon. friend of

HON. MR. OGILVIE.

mine, who is now in his place, held
that opinion very strongly, but the
testimony we hear now, and also the
report, which was very strong indeed, of
the result of the hon. gentleman's visit to
the North-West, and the statements of
those who accompanied His Excellency,
particularly Colonel De Winton (an officer
who had seen active service in the cavalry)
all concurred in speaking in the strongest
terms as to the efficiency and discipline of
the force. They had seen them for some
forty or fifty days covering some fifty miles
a day, and were surprised at the efficient
manner in which the service was per-
formed. They said that it contrasted v'ery
favorably with what might have been
expected from any body of cavalry they
are acquainted with. I think nothing
could be stronger than that, and I am
glad to hear this testimony borne by my
hon. friend (Mr. Ogilvie) who, I am
pleased to hear, has served as a cavalry
officer.

HoN. MR. POWER-As felicitations
are in order, I thi'nk I might be allowed
to add my contribution to the stock. I
am very much pleased to hear that the force
is so efficient and still more gratified that
the Minister of Justice and stranger still
that the hon. member for Quinte Division
(Mr. Read) have come over to adopt our
view of public affairs and to take the au-
thority of the Toronto Globe as being
quite decisive as to facts in any matter
affecting public business. I only hope
that the hon. gentleman will continue of
this frame of mind when the Bill for the
distribution of seats comes up to this
House and that they will adopt the Globe's
view of that measure.

HON. MR. BUREAU, from the com-
mittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

RAILWAY PASSENGERS TICKETS
BILL

IN COMMITTEE.

The Senate resolved itself into Com-
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mittee of the Whole on Bill (5) " An Act
respecting the sale of railway passengers
tickets."

In the Committee.

On the fourth clause.

HON. MR. PELLETIER believed that
something should be added to the fourth
clause as, under the Bill as it stood, those
parties who had now large stocks of tickets
on hand, and who had acted in
good faith, would be seriously in-
jured. He had received information
from parties who invested a large
amount of money in these tickets; and
if this Bill as it stood, was passed, there
was no provision to permit those persons
to sell the tickets which they have on
hand. He did not think it was the in-
tention of Parliament that any person
who had acted in good faith should suffer
loss ; and while he greatly approved of
the principle of the Bill, he thought some
addition should be made to it to protect
such parties, and to allow them to sell any
tickets which they now have on hand.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL quite
agreed in the propriety of the suggestion;
his only fear was that there might be
danger of fraud being committed. He
did not consider it likely that any persons
would have a large stock of tickets on
hand who were engaged in, that business.

HON. MR. PELLETIER said that
some men had over $25,ooo worth of
such tickets on hand.

HON. MR. POWER suggested that the
difficulty could be met by adding a clause
at the end of the Bill to the effect that it
should not go into operation before the
first of July next.

HON. MR. PELLETIER stated that
he would be quite satisfied if fhat were
done.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL
said he would reserve the clause until he
could see the Minister of Railways, and
if the change could be made.without any
danger of inducing the sale of fraudulent
tickets, he would be glad to adopt it.

On the fifth clause.

HON. MR. KAULBACH asked whether
it was considered that ticket-scalping was
in the interest of the public or against the
railways; he had not looked into the Bill.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said it
was to protect the railways and Govern-
ment against fraud.

HON. MR. KAULBACH askedwhether
the Bill provided that a ticket, if not used
within a certain time, should be redeemed.

HON. SIR. ALEX. CAMPBELL
said that such provision was made in the
tenth clause.

HON. MR. POWER did not see why
this particular clause should be passed,
though he considered that the rest of the
Bill was good enough.

HON. MR. PELLETIER thought it
would perhaps be as well to postpone the
consideration of both the fourth and fifth
clauses.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL acceded
to the suggestion.

HON. MR. CHAFFERS, from the
Committee, reported that they had made
some progress with the Bill, and asked
leave to sit again.

LIGHTHOUSES, BUOYS AND
BEACONS BILL

SECOND READING

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (Y) "An Act
to make further provision respecting
Lighthouses, Buoys and Beacons" He
said: The Public Works Department
under the Public Works Act has power
to expropriate land, and a scheme is pro-
vided in the Bill to ascertain by arbitration,
the value of the land which is desired for
public purposes. But lighthouses, or some
of them at all events, are constructed
under the direction of the Department of
Marine and Fisheries, and that Depart-
ment has no such power. In consequence
much inconvenience has been caused on
more than one occasion, when lighthouses
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have had to be built ; for it has sometimes
been found that a bargain could not be
made with the owner of the particular
piece or point of land which was required,
and in such cases it becomes necessary to
expropriate it under the law. This Bill pro-
poses to give to the Department of
Marine and Fisheries the same powers, in
that respect, as are now.exercised by the
Department of Public Works, so that the
former Department can expropriate such
land. I beg to inove that the Bill be now
read the second time.

The motion was agreed to.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-It
is somewhat unusual, but as the session is
so far advanced, and the Bill is likely to
meet with no opposition, I will move
that it be referred to a Committee of the
Whole House, presently.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. MACDONALD, from the
Committee, reported the Bill without
amendment.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed, under a suspension of the
Rules.

CHIGNECTO MARINE TRANS-
PORT AND RAILWAY COM-

PANY BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD moved con-
currence in the amendments made by the
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors to Bill (57) " An Act to incorpo-
rate the Chignecto Marine Transport and
Cape Railways Company." He said : The
amendments proposed by the Committee
will be found in the minutes of proceed-
ings. They are unimportant, but it will
be seen that they make the Bill more
perfect. They are not objected to by the
promoters of this measure, and, under
those circumstances, I suppose no objec-
tion will be made to their being concurred
in. I therefore move that the amend-
ments proposed by the Committee on
Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors, be
now concurred in.

The motion was agreed to.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL,

HON. MR. POWER-I would ask the
hon. gentleman if he will not'postpone the
third reading of this Bill until Monday
next ?

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-I think I
shall be able to satisfy the hon. gentleman
that there will be no occasion for postpon-
ing the third reading, at this late period
of the Session.

HoN. MR. POWER-It is a Gov-
ernment measure ; there is no hurry.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-If the hon.
gentleman persists, after hearing me
through, perhaps the House will grant the
postponement. I would state that, upon
further consultation with the promoters of
the measure, I find they are desirous of
obtaining leave of the Senate to withdraw
the fourteenth and fifteenth sections of
the Bill; and I think, when I have read
those sections, it will be seen that it would
be very desirable that they should be
withdrawn ; because otherwise it might
hold out a hope that the Government
were likely to assume this work, and that
might be an inducement to capitalists to
advance their money, with the expectation
that the Government would finally take
possession of these works, and relieve
them of any further responsibility. There-
fore the withdrawing, with the consent of
the House, of these two sections, will
leave the Bill perfect in every particular,
without giving authority to the Govern-
ment to assume possession of the work.
The whole responsibility will then lie with
the promoters of the Bill, whether this
work is constructed or not. The sections
read as follows :

"14. The Dominion Government may, at
any time after the commencement of the said
Railways, or either of them, assume the pos-
session and property thereof and of ail the
property which the Companyis empowered to
hold, and of ail the rights and advantages
vested in the Company, upon giving four
months' notice of the intention to assume the
said railways and works.

" 15. In the event of such assumption as
aforesaid, the Company shall make out and
submit to the Domînioi Government a state-
ment and account, in writing, of ail moneys
then expended and ail their ascertained liabil-
ities, and the said Government shall, within
four months from the time of receiving the
said account, pay to the Company the amount
of money so expended and the amount of such
liabilities, with interest at six per cent,, and
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with an addition of ten per cent.; and the
Governnent shall also, from time to time,
pay all such liabilities as shall be further as-
certained and established against the Com-
pany: Provided always, that in case of a
difference between the Government and the
Company as to the amiount so to be paid by
the Goverurnent, such difference shall be
referred to arbitration, one arbitrator to be
nained by the Government and one by the
Company, and the two so named to choose
a third, and the award of the majority of the
arbitrators so appointed to be final and bind-
ing between the parties.

With the consent of the promoters, I
ask the permission of the Senate that these
clauses may be withdrawn from the Bill;
and I shall presently move the third read-
ing of the Bill, as amended by the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Har-
bors, which has eliminated the two sections
I have just read.

HON. MR. McMASTER-If the hon.
gentleman and the promoters of this Bill
desire that these two clauses shall be
struck out, of course no one can object ;
but I say it will be injurious to the com-
pany. I understand this matter was very
fully discussed in another place before the
Bill came to this House, and these sec-
tions were not considered objectionable.
There is nothing in it which compels the
Govemment to assume possession of the
work; it merely empowers them, in the
event of their deeming it necessary, to
take charge of it. In the future it may
become a very great and valuable work;
it may even be 'of national importance,
and the Bill should not be changed in this
respect ; however, if its promoters are
willing to withdraw the clauses in question
I have nothing to say against it.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Iunderstand
that the promoters of the Bill were
opposed to these clauses being taken out ;
I know one of them spoke to me upon
the subject, and he thought it might
affect the company very much. This Bill
does not give power to the Government
to take control of the work ; that power
can only be given by Parliament, and
without such authority the Government
cannot move in the matter; it is a wise
provision, and I do not see why it should
be struck out. Unless the promoters of
the measure approve of these clauses,
being eliminated, 1 shall oppose such a
course being pursued,

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-I state again
that the promoters of the Bill are desirous
of having these two clauses struck out,
and I do not see why hon. gentlemen
should insist upon their being included in
the measure. It is after a full considera-
tion of the whole question that the pro-
moters have so decided, and I think that
the reasons I stated before are of very con-
siderable weight and importance. I said
that it might hold out inducements to
capitalists to say : " This Bill contem-
plates that the Government will assume
the whole responsibility of the work once
it is constructed, and we will be relieved
of it." So the promoters of the measure
now ask that these two clauses may be
withdrawn, and as I said before I do not
see why hon. gentlemen should oppose
their desire.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I must place
myself right with the hon. gentleman. I
did not understand that such was the
desire of the promoters of the Bill. I did
not catch what the hon. gentleman said
just now, or I should have risen.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
was very glad to hear this proposition
made by the hon. gentleman on my left
(Mr. Botsford), because the suggestion
which those two clauses held out would
have the effect-and I think must have
been intended to have the effect-of
increasing public confidence and faith in
the matter, as slSewing that the Govern-
ment considered it so important that they
insisted upon reserving to themselves the
right to purchase the property. Under
that impression, many people might be
induced to invest their money in this
undertaking, and as there is no certainty
that such action would be taken by the
Government, I think it is very desirable
-and the Government so consider-that
these clauses should not appear; that
they ought not to add anything to the
strength of the undertaking.

HON. MR. POWER-I must express
my satisfaction that the Government are
persevering in the good path they entered
upon this session, and that the hon.
Minister of Justice has accepted the
amendment of which I had given notice
-for it is substantially the same,
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HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
hon. gentleman's suggestion adds great
strength no doubt.

HON. MR. POWER-It struck me that
those clauses might have the effect to which
my hon. friend (Mr. Botsford) referred,
and with a view of removing away possible
future difficulty from the path of the
Government, I thought that these clauses
should be struck out.

HON. MR. READ-From all I have
noticed this session I do not think there
is any great change. We have seen the
greatest harmony existing during the whole
Session, between the Government and
Opposition. Everything goes on as nicely
as possible, and certainly we need not
refer particularly to this little measure as
one about which the Government and
Opposition are in accord; that has been
the case all through the Session. In fact
the Government measures are such that
the Opposition drops into them as natu-
rally as possible.

HON. MR. ALMON-I think the hon.
gentlemen opposite have taken a lesson
from that Minister in the old country who
has changed his views with almost every
speech he has made. Therefore it is
quite natural that the ministry here, who
are following in the steps of the old
country, should take their cue from them;
that they should likewise change their
measures. They should, of course, be
all the more willing to do so when sugges-
tions so valuable as those of the hon.
gentleman from Halifax (Mr. Power) tend
in that direction.

Hoe. MR. BOTSFORD moved "That
the Bill be not now read the third time,
but that clauses fourteen and fifteen be
struck out."

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD moved the
third reading of the Bill, as amended.

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

GREAT AMERICAN AND EURO-
PEAN SHORT LINE RAIL-

WAY BILL.
THIRD READING.

HON. MR. BOURINOT moved con-
currence in the amendments made by the

Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbours to Bill (94) "An Act to incor-
porate the Great American and European
Short Line Railway Company."

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. BOURINOT moved that
the Bill, as amended, be read the third
time presently.

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

BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY'S
AMENDMENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. POWER moved concur
rence in the amendments made by the
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors to Bill (95), "An Act to amend
the Act incorporating the Bell Telephone
Company of Canada."

He said : In the absence of the hon.
gentleman who sits on my right (Mr.
Allan), I shall briefly explain what the
amendments are. One is to strike out
the present first section and to incorporate
the substance of it in the second clause,
where it properly belongs. The object of
the first section was to empower the Com-
pany

" To manufacture, besides the telephones
and other instruments referred to in section
two of the Act passed in the forty-third year
of Her Majesty's reigni, intituled: ' An Act to
incorporate the Bell Telephone Company of
Canada,' such other electrical instruments
and plant as the Raid Company and plant may
deen advisable."
Various powers are conferred by the se-
cond section of the original Act as repealed
and re-enacted here, and naturally the
power to manufacture these things would
go into that section. The first amendment
proposed by the Committee is to insert
this provision there, and in that way
the second section of the draft of
the Bill becomes the first section
of the Bill as amended. The next amend-
ment has reference to a matter, which I
think was noticed by the hon. Minister of
Justice. The company, in their original
act, were not allowed to issue bonds for a
less sum than $ioo. However, it was
represented to the committee that, with a
view to extending the benefits of tele-
phonic communication to the rural dis-
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tricts, it would be very convenient if the
company were allowed to issue bonds for
a smaller amount. It was very frequently
the case that persons who were not able to
take bonds for $1oo, would take a com-
pany's bond for $25 or $50, and after
weighing the whole matter, the committee
decided to recommend that the com-
pany be allowed to issue bonds in
sums of not less than $50 instead of $25,
as asked by the company. The commit-
tee further-in order to prevent this from
being used as a precedent in other cases
-recommended that the whole amount
of these bonds should not exceed $ 100,ooo

-the capital stock being $5oo,ooo. An-
other amendment is in the third section
which now reads as follows :

" The said company shall have power to
extend its telphone lines from any one to any
other of the several Provinces in the Domin-
ion of Canada, and fron any point in Canada
to any point in the United States of America."

The amendment is to insert the words
"subject to existing rights" after " Com-
pany." The last amendment is to add a
section to the Bill to read as follows :

" The third section of the said Act of incor-
poration is hereby anended by inserting in
the twenty-eight line thereof, after the word
' villages ' the words ' the location of the
line or lines and.'

At present the municipal corporations
of cities, towns or villages have no control
over the location of the lines of telephone
companies, and it is proposed to give
them that power ; not to prevent the
introduction of telephones, but to give
them power to see that the posts are
put down in such places as they will
do the least injury. I understand that
the promoters of the Bill were before the
committee, and I think consented to
accept the amendment.

HON. MR. KAULBACH--Shall they
be put down on the side of the street ?

HON. MR. POWER-No, that is pro-
vided for.

HON. MR. McMASTER-I would
draw the attention of the Minister of
Justice to one of those amendments which,
if adopted, will be a departure from the
usual course with reference to the issue of
bonds; it will be granting this company
a privilege which has not been extended
to any other company, that I am aware of.

The lowest amount for which loaning com-
panies can issue bonds, is $1oo, yet those
companies offer much greater security than
can be afforded by the company whose
bill is under discussion. This company
is to be authorized to issued bonds or de-
bentures of $5o each, and it appears to
me that it is granting a privilege that may
be cited as a precedent, and that will be
very objectionable. The loaning compa-
nies are obliged to hold mortgages
to the full extent of the debentures they
issue, which is undoubtedly the very best
security; but this company only offers
the security of a lien upon their plant,
which is a very unreasonable one, it seems
to me. I rise merely to draw attention
to it.

HON. MR. ' ALLAN-I quite agree
with the hon. gentleman who has just sat
down, that this is an unusual privilege to
grant. Hitherto the amount of a bond
issued by any company has been limited
to $ioo. In this case, however, the vice-
president of the company appeared before
the Committee and stated that the
privilege asked for in this Bill was not
really one which the company either
sought on their own account, or would
care for; but in many of the newer parts
of the country, in the small towns, where
telephone communication was deired
they could find many people who would
take a small bond, but would not be pre-
pared to take one of $1oo. In that way
the convenience of this communication
w 1 be extended to localities where
otherwise they could hardly be carried
out. I presume that if the Bill had
simply said the bonds were to be $1oo, we
should have granted them that power;
therefore I cannot see any force in the
observations which have fallen from my
hon. friend behind me (Mr. McMaster) as
to the security. It seems to me that if
the security offered for a bond of $ioo
were good, that for $50 would be equally
so. In addition to that, and in order tc
prevent its being drawn into a precedent.
the extent to which they may issue them,
as has been stated by my hon. friend on
rny left, has been limited to, I think, a
total of $1oo,ooo-their capital being
$500,000. It was under these circum-
stances that the committee thought they
might, in this particular case, go beyond
the usual precedent, and allow this Com-
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pany to issue bonds for $5o. They had
asked to be allowed to issue $25, but that
the committee would not agrce to at all :
they thought, however, that under the
circumstances of the case, and after the
explanations of gentlemen connected with
the Company, they might give this power.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-It
seems to me it would be best to adhere to
our previous practice, which has been to
limit the amount to $ioo. I do not agree
that many people would take $5o, but
would not take $1oo, and if this power is
given to one company it will extend much
beyond it. It seems to me, therefore, it
would be better to keep the amount at
$1oo, for if once you depart from it other
companies will say, "You have done it
in one case, and you can do it in ours."
From day to day we have it clearly proved
that once you have departed from a rule,
yca have great difficulty in adhering to it
afterwards. For my own part I should be
disposed to vote for the $1oo bonds.

HON. MR. GIBBS-As has been
already stated by the hon. gentleman from
Toronto (Mr. Allan), it is not the con-
pany that asks this privilege ; they would
rather issue $1oo bonds, but it is to afford
facilities to a certain portion of the country
to get telephonic communication, which
otherwise they might despair of ever
getting. It was from that point of view
the committee came to the conclusion that
they might, in this particular case,
depart from the ordinary rule ;
restricting them in the meantime
to issuing only 25% of their capital.
After careful review of the whole subject,
after discussing it for some length of time,
in the interest of the public and not ofthe
company in any way, the committee con-
sidered that it was better in this case to
yield to what seemed to be a demand
from the rural districts in order to accom-
plish what they desire.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
Who was there representing the rural
districts ?

HON. MR. GIBBS-There were letters
read from different parts of the country.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
Promoters of the Bill, I suppose.

Amendment Bill.

HON. MR. GIBBS-The Committee
had the same feeling as the House on the
subject, and it was only on a very thorough
corisideration of the subject that we
came to the conclusion the parties should
have an opportunity of obtaining what
they desire.

HON. MR. POWER-As far as I was
individually concerned, as a member of
the committee, I was opposed to allowing
the reduction from $[oo. A number of
members of the committee seemed to
favor a reduction to $25, and $5o was a
kind of compromise. I may say, further,
I think that the view taken by the Minister
of Justice is the sound and proper one.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I hope the
Government will not alter the report of the
committee. I think, in the interest of
villages and towns, that $50 is far prefer-
able. I cannot see that the security to
the public is diminished by it, and I think
this might be made a specialty of the
Telephone Company. They are now
starting these lines in nearly every town
in the country, and I think it is in the
interest of the country that this reduction
should be made.

HON. MR. ALLAN-In the statement
which I made with respect to the facilities
which it would give for the introduction
of these lines of communication to the less
settled parts of the country, the smaller
towns and villages, I spoke simply from
information placed before the committee
by the vice-president of the company. I
did not speak of my own knowledge of the
fact. I quite assent to the opinion of my
hon. friend on my left (Mr. Power) that it
is objectionable to depart from the usual
rule. One special reason why we pre-
ferred the larger amount was that we did
not want the country to be flooded with
shinplasters (if you can call them such),
small bonds, which would pass from hand
to hand like bank bills. I do not suppose
that there is less security to the public
with $5o bonds than with $1oo bonds.
Therefore, I fail to see the force of the
remarks of my hon. friend behind me,
but that it is objectionable to issue them
for less than $1oo, I quite agree. This
was stated so strongly, however, that the
committee thought it was really the case

HON. MR. ALLAN.
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and that the larger amount might hamper
the enterprise, and therefore they com-
promised on the $50.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-What
these gentlemen said about the desire of
the rural portion of the community might
be taken, I think, with a large grain of
allowance. Their interest in the rural
part of the community was centered in the
money they could make out of it.

HON. MR. CARVELL-As a member
supporting the Bill I object to a reduction
of the bonds below $1oo.

HON. MR. RYAN-Though a member
of the committee I was not present at the
meeting, but I am certainly opposed to
the issuing of less than $ioo bonds. It
would be cited as a precedent in future
cases. It is an abandonment of a principle
to which we have hitherto adhered, that
I object to.

HON. MR. VIDAL-As a member of
the committee, I felt just as strongly as
any gentleman who has spoken, the
desirability of. adhering to $1oo bonds.
After listening to a long discussion on the
whole matter, I became convinced of the
propriety of meeting their wishes so far as
to consent to the issuing of $5o bonds.
They assured us that it would be more
convenient for them to have the larger
amount, but for the convenience of the
smaller places, they desired it to be $50.

HON. MR. GIBBS-They do not care
about it.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Then
I would suggest that the report be
amended at the table, by striking out
" fifty," apd inserting in lieu of it " one
hundred."

The suggestion was accepted, and the
amendment was accordingly made.

HON. MR. POWER-That involves
the necessity of striking out the proviso:
it is no longer required.

The proviso was expunged, and the
motion was agreed to. é

The Bill as amended was then read the
third time and passpd.

The Senate adjourned at 5.05 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, May 8th, 1882.

The Speaker took the Chair at three
o'clock. p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

EASTERN EXTENSION' RAILWAY

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. WARK inquired:

What decision the Government has arrived
at in regard to the claim of the Province of
New Brinswick, for a balance ofone hundred
and fifty thousand dollars ($150,000) expended
on that part of the Intercolonial Railay
known as " Eastern Extension ?"

He said : I brought this matter before
the House at an early period of the ses-
sion, and I shall not, therefore, trespass
long upon your time to-day. I shall
briefly state, however, the facts ofthe case.
Before we entered confederation a depu-
tation went home from New Brunswick
and Nova Scotia for the purpose, among
others, of arranging for railway communi-
cation between Halifax and St. John, by
the construction of the section required
to connect the Nova Scotia Railway with
the New Brunswick line. The Govern-
ment of Nova Scotia entered into a con-
tract to build a line from Truro to the
Province line. The delegates from New
Brun;ssick entered into a contract to build
a railway to connect with the Nova Scotia
road at the Province line, which would
give railway intercourse between St. John
and Halifax. For some cause or other
the Nova Scotia Government did not pro-
ceed with their contract, as the contractors
for the New Brunswick section did. On
the New Brunswick line considerable pro-
gress was made before confederation.
The Government of Nova Scotia found
that their section would form part of the
Intercolonial Railway and they left it to
be constructed by the Dominion Govern-
ment. The New Brunswick Government
were informed that when their section was
completed, the Dominion Government
would pay them $24,ooo per mile for it,
the Railway Commissioners having advised
the Government thattheyexpected to build
the Intercolonial Railway at that price.

Eastern Extension [MAY 8, 1882.]
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They were left no alternative, but to ac-
cept this amount, or else to have another
line surveyed and constructed alongside
of it, which would render the eastern
extension valueless. The New Brunswick
Government were obliged to accept the
offer, and handed over the road, but in
doing so they incurred a loss of $150,ooo.
Now, the answer I received to the ques-
tion which I put in the early part of the
Session was that the subject was under the
consideration of the Department of Rail-
ways. It appears to me that the question
does not require long consideration, that
the matter to be decided is whether or not
the Nova Scotia portion of the line was
built for the price which was paid to the
New Brunswick Government. If any
portion of the Intercolonial Railway in the
Province of New Brunswick of a similar
character cost the Dominion Government
more than they paid for this section, then
the New Brunswick Government ought
not to lose the amount they expended
over and above what they received. One
reason why I put this question is that the
Lieutenant-Governor of New Brunswick,
who had only shortly before been a mem-
ber of the Government here, referred in
his message to the House of Assembly to
a possible favorable settlement of the
claim, and in consequence recommended
the construction of the new parliament
buildings. The House of Assembly had
a perfect right to assume that Lieutenant-
Governor Wilmot was thoroughly ac-
quainted with the views of his colleagues,
and that he must have made the recom-
mendation with a, knowledge that there
would be an early and favorable settlement
of this claim. I am sure he would not
attempt to deceive the House of
Assembly. But two years have elapsed
since and still there has been no settle-
ment. The Assembly naturally came to
the conclusion that he was well acquainted
with the views of the Government here,
and acting on that impression, a loan was
contracted for the purpose of erecting the
new parliament buildings. As the matter
has not yet been settled, there is no
course left for the Government of New
Brunswick, if this amount is not paid,
but to issue debentures. It is very
desirable that the question should be
settled one way or the other at once,
because if it should be necessary to issue
debentures for this purpose they could

not have a more favorable time for doing
so than the present, provincial debentures
commanding better rates now than usual.
This amount should either be paid by the
Dominion Government without delay,
or the Government of New Brunswick
should be informed that there is no inten-
tion to pay it, so that they can make the
necessary arrangements on the most
favorable terms for the payment of the
debt to which I have referred.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
am sorry not to be able to give my hon.
friend any definite information upon a
subject in which I know he takes a deep
interest. Before replying to the question
I may just observe that whatever
Lieutenant-Governor Wilmot may have
stated to the House of Assembly
of his Province was said on
the advice of his responsible ministers. It
was their suggestion, not his. It cannot
be assumed, because he has carried out
the views of his responsible advisers, that
he acted on some private information
which he had obtained frofn a member
of the Dominion Government: I do not
think it is a fair or constitutional view of
the matter. What the governor of a pro-
vince communicates to his legislature is
not to be dealt with or criticised, as indi-
cating that he knew anything of the sub-
ject himself : he is simply to be considered
as communicating to the legislature the
views of his ministers. In reply to the
inquiry, I may say that this portion of the
railway was taken over by the Dominion
Government, and forms part of the Inter-
colonial. I believe the value placed upon
it was the average sum which the Inter-
colonial Railway had cost, and that the
amount was paid to the Province of New
Brunswick.

HoN. MR. WARK-Not what it cost;
what it was supposed it would cost. They
had hardly commenced to build the
Intercolonial Railway at the time.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-It
was the estimate which the government
engineers, or the railway commissioners,
formed of what it would cost to build the
road in that place. The allegation now
is that the cost of the road really exceeded
the estimate. There may be a great deal

HON MR. WARK
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said on both sides of the question, and
the only reply I can make to my hon.
friend is that the Government are giving it
their consideration. The Provinces of New
Brunswick and Nova Scotia are represented
in the Government of the Dominion very
ably, and I think my hon. friend may rest
assured that the interests of the province
from which he comes will be fairly and
and fully considered when the matter
comes to be determined. I only wish
that I could give him a more definite
answer.

HON. MR. McCLELAN'-Though not
strictly in order, I think I may be allowed
to say a few words on this question by way
of expressing my regret that all the Gov-
ernments that have been in power here,
have so long acted on a policy of delay in
dealing with this, to us, important ques-
tion. It appears to me that very great
disappointment prevails among the people
of New Brunswick at this delay, as has
been evinced by the deputations that have
come here repeatedly to obtain a settle-
ment. The matter has been frequently-
almost from year to year-pressed upon
the attention of the Dominion Govern-
ment, yet up to this time no satisfactory
answer has been obtained, and it appears
they are still considering the question.
Now, I think, that in the interest of the
Dominion Government itself, it would be a
very great relief to have a question of this
kind definitely determined. To a pro-
vince so limited in resources as New
Brunswick is, having incurred large liabili-
ties based upon the hope that this claim,
which they, at all events, consider a fair
one, would be settled, it is very unfortu-
nate that the Dominion Government should
have taken so long a time to consider this
question. Even if it should be decided
adversely to the province, it would be
much better to have it settled without fur-
ther delay. It would, at all events, save
those gentlemen who have to undertake
those arduous journeys, sometimes in the
winter season, the time, expense and hard-
ship to which they are subjected. I can
only express the hope that the question
which has been so ably brought under the
notice of the Government by my hon.
friend from Fredericton on many occasions
will be dealt with promptly, and decided
one way or the other, without further
delay.

SALMON BREEDING IN BRITISH

COLUMBIA.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. McINNES (British Col-
umbia) rose to inquire

e Whether it is the intention of the Govern-
ment to place a sum in the Supplementary
Estimates for the purpose of erecting this year
a Salmon Hatchery on the Fraser River, Bri-
tish Columbia?"

He said : I may say that, since placing,
this notice in the hands of the Clerk to be
printed on Friday last, I find the Supple-
mentary Estimates have come down, and
I regret very much indeed to see that
there is no provision made,for the erection
of a salmon hatchery on the Fraser River,
British Columbia. Three years ago, when
I had the honor to occupy a seat in the
other branch of the Legislature, I brought
this question-a question of vital impor-
tance to us in British Columbia-before
the notice of the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries and of the Goyernment, and I
finally succeeded last year in getting the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries to pro-
mise that a sum would be placed in the
Estimates for this year. But I regret to
say, as we all regret to know, that owing
to the serious illness of the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries, he has been unable
to take his seat in Parliament this Session,
or to continue the duties of his Depart-
ment. However, I renewed my application
to the Acting Minister and was led to
believe up till within twoor three days
ago that provision would be made for the
establishment of a hatchery in my pro-
vince. I would ask the indulgence of the
House for a few minutes while I endeavor
to show the vast importance of this indus-
try to the Province of British Columbia,
and to compare the fishery interests of that
province with those of the other piovincës
of this great Dominion. In the first place
I will give the total amount in value of
fish, fish oils, and of the skins and furs of
the various marine animals, products of
our seas, lakes and rivers. I find accord-
ing to supplement number two of the
eleventh annual report of the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries, which is the last
that has been brought down, that the total
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value of fish-oils, skins and furs of marine
animals for the different provinces is as
follows:-

Quebec .......... $2,357,220
Nova Scotia ...... 6,291,061
New Brunswick ... 2,744,446
Prince Edward Island 1,402,302
Ontario.......... 446,491

There is nothing given for Manitoba;
and last but not least comes British
Columbia with a total of $6,339,321.
You will observe that in British Columbia
the total catch was nearly $1oo,ooo more
even than that of Nova Scotia.

HON. MR. MILLER-Of fish?

HON. MR. McINNES-Of fish-not
only including fish, but oils, and all the
products that year of the waters of Nova
Scotia.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-You will
find it is only $5o,ooo.

HON. MR. McINNES-I did not figure
it out exactly, but it is about $75,ooo. It
will therefore be seen, hon. gentlemen,
that the value of the catch of fish, fish-
oils, and fur-bearing marine animals in
British Columbia amounted to one-third
of that of the entire Dominion. I will
now call your attention to the exports from
the different provinces. I find, according
to the same report, that the exports
amounted to $6,867,7 15-that is, for the
whole Dominion. Of that amount British
Columbia contributed last year, according
to the report of the Dominion Inspector
of Fisheries for that province, which I
have in my hand, $1,454,321, or one-fourth
of the entire exports of the products of the
waters of our Dominion. Hon. gentlemen
who have read or heard the Budget Speech
of the Finance Minister, delivered during
the present Session, will there find that the
amount is the same as I have given. I
would now call the attention of hon. gen-
tlemen to the amount that it has cost each
province annually for fishery officers:
O ntario ..................
Quebec................
Nova Scotia ..............
New Brunswick.........
Prince Ed ward Island ......
M anitoba ................
British Columbia ..........

$12,003.00
12,591.00

14,1 8o. oo
12,291.00

2,686.oo

19.75
1,399-00

A TE.] Briti8s Colum a.

For overseers of the different hatcheries,
$29,1o9, making a total of $86,162.55.
British Columbia cost less than one-fiftieth
of the whole amount. I will now show
how these overseers or fishery officers are
distributed. According to the same report,
on page 5, I find that :

Ontario had ............ 82
Quebec...........,.... 103
Nova Scotia ............ 240
New Brunswick ......... 107
Prince Edward Island.... 44
British Columbia ........ 2

Of fish breeding superintending officers
there are 15, making a total of 594 fishery
officers in the Dominion, and of that
number British Columbia has only two,
and the actual salary that they get is
$1,250.00.

HON. MR. GLAZIER-That is pretty
good pay.

HON. MR. McINNES-I find accord-
ing to the same report that we have eleven
fish-breeding establishments in the East-
ern Provinces, here :

Ontario.................. 2
Quebec................ 3
Nova Scotia............. 3
New Brunswick ........... 2
Prince Edward Island.. .. .. i

The aggregate cost of the construction
of these hatcheries has been $3o,ooo, and
the annual maintenance, $2 2,ooo. Each
hatchery costs on an average; $2,ooo per
year for maintenance. I do not find any
fault about the amount of money that has
been spent in their construction and main-
tenance : in fact, I believe it would be
money well spent were it ten- times the
amount. For instance, last year I find
that the Sandwich hatchery on the De-
troit River distributed no less than
13,500,000 young fish. In addition to
what money has been expended in the
cultivation and natural propagation of fish
in the Eastern Provinces, there is a sui
placed in the estimates of $15o,ooo for
deep sea fisheries. That I believe also is
a move in the right direction, and before
many years will give a handsome return
for the money invested. Now, I wish to
draw the attention of the House, for a few
moments, to what they are doing to the
south of us. I find that in the United
States they have thirty hatcheries or fish-

HoN. MR. MCINNES.
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breeding establishments, two of which
belong to the Federal Government, and
cost $476,ooo-that is, including the
maintenance of the institution since it was
established in 1871. The annual main-
tenance of these two establishments is
$52,9oo. The remaining hatcheries be-
long to the different States. I find that
there are 28 States, each of which has a
)hatchery-the cost of maintenance annu-
ally is as follows :
M aine ....................
New Hampshire............
Vermont...............
Massachusetts.............
Rhode Island..........
Connecticut. ...........

$2,643 00
i,6oo oo

750 00

5,750 O
1,005 00
3,320 oo

For the five Eastern States, the first cost
of building the hatcheries amounted Ào
$201,728.

The cost of building hatcheries in the
three middle States and the cost of main-
tenance are as follows :

Building and cost
of maintenance

since bujit
New York.. .. $i65,ooo oo
New Jersey.. 29,500 00
Pennsylvania . 99,530 o

Annual
maintenance

$13,750 o

3,270 O
12,437 O

The following is the cost of building and
annual cost of maintenance of hatcheries
in the other States I have above enum-
erated.

Maryland..
Virginia.
West Virginia.
South Carolina
Georgia.....
Kentucky ....
Ohio ... ...
Illinois ......
Michigan ..--
Wisconsin ....
Minnesota. . . .
Iowa ........
Kansas ......
Nebraska ....
Colorado ....
California ·

Building and cost
of maintenance

since builit

$76,500 00
1,500 00

3,900 00
. 8oo oo

2,000 00
1100 00

29,000 00

3,000 00

53,000 o

38,850 oo
22,500 00
22,750 00

2,000 O
1,000 O
1,200 O

37,000 o

, Annual
maintenance

$10,580 oo
3,000 00
1,300 00

800 oo
5c oo

2,200 Oo
14,000 00

1,500 00
6,6oo oo
4,850 00

3,200 00
1,750 0

500 00

1,000 00
6oo oo

3,700 00

The total cost of constructing hatcheries
or fish breeding establishments in the
United States since 1871, when the first
establishment of that nature was construct-
ed, has been $1,3o6,378. This gives us
an idea of what they are doing in the way

of artificial propogation of fish in the
United States. They are becoming fully
alive to the importance of their fisheries,
and many rivers and lakes that were
almost fished out a few years ago are now
teeming with fish. I know of one myself,
the Sacramento Rivei, in the State of Cali-
fornia, that five years ago very few salmon
were to be found in ; this last year they
have caught nearly as many salmon in it
as were ever known to have been caught
there before canneries were established.
Another reason why I consider that we
have a just claim on the Government for
the establishment of a hatchery in British
Columbia is this:-unfortunately we were
not a part of the Dominion of Canada
when the Washington treaty was being
negotiated and by some unaccountable
oversight British Columbia was left out.
The consequence is we cannot send a
pound of fish, fresh or sait, into the United
States markets, as our friends from the
Maritime Provinces are able to do. Why
we have not supplied the people of Ontario
and Quebec with salmon to a very great
extent for the last few years, is owing to
the fact that it has been almost impossible
to get the fish down to California and
have them shipped in bond from there
because of the annoyance in connection
with the Customs duties and bonding
system. It has been a great drawback to
us there and it is 'one reason why I think
we are entitled to a small expenditure of
money in British Columbia for the pur-
pose of propagating the earlier runs of
salmon, especially in the Fraser River.
I may say that it was not until July 1874
-eight years ago-that the first cannery
was established in that province; it was
built in my own town, New Westminster,
and was opened on the ist of July of that
year. To-day we have no less than four-
teen canneries, and these last year gave
employment to over 3,000 men, women
and children. Two years ago the total
export of salmon alone amounted to
$305,ooo, and last year we exported of
canned salmon $1,o63,656 worth.

We exported pickled salmon
to the amount of .......

Fresh Salmon ............
Smoked Salmon ...........
Mixed Fish pickled .......
Herrings ..............
Smoked Herrings..........

$39,332.oo
38,450.00

1,450.00

450.00
1,250.00
2,500.00
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Sturgeon ..................
Fresh Trout...............
Oolahans, (a kind of fish pecu-

liar to that coast), pickled,
smoked and fresh ........

[SENATE.]

4,216.oo
201.00

4,311.00

Of the fur of south sea seal, we
exported $164,492 worth, and I may
mention here that that industry has sprung
up within the last three years. Three
years ago there was no person engaged in
it, now there are a great many men em-
ployed, principally Irdians; in fact there
are fleets of Indian canoes taken out by
steamers in the morning that are allowed
to go off three or four miles from the ves-
sel to hunt seals, and when night comes
or a storm threatens, they return to the
vessel for shelter. The canoes employed
in this business are from forty to fifty
feet long, and contain each a crew of eight
or ten men and women. We export the
following articles as well, viz:

Hair Seal Skins ...........
Sea Otter ................
Oolahan's Oil .............
Herring Oil ..............
Dog Fish, Seal, and Porpoise

O it....................
Dog fish Oil (refined).
Other fresh fish ...........
Fish Cured for Home Con-

sumption ..............
Fish Scraps-dried ........

,$1,750 00
6,ooo oo

1,630 00
6,400 o0

56,896 oo

14,850 00
45,000 00

2,500 00
200 oo

Making a grand total of $1,454,321.26
in value, exported last year from that pro-
vince. Now no doubt, it may be asked
by many hon. gentlemen, if there are so
many fish, and especially so many salmon,
in British Columbia-and in the Frazer
River paticularly-why do you want a
hatchery?

HON. MR. KAULBACH-And when
you have no market for them ?

HON. MR. McINNES-We have all
the market we want, and I will just say in
reply to the hon. gentleman from Lunen-
burg (Mr. Kaulbach) that no less than
five new canneries have been erected in
the district of New Westminster within
the last year. That, I think, is a pretty
good evidence that they can find a ready
and profitable market; our men would
not invest their money in any such enter-
prise as that, with the experience of the

HON. MR. MCINNES.

other canneries before them for a number
of years, unless the outlook was a safe
one. The reason we want a hatchery is
this: the early run of salmon-which is
the chief fish canned on the Columbia
River takes place 200 miles south of us.
That " run" sets in about the first of May,
and continues uninterruptedly until about
the middle of July; whereas with
us on the Frazer River, although
only 200 miles farther north, the main
" run " does not set in until the first week
of July. It is true that a few of the "run "
which frequent the Columbia River south
of us find their way into the Fraser River
during the first few days of the month of
May ; but they do not come in sufficient
quantities to warrant the canneries in
Qpening out. So that, virtually, our run
of valuable fish does not set in until the
first week in July, and terminates about
the second week in August, making a sea-
son of only five weeks for fishing in Bri-
tish Columbia. On the other hand, in the
Columbia and Sacramento Rivers, they
have a fishing season extending over three,
four, and even five months. Now, I have
the highest authorities on fish culture to
sustain me in the position which I have
taken, and I think I fully convinced the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries of the
importance of this subject. I pointed out
to him that if a hatchery is established on
the Fraser River for that particular "run,"
and that early spring "run " propagated,
we can extend our fishing-season over four
or five months, instead of five weeks as at
present, and would give employment tO
4,000 or 5,ooo men, women and children
for that space of time, instead of the
shorter period during which work is now
afforded them. It is not for the sake of
having a few thousand dollars expended in
British Colnmbia that I am advocating
this, but because I am fully convinced
that if a hatchery is established of that
nature, and that particular species of fish
propagated, we shall secure this longer
fish season.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Is
there any difference between the species ?

HON. MR. McINNES-Yes ; on an
average, in point of size and weight, theY
are more than double the size of the main
" run" that sets in with us in the month of
July.

Britidè Coluniýbiu,.
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HON.- MR. KAULBACH-Won't one
species drive the other out?

HON. MR. McINNES-I think not.
When I bring this subject up and discuss
it with a great number of hon. gentlemen
from the east, I am met with the reply,
" Yoi have more fish than you know what
to do with."-

HON. MR. KAULBACH-It is said
they are so plentiful that they impede
navigation ?

HON MR. McINNES-Well, it is
true, when that "run" we are speaking of
-which frequents our Frazer River in
July-comes in, the water is nearly black
with them ; but that only continues for a
short time. So great is the run that
nearly all the canneries, notwithstanding
the fact that they have their cans made
for months beforehand, and have a great
number of boats-some of them from 50
to 75-they cannot take full advantage of
the "run," it is so great. The conse-
quence is they have frequently to with-
draw, (I have seen this myself), perhaps
two-thirds of their boats. With the pros-
pect of our Canadian Pacific Railway
being completed within four or five years,
and of the Great North-West being
opened up and peopled not by hundreds
of thousands, but, as I believe and hope,
by millions, there is no question at all but
we shall supply not only the North-
West and Manitoba, with fresh and
canned salmon, but I believe that here in
Ontario and Quebec you will find, in a
few years, our Frazer River fresh salmon
on your tables, two or three times a week.
Indeed, I should not be at all surprised if
they were to find their way even down to
the town of Lunenburg, in Nova Scotia.
I do not wish to trespass much longer
upon the patience of the House, and hav-
ing called the attention of the leader of
the Government to this matter, and
endeavored, in my feeble way, to show
the necessity for an institution of that
kind being established, I hope that the
Minister of Justice will urge upon the
Government, of which he is such a promi-
fient member, the advisability of taking
teps to construct that hatchery before

another year has gone by. I would add
that I rely upon him to do justice to us
in this matter.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
have great doubt whether by the hatchery
which is proposed, or by any other means,
the salmon which frequent this river can
be induced to come there at an earlier
season than their natural tendencies will
take them. I distrust the success of the
experiment which my hon. friend desires
to have made, and fear it will not have
the effect of bringing the fish into the
river earlier than they are now brought
there.

HON., MRL McINNES-A certain
number of the salmon run up the Frazer
River as early as April, but they are not
in sufficient quantities to warrant the
canneries in opening.

HON. SIRALEX CAMPBELL-Then
the suggestion is that this April "run"
should be selected and brought there ?

HON. MR. McINNES-Yes.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Al-
though I distrust the experiment, there
may be merit in it; and my hon. friend
will be happy to know that, at ail events,
the Government have resolved to bring
down an item, to enable the experiment
to be tried; the item will be a supplement
to the Supplementary Estimates.

HON. MR. McINNES-I thank the
hon. Minister for the information.

The following bill from the House of
Commons was introduced and read the
first time:

Bill (117) "An Act to amend and con-
solidate the Acts respècting the Inspection
of Steamboats, and the examination and
licensing of engineers employed on them."
(Hon. Sir. Alex. Campbell).

NORTH SYDNEY HARBOR BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (Z), "An Act
to amend the Act respecting the Harbor
of North Sydney, in Nova Scotia." He
explained that the object of the Bill was
to incorporate the Harbor Commissioners
of North Sydney, and empower them to
improve the harbor. He was not aware
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that there was any objection to the Bill,
and he knew that it was desired by those
who are interested in the Harbor of North
Sydney. As the Bill was introduced late
in the Session. he would ask that it be
allowed to pass through its final stages
without delay and sent to the House of
Commons. '

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time and referred to
a Committee of the Whole.

HoN. MR. MONTGOMERY, froin the
Committee, reported the Bill without
amendment, and it was then under a sus-
pension of the rules, read the third time
and passed.

SUPREME COURT BILL.

ORDER DISCHARGED.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
that the order for reference of Bill (Q), "An
Act further to make provision in regard
to the Supreme Court of Canada," to a
Committee of the Whole House, be dis-
charged.
- The notion was agreed to.

CIVIL SERVICE BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (36), "An Act
respecting the Civil Service of Canada."

He said : This Bill is the outcome of a
report of commissioners appointed about
a year ago for the purpose of inquiring
into the state of the Civil Service, and in
dealing with it the House has the advan-
tage of having present the chairman of
tfiat commission, to whom, and bis col-
leagues, the country is.very much indebt-
ed for the suggestions made in the report.
Some of those suggestions have found their
way into this Bill, but it is not a complete
carrying out of the recommendations
made by the commissioners, it is the
adoption of only a part of them. It is
always difficult to advance the com-
plete length which those persons may
recommend who are theorizing upon
a service of this kind and who, perhaps,
do not see all those surroundings which
affect the minds of members of the

Government and of Parliament, when
they have to corne to deal with the subject
practically, and seek to give legal eflect to
the recommeidations of those who have
previously considei-ed it as a theory, more
or less. In this particular instance, one
or two points which the commissioners
considered of great importance (and I
quite agree with them as to their import-
ance) have been for a time, and I hope
only for a time, passed by as not being,
as the Government and the other House
have considered, at the moment such as,
considering all the circumstances, we can
reasonably or with advantage to the coun-
try seek to give effect to. One of the
cardinal points in the commissioners'
report is that the Civil Service ought to
be taken out of the hands of the Govern-
ment and Parliament, and placed in the
complete control of a body of commis-
sioners appointed by the crown, and
holding office during good behaviour,
which is the case, I believe, in England,
Belgium, France and other European
countries. They recommended also that
appointments to the Civil Service and
promotions in the service should be made
on competitive examinations only. These
points, which are the cardinal ones of thé
report, are not carried out in this Bill ;
otherwise, I think the general views of the
commissioners are given effect to by this
measure. The question as to whether
or not the country has advanced far
enough, whether our general state as a
public body is sufficiently apart from the
interests of those gentlemen who repre-
sent the various sections of the country in
Parliament to make such a change advis-
able, is one which I think it is
hardly necessary for me to enter upon the
consideration.of now. Certainly vaTious
opinions may be entertained upon this
point. We have to remember that the
Civil Service in this country, and the
number of persons who are employed in
connection with it, bear of necessity a
much larger proportion, and therefore the
corresponding interest created in the
Dominion in connection with appoint-
ments to office affects the whole country
and the electors of the Dominion much
more closely and constantly, and in a
much greater degree, than similar con-
siderations affect electors in a much larger
community, such as England or France,
and that, therefore, it is very difficult (and

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.
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hon. gentlemen in this House will appre-
ciate and understand and perhaps sympa-
thise with the difficulty) to seek to withdraw
entirely from the cognizance and influence
of the gentlemen who are elected to the
other branch of the Legislature by the
various constituencies,the appointments to
the Civil Service. The time has not ar-
rived when that could be done with safety
to the community, or with the consent and
approbation or to the advantage of the.
electors of the Dominion. Then, the
system of competitive examinations, which
have also been adopted in England, is one
which, I think, we cannot adopt for other
reasons. i think the opinion is gradually
coming around in England to this: that
competition does * not bring out the
best men for appointment to office.
It brings out a great many quali-
ties which go to make the best
men, but I do not think it establishes
that a person who succeeds in an examin-
ation upon paper, or orally, is the best
man, or that he turns out in practical life
to be best suited for office. I remember
two or three striking instances of that in
connection with a university, with which
I was associated, where scholars who came
out at their final examinations with the
highest possible honors on various subjects
and went away with their arms loaded
with prizes, failed to succeed in after life.
We must all remember cases of that kind.
We know that many qualities are essen-
tial in a good servant, either in the Civil
Service, or the Military Service, Which are
not brought out by competitive examina-
tion. For these reasons, which I express
very shortly, and in order that we may
deal with the Bill as it is before the House,
these two cardinal. points in the report
of the commissioners were passed over,
and instead of adopting competitive exam-
ination we have introduced qualifying
examinations, and have entirely passed
over the recommendation that there should
be appointed commissioners who should
have all this patronage placed in their
hands and with whom the Government
should have nothing to do. As to the
examinations, we provide that every per-
son entering the Civil Service shall be
appointed by the crown. The heads
of departments, as we are aware, owe
their places to political considerations.
It is provided in this Bill that the
deputy heads shall be chosen by the

Governor-in-Council, not necessarily from
the department. That is the salient point,
because in selecting a deputy head it is
very often necessary to go outside of the
officers who may be in the Department at
the moment. It is thought desirable that
the tenure of office of the deputy head
should be made as secure as is consistant
with that subordination and discipline
which are necessary in the service. The
recommendation was that a deputy head
should hold office during good behavior,
which would give him the same tenure of
office as a judge. That was thought to be.
undesirable, because a deputy head, al-
though not carrying on his duty satis-
factorily, and although not a man one
would desire to see there, and perhaps,
becoming careless or infirm, yet could
hold office. during good behavior, to the
detriment, perhaps, of the public service.
Therefore, the suggestion has been
adopted that the deputy head
shall hold office during pleasure,
and whenever he is removed from office a
statement of the reasons for such removal
shall be laid on the table of both House
of Parliament within the first fifteen days
of the next following session. The other
officers of ihe service are all to be chosen
after a qualifying examination. To become
a candidate for such examination a young
man must pass a preliminary examination
in reading, writing and arithmetic, so as to
show that he is, so far, at all events, quali-
fied. That is the examination for qualifi-
cation for office. Having thus established
his claim to be examined, he is sent before
a board-not a board as was provided for
in the former Civil Service Bill, composed
of seniorofficers of the several departments,
but a board taken from outside. That, I
think, is a great advantage, because it will
secure the uniformity which perhaps was
wanting in the other plan. It brings a
new element, unaffected by official tradi-
tions, and the views which men get in the
service, without exception almost, and it
introduces the kind of element you want
from the outside to secure a fair and even
consideration of the men brought before
it, whether they are or are not connected
with men already in the service. It se-
cures an outside and an impartial board.
The idea was taken from the examinations
now held from time to time, and which
have been held for some years past, for
candidates for admission into the Military

Civil (MAY 8, 1882.]



8l[SENATE.]

College, and which have been found to
work very successfully. The examinations
have been carried on constantly in different
parts of the country, I believe in Ottawa
chiefly, by outside persons who have been
mainly people connected with the schools
or colleges of the place, and in that way
I think, you establsh a very fair and
impartial tribunal for the purpose of de-
ciding whether the young man is qualified
or not for entrance into the Civil Service.
If he passes his examination, his name is
put upon a list of those who succeed in
passing. The provision is for the exam-
ination here in Ottawa, and in the prin-
cipal cities of the several provinces. The
names of those who pass the examinations
shall be put on a list, and when a vacancy
occurs in the Civil Service, the head of
the department, where the vacancy is,
shall be obliged to fill it from this list, not
necessarily the first, second or third name,
but one from the list. The man so chosen
will then be placed in his department on
probation for six months, and if in that
period the head of the department is dis-
satisfied with him, the young man is so
informed and his services in the depart-
ment cease ; if he is satisfied, the position
becomes permanent, and from that time
the clerk takes his regular promotions and
becomes entitled to contribute to the
superanuation fund, and to receive the
benefit of it. Then, as to the character
of the promotions, it is provided in the
Bill that every man in a class, if he desires
promotion to the one above it, shall
undergo an examination before this
same board. This examination is sug-
gested, I think, by the principle
which has obtained in the military ser-
vice, where if an officer, a lieutenant
for instance, is desirous of being promoted
he is obliged during his lieutenancy to
undergo an examination to prove that he
is fit to be made a captain. In the same
way here, if a man in a junior class desires
to be promoted he must undergo an ex-
amination, and when a vacancy occurs in
the class above him, he has a chance for
promotion. When it is established that he
is eligible for promotion, the head of the
department, when the next vacancy occurs,
is obliged to choose from that class. He
takes one who is eligible for the office to
which he is to be appointed, from his
own department if possible, and if he does
not find one in his own department, he has

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL,

then to take one from some other depart-
ment. The divisions in the service are,
as the House knows, first and second
class clerks divided into two degrees, and
third class clerks and messengers. The
salaries which have been laid down are
mentioned in the Bill. The first is a
minimum salary of $i,8oo and a maxi-
mum salary of $2,400 per annum. Then
there is another provision which is also of
moment, that a first class-clerk shall only
be appointed on the report of the deputy
head concurred in by the head of the de-
partment, and upon an Order-in-Council
The duties of these offices are generally
discharged by gentlemen of great experi-
ence and a good deal of ability, and it is
not desirable that they should be increased
in number unnecessarily. Therefore the
Bill makes provision-and that was
the recommendation of the commissioners
-that no first-class clerkship shall be
created without an Order-in-Council. So
that if the department has two first-class
clerks and desires another, the head of
the department cannot of his own fiat
create the office, but must go to Council
and get authority for it. An item to pay
the salary of *the additional clerk must be
put into the estimates and submitted to
Parliament. In that way there are ob-
stacles placed in the way, intentionally,
and the creation of such an office would
be attended with some time and trouble,
and in the course of that time and
trouble the real strength of the reasoning
would come out and show whether the
additional clerk was necessary. The
salaries of the other classes are in the
same way. Messengers enter at $300
per annum, and rise by an annual increase
of $30 to the maximum of $5oo. Besides
that there are in some departments
packers and sorters. In the Post-Office
Department there are thirteen or fourteen
of them who receive and pack all the
forms, papers and packages that corne to
that department. Then, the commis-
sioners suggested, and it is the key by
which the whole carrying out of the Bill
is secured, that it should be made the
duty of the Auditor-General to see that no
officer or servant of the Government is
paid unless he has been appointed, or his
promotion has been obtained, or both,
in accordance with the provisions of this
Bill. So that the evils which resulted in
practise under the old law cannot possibly
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exist under this-that is, laxity in carrying gone the length of the recommendations
it out. Many of the provisions of this made by the commission of which I had
Bill are to be found in a statute upon our the honor of being chairman. I must ask
books which is now law, but it gives no the forbearance of hon. gentlemen, while
security that it will be impossible to forget I endeavor to explain and justify the con-
or overlook it. In consequence, many clusions at which that commission arrived ;
persons have been appointed who would though, judging from the manner in which
not have obtained office had the provisions it was received in the other House, on
of that Act been closely followed up. both sides, there was very little interest
That Act, like this, provides for examina- taken in the subject at ail, although the
tion before certain officers of the Govern- importance of it must be seif-evident to
ment, deputy heads, but in practise in anyone who has given it the slightest con-
some departments such examinations have sideration. There seems to have been
never taken place, while in others they very littie interest manifested in the sub-
take place regularly and constantly, and ject outside of the House, and it is
in some departments they did take place probable that the Bil before us is abreast
but were not continued. Great laxity has of public opinion at the present time,
crept in, but this cannot be repeated under aithough 1 believe it faits far short of what
this measure, because the Auditor-General would be right and proper for a thorough
cannot pay a man who has not passed his and effective reform of the Civil Service of
examination. The members of the out- this country. Lt may not be uninteresting
side service are also provided for in the to the House that 1 shouid point to the
same way; they will have to pass their existing Civil Service systems in Great
examinations, and to advance step by Britain and in France. The system of
step as they serve, and as their competitive examinations prevails in ail
duties are satisfactorily performed, from appointments to the Civil Service in both
the lower ranks up to the higher these countries. The Civil Service of
offices. Then there is a provision respect- Great Britain, up to the end of 1855, was
ing superannuation. Those persons who very much in the same condition that the
contribute to the superannuation fund Civil Service of this country is in at the
sha have the advantage of it by a report present time ; but it was found to
of the Treasury Board after the following be o inefficient, the evils of it
inquires has been answered in the affirm- aere wo great, that statesmen on
ative :both sides of politics in that country

Whether the person it is propoved to laid aside their political differences and
erannuate l eliible withi ie peaning joined hands in an endeavor to bring

ofthe Superannuation Act about reform, and for that purpose Sir
Whether bis superannuation wulI resut' Chas. Trevelyan and Sir Stafford North-

in benefit to the service and be therefore in the
public interest; or- cote were appointed to make an examina-

i ether it lias becoe necessary in o tion and report upon the existing state of
sequence of his mental or physical infirniity;" the Civil Service in Great Britain. That

I think that these are the geBeral pro- commission was inaugurated, I think,
visions of the Bill. Ther are added to about the year 1853-54. Sir Stafford
it severai schedules, one of which I desire Northcote represented the Conservatives
to amend slightiy. I arn very glad that on one side, and Sir Chas. Treveiyan the
we shah have the advantage, in the dis- Liberais on the other. They made, I
cussion of the Bil, of the presence among believe, a thorough and exhaustive exami-
us of the chairman of the commission nation into the state of the Civil Service.
which made the report, a most valuable Their report was subjected to a severe cri-
one, upon which the Bil was drafted. ticism by the most eminent men in the

country, and their recommendations were
HON. MR. MACINNES (Hamilton)- adopted by the Government of the day,

The Bi u now before us, and which bas and the system devised by them is now
been SQ clearly explained by the hon. the founidation of the Civil Service of
leader of the House, must be considered Great rritain. I wif read a passage from
as an instament in the direction of Civil the report to show the House what they
Service reform. The hon. Minister of aimed at:
justice has correctly stated that it has not "The general principle ten which we
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advocate is that the public service shall be
carried on by the admission in these lower
ranks of a carefully selected body of young
men who shall be employed from the first on
work suited to their capaciticy and education,
and shail be made constantly to feel that
their promotion and future prospects depend
entirely on the industry and ability with
which they discharge their diuties, that with
average abilities and reasonable application
they may look forward confidently to a cer-
tain provision for their lives, that with, supe-
rior powers they may naturally hope to
attain to the highest prizes in the service,
while if thev prove decidedly incompetent or
incurably ndolent, they must expect to be
removed frorn it. The first step towards
carrying this principle into effect should be
the establishment of a proper system of exa-
initation before appointment which should
be followed as at present, by a short period of
probation."

They framed a system which would, in
their opinion, accomplish what is stated in
the extract which I have just read to the
House. Their recommendation was open
competitive examination before first en-
trance into the service, and promotion by
merit. These were the cardinal points of
their report, and, as I have already stated
to the House, the system recommended
by them is the one upon which the Civil
Service of Great Britain is at present con-
ducted, and there has been no attempt
and no wish, I believe, on the part of any
one to depart from it. There has been no
evidence that public opinion is in favor of
returning tothe old system; on the contrary,
the new one has been enlarged and extended
from the year 1855 down to the present time.
Since then, other commissions have been
appointed by the Government of Great
Britain, the last of which was the commis-
sion presided over by Dr. Lyon Playfair,
and their report confirms what had been
previously decided upon in the report
issued by Sir Stafford Northcote and Sir
Charles Trevelyan-open competitive ex-
amination and promotion by merit. I
frequently hear it asserted that there has
been a desire to return to the old system
-that the new one has not worked satis-
factorily in England. If the House will
allow me, I will read a letter written by
Sir Charles Trevelyan to Mr. D. B. Eaton,
the commissioner appointed by the United
States Government to report upon the
Civil Service of the various countries of
Europe :-

"Rraemore, August 20, 1877.
"DEAR Si,-Your letter of the 14 th bas

reached me at this remote place, and I much

HON. MR. MACINNES.

regret that I cannot at present personally
conter with you, for I have long been struck by
the singular suitableness of our newbut well-
tried institution ofnmakingpublic appointments
by open competition for th e correction of some of
the worst results of the United States political
system, and would gladly help to place you
in possession of the mature fruit of our expe-
rience * * *

" Considering the practical nature of Eng-
lish character, which abhors theoretical
innovations, based upon à priori reasoning,
and reluctantly accepts even those changes
which have been proved by experience to be
desirable, a remarkable proof of the success
of the system is to be found in the fact that al]
real opposition to it has long since died away,
and, step by step, it bas been extended to
almost every branch of the service in its most
advanced and only efficient form of perfectly
open competition.

" It mav be useful to the President to
know one feature of its early history ; the
change was made by persons conversant
with public affairs, from a practical percep-
tion of its necessity, but these early supporters
of it might be counted upon the fingers ; and
if ilie natter lad been put to the vote in
London society, or the clubs, or ever in
Parliament itself by secret voting, the new
system would have been rejected by an over-
whelming majority. Nevertheless, whenever
adverse motions were made in the House of
Commons we always had a majority in favor
of the plan. This at.first caused us some sur-
prize, but, on investigation, the case turned
out to be thus: Large as the number of
persons who profited by the former system of
patronage were, those who were left out in
the cold were still larger, and these included
some of the best classes of our population-
busy professional persons of every kind, law-
yers, ministers of religion of every persuasion,
schoolmasters, farmers, shopkeepers, etc.
These rapidly took in the idea of the new
institution. and they gladly accepted it
as a valuable additional privilege. We were
especially interested and amused at the sudden
podularity which the system acquired in Ire-
]and, where 'the competition,' as they called
it, was regarded as a veey preferable alterna-
tive to the old jobbery You will now under-
stand that, whatever may have been the indi-
vidual sentiments of members of the House
of Commons, they received such pressing
letters from their constituents as obliged them
to vote straight.

" But all the best members soon felt that,
by the abolition of patronage, they bad been
relieved fromn a degrading yoke, While it
was customary to place situations in the
revenue and other departments at their dis-
posal for distribution among their constituents
they were obliged, in self-detence, to dance
attendance on the patronage Secretary of the
Treasury, besides having to carry on a large
and annoying correspondence with their con-
stituents. From this double bondage tieY
were at once liberated when the junior ap-
pointments were open to competition ; and as
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all members were placed on the saine footing, ment. Now, froi their earliegt years, boys
they were under no disadvantage in their know that their future depends upon them-
elections in consequence of the change. selves, asid a new spirit of activity las super-

"The most searching and vital im- vened. The opening of the civil and military
provement arising fron the abolition of services, in its influence upon national educa-
patronage is that it has purified the constitu- tion, is equivalent to a hundred thousand
encies, and increased the independence and scholarships and exhibitions of the most
public feeling of members of Parliament. valuable kiiîd-because, unlike such re-
E very boroutgh and county, except a few of wards in general, theY are for life-ofered for
the largest, had its local manager on either te encouragement of youtbful learning and
side--a banker, brewer, or good conduct in every class of the cost-
purchased the vote and support of the lead- munity.
ing men by a judicious application ot the I And this has led to a great improvenent
loaves and fishes The corruption so engen- in the efficiency of the administrative ser-
dered was more constant and general than vice. That such is the case is proved by the
the bribery carried on by means of money; general acceptance of the new national insti-
and it was also more influential, in the degree tution; so that no sane person bas an idea of
in which a provision for life for a son, or abrogating it and reviving the former state of
some other person in whom a voter was inter- things, but, on the contrary, there us a colis-
ested, was more valuable than the custonary tant movement toward extending it in its en-
five-pound note. Both constituents and tiretv to tbe tew remaining branches of tte
members now have to look, not to what they service to which it bas not yet been fully ap-
can get, but to what it is their duty to do. plied....
At any rate, they must now seek to pronote You a@k as to the effect of the change
their interests in some larger and more public upon «official morality. Officiai corruption
way than by obtainimg appointments for was not one of the faults of the old system.
themselves or their friends." Trustworthiness nainly depends upon a

"As regards the effect of the change upon secure tenure of office, and tîat has long
the efficiency of the administrative service, been abundantly provided for. Tte rule that
the ordinary practice was to place the fool of the first appearance of offieial delinquency
the famnily in the civil, and the wild, idle, un- should be thorougbly investigated and ade-
manageable youth in the military service, for quately deait with, bas been. and still i",
the plain reason that while this was a pro- fully enforced. The plan now acted upon is
vision for life for them, they were not so fit to have fewer of the higher clase of civil ser-
as their brothers to compete with others in vants, and to pay them better from the first,
the open professions. The promotion within getting the copying, care of papers, and other
the civil service was, for the nost part con- less intellectual work done by a cheaper and
ducted on the same principle of patronage, more ordinarily educated class, which bas a
and in the military service on a mixed prn- tendency both to promote economy, and to
ciple of purchase and patronage. The encourage fidelity and exertion on the partof
civil service also was held in low estimation tbe nost trusted servants by making their
by the public, who regarded it as a corpus appointmentg more valuable to them.
vile for political jobbers; and this reacted in Believe ue, very truly yours,
an injurious manner upon the esperit du corps CH. TREYELYAN.
of the civil servante. Now both civil and
military office.rs are appointed on the ground ID. B. RATON, Esq.," etc., etc.
of superior abilhty and attainment, with an in- In a subsequent letter to the author, Sir
direct guarantee for good moral qualities [in
asmucht as superior cultivation and attain-
ments are to be acquired only by 'iudustry , You cannot lay too much stress upon the
self-denial, and a preference of the future for fact that the making of public appointments
the present,] besides direct evidence to moral by open conpetition las been accepted by.al
character from the persons best able to testify our political parties, and that tiere is no sign
to it. As the persons appointed have no o any movement against it froin any quar-
party connections, and are generally unknown ter.'
to the political chiefs, there is now nothing
to prevent their heing promoted according to eedingwith enquiry
qualification and merit, which is the key to directed our attention to the system pre-
administrative efficiency. Lastly, the re- vailing in Luropean countries, but more
proach of a corrupt origin has been removed especially in Great Britain and France,
from the civil service, and the unembers of i t
have been elevated in the estimation of them-
selves and others. stated, that the system of open competitive

" The same change which bas increased examination, and promotion by ment is
the efficiency of the civil and military ser- the rule. It appears to me to be very
Vices has given a marvellous stimnulus to edu-
cation. Formerly boys intended for any that e in n shold o
branch of the public service had no motive to
exert themselves, because, however idle they believe the aspirations of the people of
rvight be, they were certain to gee an appoint- this country are to perpetuate British ir-
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stitutions on this continent, and to copy
those which are best in the government of
England and of France. The adoption
of the Civil Service system of Great
Britain, pure and simple, is objected to
as not being suitable to this country. It
is contended that Canada is not ripe for
it. I believe that the English system, ai-
lowing for the different circumstances of
the two countries, can be adapted to the
Civil Service of the Dominion with great
benefit. Of course the standard of quali-
fication of applicants is very much higher
in both England and France than is needed
in Canada; we have therefore to adapt our
examination and qualification to the edu-
cation obtained in any of the schools of
Canada. This is what we say in our
report :-

"Competitive examinations for first en-
trance to the service should be preceded by a
preliminary examination to ascertain wvhethber
the candidate possesses such a knowledge of
orthography and elementary arithmetic, and
whether his hand-writing is sucli as will
justify his admission to the conipetition.
fThe competitive examinations should test thie
comparative proficiency of candidates on the
following subjects:-

4 Hand-writing,
"Orthography,
"Arithmetic, including vulgar and deci-

mal fractions,
"Copying Manuscript to test,
"Accuracy,
"Digesting returns in summaries,
"English composition.

Writing from dictation,
" Geograph
"History-nglish, Canadian and United

States,
" Book-k'eping,

Press-writing,
" French writing.

Now that is not a high class examina-
tion. it is one that I believe (and I think
hon. gentlemen will agree with me) that
the youth of Canada, educated in the
public schools, are quite competent to
pass.

HON. MR. ODELL-Is that the
preliminary ?

HON. MR. MACINNES-No, that is the
competitive examination. The prelimi-
nary examination is simply to ascertain
whether the candidate possesses such a
knowledge of orthography, writing and
elementary arithmetic as to justify his
admission for the competitive examina-
tion ; otherwise you might have numbers

HON. MR. MACINNES.

who might not be at all qualified for it,
coming up and wasting the time of the
commissioners. The Bill before us is
mainly founded upon our report, but
omits the two important points to which
the leader of the House has already
referred-open competitive examinations,
and the abolition of political patronage in
making appointments to the service. Our
great object, and a very important one,
was to create a spirit of emulation in the
service-to give the officers to understand
that their promotion and success depended
entirely upon the same energy and exer-.
tion as would ensure success in any other
calling, and we endeavored to frame our
recommendations in such a manner as to
create such a stimulus to exertion. I will
just read one quotation from our report
that will convey our meaning. The
Order-in-Council appointing our commis-
sion contains this paragraph :-

" A careful reconsideration of the duties of
each department, including both inside and
outside service, is eninently desirable with a
view to seeking greater economy in ail the
departinents, by the weeding out of men who,
from any of the causes naned, are no longer
efficient public servants ; by the creation of a
new theoretical for each department, which
would regulate the number of eaclh class of
officers required for its work, the promotions
from class to clss, and the steps by which
-alaries should be increased."

We say in our report :
" It is quite obvious to us that the delicate

duty of weeding out unfit men and redundant
clerks, and the adjustment of inequalities of
pay, can be best and most effectually accom-
plished by the thorough and comprehensive
change in the principle of making first ap-
pointments and promotions which we have
recommended, and that in this way alone can
any enduring reforn be effected."

There is another great drawback to the
efficiency of the Civil Service, owing to the
structural arrangement of the departmen-
tal offices. In reference to that subject
we say:

"Much valuable space is lost by the divi-
sion of these buildings into so large a number
of small offices. This again interferes with
the proper distribution of the work amonl
the clerks, involving loss of time and a ni-
muni of work. The service is consequent
made less efficient, and the expense increasr
Experience has proved the advantage of lar e
offices where considerable numbers can wor 1
who thus cone under the immediate super
vision of those having the control."

We also in our second report say on the
same subject:-

Service ßill.
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"We desire again to direct attention to the
present structural 4rrangements of the offices,
which in nearly all the departments is such
as to preclude the possibility of a proper
supervision over the enyloyees. The great
bulk of the work of the service is purelv
clerical, and should be pertormed by clerks
of the higher grades. They are required
under present regulations to work six and a
half hours per diem. We are of opinion that
for want of the necessary supervision that the
hours devoted to actual work do not on an
average exceed nuch over two thirds of that
time, and we feel that we cannot too earnestly
press upon the Government the importance
and necessity of a change in the presEnt
structural arrangements, and the substitution
of large rooms where the clerks would cone
under the personal supervision of their
superiors."

I shall not detain the House any
longer now, but I shall take occasion
when the Bill is considered in Committee
to offer a few suggestions for the amend-
ment of some of its clauses.

HON. MR. ALMON-Before the
House adjourns I should like to name an
amendment to clause 47.

HON. MR. POWER-That should be
done in committee.

Service Bill.
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HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-My
hon. friend had better give his reasons for
the amendment when we are in com-
mittee.

HON. MR. ALMON-I would rather
give them now. I think the civil servants
are an under-worked and under-paid set
of men. They require this holiday, not
because there is any over-exertion of
brain energy or waste of muscular tissue,
but because of the daily monotony of their
work. From day to day the civil servant,
continues a round of figures ; he knows
that his promotion can only take place
by the death of the man above him, or
by superanuation, which is a long way to
look forward, very wearying to the soul of
any man ; I think that state is very well
described by Lamb, who was in the South
Sea Office. We give a civil servant three
weeks holidays; what does he do in that
time ? He cannot save enough money
out of his salary to go to the country ;
travelling by stage coach is.very expensive,
and he stays about town and is as much a
prisoner as he was before he got his leave
of absence. There is no relaxation of

HON. MR. ALMON-I perfectly body or of mmd in that. But, hon. gen-
approve of the Bill although I have not tlemen, if these men had a free pass over the
given it the attention which I would if it Intercolonial Railway, they would take
had prodeeded from any other source than their fishing rods with them and enjoy
the one from which it emanated. I think the fishing on the north shore, and could
I act as the good parishioner did towards live at the houses of the farmers at a very
his clergyman. His clergyman said to little eNpense. Or they could go down
him one day, "What is the reason you as fan as Quebec, that fine old historic
always go to sleep when I preach, and you city, whence a few minutes voyage acnoss
keep awake when a stranger preaches ?" the river would take them into another
" It is because," said the parishioner, "I country, the prototype of old France.
have confidence that what you say will be They would see the walls of the historic
right, but when a stranger preaches I old town, and would be filled with recol-
have to look after him." So it is with the lections of the seiges they have stood;
Minister of Justice ; when he brings in a the plains of Abnaham, where the Saxon
measure.I have such perfect confidence and the Gaelic races were blended
that it will be all right that I do not pay into one, and although that union was
the same close attention to it that I would cerented in blood, it is no less enduring
if it were brought in by a private member on that account. It will take very ittie
The amendment I propose to add to the money to go from Quebec by one of the
end of clause 47, which gives a leave of steamers to Montreal, and perhaps to
three weeks to every member of the Civil Niagara, and after such a trp, the Civil
Service, is that those persons shall be Servant would come back, having spent
allowed to pass free of charge over any very little money, refreshed in body and
railway.under the control of the Dominion mi, and prepared for the daily routine
Government. My-reason for moving this of office wonk. I do not ask the Govern-
is that I think the Civil Service, as a ment to increàse the pay of the service,
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but merely to give them this free pass over
the Government roads. • The great objec-
tion I had to confederation was that the
upper and the lower provinces knew so
little of each other. The arguments used
in favor of uniting the provinces pleased
me well, but I said: " I know nobody in
Canada ; the inhabitants of Quebec are
a people speaking a different language,
and having widely different habits from
ourselves, and how can we be expected to
be united in feeling." Pass this resolu-
tion, hon. gentlemen, it costs you nothing,
and the result will be that the men con-
nected with the Civil Service in the Lower
Provinces, will come up here and get
acquainted with those who speak a differ-
ent language, and who may in the future
stand side by side with us, musket in hand,
to fight, and I trust, conquer, under the
British flag. Then, to look at the other
side ; the natives of old Canada will be
able to come down and visit our shores,
and I would ask have we nothing to show
them ? Have we not Annapolis with its
historic recollections ; and the Bras
d'Or with its islands, quite equal
to - the far famed Thousand Islands ?
Have we not the ruins of Louisburg, and
in Halifax can we not show them the
British troops, the evening and morning
gun, the sound of which encircles the
world, and the band playing? When I
began to speak I noticed a frown on the
face of the hon. leader of the Government,
but his countenance is now irradiated by
a smile, and I see I have convinced
him,-let me convince the House also.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I know the
hon. leader of the. Government will not
smile if I take ut) the time of the House
too long, but I must say that this
measure, considering it is only a remodel-
ling of the present system, is as good as it
could be made. The only objectionable
feature, to my mind, is that you do not
get rid of the element of patronage by the
Government, and you will hardly find
young men coming up for examination,
unless there is some assurance that they
will be appointed if successful. It is to
be hoped that the Board will make the
examination very rigid, as by that means
the patronage will be minimised as far as
possible, and really deserving men will be
appointed, to a greater degree than other-
wise, upon their merits. The great bene-

HON. MR. ALMON.

Sermice Bill.
fit of the scheme seems to me to be that
the examination is to be passed before
appointment, and the hon. leader of the
Government has explained that even after
the successful passing of the examination,
the young man must pass a certain time
on probation, before he is given the office
permanently. An important considera-
tion will be to appoint fit men to the
position of commissioners, as very much
depends upon their action in arranging
the subjects for examination, so that the
qualifications of the applicants will be
fairly tested, and in that way that merit
shall be first considered, and patronage
shall be only a secondary matter.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE.-I have
perused, with a great deal of satisfaction,
the very able and exhaustive report made
by the Civil Service commission which
has recently completed its labors, and
there is no doubt that they have taken
much pains and have entered carefully
into all the details of this subject, which
is of such importance to this country.
The Civil Service heretofore has been,
beyond doubt, very largely a political
service. We have, in this Dominion,
many clever young men, who will prove
themselves thoroughly capable, when they
are brought into competition with others
in the discharge of their official duties in
our public departments. I think they are
as competent and as well qualified for
those positions, taking into consideration
where they have received their training, as
probably any young men in any country.
But there can be no doubt that our system
of appointment is rotten at the core-it is
thoroughly bad. It does not hold out
any certainty to industrious and ambitious
young men that they will be able to for-
ward themselves to the higher offices ;
they cannot be sure that they will attain
such promotion and mount to the better
positions, which should be fairly bpen to
them, and which should fall to the most
deserving men already in the service.
Now the hon. gentleman has drawn
attention to the fact that the Bill, although
founded on the report of the commission-
ers, has only to a very small extent carried
out their recommendations-in fact, it is
very much like the old story told of the
play of Hamlet, with Hamlet left dut. It
probably is a step in the direction of re-
forming the Civil Servi e of this country,
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but I am afraid if we adopt this nieasure,
which has been very properly explained
by the leader of the Government, if we
put it on our statute book, though I admit
it is a step onward, I fear very much that
great difficulties will be afterwards experi-
enced in making another step in advance.
If we adopt this Bill, emasculated as
it has been from the report of the
commissioners, our progress in the direc-
tion of improvement will hereafter be
greatly retarded. I know well the difficul-
ties that are found by Governments ail
over this continent-how strongly political
pressure is brought to bear on the various
Governments by their supporters-and
that they are in consequence unable, with
ail their desire to see their offices filled
with qualified persons, to withstand the
pressure which is brought to bear upon
them, and which too oftenthrustsmen upon
them who are utterly unfitted for the posi-
tions to be filled. However, the result of
the present Bill, bad as it is, may be to
place the Civil Service in a better
position, so thàt young men entering
it may feel that they are making
a step upward, and will ultimately
attain positions of some value and impor-
tance. One matter that struck me very
forcibly in the report of the commissioners,
who went through the various departments,
was the very unsatisfactory office arrange-
ment in the public buildings here ; the
young men are confined to small rooms
where they are not placed in full competi-
tión with each other-scarcely know each
other in fact, unless they may happen to be
thrown together outside of the service. That
is a system which I maintain does not bring
out the full. powers of these young gentle-
men. If they were put in larger rooms,
as suggested in the report, and brought
into closer competition with one another,
it would no doubt result in great advan-
tage to the public. I suppose in the
construction of the buildings, years ago,
there was no expectation that the
public service of the country would
become so very much enlarged. Beyond
ail doubt the present arrangement is very
defective and not calculated to draw out
the capacity of the various officials. The
Bill may be as good as can be expected
at the present time, but it will not satisfy
the country as being a measure which will
thoroughly reform the Civil Service ; I
çlare say, however, it will be amended in

some directions, in committee. Possibly
the amendment of my hon. friend from
Halifax (Mr. Almon) will be adopted ; it
is a very valuable one, and will allow the
young men of the Service, during their
holidays, to increase their knowledge of
their own country, combining their recre-
ation, and the acquiring of valuable in-
formation. No doubt the Government
will carefully consider the suggestion, and
if this concession is made to the young
gentlemen of the service, they will con-
sider it a boon, and will properly appre-
ciate the thoughtful care for their interest
which has been shewn by the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Almon) who mooted the
question. I shall be disposed to sustain
the Bill though it certainly is not the
measure which I should like to see on our
statute book.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I con
fess I am somewhat disappointed in this
measure, for I expected to see one which
would command more general support,
both in this House and the country.
From what I should call the rather apolo-
getic tone in which the hon. Minister of
Justice introduced it, even he is not well
satisfied with the measure ; and he found
it necessary to apologise to the hon.
gentleman who spoke on the other side
of the House (Mr. D. MacInnes) because
the Government had not thought proper
to adopt the report of their own commis-
sioners, and had largely altered the Bill
from what had been recommended by
tho.3c gentlemen. It seems to me that
the claim which has been set forth-that
this Bill would have the eflect of obviating
the difficulty which has existed in the
shape of political appointments-is not
borne out by the facts. The Government
have found great embarrassment, I dare say,
in being unable to carry out the wishes of
their supporters, and having to refuse ap-
pointments to their nominees; and while
this Bill will enable them to relieve them-
selves personally of that difficulty, it will
only do so in a measure. It appears that
there are to be three persons appointed by
this Bill who will be called examiners,
but whose duty I would remark is
not to examine; the examiners so
called, in this Bill, do not examine
candidates at ail, but they merely carry
out the terms of this measure It seems
to me therefore, to be a misnomer alto-

cývu (hinY 8, 1882.]
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gether. Another point of consequence is
that these examiners are not to be
appointed permanently, but they have
to perform certain duties, and >r
the time they are appointed at $io a day ;
the parties, however, who actually con-
duct the examination of the candidates
are appointed by these examiners.

HON. SIR. ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
hon. gentleman is mistaken there, they
may call for the assistance of certain per-
sôns-that is, they cannot be ubiquitous
-and if they have an examination, say at
Halifax, one of their number may go
there, and he may associate persons with
him for the purpose of examination. It
is not at all contemplated that they are to
be mere ornaments ; they are to conduct
the examinations where they are.

HoN. MR. HAYTHORNE-It seems
to depend entirely on the meaning of
the word " man ; " but at all
events the Bill provides for the appoint-
ment of other persons, who are to con-
duct the examinations. The great objec-
tion I take to it is that the Government,
through the intervention of these exami-
ners, may do things which heretofore they
have done themselves ; the change is
more in form than in fact. Then again,
so far as I can sec, the Bill makes no pro-
vision for the publicity of the examina-
tions. The hon, gentleman said, I think,
that the candidates to be appointed were
not necessarily those who passed
the best examination, but that those
who are now held to be best qualified in
other respects for the appointment would
get it. Now it seems to me that this is a
very unfair proceeding; you may have
candidates brought forward at this exam-
ination, and they may do exceedingly well,
some of them, but in the discretion of the
examiners they are not considered so well
suited for the department as some others
who perhaps have not passed such a goo
examination; in that way the best candi
date on the list may be passed over. It
is not necessary that an unfit man should
be taken, because he happens to have
passed the best examination, but certainly
in my opinion the man holding that rank
is generally to be preferred; and the per.
formance of every candidate ought to be
made public, so that, when the examin
ation is over, it would be publicly knowr

what candidates passed the best examin-
ations, and who were appointed. The
action of the Government would then
clearly be seen, and if they thought fit to
take an inferior man into the public ser-
vice when they had a better one available,
it would at any rate be understood, and
the man passed over would have the
satisfaction of knowing, that though he
failed to secure the position sought, his
merit was publicly known. On that
account I think the Bill is open to serious
objection, and the principle adopted in it,
is to my mind, a mistaken one. Of course
I do not suppose the Government will
make any alteration in it now, but
there are some details which may be
amended in committee. I think this
suggestion of the hon. gentleman from
Halifax (Mr. Almon) is a useful one,
and I have personally often felt that
the members of the public service deserve
more consideration at our hands than
they reccive, in the way of taking holidays.
Their application is very close and un-
remitting, and during the summer season
it is well known, or at least generally con-
sidered, that this city is not a very agree-
able residence, and therefore I think it is
but just that the employees in the Civil
Service of the country, particularly the
young folk should have the opportunity of
a comIplete rest and lengthened holiday.
If the means aiding this desirable result
which have been suggested by the junior
member for Halifax (Mr. Almon) were
afforded, I think it would be a great
advantage. I hope the hon. Minister
of Justice will move for a committee
on this Bill, and not too soon, in order
that we may have an opportunity of
seeing in print the long communication
which was read to this House by the
hon. gentleman from Hamilton (Mr. D.
MacInnes). I listened to his speech
with great attention, and was very well
pleased indeed with it, but I did not
catch a great deal of the document which
he read. I presume that it contains a
great deal of valuable information, or he
would not have brought it forward in the
way he did, and if the committee is de-
ferred until such time as this debate is
published, we shall then have an oppor-
tunity to read and digest that communi-
cation.

HON. MR. POWER-Although I an

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE.
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always averse to going into the consider-
ation of any measure, without all the in-
formation that is available, I am afraid
that I cannot second the request made by
the hon. gentleman from Prince Edward
Island (Mr. Haythorne) who has just sat
down, viz : that we should postpone the
further consideration of this Bill-that is
its consideration in committee-until the
report of the remarks made by the
hon. gentleman who acted as chair-
man of the Civil Service com-
mission, shall have come down to this
House. At the present time our reports
are, I think, some five or six days behind-
hand-at least the last I have is the re-
port of last Tuesday-and although my
interest in the welfare of the public, and
my desire for the perfecting of this Civil
Service Bill, is great ; still the desire to
get home is almost equally powerful, and
I am afraid that waiting so long as my
hon. friend has suggested, would involve
our not getting away until the end of next
week, probably. Consequently, I, for
one, shall be prepared to go into com-
mittee on this Bill without the information
spoken of. I listened, as did my hon.
friend from Prince Edward Island, with a
great deal of attention, and a great deal of
pleasure, to the speech made by the hon.
gentleman from Hamilton (Mr. D. Mac-
Innes), and I think that I succeeded in
taking in most of the points contained in
the letter from Mr. Trevelyan, I think it
was, which he read. I venture to say
that one of the best features in this dis-
cussion has been the exhibition of inde-
pendent feeling on the part of gentlemen
who generally support the Government;
it is very gratifying, and it goes to show
that the Senate is-gradually, perhaps-
advancing towards that state of compara-
tive political independence that it ought
to have reached before now. With re-
gard to the suggestion made by my hon.
friend from Halifax (Mr. Almon), I should
not care to commit myself. I
think it is one that deserves con
sideration, certainly, but I do not know
that it deserves favorable consideration.
I think that as a rule the Civil Servantý
are paid as much as their services are
worth. If they are not, then their salarieý
should be increased. While it may b
very desirable that these gentlemen shoulc
have the liberty of travelling on the Inter
colonial Railroad, or any other line tha

may be owned by the Government free of
charge, it is equally desirable that all other
classes of the community should have the
sane right.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-And
have Pullman tickets too.

HON. MR. POWER-I think that pro-
fessional men and other people whose duties
oblige them to work a great many hours
a day-double as many hours as a Civil
Servant works-might with equal prop-
riety be furnished with tickets to the
sea-side during the warm weather, and if
the Government proposed to introduce a
measure of that sort, I might, in the
sanitary interests of the Dominion, be in-
duced to support it. I was struck with
admiration at the manner in which the
Minister of Justice introduced this Bill,
One could hardly perform so small
an office more agreeably, and evidently
the feeling of the hon. gentleman
whose handiwork the report of the
commission, is; to a great extent, and
the feeling of my hon. friend to the
left is that this measure really means noth-
ing at all. The Government professsed
to feel in 188o, that the Civil Service of
Canada had got into a very unsatisfactory
condition, and that the condition ought to
be remedied. With a view of obtaining
authoritative opinions as to how the evils
complained of should be remedied, they
appointed a commission, at the head of
which they placed, very properly, the hon.
gentleman from Berlin (Mr. MacInnest,
and that commission discharged their
duty in a very satisfactory way, and made
a very careful, proper and thorough report
on the subject which had been referred to
them. The commission practically de-
clared, and I think public opinion before
that had declared, that the fundamental
error in the system of our public service
was, that the appontments were made
from political motives, and not on account
of the fitness of persons for appointments,

r and further, that promotion in the service
was based upon political reasons or
favoritism and not upon merit. The com-
mission also declared in their report that
the only remedy for the evils spoken of
was to be found by completely eliminating

1 all traces of political patronage, and they
- proposed open competitive examination as
t the only effectual remedy. The Bill pro-
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poses to leave political patronage just
where it was, because this examination of
a non-competitive character, as every hon.
gentleman probably realizes, means noth-
ing at all. The examinations will not be
of a very difficult character, and any one
who has any kind of an education what-
ever will be able to pass. There is hardly
a doubt that in a very little while the ex-
aminations proposed to be held under this
Bill will degenerate, as examinations pro-
vided for by the existing law have degen-
erated. I was rather struck by an incon-
sistency in the speech of the Minister of
Justice in moving the second reading of
this Bill. He said that while Canada was
not prepared for appointments to the ser-
vice by competitive examination, the
Government had borrowed, not from the
Civil Service in England (because I do
not think that the system of examination
for promotion in the service prevails there)
but from the army system, a sort of exami-
nation which does not prevail in the Civil
Service, and although the commission have
recommended this examination for promo-
tion, I have strong reasons to think that it
is a mistake to do so. If the Government
of the day adopted the suggestion of the
commission, that admissions to the service
should be based upon competitive exami-
nation, I could understand the carrying
out of this system higher up, and have
promotion based upon further examina-
tions. But, in my opinion, the result of
this system of promotion by examinations
will be sonething of this sort : At the
present time employees are promoted to a
certain extent on their merits. There is a
good deal of favoritism; but still, if the
deputy head of the department is an effi-
cient and independent officer, he is likely
to promote men whom he has found useful
and valuable. Regard will be had to
seniority and efficiency, to a certain
extent ; but the practical result
of this system, I take it, will be
that the qualifying examination will be
held all along as.the warrant for promo-
tion. There may be twenty clerks who
are already in the service, some of these
perhaps men who are somewhat advanced
in years. They will be brought up and
obliged to pass this examination. Every-
one who has any experience in these
matters knows that after the age of about
24 a man's capacity for passing an exami-
nation diminishes with considerable

rapidity, and the consequence will be that
the experienced clerk, who has been a
long time in the service, and who may be
a competent business man, will not pass
nearly as good an examination as a lad of
twenty who has only been in the ser-
vice a few months. The Governnent
left out the examination recommended by
the commission on the most vital point-
that is competitive examination for ad-
mission, and they have provided for an
examination where it is calculated to do
more harm than good. If the House
felt as I do in the matter it would reject
this Bill ; not that I think that it is one
calculated to make things much worse
than they are now, but because I think that
if wedid nothing the present Government,
or a succeeding Administration, with the
report of the Commission before them,
would feel themselves forced by public
opinion, before very long, to introduce a
measure that would substantially carry
out the recommendations it contained.
The result of passing this Bill will be to
give the present Government, or their
successors, an excuse for doing nothing.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Is it
not rather an entering of the wedge ?

HON. MR. POWER-No; I think
it is pretending to do something when
you are substantially doing nothing, and
it will be a reason for not meddling with
the subject for a number of years,
when the present system will have got a
stronger hold upon the community than
it has at present.

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

PACIFIC RAILWAY DRAWBACK
ALLOWANCE BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. AIKINS moved the second
reading of Bill (141), " An Act to provide
for the allowance of drawback on certain
articles manufactured in Canada for use
in the construction of the Canadian Pacific
Railway." He said: The new matter in
this Bill is very small indeed, and yet,
notwithstanding that, it has been found
necessary in order to enable the measure
placed on the statute book last year to be
worked efficiently. The only new provi-

HON. MR.,POWER.

.Drawback Allencance.(SBNAT .]



[MÂY g, 1882.3

sion in the Bill is contained in the fifth
clause. The articles referred to are those
which are manufactured in Canada and
used in the construction of the main line
of the Canadian Pacific Railway. As
hon. gentlemen know, the drawback given
to those manufacturers is equal to the
customs duties,and this clause has been
found necessary in order to enable the
Minister of Customs to work out that Act.

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

COUNTY COURT JUDGES' BILL.

COMMONS AMENDMENTS ADOPTED.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
concurrence in the amendments made by
the House of Commons to Bill (B), " An
Act respecting County Court Judges."
He said: These amendments are four-
fold. The first one is that a statement
shall be laid before Parliament of the
reasons for removing a judge under this
Bill. The second amendment is to a
clause in the Bill as it passed in this
House enabling pensions to be given to
judges who had been retired within the
ten years specified in the measure. It
was thought in the other House that this
clause should not be in the Bill, and that
these cases might be provided for as they
occur. They added clauses relating to
pensions.

HON. MR. POWER-I have not the
original Bill before me, but I think it was
the eleventh clause which made provision
for the case of the removal of a judge
for inability. I think some sugges-
tion was made that a judge might become
insane, or something of that kind, and if
I remember rightly under the original Bill
the Government had the power of remov-
ing a judge who became incapable of
acting, or totally disqualified to act
without resigning. I notice that the
amendments made by the House of Com-
mons do not provide for the removal of
a judge under these circumstances.

IfON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-They
provide for the removal, but not for a
pension.

At six o'clock the Speaker left the chair.

635JudgesW -igi.

After Reces.

HON. SIR AL-EX. CAMPBELL-The
hon. gentleman from Halifax thought that
the House of Commons had stricken out,
in the County Court Judges Bill, the
clause which enabled the Government to
dismiss judges in certain cases, but that is
not the fact. What was stricken out in
the other House was the provision enabling
the judges to be pensioned. The amend-
ments reported to this House are, first :-

"'Clause A.-In the event of the removal of
any such judge for any of the reasons afore-
said, the Order-in-Council providing for such
removal, and all Reporte, Evidence and
Corresponderice relating thereto, shall be
laid before Parliament within the first fifteen
days of the next ensuing Session."

That, of course, the House will agree
to. The removal of a judge is an impor-
tant matter, and there is no reason why it
should not be laid before Parliament. It
was not provided for before, because I
took it for granted that Parliament would
ask for the papers. Then, clauses B and
C, which went down in red ink from this
House, are inserted, providing for pen-
sions of County Court Judges. There is
nothing new in them, so far as the infor-
mation which they contain. Clause ID is
as follows :-

"If any person receiving a pension under
this Act becomes entitled to any salary in
respect of any public office under the Govern-
ment of Canada, such salary shall be reduced
by the amount of such pension."

HON. MR. POWER-As we sent it
down, the Government had power to
retire a judge and allow him a pension,
even though he had not resigned.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELI-I do
not know exactly the reasons for striking
that out, but it is an unusual case, and
there had not been previously any provi-
sion for granting a pension to a judge
removed for incapacity. I thought it was
desirable to have such a provision in the
Bill, but the House of Commons think
differently, and as they have the power of
granting pensions, I do not see that we
can prevent it.

HON. MR. POWER-I think the change
is a regrettable one. Suppose a judge
becomes insane (as sometimes happens)

Cownty Court
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his family cannot get the benefit of a pen-
sion, simply because he is unable to
resign.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No,
he cannot, but that is not the fault of this
House, because we introduced the provi-
sion and they struck it out.

The motion was agreed to.

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS.

FOURTH REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE
ADOPTED.

HON. MR. READ moved the adoption
of the fourth report of the Select Com-
mittee on Contingent Accounts.

The motion was agreed to.

QUEBEC, MONTREAL, OTTAWA &
OCCIDENTAL RAILWAY BILL

SECOND READING,

HON. MR. GIBBS, in the absence of
Hon. Mr. Ogilvie, moved the second
reading of Bill (114, " An Act respect-
ing the Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and
Occidental Railway."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL ex-
plained that the object of the Bill was to
enable the parties who had purchased the
railway to obtain a complete transfer of
the property.

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

RAILWAY PASSENGERS TICKETS
BILL

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committee
of the Whole the consideration of Bill
(5), " An Act respecting the sale of
Railway Passenger Tickets."

In the Committee,
HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-This

Bill passed, with the exception of two
clauses, to which attention was drawn by
my hon. friend opposite (Mr. Pelletier),
who was under the impression that a
great many tickets might be outstand-
ing, and held by persons in good

HON. MR. POWER.

faith, and honestly. The impression
in the Department of Public Works is that
this is not the case-that these tickets are
not held honestly. The hon. gentleman
mentioned that one firm might perhaps
hold $25,ooo worth, but I am informed
that that cannot be-that it is quite in-
credible that any one firm should hold so
large an amount of railway tickets, fairly;
or at all events, that it is very unlikely.
The idea with which I asked that the
consideration of the Bill might be post-
poned, was this: that we might perhaps
hit upon some language which would
enable any honest holders of tickets to
have those tickets redeemed, but I am
told that there are so many tickets dis-
honestly held, that if we open the door at
all in that way it will give rise to a great
deal of fraudulent dealing with tickets. It
seems that many of those tickets having
been used, are still left in the hands of
dishonest conductors, unpunched, and
that the dates are obliterated with acids
and they are then passed off in the hands
of such men as have been mentioned in
the debate on this Bill in the other branch
of Parliament. It would be almost im-
possible to frame a clause by which honest
people could be allowed to hold tickets,
which would at the saine time exclude
such persons as have been spoken of. I
believe that the hon, gentleman's views
are entitled to respect, and I am prepared
to adopt the suggestion which was made
on a former occasion,-that we should
allow some time to elapse before the Bill
becomes law.

HON. MR. PELLETIER-I am very
glad that the hon. gentleman is prepared
to adopt the suggestion. I may have beent
misinformed as to the amount involved in
that speculation, but I was informed by
parties who pretended themselves to have
that amount, and the House knows there
was a circular distributed against this Bill.
I am perfectly willing to adopt the sug-
gestion, and I would wish that the Bill be
not allowed to go into operation until
July next.

Clause four was adopted.

On the fifth clause.

HON. MR. POWER-I think it is verY
questionable whether Parliament should
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pass this Act. It is practically making a
crime of what is an ordinary business
transaction, and to which it seems to me
there should be very little objection.
It seems to me that the Railway Çom-
panies who suffer somewhat, perhaps, from
the operations of these ticket brokers, are
very well able to take care of themselves,
and I think it is very unwise for Parlia-
ment to interfere, as it is now doing, by
subjecting these parties to fine and impri-
sonment. I think all the latter part of
that clause ought to be struck out-the
part imposing penalties.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I do
not think the hon. gentleman realizes the
difficulty which railway companies have
had, and which the Government as owners
of railways have had in this direction.
It is quite true that it is interfer-
ing with an ordinary practice : it is too
ordinary, and the official who has charge
of the Railway Department of the Govern-
ment, estimates that the loss by these
frauds is about 20 per cent. of the profits.
Many persons earn a living simply by the
frauds they practice on the railway com-
panies. That has been the case for a
number of years. We know the sort of
persons who are engaged in that business.
We see the sort of persons who oppose
the passage of this Bill. They cannot
make money in the way they do out of
honest deaiing with railway tickets. Sup-
pose you buy a hundred or a thousand
railway tickets at a time, you can get but
a small discount from the railway coin-
pany, but these people make large sums
through the connivance of conductors or
the instrumentality of persons who have
them for sale, and the evil has grown to be
so great that there seems to be no other
way of stopping it except by some
stringent provision of this kind. If this
Bill passes, the law will be that no other
person than the railway ticket agent shall
sell tickets, and it shall be a misdemeanor
for anyone else to sell them. If the law
be that I shall not sell such and such a
commodity, and if in the face of that I do
sell it, I should be punished in some way
to prevent me from doing it again. This
is the only way to deal with the evil. If
a man wi 1 go on and sell tickets which he
cannot possibly be able to obtain honestly
-which he knows will be contrary to law,
and the result of which is to create a very

serious loss to railway companies-he
ought to be stopped, and in such a way
as to prevent the practice absolutely.

HON.MR.ALLAN-Iwouldaskwhether
forgery does not enter into it-whether
those tickets have not been over and over
again altered ?

HON. MR. POWER-I do not think
there would be the slightest difficulty
about imposing a penalty on the altering
of tickets. The Minister has given us one
side of the story ; he has given us the
version of the Grand Trunk Railway Co.
which is the principal party applying for
this legislation.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No,
I have given the account of the Railway
Department.

HON. MR. POWER-Of course, the
Railway Department is acting on the
suggestion of the railways behind it. They
say that these tickets are fraudulently pro-
cured and altered, but the ticket brokers
say a different thing. They say that the
tickets which get into their possesion are
obtained in what, I think, is not a dishonest
way. The competition between through
lines is very keen, and you can get a
ticket from Bcston to Chicago for less
than you can get one from Boston to
Montreal. A party travelling from Boston
to Montreal buys a through ticket to
Chicago and on arriving at Montreal, sells
the portion which would entitle hini to a
passage through to Chicago, to a broker
for less than a ticket from Montreal to
Chicago, could possibly be procured for.
It is not, of course, doing what the rail-
way companies wish, but still I think you
can hardly call it fraud altogether.

HON. MR. ALLAN-Half way.

HON. MR. POWER-It depends on
the point from which you view it. If the
passenger does stop off at Montreal he is
entitled to go on to Chicago, and why
should not the purchaser of the ticket
have the same right. I know it is said
the contract is made with one party, but I
do not see any great crime in transferring
a railway coupon.

Then I understand the hon. Minister
to say that representations have come
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from the Department of Railways with
reference to the Intercolonial. Now,
hon. gentlemen, I can only say that, if
my memory serves me, in the other
House, the attention of the Minister of
Railways was called to the fact that he
was, impliedly, making a charge against
the honesty of the employees of the Inter-
colonial; and, unless I am mistaken
about what took place, the Minister dis-
avowed it. But there is another con-
struction to be put on it. If those tickets
are fraudulently disposed of on the Inter-
colonial, it must be by dishonest conduc-
tors, and it would then be the duty of the
Government to remove those officiais who
are guilty of this fraud. And that recalls
to my mind this fact, which I think is
relevant to this subject. Shortly after the
change of Government the salaries of con-
ductors were very considerably reduced,
and I have been informed that since
economy has become less necessary than
it was in 1878, in consequence of a larger
revenue, the salaries of those officers have
not - at ail events in ail cases-been
restored to their original figures. The
fact is that the Minister of Railways and
the Government, in cutting down the
salaries of those men, and particularly
those most important officers, to so low a
figure, are placing temptation in their way
-they are placing a premium upon fraud.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-My im-
pressionisthat quite the contrary is the fact.
I think the salaries have been restored to
their« old figure, and I am under the
impression that they are now on a par with
the former figures ; therefore it seems to
me that the argument of my hon. friend
will scarcely hold water. If a party holds
his ticket he has his redress, and he need
not go to a scalper; he can do what is
much better,-he can go to the office of
the railway and get a rebate for every mile
that he has not travelled on it.

HON. MR. POWER-No; that will
not apply to this case at all.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-A party
who has not used his ticket to travel the
full distance for which he bought it, can
go to the office of the railway and get a
return for the distancehe has not travelled;
and that is all a traveller has a right to
expect.

HON. MR. POWER.

HON. MR. POWER-The ninth sec-
tion does not remedy the case, because it
says that he is to be repaid the cost of
his ticket, if not used in whole or part,
less the ordinary and regular fare for th'e
distance he has travelled. If he only gets
a ticket for a thousand miles, the fare for
half the distance, under the system which
prevails on a great many railways, would
be almost as much as he paid for the
through ticket, and the consequence is,
he would get no rebate at all if he only
travelled 5oo miles on it.

• HON. MR. ALMON-To what amount
have the salaries of conductors been re-
duced since the new Government came in ?
I do not think the hon. gentleman from
Halifax would make such a statement on
the floor of this House unless he was pre-
pared to prove it. Perhaps he will kindly
inform us what his authority is, and how
much the salaries of the' conductors were
reduced on the Intercolonial by the
present Government ?

HON. MR. POWER-Although I do
not feel bound to give the information-
even to the junior member for Halifax-
I think if the hon. gentleman looks into the
report of the Minister of Railways-the first
report-he will find how the salaries were
cut down; and I will leave it to him to
settle the question with the hon. gentle-
man from Cumberland, whether they have
been cut down or not. The hon. gentle-
man from Halifax says they have not been
reduced, while the hon. gentleman from
Cumberland says they have been replaced
at their former figure.

HON. MR. ALMON-The hon, gentle-
man should not have made the assertion
that the salaries of conductors were cut
down by the present Government, unless
he can prove it. I ask him what his
authority is, because I have been credibly
informed that there is not the slightest
foundation for what he has stated.

HON. MR. POWER-I have stated the
fact, and that I have the best authority
for it ; I am not bound to produce my
authority to the hon. gentleman.

HON. MR. McMASTER-I am not in
a position to give any information as to
what loss has been sustained on the Gov-
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ernment railways, but it has been, to my
knowledge, that the loss sustained by
many railways in this respect cannot be
exaggerated ; I am strongly of opinion that
the more stringent you can make the pro-
visions of this Bill the better.

HON. MR. CHAFFERS, from the
committee, reported the Bill with certain
amendments.

The amendments were concurred in,
and the Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

QU'APPELLE LAND COMPANY
BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE moved con-
currence in the amendments made by the
Committee on Standing Orders and Pri-
vate Bills to Bill (103), " An Act to in-
corporate the Qu'Appelle Land Com-
pany."

The motion was agreed to, and the
amendments were concurred in.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE moved the
third reading of the Bill.

HON. MR. MAcINNES (Hamilton)-I
have no objection to any of the amend-
ments except the striking out of clause 16
from the Bill. No doubt the word " amal-
gamation " is a very disagreable one to
the ears of hon. gentlemen, but in this
case I think it is carrying the objection to
amalgamation too far. The clause as it
stood, simply gave to the Qu'Appelle
Company the power to amalgamate with
any other Company of a similar character.
The Government in selling lands to colo-
nization companies have taken such pre-
cautions to guard the interests of the
public that no company can hold them
unless they carry out the conditions of
the agreement, which means the settle-
ment of the lands, so that the only risk
that is run is on the part of the company
in fnot finding settlers for their lands. It
appears to me that to give powers of
amalgamation with other companies sim-
ply strengthens them and places them in
a better position to carry out the inten-
tions of the' Government. I therefore
move in amendment that clause sixteen
be restored to the Bill.

HoN. MR. POWER-I hope the
House will not adopt the amendment of
my hon. friend. The position is this:
The Qu'Appelle company is a company
incorporated for the purpose of taking up
a large tract of land chiefly, I presume, in
the neighborhood of the river from which
the company takes its name. That, I
believe, is almost the most valuable dis-
trict in the Northwest. The company has
a capital of three millions of dollars, with
power to increase that capital to six mil-
lions. I think that company is quite
large enough as it is. Six million dollars
worth of land purchased- at present rates
would be a very large tract indeed. The
sixteenth clause which has been so pro-
perly struck out is a clause author-
izing this company with its six millions of
dollars to amalgamate with other com-
panies. The company acting by its
directors alone may amalgamate with any
other company of a like nature; it does
not even require a meeting of share-
holders, and the powers of both com-
panies are to be vested in the amalgamated
company. I find on reading the clause
that I was in error in stating that the
company acted only by its directors, but
the important fact is this : that this im-
mense corporation with its capital of six
millions is authorized to amalgamate with
and take in any number of smaller corpo-
rations, or corporations of similar dimen-
sions, thus flying directly in the teeth of
the legislation adopted by Parliament this
session, and directly against the policy of
the Government. The committee were
informed by an hon. gentleman interested
in this Bill that the reason why this amal-
gamation clause was. necessary was that
the Government who had some time ago
proposed to allow grants of very large
tracts of land to colonization companies,
had recently changed their views and had
decided not to grant any large tracts to
companies. Under these circumstances if
the House replaces this amalgamation
clause they will be authorizing this
wealthy corporation to do, in an indirect
way, what the Government in their land
regulations and the laws respecting
Dominion Lands, forbid to be done, and I
hope that in this matter I will be support-
ed by the Minister of Justice and the
Minister of Inland Revenue. I do not
see how these hon. gentlemen can vote
in direct contradiction of the policy
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which they have adopted as members of
the Government, and which I think is a
good one in that respect.

HON. MR. MILLER-My hon. friend
who has just sat down has admitted that
he was in error with regard to a very im-
portant feature of this Bill. I think I
I shall be able to convince him in a
very few words that he is in a very serious
error still with regard to the substance of
the Bill. He has called attention to the
fact, that the capital of this Company is
$3,000,000, with the power of increasing
it to $6,ooo,ooo. The mistake that my
hon. friend makes is a ludicrous one, and
he will admit it, I think, after the facts
have been brought to his knowledge. Not
only has this company not acquired three
million dollars worth of land, but the
actual amount which it can acquire is
only $6o,ooo or $70,ooo worth. This
company with its $3,ooo,ooo capital,
organized, no doubt, for much larger
operations than to seule 6o,ooo acres of
land in the North-West, has been limited
by the policy of the Government to that
amount-six townships. Will anyone say
that that can afford a sufficient ground of
operations for perhaps one of the most
wealthy corporations that can be found in
Canada for that purpose? I am sure that
we all desire, if our North-West is to be
settled and colonized under the scheme
propounded by the Government, that the
work of colonization should be carried on
by such men as compose the Qu'Appelle
Land Company-men of enterprise, wealth
and standing-men capable in the most
liberal and comprehensive sense of the
word of successfully colonizing a portion
of the great North-west Territory ; there-
fore I cannot conceive that any argument
based upon the capital of the company
can possibly have any effect to induce the
House not to restore that amalgamation
clause. On the contrary I think it must
be the strongest argument for a contrary
conclusion. My hon. friend says that the
clause is in opposition to the policy of the
Government. Now if my hon. friend
fears any controversion of the policy of
the Government which he seems to en-
dorse this evening, I can rid him of that
doubt by showing him that the power of
amalgamation, if given in this Bill, would
be subject stillto the action of the Governor
-in-Council-subject to the action of

HoN. MR. POWER.

the Minister of the Interior and his col-
leagues in the Government, which in this
case my hon. friend seems to have so
much confidence in.

HON. MR. POWER-I
that; I said I thought they
some regard for consistency.

did not say
should have

HON. MR. MILLER-There is nothing
inconsistent whatever with the Govern-
ment policy in granting this power of
amalgamation. The policy is to allow
amalgamation wherever they see it is in
the interest of the country to permit it,
and in the granting of these lands there
is an express provision in thc regulations
that no amalgamation can take place by
the assignment of the interest of the
parties upon whose responsibility it
was given without an order in Coun-
cil approving of that assignment.
Under these conditions there is no viola-
tion of the policy of the Government, nor
can the interests of the country suffer by
granting this power of amalgamation.
There can be no objection to this clause,
and I can only fancy it has received hos-
tility in the committee from the fact that
in reference to the incorporation of com-
panies for other enterprises the Legisla-
ture has in the past been guilty
of serious mistakes - mistakes which
I have on several occasions raised my
voice against - the giving to com-
panies powers that are not consistent
with the public interests. I can see
on this occasion how, without having given
special consideration to the subject, in
view of the limited quantity of land that
the Government can grant to a coloniza-
tion company, and in view of the checks
and guards of the land regulations, which
colonization companies are bound to ob-
serve, in reference to transfers such as are
contemplated by this amalgamation clause,
that no danger need be apprehended fron
it. If it is our desire that this great coun-
try which we have in the North-west
should be settled by means of coloniza-
tion companies, it is such wealthy and
public spirited men as are mentioned in
this Bill who should receive encourage-
ment. I therefore hope that the House

1 will not see any obstacle in the way of
introducing into this Bill a clause which
may be necessary for the successful work-
ing out of the scheme that the Govern-

Compally Bilî.(8 E NAT E.]



Compainy Bi. 641

ment has in view, for it is evident that so
small a quantity of land as is now their
policy to grant to one company is no in-
ducnement for any wealthy corporation to
assist in carrying out what we all desire,
the rapid colonization of the North-west
Territories.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE-I was a
member of the Private Bills Committee
that recommended the striking out of this
clause, and I must frankly confess that I
did not express myself or feel favorable to
it at the time, because, although we have
generally adopted a policy of disallowing
amalgamation powers in Bills this Session,
it has been confined largely to railway
companics and large corporations of that
description. When the amalgamation
clause was struck out of the Bill, it seemed
to me to be averyarbitraryrulingthat in no
case should we allow any company what-
ever to amalgamate with another without
first coming to the Government for leave
to do so. I considered at the time it was
an unnecessary prohibition to impsse upon
a company going out with large capital to
aid in the colonization of the North West
Territory. I have no hesitation now in
saying, after the explanations given, that I
shall vote for the amendment.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-Perhaps
the remarks which have fallen from the
hon. member from Richmond demand
some notice. There is certainly an air of
plausibility about his argument, but to my
mind it is in no wise conclusive. I think,
after the great North West has been held
in strict monopoly for so many hundred
years-for it is only within a recent period
that we have been able to get rid of that
monopoly-we ought to be very cautious
before we establish a new one. For that
reason I shall be very reluctant to vote for
the amendment. My hon. friend from
Richmond suggests that, because the gen-
tlemen promoting this company are ex-
ceedingly wealthy, public spirited, and
highly respectable, we should not hesitate
to place the power of amalgamation in
their hands-a power that may possibly be
abused. It is very true there may be a
number of very respectable and wealthy
men at the head of the company at present,
but these men cannot live forever, and
neither is it improbable that they may give
place to other men who are not quite so

honest or quite so respectable as them-
selves, and, in that case, the interests of
the public require us to deal with this com-
pany as though we knew nothing of their
wealth orrespectability, as though they were
as liable to err under temptation as other
men. My hon. friend from Richmond
says that the dangers, which the hon.
gentleman from Halifax anticipates, can-
not occur, because this amalgamation
cannot take effect unless it is first allowed
by the Governmenr That does not give
an appeal to Parliament. The Govern-
ment does not represent the whole of the
people, and what the Government may do
may not be acceptable to a great many
people even in the North-West. There
may be a large majority of the people in
the vicinity of this company, whose
interests may be at stake, in case of an
amalgamation of this company with
another, and therefore I say it is just as
wrong to leave the responsibility with the
Government, of allowing these amalga-
mations, as it is to admit of them at all.
Companies desiring an amalgamation
should come to Parliament, and allow
Parliament to judge as to the expediency
of amalgamation ; then no great harm
could possibly be done; but to allow a
discretionary power of amalgamation, such
as is asked for in this case, is, in my
opinion, altogether wrong.

THE SPEAKER (descending from
the chair)-I think I may ask the for-
bearance of the House while I explain
the conditions of the agreement on which
land is granted to colonization companies.
It is known to the Honse that I have had
a good deal to do with these arrangements,
and, I desire particularly to state what I
think is calculated to remove from the
mind of the hon. gentleman from
Prince Edward Island, the apprehension
that that country may fall into the hands
of monopolists. In the first place, lands,
so far, have only been granted to coloniz-
ation companies, under what is known as
plan number one of the Dominion regu-
lations. Under that plan one-half only
of the land is sold to the companies, the
odd-numbered sections, and the even-num-
bered sections remain open for homestead
and preemption settlers, just in the same
manner as the even-numbered sections in
the railway belt are open for free settle-
ment. The even numbered sections do
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not pass out of the hands of the Govern-
ment at all, but the odd-numbered sections
are sold at $2.oo per acre, subject to a
rebate of $i.oo per acre to com-
panies who may place the agreed
number of settlers upon the lands.
The colonization companies are regarded
and employed as immigration agencies by
the Government and in consideration of
their settling both the odd and even-num-
bered sections--what they purchase and
what remain free to the homesteader-
they obtain the rebate. Then the agree-
ment is only for five years; the Govern-
ment reserve the right to withdraw from
settlement any even-numbered section
that appears from its position likely to be-
come especially valuable in the future.
If the Company have not settled their
tract completely within the period of five
years the Government, if they should con-
sider it for the interest of the country,
may cancel the sale of the unsettled por-
tions of the tract and return the money
paid by the company therefor without in-
terest. These are the conditions on
which lands are placed in the hands of
colonization companies for settlement, and
I think hon. gentlemen will see that it is
impossible that any monopoly can arise
under such conditions. The terms require
that the settlement of each part shall be
completed within five years, and unless
that is done, then to the extent it is not
done the land may be taken back by the
Government. I do not know that I need say
more. The price at which the odd-number-
ed sections are sold is two dollars per acre.
As I have already said, if the companies
place two settlers on each 320 acres of
both odd and even-numbered sections,
they will earn the rebate of one dollar an
acre, which will reduce the price of" the
land they purchase to one dollar an acre.

HON. MR. POWER-I would like to
ask, for information,why it is, if the system
was satisfactory, the Government have
altered the regulations, and now give a
smaller tract than formerly ?

THE SPEAKER-Just to prevent its
falling into the hands of monopolists.
Nothing has received so much attention
from the Government as the conditions
they believe necessary to prevent the land
falling into the hands of monopolists and
being locked up from settlement. The

determination of the Government is to
prevent that, and to render it
altogether impossible, the very stringent
agreement which has been adopted -by
the Governor-in-Council has been made,
and which colonization companies must
execute before they can enter into
possession of the tracts of land assigned
to them to settle.

HON. MR. WARK- I think as a

general rule when a bill has been referred
to a comnittee, and that committee has
reported, it is desirable that they should
explain their report. Now, I think it is
a safe policy to insert a clause in all these
bills to prevent amalgamation, because if
the companies can show a good reason
for amalgamating, Parliament will not
refuse its sanction. We had better let
this Company go on as other companies
have done, without giving them power to
amalgamate, until they show good reasons
why they should be permitted to do so.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I also attended
as a member of that Committee. From
the remark of the hon. gentleman it may
appear that there was great unanimity as
to this proposition. There was no
unanimity, and neither was the attendance
very large. My voice was not very strong
at the time, and I did not speak on the
subject further than to say that the amal-
gamation, in this case, was totally different
from that which the House had set its
face against in the case of railway com-
panies. There was no similarity between
the two. So far from being likely to be a
public injury, it is likely to be a public
advantage. I can easily imagine that
some of these small companies, not very
flush of capital, having taken up small
tracts, will be unable to carry out the
agreement with the Government, and,I
contend that it will be an advantage to
settlers who have gone in there to allow
those weak companies to hand over their
tracts to this strong company, which will
give a guarantee that they will fulfil their
engagements and put a sëttler on each lot.
Every member of this House must be
gratified with the lucid and satisfactory
explanation which the Speaker has made
to us. To my mind, it has taken away
every shadow of objection to this measure.
Although a member of the committee, I
am prepared to support the amendment.

THE SPEAKER.
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HON. MR. ALLAN-My hon. friend
(Mr. Power) has forgotten the object of
inserting these anti-amalgamation clauses
in railway and telegraph Bills during the
present session. What we feared was that,
in such cases, if unlimited powers of amal-
gamation were given, the result might be
that companies might combine together.
For instance, in the case of telegraphs,
they might raise the cost of transmitting
messages, or in railways they might impose
excessive rates for freight and passengers,
and there were some very plain reasons
that everybody could understand, for set-
ting our faces against the prnciple of
amalgamation, unless it was very carefully
guarded. But I cannot see that the same
principles affect this Bill at all. It is for a
totally different purpose, and inasmuch
as the explanations given by the Speaker
make it plain that there can be no mono-
poly in land under the regulations of the
Governnent, I cannot see any valid
reasons for objecting to giving this com-
pany powers of amalgamation.

The Senate divided on the motion
which wa
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HON. D. McINNES moved that the
following Clause be added to the Bill.

Clau8e A.
" The Directors of the Company under the

authority, and with the powers, and on the
terms, set forth in this Section of this Act,
may issue preference stock or shares of the
Company, to be redeemed, or made liable to

De called in, at such time and in such man-
ier as the Directors may by the by-law for
ssuing the saie, fix and determine; upon
which preference stock a dividend may be
nade, payable at a rate of interest not exceed-
ng eight per cent. per annum ; and such
preference stock may be exchanged by holders
thereof for ord :ary stock, on such terms and
conditions as iie Directors nay, from time to
ine, by by-law, fix and appoint; provided
always, that the total amount of preference
stock, bonds, lebentures and other securities
ssued under the authority of this Act, shall
not exceed, at any time, the total amount of
the paid up capital stock of the Company."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
do not think that this is a clause which
ought to be introduced at the third read-
ing of the Bill. If it was a mere question
of form, or an amendment of an important
character, it might properly be made at
this stage, but it is a new feature altogether,
and one that has not been considered in
the course of the progress of the Bill in
either branch of the Legislature, and
therefore, one that I think ought not to
be introduced at the third reading.
Notice has been given,- but the practice
is not to introduce a novel feature into a
bill at its last stage. Then I would sug-
gest, irrespective of the question of form,
that my hon. friend runs the great risk of
not having this matter considered in the
other branch of Parliament at this period
of the session.

HON. MR. GIBBS-Several amend-
ments have already been made to this
Bill, and as it has to go back to the House
of Commons for concurrence in these
amendments, this amendment can be
considered at the same time. With
reference to the powers which are sought
under this clause, it is true they are some-
what new to the BIIl, yet provision is
made in another section that bonds may
be issued to the amount of the paid up
capital stock of the company, and this
amendment simply provides a different
method of raising money, so that
the bonds, preference stock, and all
together shall not exceed the paid-up
capital stock. I may further say that a
large number of bills have, during the
present session, passed with precisely the
same clause in it. This is a copy of a
bill which has already passed both
Houses of Parliament this session. In
that respect it is not novel, though, as far
as this Bill is concerned, it is true it
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appears for the first time, but, as it limits
the amount to be borrowed to the same
amount that the former section does, it is
not an additional power, but simply
extends the one already sanctioned by the
House.

HON. MR. ALLAN-It seems to me
that the mistake which the hon. gentle-
man made was in not setting out his
amendment in full. If he had done so
every one would have been in a position
to give an intelligent opinion on the
subject, but, as it is now, it is simply a
notice that he will add a clause relative to
preference stock.

HON. D. McINNES-If the Minister
of Justice still adheres to his objection,
we will withdraw the amendment.

HoN. MR. MILLER-I think the
notice itself is defective.

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

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (B. B.) An Act declaratory of the
meening of the word "telegraph" in
certain cases (Mr. Carvell.)

The Senate adjourned at 9.20 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, May 9th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers androutine proceedings.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (C. C.) " An Act further to con-
tinue in force for a limited time the Better
Prevention of Crime Act, 1878." (Sir
Alex. Campbell.)

THE SENATE DEBATES.

SECOND RFPORT OF THE COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. MACFARLANE moved
the adoption of the second report of the

HON. MR. GiBBS.

Committee on Printing and Publishing
the Debates of the Senate. He said:-
The report which I had the honor, as
chairman of the committee, to present to
the House has been published in the
minutes, and hon. gentlemen have had an.
opportunity of becoming acquainted with
its contents. The reporting committee,
though they have taken a good deal of
pains during the session, and done all they
could for the purpose of facilitating and
widening the circulation of the debates of
the Senate, have heard a good many com-
plaints. Members have been continually
complaining to the committee that the
system adopted was not giving the circu-
lation to the Debates which they con-
ceived was desirable. We feel that we
have done all in our power for the pur-
pose of carrying out the irstructions of
the Senate last session to have the Debates
circulated. In addition to the ordinary
number of copies that have gone into the
hands of members of the Senate, a copy
has been sent to each member of the
House of Commons, and to each
daily newspaper throughout the Donlin-
ion ; and besides that we have sent copies
to the Governor-General, the Privy Coun-
cil and others. It does appear from the
perusal of the newspapers that they have
very rarely made any reference to the
debates which have occurred in this
House. Complaints have also been made
that the copies of the Debates issued to
members of the Senate lie on their desks
and are worthless. In view of all these
facts, the Committee have conceived that
probably the official report was hardly
worth the very large sum which we are
paying for it, and have recommended that
for a time, at all everts. it be discontinued.
As a record, while it might be available
at times, as far as my own recollection
extends, I do not remember that it has
been quoted over half a dozen times
during this session. The Committee
have, therefore, given it as their opinion
that the official reports should be discon-
tinued, and are conterit to leave it to the
House to determine what course to pursue.
In former sessions we arranged for the
publication of the Debates in the principal
paper here, but it was well known that
whenever a prolonged debate occurred
there was a delay of days, and sometimes
weeks, in the publication. In fact the
newspaper offices. in this city do not
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possess such facilities for publishing the Irish question has fot been published
extensive debates as are to be found in as promptly as the contract called for, but
Montreal and Toronto. Their space is it is wcll known that in this town the
limited, and when they furnish the news printing facilities are of a limited charac-
of the day they have very little room ter. The debates which occur in this
for reports of the proceedings in House are generally meagre, but occasion-
either branch of the Legislature ally have branched out and become exten-
and particularly in the Senate. sive, as was the case in the debateto which I
Last Session it was conceived that some- have referred. When that occurs itis impos-
thing could be done to circulate the de- sible for the printing offices here to keep up
bates by inducing reporters from some of a staff which would enable them to
the leading newspapers of the Dominion hurriedly issue that largenass of matter
to attend our sittings and furnish con- coming suddenly upon them. If they did
densed reports of our debates. They keep up a staff which would enabie them
have attended here during the progress to do so, the printers right be idle for
of the session ; but it is known that we weeks at a time. In fact it is known that
have contributed nothing whatever to the for three weeks at least after the meeting
expenses they have incurred, and they of Parliament very littie dcbating takes
could only be reimbursed by the addi- place, and the officiai reporters, cannot
tional circulation of their respective make bricks without straw; if we do not
papers if they could gather anything here furnish them material for a volume they
which would be of interest to their readers. could not conveniently concoct it. The
The committee have thought that an ar- committee have adopted aIl the means in
rangement might possibly be made to give theirpower to carry out the wishes of the
larger circulation to our debates by saving House, and it wili. be for the Senate to
the heavy expenditure which we are now determine now what course to pursue if
making for the official report and employ- they do not see fit to adopt this report.
ing a portion of the amount to induce
some of the reporters of the leading HON. MR. READ-I have not heard
papers of the Dominion to furnish reports anything from the hon. gentleman who
of our debates for those papers. We has moved the adoption of this report, to
would, of course, pay them, under such an satisfy me that it is a move in the right
arrangement, any amount which might be direction. I think that if the utterances
deemed fair. Probably, if this report be of the Senate are of any importance they
acceded to, the committee would recom- should be given to the country. The
mend that during the recess his newspapers do not publish such reports
honor the Speaker, or perhaps of our debates as we desire, and we do
the leaders of the Government and of not like to be risrepresented, and if a
the Opposition, be authorized to see what correct report of our proceedings is de-
ternis could be made with the leading sirable we should have the same mode of
papers of Toronto or Montreal to give recording them that -other deliberative
circulation to our debates. It is known assemblies have adopted. We are toid in
that in the United States the official re- this report that the newspapers have been
ports of both Houses are published giving abbreviated reports of debates of
together, and in this way are circulated any importance that take place in the
throughout the country. To a large ex- Senate. We have had very few debates
tent the sanie system prevails in the this Session; we have had only two im-
mother country. The Committee believe portant debates-one on the Temporal-
that we are not getting value for the money ities Bil, and the other on the Irish reso-
which we are expending upon the officiai lutions, and let us see how they have been
report, and that the country will not suffer reported by the newspapers. I find that
very largely if it be discontinued for one the space occupied by the report of the
year at all events. I desire to bear willing debate on the 1emporalities Bil in the
testimony, as we have done in our report two lcading papers of this country, the
to the House, to the fidelity with which Globe and Mail is not more than seven
the reporters have discharged their duty. or eight inches. Hon, gentlemen know
Some members of the Senate have com- how long and how ably this question was
plained to nme that the reccnt debate on debated in the Senate, and what ioterest
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was nianifested in the subject by the Pres- Hon, gentleman would have supposed
byterians throughout the Dominion, still that the debate on that resolution, it being
the few meagre sentences i n he Globe and the first in the direction of the National
MLail are to go to the count, ý as the utter- Policy, would have been fullyreportedbythe
ances of this House on this important press. The Globegave aboutacolumn report
measure. This Senate is costing the of the debate, but the Mail neyer took any
country a large amount of money, and it notice of it, though hon. gentlemen will
is our duty to give to the public a correct remember the effect that that resolution
and impartial report of our proceedings, had on the country; the then Opposition
which can only be done by having a staff took it up and made it their policy, and
of reporters of our own. Recently an im- defeated the Government of the day on
portant debate took place in this that issue. 1 believe that this House
Chamber on the Irish resolutions, should have some official record of its
and how was that debate treated proceedings, whatever course may be
by the press ? The official. report adopted to attain that end, and I there-
of that debate fills eighty-eight pages of fore beg to move, in amendmrent, that the
our Hansard, while the report in the Mail report of the committee be not now
occupies a space ofonly about three inches. adopted, but that it be referred back to
Lt is from these large dailies that the the committee, with instructions to make
weekly papers throughnut the country get the best arrangement practicable for the
their information of Parliamentary pro- publication of the official reports of the
ceedings, and if we had no official report debates in this House for the ensuing
they would have no other means oftascer- session.
taining what actually. takes llace in this
House. I must say that the Globe has Ho. MR. ALMON-Befe proceed-
been more enterprising in giving to its ing to a vote on this question, I should
readers reports of the proceedings of this like to say a few words. 1 think that if
House than the Mail. The debate on the the Senate is to e continued as a branch
Irish resolutions the second day occupied of the Legisiature, a report of our debates
frorn three o'clock in the afternoon until ought to be given to the public. 'fhe
twelve at night, and I will read the report mode which has been adopted this
of that debate as published in the Mail session, though a very fair one, is not
Lt occupied a space of about three inches. equal to the one we had the previous
(The hon. gentleman here read the report.) year. We have no fault to flnd with the

hat is what has gone to the country reporters. Our speeches are taken down
as the utterances of this House on that accurately, and we have them regularly
important question through the columns next day, but there are no means of circu-
of the Mail yet for the sake of economy lating them among the public, as they ar
we are asked to abolish the official report. not given through the medium of the
Lt may not be iportant to-day, but it press. I think that the plan we hadlast ses
eay be important in the futuret have sion cf )ublishing our debates in an Ottaw
an accurate record of our debates. In paper is the aest. 0f course, it has onl
the House of Commiions where the press a local circulation, and is not general3
of the country is represcited by (lozens read ail over the oinion, as the grea
cf reporters àho gîve c full reports Toronto dailies are. I agree with th~
cf the debates that take :lace there, if hon. gentle ,ian fromn Belleville, tha
is considered necessary to have a staff of the c tail is very deficient in Par
oiicial reporters. I had the honor in liamdentary news this session. If w
1877 te mnove in this House a resolution contrast the Jhi/ now with what it wa
te the follwing effeet :last year when the talented Nova Scotian

"That in the opinion cf this House the Mr. M. J. Griffin, conducted the Parlia
l)resent andi future interests of the mnanu- mnentary work here, hon. gentlemen wil
facturing and agricultural industries cf the see that as the organ of the part, and
Dominion cail for the adoption of a Na- recgnize it as such, it bas fallen behin
tional Policy, by which either reci)rocity its rival. Mr. Griffin is a gentlemai
of trade with the United States is obtained whose knowledge cof literature, think
or a reciprcity cf tarifs is established by is net equalled in this Dominion. Tha
Canada." is my opinion nw, and if he should liv

t

-

t

s

t
e

't

e

(SEI ATE.]

HON. MR. READ.

64A6 The Senate -Debates.



Debaes. 647

ten or twenty years longer, I think it will
be the opinion of this Assembly. I think,
hon. gentlemen, that the system we had
last session of publishing our official report
in an Ottawa paper is the best. In that
way our debates go to the public, and we
can send any number of copies to our
constituents. The report as it is issued at
present, is sometimes a small slip of
paper, and at other times it is voluminous
and in its present shape it is liable to be
overlooked in a newspaper office. I per-
fectly agree with the amendment moved
by my hon. friend from Belleville, and
shall be very happy to support it.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I second
this amendment with great pleasure,
because, in my opinion, it is essen-
tial to the dignity and usefulness of
this House, that reports of our debates
should be published. When the change
was made from the system formerly
adopted, I do not hesitate to say
that I thought the old system of pub-
lishing the debates in the newspapers
was preferable, but I must bear my
willing testimony to the efficiency with
which the debates have been reported
and published during the present session.
As far as I can judge the reports have
been given to the public with great
accuracy and considerable promptitude.
It seems to me to be very unwise to
resolve that the House shall depend in
future on such publicity as the newspapers
choose to give to the debates of this
House ; it would be time that the doors
of the Senate should be closed, as in my
opinion the usefulness of this Chamber
would be completely gone if its debates
were not to have full publicity. It is
perhaps well to refer to a period, a few
years ago, when the gentlemen acting
with the present Opposition formed the
Governrment of this country, and when
probably the majority of this House
formed the Opposition. It is well known
that hon. gentlemen forming that Opposi-
tion were by no means anxious to have
the official reports of the debates of this
House abolished. On the contrary, they
availed themselves to the fullest extent to
which it was possible of the opportunity
of placing their views before the public.
I have only to refer, hon. gentlemen, to
the debates on the reports of the Com-
mittees of this House, in which the

Opposition gave the utmost publicity to
their views-not only to their views, but
to their extreme views-and those views
were circulated throughout the Dominion
through the medium of the Senate Debates.
I do not say that the Opposition of that
day were doing wrong in taking this course,
they were simply availing themselves of a
privilege which they probably considered
a very useful one. At all events, it re-
dounded to their use and benefit. I can-
not see that any reason exists why the
publication of our debates, if it was useful
then, should be less useful now. In my
judgment it is a most desirable thing that
they should be continued upon another
ground: the liansard forms the recog-
nized publication of the debates in this
House, and hon. gentlemen may be at-
tacked outside-perhaps in their own pro-
vinces-for action they have taken and
votes they have given in this House; and
unless there is some recognized publica-
tion of the course they have pursued here,
it is impossible that they can defend
themselves. They may be charged with
expressing sentiments in this chamber
which they never uttered, and that, I
think, would be a most unfair and very
unjustifiable proceeding in every respect.
It may be, certainly, that the expense of
publishing these debates is rather appall-
ing, but I think it should be recollected
that under our existing policy the prices
of nearly everything have greatly increased
-printing along with the rest. I am in-
formed that the payment to compositors
now in this city is something unprece-
dentedly high, and of course the publica-
tion of the debates must be dearer in pro-
portion. Reference has been made by an
hon. gentleman who preceded me-the
hon. gentleman from Belleville (Mr. Read)
- to the publication of our debates in the
Globe newspaper. Now, it is well known
that the policy of the Globe is to obliterate
the Senate .altogether; they think it
is a sort of excrescence upon the
constitution which we could do well with-
out. It is the avowed policy of that paper
that this body should be abolished, and
while I am not going to discuss that ques-
tion now, I say that the members of the
Senate should not be placed in a position
which would make them liable to misre-
presentation, but that all we say and do
here should be fairly published and made
known to the people generally. Person-
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ally I do not suppose that, expressing
as the Globe newspaper does those extreme
views in regard to this body, if we had
here a good and useful debate, displaying
a great deal of valuable knowledge and
talent, that it would be to the interest of
that paper to publish such a debate at all;
because it would be disproving their own
contention, viz.: that the Senate should
be abolished. If such debates as I have
described should take place in this body
-I should be very sorry to say they do
often occur, and I think we had such a
one the other day-we could not expect
that paper to do justice to them. Indeed
my hon. friend (Mr. Read) has shown how
very concisely that debate was reported
in the Globe and in other papers. It is
obvious from the line adopted by that
paper, that the more useful the debates
in this Chamber are, the less inducement
there istopublishthem; because theywould
be a direct contradiction of what these
papers often say, viz.: that the Senate of
Canada is a useless body. I think, hon.
gentlemen, that the present system has
been fairly effective, that it has answered
its purpose well ; for myself, as I said just
now, I was opposed to it-at the commence-
ment, but I must say that I have found
since that it possesses many advantages.
We are relieved of a great deal ofneedless
trouble in revising manuscript, and we
receive our Hansards-except on extra-
ordinary occasions when they are
unusually bulky-within about 24 hours
of the debates taking place in this House.
For these reasons I think it is desirable
that some system, at all events, of report-
ing the debates of this House should be
continued, and my own preference would
be, both as a matter of utility and also
fairness to the gentlemen who have under-
taken the duty of reporting, that it should
not be suddenly shut down upon in the
manner just now proposed. The present
system should at least haye a trial for
another session.

HON. MR. ALLAN-I perfectly agree
with what was saîd by my hon. friend
from Belleville (Mr. Read) as to the
desirability of finding some means by
which the utterances of this House should
make their way to the country. In fact,
I imagine there is scarcely anybody in the
House who will not thoroughly coincide
in that proposition ; therefore, the ques-

tion seems to me to be what is the best
means of bringing about that result. I
agree also with what was said by the same
hon. gentleman about the reports that are
given in the leading newspapers. Take,
for instance, the report to which he
alluded particularly-the report on the
Irish question recently-I think anything
more meagre and unsatisfactory than the
notice with which they honored us-in
the pages of the Mail more particularly-
could not well be conceived. I fail to
see, however, in what way the Hansard
is doing that for us which the hon. gentle-
man argued so strongly for ; if I saw that
it did, I should say by all means continue
its publication. But, as a matter of fact,
while I am very glad indeed to bear
testimony to the general excellence of the
work, so far as Hansard is concerned, and
the accuracy' and general fidelity with
which our reporters take down the
remarks in the House, yet, at the same
time, so far as making the utterances in
this House known throughout the
country is concerned, I fail entirely to see
how the IHansa-d effects that object. We
all know that unless what takes place in
Parliament comes o-ut at once-immedi-
ately after the debate has taken place-the
public loses all interest in it. We live
very fast in these days, and the 'events of
one day do not long interest us; so much is
crowded into the columns of the newspapers,
that what has happened a few days before
is almost effaced from one's recollection.
Consequently with the Hansard, which only
comes out some twenty-four hours after
the debate take place, this result cannot be
attained. Then, again it is often the case
that hon. gentlemen desire to send these
Hansa-ds to their friends, and another
delay necessarily takes place in transmit-
ting them through the post ; until, when
they reach their destination, they have
lost a great deal of the interest which
should attach to them. Besides, but very
little can be done in that way towards
disseminating through the country a
knowledge of what passes in the Senate.
In the first place there are very few gentle-
men who would take the trouble, in all
probability, to send their copies of the
Hansard about ; and even if they do, very
little publicity is secured by such a course.
Nowv, I believe I am correct in stating
that the cost of reporting in the House of
Commons is $2o,ooo; I think that is the

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE.
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sum I saw mentioned in the estimates
the other day ; and the cost here is $6,ooo.
It seems to me that if any plan could be
devised by which arrangements could be
made with the leading journals to publish
something like a fair report of the pro-
ceedings of this House-even if it were
to cost double the present amount-the
nioney would be well spent. I say this,
because then our object would be attain-
ed, and there would be some probability
of the public having made known to them
what takes place in this House; and I do
not see how that can be achieved by the
simple publication of Hansard. It is, of
course, valuable to have some record that
can be referred to in future years, showing
what takes place here ; and as the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Haythorne) said just now,
an hon. gentleman's vote or procedure in
this House may be called in question, and
it may be very important to be able to refer
to Hansard and see how he did vote or
what he did say. So far, however, as the
course taken by any one in this House, or
his votes, are concerned, a record is kept
in the votes and proceedings of the Senate
which can be always referred to; and
therefore it is simply what he says-his
speeches-which would not be available
for reference, if we had no Hansard. But
I do think, if the Committee could devise
some means by which-even at double
the present cost-the speeches of hon.
gentlemen here could be given to the pub-
lic, in the sane way that they are for the
House of Commons-through the leading
papers-our object would then be achieved
and the expense would be fully warranted.
I fail entirely to see how that can be
brought about by continuing the present
system, and having the debates placed in
our boxes twenty-four hours afterwards,
where they are perhaps left by some of us
until the end of the session. Therefore,
so far as I can see my way in this matter
-while I do not feel strongly one way or
the other-I should very much prefer to
see some course taken by which our pro-
ceedings could be published in the way
I have mentioned-that is by the leading
papers of the country.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-Being a men-
ber of the Committee on Reporting the
Debates, I may say that, while I appreci
ate the reasons given by the majority of
that committee, I cannot agree in the

conclusions which their report embodies.
I believe that the great majority of the
members of this House are in favor of
having a record kept of our debates, and
I do not think that the conclusions con-
tained in this report, represent the desire
of the majority in this chamber.

It seems to me that if we abolish our
official reports we will be placing ourselves
behind the times. Twenty-five years ago
when shorthand writing was in its infancy,
if we had been called upon to devise a
systen of official reporting, I could under-
stand why objections, such as we have
heard to-day, should be urged ; but when
it is so easy to obtain an official record
of our debates, I can hardly conceive how
any member of the Senate can corne to
the conclusion that we should discontinue
the Hansard. I have already on several
occasions expressed my regret at what I
believe to be a tendency to belittle the
Senate. We sometimes are inclined to use
strong language in speaking of those who
propose freely to abolish this body, but in
my humble judgment,those who attack the
Senate openly, and ask for its abolition,
do less harm than those who seek indi-
rectly, even in this House, to diminish
its importance. I consider it very
desirable that the public should take
more interest in our debates than they do,
and that the leading neyspapers of
Canada should be induced in some way
to report our proceedings ; but, on- the
other hand, I think it is very difficult to
induce the press to undertake the extra
expense of publishing our debates, unless
they find it to their advantage to do so.
The reason why they do not consider it
to their advantage is to be found
in the fact that very little attention
is paid to this House. The policy
if many of our leading men in the Cana-
dian Parliament tends to diminish the in-
fluence of the Senate, and this, I think, is
one of the main causes of the indifference
which the public manifest for this
chamber, and why our debates are given
less prominence to in the press. I do not
see how we can remedy that state of
things by abolishing our official repots.
I think the effect would be, on the con-
trary, to diminish our usefulness. If we
come to the conclusion that a record of our
debates are not worth six thousand dollars,
we show that weattachvery little importance
to them, and as a consequence, that we
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consider the House itself of little use, and
thus we ourselves, are aiding in the
destruction of the Senate. Of course
it is beyond our power to secure for our
debates the appreciation of the public,
but we can keep a record to which the
public can have access when they desire
to obtain information of what occurs in
this House. Now, as to the manner in
which our debates are reported, I have
already had occasion to state that I think
it is hardly possible to find more
accurate or better reports than
we have here. I have had con-
siderable experience of shorthand
reporting in connection with the exercise
of my profession, and I may say that in
my opinion in no place in the country
is such work done so thoroughly and
satisfactorily as in the Senate by our re-
porters. I shall vote for the amendment,
and I shall do my best not only to sus-
tain the system of official reporting, but
to improve it at increased expense if
necessary.

HON. MR. McCLELAN-It is very
rarely indeed that I tax the time of the
House very severely, and, therefore, I
have not much personal interest as to the
manner in which our reports are sent
forth to the world ; but it seems to me
that that is' no reason why I should not
consider this subject fairly in all its rela-
tions. There are members of this House
whose utterances I am always glad to
listen to, and I desire that the best
method for conveying their observa-
tions to the public, and making a proper
record of them, should be adopted. On
first reading the report of the committee,
I was struck with the idea of economy
manifested in it,and thought that the sum,
being a large one,might possibly be saved to
a considerable extent by adopting some
other plan, but from my experience in
parliamentary life, I concluded that there
always will be a very considerable degree
of expense attending the publication of the
debates in some way or other, and I notice
one of the paragraphs of the report states
that on the cancelling of this contract
they recommend that other steps be
taken to induce reporters to attend here,
and to publish more fully in the press of
the Dominion the debates of the Senate.
I can quite understand that a system
might be inaugurated in that way, which,

HON. MR. TRUDEL.

though less expensive than the one we
are now conducting so well, would
scarcely meet the necessities of the case.
It strikes me that if we were to say that we
should have no record of the debates of
the Senate, we should be placing ourselves
inaveryexceptional position to the delibera-
tive bodies in all countries. Every house
of Parliament (I do not know of a solitary
exception) tries to have some record
to which reference may be made,
and to which, as has been stated by some
hon. gentlemen very correctly, members
may refer when they are accused of having
made observations which they had not
made, and to sustain their .position and
their arguments and their assertions upon
any given subject. I think, therefore, it
would be placing ourselves in an anomo-
lous position now, after having for some
fifteen years had a record of our proceed-
ings; and I am of opinion that so long as
the people of Canada desire that the
Senate shall be a portion of the Parlia-
ment of Canada, they will not grudge us
that part of the machinery which provides
for the registering of our debates. There-
fore, I think, while very little money would
be saved by departing from the very good
arrangement which we have now, so far as
the reporting is concerned, we would not
have anything like so good a substitute by
depending upon the casual reporting which
is recommended to take the place of it. I do
not think anything but a very meagre report
would in any event go forth to the public
through the press, while now we have a
record which we can abide by, which we
can rely upon, and which, with very little
expense, can be reproduced in any paper
in Canada if hon. gentlemen desire it.
I think, therefore, in view of the criticisls
passed on this body, looking at the neces-
sity of keeping a regular record of our
debates for future reference, and taking
all the circumstances into consideration,
I shall be inclined to support the amend-
ment moved by my hon. friend fromf
Quinte (Mr. Read).

HON. MR. FLINT-I think when we
come to look at this matter as a question
of economy, as a good deal has been said
about the saving of $6,ooo, and when we
divide that amount by the population of
this country, we find that it comes to a
trifle over one-seventh of a cent per head;
so that on that score I think the less said
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about it the better. Now as to the
advantage of having our speeches reported,
I may say that so far as my own
are concerned, they are very short and
very few, and therefore, it is not on
that account that I would plead the con-
tinuation of the official reports. I do so
on this ground, that where they are cir-
culated among the people they afford an
amount af information that they could
not possibly have otherwise. If any hon.
gentleman here does not see fit to furnish
that information to his constituents, it is
his fault and their misfortune. I had the
honor to hold a seat in the Provincial
Parliament for eight years, and during that
time I learned that it was netessary for
me to give all the information I possibly
could to my constituents, and I sent them
every description of document that was
printed and brought before the House,
because I hold that if documents are worth
printing, they are certainly worth circulat-
ing, and if they are circulated among the
population they will be read, and informa-
tion will be disseminated which cannot
possibly be obtained in newspapers. The
press of the country is greatly confined to
advertisements and home news, and pays
very little attention to the upper House,
except something very remarkable in the
way of a speech is delivered by some rep-
resentative of their constituency. With
reference to our officihI reports I should
be very sorry to see them done away with.
I do not think the present system is as
good as the one we had last year, because
we could then, when we desired it, pur-
chase as many copies of the paper as we
wished for circulation amongst our con-
stituents. The district which I represent
is some 130 miles in length, 90 in width
at one end, and 15 to 18 at the other,
consequently there is a large population
there looking for information, and particu-
larly those at the north end of the district
who have very few opportunities of ob-
taining newspapers. In reference to that,
I endeavor to send them all I possibly
can in order that they may see what is
going on in the Senate and House of
Commons. I *do not confine myself
merely to -matters that take place in
this House, but send them all the
information I can, and I consider that in
doing so I discharge my duty to the pub-
lic. If the copies of our Debates which
are laying around upon members' desks,

and piling up in the post office, as some-
body has remarked, were circulated
amongst the rural population, they would
have a good effect. The object of the
Globe newspaper, and some other journals
which I could mention, has been to be-
little the Senate in every respect. Are we
going to belittle ourselves? Are we going
to do away with the only means we have
to give information to the people ? or are
we going to sustain ourselves by giving all
the information we possibly can to the
public? If we respect ourselves, we will
be respected ; but, I believe, if we do away
with our official reports, on the score of
economy, we will forfeit the respect to
which we are entitled. It would be said
immediately that we were afraid to let the
public know what was going on in this
Chamber, and the people would say the
sooner the Senate was obliterated
the better. I hope that some means
may be provided for continuing the
official reports, and placing them, if pos-
sible, in a better position than at present.
I am sure we cannot find fault with the
reporting. The few speeches which I
have made have never been submitted to
me until after they have appeared in print,
and I have always found them to be cor-
rect. I do not think the gentlemen who
are doing the work for us can be surpassed
in their profession; they are doing their
work faithfully, and we have no reason to
complain of them. The only cause for
dissatisfaction is that we receive only five
copies of the official report, but that is
altogether our own fault. I think the
system of last year was a preferable one.
A newspaper was employed to publish the
reports, and I should be glad to see a
return to that method. I believe
it would be better for the public. News-
papers throughout the Dominion would
be more likely to copy from its columns
than to republish from the Hansard slips
which we send to them from day to day.
I do trust that something will be done to
prevent the official reports from being done
away with, and that we will not place our-
selves in the position of saying that we
will not give to the people a reliable report
of what is said here in reference to public
affairs.

HON. MR. ALLAN-The hon. gentle-
man speaks of the duty incumbent upon
us of distributing amongst our respective
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constituents copies of the official reports,
and that he himself has always endeavored
to do so. How does he manage to do it ?
How many copies of the official report
does my hon. friend get ? or how does he
contrive to send copies to more than five
of his constituents ?

HON. MR. FLINT-I send what I get
myself, and I obtain copies from .those
who do not want them. But if our reports
were published in a newspaper, as they were
last year, I could order fifty or a hundred
papers containing any particular speech
that I wished to send to the public by
paying for them. I did not say that I
merely sent copies of the official report, I
said that I sent documents of every
description.

HON. MR. ALLAN-Sending a paper
would not be a fair way, because I might
have to circulate articles which I do not
approve of.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I think there
is no expenditure with which the public
are more satisfied than that incurred in
reporting and publishing the debates of
this House. Many of the blue books
sent out through the country cost more
than the Senate Debates and have not as
much general interest for the people. I
think my hon. friend has stated to the
House that the cost of reporting and
publishing our debates is only four per
cent. of the entire expense of the
Senate. If we, by our own action,
show that our debates are of so
little importance that they are not
worth making a record, we will be
rendering a verdict against ourselves. If
there is any branch of the legislature of
which an impartial record of the proceed-
ings should be given to the public it is
this, because here we are frequently called
upon to record our vote in direct anta-
gonism to the opinion of the Commons.
I think, hon. gentlemen, when we record
our votes in direct opposition to the opin-
ion of the other branch of the legislatures
we should have something to show to the
public to justify our action. I believe
that the Senate has to a large extent ma-
tured the mind of the people on impor-
tant public questions. My hon. friend
from Wallace (Mr. Macfarlane) has shown
that our debates are sent daily to some

HoN. MR. ALLAN.

fifty newspapers throughout the Dominion,
and I know that many of the local papers
have reprinted speeches made by hon.
gentlemen in this House for the informa-
tion of their readers. I cannot conceive
how we can deal a more fatal blow to the
position and influence that this House
ought to hold, and does hold, in the
public estimation than by adopting the
suggestion of the Debates Committee
The Commitee is composed of nine mem-
bers ; the report is not a report of the
majority, and it certainly does not express
the sentiment of this House. Even
though there were a small majority of the
House in favor of the report, they might
yield to the views of the minority in a
matter of this kind. I know that the
Senate Debates are largely sought after.
I have had occcsion this session and last
session to refer to the reports for 1 878, and
on going to the Library for that purpose I
could not find a copy of the seven or eight
volumes of the Senate Debates of that year
that were sent to the Library ; not one wias
to be had; they were all out for a day or
two. This shows that the debates of this
House are read, and are probably con-
sidered of great importance, otherwise
they would not have been taken fro'
the library. I believe we would be goinlg
back to the old days of Nova Scotia with
its council of twelve, and closed doors, if
we stopped the official reporting and pub-
lication of our debates. I am sorry that
this report of the committee receives the
support of the leader of the Government
and the leader of the Opposition. I dO
not wonder at the leader of the Oppositio1)
so much because this House has gener-
ally entertained views not in accordance
with his own, but I am sure no ho0f-
gentleman would care to depend on par-
tizan reports of his utterances publislied
by newspapers to suit their own conven-
ience, and to advance the interests of the
parties which they represent.

HON. MR. SCOTT-It is very clear
that the members of the committee did
not interpret correctly the sentiments Of
the House on this subject. I am break-
ing no confidence when I say that the
committee had no very strong or decided
opinion on the subject. The opinion
seemed to prevail that the House was not
quite satisfied with the mode, of pub-
lishing the debates; and that the official
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report does not go to the public. We do
not find it in any of the leading newspapers
of the day, and I do not think that I have
seen a speech of any hon. member of this
House fully reported in the press this
session. In fact I have seen no reports
in any of the papers except those
made by the two gentlemen who
have attended here froin the two
leading dailies at Toronto. if hon.
gentlemen will take the trouble to analyse
the report of the committee, however, they
will find that it does not contain any strong
opinion on the subject. It makes no
recommendation but merely suggests that
possibly the public might be reached at a
future session by the Senate contributing
sornething towards the reporting to the
journals that have this present session sent
representatives to our Chamber; that if a
consideration were given them they might
possibly publish a pretty faithful report ;
that report, if not as full as the official
report which we now have, would at all
events be read, as wQ live in an age when
men have only time to read brief reports
of passing events as they appear fiom day
to day, and we cannot go back two days
to turn up the full reports of a debate.
We get the news of the world in a con-
densed form twice a day from the morning
paper and the evening journal. It is to
the daily press we look for information
on current events, and to assume that the
four or five copies of the debates that each
hon. gentleman receives daily, even though
they were all distributed, would give the
country any information of what is trans-
piring here every day is very fallacious.
Very few hon. gentlemen are as industri-
ous as my hon. friend from Trent (Mr.
Flint) who sends not only his own copies,
but those of his neighbors, to his constitu-
ents. I think the hon. gentleman is rather
singular in that respect, and if the House
had known it he could have had contri-
butions from other members. The com-
mittee, in their report, have made no
recommendation; they have only made a
suggestion in order to elicit the opinions of
hon. gentlemen because it had reached
the ears of members of the committee
that the opinion had been generally ex-
pressed that the official report might as
well be discontinued ; that it was simplya
record, and beyond that it was not in
any degree valuable. I think it is fortu-
nate that the sense of the House has been

ascertained, which is evidently in the
direction of continuing the official reports.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-If the com-
mittee had recommended any particular
course for us to follow I would have
felt very much like sustaining them, but
as they have not recommended anything,
and as I think it is very necessary that
we should have some record-although
some hon. gentlemen, myself amongst the
number, would feel very much pleased
sometimes if our speeches were not re-
ported-we had better keep what we have
got.

The amendment was agreed to without
a division being called for.

CANADA CIVIL SERVICE ACT
BILL.

IN COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE.

The House went into Committee of
the Whole on Bill (36) "An Act respect-
ing the Civil Service of Canada."

On the third clause,

HON. MR. MACINNES (Hamilton) said
he had an amendment to propose. This
clause provided that a Board of Examin-
ers should be appointed from time to time.
In his opinion unless the Board were per-
manent their work could not be possibly
well done. Looking at the importance of a
permanent Civil Service, performing
largely the functions of the Government,
those who were admitted should be well
qualified for the duties of their position.
The Board should have an exact know-
ledge of the work to be done, in order to
judge of the ability of the candidates to
perform it, and this knowledge could not
be looked for in a board appointed from
time to time. The Board should also be
a non-partizan board. His own view was
that the Civil Service should be a question
entirely free from political bias He con-
sidered that a board appointed from time
to time, and liable to change with each
administration, could not efficiently per-
form the duties which were contemplated
for such a body; and he therefore moved-
" That in the first line of the third clause,
the words 'from time to time' be
expunged."
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HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL did
not think such a change would answer, as
it would involve the necessity of making
these examiners permanent officers, and
would entail the expenditure of several
thousands of dollars, which the Govern-
ment had not in view, and for which there
was no necessity. Moreover, he explained
that their time would not be fully occu-
pied, and that it would not be
necessary for them to understand the
duties which the applicant would have to
perform. They would simply have to
test the applicant's knowledge of certain
essential subjects-for instance, his know-
ledge of mathematics, geography and his-
tory, and similar subjects-which would
go to prove that he was possessed of a
certain education, and might properly be
appointed if successful. He also pointed
out that it was beyond the power of the
Senate to introduce any clauses providing
for the remuneration of officers. For
these reasons he did not think the amend-
ment should be adopted.

HON. MR. KAULBACH concurred in
the view of the leader of the Government
as to the duties of these officers not re-
quiring their attention for the greater por-
tion of the year, and stated he would like
to see the appointments so arranged that
the matter would be taken, as much as
possible, out of the hands of the Govern-
ment, which he thought was likely to re-
sult from the system of examinations.

HON. MR. MACINNES (Hamilton) said
that the objection to the monetary provi-
sion did not occur to him, and therefore
he would have to withdraw his amendment.
At the same time he expressed a strong
conviction that no other than a permanent
Civil Service Board could efficiently dis-
charge the duties of the position, and con-
serve the best interests of the service.

On the sixteenth clause,
HON. MR. MAcINNES (Hamilton)

called attention to the fact that the
maximum salaries of the senior second
class were greater than the minimum of
those in the first class, which was an
anomaly. He thought that those holding
the higher rank should certainly not
receive a less salary than men in the
lower grade. He therefore suggested that
the minimum salary of the first class

should be placed at $î,5oo instead of
$1,200 as in the Bill. He stated that
they performed most important duties, in
many instances supervising and directing
the labor of others ; they requirçd to be
very efficient men, and it seemed to him"
wrong that, occupying that position, they
should receive a smaller salary than i-
ferior officers.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL thought
it would be inexpedient to alter the clause;
that provision was made with a view of
affecting promotion, though he could not
at the moment explain the exact grounds
upon which it was based. He stated that
in the Department of Justice there were,
at the present time, some clerks receiving
a higher salary than if they were in the
next higher class, yet those officers were
anxious to be placed in that class. le
did not think it would be wise to alter
the clause.

HON. MR. MAcINNES mentioned that
this anomaly was dwelt upon by several
witnesses before the commission, and was
one which excited great dissatisfaction in
the service ; and the report of the com-
mission had recommended its abolition.
It was on that ground that he had made
the suggestion.

On the twenty-second clause,
HON. MR. HAYTHORNE said it

appeared as if the Government were tO
depend upon the lists, which the examin-
ers are to prepare, for young men to fill
these vacancies as they occurred. This
would seem to infer that these young men
would continue on hand after the exan-
inations-which it seemed to him was
very unlikely. It was much more prob-
able that they would accept other emploY-
ment, and therefore could not be relied
upon when these vacancies occurred. In'
that way he thought the object of the
clause would be defeated.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL stated
that there would be examinations every
year, and that experience had shown there
was never likely to be any dearth of appli-
cants; in fact it would rather be the other
way.

On the twenty-fifth clause,
HON. MR. TRUDEL suggested that

in the enumeration of the branches of
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knowledge, which were required to be
possessed by the candidates, a knowledge
of both the English and French languages
should be insisted upon. He referred to
the fact that there were two official
languages in this country, and it seemed
but right that public officials should be
familiar with them both. He ascer-
tained that, in the Civil Service of
several foreign nations, languages
not common to the particular nation were
included in the subjects for examination.
For instance in Italy certain classes of
officers were obliged to have a knowledge
of French and German; while in other
departments they were expected to have a
knowledge of English.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL thought
this might fairly be left to the discretion
of the examiners. He pointed out that
public officers, in many parts of the
Dominion, did not require a knowledge
of French, and stated that it was at
present the rule that no official should be
appointed to an office in the Province of
Quebec--where he was called upon to
deal with those speaking the French lan-
guage,-unless he was able to conduct
the business in that language. He ad-
mitted that in all cases such knowledge
was desirable, but as it was not in every
case necessary, he thought the matter
might be left to the examiners.

HON. MR. TRUQEL said that he had
understood yesterday from the report read
by the hon. gentleman from Hamilton
(Mr. MacInnes) that such knowledge was
required to be possessed by the candidates.

HON. MR. MAcINNES explained that
the qualifying examination required a
knowledge of French; but it was only
the preliminary examination which was
there referred to.

On the twenty-sixth clause,
HON. MR. HAYTHORNE thought it

was hardly necessary to make the appli-
cant pay fees. He considered the passing
of the examination was all that should be
required of them.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that probably the idea in charging these
fees was to meet the expenses which

would attend the examinations. They
would, however, be trifling. Another
advantage which would result from these
fees would be this: it would prevent a
great crowd of people from coining up
for examination, as would be the case if
there were nothing to pay.

HoN. MR. HAYTHORNE considered
that the preliminary examination would
be a sufficient barrier against a great
influx of young men. At any rate he did
not regard it as objectionable that a large
number of men should apply to pass such
an examination. He thought it should
be rather gratifying to the Government than
otherwise, because it would show that the
pubic service was popular and that there
were a large number of young men in the
Dominion willing to enter it. He would
rather see inducements held out to them
to pass the examinations, than impose
fees upon the applicants. Even if they do
not receive appointments the mere effect
of their having passed this examination,
which would be made public with the
number of marks they had obtained,
would be, no doubt, of service to them
afterwards.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL did
not agree with the hon. gentleman,
that it would be desirable to have
a great number of young men
applying for positions in the
Civil Service. He considered such a state
of affairs would not be a sign of the pros-
perity of the country. He thought there
were many other occupations which afford-
ed much greater scope for young men.
He really did not think that the imposition
of fees would prove to be any disadvan-
tage.

HON. MR. ALLAN expressed his regret
that some definite idea had not been given
as to the subjects which would be included
in these examinations, and thought that
the point which had been most promi-
nently dwelt upon by the commissioners
in their report had been eliminated from
this Bill. The commissioners' idea, it
seemed to him, had been to make such
regulations as would ensure that the young
men applying for positions in the Service
would be possessed of a fair education,
and these examinations were intended to
exclude those who who would prove ineli-
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gible for such positions. This would re-
lieve the Government of much of the an-
noyance and trouble which they now
experienced in bestowing their patronage.
It could not be denied, he thought, that
young men were sometimes appointed to
office in the Civil Service who were utterly
unfitted for anything of the kind, and who
were, in many instances, given their posi-
tions merely from political considerations.
The effect of the Bill, in a great measure,
would be to put an end to these abuses.
He quite agreed in what had fallen from
the Hon. the Minister of justice. as to its
being very undesirable that a large num-
ber of young men should apply for posi-
tions in the Civil Service. He thought
that a young man, as a rule, could cer-
tainly make his mark in life better, if he
had ordinary ability, outside the Civil
Service, than if he were a member of it ;
the fact being that ninety-nine out of one
hundred did not attain the highest posi-
tions. He could see nothing in the Bill
which gave one an idea of the nature of
this examination, though the twenty-third
clause contained the provision that unless
a man should pass this examination, he
could ,not receive his pay. He would
have been glad had the bill shown clearly
that the examination was to be such as
would give a substantial guarantee that
the men chosen would be thoroughly
competent.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL remind-
ed the hon. gentleman from Toronto
that in no case, so far as he remembered,was
the subject matter of an examination de-
fined in any bill. He instanced the acts
of incorporation in which cases the sub-
ject matter of the entrance examinations
was never mentioned. That was a matter
generally settled by the management of the
different institutions, from time to time,
and the subjects are published in the news-
papers, or circulated in slips among the
persons who desire to be examined. It
would be difficult to lay down the subjects
for this examination in an Act of Parlia-
ment, but the gentlemen to be appointed
by the Governor-in-Council, would possess
all the necessary qualifications for arrang-
ing this matter ; they would probably be
chosen from gentlemen connected with
education, and who had sone experience
in examining. He instanced the exami-
nation of cadets for the military college at

HoN. MR. ALLAN.

Kingston, the subjects for which were
arranged by the examiners two or three
months in advance ; they were then pub
lished in the Canada Gazette, and circu
lars containing them were also distributed;
so that anybody who wished to be exam-
ined, or any parent who wished to send
his boy to the institution, could see what
the subjects for examination were. In the
same way, he thought that anyone desiring
to enter the Civil Service, could write for
a circular, and when he had received it
would know exactly what subjects he
would be required to master.

HON. MR. ALLAN explained that he
did not wish to be understood as urging
that the details of the examination should
be embodied in the Bill, but he thought
it would be some guarantee of the reality
of the test, if the subjects were mentioned.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
he considered that the Government pos-
sessed sufficient guarantee in the appoint-
ment of independent examiners. The
great fault of the examination prescribed
by the existing Civil Service Bill, was that
examiners were chosen from within the
service, but this would be remedied in the
present Bill, as they proposed to appoint
such men as he had previously referred to,
to be selected from outside.

HON. MR. ALLAN asked if the arrange-
ment of subjects for- examination would
rest entirely with these examiners, or
whether they would not be prescribed by
the Governor-in-Council.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said that
the choice of subjects would be entirely
with the examiners. Their recommenda-
tion would be sanctioned by the Governor-
in-Council, but they would have full
powers in preparing the subjects.

HON. MR. TRUDEL believed that
there was to a certain extent a guarantee
in the fact that men of high education
would be appointed examiners, but
thought that in many instances men
of superior education did not give suffi-
cient weight to the really practical
branches of knowledge. Men of that
class frequently paid very little attention
to hand-writing, for instance; and he
feared that in consequence of that ten-
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dency it would sometimes happen that a
successful candidate would not have the
requisite practical qualification. On the
other hand it would be necessary to have
uniformity in examinations, and to insure
that there should be some directions to
the examiners.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that the examinations would be conduct-
ed in a reasonable manner. There was
no danger that professors of universities
and scholars w.ould be appointed as exami-
ners. Practical men would be employed,
such as were appointed under the Militia
Act. In Ottawa, Mr. Thorburn. Princi-
pal of the Collegiate Institute, Mr.
McCabe, Principal of the Normal School,
and Mr. May, Inspector of Public Schools
for the County of Carleton, had been
appointed examiners under that Act.
They were men engaged in educating the
youth of the country, who knew the quali-
fications which go to make life successful,
and they would not neglect anything
which was essential. It would be safer
not to lay down any cast iron rules.

HON. MR. MACINNES said that in
France and England the subjects of exam-
ination are specified through orders-in-
council.

The clause was adopted.

HON. MR. MACINNES called attention
to the fact that the Bill did not specify
whether the examination should be oral or
written.

HON. MR. KAULBACH thought it
was very important that the examination
should be in writing.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said it
would be better not to trust to an exami-
nation exclusively oral or wholly written.

HON. MR. MACINNES thought it was
of the highest importance that the exami-
nations should be written, and the papers
fyled with the Secretary of State. In the
event of complaints of partiality on the
part of examiners, the papers could be
referred to.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL sug
gested that the clause should be allowed
to stand until to-morrow.

On the 34th clause,

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL said
that a variety of circumstances must
concur before any person could be ap-
pointed from the outside. The reason
was, that it was very desirable as far as
possible, .to keep the promotion in the
Civil Service by filling vacancies in the
higher offices from the lower ranks. How-
ever, it sometimes became necessary to
appoint somebody from the outside, as
was the case recently in the appointment
of a deputy head in the Department of
Justice.

The clause was adopted.

On the 3 6th clause,

HON. MR. POWER thought that the
provision was obfectionable, because it
would operate unfairly to men who are in
the service now particularly. They would
not pass an examination so well as young
men just entering the service, fresh from
college. The result would be that mer-
itorious public servants who had served
for a considerable time and werethroughly
qualified to discharge the duties of their
offices, would not get the promotion to
which they were entitled by seniority, and
perhaps, by merit too, but would be push-
ed aside by younger men who could make
a better show in an examination. He did
not think that this clause should apply at
all events, to men who are in the service
now.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELLattached
great importance to this clause, and
thought it would stimulate the junior'
officials to qualify themselves for the
higher offices. Under the present system,
promotion goes by seniority, and it hap-
pens again and again that a man who is
absolutely worthless as a civil servant,
advances because of mere age,. and
becomes a mere drone. This clause
would obviate that and stimulate a young
man to make himself ready for the next
step. He would know the moment he
entered the service, that he would never
be made a second-class clerk'eunless he
passed an examination. The fact would
give force and vigor to his studies. Would

i not that be better than to let him drone
along and trust to time for hiš promotion?
As to nien in the service now, why should
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not those who are young qualify them-
selves. Older officials are probably
advanced in the service already. The
clause would prove very useful.

HON. MR. POWER said he could see
the propriety of this provision, if the Bill
provided for competitive examinations.
He could see the force of the argument if
promotion was to be given to the man who
passed the best examination.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE, from the
Committee, reported that they had made
some progress with the Bill, and asked
leave to sit again to-morrow.

PACIFIC RAILWAY DRAWBACK
BILL

THIRD READIN&

The House went into Committee of
the Whole on Bill (141) " An Act to
provide for the allowance of drawback on
certain articles manufactured in Canada,
for use in the construction of the Canadian
Pacific Railway."

HON. MR. ARCHIBALD from the
Committee, reported the Bill without
amendment.

The Bill was then read the
and passed.

MONTREAL HARBOR

third time

PORT
WARDEN BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. AIKINS moved the second
reading of Bill (122) " An Act to amend
and consolidate the Acts relating to the
office of Port Warden for the Harbor of
Montreal." He said :-This Bill is largely
a consolidation of a number of fragmentary
Acts found on the Statute Books, in
reference to the harbor of Mont-
real. Not more than one-tenth of
the Bill is new matter. There
are, however, two clauses of very
considerable importance. One is to make
the provisions of this Bill apply to ahl
vessels leaving the harbor of Montreal.
The present law is that only vessels laden
with grain or partly laden with grain are

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.

subject to inspection by the Port Warden.
This Bill provides that ail vessels shall be
subject to such inspection. The other
clause relates to a subject on which con-
siderable feeling has been manifested as
between the Board of Trade of Montreal
and ship-owners and exporters. However,
these can be discussed in Committee.

The Bill was read the second time.

CORRECTION OF ERRORS IN DO-
MINION LANDS ACT BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (AA), "An
Act to correct certain errors in the French
version of 'The Dominion Lands Act,
and 'The Dominion Lands Act, 1879.'
He said:-The Bill concerning the Domi-
nion Lands was originally composed in
the English language and was so intro-
duced and was afterwards translated
into French. In the translation, certain
mistakes were made which have caused
considerable inconvenience and doubt
as to the true construction of the
Bill. The phrase in the English ver-
sion of the Act that a man is " entered "
for a certain lot of land, denoting that his
name is put down in a book for the land,
and other kindred phrases, ail in reference
to what may be done in a certain book,
and not with reference to what may take
place with respect to the land itself, have
been incorrectly translated into French,
in certain passages of the Bill. For in-
stance, where it speaks of a man being
" entered " for the land, the French version
has it that he has gone into possession of
the land, and in a case which has caused
some interest to be taken in the matter
recently, the judges of the Supreme Court
have found some difficulty in deciding
what is meant. The confusion is very
great, and it is impossible to come to a
satisfactory decision upon the point. The
object of the Bill is to make the French
version correspond with the English one
throughout, the latter being recognised in
the Bill, as is the fact, as the language in
which the Bill was compose<f.

The Bill was read the second time.

The Senate adjourned at 6 o'clock.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, May roth, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

QUEBEC, MONTREAL, OTTAWA
& OCCIDENTAL RAILWAY

COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. ALLAN from the Select
Standing Committee on Railways, Tele-
graphs and Harbors, reported Bill (114),
"An Act respecting the Quebec, Montreal,
Ottawa and Occidental Railway " without
amendment.

The report was adopted, and the
was read the third time and passed.

Bill

IRISH EMIGRATION.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. WARK inquired:
What arrangement, if any, has been inade

with the Imperial Government with the view
of bringing out Emigrants from Ireland to
the Dominon ?

He said :-After the very full discussion
which Irish affairs received at a very
recent period, it may be thought singular
that I again bring the question before the
House. During that discussion we heard
a good deal about the wrongs and difficul-
ties under which Ireland labored, and we
were endeavoring to suggest some remedy
for them. During the course of that
discussion it was stated that the popula-
tion of Ireland had not increased like that
of England or Scotland. I suppose if you
take the agricultural districts of England
and Scotland you will find that there has
been no rapid increase of population there,
if there has been any increase at ail
But there is a very large overflow
of population from these districts
into manufacturing centres and great sea
ports. And as Ireland is exclusively agri-
cultural her increase in population has
not been so great as other parts of the
United Kingdom. Many of her people
have gone to the United States, many go

to England and Scotland. I think twenty
years ago it was found by the census that
there were 0oo,ooo Irishmen in Glasgow,
70,000 in Liverpool and more in London
than the whole population of Dublin.
There was a time, which I can remember,
when I was quite young, when the occu-
pants of small patches of land in Ireland
had no other course, in order to obtain a
living, than to pass over 'to the south of
England at the commencement of the
harvest, and as the grain ripened they pro-
ceeded northward, reaping until they went
to the north of Scotland, and they returned
with their earnings to Ireland. After a
while these men found that they could get
permanent employment in England and
they dropped into the larger cities, and
now most of the dock laborers of Liverpool
and other cities of England are Irish. By
and by they moved their families, and this
accounts for the slow increase of popula-
tion in Ireland and the rapid increase in
these large manufacturing districts, many
of which are largely populated from Ire-
land. But what I wish to call the
attention of the House to is that
Ireland is still over-populated, that more
people are attempting to draw subsistence
from the land than it is capable of afford-
ing. A late return shows that there are
28o,ooo landholders there who pay a
rental of £4 a year, or less. Now, how
is a family to live on a patch of land on
which the rental is only £4 a year ? It
is impossible that they can employ them-
selves profitably for half the year. Then
there are 206,934 families occupying
holdings for which they pay a rental of
between £4 and £1o a year. It is im-
possible that they can derive a living
from such small holdings. What is want-
ed, I think, in the interests both of this
Dominion and of Ireland, is to induce a
portion of these people to emigrate from a
country where they are so crowded and
to leave four or five of their holdings to be
cultivated by one family. Let them come
to Canada where they can get land for
nothing, and where they can get plenty
to cultivate. It is impossible for any
land laws to remedy such a state of
things as exists in Ireland. If there was
a Parliament at Dublin, and it passed
an Act to relieve the holders
of these small patches of land
of rent altogether, they would still be
poor. I look upon emigration as one of
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the best remedies for the distress in Ire- of these people to whom I have referred
land, and I have understood that there have a little means, but many of thern
have been negotiations between the have not. It is likely, however, that on
Imperial Government and the Govern the ground of assuring control of certain
ment of the Dominion, in order to bring portions of lands, where the tenants can-
about such an emigration. There is one not dispose of their rights, (because there
thing, however, that they should carefully is such a thing as tenant rights in Ireland
guard against : while the discussions res- which Englishmen do fot seer to under-
pecting tbe Land League were taking stand), the Imperial Government might,
place in the Ifnperial Parliament, when at fair value, take those lands into their
emigration was spoken of, it was said the own hands, and then dispose of them at a
Government were trying to banish the future day, or put tenants on them. At
Irish. That is the difficulty the Govern- any rate, there will be, and ought to be,
ments would have to contend with, and, a considerable fun raised for these
therefore, I think, one of the most im- people, which may recoup, to a certain
portant steps to be taken is to interest the extent, the expense incurred in their erni-
churches in emigration, especially the gration, when these lands are made avail-
Roman Catholie church, for there is not able. When these people cone out, the
much emigration from the Protestant same rules ought not to be applied to
population, nor is it necessary. I am not thei as to weafthy capitalists. The dr-
extensively accuainted w'ith the cergy of position is to give every setter 6o acres
that church, but I think if the Govern- af laid, a; a oinestead, land let him pre-
ment were assisted by the Archbishop) of enpt ansoter 6o acres, and these are
Ontario, he would render sorne service aiternate lots. Býut these people would be
by corresponding with the bishops of the lost on more than 16o acres of land.
Roman Catholic church in Ireland, calling Men cuto ed to cultivate five or six
theirattentionto the subjectand laying down acres wonsld feel fuite unable to take
somiething like a programme. It is only charge of so ii-uch territory. I would
through the clergy that the p oelt, or at recommeud tpat the Goverument should
al events, the great bulk of thei, can be forn these sexlements outside the railway
induced to voluntarily emigrate. I belhve gand altogether. Take a townshp of 36
it would be quite possible, if the clergy suare miles the Hudson Bay Company
would unodertake to act in concert ith must have their share; there are also
the governments, to have intelligent and school lanrds, and there must be a place
energetic priests selected, who would en- for a village; but, àfter that, there would
deavor to induce a number of those in still be a district of thirty square miles,
their respective parishes to emigrate nd and if this w cre settled by placing a family
come with them. It is oly a few days on each 6o acres of land, everyone would
tgo that I saw the sptateent that a have enough. A man who had been ac
number of young Englishmen were about custohed to tillng a farm of six acres in
ti emigrate, and that a clergyman vas to Ireland otuld have a far tweny-seven
accoubpany theo. sihy could not this ceins as large, and one accustomed to ten
be effected in the Roman ccatholi acrus would have one sixteen times as
Church as well as in the Englis Church o great as ,e had ever tilled before. Give
If it were understood that a nuiber of th m i 6o acres each and setie them dowl
immigrants were to arrive at a certain close togethier, and you would have a pros-
time under the care of one of their cldrgy perous olory. You lould require certain
who would corne out with thein, assisting miecbianics also. -Shoemakers and tailors
the t in selecting the lands and making are not so necessary in these days, but a
arrangements for setlement, we would blacksmith and a carpenter would be
soon have a number of prosperous col- indispensible. You want a lace for
onies in the North-West, and these tmi- a churcg and a burying-ground
grants themselves would beco ae the best Al these tings and a number of others
immigration agents. I have noticed should b taken into account before forin-
that wh2rever emigrants setule and are 1ng a see aent. When this would be
prosperous, their letters to their friendsa donn you would have a compact settle
in the old world do more to draw people ment c: you would have the people near
to this country than anything tese. Soei the church and schools, and you would
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have every element necessary for. pros-
perity, especially if those settlers were
accompanied by a clerg man of their
own church. Look at the effect which,
this would have upon the population left
behind! If four or five of those snall
holdings in Ireland were thrown into one
farm with fair rentail and fixity of tenure, I
such as the Government are now securing
for thcm, and with municipal corporations
so that they would have a voice in the
management of their own affairs, there
would be a great improvement in the
country. Their taxes are now levied by
grand juries, over which they have no
control. I think if they had the manage-
ment of local affairs in their own hands,
there would be less complaint about not
having a parliament in Ireland. I pro
pose that there should be sonie such
system as I have marked out, and I now
put my question.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMIBELL,---An
effort was made, with considerable assiduity,
to enter into some terms with the Imperial
Governmrent for bringing about emigration
from Ireland, but it did not succeed.
The English Government were not pre-
pared to enter into any such arrangements,
fearing that it might, (it is rather an as-
sumption on my part) complicate their
troubles in dealing with the Irish people,
and no arrangement has been entered in-
to with them, not from unwillingness on
our part or on theirs. I hope, neverthe-
less, without their interference that some
progress has been made towards the same
end. I think my hon. friends suggestions
have great merit, and I hope he will find
ultimately that ideas somewhat similar
have to a certain extent influenced the
Government of the country in dealing
with that subject, as regards the people
coming from Ireland, and the course to
be pursued in the North-west Territories
when they do come to Canada. My hon.
friend must bear in mind that the land
there is, by the action of the Govern-
ment, passing to a certain extent into
the hands of colonization compan-
ies who will, in their own interest,
resort to the system of dividing-
it into small holdings suitable to the
character of the emigration which they
may be enabled to bring to that portion
of the country. I have no doubt, although
the holdings marked out by the Govern-

ment are 16o acres in extent, that people
will be able to get such farms in the
North-west as will be suitable in every way
to their wants. Both as regards emigration
from Ireland and the settling of these
people when they arrive in Canada, my
hon. friend will find ultimately that arrange-
ments have been made which I hope, and
believe, will be satisfactory.

HON. MR. WARK-Some of these
people may be able to pay for their land
in course of time, but others may not,
and how does the Government propose to
provide for them ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMIELL-It is
impossible, and it would not be proper,
for me to trace out the course likely to be
pursued ; but it does not follow that the
men will not be able to pay for their lands
if they get time, and if the amount be not
large, and if, peradventure, from some
source or other, they should be assisted.
The even numbered sections continue free.

HON. MR. READ-It seems to me
that there should be a great immigration
to the North-West this year, as no doubt
the Pacific Railway Company are en-
couraging it to a large extent, because
they can give immediate employment to
the people who come amongst us, and in
the meantime they can look about them
for a place to locate themselves after earn-
ing money to work their farms with. To
my mind it is the employment which the
Pacific Railway Company are able to give
that offers the greatest inducement to im-
migrants to come to this country with a
view hereafter of taking up land. There
is no use in a man taking up a prairie
farm unless he has some means to begin
with. To my mind a man without means
can commence on a bush farm in Ontario
easier than he could on a prairie farm in
the North-West. My experience is that
the more mixed the population is the
better; they gain more information and
make more progress when different na-
tionalities are thrown together. A gentle-
man who arrived from Winnipeg a day or
two ago says that emigrants of the very
best class are coming in there in great
numbers. He said further that he wanted
a large number of workingmen and could
not get them; that he would have to get
Swedes and Norwegians as everybody
else seemed to want to go west.
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HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I would
offer, with the greatest diffidence, one or
two suggestions that I saw a few months
ago on this subject. They corne from the
pen of one of the correspondents employed
by an eminent journal ; writing from Min-
nesota or some of the adjoining States he
describes two systems of emigration which
had succeeded admirably as between Ire-
land and the States. One was emigration
und.er the patronage of a church and the
other was emigration under the superin-
tendence of a railway company ; both
based upon the same principle, that of
making improvements for coming emi-
grants, so that the difficulties of the first
year would be to a great extent obviated.
I feel confident that the chief cause of
anxiety to every emigrant who crosses the
Atlantic is the difficulty of supporting his
family the first year, and if his mind can
be set at rest on that point it would tend
to encourage a large emigration to this
country. The principle on which these
enterprises were conducted wasthat certain
improvements were made on the land ;
the prairie sod was turned down,
to a certain extent, a house built,
and preparations made to receive the
emigrant and his family. A man who is
well .recommended would make applica-
tion for one of these farms at the agency
in Ireland, and pay a certain deposit.
On his arrival in this country all he had
to do was to provide seed and complete
the tillage of the land that had been pre-
pared for him. In that way on the first
year of his arrival he was enabled to raise
sufficient food for the support of his
family. The result of this system has
been that a superior class of emigrants
were introduced into these settlements,
men of some means, education and intel-
ligence. Such a class of settlers gathered
together, would, 6f course, give the locality
superior advantages over ordinary settle-
ments in a new country ; and the success
of these experiments has led me to the
conclusion that the system is one worthy
of the attention of everyone who wishes
to encourage emigration to the North-
West of this Dominion.

HON. MR. VIDAL raised a point of
order, that there was no question before
the House.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE apologized
for trespassing on the rules of the House.

HoN. MR. McCLELAN-It has usually
been the custom to discuss these questions
in the way we are now doing, and I wish
to make a few remarks on the general
question of emigration that has been very
properly brought up by my hon. friend
from Fredericton. We should encourage
immigration by every means in our power,
and it is with pleasure that I hear from
the hon. Minister of Justice that the Gov-
ernment are taking every possible means
to promote the rapid settlement of the
North-West. While that section of the
Dominion has been made available
for settlement since its purchase from the
Hudson Bay Company, by the efforts of
both political parties, the wants and re-
quirements of the older provinces should
not be overlooked. Hon. gentlemen are
aware that there is a sort of unsettled feel-
ing amongst the people of some of the
older provinces, owing to the fever that
prevails for emigrating to the Northwest-
more particularly among the people of On-
tario ; but I notice in Nova Scotia and
New Brunswick the people are moving
away very rapidly, and I have not seen,
for many years past, so large an emigra-
tion from the Lower Provinces to the
United States as there is at present. This
exodus from those provinces does not pre-
sent even the favorable feature that they
are merely removing to another portion of
Canada: they are going with the idea of
getting higher wages, and bettering their
position, to the Western States. I very
much regret it, as I do not think they will
improve their circumstances by so doing.
This migrating feeling prevails in all local-
ities at certain times : we all know how
one individual, going out to Wisconsin or
some other Western State, and making
a lucky strike there, writes to his friends
and in that way induces large numbers of
people to emigrate to the west in the hope
of meeting with the same success. I hope
the Government-of the Dominion or the
Local Governments will take such steps as
are in their power, not only to prevent
this unprecedentedly large exodus, but tO
induce a good class of emigrants to corne
in and take the places of those who have
gone from amongst us. While it is im-
portant to the Northwest that it should be
opened up and populated rapidly, it is
rather injurious to the Dominion that
this disturbing influence should pre-
vail even so far as Ontario is con-
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cerned. The older provinces have
yet a large amount of land available for
settlement and offering more inducements
than any new country possibly could where
they have not the facilities to make settle-
ment easy and life agreeable or pleasant.
I regret very much that there is such a
great emigration from New Brunswick and
Nova Scotia to the United States. And if
no complete remedy can be supplied to
prevent it, some restorative may be ap-
plied by inducing others to take their
places.

BILL INTRODUCED.

HON. MR. AIKINS introduced
(D.ID.) "An Act further to amend
Petroleum Inspection Act of i88o."

CANADA PROVIDENT
ATION BILL.

Bill
the

ASSOCI-

REPORT OF THE SUPREME COURT.

The SPEAKER presented to the
House the Report of the Supreme Court of
Canada on the Bill intituled : " An Act to
incorporate the Canada "Provident Asso-
ciation," to whom the said Bill was
referred to examine and report thereon on
Thursday, the 4 th May instant.

The same was then read by the Clerk.
as follows :-

ROBERT LEMOINE, Esq.,
Clerk of the Senate,

Ottawa,

May 10th, 1882.

Sir,-I have the honor to enclose, for the
purpose of being laid before the Honorable
the Senate, the certified copy of the Bill inti-
tuled: " An Act to incorporate the Canada
" Provident Association," together with the
opinions of the Chief Justice and Judges. of
Supreme Court of Canada thereon.

I am, Sir,
Your obedient servant,

ROBERT CAssELs,
Registrar, S. C. C.

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF CANADA.

To the Honorable the Senate of the Dominion
of Canada, in Parliament assembled :

We are of opinion that th- Bill intituled:
"An Act to incorlrate * The Canada Provi-
dent Assodiation,'?' referred by the Honorable
the Senate for the opinion of the Supreme
Court, is not a measure which falls withii the

class of subjects allotted to Provincial Legis-
latures, uner section 92 of the British North
America Act, 1867.

S. H. STRONG, J.
W. A HENRY, J.
N. E. TASCHEREAU, J.
JOHN W. GWYNNE, J.

SUPREME COURT, 8th May, 1882.

We think the Bill intituled: " An Act to
incorporate ' The Canada Provident Associa-
tion,' ' having for its objects the carrying on
of business and operating throughout the
Dominion of Canada, is a measure which does
not fall within the class of subjects allotted
to the Provincial Legislatures, under section
92 of the British North America Act, 1867.

But we are not, in the very short time
allowed us for consideration, prepared to say
that so much of section one as enables this
Company to hold and deal in real estate
beyond what may be required for their own
use and accommodation, or so nuch of section
two as enacts that " such fund or funds shall
be exempt from execution for the debt of any
member of the Association, and shall not be
liable to be siezed, taken or appropriated by
an al or equitable process to pay any debt
or liblity of any mem ber of the Association,"
are intra vires the Parliament of Canada.

We think, before a positive opinion is ex-
ressed on these clauses, the matter should

argued before the Court.
W. J. RitcIE, C. J.
T. FoURNIER, J.

Ordered : That the same do lie on the
Table.

STEAMBOAT INSPECTION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (117) "An
Act to amend and consolidate the Acts
respecting the Inspection of Steamboats
and the examination and licensing of
Engineers employed on them." He
said :-This Bill is not printed, but it
affects a question upon which, I suppose
the House will generally agree. It pro-
vides that the safety of travellers and
property upon the waters shall be further
ensured by proposing a scheme for the
inspection of steamboats and the machin-
ery on board of them. I do not want to
ask the House to read the Bill the second
time now, if any hon. gentleman objects,
but if no objection is raised, then I would
suggest that we might fairly give it the
second reading, and refer it to Committee
of the Wholç House to-morrow. It can
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then be discussed, and the principle HON. MR. CHAFFERS, from the
being one that everybody will acknow- Committee, reported the Bill without
ledge to be in the right direction, I would amendment.
suggest that the consideration of details
might be deferred until the matter comes The Bill was then read the third time
up in Committee. under a suspension of the rules, and

passed.
HON. Mr. KAULBACH-Does it pro-

vide for the inspection of hulls, as well as THE LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT.
of inachinery ?

HON. SIR A L EX. CAMPBE LL.-Y7es. IFIRST REPORT OF THE JOINT COMMITTEE.

HON. MIR. ODELI. moved the adop-
HON. MR. KAULIIACH-Will there tion of the first report of the joint Coi-

be but one inspector for both duties, or mitte of both Houses on the Library of
different inspectors? 1arliament. He said In the first portio

HON.SIRALEX CAP14II,---*f-of this report there are several recommen-
HON. ia ALEX. CAMBe L dations, to which shaAL just briefl allude.

frent inspectors, I believe.The first is, that a collection of Coins and

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I do not Medalsbepurchased for the sum Of $2,500
think that, because a man can inspectand that an addiional su of $5 be ex-
the machinery of a vessel, he is capable )ende( for a catalogue wbîch bas been re-
of inspecting the hull also. cornrnended by the comrittee; it is also

suggcestedthat arrangements should be rnade
HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-We for the deposit of this collection in the Li-

sha have details in the committee to-proper saf-keeping. The next
morrow. recommendation is that the series of iaw

The motion was agreed to, and thereprts, Engish and Aerican, be trans-Bih ~a e te wsco edond tihee ferred to the Suprerne Court, but they areBillto rmain the property of the Library and

BETTER PREVENTION OF CRIME shail be open for reference by members.
CONTINUATIONAnother recommendation is that theshelves in the apartment, appropriated for

THIRD READING. a reading room for the House of Com-

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL rnoved nions, shall be utilized for books not in very
the second reading of Bill (CC) "An Act frequent use, and that they should be

further to continue in force, for a limited Protcted by saiding glass doors. Thon

time, the Better Prevention of Crime Act, there is a recorrmendation that theo his-

i 878." He said :-This is to continue torical documents connected with Canada,
for another year a bill introduced by the which are now in the Bureau of Agricul-
Hon. Mr. Blake, which had reference, at turi, shah be transferred to the Lbrary.

the moment, to some riots which had Another recommendation is, that more

c Quebee. Lt has been found stringent means be taken to secure the

andredatrthtaadiinlsmo$50bex

useful, fromp time to time, to continue the nedurn of books which have been borrowed
and our attention bas been during the recess, under tickets that areasu tre potio issued to persons not connected with Par-

of the Dominion altogether to keep it inlm endt, Comteepn theo a ccotouts,
force there for a year. I move that it beLi-
read the second time. wvbth an abstract showing an expenditure

since the last audit, of $4,322.o8, with
The motion was agreed to, and the Bllfcorresponding vouchers, and shewing ae

was read the second timie. oxisting liability of $3,350.34. 'Tbis lia-
biity woud have to be paid out of the

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL, movedgrant of the present session, and it heaves
that the House do resolve itself into a aa , a iae for

THIRD1 REA ING a re lan e om fo the4 .6 H ouse o fC o-

Committee of the Whole for the considera- the ibrary for the fiscal year 1882-83
tion of the said Piio. o e hen there is a supplementary report

The motion was agreed to. from the Audit Committee, with abstracts

HON. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL.
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shewing the expenditure under separate
heads for English and French works and
newspapers, and binding; fnot only the
binding of newspapers, but the binding
of books generally, and for incidental
repairs. But the Committee recommend
under that head, that application should
be made for a separate grant for law
books, and for an additional sum of
$i.ooo per annum to be added to the
contingencies, to cover this cost of bind-
ing, repairs and such incidental expenses;
in that way the ordinary grant for the
I ibrary would be left available for the
purchase of books, irrespective of these
contingencies. These are the chief re-
commendations made in the report and
hon. gentlemen will find most of the
details connected with it, which will
speak for themselves. I would, therefore,
mnove the adoption of the report.

'ie motion was agreed to.

CIVIL SERVICE BILL.
IN CoMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committee of
the Whole, consideration of Bill (36)
"An Act respecting the Civil Service of
Canada."

In the Committee.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL re-
ferred to the fact that when last in Com-
mince on this Bill, the 28th clause was
passed over in order that he might inake
enquiry as to the examinations being in
writing. He stated that he had made
such enquiry and was referred to the 6th
clause, where provision is contained in
the following words: "the examination,
so far as practicable to be in writing."
He did not know that they could say
anything closer than that, or that it would
be wise to do so. They could not say
that the whole of the examination should
be in writing, because it might be very
desirable to find out other qualifications
possessed by a candidate which could not
well be ascertained by writing. He
hoped that these words would meet the
views of the Committee, and tegged to
move the adoption of the 28th clause.

HON. MR. MACINNES suggested that
the examination papers should be filed in
the office of the Secretary of State,

sevice Bill.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL had no
objection to that, but said it would be
provided for by the regulations of the
Governor-General-in-Council, and there-
fore there was no nepessity to introduce
it into the Bill. He however had no
objection to giving the assent of the
Government to it, and would take care
that a provision of that kind was made in
the orders and regulations.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE said it
appeared to him that the examination
would give a great deal more satisfaction
if a system of marks was adopted, as far
practicable, so that those marks could be
published when the examinations were
over. That information would be sent
abroad throughout the country, and a
candidate who had acquitted himself well,
though not appointed to office, would
have the satisfaction of knowing that his
merit was established.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL ad-
mitted that such might be a valuable
practice, but it would also form a subject
for the regulations which would be made
under the Bill.

The twenty-eighth clause was then
adopted.

On the forty-seventh clause.

HON. MR. ALMON said he did not
intend to cause any discussion at that
late period, but trusted that the leader of
the Government would allow him to add
the amendment to which he had previously
referred. He mentioned the fact that the
employees of the Government were en-
titled to three weeks leave of absence, and
thought that the Government ought to
give them some way of enjoying their
holidays. He stated his impression that
the civil servants are not over paid and
that their incomes are not large enough to
enable many of them to travel, and in
consequence they were obliged to spend
their holiday at home. That meant that
instead of going to the office they would
stay at home. These holidays are given
in order that the employees might be able
to discharge their duties more efficiently
on returning to their work, and how could
they spend the time better than in travel-
ling on the Government railways to the
seaside ?



Srvice Bil.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
the suggestion offended every sound prin-
ciple of business and.every rule of political
economy. He wished, and no doubt
every member of the House wished, that
the Government had no railways, but so
long as they had, they must be managed
on business principles. The desire of the
head of the Department was to make the
Government road, as far as possible, self-
sustaining, and how could that be done if
passengers were carried free ? If Civil Ser-
vice Clerks should travel free, why not their
wives and families ? Why should all the
travel be directed to Halifax ? There
were in the inside service 480 persons, 24
in the Senate, 90 in the House of Com-
mons, and 2,308 in the outside service.
The suggestion was that these employeos,
nearly 3,000 in number, should have the
privilege of travelling free on the Govern-
ment railways during their holidays, and
every employee was entitled to three weeks'
leave of absence every year. Why should
all these people go to Halifax ? Many of
them came from Western Ontario and
some, perhaps, from Manitoba, and their
desire would naturally be to spend their
holidays with their friends. They would
expect to have their passages paid, since
others, whose friends live in the Maritime
Provinces. would be allowed to travel free.
It would open the door to a most injurious
system. Nothing could conflict more with
sound business ideas than this suggestion;
and the hon. gentleman could not be
serious in making it.

HoN. MR. FLINT did not consider
that the railway belonged to any particu-
lar government ; it belonged to the whole
people. They had to pay for it, and any
one who wished to travel on it should
pay for the privilege. The Civil Servants
were well paid, taking everything into
consideration; if they thought they were
not, the door was open for them to look
elsewhere for more profitable employment.

HON. MR. POWER said that when
the late Government endeavored to man-
age the Intercolonial Railway on commer-
cial principles, they were denounced
throughout the Lower Provinces. He
was glad to hear the Minister of Justice
declaring that these were the correct
principles, and that he had become a
convert to the sound views of his prede-
cessors.

The amendment was declared lost on
a division.

On the 55th clause

HON. MR. MACINNES wished to say
a few words with reference to the opera-
tion of the Superannuation Act, because
he believed it was very imperfectly under-
stood by the members' of either House.
The statements on this subject which are
annually laid before Parliament are very
incomplete. They simply show upon
one side of the account the amounts
received from the Civil Service, by
deductions from their salaries, and, on the
other, the amounts paid to those who are
superannuated, but not the indirect bene-
fits derived from the superannuation fund.
The Commission paid a good deal of at-
tention to this subject, and obtained state-
ments from the Departments showing the
operation of the Act for the last ten years,
and they found that the net gain during
that time amounted to no less a sum than
$328,566. The statements published in
the report of the Commissioners fully
show in detail how the Act operates in
that respect. During the examination
they found that many Civil Servants
deemed it a hardship that no provision
was made in the Superannuation Act for
widows and families of deceased Civil
Servants. A Civil Servant dying while in
the Service, or soon after being superan-
nuated, his family derives no benefit from
the deductions made from his salary dur-
ing the time that he was in the Service.
It must be borne in mind that the Super-
annuation Act was not intended to make
any provision for the widows and families
of deceased Civil Servants; but the Com-
mission made a suggestion that the State
should insure the lives of their servants on
a plan which was obtained from Professor
Cherriman, the cost of the insurance, that
is, the premiums, to be deducted from the
salary of the Civil Servant, and that insu-
rance should be made compulsory after a
certain period to bE named.

. HON. MR. KAULBACH-What would
the premiums amount to ?

HON. MR. MAcINNES said that
the premium would depend upon the
amount of insurance. The calculation
was that each officer should insure his
life for double the amount of his salary.

666 Civil (8 E NAT E.]
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HON SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL was
sure that the hon. member from Hamilton
(Mr. MacInnes) would be glad to know
that a Bill to carry into effect the sugges-
tions made by the Commission, with regard
to insurance on the lives of civil servants,
had been prepared and would yet, he
hoped, be introduced in the other House
before prorogation, not that it was thought
possible to pass it this session, but with
the hope that it would be distributed
during the vacation and considered next
session. He had read the statement to
which the hon. gentleman had referred,
as to the superannuation fund. He (Sir
Alexander) did not want to enter into a
discussion on the subject, but he dissented
from the conclusions at which the Com-
mission had arrived. He did not think
the account showed any such balance in
favor of the fund. There must be a mis-
take in the mode in which the Commis-
sioners had arrived at their conclusion
that the fund showed a profit to the Gov-
ernment of $350,000.

The clause was adopted.

On Schedule "A,"

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
to amend the second line by inserting
after the word " professional," the words
" or technicaL" He explained that there
were very valuable officials who were not
professional men, but who could be prop-
erly defined as "technical" officers.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. POWER called attention to
the manner in which the remuneration of
marine mail clerks was provided for in the
second schedifle. On appointment they
receive $36o a year, and this was
increased by $6o a year and $5o a trip.
The lot of the marine mail clerk seemed
to be a happy one, since he not only had
free trips, but was also paid extra for
going.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
this was introduced while he was Post-
master-General. When the salaries were
fixed amounts it was found that the clerks
shirked their duty. When the ship was
about to sail they were often either ill or
absent, and it was difficult to ascertain
whether the illness was feigned or the

absence unavoidable. Therefore, this
mode was adopted of lowering the salaries
and paying for each trip. The result was
that disease departed and they were all
ready and anxious to do their duty.

HON. MR. POWER wished to know
whether it was absolutely necessary that
Postoffice clerks should cross in those
steamers? He understood the United
States Post Office .Department did not
send officers across.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
the difference was this: the United States
Department have a much larger staff
than ours. Most of the mail steamers
arrive at New York, where there is an
enormous staff, based on the assumption
that mails will arrive in large numbers
the mails are distributed at once and
despatched without delay. In our more
confined system if we had not those ocean
clerks there would be more or less delay.
There is 'no one port with a sufficient
staff to admit of the whole of the bags
being assôrted on arriving. For
our purpose the present system
was better than the one which
prevailed in the United States. The
mails for Europe are landed at Cork and
despatched by special train to Dublin.
Twelve mail clerks accompany them and
assort them on the train.

The second schedule was adopted.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE, from the
Committee, reported the Bill with amend-
ments, which were concurred in.

MONTREAL PORT WARDENS ACTS
AMENDMENT BILL

THIRD READING.

The House went into Conimittee of the
Whole on Bill (122), 'An Act to amend
and consolidate the Acts relating to the
office of Port Warden for the Harbor of
Montreat"

In the Committee,

On the 32nd clause,

HON. MR. AIKINS said that the ex-
porters and ship-owners of Montreal con-
tended that the money received froIn fees
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should not be applied to any other pur-
pose than the maintenance of the. Port-
Warden and his office, and that the Board
of Trade, not being contributors, should
not have control of that money. For
this reason they asked that the words in-
troduced into this section as an amend-
ment in the House of Commons, "and
for the promotion of the commerce of the
port of Montreal" should be struck out.

HON. MR. OGILVIE said the feeling
of the Board of Trade of Montreal was
very strong on this subject ; if that Board
represented anybody, th.ey represented
the merchants of that city, and there was
no fear that the proceeds of the rates and
fees collected would be misapplied by
them. The Board of Trade had applied
a few years ago to the Government for
some assistance and had been refused it.
Mr. Patterson, Secretary of the Board,
had a peculiar faculty for getting up valu-
able statistics of the trade of the port
and had issued them annually for some
twelve years, and the money taken by the
Board for that purpose from the Port-
Warden's Fund would not average a thou-
sand dollars a year. The Board felt that
that they were not being fairly dealt with
in this matter. The influence that had
been brought to bear against the Board of
Trade was mainly the work of one indi-
vidual in Montreal, and was used in a way
that had taken the Board by surprise.
They ·felt that it was hardly fair, when
they had all the work to do, that their
secretary should not have some assistance
from the fund towards getting out his re-
ports. The Board of Trade, at a meeting
held the other day, were unanimously of
the opinion that the words, now proposed
by the Minister of Inland Revenue to be
struck out, should remain in the Bill-and
they would certainly feel that they were
unfairly treated if the amendment made in
the Commons was not carried.

HON. MR. RYAN wished to bear testi-
mony to the usefulness of the Montreal
Board of Trade, and of its worthy secre-
tary, Mr. Patterson ; but it was held that
there was no legal authority given to that
Board to apply any of the money which
was derived from the receipts of the Port
Warden otherwise than to the remunera-
tion of the Port Warden and deputies
and to pay office expenses ; this Bill would

HON. MR. AIKINS,

give that authority which the Board of
Trade never had by law before. A petition
signed by a majority of the shippers,
exporters and ship-owners of Montreal
had been laid before the Government
stating that the tax by which the
Port Warden's office is supported was paid
by the ship-owners and exporters of the
port of Montreal and they felt it was hard
that the fund arising from that tax
should be placed in the hands of
anybody, however respectable or however
intelligent, to be applied to other
purposes. They wished to have the fees
applied solely for the use and benefit of
the Port of Montreal, and if there was
any surplus it should go towards reducing
the fees of the Port, which would clearly be
a benefit to the general trade of Montreal.
The Bill as it was first introduced by the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries did not
contain the words now objected to; they had
beeninsertedasanamendmentinthe House
of Commons very much to the surprise of
ship-owners and exporters, and these bodies
now desire that that amendment be struck
out, and that the clause shall stand as
when the Bill was introduced in the H ouse
of Commons by the Minister.

HON. MR. OGILVIE said that the
legality of the action of the Board of Trade
in applying this money as they had done,
had never been questioned until a very
short time ago.

HON. MR. RYAN said there was no
Act which empowered the Board to apply
the money as they had been doing.

HON. MR. OGILVIE said that he had
the authority of Hon. Mr. Abbott for stating
that the action of the Board had been
perfectly legal.

HON. MR. AIKINS moved that the
words " and for the promotion of the
Commerce of the Port of Montreal " be

struck out.
The motion was agreed to on a division.

HON. MR. CARVELL, from the Com-
mittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

Acts Amendment Bill.
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DOMINION LANDS ACT, (FRENCH
VERSION), ERRORS CORREC-

TION BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House went into Committee of the
Whole on Bill (AA) " An Act to correct
certain errors in the French version of
" The Dominion Lands Act " and " The
Dominion Lands Act 1879."

In the Committee.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
the English version of the Act which is
referred to in this Bill in several passages,
uses language which refers to an entry
made in a book, in accordance with the
phraseology which we have adopted for
some time in the statutes, and which is
very familiar with gentlemen from Ontario
at all events. Settlers enter for homesteads,
and these entries as they take place are
made in a book. By some accident, in
some parts of the French version of the
Act, it has been translated as entering
upon the land, and hence it has become
necessary to say that the original version
of the law was composed in English, and
written in English, and the French is
the translation, and to make the French
version correspond with the English.

The clause was adopted.

HON. MR. DEVER, frpni the com-
mittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the third reading of the Bill.

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

TELEGRAPH DEFINITION BILL

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. CARVELL moved the
second reading of Bill (BB) "An Act
declaratory of the meaning of the word
'telegraph' in certain cases." He said :-
In moving the second reading of this Bill,
it is scarcely necessary to repeat even
what I stated a few days ago, on the
same subject, in relation to another
matter : that a doubt had arisen

as to the extent and meaning of the word
"telegraph " in certain cases-particularly
referring to the position of Prince Edward
Island in this connection, where a tele-
graph monopoly to and on the Island
exists, and where that monopoly assumes
to take charge, not only of the telegraph
system, but of the telephone system as
well, it it should ever go there. An at-
tempt was made a short time ago, to
introduce the Bell telephone line into the
Province, but they were warned off, and
in order to have a better understanding
of the meaning of the word, this Bill was
introduced.

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

HON. MR. CARVELL moved that the
House resolve itself into Committee of
the Whole to consider the said Bill.

The motion was agreed to.

In the Committee.

-HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that the hon. gentleman in charge of the
Bill was good enough to show it to him
in advance of its coming before the
House, and it had occurred to him that
it proposed to go further than the House
was empowered to do. It proposed to
interpret the meaning of the word
" telegraph," as used in Acts of the
Legislature of Prince Edward Island,
and in patents and agreements.
He did not think that the House could
interpret the meaning of the word as used
by the Legislature of the Province, or in
any bill which had not fallen within the
power of the Domini9n Parliament. He
also thought the House could not inter-
pret the use and meaning of that word in
contracts or letters patent. Therefore he
was of opinion that the Bill should be
altered to define the word, if used in an
Act of Parliament of the Dominion, or
an Act of the legislature of the province
passed before confederation, upon a sub-
ject which, after confederation, had
become one of the subjects entrusted to the
Parliament of the Dominion. He had
suggested to his hon. friend (Mr. Carvell),
who had been good enough to adopt the
suggestion, that the first clause, should
enact that Parliament had the right to say
what any word meant in the statute of the
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Dominion, or in any statute passed in the
Province before Confederation, which gave
the subject to the Legislature of the
Dominion.

HON. MR. POWER suggested, in order
to avoid any possible doubt as to the ap-
plication of the clause, that the following
should be inserted " Wherever they occur
in any statute of the Dominion of Canada
heretofore passed or hereafter to be pas-
sed ." He thought there was not very
much reason to doubt the meaning now,
but as it was the general rule that an act
was not to be construed as retrospective
unless it was so stated, it would be wise to
insert this clause. He considered it
would do no harm in any case.

IfON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL stated
there was no object in the amendment
because that was what the Bill included.

HON. MR. POWER stated that the
reason he suggested it was, that if the Bill
were only to say " any statute of the
Dominion of Canada" it might be held to
mean, any statute hereafter passed;
because it would not be construed to be
retrospective unless the Act directly said
so. He therefore moved that after the
word " Canada " in the ninth line of the
Bill the following words should be inserted,
"heretofore passed or hereafter to be
passed."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL stated
his amendment should follow that which
had just been suggested. The clause
would then read:

" The word télegraph and its derivations
wherever th occur in any statute of the
.Dominion o Canada h eretofore passed, or
hereafter to be passed, or in any statute of
any Province, now forming part of the Domin-
ion of Canada paeed before such Province
entered the Dominion, on a subject which by
the • British North American Act, 1867,' was
placed within the legislative powers of the
Parliament of Canada, are not to be held or
construed to include the word 'telephone and
its derivations.' "

The rstclause, asamended, wasadopted.

On the preamble,

HON. ML POWER moved that it
should be amended as follows : " that all
the words after 'at rest' on the third

Deb.

line, down to and including the word
' communication ' on the fifth line, should
be struck out."

The amendment was agreed to.

HON. MR. ARCHIBALD, from the
Committee, reported the Bill with certain
amendments which were concurred in ;
and the Bill, as amended, was read the
third time under a suspension of the rule,
and passed.

The Senate adjourned at 5.40 p.m.

- THE SENATE

Ottawa, Thursday, May ith, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE SENATE DEBATES.
THIRD REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. VIDAL presented the third
report of the committee on reporting and
publishing the debates on the Senate. He
said : I wish to offer a word of explanation
in reference to this report. It is exactly
the same arrangement as we have had for
this year, with one exception: the clause
providing the sum of $5oo for reporting
French speeches has been dropped fron
the arrangement for next year. It was
found that during this session there was
only one speech delivered in the French
language, and it was thought unnecessary
to repeat that paragraph in next year's
contract. It is hoped that in the event of
any gentleman addressing the House in
the French language next session, arrange-
ments will be made for obtaining the tem-
porary services of a competent French
reporter. I move that the report be taken
into consideration to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

THE PUBLIC DEBT.

MOTION.

HON. MR. WARK moved,-
"That an humble Addrees be presented tO
His Excellency the Governor-General, pray•

HON. SIR AL.. CAMPIELL.
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ing that His Excellency will be pleased to
take into consideration whether it would not
be advantageous to the people of this country
to have a portion of the publie debt owned by
creditors residing in the Dominion ; and if 8o,
whethei the Government might not take steps
to secure such result."

He said :-The subject to which I arn
about to call the attention of the House
very briefly, has been before it already
during the present session, but in a form
that was objectionable. It was asking
the House to express an opinion. I
simply ask the House to suggest to the
Government to take the subject into con-
sideration. A part of this Dominion, at
least, has obtained great facilities for bor-
rowing money through the means of loan
societies in different forms, but I think it
would be very much in the inter'est of the
country if those who are of a saving
disposition were afforded an opportu-
nity to invest their money. That is
the object of the Address to which I pro-
pose to ask the House to give its consent.
The Minister of Justice, I think very prop-
erly, objected to the motion of my hon.
friend from Belleville, (Mr. Read), on the
ground that it was not required. I do not
propose anything of the kind ; I merely
suggest that the Government and their
officers should transfer a portion of the
public debt from the other side of the
Atlantic to this Dominion. This, I think,
might be done, by issuing bonds, or a loan
in any other form, as the public
might require it, and immediately invest-
ing the money through the means of the
High Commissioner, who, I believe, is not
very fully employed on the other side of
the Atlantic. Let us suppose that only
five per cent. of our debt was transferred
from London to this Dominion. The debt
now is about $200,ooo,ooo, five per cent.
of which would amount to $Io,ooo,ooo.
The interest on that, assuming th'aL five
per cent. bonds would be bought up and
transferred here as required, would be
$5oo,ooo. Now, when the Finance Min-
ister undertakes to remit $5oo,ooo from
this side of the Atlantic to the other, if he
has his revenues as they are collected and
deposited in the bank at four per cent.,
the interest on that $500,ooo per month
(and he could not with safety withdraw
the money from the bank and convert it
into exchange and send it home in less
than a month) would be $1,677. Then
there is a half per cent. payable

on ·that $5oo,ooo as brokerage
which would be $2,500 ; this, added to
the monthly interest, would be $4,167
It may be said that this is but a small
saving, but there is another great advan-
tage : instead of that $5oo,ooo being con-
verted into exchange and remitted to
London never to corne back again, it
would be paid here to the public creditors
and immediately put into circulation in
the country. Here would be one great
advantage. I do not think it necessary
for me to say anything more on that sub-
ject. I have pointed out the advantages
of giving our people who are saving a
little money an opportunity of investing
it in a satisfactory way. I have shown
that we would save money by having the
interest paid here, and I have shown that
it would be a great advantage if the money
thus paid on interest were put into circu-
lation here instead of being remitted out
of the country. There is a large amount
of money now lying in the savngs banks
at three per cent. A few years ago there
was no difficulty in getting five per cent.
This shows that there is a large amount
of money in the Dominion that could be
invested in this way. There is one ques-
tion which we ought to consider-that we
should be nearly through now with bor
rowing money. What will be the result
when we cease to bring borrowed capital
into the country in the shape of importa-
tions ? We shall then have to deduct
from our exports every year, if the in-
terest is to be paid on the other side of
the Atlantic, the full amount of interest
to be paid, and it would be only the dif-
ference between the value of the exports
and the value of the imports which would
be available to meet our importa-
tions. We hear it often said that
England must be getting into debt,
because she imports more than she
exports, but England imports besides the
products of the world the interest from
loans to foreign countries. This interest,
and the earnings of her shipping, go to
pay for her imports, and therefore, she
can afford to import a great deal more
goods than she exports. But when we
corne to have to deduct the interest on
our debt from our exports before we begin
to pay for our imports we are put in a
much less favorable position. I therefore
beg to move the resolution of which I
have given notice.
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HON. MR. READ-It is exceedingly
gratifying to me at this late day to find
that our friends who have not heretofore
been in accord with us on this subject are
now beginning to think the balance of
txàde amounts to something, I am very
much pleased to find that my hon. friend
who has moved this resolution has either
changed his opinion, or that he has not
held the opinion on this subject that I
had always supposed he did. I am also
gratified to find that he, and others, are
becoming converts to the National Policy.

HON. MR. WARK-Not a bit of it.

HON. MR. READ-The argument of
my hon. friend was in that direction. He
did not say so in so many words, but his
arguments amounted to an endorsation of
the National Policy, and I congratulate
him upon his conversion, because the
subject of his resolution is something that
the National Policy aims at. I have been
looking into the official returns since this
notice was placed on the order paper, to
see what progress this country is making in
national wealth as well as in other matters,
and I find that there has been a marvel
lous increase in the amount of money de-
posited in the banks of this country. In
the return for the last eight months I find
that the increase in Government and
peoples' deposits is $12,423,623. On the

3 1st of July 1881 the Government deposits
in the banks of the Dominion were :

Bearing interest.......$ 2,515,000

Without interest ....... 5,750,571

Total Government deposit $8,265,571

On the 31st of March 1882 the Gov-
ernment deposits in the banks were:

Bearing interest ...... $ 5,052,716
Without interest ....... 5,611,115

Total............ $10,663,831

That is a very large sum, only half of which
is bearing interest; and to my mind the
balance might well be utilized to relieve
the country of the interest which we are
now paying abroad. I have been looking
into the returns showing the deposits by
the people, and I find that on the 31st of
July 1881 they amounted to :-

Debt.

Bearing interest...... $39,155,976
Without interest ....... 42,741,922

Total ............ $81,897,898

Eight months after that-on the 3 1st
of March 1882, I find that the deposits of
the people were:-

Bearing interest ....... $45,587,561
Without interest....... 46,335,600

Total............ $91,923,161

That is a very pleasing statement to my
mind, showing that the people, as well as
the Government, have a large balance to
their credit. There is no doubt that the
time has arrived, and that the Government
will see the necessity of it, when a portion
of the indebtedness of this country should
be transferred to the people, so that they
can invest in Government securities.
There are classes of our people who require
this particularly, such as executors and
.trustees of estates. It is only a short
time since, that even in the small town
where I reside, a gentleman provided in
his will that a large sum of money should
be invested in Ontario and Dominion
debentures. He had a number of
children to provide for and he thought
it wise to have his money convert-
ed into securities of that kind. There
is another question that arises in this con-
nection. Many people of wealth would
come to reside in this country andspend the
interest of their money here if they could
safely invest it in Dominion securities.
I am glad to see that the resolution of my
hon. friend from Fredericton is in the
direction of Canada for Canadians, and
that he has come to my way of thinking.
I hope the resolution will meet the views
of the Government, and that they will sec
that it is given effect to.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I am very
glad that my hon. friend from Fredericton
has become a convert to the National
Policy, because when that policy was
inaugurated the party with which he is
identifiedcontended that we would raise no
revenue under it, and that our credit in
England would be injured. I am pleased
that the hon. gentleman feels that
our borrowing power is still good,
and that our people can with profit
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to themselves and benefit to the country
invest in Dominion debentures. I know
that in my own Province there is a large
amount of money--probably more in rny
own county than in any other portion of
Nova Scotia-lying in the banks awaiting
investment, and I am quite sure, now,
that the attention of the leader of the
Government has been called to this matter
not only by the present resolution, but by
the debate raised by my hon. friend from
Quinte (Mr. Read) a few days ago, that
it will be carefully considered. It must
be gratifying to the House and to
the country to find that so influential
a member of the Opposition feels that
our country has not been impoverished
by the National Policy; that our credit
remains good ; that money has increased;
and that the people feel that their savings
can be safely invested in Dominion secu-
rities.

HON. MR. WARK-I had no idea of
bringing a charge against the Govern-
ment, or of being favorable to the Nation-
al Policy; but the member from Quinte
(Mr. Read) has done so by imputation,
because if my motion were favorable to
the National Policy, the past policy of the
Government by imputation must have
been the reverse.

MR. McCLELAN -I have been un-
able to hear in any intelligible way the
remarks of the gentleman who has just
spoken, but as I am the seconder of the
resolution, I will briefly refer to the re-
marks of my hon. friend from Quinte
(Mr. Read) who found it necessary to
preface his speech on the question by a
singular attack on the hon. gentleman
from Fredericton-the mover of the
resolution. The hon. gentleman seems
to suffer-speaking politically-from a
cerebral affection on the N. P. matter; or,
in other words, he must have National
Policy on the brain in a very marked and
dangerous degree, when he discovers,
either in the motion before the Senate, or
the speech of the mover, anything at all
favoring such a political fallacy. The
hon. gentleman also kindly congratulates
himself that those generally in the oppo-
sition to his views, have come at last to
see "that the balance of trade amounts
to something." Now, he may be well
assured that everyone sees something in
the idea ; but he is mistaken in stating
that my hon. friend (Mr. Wark) claimed

that the apparent balance of trade can be
any true criterion of the real wealth or
general prosperity of a nation. On the
other hand his statements very clearly
indicated the reverse of such a conclusion.
As to the question itself, I quite agree
with the mover, that it is an important
one, and, so v ll worthy of the attention
of the Government, that I feel assured
they will not object to the address, and
my hope is, that it may lead to results
useful and profitable to the people.

HON. SIR ALEX.CAMPBELL-There
is no objection to the Address pass-
ing, and I think my hon. friend has called
attention to a very important subject.
At the same time the Government
is quite alive, and everybody is quite
alive, to the advantage of having
the creditors of the country residing
within the Dominion, and the interest
collected here, and spent here, instead of
on the other side of the Atlantic. I think
great progress has been made in that
direction of late years, and more, perhaps,
by the present Minister of Finance than
by any of his predecessors. I do not
take any particular credit to the Govern-
ment, or to the Minister of Finance for
that ; circumstances have been such that
he has been able to refrain from borrow-
ing. and to accumulate a large amount of
money in this country, which renders it-
unnecessary that he should borrow and
thus incur payments of interest abroad.
The funds which are mentioned by my
hon. friend, and another fund-that is
the payments which are made by the
Pacific Railway Company, on their bonds,
into the Exchequer, and which remain
there at four per cent. interest until they
are earned-is increasing very rapidly.
So that the prospects are very favorable
that the evil, which has been very great
in the past, will diminish from year to
year, and I think that the -whole tendency
of events goes to show that the amount
of interest hereafter payable abroad will
decrease, and the amount of interest pay-
able at home will increase. The Govern-
ment have no objection to the Address.
MR. SANDFORD FLEMING AND

THE REPORT OF THE PACI-
FIC RAILWAY COMMISSION.

MOTION.

HoN. MR. VIDAL moved:
" That an humble address be presented to
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HR Excellencv the Guvernor-General, prav-
ing that His Excellency will be pleasei to
cause to be laid before this House copies of
any conni tications addressed by Mr. San ford
Fleming, on the report of the recent Rail-
way Commission, whose report was laid before
both houses of Parliament in the early part
of this Session."

He said : In asking your concurrence
in a motion for an address with respect to
the Railway Commissioners' report and
Mr. Sandford Fleming's connection with
it, I feel it due to the House that I should
offer a few explanatory remarks. It will
be remarked by the House that Mr.
Fleming occupied the front rank in his
profession when he was first called into
the public service in connection with this
great work, the Pacific Railway, and held
the position to which he was then called,
that of chief engineer, under three succes-
sive Governments, during which time I,
at least, do not remember that any fault
was found with the manner in which he
discharged the duties of his position, at
all events none that the Government
thought of sufficient consequence to render
it necessary that he should be superceded
or dismissed. Mr. Fleming has himself
personally called my attention to the fact
that in the report of the Railvay Com-
mission recently submitted to Parliament,
statements are made which, he considers,
reflect very seriously upon his char-
acter, both personally and profes-
sionally, and he feels greatly grieved
because charges have been there
preferred against him founded upon
the evidence of a gentleman whose hosti-
lity' to him personally was well known.
It was never intimated to him that these
charges were to be made against him, and
the first notice he had of it was on reading
it in the printed report which had been
submitted to Parliament. He complains
also with reference to some matters on
which he himself was examined, that a
large portion of the documentary evidence
which he furnished has been suppressed
by the Commission, although very essen-
tial to explain the course of action which
he felt it his duty to follow in several
instances. He finds throughout the report,
as he thinks himself, evidence of personal
hostility and an intention to do him in-
justice. I do not propose to take up this
question at all, but merely think it is due
to Mr. Fleming that feeling himself
aggrieved and having, apparently, some

HON. MR. VIDAL.

ground for the complaint, that 1e should
have an opportunity of righting himself
with the Government, and with the couin-
try. I am informed that he has already
sent a formal communication to the Secre-
tary of State in which he has repelled
several of the charges made against him,
explained some, and showed the insufficient
evidence upon which the others are based.
I think it is due to him, in view of the
position he has so long occupied, and
it is due to Parliament to have all
the information available on this sub-
ject. I think it is also due to
the Government that Mr. Fleming's letter
should be brought under our notice in the
way I propose, and it is purely with the
view of affording him the opportunity of
justifying himself and of explaining his
-position, as I am sure he can, with regard
to many of the things which are specified
in the report strongly against him, that I
now venture Io make this motion for an
Address to His Excellency the Governor-
General praying that this correspondence
may be sent down for the information of
Parliament.

HON. MR. ALLAN-In seconding this
motion, I think it is hardly necessary for
me to add anything to what has been said
already by the hon. gentleman from Sarnia,
except that I heartily concur in what he
has said with respect to the fairness of
having the letter which Mr.'Fleming has
addrcssed to the Government in reference
to this Railway Commission report given
that degree of publicity which can only be
accorded to it by the request contained in
this motion being complied with. There are
very many statements in that report which
reflect upon Mr. Fleming's ability as an
engineer, and also, as he complains, to a
certain extent upon his integrity. TheY
are certainly pointing to conduct on his
part which would seem like a disregard
for, or a proper care in the expenditure Of
public money ; there are many points

1 there, which he was not aware would be
raised, on which very strong comments are
made, and on which he was never questioned
and never had an opportunity to give an ex'-
planation of. It is in order that he may
have the opportunity of giving his explana-
tion, and that this explanation may be
made public, that this motion is made.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
Government make no objection to the
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Address. WVe will bring the papers down,
whatever they are, if they are official com-
munications to the Secretary of State, as I
ptesume they are, from the wording of
the Address.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following bills were introduced and
read the flrst time :-

Bill (135) "An Act to amend the Act
42 Vic. c. 4o, entitled 'An Act to amend
the Maritime Jurisdiction Act, 1877,' and
to make further provision for the recovery
of the wages of seamen employed on ves
sels navigating the inland waters of
Canada." (Sir Alex. Campbell.)

Bill (EE) "An Act to provide for build-
ing certain branch lines of railway from
points on the Intercolonial Railway and
Prince Edward Island Railway respec:
tively. (Sir Alex. Campbell.)

TARBOR ANI) RIVER POLICE
BILL.

COMMONS AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

A message was received from the
House of Commons returning Bill (D),
"An Act respecting the Harbor and River
Police of Canada," with certain amend-
ments.

HON. S1R ALEX. CAMPBELL said
that the amendments were not important
and he moved that they be concurred in.
One of them was to strike out the fourth
clause, which was as follows :

" Every superintendent of harbor and river
police appointed under this Act shall, for the
purpose of carrying out the criminal laws and
otier laws of Canada only, have and exercise
within bis local jurisdiction all the powers,
atuthorities, rights and privileges by law ap-
pertaining to a Police Magistrate of a city
in Canada and to Justices of the Peace
generally."

The objection taken to this in the House
of Commons was that it would be unsafe
to entrust a man, who was almost sure
not to be a lawyer, with the duties apper-
taining to a police magistrate under any
circumstances.

The motion was agreed to,

CIVIL SERVICE BILL.

'r; IRD READING.

HON. SIR ., LEX. CAMPBELL rose
to move the tilrd reading of Bill (36), "An
Act respecting the Civil Service of
Canada." ie said:--I stated that I
would, at the third reading of this Bill,
recur to the point raised by my hon.
friend from Hamilton (Mr. McInnes) with
regard to the fact that the maximum
salary of a second class clerk exceeds the
minimum salary of a first class clerk. I
thought at the time it was mentioned
that it was a matter within the
power of the Lower House, and that it
would not do for us to interfere with it.
Since then, on consultation with the
Minister of Public Works, who had charge
of the Bill in the other Chamber, I have
been led to believe that it is a clerical
error which could be corrected here. I
therefore move that the fifteenth clause
be amended by striking out the word
"two" and substituting for it the word
"four." The clause would then read:

" The nininun salary of a first-class
clerk shall be one thousand Jour hundred
dollars per annum, with an annual increase
of fifty dollars up to a maximum of one
thousand eight hundred dollars.
It will correspond with the 17th clause
which fixes the maximum salary of a
second class clerk at $1,400.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. SI-R ALEX CAMPBELL-In
the discussion in Committee it was sug-
gested that the examination papers
should be fyled and remain of record in
the office of the Secretary of State, and
in the 3 oth clause I move that the words
" with their examination papers " be
inserted after the word " qualified." The
clause will then read : "A list of the men
qualified, with their examination papers,
shall be made out, etc."

The motion was agreed to.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
see that my hon. friend from DeSalabery
(Mr. Trudel) has given notice of an
amendment to the 25th clause. I hope
he does not intend to press it.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I would have
no objection to rnodify the amendment in
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any way that might suit the hon. Minister
of Justice, but it strikes me that it should
find its place in the Bill.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I do
not think it is necessary, because the ex-
amination cannot be in any other language.
The amendment is that the following
words be added at the end of the twenty-
fifth clause :-

" Also, whether his knowledge of French or
English, as the case nay be, would justifv
the admission.of such candidate to the Civil
Service."

These are the only two languages we
speak, and there is no suggestion that
German or any other foreign language is
necessary.

HON. MR. TRU)EL-The meaning of
the amendment is that the examiners
should ascertain whether the candidate
has a sufficient knowledge of both lan-
guages. I would accept any suggestion
to make that meaning clearer.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-That
idea would have been better expressed by
saying "knowledge of French and Eng-
lish," but I could not assent to that,
because I do not think it is necessary that
every candidate should understand both
languages. As I said yesterday, it is a
desirable accomplishment and is necessary
in some parts of the country, but I would
not disqualify a young man because he
does not know both languages. The exa-
mination would be made up of so many
marks-say i,ooo marks--and so many
would be appropriated to each subject,
amongst others, French. If a candidate is
able to get so many marks in that lan-
guage, of course they would enure to his
benefit and render it unnecesary that he
should apply himself to a corresponding
amount of other studies, so I think it
would come as a matter of course, but I
do not think it would do to make it im-
perative. Take the Civil Service at the
present moment ! I think it is, for the
most part, thoroughly equipped, but there
are a great many men in it who do not
speak both languages. Take this House!
We believe that we are well equipped, yet
many of us are not familiar with the two
languages. I do not think it should be laid
down as a sine qua non that every candidate
should speak or write French and Eng-

HON. MR. TRUDEL.

lish. It is enough that both are likely to
be the subjects of study in which a candi-
date can obtain marks, and that will bring
about a disposition to study the two lan-
guages.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-Perhaps the
majority of this House do not feel, as we
who are of French origin do, the necessity
of such an amendment as this. Every day
French members of Parliament who have
occasion to visit the Departments to get
information on various subjects, experience
great difficulty in obtaining it in their own
language. We do what we can to acquire
a knowledge of English, but there are
technical terms which those of us who are
most familiar with the- language do not
understand, and this fact gives rise to a
good deal of difficulty. Then, again, all
correspondence from the Departments
here to officials in the Province of Quebec
is in English, and I have known many
instances in which even French clerks,
writing to French officials in our Province,
correspond in English. The attention of
ministers has frequently been called to
this, and the reply has invariably been that
it had always been the custom. It
shows how necessary it is that the public
officials should understand both languages.
If I interpret the Constitution aright, both
the French and English are official lan-
guages, and I think it is but proper that
those who speak French should exercise
their rights as citizens, in that language.
I feel that it is their right to transact their
business in French, and to receive answers
to their questions in that language, when-
ever they have occasion to deal with any
of the departments; we do not generally
insist upon it, but certainly it is our right.
The hon. Minister of Justice states, and
very truly, that there are many efficient
officers in the various departments, who
do not speak French, and he urges that the
country should not be deprived of the
services of such men because they do not
speak both languages. To this I answer
that the rule which I propose, is not in-
tended to be applied to those already in
the Service; indeed I should be one Of
the first to vote against any such arrange-
ment, but the proposed change is only tO
affect those who are to enter under the
Bill which is now before us, and it is with
that view I ask for it. I might here
remark that we are trying to improve our
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system, and if the argument is good, that
we cannot expect applicants generally to
have a knowledge of French-then it is
good also with regard to many other im-
portant and useful subjects, and we might
consistently reject the whole Bill and say
"up to the present time those requirements
have not been used in the Civil Service,
yet we have an efficient body of
men, and it is not necessary to im-
prgve the Service." I think, however,
that to any one who would speak
in that way, the Hon. Minister of Justice
would answer " We are trying every day
to improve our position." If it is the
desire of the hon. gentleman not to make
the bill too stringent, I would readily
accept any amendment in that sense; but
I think we should try to make some prog-
ress in that direction, and I repeat it is
the right of every French citizen to go
into the Departments and transact his
business in his mother tongue. The fact,
however, is that our country-men every
day go into those? offices and very often
.cannot 1inid people to answer them in
French. I look upon this as a sort of
denial of our rights, and, having submitted
the case, I hope the House will take it
into consideration.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
quite agree that members speaking the
French language, have a perfect right to
expect that they shall be met and answered
in that language when they made enqhiries
at the various Departments. I think,
however, that my hon. friend is wrong in
what he has said, for I know with refer-
ence to some Departments at all events,
it is not the case that the correspondence
is conducted entirely in English. I am
aware that such is not the fact in the Post
Office Department for instance, and my
hon. friend beside me (Mr. Aikins) says
it is not the case in the .Department of
Inland Revenue; in both of those Dep-
artments, letters which come written in
French, are for the most part answered in
the same language.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I said that I
had personal knowledge that such was the
case in some departments ; but in dealing
with portions of the Civil Service, ques-
tions were asked in French which could
not be answered in that language.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I

am glad to hear that my hon. friend does
not think it is so in all the Departments.
It is not that there is any disposition on
the part of the Governrment or the House,
I am sure, that due attention should not
be given to the French language, or that
members speaking that language should
not have every facility afforded them to
transact their business in their native
tongue ; but this is not the question be-
fore us-it is whether we should exclude
a young man from entering the service
because he does not know the French
language. It may happen that a young
man who has passed the examination
here prescribed, will afterwards study
French ; but in the greater part of this
country such language is unnecessary,
and why should we impose it upon al]
applicants for admission to the service ?
Is it not more reasonable to depend upon
the examination, which must be conduct-
ed, I imagine, upon a system of marks,
where, no doubt, so many marks will be
attached to the French language, and
where every candidate will naturally try to
obtain the marks which are given for that
language. A general feeling of emulation
will exist at these examinations, and every-
body will desire to possess that know--
ledge which is most likely to help him in
his career, and will try to acquire it ac-
cordingly. There are few things more
likely to aid a young man in his future
service than a knowledge of French ; and
certain other accomplishments in the same
way might be instanced. I hope my hon.
friend will not thirik it necessary to press
his amendment, because I am sure there
is no real reason why we should exclude a
man, because he does not know French.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-Perhaps we
might meet the difficulty in this way : the
Bill divides the officers of the service into
two divisions -the inside and outside
divisions. I can understand very well
that, for instance, a public officer in some
parts of the Province of Quebec might
discharge his duty thoroughly, without
knowing the English language, and I can
equally fancy that a knowledge of French
is unnecessary for other officers stationed
in some parts of the Province of Ontario.
I think, however, that those who are
employed here, at the seat of Government,
should be required to speak both lan-
guages, and we might, perhaps, frame an
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amendment in such a way as to insist
upon the officers to be arointed to the
Inside Division havi knowledge of
French, as well as of Enlish. As I said
before, I do not insist upon a very strin-
gent rule, but I would like something to
be done, in order to facilitate the relations
of the French portion of our population,
with the public offices.

HON. MR BELLEROSE-I must say
that I am always surprised, when this
question is raised in the House, to see
the feeling that it creates. That feeling
is such among some hon. gentlemen that
they get blinded, in a measure, and we hear
the statement made that there is no neces-
sity for the speaking of both languages.
Well, hon. gentlemen, I do not see that
there is one spot in the Dominion where
it is not necessary. I do not speak of
Quebec where the majority are French,
but I will go to Ontario and even further
away, to the Province of New Brunswick,
where we find to one-fifth to one-sixth of
the population are French : yet are we
told that a knowledge of that language
among the officials of this Dominion is
not necessary. In Quebec there is a
minority of one sixth but we respect that
minority, and in the past they have never
had occasion to complain of the acts of
the majority towards them. It is only in
this Dominion that the conditions are
changed ; here our majority becomes a
minority, and we are not treated as we
treat others. I would ask hon. gentlemen
to look abroad and not how this subject
of the French language is treated. In
Russia it is learned by all among the upper
classes, and in Italy and Germanv it is
taught in the schools, But I vill go
elsewhere, to that powerful Island called
Great Britain, and what do I find ? I
read in that great newspa per, the Times,
under date of July 4 th, j88i, a lutter from
the Earl of Morley to the Rev. G. C. Bell,
M.A., in which the following passage
occurs :

for adrnissio a to the various branches of the
Army, except only in cases where the candi-
date nay have a knowledge of colloquial
German, when lie will only be required to
qualify in scholastie French."

True this is in the Army, but hon. gen-
tlemen, if it is necessary there, might I
not argue a fortiori, that in the Civil Ser-
vice it is much more essential ? Such at
any rate is the view of the writer of this
letter who goes on to say, and I draw hon.
gentlemen's attention particularly to this
passage ;

"fHis Royal Highness the Field-Marshal
Commander-in-Chief and the Secretary of
State for War, being thus of opinion that a
knowledge of French, even if it be not re-
quired fron every English gentleman" (I will
leave it to lion. gentlenan to draw the infer-
ence) "nay fairly be dernanded froni every
British officer, and that it is indispensable to
officers who aspire to emnploynent on the
staff. still recognise the fact that the acquisi-
tion of this language in early youth is
absolutely necessary for the prosecution of it
in later years."

'IIn the meantine it has been resolved to
give anadditional value to Frencli in all
conpetitive examinations in the Arrny in.
which that language forms a part ofthe
course of study, and at the sane tine it is
intended to request the Civil Service Commis-
sioners gradually to raise the standard in that
language at the preliminary examinations."

Now, gentlemen, that is in England-
the last country in the world which I
would have thought would have come to
those conclusions. But let me go to the
other side of the line, to the United
States, and we find Mr. Siddons writing
to the Washington Republican in these.
words: "I congratulate you on the
article showing the importance and ne-
cessity of every officer of the United
States Government knowing the French
language." A different argument, how-
ever, has been put forth in this House.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Not
by me.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I do not
The niltar autorijesliavng ad say it has heer. done by the hon. Minister"The military authorities having hadunde tîeîrconi'îeatiîî ic of qujin~ ustice; that hon. gentleman does notunder their consideration the question ot eyta tr oo hnbtteeidenianding and encouraging proficiency in

the French language amîon.the officers of the great difference butween saying a thing is
Arny have corne to the co clusion that, f roi good, and insisting that it is ot indispen-
the date to be hereafter fixed, and of which sibI
fair and ample warning will be given to all
whomn this measure nay concern, a knowledge
of French, both scholastic and colloquial, necessity; for if it is a necessity in England
sha be ruade obligatory on ail candidates as the Times states, where is the hon.

HON. MR. TRUDEL.
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gentleman who will say it is not a neces- Departments, letters received, which were
sity in Canada ? Then Mr. Siddons con- written in French, were answered in that
tinues: "No one ought to deny that language. Well, I do fot deny that such
French is the diplomatic language, that it is the case; 1 accept the statement
is the language of every man who is well of the hon. Minister that it.is su;
educated. 'There is not in the whole of but 1 would remind that hon. geh-
the North, and particularly in the East, a' tieman of the fact that while to-day this
single family where the French is not may be true, it may be ail changed to-
taught and spoken." Now, this is the morrow by other Ministers who may be
case in the United States, and if it is so placed in charge of those Departments.
there, why is not such knowledge neces- If, however, it were made a matter of leg-
sary in Canada, where one-half of the isiation it would be otherwise, and these
population is of French origin. I might also conditions would he imposed upon the
quote the names of Mr. Edward Everett, a Ministers in ail Jepartments. It may he
well known literary man in the United possible, too, that 1 have knowledge of
States; Mr. Sumner, a prominent speaker matters which have not cone within the
there, and Mr. Longfellow, the poet of experience ofthe hon. Minister of justice,
world-wide fame ; they all have made it and I may state for his ipformation that I
their boast that they knew andspoke French. have known a letter to be returned from
Then again, in July, 1881, there appeared one of the Departments, (by a man who
in a journal of the city of Montreal a letter had corne from Englard, but who, I sup-
from a gentleman named Mackintosh. pose forgot his knowledge of French
He writes: ".I regret to see your great while crossing the Atlantic) with a request
Frenc' Canadian leaders seeming to be that it right he translated into English.
ashanm-d of their mother tongue ; but let 1 was conqulted in the rnatter and said,
Canad'ans not b1ieve that the English "send it back. and if you do not receive
peo:le vill consider then the more for an answer, neyer mmd, we wil
that. On the contrary, they would feel face the position?" So it was sent
more respect for them if Canadians would back again, and the second ture it
openly affirm their nationality, if they was kept. That is the way we
would freely acknowledge their truthful- are treated, hon. gentlemen, but if we had
ness to their flag, their tongue and their such laws as that for which we now ask,
institutions. Let Canadians work so that it would bequite different. The minority
the officers of their country shall learn in the Province of Quebec neyer have to
both languages." I have read these cita- complain that their language is ignored,
tions, hon. gentlemen, to show that, on because there, not a step is taken unless it
the other sidý of the Atlantic and on this, is published in both languages; and so
where there are no prejudices, the French the minority always work harmoniousiy
language is taught. Here, however, three- with us, in the secure belief that they are
fourths of the tine, we are met with the well treated. Indeed we feel a certain
argument, " Oh, let French and English pride in showing that though we have the
alone and be Canadians ! " I say, hon. gen- power to crush down the weaker party, we
tleman, let the majorityin this countrycease scorn to exercise it; we have a deely
to discriminate against the French speak- rooted idea that rnight is not necessarily
ing portion of the people, and their own right. I would ask to remind hon.
language will no longer be considered any gentlemen in this connection of what
other than a purely Canadian matter. Let took place a few months ago, on the other
every gentleman look at this gnestion in a side of the bne. A great international
broad light; let it be shown that we are Congress met in the City of Washington,
one people; let it be as with us in Quebec, the Capital of the United States, and
where we have no prejudices against the there were lresent delegates from every
minority. In that province we have been part of the world. It was held to discuss
taught by our forefathers to be liberal to the question of health legisiation, and I
those in the minority ; we have not for- would ask, in what language was the
gotten our education in this particular, and business of that Congress conducted? 1
the minority in our province are always am proud to say that the language coin-
shown great consideration. The hon. mon in a measure to ail the different
Minister. of justice said that in somep nations there represented, was the French,
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and the discussions were conducted
entirely, and I may add with great fluency,
in that tongue ; thus showing how the
study of it is cultivated among all civilized
nations. . Here in Canada, even by con-
stitutional law, the French is recognized
as the official language, yet we) cannot
have it except when the majority pleases.
I maintain it is our right only which we now
ask,and weshould not always be forced to
submit to the wish of the majority in this
matter ; but we should have such legisla-
tion as will give us the right to rise and
complain when justice is not done. As
the hon. gentleman from DeSalaberry
stated, none of us ever dreamed of asking
that the officials should be thorough fin-
ished scholars; we only ask that a candi-
date for promotion or appointment in the
Civil Service should know enough of the
language to be able to answer in French
any ordinary question which might be put
to him. That would be sufficient to
satisfy us, and I would here express my
conviction that if the officials in the Civil
Service, and future applicants for those
positions, knew that a knowledge of French
was expected of them, they would make a
point of mastering the language. The
greater part of the present staff in the
various Departments know enough of
French to answer a question on an ordi-
nary subject, but they will not do it,
because there exists among them the saine
feeling which is noticeable in other parts
of the Dominion. This is to be greatly
regretted, and certainly is a very different
feeling from that which actuates the
French-speaking part of our people. Look
at the discussions in both branches of our
legislature, and you will' find the French
imembers taking their part, and in the face
of all difficulties addressing both Houses
in a language which is not their own. It
may be that it is not alw.ys pleasant to
the Engiish-speaking menibers to listen to
the necessarily imperfect utterances of the
French representatives ; but if they suffer
in that way, we would say to these gentle-
men, -' If it is painful to you, let us suffer
in like manner-speak French, if neces-
sary, we will suffer, not with two
ears, but with four ears, if possible,
to understand what you mean." We
do not want a revolution ; all we want
is that this Bill shall provide that appli-
cants for examination as candidates for the
Civil Service shall have a certain amount

HON. MR. BELLEROSE.

of knowledge of the French language suf-
ficent at least for ordinary purposes.
There seems to be a disinclination on the
part of the English to learn the French
language ; some of them do acquire it,
because they find that it is an advantage
in business and enables them to make
money, bur they are few in numbers. It
is only conceding a right to the French
speaking portion of the population that
this amendment should be unanimously
adopted.

HON. MR. ALLAN-I would like to
put the hon. gentleman right in one res-
pect. From the tenor of his remarks I
would infer that he was under the impres-
sion that a knowledge of the French lan-
guage was not considered a necessary part
of a gentleman's .education in Ontario, as
he says it is in England and in the United
States. Now, I venture to say that there
is not a public school of any standing in
Ontario where French is not niade one of
the branches of study for which prizes are
given, and where it is not considered as
essential that a pupil should be as well
educated in Fýrench as in any other
respect.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-If so there
can be no objection to the amendment.

HON. MR. ALLAN-The instances
which my hon. friend has quoted with
respect to examinations for the Civil
Service and the Army in England can
hardly be said to be analagous to the exa-
minations proposed in this Bill for candi-
tes for the Civil Service of Canada. I
presune one reason why members of the
Civil Service in England should possess
a knowledge of French is, that if they go
into the diplomatic corps they would
not be (jualified for service abroad without
it. In the saine way with regard to edu-
cation for the army. Vrench is not con-
sidered necessary for the discharge of the
duties of an officer in England, but should
the fortunes of war call him abroad, then
the advantage of a French education comes
in.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I ask the
hon. gentleman, then, if the interests of
one-fourth the population of this Domin-
ion, who speak the French language, are
to be overlooked in this respect ?
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HON. MR. ALLAN-Not at all; I am
pointing out the reason why so much
stress is laid upon a knowledge of French
being necessary in the army and Civil
Service in England; and in neither case
is it analagous to the question here. I
think that the hon. gentleman is hardly
fair in his reference to the English speak-
ing members; certainly, as long as I have
had the honor of having a seat in this
House, every courtesy has been extended
by them to their fellow members who
speak the French language. At this
present moment we have the advantage of
having a Speaker in the chair who can
and does put the motions to the House
in both languages. The leader of the
Government can address the House in
French if he pleases. and sometimes does
so, and all the resolutions and reports are
read at the table in French as well as in
English. I think the hon. gentleman
himself (though I am sure he does it
out of courtesy and consideration
for those who do not require to have the
resolutions read in French) is one of the
first to cry "dispense!"

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I hope that
the hon. ,gentleman is not using that as an
argument to show that the reading in
French is not necessary; if he does he
will only force me to insist on a right that
is waived only out of courtesy to the
House.!

HON. MR. ALLAN-I hope the hon.
gentleman understands me when I say
that there has never been any desire on
the part of the English speaking members
of this House to interfere with the rights
of French members to have their language
recognized. With regard to examinations
for the Civil Service, I understood the hon.
Minister of Justice to say that in the
awarding of marks they will be given for
a knowledge of French just as they will be
given for a knowledge of any other subject
on which a candidate may be examined.
What I object to is that it should be made
a rigid rule that no one shall be admitted
into the service -at. all unless he has a
knowledge of French-which is practically
the effect of the amendment proposed by
my hon. friend from DeSalaberry. Every
inducement should be held out to candi-
dates to acquire the French language by
giving a larger number of marks to anyone

who has that qualification in addition to
the other qualifications called for by the
Board of Examiners. I would go further
and give additional marks for other lan-
guages, German, for instance, because we
have a large number of German citizens
settled in western Ontario, and we are
likely to have a very large immigration of
Germans as well as other nationalities into
the Northwest. For that reason I would
like to see young men entering the Civil
Service have one or two languages besides
our own.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE-The hon.
gentleman must be aware that there are
only two official languages in this country.

HON. MR. ALLAN-I am aware of
that.

HON. MR. BELEROSE-Then it
shows that the German language is not a
necessity to carry on the public business.

HON. MR. ALLAN-It shows that my
hon. friend is not willing to extend the
same courtesy to his German fellow
citizens that he claims should be extended
to his own nationality.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-The differ-
ence is that for us it is a right ; with them
it is a matter of courtesy.

HON. MR. ALLAN-It may be very
desirable in the future to make a know-
ledge of German one of the requirements
of a candidate for the Civil Service. I
hope that in a majority of cases those who
come up for examination for the Civil
Service will have a fair knowledge of
French, but 1 do not think we should
insert a clause in the Bill that would pre-
vent anyone from entering the Civil Service
who has not had a French education.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Reference
has been made to the German language,
it is my mother tongue; it is the language
of a large portion of the population of
my county, and I think that a knowledge
of German should also be one of the
qualifications of a candidate for the Civil
Service. There is more German spoken
in the United States than French, and
really it is the language of the educated
in every country in the world. If this
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question of languages is to be raised here
I do not know why German should not be
recognized also. I do not see anything
in this clause that requires to be amended
in that respect, but I could say a great
deal in favor of the German language.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-May I ask
the hon. gentleman whether the German
has received the same official recognition
in this country as the French language has
by the Treaty between France and Eng-
land.

HON. MR. KAULBACH--I am speak-
ing of the reference made by my hon.
friend to the use of the German in the
United States, where it is more largely
spoken than the French language. The
English is the dominant language ; it is
spoken in every country in the world, and
we shall find that it will prevail in this
country as everywhere else. The use of it
is increasing in France, and I hope before
long that it will be the only official lan-
guage on this continent.

HON. MR. MILLER-The hon. gen-
tleman from Lunenburg has referred to
the. German language as being largelv
spoken in his county; but I may say that
a large majority of the people of Cape
Breton speak Gaelic, and they have an
equal right with the Germans to have their
language considered in the qualification
requisite for a Civil Servant. But the
point has been very accurately and properly
put by my hon. friend from De Lanaudière,
when he says that we have but two officiai
languages in this country, French and
English. The French is not only recog-
nized and secured to the French people
by Treaty, but it is recognized and secured
also by the Confederation Act, of a later
date, under which this Dominion exists.
If I comprehend the clause correctly, I
iave no objection to it. If the clause was
intended to exclude from examinations for
the Civil Service all candidates not pos-
sessing a knowledge of both languages,
then I would not be disposed to support
it ; but, as I understand the section, I do
not think it has that effect. The clause is
not conjunctive in its sense, it is disjunc-
tive, and therefore I cannot see what ob-
jection there can be to the addition to the
25th clause of the Bill.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-The view I
take of this question is that there can be

HON. MR. KAULBACH.

no difference of opinion that it would be
very desirable that all candidates for the
Civil Service should know both languages ;
it would be a desirable advantage to the
country. But to say that no applicant
should be eligible for appointment to the
Civil Service unless he knew both
languages would be requiring that which,
under the circumstances, cannot be well
carried out. There is no distinction in
the Bill, as it stands, between a gentle-
man who understands the French language
alone making application for examination,
and an English gentleman applying under
similar circumstances. It is not required
that a Frenchman shall have a thorough
knowledge of English any more than it
is required that an Englishman should
have a thorough knowledge of French.
The examiners can put the questions to
the applicant in both languages, and if he
is proficient in the two, he will stand in a
better position to be appointed or pro-
moted than the person who only speaks
French or only speaks English. I think
that is all that can be required. There is
no doubt at all but most of the applicants
will have a reasonable knowledge of both
languages, but as a matter of course the
gentleman of French descent will have a
more thorough knowledge of the French,
and if he has a thorough knowledge of the
English also, and passes a good examina-
tion in every other respect, it places hini
in a prominent position for appointment
or promotion. In the same way if an
English gentleman has a thorough know-
ledge of both languages he has a better
chance for promotion than a candidate
who only understands one. But to re-
quire all applicants to have a knowledge of
both languages is to demand that
which, under the circumstances, is
unnecessary. As the Bill stands they are
both placed on an equal fQoting.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBEL- The
candidate can be examined in French if
he likes.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-Yes, and if
he speaks both languages he will receive a
greater number of marks than the candi-
date who only speaks one of them. It is
very desirable that the hon. gentleman
should not press the amendment as I
think the Bill as it stands is all we can re-
quire under the circumstances.
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HON. MR. POWER-I concur almost
altogether with the hon. gentleman from
Richmond in thinking that the French
language is in a totally different position
from the German or Gaelic, because it is
recognized by treaty and by the British
North America Act ; but at the same time
I could not vote for the amendment of
the hon. gentleman from DeSalaberry. In
the first place, the 2 5 th section, which he
proposes to amend, only relates, to the
preliminary examination and his amend-
ment is quite unlimited and would apply
to examinations that would take place in
other provinces as well as to examinations
in the Province of Quebec and at Ottawa.
The facilities for acquiring French in some
of those provinces are so limited that a
provision of this kind would practically
shut out the youths of some districts from
admission to the Civil Service if it were
made a part of the qualification for a pre-
liminary examination. The preliminary
examination is a simple affair that does
not require skilled examiners, and if the
hon. gentleman wishes to make a know-
ledge of French a requisite qualification
after the preliminary examination his
amendment should be made to the 2 7th
section. That section contemplates that
the advertisements shall be published in
the two languages. I think that the hon.
gentleman from DeSalaberry ought to be
willing to trust the Government to a cer-
tain extent in this matter. The subjects
on which candidates are to be examined
are to be prescribed by regulations, and
in these regulations the Government can
provide that in the Province of Quebec a
knowledge of both languages will be
necessary-and possibly here at Ottawa,
for admission to the inside service ; but I
think it would be unfair arid unreasonable
to require a knowledge of French in
provinces where candidates have not the
facilities for acquiring it. I have no
doubt that the attention of the Govern-
ment having been called to the inatter,
in framing the regulations they will make
such provision with reference to examina-
tions as will carry Qut the wishes of the
hon. gentlemen from the Province of
Quebec who have spoken on this subject.
The hon. gentleman from DeLanaudiere
referred to the fact that as a rule the
gentlemen whose mother tongue was
French spoke the English language in
Parliament, and that the natural construc-

tion to be put on that was that these
gentlemen were ashamed of their mother
tongue. I have never put that construc-
tion on it; I have felt that if anyone had
reason to be ashamed in the matter it was
the English speaking members, because,
while we have had as many facilities for
acquiring French as the gentlemen from
Quebec have had for learning English, we
have not succeeded as well as they have,
and the reason why the English language
is used here almost exclusively is that the
French members are able to speak our
language and understand it, while the
gentlemen from the other provinces do
not speak French and cannot understand. it.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
hope the hon. gentleman from DeSalaberry
will not ask the House to divide on a
subject of this kind, because it will leave
uncomfortable and unpleasant reminiscen-
ces. The 25 th clause of the Bill provides
that the examinations themselves shall be
held in either English or French, or in
both languages, at the option of the cano
didate. I think it would be a pity to press
the House to divide on what seems to us
from Ontario and other provinces to be
an impossible provision.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I do not wish
to impose on the hon. gentlemen of this
House what might be considered an un-
reasonable demand ; but I may say in
answer to what has fallen from the Minis-
ter of Justice that my object is not to
assert the rights of a candidate, but to
benefit the public service. Hon. gentle-
men will remember that I referred, in
committee, to the report of the Coin-
missioners and the list of subjects which
they have recommended for the examina-
tion of candidates ; that list included a
knowledge of both languages, and if the
Commissioners recommended it after due
consideration, it certainly gives weight to
my argument. it has been shown that
even in countries where French is not the
official language it is made one of the
necessary qualifications for members of
the Civil Service. I added a moment
ago that if my amendment should be
considered as being too general in its
character it might be limited to the inside
service. There is not an officer in the
service at Ottawa who has not occasion
to use French sometimes in connection
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with his official duties. Allusion has been
made to the manner in which the French
members of this House have been treated.
For my part I am willing to admit that I
have never experienced anything but
courtesy at the hands of my hon. col-
leagues; I have always found them dis-
posed to treat us with friendship and
justice; nevertheless we are at a great
disadvantage because of our imper-
fect knowledge of the English language.
Now, I know perfectly well that, in
many circumstances of life, ôur country-
men who speak the French language, not
only do not enjoy the samne advantages
here in the capital as others, but there are
other classes of our population that do
not even dream of receiving from their
country the natural advantages to which
they are entitled, because there is always
in practice that great difficulty of language.
Of course, when a French-speaking citizen
of Canada comes to a Minister of high
education, qualified to fill his exalted
position, he generally meets with great
courtesy, and even cordiality, but I know
that in nine cases out of ten the French
speaking population are treated, in the
public offices, as if they were dogs-
Indians would be better treated. This is
a patent fact which is known wherever
there is a French speaking population.
While the French language is not so gen-
erally spoken as the English, it is, never-
theless, one of the official languages of the
Dominion. We consented to enter Con-
federation on the understanding that we
should enjoy the same advantages as our
fellow-countrymen speaking the English
language, and yet we are, in practice,
placed in an inferior position. For in-
stance, I am here a French speaking
member by the constitution, by treaties,
by all that is most sacred to me, entitled
to an equal right with my fellow-country-
men of a different origin, to be heard and
answered in my own mother tongue.
Civil servants are my officers as well as
the officers of anybody else, but in nine
cases out of ten, if I ask a question in
French I am not answered: if I cannot
explain in English, I am not understood.
That being the position of those
who have better education, what is
the position of those who are less
educated-our farmers, for instance?
Hon. gentlemen, you cannot imagine the
difficulties which they experience every

HON. MR. TRUDEL.

day. Not long ago, on the Intercolonial
Railway, a passenger who could not speak
English was endeavoring to get informa-
tion as to where to stop, and if
I had not been there to interpret
for him, this poor man would probably
have been carried hundreds of miles be-
yond his destination. These are matters
of daily occurrence. It is not difficult to
get public officials ; hundreds are soliciting
positions in the public service, and why
should we not say that after two, three, or
five years every public official must have
some knowledge of French. I think it
would be very easy for them to qualify
themselves in that time. It has been said
that it would be hard to deprive the Dom-
inion of the services of a very efficient
officer because he did not understand
French. We might just as well say that
it would be hard to deprive a person of
the right to enter the public service if he
did not understand grammar. The famous
DuGuescelin, and Chevalier Bayard-
whose name was a synonym throughout
Europe for bravery and gallantry-could
not sign their names. There are official
documents in existence showing that they
made their mark. Those men accom-
plished miracles of bravery for the benefit
of their country. And if I was more fa-
miliar with English history, I might cite
similar instances in the English nation.
We might say, in view of this fact, what is
the use of demanding a knowledge of
arithmetic, mathematics, grammar, and
other branches of learning in our public
servants. Very often you will find super-
ior officials who do not understand gram-
mar. But we say, in this age it is desirable
that we should encourage education in
every possible way, and we consider it
quite natural to demand these qualifica-
tions. Then why not do the same thing
with the French language, especially when
it is remembered that they have to serve
a population a large portion of which can-
not speak English. For years and years
our population have suffered in silence, but
that is no reason they should be denied
justite now. With regard to the amend-
ment, I did not favor it myself ; being very
busyyesterday Iasked afriend to put anotice
on the paper for me. What I intended was
merely to restore what had been proposed
by the Commission, and I think this
amendment might be changed to meet
the circumstances of the case. To render
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the rule less stringent we might say, for
instance, that regulations in this direction
should only be enforced after a certain
time, or that they should apply only to
certain classes of servants. I would be
willing to accept any suggestion in this
sense, but I contend that something should
be done in this direction.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
Would my hon. friend accept this assu-
rance? I will undertake, on behalf of
the Government, that the subjects of
examination, as suggested in the
report of the Commissioners ho ad
French, shall be adopted by the Govern-
ment, and carried out by Orders-in-Coun-
cil, which are to be passed in pursuance
of this Act. I hope that will satisfy My
hon. friend.

HoN. MR. POWER-I hope not so
far as the Provinces are concerned, where
French is not spoken.

HON. MR. MACINNES-In England
there is no Civil Service Act. The Service
there is carried on by Orders-in-Council ;
so that the quotation which my hon. friend
read from the London Tmes simply arises
from an Order-in-Council passed by the
Goverrnent. I think we mnight trust our
Government to carry out, by means of
Orders-in-Council, what is proposed.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
hope the hon. member from DeSalaberry
will withdraw his amendment.

HON MR. BELLEROSE-Would it
not be possible for the Minister of Justice
to add some words to show that the Gov-
ernment will take it upon themselves to
carry out this view ?

HON. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL--I
cannot alter the Bill in the sense which
the hon. member from DeSalaberry wishes
-that is, to make it incumbent upon
every candidate who goes up for examin-
ation to know French. I am willing to
say that French shall form one of the sub-
jects for examination, and a certain num-
ber of marks shall be appropriated to it ;
and I am willing to offer every encourage-
ment and inducement to officials to
acquire a knowledge of French, but I can-
not say that it shall be imperative that

everyone entering the service shall under-
stand French.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-That ought
to be satisfactory.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-The notice as
given does not put us in a much better
position, because the interpretation would
be invariably against our pretension.
Perhaps the House will allow me to sub-
stitute " and " for " or," and to strike out
" as the case may be." The amendment
would then read :-

" Also, whether his knowledge of Frenchi
and English would justif the admission of
such candidate to the Civil Service."

Will the Minister of Justice consent to
put sonething like that in the Bill ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
hope my hon. friend will withdraw his
amendment. I have assured him that the
suggestions of the Commissioners will be
carried out in the regulations.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-But that is not
binding. Suppose my hon. friend, the
Minister of justice, should be raised to
the position of Governor-General, and my
hon. friend, the Minister of Inland Re-
venue, should occupy some other exalted
position, the Government might forget
this promise.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-My
hon. friend can see that it cannot well be
put in the Bill, but the whole tenor of the
measure shows that both languages are on
an equal footing. The examination may
be held in French or English at the option
of the candidate. What can be plainer ?

HON. MR. TRUDEL-It does not
exclude young men of the Province of
Quebec, who do.not speak English, from
the Civil Service, but it does not go the
length that I desire. I claim that every
man, who has occasion to visit any of the
departments here, should have the right
to be heard in his own language.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-J'espère que
l'honorable monsieur va retirer sa motion.
La promesse faite par le gouvernement
par l'entremise de l'honorable Ministre de
la Justice, (lue les intérêts de la langue
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française seraient bien et dument sauvegar-'
dés dans les réglements concernant les
examens, est parfaitement satisfaisante et
je crois qu'après cette promesse et les
explications données; l'honorable monsieur
devrait retirer sa motion.

HoN. MR. TRUDEL- L'honorable
député me prend par mon faible en for-
mulant sa demande en français et sur sa
suggestion, je m'en remettrai au gouverne-
ment qui j'en ai confiance remplira sa
promesse et verra à ce que dans les
réglements concernant les examens les
droits de la langue française seront
sauvegardés.

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

On the passing of the Bill.

HON. MR. MAcINNES-I should like
to ascertain whether it is the intention of
the Government to verify the statements
with respect to superannuation which are
made in the report of the Commission ?
We took a great deal of pains to have
these statements made out by the best
accountants in the service, and it is a
question on which the Commission were
unanimous.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
cannot speak on behalf of the Govern-
ment, but I shall endeavor to have them
examined by an actuary.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE rose to speak
amid cries of " question," he said :-Since
Confederation we have had many provincial
questions before us, and we have had
to vote millions of dollars to some pro-
vinces, in some instances, in my opinion,
more than they were fairly entitled to, yet
I never heard any representative from the
Province of Quebec say that the debates
on such occasions were too protracted
and call out " question." I recollect on
one such occasion five speeches being
made by one hon. gentleman on one
motion, and not a single member fron
the Province of Quebec rose to call him
to order. Now, when the Province of
Quebec is concerned, a good deal of feel-
ing is shown.

HON. MR. VIDAL-No feeling at
aIl

(Xivil

HON. MR. OGILV11A
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HON. MR. GIBBS-It is not true.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I will not
call the hon. gentleman to order, though
I think his remark is not parliamentary.
I say it is true, and I have seen a good
deal of feeling displayed in both Houses.
More than that, I have seen the rules
violated three or four times a day by hon.
gentlemen who are now so impatient, and
yet nobody from the Province of Quebec
rose to call them to order. Only last year,
when I rose to speak in the debate on the
Address, I was interrupted five or six
times, though speaking to the question,
and why ? Because I demanded fair
treatment for the Province of Quebec.
Is it surprising, therefore, that we feel we
have been unfairly treated, and are not on
equalterms with )ur English speaking fellow
subjects ? I am here as a representative
from one of the largest provinces of
Canada, and though others may submit
to be trampled upon, I will not tolerate
it. I am here to defend the rights of my
Province, and that I shall do whatever
may be the consequences. If this Bill
comes up late in the Session the fault is
not mine. If hon. gentlemen are anxious
to get home, they are not more anxious
than I am; but I feel that I am respon-
sible to the people I represent, and I shall
do my duty under any circumstances. I
cannot understand why it is that when-
ever questions affecting the Province of
Quebec are brought before this House a
feeling of uneasiness is displaved, and
there is an anxiety to put an end to the
debate. Last session an address was
passed by this House asking for a list of
all the officials in the employ of the
Government. It is now nearly fifteen
months since that motion passed, but no
such list has been produced. Will any-
one tell me that it could not be prepared
within twelve months ? It is obvious
that it was neglected during the recess, and
now whether it is ready or not, it is kept
back, and by-and-by it will be submitted
when the occasion for which it was most
required has passed by. As a Quebecer,
I cannot submit to this treatment without
a remonstrance. That list ought to have
been laid on the table of the House before
this Bill was submitted for our considera-
tion.

HoN. MR, AIKINS-The Govern-
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ment has no desire whatever to keep this
list back. More than that, instructions
have been given to have it prepared as
soon as possible. But we have to ascer-
tain not only the origin, but religion of
every officer in the employ of the Govern-
ment. We have to correspond with offi-
cers throughout the Dominion-in British
Columbia, for instance, and other places
at a great distance fron the capital.
Sometimes the response does not come
very readily, and, under the circumstances,
the hon. gentleman will understand that it
is almost impossible, or, at all events,
will take months to have the list complete.
With regard to the inside Civil Service
there is very little difficulty. That infor-
mation could be got in a few days. The
delay occurs in the outside service.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-Even to
obtain information from British Columbia
cannot possibly take fifteen months since
the mail is carried in two or three weeks.
The information has not been obtained,
or at all events, has not been brought
before Parliament, and there must be
reasons for all this. I do not assert that
the hon. gentleman does not believe what
he says: he may have been told so; but
I know too well how these things are
managed in the departments. The list
has not been submitted to Parliament
because some members of the Govern-
ment have reasons for withholding it.
I regret that the hon. member for Desala-
berry (Mr. Trudel) has withdrawn his
motion, because even if the House had
been so illiberal as to refuse to amend it
by striking out the word " or" and substi-
tuting for it "and," the hon. member
ought to know that there is another way
to meet the difficulty.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I thought it
was the general feeling of those who were
ready to sustain my motion that I should
withdrew it, and the hon. gentleman
knows very well that after a motion is put
it belongs to the House, and a single
member might have objected to the
withdrawal of it. It was because I did
not see any disposition on the part of the
majority to support it that I withdrew it.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-The hon.
gentleman is wrong. No member of this
House had a right to prevent him with-
drawing it, for the very reason that the

motion had never been put in the hands
of the Speaker: it was not before the
House, so there was no necessity to with-
draw it. The amendment which I had
prepared was to provide that the examina-
tion in the language which was not the
mother tongue of the candidate, should
only be to establisli whether the individual
knew enough of the other language to
answer questions put to him in the office
by any outsider who might come to him.
I think this might have been accepted by
the House, but since the original motion
has been withdrawn, I cannot move it, hav-
inggiven no notice. Atallevents,Ihopethis
discussion will go abroad, and that the
people of the Province of Quebec will see
how they are treated in the Parliament of
Canada-that they may see how the men
who occupy the Treasury benches to-day
disregard the promises they made at the
time of Confederation. They will see
how, during this session, solemn promises
made in 1867, when the Confederation
resolutions were before the Parliament of
Canada, have been construed in a different
way to that in which they were interpreted
at that time. In 1867 the men who are
now in power pledged themselves that the
clause relating to marriage should be
construed in a certain way ; this Session
they have declared that they are no longer
bound by that construction. The people
of Quebec will see in this case, also, that
the men who occupy the treasury benches
to-day, and who have for years been in-
debted to the large majority in the Prov-
ince of Quebec for the positions they hold,
and who will probably a few weeks hence
be dependent upon the support of that
province, refuse to do them simple justice.
For four years the French speaking mem-
bers of this House have been deprived
of the right, which they are entitled to
according to the spirit of the constitution,
of having on the treasury benches a rep-
resentative who could speak to them in
their own language. It has been said
that the Minister of Justice understands
French, and that he sometimes uses that
language. While he may be able to do so
better than I can speak in English, as a
matter of fact he has never spoken a word
of French in this House except on one or
two occasions, the last one being the other
day when he read a message from His
Excellency in both languages.

The Bill then passed.
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LABOR EIMPLOYMENT REGULA-
TION BILL.

ORDER DISCHARGED.

The order of the day having been
called for the consideration in Conimittee
of the Whole of Bill (R) "An Act to
regulate the employment of labor in work-
shops, mills and factories, and for other
purposes."

HON. MR. AIKINS said :-Since this
Bill was introduced, a very considerable
amount of correspondence has taken
place between employers of labor, who
would be affected by its provisions, and
the Government. In fact, communica-
tions are being received almost daily in
reference to it. Under these circum-
stances, and at this late period of the
session, it is thought better to withdraw
the Bill for the present session. I there-
fore move that the order be discharged.

The motion was agreed to.

THE CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS
OF THE SENATE.

FIFTH REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. READ moved the adoption
of the fifth report of the Committee on
the Contingencies of the Senate. He
explained that the changes involved an
increase of but $2oo yearly.

The motion was agreed to.

PETROLEUM INSPECTION
AMENDMENT BILL

ACT

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. AIKINS moved the second
reading of Bill (D.D.) " An Act to further
amend the Petroleum Act, i88o." He
said : Since the legislation of last session
a necessity has arisen to have a mode of
testing a class of oil that is used largely
on our railways and steamboats. The
Inspection Act last year did not make any
provision for this high fire test oil. The
fact is that the oil is supposed to stand a
test of from 250 to 300 degrees, while the
ordinary oil, used for domestic purposes,
stands a test of only 90 degrees. Hence,

oil that was imported from the other side,
as well as oil manufactured by our own
people in Canada, could not be tested and
branded. This Act is introduced for the
purpose of releaving us of the difficulty,
and enabling that kind of oil to be used
legally.

HON. MR. POWER-This Bill looks
harmless enough, but I feel rather sus-
picious of these Petroleum Inspection
Bills. The hon. Minister who has intro-
duced this measure, submitted one three
years ago, which led to a complete revo-
lution in the petroleum business.
It was introduced in this saine
way and the House passed it,
not knowing what they were doing. I
just rise for the purpose of expressing the
hope that when the House goes into com-
mittee on this Bill, we shall have such ex-
planations as will show that we are not
taking another leap in the dark. This is
a subject of light, and we should have
light on it. It seems to me that the
amendment which the hon. Minister pro-
poses, applies only to Canadian oil, and
not to oil imported from other countries ;
and I do not see why we should apply
differentrulestothe two kinds of petroleum.

HoN. MR. AIKINS-It is not the in-
tention to have two sets of rules, one for
imported oils, and the other for oils manu-
factured in Canada. The second section
of the Act passed last year refers to all
kinds of oils, whether imported or Cana-
dian. I beg to assure my hon. friend that
there is nothing underneath this Bill
which differs from what appears on
the surface. The Petroleum Act was
amended last year, and I think my hon.
friend, as well as other members in the
House, will say that those amendments
were perfectly satisfactory. I have not
found an instance in which oil which was
inspected has exploded. Accidents have
occurred in some cases from the upsetting
of a lamp, and in others from placing
lamps too close to stovepipes, but in no
instance has complaint been made to the
Department against the working of the
Act.

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

The Senate adjourned at six o'clock.

-Act.Amendment Bill.
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THE SENATE.

Otawa, Friday, May i2Il, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.

SEVENTH REPORT ADOPTED.

HON. MR. SIMPSON presented the
Seventh Report of the Joint Committee
on Printing. He said that the Committee
had unanimously agreed to recommend
an increase of salary to two of their very
efficient distributors $100 to Mr. Botterel,
head of the distribution office, and $oo
to Mr. Boulet, who had charge of the
French distribution. They had complain-
ed that in consequence of the increased
cost of living they found it difficult to
make both ends meet on their present
salaries. As he (Mr. Simpson) did not
expect to be here on Monday, he moved
that the report be now adopted.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (FF), " An Act further to amend
the Indian Act of i88o.-- (Mr. Aikins.)

Bill (i 19), " An Act further to amend
the Pilotage Act, 1873, and the other Acts
therein mentioned.-(Sir Alex. Campbell.)

THE SENATE DEBATES.

THIRD REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE
ADOPTED.

HON. MR. VIDAL moved the adoption
of the third report of the Committee on
Reporting and Publishing the Debates of
the Senate. He said he did not think it
wa: necessary to occupy the time of the
House with any explanations, as the con-
tract entered into last year was the one
which now appeared on the minutes. In
order to conform to views expressed by
some hon. members, information was
obtained from the publisher of the morn-
ing newspaper as to the terms upon which
he would publish our reports in the way

s, 1882.] Amendment Biß. 689

they were last session, but it was found
that the exjnse would be so largely
increased that i t was not desirable to return
to that system.

The report was adopted.

MARITIME JURISDICTION
AMENDMENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. 6IR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (135), "An
Act to amend the Act forty-second
Victoria, chapter forty, intituled 'An Act
to amend the Maritime Jurisdiction Act,
1877,' and to make further provision for
the recovery of the wages of seamen
employed on vessels navigating the inland
waters of Canada."

He said :-There was an amendment
made in 1879 to the Maritime Jurisdiction
Act of 1877, which prevented seamen and
other persons employed on a vessel from
recovering wages in advance of a claim
which a mortgagee might have on the
vessel. Of course seamen's wages should
be the first charge. This proposed to
allow them to recover any wages due them
after a certain date. There is a date to
which mortgages are protected. It is not
proposed to interfere with existing mort-
gages, but to change the law hereafter,
so that seamen's wages may come in
first, and then any person taking a mort-
gage on a vessel will do so subject to this
Act. Another clause gives persons em-
ployed on vessels navigating inland waters
the same mode of recovering wages as
seamen have under the Seamen's Act of
1873. It will enable persons employed
on lake vessels to recover wages by similar
proceedings before a magistrate or two
magistrates. As it is now, they are obliged
to take proceedings either at law in the
ordinary way, or, under the Maritime
Jurisdiction Act, in the Admiralty Court,
both of which are attended with delay,
and in the meantime the ship may have
left the port. There seems no reason
why they should not have the same means
to recover their wages as seamen elsewhere.
It is very desirable in the navigation of
Lake Ontario. The other clause of the
Bill is to meet this want : the Seamen's
Act of 1873 provides that seamen
shall be paid off at the end of
the voyage. It is difficult to fix that in
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Ontario, because the voyage there is from
port to port, and is of short duration, and
sometimes the seamen are employed by
the month. The law is changed to
enable thern to recover their wages as
soon as the contract expires, or the right
to recover is proved.

The Bill was read the second time, and
referred to a committee of the whole
House.

In the Committee,
HON. MR. MILLER inquired if there

was any appeal from the decision of the
magistrates under this Act.

HON. SIR ALEX.
There is no appeal;
jurisdiction.

CAMPBELL-
it is a limited

HON. MR. MILLER--Of course, you
do not take away the writ of certiorari.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No;
but my hon. friend will see that the
wages to be recovered are small amounts.

HON. MR. SUTHERLAND, from the
committee, reported the Bill without
amendment.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

BRANCH LINES OF GOVERNMENT
RAILWAYS BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (EE) " An Act
to provide for building certain branch
lines of railway from points on the Inter-
colonial and Prince Edward Island Rail-
ways respectively."

He said: The Government propose to
construct two branch lines of railway, to
increase and make more convenient the
business of the Government railway at the
points to which these branches go. The
first is in the Province of Quebec, from
St. Charles Station to Point Levis by way
of Indian Cove ; the other is from the
Prince Edward Island Railway to a point
between Cape Traverse and Carleton Cove.
The items for the construction of these
two railways will be in the estimates, but
it is necessary, in addition to having the

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.

money, that the Minister should have the
power to construct these railways, and
this Bill is to give him that power.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-Will it
have all the rights and privileges of the
Prince Edward Island Trunk Line?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Yes.

HON. MR. POWER-I do not think
there is any reasonable objection to what
the Government propose to do. This
branch to Point Levi is a very necessary
addition to the Intercolonial Railway, and
I regret that the Government, as far as I
am aware, have not availed themselves of
the facilities we have had in the past to
the extent that they should have done. It
has been a matter of complaint in this
House for several Sessions past that, while
the Government railway made a sort of
connection with the railways on the North
Shore of the St. Lawrence, there did not
appear to be any working arrangement
between the two lines ; and it is impossi-
ble to get a ticket from Halifax, or I pre-
sume any point on the Intercolonial Rail-
way, which will carry one through to
Ottawa, or even to Montreal. The tickets
can only be had to Point Levis, and lug-
gage has to be re-checked there, and new
tickets procured, no matter whether one
proceeds by the Grand Trunk Railway or
the North Shore Railway. It seems to
me that the Government ought, even be-
fore this branch is constructed, to take
such steps as would be taken if the twO
roads were owned and operated by private
companies, so as to consult a little more
than they do the convenience of people
who have to travel over these lines.
While this road to Point Levis is a very
necessary improvement, as is also the
Prince Edward Island branch, I
think a branch from the Intercolonial
Railway at Windsor Junction to Halifax is
quite as necessary as the St. Charles
branch, and I regret that the Minister Of
Railways, who has always manifested the
deepest interest in the welfare of Halifax
and Dartmouth, has not been able to in-
duce his colleagues to insert in this Bill a
provision for the construction of the short
branch which is only about eleven miles
and would be a very great convenience tO
the people of Halifax and Dartmouth,
and would relieve the pressure on the
main road.
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HoN. MR HOWLAN-I rise to say tion to area, and we are until this day
I am most happy indeed to see that the without a mile of railroad buit in Cape
Government have decided to build a Breton at the public expense. I ar
branch line to Cape Traverse, and I hope astonished at the negleet that has been
they will carry out the connection as pro- shown to that island on ail occasions, and
posed in the terms of confederation, which astonished-I will fot say at the pre-
has been a burning qnestion, ever since, sumption-at the 'regret expressed by
between both Governments. I may say hon. gentlemen in whose localities so
that the branch line will go through as much of ah the public expenditures
fertile a district as any in Canada-not in Nova Scotia is made, that they do fot
only well cultivated, but inhabited by a get a great deal more. It seems to me
very intelligent, well-to-do class of farmers, that the object of the Government has
and I have no hesitation in saying that it been to make a sort of preserve of Halifax
will be one of the best paying portions of by lavish expenditure, and yet the hon.
the line. I presume it is not going too far member from that city is not satisfied.
to ask the Government if is the inten-
tion to build the branch line this sum- HON. MR. SKEAD-Why did you fot
mer. ask for a railway?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-It is
intended to go on with it at once. HON. MR MILLER-We have asked

for it-times without number-and have
HON. MR. MILLER-I must con- been refused. There was a scheme be-

gratulate both of my hon. friends from fore the Nova Scotia Legislature last
Prince Edward Island on the solicitude winter for the formation of a syndicate to
now manifested by the Government with buy up the railways of that Province, and
respect to the building of this railway; on one occasion it was stated that the
and I must also express my admiration of Minister of Railways had said that instead
the modesty shown by my hon. friend of abandoning the Pictou Branch the
from Halifax in condemning the Govern- Government might retain that line
ment because no further expenditure is to and buy up the eastern extension
be made on railways in Halifax County to the Strait of Canso. The statement
this year. For the last four years most of was denied in the Nova Scotia Assembly,
the expenditure that has been incurred by and a telegram was sent to Ottawa, to the
the Dominion in connection with railways Minister of Railways. The reply was
in Nova Scotia has taken place in Halifax that such was the case, but the Minister
County, yet the hon. gentleman is not gave the people of Cape Breton to under-
satisfied. I am sorry, however, that we stand that although the Government might
have nothing to be grateful for to any be persuaded to buy up the eastern exten-
Government in regard to railway expendi- sion and retain the Pictou branch,'still he
ture in the Island of Cape Breton. could not say that one dollar of money
When Cape Breton came into confedera- would be expended to extend the lime
tion it assumed one-fifth of the debt of through Cape Breton. But now, alchough
Nova Scotia, and has ever since been not one dollar of public money can be
obliged to contribute its share towards found for a railway in Cape Breton,
the construction of the Intercolonial $15oooo a year for twenty-five years can
Railway; we have also been obliged to be provided for that work of folly, the
assume our share of the burden of build- Chignecto Marine Railway. It is true
ing the Pacific Railway; we have been that a syndicate has been formed for the
obliged to contribute our portion towards purpose of buying up the Nova Scotia
the building of the Canadian system of railways and completing them, and of
Canals; and on all occasions we have building a railway across the Island of
been called upon to bear our share of the Cape Breton. I hope I may be disap-
public taxation. Yet no money can be pointed, but I greatly fear that after that
found by any Government to build a syndicate has served its turn at the com-
single mile of railway upon our Island. ing local elections, we will fimd the
We are an old, well settled country, a hances of Cape Breton getting a railway
valuable country, perhaps the most valu are just as far off as ever. I have no
able portion in this Dominion in propor- faith in that syndicate, so far as Cape
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Breton is concerned, and no faith in the
justice of the local government towards
our island. There has been no impor-
tant expenditure chargeable to capital
account, in that island, either before
or since Confederation.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
thifik the hon. gentleman has some grounds
for complaint, as regards the wants of
Cape Breton, but the case is not quite so
strong as he puts it. There was a large
expenditure in Cape Breton, in connec-
tion with the St. Peter's Canal, some
$75,ooo, I think.

HON. MR. MILLER-$200,ooo.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
Cape Breton is so fortunately situated that
it really does not need much railway com-
munication. It has so good and sheltered
an inland navigation.

HON. MR. MILLER-But it is closed
half the year.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Then
during the other half year the railway
would only run to Louisburg or Sydney.
There is no scope for a railway in Cape
Breton.

HoN. MR. MILLER-I do not con-
cur in that.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I am
happy to say that the efforts that are being
made in Nova Scotia, for the formation of a
company to take over'all the railways in
that Province, and to increase their
length by the construction of the piece of
railway on the Island of Cape Breton,
promise to be successful; and the Gov-
ernment of the Dominion has, in order
to help the company so intending to con-
struct this additional piece, as well as to
take over the existing lines, negotiated
to give over the Windsor Branch, which
is about 40 miles long and belongs to
the Dominion Government.

HON. MR. MILLER-That was given
to them long ago.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-But
it has been taken back by us and a Bill is
now in the Legislature to deal with it

assuming it to be our property, and we
are asked to deal with it in the way I have
stated, and we are going to deal with it.
The Windsor branch will be given to this
Company and amongst other things the
Company has to construct this line in
Cape Breton from the Gut of Canso to
Louisburg, so that the very line the hon.
gentleman points out will be constructed
by a company subsidized by the Dominion
in so far as giving them the Windsor
branch is concerned. I think the Govern-
ment is entitled to some credit therefore
for assisting in the construction of a rail-
way on the Island of Cape Breton.

HON. MR. MILLER-I rise to say a
few words in reply to the hon. gentleman.
In the first place he has asked if the St.
Peter's Canal, in Cape Breton, has not
been built by the expenditure of public
money. I can only say in reply to that,
that the St. Peter's Canal was opened at
an expenditure of $200,ooo contributed
out of the provincial resources before the
Union; since Confederation, it has been
enlarged at an expenditure of $200,ooo

more. But I cannot understand how hon.
gentlemen can look upon that for a
moment as meeting the claim of Cape
Breton for an expenditure of public money
on railways. That Island has about one-
fifth the population of Nova Scotia. That
province came into the Dominion with a
debt of nearly $1o,ooo,ooo and we should
be entitled to an expenditure of one-fifth
of that sum on capital account in our
own island, but we get nothing at all.
On the contrary when the debts of
Ontario and Quebec were levelled up
by giving all the other provinces
a sum equal to the amount required for
that purpose, something over a million
of dollars fell to the share of the Province
of Nova Scotia, all of which was expended
in Nova Scotia proper; we did not get a
dollar of it. All our share in that surn
was expended on railways in Nova Scotia
proper. I am only surprised that people
will say that a trifling expenditure of a few
hundred thousand dollars on our Island,
with a population nearly as large as that
of Prince Edward Island-an Island far
more important and valuable than Prince
Edward Island, and in resources far
beyond any portion of the Dominion of
equal extent-should be looked upon as
any equivalent to our rights from this

HON. MR. MILLER.
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Dominion. Now, with regard to the
other matter alluded to by my hon. friend,
he is altogether astray. There has been
some very queer work in connection with
the Windsor branch. Before the Govern-
ment of Sir John Macdonald went out of
office in 1873, an Order-in-Council was
passed, transferring the Windsor Branch
to the Western Counties Railway, extend-
ing down to Yarmouth. Afterwards the
Windsor and Annapolis Railway Company
brought an action against the Yarmouth
Company to recover this branch, but
before the action was terminated, the
present Government gave this branch
away to the Annapolis Railway Company.
Since then the courts have confirmed
the title of that branch in the
Annapolis Railway Company. I under-
stand now that there is a bill before Par-
liament making very important changes in
regard to that railway, in relation to the
syndicate which is about to be formed ;
the branch from Truro to Pictou is also
to be handed over, to enable arrangements
to be made by the syndicate with the
local government. Now, I believe these
concessions of the Dominion Government,
whatever they may be worth, if the scheme
assumes even a practical shape, of which
I have grave doubts, will all be utilized in
completing the railway system of Nova
Scotia proper, and that not one dollar of
money will go towards railway extension
in Cape Breton. I believe not a mile of
that railway will be built by the syndicate
in our island. I have no faith or confi-
dence in the local government doing jus-
tice to that island. They have shown
themselves, ever since they have been in
office, some four years ago-the Premier es-
pecially-unwilling to do justice to Cape
Breton. I know myself, from intercourse
with that hon. gentleman last session,
when he first attempted to float this Syn-
dicate, that he would not give us even a
shadow of a promise to build a single
mile of road in Cape Breton, although we
are in the position I have described. I say
the position of the question is such as to
enable the Local Government and the
Syndicate both to evade building any
railway on the island, under the law pass-
ed by the local legislature, and I expect
nothing better than a repetition of the
old treatment to which we have been so
long subjected. I supported Confedera-
tion, and did a great deal to bring my
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Province into the Union, as some hon.
gentlemen around we know, because I
considered Cape Breton was not getting
fair play from Nova Scotia under the old
regime, but that Island has not benefited
herself in that respect in coming into Con-
federation as much as I thought it would,
because we have not received the consi-
deration we are entitled to. I did not
intend to interject these remarks into this
discussion, and would not have done
so if it had not been for the unreasonable
demands made by other localities that are
petted and spoiled by the Government.

HON. MR. POWER-I am very glad
that my injudicious remarks have had the
effect of bringing the hon. member from
Richmond to his feet. We had almost
forgotten the sound of his voice, and I am
sure that the House is well pleased to
hear it again. I do not rise for the pur-
pose of contradicting him. I think, with
reference to the St. Peter's Canal the hon.
gentleman might have said more than he
did. He might have said that work is
not calculated to. benefit Cape Breton
more than the other portions of Nova
Scotia. It is simply an opening through
a small portion of the Island, and is quite
as much a benefit to other parts of Nova
Scotia, and some of the lower provinces
also, as it is to the island of Cape Breton
itself. I do not think, therefore,,
that that island is properly charge-
able with more than a portion
of the money spent upon that canal. I
endorse the opinion of the hon. gentleman
as to what this syndicate which has been
incorporated in Nova Scotia is likely to do.
From the best information we have been
able to gather, they have not the capital
at their command which would enable
them to construct any road in Cape Breton.
Their first duty is to complete the existing
roads on the mainland of Nova Scotia,
and there is no reason to suppose that
they will have any money, after that work
is done, to build any roads in Cape Breton.
I join the hon. gentleman in the regret he
has expressed that when money can be
voted to build roads and to aid under-
takings, whose value is questionable, in
other places, the Government have not
been able to do anything in the way of
railway construction on that Island.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
read the second time.
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PETROLEUM INSPECTION
AMENDMENT BILL

ACT

THIRD READING.

The House went into Committee of the
Whole on Bill (DD) "An Act further to
amend the Petroleun Inspection Act,
188o."

In the Committee,

HON. MR. AIKINS explained, as he
had previously stated, that the Bill was to
permit the use of a certain kind of oil
which at present cannot legally be used,
in consequence of its gravity. It was a
very high test oil, ranging from 250 to 300
degrees, while the gravity was much great-
er than that of the oil which was generally
used for domestic purposes. He stated
that this oil was used on steamboats and
in railway cars, in consequence of its
greater safety as compared with any other
light that could be produced, the fire test
being so great that even when a match
was applied to it, it would not ignite. It
would only take fire when exposed to a
very high temperature, and the object of
the Bill was to permit that kind of oil to
be ùsed.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE expressed
his regret that the Bill had not been intro-
duced earlier in the Session, so that its
provisions might have been made known
to practical merchants in the more remote
parts of the Dominion, and their opinions
as to its merits ascertained.

Hon. MR. AIKINS quite agreed that
it would have been desirable, but his at-
tention had only been called to it within a
few hours. He was not even aware that
such oil was produced in the Dominion,
until very recently ; but our own pro-
ducers having discovered the mode of
making it, are now placing it upon the
market. It was only yesterday that his
attention had been drawn to it, and he
mentioned that the producers here were
anxious that the fire test should be made
3oo degrees. He had obtained samples
of the oil from Montreal, which was used
there both on steamboats and in railway
cars, and he had got some from Toronto,
which was also used on the railways.
Those samples had been tested and they

averaged from 285 to 290 degrees. He
had, however, made the test somewhat
lower than that, so that no class of this
oil would be prohibited, and in that way
our own producers would not have a mon-
opoly. Had his attention been called to
the subject sooner, he would certainly
have introduced a Bill at an earlier period,
for he quite admitted the desirability of
such a course.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE called at-
tention to the fact that the test was ob-
tained in an open cup, and asked whether
the expensive apparatus which was pro-
vided last y2ar was found useless for the
purpose.

HON. MR. AIKINS said that the
apparatus referred to had not been laid
aside, but was used for testing ordinary
petroleum. He called the hon. gentle-
man's attention to the fact that the water
bath could only produce a heat of
212 degrees, and in order to get
a greater heat it was necessary to
introduce the oil test. If sperm oil
or sweet oil were used, it would bring
the heat up to 360 or 4oo degrees ;
and as it would be very expensive to get
new instruments for testing this particular
oil, they had adopted the open cup. For
ordinary petroleum, however, the instru-
ment alluded to by his hon. friend (Mr.
Haythorne) could not be excelled.

HON. MR. MACDONALD, (Victoria),
asked whether the Bill would keep out
American oil, and mentioned that at pres-
ent no other than American oil was used
in British Columbia.

HON. MR.AIKINS said such was not the
intention of the Bill. The oil which had
been testedwasAmerican oil. He remnded
the hon. gentleman from Victoria (Mr.
Macdonald) that the Bill did not in any
way apply to the ordinary oil for domestic
use, but only to the new " high test oil."

HON. MR. POWER could see nothing
objectionable in the Bill, except, indeed,
that it was introduced at the instance of
Canadian manufacturers of the article,
and he instanced the fact that serious
difficulties had arisen from bills which
were introduced at their instigation in the
past. However, the Grand Trunk and

.Act Amendment -Bill
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other railways were the parties most inter-
ested in the measure, and he rose particu-
larly to draw the attention of the hon.
gentleman, who usually looked at the
interests of the Grand Trunk in the
Senate (Mr. Ferrier) to the Bill, and
would ask him if that Company was satis-
fied with the character of the measure.

HON. MR. FERRIER regretted that,
as he was not in a position to know all
the details of the Company's business, he
could not reply to his hon. friend.

HON. MR. AIKINS explained that
the samples of oil to which he had refer-
red were obtained, in one instance, from
Montreal, where it was in use on the
Grand Trunk; and in the other from
Toronto, where it was used by that Com-
pany and others.

HON. MR. MONTGOMERY, from the
committee, reported the Bill with certain
amendments, which were concurred in;
and the Bill, as amended, was read the
third time, under a suspension of the rule.

STEAMBOAT INSPECTION
SOLIDATION BILL.

CON-

IN COMMITTEE.

The House went into Committee of the
Whole on Bill (117) " An Act to amend
and consolidate the Acts respecting the
inspection of steamboats and the exam-
ination and licensing of Engineers em-
ployed in them."

In the Committee.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL ex-
plained that the Bill comprised much that
was old and already in th.- law relating to
inspection of steamboats, but there were
also many new features; and he asked the
attention of the Committee particularly to
the new clauses.

On the seventh clause.

HON. MR. POWER expressed his
doubts as to whether the three practical
ship-builders named there, would be com-
petent to examine a man as to his know-
ledge of the hulls of iron steamers. He
remarked that ship-builders in this country
are usually builders of wooden vessels,

and it seemed to him questionable whether
those men would be competent to test an
iron vessel.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL thought
that men possessed c f the requisite know-
ledge to discharge that duty could be
found, and it would have to be provided
for.

On the i6th clause.

HON. MR. POWER said it did not
appear to him that such a tribunal as was
there constituted would be satisfactory to
the ship-owners. He thought that in the
event of a difference of opinion arising
between the inspector and the ship-owner,
the Minister would be likely, when the
complaint was laid before him, to endorse
the action of his subordinate.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL con-
sidered it would be very difficult to have
any other tribunal, and thought any com-
plaints coming before the Department
would be impartially enquired into and
dealt with.

HON. MR. HOWLAN could see no
other course to be pursued ; he did not
think it could so safely be left to the
inspector alone. He supposed the matter
was a consequence of the unfortunate
accident which occurred last year on the
River Thames, in Ontario, and that the
Government were promoting this measure
with a view to preventing a similar catas-
trophe in the future. It appeared to him
that the Bill had reference more particu-
larly to the inland marine rather than to
sea-going ships, and therefore he thought
it was necessary to have some such
tribunal as that proposed. He instanced
the case referred to by the hon gentleman
from Halifax (Mr. Power), where an iron
ship was to be examined, and the owner,
feeling dissatisfied with the inspector,
complained that he was not competent for
the duty assigned him. He thought such
a dispute should be settled by the head
of the Department. He has to be re-
sponsible for it not only to the Government
but to the public, and therefore, it is a
very wise arrangement. It enables the
Government, should any case arise, to go
outside the Civil Service, to go even to
the neighboring country, or any place, to
get such information and practical know-
ledge as is thought necessary.

Ñteamboa Inpection
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HON. MR. POWER said that of course
any body feeling himself aggrieved by the
action of the Minister could bring the
matter before Parliament.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
it had been pointed out to him
by a vessel owner, who had
consulted a legal gentleman on
the subject, that this provision referred
only to disputes arising under the 16th
section of the Act. He moved to amend
the clause by adding after the word
" dispute " the following: "arising under
this section, or any other section of this
Act." The effect of this would be to
provide that it should not be only dis-
putes arising under the 16th clause, but
under the whole Act.

The motion was agreed to and the
clause as amended was adopted.

On the 17th clause.

HON. MR. MACDONALD thought
that this provision might entail heavy ex-
pense on vessel owners.

HON. MR. HOWLAN said it was the
usual course.

The clause was adopted.

On the 5 1st clause.

HON. MR. ALLAN wished to know if
there was anything in the Bill, or in the
present law, making it incumbent on the
owners of steaniboats, or those having
charge of them, to put up in conspicuous
places on their vessels certificates as to
the number of 'persons they were allowed
to carry.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Yes.

HON. MR. ALLAN said that every-
one, no doubt, was aware of the dan-
gers arising from the overcrowding
of steamers, particularly excursion steam-
ers, in the neighborhood of large towns.
He had often seen them so overcrowded
that any alarm on board might occasion a
frightful accident. It was time to put a
stop to such overcrowding, which had
already led to terrible disasters, such as
had occurred last year on the Thames.

HiON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL quite

recognized the importance of the point,
but it was provided for in the sixteenth
section.

HON. MR. ALLAN considered that this
was a great safeguard; but after the issu-
ing of these certificates, the inspector had
nothing to do with the vessel until the
following year. Was there any provision
by which somebody would be authorized
to go on board these vessels and see that
they were not overcrowded?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
there was not. It was left to the public
to prefer the complaint. No doubt, in
cities and towns it would be the duty of
the local police to see that the provisions
of the Act were carried out.

The clause was adopted.

On the 56th clause

HON. MR. SCOTT observed that in
the penal clause in reference to the pros-
ecution of the master, or captain, in such
cases, he would not be liable criminally
unless he knew that the passengers on
board exceeded the number mentioied
in the certificate. There would be no
possibility of convicting the master of a
vessel if that word "knowingly" were
left in.

HON. MR. AIKINS--If he is told, he
knows it.

HON. MR. SCOTT said it was the
captain's duty to take cognizance of it.

HON. MR. HOWLAN did not see how
it was possible to make the captain res-
ponsible. He had his duties to perform.
Suppose the vessel was allowed to carry
400 passengers and the captain authorized
the purser to sell only 400 tickets, if 450
were sold the captain vould be criminally
liable for the action of the purser, if this
word "knowingly " were struck out of the
clause.

HON. MR. SCOTT said that in a great
majority of the cases referred to by the
hon. member from Toronto (Mr. Allan)
no tickets are sold. The money
is collected on the boat. Parliament
would be lax in its duty if it
did not make it incumbent on the captain

comolida" Bia.
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to see that the vessel was not carrying
more passengers than the certificate
allowed. This subject had been discussed
greatly in the press of late years, especially
in the newspapers of New York, in which
city the police had found it necessary to
interfere to prevent infractions of the law.

HON. MR. ALLAN said the steamers
to which he referred were simply vessels
which carried excursion parties. When
tickets were sold at all it was generally at
some place on the wharf, and it was im-
possible to tell how many persons passed
on board. It would be very difficult
indeed to prevent the recurrence of this
overcrowding unless the law were made
very stringent. There had been some
dreadful accidents from this cause, and
his attention had been called to it
repeatedly during last year by citizens of
Toronto who had asked him, in the event
of any alteration being made in the law
respecting the inspection of steamboats,
to see if something could not be
done to protect the public. Of
course any one on board of a
vessel permitted to carry 400 people,
finding 500 passengers on board could
lodge a complaint ; but that was something
which people do not care to do, and some-
body should be responsible for seeing that
the vessel was not over-crowded. He did
not see who could be made responsible
but the captain.

HON. MR. HOWLAN did not see
why the captain should be held respon-
sible, unless he knowingly permitted the
vessel to be over-crowded. The proof
that he did know should be furnished by
the party bringing the charge.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-It is
very difficult to prove.

HON. MR. FERRIER said there was
only one way-place a turnstile on the
wharf, through which everyone going on
board the vessel must pass. Otherwise it
would be impossible for any man to count
the number boarding a steamer on a public
holiday.

HON. MR. POWER thought that if the
word "knowingly" were struck out, a jury
would never convict a captain, if it ap-
peared on trial that only one or two pas-

sengers above the proper number had
been taken on board. T he publicrequired
protection : vessel owners would protect
themselves. The captain was the only
person who could control the number of
persons going on board. If the captain
was not present at the gate by which the
passengers entered, other officers who
were under his direction were, and he
should see that they discharged their
duty.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL was
afraid the use of the word "knowingly"
destroyed the effect of the clause very
much: at the same time the committee
should bear in mind that the penalty im-
posed was a very severe one-two
years' imprisonment in the penitentiary-
and it would be very difficult to convict
a man charged with such an offence,
unless it could be proved that he did it
with malice aforethought. Although the
word " knowingly " destroyed the effect of
the clause very much, the word "wilfully"
might be used. It would mean that the
person had done this either in gross
negligence or intentionally, and in either
case he ought to be held responsible.

HON. MR. POWER said such an
amendment would make the clause worse
than it was as it stood.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL said
that the clause might be allowed to stand,
and he would consult with the Minister of
Marine on the subject.

HON. MR. SCOTT called attention to
the fact that a great deal was left to the
discretion of the Court. The judge could
impose a fine of one dollar, or a very
severe penalty. Modern legislation was in
the direction of leaving the question of
punishment to the Court. There might
be a gross case where a man should be sent
to penitentiary, and another case where a
nominal fine should be imposed: either
" willfully " or " knowingly " would render
it necessary to bring the offense home to
the party. Al this legislation would be
perfectly nugatory, if on this important
point, from which, of all others, danger
was likely to flow, the statute was not
made perfectly plain. It was the duty of
the commander of a vessel to see that the
rules laid down by Parliament were
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observed. The captain would have no
right to run any risk on such an impor-
tant point, as to whether the number of
passengers was in excess of what the cer-
tificate specified. It would be as well to
strike out the clause altogether as to leave
in the word " knowingly " or insert the
word " wilfully."

HON. MR. HOWLAN said that the
master of the vessel had other duties to
attend to than counting the numbers of
passengers. The purser of the ship or the
owner who made arrangements for the trip
would sell a certain number of tickets and
receive a certain amount of money and
that was the proper way to ascertain
whether there were more on board than
the boat should carry.

The clause was allowed to stand.

The remaining clauses of the Bill were
concurred in.

HON. MR. GIBBS, from the Committee
reported that the Committee had made
some progress and asked leave to sit again
on Monday.

CANADA PROVIDENT ASSOCIA-
TION BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. SKEAD-The Canada Pro-
vident Association Bill was referred to the
Supreme Court a few days ago for a report
as to its constitutionality. That report
has been sent in and is in favor of the
Bill. I move that the Bill be now read
the third time.

HON. MR. POWER-As the Bill is not
on the Order of the Day, perhaps, the
more regular way would be for the hon.
gentleman to give notice that he will
move the third reading at the next meet-
ing of the House.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-The
Bill lies on the table and stands for the
third reading, and I do not think there is
any occasion for delay.

HoN. MR. POWER-I wish to call the
attention of the Hon. Minister of Justice
to a paragraph in the report from the
Chief Justice and Justice Fournier. They

think that a Bill having for its objects the
carrying on of business and operating
throughout the Dominion of Canada is a
measure which does not fall within the
classes of subjects allotted to the Provin-
cial Legislatures under section 92 of the
British North America Act. Then they
go on to say :-

I But we are not, in the very short time
allowed us for consideration, prepared to say
that so much of section 1 as enables this
Company to hold and deal in real estate be-
yond what may be required for their own use
and accommodation, or so m uch of Section 2 as
enacts that "such fund or fundsshall be exempt
from execution for the debt of any member of
the Association, and shall not be liable to be
seized, taken or appropriated by any legal or
equitable process to pay any dett or liability
of any nember of the Association," are intra
vires the Parliament of Canada.

We think, before a positive opinion is ex-
ressed on these clauses, the matter should be
argued before the Court."

Does the Minister of Justice think that
it would be better to amend the Bill so as
to remove any doubts about that or let it
go as it is?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
think it would be better to let it go as it
is. I an of opinion that we cannot say
that these sums shall not be liable to be
siezed. As four judges of the Court say
there is nothing objectionable in the Bill
and that it is not, a measure which falls
within the classes of subjects allotted to
Provincial Legislatures under section 92

of the British North America Act, I do
not see any objection to the Bill.

The Bill was read the third time
and passed.

The Senate adjourned at 5.40 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, May 15th, 1882.

The Speaker took the Chair at three
o'clock, p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

URGENT BUSINESS.

MOTION.

HON.SIR. ALEX. CAMPBELL moved,
That all public bills in the bande of rmelm-

HON. ML. Scorr.
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bers of the Goverument, shall for the re-
mainder of the Seesion be deemed urgent
under the forty-second rule of this House.

He said: At this late period of the
Session I was about to follow the usual
course and move the suspension of the
41st rule, when I read the 4 2nd, which
says:

" Bills of an urgent nature are sometimes
allowed to pass, with unusual expedition,
through their several stages."
It seemed to me that it would be better
to avail oirselves of a rule which would
serve the purpose and act upon it, than to
repeal or suspend another. It seemed to
me more consonant with what ought to
be the practice of the Senate. It would
enable us to pass bills with such expedi-
tion as the House should see proper. I
therefore gave the notice which I have
read. As bills cone up from the House
of Commons we can either go on with
them at once, or not, as is most con-
venient. In that way it would be un-
necessary to have two or three distinct
sittings of the House on one day.

HON. MR. POWER-I think we ought
to hesitate before we adopt the motion in
its present shape. The usual practice
has been to have two or three sittings
of the House in one day, and
to count each of those .sittings
as one day. In that way the business is
expedited, and when a bill is of such a
nature that there is no objection to its
passage, the 41st rule has always been
suspended. I regret that an hon. gentle-
man who has a good deal of experience on
this question is not here now; but I know
that his interpretation of the 42nd rule,
which is the same as mine, is altogether
different from that of the Minister of Jus-
tice. As I understand the 42nd rule, it is
simply a kind of proviso to the 41st rule.
The latter provides that every bill shall
undergo three separate readings, each on
a different day, and the 4 2nd says that
bills of an urgent nature are sometimes
allowed to pass with unusual exliedition,
through their several stages. It simply
qualifies the 41st rule, and we have been
in the habit of allowing bills of an urgent
nature to go through by suspending the
41st rule. As I understand the interpre-
tation put upon these rules by the Minis-
ter of Justice, the majority of the House
could at aiy moment push through any

measure, no matter how important, or how
objectionable to the minority, without any
opportunity for debate, or consideration,
or inquiry. I do not think it would be
treating this House fairly to put such a
construction upon the rule, or to adopt a
rule with that construction. The Oppo-
sition are very weak in the Senate, and I
do not think the Government can com-
plain that they have been factious at all.
I understand there are several very impor
tant Government measures to come before
the House, and I do not think the Gov-
ernment ought to take the authority, by
adopting this resolution with the construc-
tion that has been put upon the 42nd rule
by the Minister of Justice, to close the
mouths of the Opposition altogether.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Cer-
tainly not.

HON. MR. POWER--I would suggest
that the hon. gentleman shou'd substitute
for his motion a resolution declaring that
each sitting of the House shall be consid-
ered a separate day, and that the 41st
rule shall be considered suspended, unless
some member objects.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
Having separate sittings entails the neces-
sity of members coming back in the even-
ing, which is sometimes unnecessary. I
have no objection, if the House will allow
it, to move, instead of the resolution of
which I gave notice, that the forty-first
rule be suspended for the balance of the
session.

HoN. MR. POWER-Except when an
objection is taken by any member.

HoN. MR. FERRIER-While I was
in Quebec the other day, a very important
bill came up for second reading in the
Legislative Council, and was carried by a
majority. The Government quoted this
very rule, and stated that the Bill was
urgent, and that the Budget could not be
brought down until it was passed. It was
considered a very good reason, and we
acted upon it at once. It was immediate-
ly referred to committee and read the
third time. That was the interpretation
of the rule there.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
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should be very sorry indeed that any hon.
gentleman should suppose that there was
any desire to expedite business unduly, or
to take any advantage of the Opposition.
I have no objection to moving that the
forty-first rule be suspended for the balance
of the session.

HON. MR. POWER-Except a member
objects to it.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-No.

HON. MR. POWER-I prefer the origi-
nal motion of the hon. gentleman to this
last one. If any member has an objection
to the suspension of a rule it ought not to
be suspended. My suggestion was that
the 41st rule should be considered sus-
pended unless objected to by one member.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
cannot consent to that. I move that the
41st rule be suspended for the balance of
the session.

HON. MR. POWER-I object to that,
you hal better adopt the original reso-
lution.

The motion was agreed to.

PROVISIONAL DISTRICTS IN THE
NORTHWEST TERRITORIES.

MOTION.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
moved

" That an humble address be presented to
His Excellency the Governor General, inform-
ing His Excellency that the Senate fully con-
curs in the recommendations contained in His
Excellency's gracious message, dated the 8th
May, 1882, regarding the establishment of
four provisional districts in the Northwest
Territories, to be called respectively. Assini-
boia, Saskatchewan ,Alberta and Athabasca.

He said: His Excellency sent down to
the Senate some days ago a message
recommending the establishment of four
provisional districts in the North-west Ter-
ritories. It is not proposed to organize
any system of administiation, or any
system of laws for those territories, but
merely in the meantime to give them
divisions and names. These divisions are
shown upon a map which accompanied
the message sent to Parliament. It has
been thought by His Excellency desirable

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL,

Jformn Inqu

to have the concurrence of both Houses
in the step which is to be taken, although
the subject is in its nature one of preroga-
tive. Still the assent of both Houses of
Parliament in such cases is very often
asked for. In that view, His Excellency
has sent this message, recommending its
favorable consideration, which I am sure
it will receive.

The motion was agreed to.

CRIMINAL LAW REFORM
INQUIRY.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. POWER rose to call
"Attention to the desirability of facilitating

the conviction of p-rsons guilty of offences
against the Criminal Law; and will inquire
of the Minister of Justice, whether the Govern-
ment propose to take any steps towards the
amendment of the existing law in the direc-
tion indicated."

He said: I am perfectly aware that at this
late stage of the session it is not desirable
to take up the time of the House with the
discussion of any matter which is not of
a perfectly practical character ; and I an
free to admit that I should have given
this notice at an earlier period of the
session, but I do not think that the
Government will be disposed to deal
severely with me on account of my pro-
crastination as I understand they have
some fifteen measures that have yet to
come up to this House, and procrastination
is a sin that .I am guilty of in common
with the Government. The reason why
I have thought it desirable to call attention
to this matter before the prorogation, Is
that the Government have appointed a
commission for the purpose of consolidat-
ing the Statutes,-and the probabilities
are that the commissioner will suggest
desirable amendments in the law; and as
the whole matter is under the supervision
of the Minister of Justice, I thought it
possible, if his attention was called to it,
some practical steps would be taken, in
the direction which I propose to indicate,
before Parliament meets again. The objeCt
of the Criminal Law, briefly stated, is tO
deterfrom crime by the fear of punishment;
and hon. gentlemen will see that the
more certainly punishment follows upon
the commission of crime, the greater will
be the efficiency of the criminal law in
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preventing crime. It is almost useless to
devote, as we do every session, much
time and great pains to the enactment of
laws for the prevention of crime, when
guilty parties are almost certain to escape
from the penalties imposed by the law.
Unfortunately I have not had time to get
the exact figures on the point; but in
Canada the number of persons who suffer
punishment, as compared to the number
who commit offences against the criminal
law is very small indeed. In the first
place a very small proportion of those
who commit crime are arrested; and of
those who are arrested only a small pro-
portion are convicted. I have just taken
up at hazard the criminal statistics of
i88o, and I find there that there were
32 persons charged with the crime of
murder, and that only five were convicted;
and I imagine that throughout the whole
category of crime the proportion will be
found to be something the same. While
men may be accused, and doubtless are
accused of murdering, who are not guilty
of it, I think the proportion of those who
are accused to those who are guilty is
much less than would be indicated by
these figures. Then the question natural-
ly arises, why is it that so few criminals
are convicted, comparatively speak-
ing? I think one of the principalreasons
is that our system of procedure places
so many obstacles in the way of justice.
In the first place, the criminal always has
the start, which is a matter of some im-
portance when the means of conveyance
are so rapid as they are at present. The
officer has to wait for his warrant and that
gives the accused a start ; and so far,
justice is handicapped in its race with the
criminal. Supposing a criminal has been
arrested he is brought in the first place,
before a magistrate for preliminary exam-
ination. The original intention in pro-
viding for this prelimihary examination,
as I understand it, was merely to find out
whether there was sufficient reason to be-
lieve the man to be guilty to warrant put-
ting him on his trial : but it has grown to
be a custom with many magistrates to go
a great deal further than that ; to have the
criminal examined at length, to hear
witnesses on both sides at length, and to
discharge the accused, unless the evidence
is strong enough to convict. I think that
is a matter that should command the at-
tention of the Government, and they

should see the law altered in that respect.
rhe only real duty of the magistrate is to
see whether there is sufficient evidence to
put the accused on his trial. Suppose the
iccused is caught and brought before a
magistrate and suppose the magistrate does
think, in his discretion, that the guilt of
the accused is sufficiently clear to hold him
for trial, the next chance the accused has
is before the Grand Jury. Unless the
Grand Jury find a true bill against him,
he escapes at that stage ; and the same
difficulty occurs with the Grand Jury that
occurs with the magistrates, only, perhaps,
to a greater degree. The Grand Jury, as
a rule-I presume it is the same in this
Province as in the Province from which I
come-are not disposed to find a true bill,
unless the evidence before them satisfies
them of the guilt of the accused; and
consequently the chances of a true bill
being found are not nearly as great as I
think they ought to be. It seems to me
that the Grand Jury, as a factor of the
criminal procedure, is antiquated and
useless; and I think that it is the general
impression amongst the members of the
bar, that the Grand Jury should be done
away with. It seems to me, the more
reasonable and more business-like way to
proceed is by information. Then there is
another point to be considered: that in
addition to the difficulties I have already
adverted to, there is the fact that confes-
sions made by the criminal, and which a
criminal would not make unless he was
guilty, are so hedged around by the law,
that theycannot be made use of in the court
against him, unless the prisoner is warned
as to what the effect of his confes-
sion will be, although the warning
defeats the ends of justice. Then supp-
osing that we have got through all the
preliminary difficulties and the accused is
brought before the Petit Jury to be tried:
no matter how clearly his guilt may be es-
tablished, the prisoner is free for ever, un-
less the jury are unanimous in their
verdict. It is true that if there is a diff-
erence of opinion in the jury, he may be
tried over again, but that is rarely the case.
As a rule, if one juryman is obstinate the
prisoner is acquitted for good. This is a
matter in which the law needs to be chang.
ed. In former ages when the whole spirit
of the law was hostile to the prisoner, it
was well enough perhaps to give him all
these chances. In olden times capital
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offences were counted by the score, the
prisoner was allowed no counsel and the
court was hostile to him-at one time
jurymen were liable to be punished if
they did not find a verdict of guilty against
a prisoner. But this has been changed,
and the chances now are all in favor of
the prisoner and against justice. In crim-
inal cases, other than capital, the rule
should be the same as in civil cases ; if
the jury is composed of twelve, nine or
ten should find a verdict, if the jury is
composed of nine, seven should be allowed
to find a verdict. I have not placed this
matter before the House in the manner
which the importance of the subject de-
serves; but I have done it at as much
length, I presume, as is desirable at this
particular stage of the sessoin ; and'£ I
hope the Minister of Justice will give
some attention to what, in my opinion, is
a very important subject.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
shall be very glad to give attention to this
matter and to bring under the notice of
the gentleman who is charged with the
consolidation of the criminal statutes the
observations which have fallen from the
hon. gentleman from Halifax. My hon.
friend is rather sanguine in supposing that
the various suggestions which he has
made, and which amount to a complete
change in the criminal laws, should be
adopted, or should all be discussed in the
course of a half hour in an afternoon of a
very late day in the session. I do not
think that criminals are surrounded, on
the whole, with more safeguards than
perhaps are reasonable. We are not to
be unduly severe ; we are to give them all
a fair chance and see that justice is so ad-
ministered that there is no possibility of
an innocent man being ccnvicted. The
proceedings before the magistrate are for
the purpose of committing an accused
person for trial if there is sufficient evi-
dence to show that he ought to be tried.
i do not think that magistrates are unduly
kevere in that way; so far as I
know I think there is a disposition
to give a criminal a fair chance and hear
tll that he has to say and all that the
witnesses have to say. As to abolishing
the institution of grand juries I hardly
think that the country would like to see
that system done away with. I think,
however, that this might be safely done:

HON. MR. POWMR.

that where an accused person is committed
by a police magistrate, a stipendiary
magistrate, or a judge of sessions, the
finding of a true bill by the Grand Jury is
unnecessary. The hon. gentleman seems
to think that the proceedings before the
Grand Jury are the same as the proceed-
ings before a magistrate. Of course, he
must know that there are no witnesses
examined before the Grand Jury, while
there are witnesses examined in the pre-
liminary examinationbefore the magistrate.
Then as to admissions made by accused
persons; very often, no doubt, the hedge
which surrounds the admission prevents
the use of it afterwards against the crimi-
nal ; but many criminals are exceedingly
ignorant, and are in great danger of being
induced by a threat, or by the authority of
those about them to make admissions which
under other circumstances they would not
make, and which might be considered un-
fair as against them, considering the cir-
cumstances under which they were made.
Supposing that an innocent person, or a
person whose guilt is uncertain, is arrest-
ed, he may be in a state of nervous
terror, and may make, in the presence of
the constable or jailor, admissions which
one would not like to see given in evidence
against him afterwards; and so with
women and persons who are not full of
courage, they are all of them more or less
ready to make admissions which would
seem afterwards to be unfair to use against
them as evidence. I cannot say that
these admissions are surrounded with too
great care on the part of the law or not.
The House will allow me to mention a
case in point. A few years ago some
twenty or thirty prisoners were brought tO
Kingston and tried for high treason. The
magistrate before whom they were taken
was a Tory of the old school, and he, tO
have the conviction perfectly safe, made
each of them admipof their guilt and swear
to it. When the affidavits were produced
in Court, objection was taken by Sir John
A. Macdonald, and the Judge said it was
impossible for those statements to be
admitted as evidence, as they were admis-
sions taken under oath. The consequence
was the parties were all acquitted, although
they had sworn to their own guilt. That
is an instance of what might be done if
we did not surround the confessions of
prisoners with more or less safeguards, so
that they might not be taken unawares
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and be convicted upon admissions which,
after all, they had made without being
fully aware of the extent or result of that
which they had been saying.

HON. MR. POWER-It does not
appear whether the men were guilty or
not?

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL--I
have no doubt the men were not innocent,
but they were acquitted.

HON. MR. READ-May I ask the
Minister of Justice, would the Conserva-
tives or Tories of this day be guilty ofsuch
a thing ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I do
not know ; I am not prepared to say. I
will take care that the attention of the
Commission shall be drawn to the state-
ments made by my hon. friend from Hali-
fa-x, and no doubt he will, upon reflection,
suggest such amendments as may seem
reasonable and safe, as Zegards the admin-
istration of Justice, and not unfair towards
persons who may be accused of crime.

ONTARIO BANK AMENDMENT
BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

The following Bill from the Commons
was introduced and read the first time:

Bill (45) "An Act to amend the Act of
the present session entituled 'An Act to
reduce the capital stock of the Ontario
Bank and to change the nominal value
of the shares thereof, and for other
purposes."'

HON. MR. ALLAN moved that the
41st rule of the Senate be suspended as
regards this Bill, and that the Bill be read
the second time presently.

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

HON. MR. GIBBS moved that the Bill
be read at length at the table.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
having been read at length,

HoN. MR. GIBBS moved the third
reading presently.

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

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (158) "An Act to re-adjust the
representation in the House of Commons
and for other purposes." (Sir Alex.
Campbell).

Bill (157) " An Act to repeal certain
provisions of the General Inspection Act,
1874." (Mr. Aikins).

BUILDING AND LOAN SOCIETIES
IN ONTARIO BILL.

COMMONS AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

A message was received from the House
of Commons returning Bill ( ) "An
Act further to amend the law respecting
building societies and loan and saving
societies carrying on business in the Pro-
vince of Ontario."

HON. MR. ALLAN moved
amendments be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to.

that the

INDIAN ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. AIKINS moved the second
reading of Bill (F.F.) " An Act to further
amend 'The Indian Act, i88o."' He
said ;-This is one of those innocent,
unobjectionable measures to which the
hon. member from Halifax (Mr. Power)
referred. I have no doubt whatever that
the House will concur with me that
there can be no possible objection to
this Bill passing through its various
stages at this sitting. The proposed
amendments have been found necessary.
in the working of the Indian Act. The
first clause removes doubt as to the mean-
ing of the term "Indian reserves..' The
second clause makes provision that where
the word "justice" occurs in the Indian
Act, it shall be changed to " two justices."
The third clause gives Indian agents the
same power as is now possessed by stipen-
diary or police magistrates in dealing with
cases of infraction of the Indian laws. «It
has been found difficult, particularly in
some portions of the North-West Terri-
tories and British Columbia, to bring
offenders before a stipendiary magistrate
or a police magistrate, and it was thought
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necessary, in the interests of justice and
of the tribes, that this power should be
given to the Indian agents. The fourth
clause provides that in cases of debt there
shall be no appeal from the decision of
two justices of the peace, or of a police or
stipendiary magistrate, when the sum does
not exceed ten dollars. The Indians are
said to be extremely litigious, and this
amendment is considered necessary
in their interest. The fifth clause
provides that the annuity and in-
terest money of any man living
immorally with a woman shall be stopped
-that he shall be dealt with in the same
way as a woman who lives immorally with
a man. I do not see why justice should
not be meted out equally in both cases.
The sixth clause gives the judge dis-
cretionary power to impose a fine for any
infraction of the Indian Act. In some
cases it has been found impossible to
carry out the provisions of the existing
law, and it is thought that a fine would in
some cases be regarded as a more severe
penalty than incarceration. In fact, im-
prisoiment is almost impossible in some
instances.

HON. MR. WARK-Would it not be
better for the Governor-General-in-Council
to appoint magistrates instead of giving
every Indian agent the powers of police
and stipendiary magistrates ? There may
be agents who should not be entrusted
with such powers.

HON. MR. AIKINS-The Indian
agents are given these powers only so far
as the Indians are concerned.

The motion was agreed to.

The Bill was read the second time and
referred to a Committee of the Whole
House.

In the Committee,
HON. MR. AIKINS moved the adop-

tion of the first clause.

HON. MR. POWER asked for an expla-
nation of the first clause. It seemed to
provide merely that an Indian reserve
should be an Indian reserve.

were set apart as such after the territory
in which they are situated had been sur-
rendered to the Crown by the Indians,
such surrender having embraced with the
other land covered thereby the reserves
subsequently allotted to the Indians. This
is the case with all the Indian reserves in
the Northwest Territories and with very
many in Manitoba and Keewatin. The
Superintendent General considers this
amendment necessary to carry out the act.

The clause was adopted.

On the fourth clause.

HON. MR. POWER suggested that the
sum of ten dollars was too small-that
there should be no appeal in any case
where the amount was less than twenty
dollars.

HON. MR. AIKINS said it would
scarcely do to apply the saine rules to
Indians as to white men. The debts of
Indians were generally small amounts.

The clause was adopted.

HON. MR. McMASTER, from the
committee, reported the Bill without
amendment.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

BRANCH LINES OF GOVERN-
MENT RAILWAYS BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House went into Committee of
the Whole on Bill (EE) "An Act to pro-
vide for building certain branch lines of
railway from points on the Intercolonial
Railway and Prince Edward Island Rail-
way, respectively."

In the Committee,

On the second clause.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE asked if
the hon. the Minister of Justice w:>uld
give what information he could as to the
point of departure from the main line,
which he considered it was important
should be known.

HON. MR. AIKINS said the explana- HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL stated
tion was this :-Many Indian reserves that he had no information upon the

HoN. MR. AIKIN&
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point, and thought it had not yet been
decided upon, but would be determined
by the surveys yet to be made.

The clause was adopted.

HON. MR. FERRIER, from the Com-
mittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment, and the Bill was read the third
time and passed.

STEAMBOATS INSPECTION CON-
SOLIDATION BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resumed in Committee of
the Whole the consideration of Bill ( 117),
< An Act to amend and consolidate the
Acts respecting the inspection of Steam-
boats, and the examination and licensing
of Engineers employed on them."

through negligence, the charge would be
carefully weighed by a jury.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. GIBBS, from the committee,
reported the Bill with several amendments
which were concurred in, and the Bill was
read the third time and passed.

PILOTAGE ACT, 1873, AMEND-
MENT BILL

SECOND READING.

HON SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill ( 119) " An Act
further to amend the Pilotage Act, 1873
and the other Acts therein mentioned."

He said: This Bill proposes to amend
the Pilotage Act in several respects. In
the first place it gives power to take evi-
cence under oath ; and in the next place
it prescribes what absence on the part of

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELLreferred any pilotage comnissioner in the districts
to the fact that the consideration of the of St. John or Halifax shaîl cause the po-
56th clause had been left over, when the sition held by such absentee to be de-
Bill was last before the Committee, because clared vacant. Then there is a clause
of dissatisfaction having been expressed with reference to the trial of pilots who
with regard to the word "knowingly,"which are in charge of vessels that have sus-
occurred therein ; and said it seemed tained darnage, through their fault,
quite clear that the use of that word between Quebec and Montreal
would make it very difficult to convict
any master or owner of a vessel, of the HON. MR. ODELL-Why does the
offence which was spoken of in the Bill, second clause apply only to Nova Scotia
and which was a very serious one. It had and New Brunswick?
led to great loss of life in the past, and
threatened further loss in the future, from HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
time to to time, in the neighborhood of witl inform my hon. friend, when the Bih
large ciies, on streams or navigable wa- is before the commttee; I regret that I
ters. He had, therefdre, been very unwill- an not able to explain its provisions more
ing to allow any word to remain in the fully at present, and now beg to move
Bil which was aikely to affect the possible that it be read the second time.
enforcement of the law in that respect. The motion was agreed to and the Bill
The word wilfully " had suggested itself was read the second time.
to him, but, upon further reflection he
consdered that word would not be suffic- URGENT BUSINESS.
ient, if inserted alone, and he proposed
that the word "knowingly" should be ORDERCHANGED.
struckout, and the words "wilfuly or
negligently" substituted for it He did HON. MR. POWER called attention to
fot consider that was going too far, or the fact that the motion to suspend the
saying too muchw; it simply made it the 41t rule for the balance of the Session,
duti of the master to see that there were which had been declared carried in the
not too many passengers on board, if the earier part of the sitting was not regular-
charge were that he had wilfully neglected ly carried, no notice of such motion
to do sot the matter could be speedily having been given. He referred to the
ended; and if t were that it had occurred i8th rule which is as follows: "No
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motion to suspend, modify or amend any
Rule, or part thereof, shall be deemed in
order, except on one day's notice in
writing, specifying precisely the Rule or
part of Rule proposed to be suspended,
modified or amended, and the purpose
thereof."

After some discussion,

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the resolution of which he had given
notice, namely: " That all public bills
in the hands of members of the Govern-
nient, for the remainder of the Session be
deemed urgent, under the 42nd rule of
this House.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4.50 p.n

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, May 16th, 1882.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.

EIGHTH REPORT OF THE JOINT COMMITTEE.

HoN. MR. ODELL moved the adop-
tion of the eighth report of the joint com-
mittee or the Printing of Parliament. He
said :-This is merely to order several ad-
ditional documents to be printed, and
some which were submitted are ordered
not to be printed. There is a concluding
resolution for a few more copies to be
printed of the report of the select com-
mittee of the House of Commons on the
operation of the tariff on the agricultural
interests. It was thought that there was
not quite enough printed before. That
report was before the House on a former
occasion and adopted, and this is merely
to order an additional number of copies
to be printed.

HON. MR. POWER-I think that this
motion deserves something more than a
passing notice. The report which the
committee recommends to be printed is a

HON. MR. POWER.

document which is generally regarded as
being of a partisan character. I think
that the motion of the hon. gentleman is
irregular, because the committee on print-
ing in their seventh report dealt with this
very matter. That report was adopted by
the House without any qualification. It
was not referred back to the committee
for the purpose of amendment or altera-
tion, and I contend that it was finally
dealt with by the House when the seventh
report on printing was adopted. That
committee appears to have undertaken,
without any instructions from the Senate,
to alter the seventh report already adopted.
I contend that they have no power to do
that. It is a general rule, about which I
think there is no question whatever, that
where Parliament has once disposed of a
matter which comes properly before it in
any particular way, that matter cannot be
dealt with again in the course of the same
session in a different way. This House
disposed of the printing of this campaign
document in a certain way, on the occa-
sion to which I have referred, when it
adopted the seventh report of the Com-
mittee, and I contend that we have no
right to take up the question again, and
that the Committee had no right to deal
with it a second time without instructions
from this House. I object to the adop-
tion of the report on the ground that the
motion is out of order.

HON. MR. ODELL-I think that the
hon. gentleman is out of order in raising
this objection. In the first place, the
seventh report, which was laid before this
House on the i 2th May, recommended the
printing of the report of the Select Com-
mittee appointed by the House of
Commons to inquire into the operation of
the tariff on the agricultural interests of
the Dominion, without the evidence.
The report which is now before the
House is a separate and distinct
thing altogether. It is a sup-
plementary report to the other one.
If it interfered in any way with the
adoption of the previous report by the
House, there might be some point in the
objection which has been raised, but it
does not interfere with it in any way and
stands on its own merits. It came legiti-
mately before the Printing Committee,
and it is now brought up in this House as
another report altogether, seperate and
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distinct from the previous one, merely
supplementing it and ordering the print-
ing of an additional number of copies.
Unless the hon, gentleman can show
some better ground for his objection, I am
quite sure the House will not refuse to
adopt this report.

HoN. MR. WARK-I was a member
of this Committee, and when this question
came up I objected because I thought the
whole of the proceedings were irregular.
The previous meeting of the committee
was understood to be the last, and the
chairman was authorized to use his own
discretion in deciding what further docu-
ments should be printed. The member
of the- House of Commons who was the
chairman on thiq occasion had left Ottawa.

HON. MR. AIKINS-I beg the hon.
gentleman's pardon; Mr. Stephenson was
in Ottawa.

HON. MR. WARK-Is the hon. gentle-
man sure? I understood that he had
left for home.

HON. SIR ALEX.
saw him this morning,

CAMPBELL-I

HON. MR. WARK-Well, the Chair-
man from this House was absent. He
had presented the report and it was
adopted, and I took the ground in the
committee that the Senate having adopted
that report, and the document not having
been referred back it was out of order,
so far as the members of the Senate on
the Joint Committee were concerned, to
take any action upon it. Having stated
that as my conviction, I refused to take
any part in the proceedings, and with
some other members of the Senate left the
Committee, because I considered that the
whole thing was irregular and objection-
able. The printing of this document had
been fully discussed at the preceding
meeting. The same proposition was
made that io,ooo or 15,ooo copies should
be printed, and the objection was made
by members of the other House that it
was for a political purpose, for the circu-
lation of the report previous to the
elections, and the Committee decided
that it was not part of their duty to
publish campaign documents. Now,
this report is brought in, asking for the

printing of additional copies, for no other
purpose than to be circulated previous to
the elections. It was alleged in the
Committee that the intention was to print
thern for that purpose, and no one denies
that such was the case.

HON. MR. ODELL-So far from that
when the committee met, an objection was
raised by three hon. members to this re-
port being adopted, and it was stated by
thern that it was a packed committee got
up for a special purpose. At that time I
denied and I deny it here again that there
was anything of the sort. So far as I was
concerned, I received my summons to
attend that committee in the usual way,
from the clerk of the committee, and not
until I went into the room did I know
what was coming up. On the way I
happened to meet the hon. gentleman from
Prince Edward Island (Mr. Haythorre),
and I asked him what the meeting was
for, he intimated to me then that there was
something of this sort coming up. But
as to the committee being packed for party
purposes I repudiate it altogether.

HON. MR. WARK-I referred to the
meeting of the committee where the prin-
ting of these documents was fully discussed
and settled : I am not referring to the last
meeting of the committee at ail.

HON. MR. ODELL-I was not present
at that meeting, and cannot undertake to
say what took place there. With regard
to this last meeting, an objection was
certainly raised to printing this report. It
was discussed in committee, however, and
it was decided, by a large majority, that
it was within their right to recommend
the printing. The Committee took up
several documents laid before them, and
adjudicated upon them, and then, when
this matter was reached, this motion was
moved. I admit that an objection was
raised, but the resglution was entertained
by a large majority. I repudiate altogether
that it was a packed committee assembled
for the purpose of authorizing the printing
of pamphlets for electioneering purposes.

HoN. MR. AIKINS-I am very much
surprised at the objection taken by the
hon. member from Halifax, that the Joint
Committee on Printing had no power or
any authority to say whether an additional
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number of these reports should or should
not be printed. My hon. friend from Frede-
ricton says he took exception to what was
done on that Committee ; that it was a
packed committee, and that he left the
room-or something of that kind. My
hon. friend did not object to the proceed-
ings of that committee, however, until he
found that he was in a minority.

HON. MR. WARK-I beg the hon.
gentleman's pardon. I stayed there until
we had disposed of all the business that
was properly before the Committee, and
when it came up that the printing of this
document be re-considered, then I objected
to it.

HON. MR. AIKINS-The hon. gentle-
man took those greunds that a final report
of the Committee had been made to the
House, and that the Committee had no
right to meet after that report was made.
The hon. gentleman from Prince Edward
Island moved an amendment that the last
meeting of that Committee had already
taken place and hence we had no power
to meet or discuss the question of the
printing of extra copies of these docu-
ments. But when the hon. gentleman
came to look at his motion he found it
was incorrect, and he struck out that por-
tion of it relating to the last meeting of
the Committee. The Committee in their
eighth report submit the following resolu-
tion as recommended :

" Resolve, That in view of the importance
of the report of the Select Committee of the
House of Co'r mons on the operations of the
tariff on the agricultural mterests cf the
Dominion, it is advisable that an additional
te, thousand copies of said report be printed
in English, and five thousand copies in
French, and circulatel in the usual mode of
distributing public documents, and that the
Clerk be, and is hereby, instructed to have
the same printed."

Now, the hon. gentleman for Halifax
says that this was a partisan document,
got up for the purpose of the elections.

HON. MR. POWER-I did not say
that.

HON. MR. AIKINS-If the Committee
at its last meeting had taken the ground
that the evidence should be printed after
this House had resolved that the evidence

qf Parliament.

should not be printed, then I would say
that the Committee had gone beyond
their power. But they had a perfect right
to recommend that an extra number of
copies of the report should be printed in
French and English, though it is for the
House to say whether that recommenda-
tion shall be adopted or not. Certainly
the Opposition could not have shown a
more partisan spirit than by pursuing the
course they did on that Committee.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-As a
member of this Printing Committee, and
having occupied the same position for
several years past, I think it my duty to
give my account of this transaction. It is
an undeniable fact that at the previous
meeting, when the seventh report of the
Committee was adopted, it was stated
there verbally and most emphatically that
the Committee did meet for the last time
during the present session ; that their
affairs were wound up, and that any papers
which should be found necessary to be
printed afterwards, the chairman was
authorized to have printed without further
reference to the Committee. Upon that
consideration several gentlemen who had
taken an active part on the Committee
left for their homes. The chairman re-
presenting that Committee in this House
presented the seventh report and it was
adopted by this House, and I suppose
every member of the Committee con-
sidered, as I certainly did, that all the
business of the Committee was closed for
the session, including this particular
report.

HON. MR. AIKINS-I did not know.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-Certainly
there could be no other understanding
entertained by any one who had been
present at the previous meeting. Whether
the hon. gentleman opposite was present
or not, I do not recollect. There may be
some question as to parliamentary rule
respecting reports, but about that courtesY
which the House always considers is due
to its committees there can be no mis-
understanding. I have seen it on all
committees. I have sometimes seen the
reports of committees not adopted, but I
do not recollect, in my short experience,
to have seen a report adopted and dis-
posed of in the way that this report was

HON. MR. AIKINS.
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finally disposed of, and then again
re-opened at another period of the session.
It seems to me there must have been
some unusual design in it when such a.
step as this has been taken. When
I received my notice to attend the
Committee, like any other member
of the Committee, I felt it my duty to
attend, but when this question was brought
up, I felt it my duty to oppose it and
moved an amendment, that the seventh
report of the Committee having been dis-
posed of in the Senate it was inexpedient
to re-open any subject already disposed of
in that report. That motion was put by
the chair and lost, and my hon. friend
from Fredericton and another hon. gentle-
man, as well as myself left the Committee,
and what was done afterwards we could
only learn by inquiring amongst our
friends. I am not going to enter into
the question of the partizan character of
the report, because I think it is out of
place altogether. If the report was entirely
different from what it is, I should say it
was not regular to order the printing of
extra copies of it after what had occurred
at the previous meeting of the Committee;
because gentlemen were there who took
altogether different views on the subject
from what were taken in the House of
Commons. They complained that their
views had no place in the report at ail,
and consequently it was not a fair repre-
sentation of them. These were, in my
opinion quite sufficient reasons for object-
ing to the report even if there was no
partizan question connected with it at all.
I think there has been a most extraor-
dinary course pursued with regard to this
question, in the recall of the Committee
after the previous meeting at which it had
been decided most emphatically that the
business of the Committee was closed for
the session; from that false step down to
the present moment the proceedings have
been of the most unusual charcter.

HON. MR. READ-I am rather sur-
prised at the Opposition taking such an
exception to the printing of this report.
Do they desire that the agricultural in-
terests of this country should not have
the information obtained with se much
trouble and at so large an expense to the
country? The agricultural interests of
the Dominion are most important, and
any information that they can obtain as

to the effect of the tariff on these interests
is money well spent, but hon. gentlemen
seem to desire to withhold that information.
It is for the people themselves to judge
whether that information is of value te
them or not. To my mind the informa-
tion gathered by this Committee is very
valuable. The Globe published column
after column of the evidence from day to
day, as it was taken before the Committee.
Yet hon. gentlemen think the country
should not be allowed to have a full
report and judge for themselves as- to
whether the tariff has been beneficial te
the agricultural interests or not.

HON. M-R. McCLELAN-I do not
think it is for us to discuss whether this
report is for the benefit of the agricultural
interests or not, but whether this printing
shall be done according to some rule or
order. I fancy the hon. gentleman has
not even read the report himself. I am
sure I have not read it, and the report
sent before the committee. The decision
of the committee was that the evidence
was not to be printed at all, although the
evidence will have very much more bear-
ing, and throw very much more light on
the agricultural intercsts of the country
than will the opinions of the committee.
There was, however, a minority on that.
committee who did not agree with the
conclusions arrived at by the majority, and
the resolutions which the minority moved
are net incorporated in that report. But
that is net the question now before this
House; the question is whether this
Printing Committee has acted regularly
in recommending the printing of these
extra copies or not ? It has been clearly
shown by the hon. gentleman from P. E.
Island (Mr. Haythorne) that the last
meeting of the Printing Committee had
been held, and at that meeting a distinct
resolution was passed to the effect that
subsequent proceedings in relation to the
printing of documents should be left te
the decision of the chairman, as is usual
on all last meetings of large committees.
Acting on that, the cheirman of the
Senate Committee made his final report
and left for home without any expectation
of any other meeting of the committee,
or any other report being presented to
the House. Other gentlemen who took
a prominent part on the committee also
left for home with the same understanding
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after it was decided that this report of the
agricultural committee should be printed
in the appendix, and that 1,700 or i,8oo
additional copies were as many as
the committee would be justified
in having printed. That report was
presented to this House, and I
was surprised to find the committee again
asked to adopt a resolution recommending
the printing of some io,ooo copies of this
report in the face of the discussion that
had taken place before at the regular
sittings of the committee. I think the
present proceeding is very irregular; it is
contrary to the customs and ordinary
routine of this House and a violation of
the understanding arrived at by the com-
mittee, and I can scarcely imagine that
the great Conservative party will derive
any benefit from it.

HON. MR. OGILVIF-I certainly
have been learning something during the
last few minutes that I never knew before.
I thought that the report of a committee,
as a rule, was respected if there was not
something terribly out of the way in it. I
have heard a great deal from several
gentlemen about the chairman and others
being absent and that they gave their
views before they went away. If the ma-
jority of that committee had left here and
there was not a quorum of the committee,
I could understand very well that there
could be no business transacted, but it is
not the fault of the balance of the com-
mitteee who remain here to attend to
their business that the others are
away. We have also heard the
statement made that this report is
totally irregular, and reasons have been
given that to me seem somewhat strange.
We have all heard the old saying about
persons measuring other people's corn
by their own bushel, and it seems that
something of this character has been done
in this case, for we have heard insinuations
thrown out by several members who have
spoken on this subject which were quite
unnecessary. The matter was thoroughly
discussed in committee, a quorum was
present, and a large majority, as 1 am
told, voted for this report. It is certainly,
therefore, the report of the committee,
and I cannot see anything irregular in it
at all. I think, therefore, that discussion
is almost useless. If we cannot accept
the report on its true basis, which is to,

give information to the people, (and I think
very valuable information), I consider that
there is very little use for such a com-
mittee at all.

HON. MR. MONTGOMERY-The
only question to be decided here is
whether the Committee have gone beyond
their powers. I was given to understand
that theyhad done so; but after hearing this
discussion I have come to a different con-
clusion. So long as they were sitting as a
committee they had a perfect right to sup-
plement any report which they had made
before, and to recommend the printing of
an additional number of copies of any
particular document. It is now for the
House to say whether they will sanction
the report or not. I was given to under-
stand that the Committee were practically
dead-that they had presented their final
report, and that those who remained had
held a meeting without orders from
the House ; but so long as it is a
joint committee of both Houses of Parlia-
ment, there is nothing, I think, to prevent
them supplementing any report which they
had previously made, and it is for the
House to say whether their reccomend-
ation shall be adopted.

HoN. MR. AIKINS-In order to
relieve the minds of hon. gentlemen of
any misapprehension on the subject, I
may state that the Committee
was called together by the order of
the chairman The notice was
issued by the clerk of the Committee as
is usually done: the Committee met, and
I am not aware that the hon. gentlemen
who now take objection to the adop-
tion of that report objected, because there
was other business transacted. There was
a return with regard to fish breeding estab-
lishments, and they decided to print that.
Then there were two or three other
reports which they decided not to print.
When this question came up they objected,
because, as they declared, the Committee
had met. a few days before for the last
time, but they did not object until a clor-
tion of the business was transacted, and
they did not leave the Committee until
after the vote was cast against them.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-The two
items to which we took no expection had
not been before the Committee prior to
that,

HON. MR. MCCLELAN.

The Printing110 (8E NAT E.]



of Pariament. 71V

HON. MR. AIKINS-Certainly not;
that was new matter.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-The other
had been before the Committee at a pre-
vious meeting : it makes a material differ-
ence.

HON. MR. AIKINS-The Committee
was called together regularly. The hon.
gentlemen never raised an objection until
this matter came up, and they voted upon
it, and when they found themselves in a
minority they left.

HON. MR. POWER-For the informa-
tion of the Speaker I wish to put the ques-
tion of order, which I have raised, clearly,
so that there shall be no difficulty about
it. I have some doubt of the regularity
of the meeting of the Committee, but that
I waive. My objection is to the reception
of the report of the Committee, because
thé last paragraph deals with a matter
which had been dealt with in another
sense in a former report, which report had
been adopted by the Senate. My author-
ity will be found in the beginning of the
tenth chapter of May :

" It ie a rule in both Houses not to permit
any question or Bill to be offered, which is
substantially the same as one on which their
judgment has aiready been expressed, in the
current session."
Now, this is a matter on which the judg-
ment of the House had been deliberately
expressed on a former occasion-

" This is necessary in order to avoid con-
tradictory decisions, to prevent surprises,"

(Both we have on this occasion)

" and to afford proper opportunities for de-
termining the several questions as they rise.
If the same question could be proposed again
and again, a session would have no end, or
only one question could be determined; and
it would be resolved first in the affirmative,
and then in the negative, according to the
accidents to which all voting is liable."
That is the rule to which I call the
Speaker's attention, and under which I
object to the reception of the report until
it has been amended by striking out that
last paragraph.

HON. MR. WARK-It is as well that
the question of order should be thoroughly
understood, and that we should knQw
exactly what was done. I hold that this

document was not before the committee
at all. If it had been produced as a paper
referred back to the committee it would
have been regularly produced, but that
was not the case. The way it
was brought before the committee
was this: two or three insignificant
papers were in the hands of the clerk and
were decided upon ; a member of the
Committee then rose and made a motion
that the proceedings on the previous day
should be reconsidered. Now, I never
saw a paper brought under the notice of
the Joint Committee before but by the
clerk. The course has always been that the
clerk laid the document before the Commit-
tee. This is the first occasion on which I saw
a member rising and moving that a ques.
tion which had been decided on a previous
day, upon which a report had been made
to the House, and which had been adopted
by the House, was brought up again by a
motion for reconsideration by any member
of the Committee. The question which
the Speaker should decide is whether the
Committee had a right to take that matter
up unless it was referred back by the
House, and was in the hands of the clerk.

HON, MR. ODELL-I wish to refer for
one moment to the authority of the hon+
member opposite. He quotes from the
xoth chapter of May, and the heading of
that chapter is this : " The same question
or bill may not be twice offered in a
session." So that the whole of this point
is with reference to bills, and not ques-
tions of this character.

HON. MR. POWER-Not at aiL

HON. MR. ODELL-You must take
the heading along with what I am going
to read :

" The same question or bill may not be
twice offered in a session.

" It is a rule in both Houses, not to permit
an y question or bill to be offered, which is
su bstantially the saine as one on which their
judgment has already been expressed, in the
current session. This is necessary in order
to avoid contradictory decisions, to prevent
surprises, and to afford proper. opportunities
for determining the several questions as they
arise. If the same question could be proposed
again and again, a session would have no end,
or only one quetion could be determined ;
and it would be resolved first in the affirma-
tive, and then in the ne tive, accordig to
the accidente to which a1 voting is liable.

" But, however, wise the general principle
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of this rule may be, if it were too strictly
applied, the discretion of Parliament would
be confined, and its votes be subject to irre.
vocable error. A resolution nav therefore
be rescinded, and an order of the 'House dis-
charged, notwithstanding a rule urged (April
2nd, 1604)."

This comes directly under the exception.

HON. MR. POWER-There has been
no motion to rescind the order in this
case.

HON. MR. AIKINS-There is nothing
contradictory to what had been done.

HON. MR. ODELL-This question
does not interfere in any way with the
report which has been already adopted ;
but, as I said before, it is simply a
supplementary report brought up at a
meeting of the committee which was
properly called. I think that unless
the hon. member can produce some
authority with more weight than this,
his objection falls to the ground.

The SPEAKER -In deciding the
question of order, I think I am required
to confine myself in judging of the report,
to its correctness in respect to its forni-
that I cannot take into consideration any-
thing that has been stated here as having
taken place in the committee room. I
do not find anything irregular on the face
of the report. Committees are authorized
to report from time to time as they may
see fit. In the case of the Joint Com-
mittee on printing, it is perfectly com
petent for them, if they consider it
necessary, to recomrmend the printing of
any additional document from time to
time as to them may seem fit. I there-
fore, rule that the motion is in order.

The motion was agreed to on a division.

REDISTRIBUTION BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (158), " An Act
to re-adjust the Representation in the
House of Commons, and for other pur-

He said: Under the 5 1st section of the
British North America Act, it becomes
the duty of Parliament, after each decen-

HJON, MJ, ODELI.

nial Census, to re-adjust the representation
of the several provinces in the Parliament
of the Dominion. The language of the
section is as follows:
•"On the Completion of the Census in the

Year one thousand eight hundred and seventy-
one, and of each subseq uent decennial Census,
the Representation of the Four Provinces
shall be ré-adjusted by such Authority, in
such Manner, and from such Time, as the
Parliament of Canada froin Time to Tinie
provides."

The Bill now upon the table is for the
purpose of carrying out that provision of
the British North America Act to re-adjust
the representation of the Dominion, in
consequence of the Census which was
taken last year. A similar proceeding
followed the taking of the Census in 1871,
and that duty devolved then, as now,
upon the Administration of Sir John Mac-
donald. It was discharged then in a
manner which has since, apparently, met
with universal assent and approbation,
inasmuch as we find, from the debate
which took place in the House of Com-
mons, that those gentlemen who were
opposed to the present project, based
their opposition on the ground that it was
a departure from that principle which was
introduced by the Administration of Sir
John Macdonald in 1871. They therefore
adhere to that principle.

HON. MR. POWER-Not altogether.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Per-
haps not altogether, but so far I think it
is strong evidence that the re-adjustment
of 1871, after the experience of ten years,
commends itself now to the judgment of
the community at large; and I trust that
the present project will, during the next
ten years-whatever hon. gentlemen may
think of it now-commend itself to their
more deliberate and better second
thoughts, and that they will, at the end of
the ten years which are now beginning, be
prepared to defend it, and base any objec-
tion they may have to the changes which
the Census of 1891 may render necessary
upon the ground of the sound judgment
evinced by Parliament in the Bill now
before the House. It is a measure which
I think shows a disposition on the part of
the Government of to-day, not to be dis-
suaded from dealing with any constituen-
cies, because the members from those
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constituencies happen for the moment to
be on their side of politics. The first
step which was taken in the direction of
re-adjustment was to do away with two
borough constituencies both of which
return members to the other House who
are favorable to the present Government,
viz.: the boroughs of Cornwall and
Niagara. The two seats thus obtained,
in conjunction with the four which the
increased population of Ontario gives to
that Province-the gain of Ontario over
Quebec, the pivot Province-make alto-
gether six seats, which it became the duty
of the Government to-day to provide
for in the re-adjustment of seats,
in consequence of the decennial
Census just completed. These six seats
were to be provided for in Ontario, which,
at the time, and now, returned 82 meri-
bers to Parliament. So that, as six is to
82, so the extent of the actual addition of
seats is to the whole representation of that
province, and so far as changes consequent
upon them, came into play, so far they
must of necessity interfere with existing
constituencies. Now, if any hon. gentle-
man had sat down to introduce into the
middle of a province containing 82 con-
stituencies, six new ones, he must neces-
sarily have found great difficulty and
embarrassment in endeavoring, in any way,
to introduce so new an element of so large
a character into the general representation
of their province. The Government have
endeavored to be guided in the effort
which they have made, by the principle
which has always been strongly advocated
in Ontario,-more especially by those
gentlemen in opposition-the principle of
representation by population. That prin.
ciple was laid down in former years and
strongly advocated by the existing Oppo-
sition, it was acquiesced in at confedera-
tion, and upon it the representation of
Ontario and the other provinces in this
Parliament, was based. And, it seems to
me, that no fairer principle could have
governed those gentlemen who are en-
gaged in this scheme for the re-adjustment
of representation in this Dominion; there
could have been noae which apparently
could have recommended itself more
strongly to the members of the Opposi-
tion than that one. I have had
it pointed out to me that the
principle to which I refer, was strongly
laid down by the hon. gentleman who led

Bil 71M

the Opposition in 1871, on the occasion
of the presentation to Parliament of the
Bill for the re-adjustment of representation,
in consequence of the decennial Census
of 187 1. On that occasion the hon. leader
of the Opposition moved, during the dis-
cussion of that measurein the other House,
a resolution pointing to the principle of
representation by population, which he
then thought should have governed the re-
adjustment in 1872 ; and that view was
accepted by his followers, at that time.
He complained then that it had not been
adopted, and be laid down the principle
very strongly, in these words :

" That ail the words after ' That ' to the
end of the question, be left out, and the words
' North Sinice contains 33,917 souls; Essex,
32,697; Lambton, 31,994; South Bruce,
31,332, giving four niembers to 129,940 soule,
and imany other districts in Ontario contain
far more than the average number of 18,315
per mem ber ; that three of the new members
are proposed to be assigned so as to give
inembers to districts at the average rate of
10,710 per member, giving flve members to
53,550 soulo; that the six additional mem-
bers to be allotted to Ontario are due to the
increased population of that Province, and
should be allotted with reasonable regard to
that population.'"

Now, hon. gentlemen, that principle
has been followed out very closely-as
closely as any member of the Opposition
could follow it-in the scheme which is now
upon the table. Many of the larger consti-
tuencies, most of them in fact, have been
reduced ; and many of the smaller ones
have been increased ; a general fairness-
taking the principle of population for the
moment as a guide-has been introduced,
which did not previously exist. To satisfy,
hon. gentlemen, that this is the case, I
will just read a few figures, shewing the
population of some of the counties in On-
tario as they are now, and as they will be
when this Bill shall have passed :

As at present. As propose.
Brant, North ........ 11,894

" South ........ 21,975
Oxford, North ....... 25,361

" South ....... 24,732
Norfolk, North ...... 17,219

" South ....... 16,374
Perth, South . . . . . . . . 20,778

" 'orth...... .. 34,207
Bruce, North ........ 24,971

" East &
" West j'....64,774

Elgin, East........ 28y147
" West ........ 14,214

17,705
19,28 t
24,38y
23,133
20,923

19,279
21,508

25,538
19,055
22,618
24,218
26,304

235480
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SEVERAL HoN. GENTLEMEN-Hear,
hear.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Hon.
gentlemen say hear, hear, but I hope they
will take in the full meaning of the change.
In Elgin there were two sections, one
having 28,ooo and the other 14,000 ; that
was not fair, and we now give 26,ooo to
one, and 23,000 to the other which is a
much closer division so far as population
goes. Essex is divided into two counties
and the population is to be very evenly
distributed, viz. : 22,385 for the South,
and 25,659 for the North ; in Lambton,
in the same way the numbers approxi-
mate very nearly and will be, for the West
20,891, and for the East 21,725.
Middlessex • South, East, West and
North will respectively have 18,889,
24,552, 19,491 and 19,54o. Huron

South, Centre and North are to be given
23,512, 23,716 and 21,720, and so
on through all the various divisions
into which Ontario is divided. There
will be an equality much more observable
than exists under the present arrangement
of these constituencies. Now I will read
some of the inequalities in the present
division; some of the most striking ones
have been grouped together. In the
smaller ones there are Cornwall 9,904,
Wentworth 14,993, North Brant 11,894
and West Elgin 14,214; and on the other
hand there'are some larger ones, such as
East Elgin 28,147, East Middlesex 30,000,
North Perth 34,207, North Huron 27,103,
Bothwell 27,102, North Ontario 28,434,
Muskoka 27,204, Victoria, North 13,799.
These figures show that some constituen-
cies are now twice, some three times, and
one or two four times, as large as others.
No discrepancy of that kind, however,
will be found in the representation as
provided for by this Act; for the con-
stituencies will run, I think, from 2o,ooo

to 24,000, which will secure, much more
nearly, representation by population ; and
so far as that is an indication of a proper
division of the representation, great-
er fairness will be obtained. The
additional seats are given, commenc-
ing at the west, to Essex, Lambton, Bruce,
Middlesex, Simcoe and Ontario-to each
of these one. The increase of popula-
tion is, speaking generally, west of
Cobourg, and the increased representation
has been given wholly to that part of the

country. Here, again, there is a spirit of
fairness shown. I know that my hon
friend opposite will say, "but in addition
to these new constituencies, you have
altered counties very much where you
might have avoided it." That depends
upon the view which may be taken of the
necessity of such changes, resulting from
the increase in the number of constituen-
cies: You could not introduce six new
divisions in a country so large as Ontario
without disturbing very much the boun-
daries of other constituencies. Take the
first example we have, going west from
here-that is, the introduction of a new
division in the County of Ontario. It was
very reasonable, taking that section of the
country into consideration,and the increase
of population there since 1871, to give it
another representative, but it was impos-
sible to take the County of Ontario and
carve it into three constituencies, and
therefore, to give that section the addi-
tional member to which it is entitled,
some townships are taken from Ontario
and some from the adjoining County of
Simcoe. Hon. gentlemen might charge
the Government with a disposition to do
so for the purpose of accomplishing their
own ends. That is an accusation easily
put forth, but the fact remains that there
is a necessity to create a new constituency,
and it cannot be created without taking some
townships from the county to the west, and
if a change which is justified by the increase
of population, is one which seems for the
moment to assist the views of the Govern-
ment, it is not a thing which, I think,
should be complained of as against them.
It is one of those results which the Oppo-
sition, if they were in power, would like to
see. But the object is to equalize, as far
as possible, the population in the various
constituencies, and to give toallpartsofthe
Province, as far as may be practicable, a
tolerably even representation on the floor
of the House of Commons. That is the
principle of the bill, and the changes which
have been made, although they seem to
be remote from the counties which have
been created, follow generally as a
consequence of the additional constituen-
cies, as can be explained to the satisfaction
of the House in Committee. Occasionally
it has so happened that it would seem for
the moment to be a change in favor of
those views which the Government of the
day entertain, but I do not know that that
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can be charged against us fairly as an ob-
jection to the scheme. An additional
member is also provided for in Manitoba.
That province is filling up very fast. The
portion of it which is mainly occupied by
French Canadians will form a constituency
by itself-that is, the county of Provencher,
along the banks of the Red River, which
will be more distinct as a French Canadi-
an constituency than any of the others are
likely to be. In order to create this
county, and inasmuch as a member is
given to the city of Winnipeg, it became
necessary to alter the locality of the divi-
sion of Selkirk, which is now placed at the ex-
tremewest. Selkirk wasin the neighborhood
of St Boniface and thereabouts, close to
Winnipeg. Selkirk is moved out to the
west, and a member is given to Winnipeg,
which is growing very fast and promises
to be a considerable city. There will,
therefore, be five members from Manitoba.
There are no changes in the representa-
tion of Quebec in the Bill as it stands
now before the House, but I propose,
when it goes to committee, to make a
small change with reference to some
townships in Bellechasse, which, it is
thought, should be added to Montmagny.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-There are certain
changes in Argenteuil.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Yes;
I had forgotten. Some townships are
added to Terrebonne. That was explain-
ed in the other House as having no
political significance. The townships
were settled chiefly by the exertions of
Father Labelle, who lives in. St. Jerome.
Their intercourse, their facilities for
getting to the county town and
their municipal organizations lead rather
to Terrebonne than to Argenteuil, from
which they are separated by a range of
hills of considerable magnitude, making
access to the southern or western part of
Argenteuil somewhat difficult. Their
natural leaning and tendencies, and their
natural geographical affinities are towards
Terrebonne. These are the changes.
They are chiefly in Ontario and Manitoba,
and some slight changes in Quebec. I
propose, in committee, if it is desired, to
show the outlines of the various constitu-
encies. I do not think, however, that
the committee &ill desire to go into any
great detail in that particular matter. We

are, of course, to bear in mind that
although we have a full right to deal with
the measure, still, it is one affecting seats
in the other House, and naturally we
should be rather reluctant to interpose in
reference to the geographical limits which
they have laid down by the Bill, and
which concerns themselves in that House.

HON. MR. SCOTT-The leader of
the Government has informed us that the
object the Administration had in view in
preparing this measure was to satisfy a
long expressed feeling on the part of the
people of Ontario that representation
should be based upon population, and he
told us that this measure has been carefully
framed with the view to carry out the
wishes of the people, and to give them
their fair share of representation in the
House of Commons. The hon. gentle-
man gave us, as he thought from his
standpoint possibly, illustrations of the
principle on which the Bill is founded.
Those illustrations it is my duty to criti-
cise, and I shall point out to him wherein,
from my standpoint at all events, the Bill
does not carry out the views that he has
expressed as the object of the Government
in preparing it, and that, so far from its
being a Bill fairly to distribute the voting
power among the people of Ontario, it. is
practically to give the rnajority who now
represent that Province in the House of
Commons a lease of their present seats
for five years more-that the constituencies
of Ontario have been cut and carved out,
wholly irrespective of their typographical
and geographical position and their popu-
lation. The whole object seems to be
that the gentlemen supporting the Admin-
istration who now hold seats in the House
of Commons shall continue to hold
them for another term. This measure
is one of the most importart
introduced to the Parliament of Can-
ada for many years, because it is
upon it the representation of the people is
based. It is a measure that if fairly car-
ried out would properly represent the vast
majority of the people of Ontario, but,
carried out as I fear it will be, under the
auspices and direction of the tempor-
ary majority supporting the Government
in Parliament, it will strike at the very
root of the principles of civil government,
it will create widespread dissatisfaction,
and a feeling on the part of the minority
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which time will not assuage. A people
enjoying the rights of civil liberty are sen-
sitive above all things of their electoral
power. It is by that power they gained
their rights, and it is by the exercise of
that power they obtain wise laws for their
country. If you deprive them of that you
take away the very foundations of their
liberties. The measure, therefore. is one
of the highest consequence to the people,
not alone of Ontario, but of the entire
Dominion. It is one that has been in-
troduced within a comparatively few days
of the fag end of a very long session; it
has been rapidly rushed through the other
House, and changed from day to day like
a kaleidoscope, until it is utterly impos-
sible to follow it. Townships have been
added to certain constituencies on one
day, and withdrawn the next, just as it
suited the whim and caprice of the gentle-
men who support the Administration, and
the Bill has been dealt with entirely as it
may affect the position of members in the
coming election. A measure of such con-
sequence, in the opinion of all fair-
minded men, is one which should not be
flung on the country just on the eve of a
general election, as the precursor by only
a few days of the writs which are going
forth for the election of members of the
House of Commons. The people of this
country have not had an opportunity, not
merely of considering the Bill, but of
knowing what the character of the
measure is. I ask any hon. gentleman
within the sound of my voice if he can
go over that Bill and say what changes
have been made during the last ten days?
We know that the Bill as introduced was
different from the Bill as it came up for
the second reading. It was stopped for
the purpose of making changes. These
changes were improperly madeafte;the Bill
had been introduced: changes were made
iii committee, and from time to time up
tô the last day before it left the lower
House, and I would not be at all surprised
if the wires which are being worked and
appeals which are being made by parties
outside were now being employed to
iiduce the Government to make still
further chaniges. Certainly, if we sat here
fdr a fortnight, not a day would go over
bat -changes would be made in the Bill-
changes to suit the exigencies of the hour
inevery part of the country. Therefore,
abil'of such importance should not be

HoN. MR. SCOTr.
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postponed to the last dying days of this
protracted session, and the people should
have an opportunity of considering it and
expressing an opinioný upon its details.
The hon. gentleman has adverted to the
principle that was laid down in 1872
having been followed out on the present
occasion-when the representation of
Ontario was added to necessarily a dis-
turbing element was introduced into
the various electoral districts in order
that the additional seats might be
apportioned fairly. I shall go back a
little further than 1872, and show the
principles that governed the measure of
that time. I find no fault with the
principle that was applied in 1872,
although you can trace in the measure
of that year the appeals of the supporters
of the Government of that day to have
changes made in certain constituencies
unfairly and improperly, but still the
Government of that day rose superior to
the demands and clamors of party, and
refused to cut and carve the constituencies
of Ontario to suit the men who were to
seek re-election. I say they rose equal
to the occasion and declined to prepare a
bill which was entirely made up in caucus
and at the instance of their own sup-
porters. Now, let us go back to the time
of confederation when this question of
representation by population had been so
much discussed. What was called repre-
sentation by population in those days was
the representation of the larger population
german to each other, whose sympathies
and associations were ih common. It
was not the equal division of electoral
districts over the country; that was never
contemplated or thought of. At con-
federation the number of electoral
districts in Ontario and Quebec was, as
hon. gentlemen probably know, 65 for
Ontario and 65 for Quebec. At that time
no less than 17 new districts were created
in Ontario. One would suppose from
the language of the leader of the Govern-
ment in the House to-day that the addi-
tion of so many seats must necessarily
have disturbed nearly the whole aréa of
the country. But let us see what was
really done, and whether the statesmen
who framed the Confederation Act recog-
nized geographical boundaries, the muni-
cipal institutions of the coqntry, and the
importance of keeping people together
who had worked together. They recog-
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nized that in cases where there was no
redundency of population there should be
no disturbance of the electoral districts.
Out of 65 seats then in Ontario, 43 were
left undisturbed by the addition of the 17,
which brought the representation up to
82. That left just 22 electoral districts
which had to be disturbed to make up
that number. There was no attempt to
betray the people by taking away their
rights and privileges ; there was no attempt
to create a Conservative constituency by
taking up a half dozen Reform townships
from various quarters and grouping them
together-to hive them-" to hive the
Grits," as it has been called. It was con-
ducted on an honorable basis. The same
gentlemen, probably, who conceived the
Confederation Act while in London acted
free and untrammelled by party lines.
The leader of the Government of that
day rose to the high plane to which a
statesman should attain, and he was then
preparing the magna charta for the work-
ing out of this question of confederation.
He was equal to the occasion and he scorn-
ed to do anything so dishonorable and con-
temptible as to disfranchise a large element
of the people'of this country, and to give
voting power to the minorty-practically
providing that the minority should repre-
sent the people of Ontario, and that the
majority should be left outside. He rose
superior to such feelings. Now, the hon.
gentleman, warned by the clamors of his
friends on the eve of a general election,
and though boasting that he would come
back strengthened and reinforced
through the working of the National
Policy, when the hour comes-anticipat-
ing that hour by a whole twelve months
-feeling that the record would be read
too truthfully and readily before 1883, by
the people becoming better educated on
the acts of the Administration, they have
to make their seats secure, and in adding
four members to the representation of
Ontario they have been obliged to disturb
54:constituencies.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Six
constituencies are added.

HON. MR. SCOTT-My hon. friend
says six constituencies are added : yes by
annihilating Niagara, where the hon. gen-
tleman's friend was elected by only two of
a majority at the last election. The hon.

gentleman's supporters did not dare to
trust Niagara again. He knew that the
constituency would return a Conservative
member. The hon. gentleman knows
very well that Cornwall would not elect a
Conservative.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Yes.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-The hon. gentle-
man knew that Cornwall had, been repre-
sented by Reformers before and will be
again, and it suited the Government to
destroy those two constituencies, just for
the same purpose that they are now cre-
ating new constituencies, as I will proceed
to show. I start with the basis that when
they added so large a number as seven-
teen when there were but sixty-five con-
stituencies in Ontario, forty-three electoral
districts were left undisturbed and only
twenty-two were disturbed to bring the
number up to eighty-two. That was a
recognition of the proper principle, and
that principle, although somewhat muti-
lated I admit, was still tolerably fairly
carried out at the last distribution in 1872
when the representation of Ontario was
brought up to eighty-eight. What were
the changes made ten years ago? Huron
and Grey were each given an additional
member ; Muskoka, a new settlement, was
given a representative, Toronto, Hamil.
ton and Ottawa were given an additional
member each, and Haldimand, Monck,
Wellington and Victoria were somewhat
changed, making in all ten constituencies.
Some new townships were added to south
Renfrew, but that was merely an extension
of its limits. Now that was a recognition
of the same principle which prevailed at
the time of confederation-that the muni-
cipal boundaries should not be disturbed.
Here I would just like to quote, for the
information of hon. gentlemen, the speech
whichthehon.theleaderoftheGeovernment
made in introducing this measure in 1872
and see how it tallies with the opinions ex-
pressed by his colleagues this session. I
do not know that he spoke himself on the
occasion of the present measure coming
before Parliament-at least I am not aware
that he answered the arguments adduced
against him in 1872, he said -

" The desire of the Government bas been
to preserve the representation for counties
and subdivisions of counties asmuch as pos-
sible. It is considered objectionable to mke
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representation a mere geographical terni. It
is desired as much as possible to keep the
representation withrn the county, so that
each county that is a municipality of Ontario
should be represented, and if it becomes large
enough divie it into ridings. That principle
is carried out in the suggestions I am about
to make, 'Our municipal system gives an
admirable opportunity to constituencies to
select men for their deserts. We al] know the
process which happily goes on in Western
Ontario. A younig man in a county com-
mences his public life by being elected by bis
neighbors, who know him, to the Township
Council. If he shows himself possessed of
administrative ability he is made a Reeve or
Deputy Reeve of his township. He becomes
a member of the County (Jouncil, and as his
experience increases, and his character and
abilities become known, he is selected by hiS
people as their representative in Parliaiient.
It is a grand system that the people of Canada
should have the opportunity of choosing for
political promotion the men in whorm they
have most confidence and of whose abilities
they are fully assured. Ail that great advan-
tage is lost by cutting off a portion of two
separate couinties and adding them together
for electoral purposes only. Those portions
Bo cut off have no common interest; they do
not meet together and they have no common
feeling, except that once in five years they go
to the polis in their own township to vote for
a man who maz be known in one session and
not in another.'

So it was fairly carried out. As the
population of a county exceeded the
normal representation of other counties,
an extra member was given to it. That
was the true principle, and that was the
principle which always prevailed in
Canada up to the present time. Now I
think the right hon. gentleman who utter-
ed those words spoke wisely and sensibly
and in the interests of the people whom he
represented when he delivered that speech.
If he acted fairly in 1872 he cannot be
credited with having acted fairly and hon-
orably by the people in 1882, because the
two acts are entirely inconsistent-with each
other. I have shown that to add six
members in 1872 only eleven constituen-
cies were disturbed, and practically only
nine, because Muskoka was a new settle-
ment and Renfrew had simply a number
of townships added to it: it would not in
any way disturb those constituencies. I
maintain that if I stopped here my point
would be carried. I have shown the prin-
ciple on which even the Conservative Gov-
ernment of this country had acted in the
past. I have proved how tenderly they
dealt with this question, the dearest of all
others to the people of this country, how

HoN. MR. Scorr.

cautiously they dealt with it at the time of
confederation is evident from the small
disturbing element in the large increase
given to Ontario then, and how cautiously
the same principle was carried out in 1872
when six members were given to the
Province. Now, in 1882, in order to give
only four additional constituencies, over
fifty had to be disturbed, so that it would be
extremely difficult for the people of those
districts to know to what constituency they
belong. It will certainly be news to
many of them when they receive the
intelligence. On what principle has this
Bill been based? The hon. gentleman
says it is upon the dearly worshipped
principle of representation by population,
and he gives a number of cases where,
from his view, the population was equalized.
Now, I will quote a few cases, and let us
see how they bear out that view. I
maintain that neither geographical area
nor representation by population had
anything whatever to do with this Bill
It was to give to the present supporters of
the Government in the House of Com-
mons a continuance of their seats, if, by
framing the constituencies to suit them,
that wish can be accomplished. Now,
take some of the constituencies. There
is South Grenville with a population of
13,526, while Kent has 28,112, or con-
siderably more than double. Take North
Leeds,-with the reduction made from it
which I shall discuss presently-which has
a population of 12,423, while East Simcoe
has 27,185. What a wide distinction !
Take again Brockville, with Kitley added
to it, 15,207, while South Wellington has
26,618. Take Frontenac, with 14,993,
while East Elgin has 26,303; Kingston
with 14,091 while North Perth has 26,538;
West Peterborough with 13,310 while
North Simcoe has 26,120 ; Ottawa with
27,417, has two seats, while North Huron
and North Wellington have each over
26,000.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-That
only shows that we have taken a step in
the right direction; we will redress all
that in 1892.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I have referred
now to sixteen constituencies. Eight Of
them give a total of 110,962, which is an
average of 13,870, while the other eight
give a total of 212,998, or an average Of
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26,624; and yet we are told that this Bill is
based upon representation by population !

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-We
have gone as far as we could get.

HON. MR. SCOTT-The hon. gentle-
man could not safely go further. He did
not dare to carry It out entirely. I will
show precisely how far the hon. gentleman
felt it safe to go. The table which I have
furnished sets at rest the question of
representation by population. Let us now
look at some of the constituencies in our
own neighborhood which have been
changed. Take the case of the two
Lanarks. Their present population amounts
to 33,975. They join North Leeds and
other constituences with a population less
than their own; but it was desirable to
change North and South Lanark. One
would naturally think if the right hon. the
leader of the Government were true to the
impulses which dictated the step which he
took in 1872, he would say that the
Lanarks ought to have their boundaries
preserved. That is a very old county,
having been settled in 1816. It is an old
clannish kind of a county, and you would
have supposed that if it had to be
equalized it would be done within its own
borders. There would be nothing objection-
able or repulsive about that, and nobody
çpuld complain if it had been done; it
would give to each of the ridings a popu-
lation of 16,987. But North Lanark is a
Liberal constituency and it had to be
supplemented by coming down to the
county of Carleton. There are some
good old-fashioned Tory townships in
Carleton and two were selected, Fitzroy
and Torbolton which were added to North
Lanark, in order that a Reform constitu-
ency might return a supporter of the
Administration. But Torbolton did not
appreciate being taken from Carleton.
They were not to be handed over to North
Lanark; and so, Conservative as they
were, they repudiated the idea; and, as
they were near at hand to the capital,
remonstrances reached here before the
Bill got through. Torbolton being recal-
citrant was withdrawn, and Huntley, a good
Tory township, was substituted. They
could be spared out of Carleton very well.
Possibly the Government may find that
they have caught a Tartar in Huntley.
They may find that the Irishmen of

Huntley do not care to be called upon to
vote with the Scotchmen of North Lanark.
I think they will resent being transferred
so far from the constituency in which they
have been accustomed to vote and severed
from the alliances which have prevailed
in past years. But one would suppose
that South Lanark would be left alone,
because, assuredly, if you had to make up
a deficiency in North Lanark, and there
was a redundancy in South Lanark, you
would naturally take from the south riding
and add to the north. But the member
for South Lanark did not feel safe, so he
had to get rid of part of his constituents.
Mr. Frost was an opponent of Mr. Haggart
at the last election; he lives in the villiage
of Smith's Falls, which is a rising town,
where he had a majority of ninety-eight
at the last election, a considerable majority
in one muncipality which is a growing one.

HON. MR. READ-Yes; under the
National Policy.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Mr. Frost is a
manufacturer, and if anybody should
appreciate the National Policy one would
expect that he would. But, on the con-
trary, he believes it has injured him ; he
believes he could do much better if he
were allowed to get the raw material
cheaper. However, that is aside from the
question. Mr. Frost and the village of
Smith's Falls have to be bundled out of
the constituency. Mr. Haggart, the
sitting member, not only gets rid of the
village which gave such a majority against
him, but he also gets rid of his opponent.
The two ridings of Lanark formed at one
time one constituency : when an increase
of population warranted it they were
divided, and the natural and honest way
to equalize the population, when it was
found that there had been a greater
increase in the south riding than in the
north, would have been to take from the
south and add to the north. Instead of
doing that they went outside of the county,
to Carleton to increase the population of
the north riding and transferred a portion
of South Lanark to another county to
reduce its population ; and yet hon.
gentlemen opposite say there is nothing
objectionable or improper in ahi that.
But let us go a little further; let us follow
it up and see where it was interjected into.
Mr. Frost and his supporters in Smith's
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Falls were interjected into North Leeds,
with whom they had nothing in common.
But what was the position of North Leeds?
It was a small constituency of only
12,423, a long way below the average,
which was about 19,ooo.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
think the average is still about 19,ooo.

HON. MR. SCOTT-North Leeds was
largely below that, yet will hon. gentle-
men believe it, this good Conservative
county, though largely below the average,
and with the addition of 125 Grits from
Smith's Falls it could not have its repre-
sentation affected, had to be again dis-
turbed. The town of Brockville was not
considered safe, and they transferred
Kitley from North Leeds to Brockville,
redncing North Leeds to 12,423, and yet
we are told that representation according
to numbers is the guiding principle in this
precious Bill. We are also told that geo-
graphical arrangement has something to
do with the measure, but if hon. gentle-
men will look at Kitley and Brockville
they will see that they are a long way
apart and are not so situated, geographi-
cally, as to justify their being included in
one constituency. But if the population
of North Leeds is too low, and is to be
brought up by the addition of Smith's
Falls, why transfer Kitley from North
Leeds to Brockville ? Surely not to
equalize it? No; they had to take in a
Reform constituency from South Lanark
and to eject a Conservative township in
order to overcome a Reform majority in
the town of Brockville.

HON. MR. SKEAD- It is for the
purpose of amalgamation.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I do not think
hon. gentlemen will succeed in this amal-
gamation; I think they will be met by an
indignant people who will not tolerate such
an outrage. I could quite understand the
Government bringing in a township from
one constituency to make up the proper
numerical quota of the population in
another riding, but I do not understand
their bringing in a township from one side
of .a constituency and ejecting another
township from the other side as has been
done in North Leeds. Then why disturb
it at all ? There must have been some

object, and that object is apparent. You
have only to look at the figures of the last
election and you will see the object. Every-
body knows that Mr. Frost gave Mr. Hag-
gart a very close run in South Lanark ; he
had a large majority in Smith's Falls, and
Mr. Haggart had to be sustained, part of
the Reform element in his county had to
be ejected from it and be transferred to
where they could do no harm.

HON. MR. SKEAD-It could not
effect Mr. Haggart, as I think that gentle-
man is going further west to find a con-
stituency-near the Rocky Mountains-
in the next election.

HON. MR. SCOTT-No doubt he
finds that the offended people of South
Lanark will not tolerate him any longer,
and a great many others as well as Mr.
Haggart will also find it to their interest
to go further west for constituencies, and
I think there will be a great many changes
that hon. gentlemen do not at present an-
ticipate. Now let us go a little further
west and see how they run up in the cen-
tral part of Ontario. Take Lincoln and
Niagara which have been consolidated,
making the populaýion of that constituency
26,408. Niagara was blotted out for a
good reason: at the last election Mr.
Hughes, the Opposition candidate, was
elected by a narrow majority I think, agl
was unseated for bribery on the part of
some of his friends, and Mr. Plumb
was returned by a very narrow
majority. The Government thought that
Lincoln ought to be changed because
it is in the midst of a number
of constituencies that are numerically
smaller, and it was proposed that it should
be reduced by taking out Clinton and
adding to it Monck, which was a small
constituency, and required Clinton to give
it the proper number of population. The
Bill was passing through the Cornmens
in that shape, but the sitting member
did not consider his riding safe with
Clinton taken off. Clinton had a large
majority of Conservative votes, and
although the Bill had passed its second
reading, Clinton had to be brought back
and added to Lincoln, although it
swelled up the number of the population
of that constituency to 26,408, which is
1argely above the average, but it was
necessary to make it safe for a Govern-
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ment candidate. ThenWelland, which was
only a very short distance from it, was left
with over 26,152. And how does Monck
stand ? By the last census it had a
population of 17,145; it certainly was
not up to the average, but the exigencies
of the hour were such that Clinton had
to be removed, reducing it still further to
15,940. That looked a little too glaring,
and the House of Commons would not
stand it, as several constituencies had
been run up to 26,ooo, so Haldimand
with its population of 18,619 was reduced
to 17,660, by taking from it South Cayuga
with its population of 959; yet that is
called equalizing the representation by
population. We know from the manner
in which this whole matter has been dis-
cussed by the press and the people of the
country that the political exigencies of
the party in power are what influenced
and controlled the whole arrangement of
these constituencies.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
am astonished at the hon. gentleman.

HON. MR. SCOTT-It is not a mea-
sure that any member of the Government
ought to be proud of ;. it is not a thing
that future historians will write well of or
approve of. It was not the guiding prin-
ciple of the Minister of Justice, when he
assisted in the framing of the charter of
our liberties, the Confederation Act; it was
not the political exigencies of his followers
that influenced him at that time : he moved
on the plane that statesmen move on.
Even now I am satisfied that the hon.
gentleman is too just, too fair-minded a
man to have initiated or framed so dis-
turbing a measure. I give him credit for
being influenced by higher motives and
higher aspirations than assisting in the
preparation of a dastardly bill of this kind.
I have shown where it has been changed,
day after day, at every stage of the Bill-
townships added one 'day, taken off the
next and added somewhere else, according
as it would suit the exigencies of the case
and benefit the majority in the House of
Commons. They were the people who
controlled it; they were the people who
prepared it, and prepared it with only one
object in view, to make them feel safe in
their constituencies for the next election.
They might with the same propriety hawe
passed an act to secure them in their seats

for five years longer without election.
I maintain that this question of represen-
tation is too delicate a subject to be
treated in the way it has been ; it is one
that ought to have been approached
in a patriotic spirit, and entirely
apart from political feeling. It ought
not to have been approached on
the eve of an election, when political
feeling is aroused, and people are not in a
position to consider fairly how such a bill
will affect the future interests of the
Dominion. This measure has been
formed to give the majority the control in
all directions and to bring the Opposition
together in such a way as to render them
powerless, as I am prepared to show when
I go a little further on. Take the County
of Bruce for instance: South Bruce had
a population of 39,803, North Bruce,
24,971. It would have been a very eas
matter to have divided Bruce into three
ridings of 21,591 each. Now, if I have
got the figures correctly, it is divided as
follows :-East Bruce 22,000, West Bruce
24,ooo, North Bruce 18,ooo. Now why
is it there is that discrepancy, why not
make each riding as nearly as possible
21,ooo each? Why should there be
6,ooo of a difierence between North Bruce
and West Bruce? It is not very hard to
find the motive.

HON. MR. READ-I happened to be
in the House of Commons when North
Bruce was divided in that way on a
motion made by a political friend of the
hon. gentleman.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Mr. Gillies?

HON. MR. SKEAD-No; it was on
Mr. Patterson's motion that North Bruce
was divided.

HON. MR. POWER-Mr. Patterson
moved that the Town of Elgin be added
to one of these constituencies.

HON. MR. SCOTT-That would not
have made it any better.

HON. MR. READ-Oh, yes !

HON. MR. SCOTT-What is the pop-
ulation of Elgin ? What is the object of
adding it to one of the constituencies? It
was to remçve about 5oo Reform votes
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who were in the North Riding to the
West Riding, where there were already
405 Grit votes, gathering together nearly
1,000 Reform votes, or as it is called
"hiving the Grits." By this means all
the Reformers are gathered into one rid-
ing, West Bru-e, where they will have a
majority of 956, and two constituencies
are secured to the Conservatives. Do you
call that fair representation ? It is not
based on members, or on affinities or on
any principle that can be defended in con-
nection with representation by population.
I am justified in saying that it has been
done for the purpose of giving two ridings
to the Conservative party in the county,
if the people will consent to be turned
over in that way like sheep out of a fold
-because it is the smallest constituency,
18ooo, where the Reform vote is taken
from and added to the large constituency
in the west where it was already large.
In no peried in the history of Canada was
ever such an effort made to control a whole
constituency. Take any large county in
Canada and by manipulation of that kind,
a county that would return at least two
Liie*lrials you can miake it return two
C<n ervatives and one 1.iberal. A goed
de. 1 of peronral feeling has been nmied
up> with this disgraceful and discreditable
act. Take for instance Centre Huron,
the verv n2me of the county has becn
scat'te:ed to the winds; a!l the bitterness
of the Government in the accident of
their power, secins to have been vented
up n Sir Richard Cartwrigh t; but we will
see if the_ peoile of Ontario will tolerate
the blotting out of a public man by such
discreditable and disreputable means.
Centre Huron has been entirely destroyed:
there w ill be no such constituency in the
future. Reference has been made to Mr.
Mowat's Redistribution Bill.

Hox. MR. READ-Hear, hear.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-The hon. gentle-
man from Quinte says "hear, hear," but I
wil teil him what Mr. Mowat's Redistri-
bution Bill was. Did he carve and cut
up forty or fifty constituencies in order to
piovide six new seats ? No he added one
nemlber to the County of Huron, he
abglished the County of Bothwell which
had been created out of Lambton and
Ken' and added a new member to each
in conformity with the principle laid down
by Sir John A. Macdonald himself.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Mr.
Mowat divided townships I am told.

HON. MR. SCOTT-If my hon. friend
will analyze Mr. Mowat's Redistribution
Bill, he will find it is not open to any stich
objections as are made against this one.

HON. MR. AIKINS-It divides town-
ships.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-At all events in
the County of Huron he did not go out-
side of the county; he equalized it as well
as it could be equalized numerically and
gave it an extra member. The bld County
of Bothwell he abolished and gave in-
creased representation to Kent and
Lambton. To the County of Essex he
gave an additional member. Then to the
County of Dufferin, a county that had
been created for municipal purposes, after
many years of agitation, by taking certain
large townships out of Simcoe, Welling-
ton, Grey and Cardwell he. gave one
member. For that county judges were
appointed, and all the machinery for
carrying on municipal affairs were pro-
vided. Grey got one member. Wel-
lington lad some slight changes made.
Then Muskoka and Parry Sound were
created into a new district. Simcoe had
increased representation. The townships
of Haggarty, Sherwood and Burns were
taken from Lanark and added to the
County of Renfrew. Brockville was en-
larged, and some few changes were made
in the east riding of Northumberland, and
that sums up Mr. Mowat's Bill, and if it is
at aU open to the charge that has
been made, that it is in any way
a justiication for the action of the Gov-
ernment in introducing the measure
now before the House, then I do not read
the English language correctly. But sup-
posing Mr. Mowat had done an improper
thing ; supposing he had acted differently
from the policy lai(d down by Sir John A.
Macdonald when he framed the Confe-
deration Act, and brought in a change of
representation in 1872, would that justify
the Government here in doing it in the
higher sphere and on the higher plane
that they move in, and where they arc
setting an example to all the minor pro-
vinces of the Dominion ? No man will
pretend to say that it would offer a shadow
of justification, but there is no ground for

HON. MR. SCOTr.
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any statement of the sort against Mr.
Mowat. In providing six new seats for
the 1epresentation of Ontario, Mr. Mowat
affected only one-fourth of the existing
constituencies. Taking the last census
and the votes recorded at the last election,
I will just show how far the principle has
been carried out of what is called gather-
ing the majorities. Wherever in any two
counties there was a considerable majority
of Reform votes the principle of this Bill
has been to get them together in one con-
stituency.

HON. MR. READ - These are the
hives ?

HON. MR. SCOTT-Yes ; but these
hives may swarm, the people may repudi-
ate this Act of the Government. They
will not tolerate it.

North Brant was quoted by my hon.
friend just now, and it was certainly made
very safe, the majority being 723-quite a
constituency by itself. However, if the
Government suppose that the minority
in this country are going quietly to swallow
that pill, they make a great mistake. In
my judgment no greater blow has ever
been aimed at confederation than this
Bill; and nothing has tended more to
shake the autonomy of this Dominion;
no freeman can accept it. I say that
when the liberties and privileges of a
people are infringed upon by an accident-
al majority in Parliament, that minority
so trampled upon will seek redress. It is
nothing more than telling those people that
this piece of paper is the law which they
are to obey, because it is made by an
accidental majority having their own
views, and the people whose interests are
effected will not stand it. They will not
submit to or tolerate it, and this Senate
has now a great duty to perforn in the
premises, if it is to be truly a safe-guard
for the minority. I would ask why we
are here given 24 members for each of
the larger provinces, though the respective
populations and representations of those
provinces in the other branch of the
legislature vary so greatly? The answer
is, simply to see that the minority
of one people have not their rights
and privileges encroached upon by
those who happen to be in the
majority; that their liberties should be
respected, and that the House of Com-

mons with its majority rushing madly
and wildly on to accomplish some-
thing which should not be accom-
plished, might find that the people of
this country would be protected by the
Senate. What did the Senate do in 1874
when the Reform element of that day pro-
posed to make a small change, to take
one electoral division from one county and
add it to another in order to make it
symmetrical and equal in population?
They threw out the Bill; they obeyed
then the minority in the House of Com-
mons, as the Senate to-day obeys the ma-
jority of that House. Members of this
House will rise in their places man after
man, and tell me that this is not a politi-
cal measure, and that the rights of the
minority are to be preserved here. I hear
it day after day, that they rise superior to
political exigencies, that they are above
the influence of men in the other Cham-
ber, that they are free from the political
animosity that naturally finds a place there,
and that they only wish to deal fairly by
the people of this country. I say to the
hon. gentlemen in this House if you are
actuated by these feelings you will take
that Bill and throw it out. But nothing
of the kind will be done; hon. gentlemen
here will quietly record their votes for the
passage of this Bill-and yet I am told
this Senate is not a partizan body! I say
it is a partizan Senate when it treated a
Reform majority one year in the way I
have mentioned, and refuses a Reform mi-
nority now the same justice that it was
willing to give a minority on another oc-
casion. In 1874 the Senate said to the
minority in the House of Commons "We
will stand by you; it is quite true that the
majority of thepeople ofOntariosaythatthe
countiesof Huronare notfairly divided,that
they only want to remove one township
from one riding and to add it to another."
And the Senate did back the minority in
the House of Commons and said, " No, it
shall not be done, the great Conservative
leader says it must not be so, and so the
Senate will not pass the measure." In
that way the large Reform majority in the
House of Commons was set at defiance,
and were told that the Senate must keep
them in check, and must hold the reins
until a change came about. Now a
change has come, and we have a Bill
before us which seeks to give four addi-
tional seats to Ontario, and by way of
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doing so it alters the constituencies from
one end to the other of that Province. It
is not carried out as would become a'
Government, calmly, judiciously, 'and
upon fair principles; but it is arranged
simply at the caprice of the men who
have to go back to those constituencies
and seek re-election. The members of
the House of Commons favorable to the
Government have virtually been told,
" Make your constituencies to suit your-
selves." I say again that the members of
this Government will be ashamed, when
this matter comes to be part of the his-
tory of this country, that their names have
been connected with a measure which, in
my judgment, is far beyond any other for
which they may be judged and condemned
by the people who will come after them,
I maintain that it in no way bears com-
parison with any other of their acts,
because it strikes at the very foun-
dation of the liberties of the people,
upon which civil rights hinge. There
is no parallel in any question ; there never
was in this country any such legislation,
nor do I know of a similar case in any
other country where freedom is recognized.
Now hon. gentlemen I probably have gone
into this matter more exhaustively than
might by some be thought necessary, but
I felt that I should be recreant to my duty
if I permitted this measure to pass, with-
out, at all events, expressing my individual
opinion upon the enormity of it and its
discreditable character. Whether you take
it in the aggregate or in detail, it is just
full of idiosyncrasies; you cannot point
out where in any one degree it is har-
monious with itself. It is based on no
principle whatever; representation by
population has nothing whatever to do
with it ; topographical areas have nothing
to do with it, but it is got up carefully
just to suit a majority in the House of
Commons ;--men who are to go to their
constituencies and want to prepare the
field. It would be improper and unparlia-
mentary to say just what it is like ; but it
resembles a man playing cards with
another, who takes all the trumps himself.
I ask are the Conservative party going fairly
to the polls at the next election ; are they
going on any basis which could be regarded
as honorable or just or proper; will the
minority feel that they have been fairly
treated? When they are beaten will they
say we have been beaten under the laws'

of our country, fairly and honestly
administered ? No, they will not; and if it
were possible to go further I have only
to point to the last section of that Bill.
It states that hereafter the officials who
formerly were the returning officers in this
country-men amenable to the laws, and
responsible, in some degree, for the in-
tegrity, honor and propriety with which
they discharged their duties-that they
are no longer to be returning officers.
This was a right which was fought for
during many years by the people of this
country-that some responsible persons,
who were not casually pitch-forked into the
office, and who had no responsiblity further
than to gratify the views of the adminis-
istration of the day, whether it was Reform
or Conservative--should hold these posi-
tions. But this Bill tells us that the
returning officer shall be anybody that
the Government chooses to name. On all
other occasions it necessarily has been
either the Sheriff or Registrar, and we
know very well the power with which the
returning officers are invested, and how
that power has been exercised in the past;
how disgracefully it has been abused,
either by one side or the other. I am
now speaking generally, and I am not
claiming any particular propriety or honor
for one party more than another, but I say
that if you give any man a position in
which discredit can be done by going
beyond the proper limits in some slight
degree, that such a man, under the excite-
ment of the hour, and with political feel-
ing running high, may have his judgment
so warped that he may be induced to do
what at another time he would shrink
fromdoing. Thenitmighthappenthatthis
power would be entrusted to an unscrupu-
lous man, and such a person, whether Re-
former or Conservative, will take advantage
of his positic n; he acts under a certain spur
or stimulus and we know that things have
been done by returning offiders in this
country which, three months before or
afterwards, some of them would have
scorned to perform. They did it under
the impulse of the moment, they were
appointed as creatures of the Govern-
nient, and they were paid for their work.
A particular party was to be returned, so
they carried out the views of their eni-
ployers by electing that particular party,
if the figures would at all warrant them in
doing so. Our history is full of just

HON. ML SCO'r.
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such illustrations, so it was found that a Dwhich we are now called upon to read the
most important change would be the second time I therefore move that it be
appointnent of officers who were appointed fnot now read the second time, but that it
both by the Reform and Conservative be read the second time this day three
Governments-the Sheriffs and Registrars. months.
Very strong and stringent laws were
passed to punish them if they were guilty HON. MR. AIKINS-My hon. friend
of the slightest impropriety, and I know a who has just taken his seat has made rany
gentleman in the Province of Quebec statements to this House but to most of
who was a registrar-Mr. Archambeault, I ther I must demur. I agree with him,
think was his name-and because he was however, in this: that an important meas-
guilty of some slight irregularity he was ure of this kind, which affects the rights of
expelled from his office; I dare say this country, ought to be well considered
several hon. gentlemen here will remer- before it cores into force. The measure
ber the case. I merely mention this as as now before the House is one that I hold
an illustration of the severe punishment has been properly considered by the rep-
which followed any irregularity on the resentatives of the people. There is no
part of these officers who stood between question that bas core before this Parlia-
the two political parties, and who were ment which bas received more attention
bound to see fair play, and to take care or which bas been more thoroughly dis-
thàt the election was carried on under cussed than the present measure. My
the law. These men knew that their hon. friend says that the people have not
offices were in jeopardy unless they had an opportunity of seeing this Bil;
aeted in a strictly impartial manner, that they have not been afforded a chance
and in any event they were men for expressing their opinion. I would ask
of some importance in the community, that Wn. gentleman if any measure that
having their character at stake. But bas come before the House of Commons
under this Bill any man, no matter how this year, bas received more attention than
reckless he may be, and though he may this Bil, or has been more thoroughly dis-
not own a dollar's worth of property, yet cussed; if the members on both sides of
may be appointed to this responsible po- the House have not expressed their opin-
sition. He may be sent from Ottawa ions very freely in reference to it? And
with instructions to do anything to en then there is this point which my bon.
sure the Government candidate's election. friend appears to bave ignored altogether:
Again, an active, vigorous man on the that in this country the municipal organi-
other side of politics may be appointed a zation must control the electoral districts.
poll clerk, and he must serve in that ca- Then there is another important principle
pacity, if called upon, or pay a large which ought to be borne in mmd in regard
penalty for refusing to go ; in fact there to any measure affecting the people; that
are fifty ways in which advantage may be is that no interests or classes having repre-
gained, during an election, by one side or sentation in Parliarent ouglt to be ne-
the other. Will hon. gentlemen say that glected. Now a large number of the con-
it is fair to take away this wise provision, stituencies that have been affected by this
that only certain persons shall be return- Bil are agricultural constituencies, and I
ing officers ? I may be told that registrar would ask hon. gentlemen in this Fouse,
and sherifi act improperly, and I dare say or any hon, gentleman who feels inclined
I shall hear some instance of it. I dare to examine this Bill dispassionately, if the
say they are like other men, but we should agricultural interest in this country has in
at any rate have some security for the in any way been sacrificed by the arrange-
greater fidelity with which they would ments which have been made in reference
perform their duties. Their offices would to tbese electoral districts.
be in jeopardy, and they are chosen
usually from the ranks of men in higher HON. MR. POWER-What las agri-
social positions; they are appointed re- culture got to do with this?
turning officers by both administrations,
and are expected to act impartially. Yet HON. MR. AIKINS-It las this: that
that bulwark is destroyed, adding, if pos- ail classes or interests in this country, or
sible, to the enormities of the neasure any other country that possesses represen-
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tive institutions, are always considered. have given us some information ; that is
Now, you have the agricultural class ;
what difference does it make to a man
whether he resides on this side of the line
or that, so long as he bas the right, and
the liberty to carry out that right, of cast-
ing his vote for the person who may be
nominated as a candidate for Parliament ?
I could very readily understand a difficulty
arising, if in grouping counties together,
or municipalities together, townships had
been added to cities or towns f because
we all know that in cities they have a
number of interests.

HON. MR. SCOTT-What about Brock-
ville is not Kitley added to it ?

HON. MR. AIKINS-Brockville had a
rural township before, and if the argument
of my hon. friend is worth anything, it is
merely this : the borough of Niagara bas
been called a rotten borough--if not by
my hon. friend at any rate by other hon.
gentlemen-and according to the argu-
ment of my hon. friend we must mahtain
the integrity of the borough of Niagara
simply as it is, and it must continue to
send a representative to Parliament. I
think that any hon. gentleman who takes
up this measure and compares the course
which bas been taken by the Government
with that taken, in reference to representa-
tion in the Province of Ontario, where
they cut up townships and divided them,
and paid no attention whatever to muni-
cipal districts, cannot fail to see that great
care has been taken in this measure to
equalize representation in the Dominion
Parliament. If we had adopted the same
course in reference to the increased repre-
sentation given to Ontario, as the Provin.
cial Government had done, then the
course taken would have been a very
different one. We have, however, tried
to adjust the representation in such a way
that each electoral division would have
about the same number of electors in it.
But what has been the course Io which
my hon. friend bas referred as pursued in
Ontario ? How have the electoral divi-
sions been distributed by the Provincial
Government? When my hon. friend re-
ferred to our electoral districts he did not
tell the House what the population was.
Had he stated to the House how it
affected the population, and not merely
the area of these districts, then he would

what my hon. friend ought to have done,
but did not do. For the information of
the House I will just give two or three
instances. For example, I will take the
County of Wentworth as adjusted by the
Provincial Government. It had a popu-
lation of 31,ooo, and that county was
given two representatives; but the City of
Hamilton with 38,000-7,000 more than
the County of Wentworth-could only
get one member. Then you have the
north riding of the County of Brant.
Brant, with one representative, has only a
population of 12,000, still you find that
they actually grouped Niagara and Lin-
coln and made a population of 29,597 ;
so that while in Brant that had only
i2,ooo they made another electoral dis-
trict having 30,000, or very nearly two
and one half times as many. Then they
took West Elgin that had a population of
14,ooo, and they gave it a 1epresentative,
yet you find that to the City of Toronto,
with its population of 86,ooo or over,
they only gave two representatives. My
hon. friend, however, did not think it
proper to state that.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I am discussing
this Bill, not Mr. Mowat's Bill.

HON. MR. AIKINS-You referred to
the course pursued by Mr. Mowat in the
provincial representation, and I say my
argument is germane to the subject. If
my hon. friend had acted consistently by
the House he would have given this
information, but he is not fair, and bas
led the House to believe that in the
adjustment of the provincial representation
population had been taken into account
as well as area.

HON. MR. POWER-Will the hon.
gentleman pardon me for interrupting
him. He referred to the Government of
Ontario not having given Hamilton and
Toronto more members; I would ask
why is it that the City of Montreal, that
bas a population of 140,000, bas only
three members under this Bill ?

HON. MR. AIKINS-The reason is
that there we find a state of things entirely
different from what exists in the Province
of Ontario. They are only entitled to
65 members in the Province of Quebec,

HON. MR. AIKINS.
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and if the population of Lower Canada
was double what it is to-day, they would t
still be entitled to only the same number
of representatives. If the Province of t
Ontario had only been ý entitled to the i
same number of members after the census
was taken as it had before, it cannot be t
supposed that any re-adjustment would
have taken place; I do not believe it
would, and I am quite sure my hon.
friend does not think that any adjustnent
of the representation would have been
made, if by the census which has recently
been taken, Ontario was not entitled to
any increased representation ;-yet such a
course might have been pursued.
Now my hon. colleague, in in-
troducing this measure went over
a large number of constituencies and
showed how they were divided, how the
population was as nearly made even as
was possible, without dividing munici_-
palities or townships. This it was not
deemed advisable to do, and the only
blot upon the Bill is one whih vas
suggested by the Opposition in the other
House, and which was adopted by that
House. It is that Port Elgin is taken
out of the township of Saugeen, and
attached to an electoral district at least
five or six miles away from it.

HON. MR. POWER - How about
Scugog ?

HON. MR. AIKINS-The cases are
not analgous at all, and if the hon. gentle-
man knew the locality he would not ask
such a question as that. My hon. friend
talked about the civil rights of the people
being affected by this Bill; but how are
civil rights affected ?

HoN. MR. SCOTT-The rights which
the majority give to the minority.

HON. MR. AIKINS-My hon. friend
speaks about hiving the Grits, but how
have the Conservatives been hived ?-on
the same principle. Why you could not
take all the electoral districts in Ontario,
with the large representation that the
Liberal Conservatives have in the other
House and arrange them in any other
way, but you must have a larger number
of districts. If you take the votes cast
at the last election as any criterion, you
could not adjust them in any possible way,

but you would have a majority of districts
hat might possibly be represented by
Conservatives. The hon. gentleman says
hat the people might rise up in their
ndignation and resent the course that the
Government has pursued; but if this be
rue my hon. friend has no right to com-
plain. Why does he move the rejection
of this Bill if the people are going to ex-
press their resentment in a practical way,
by sending members to the House of
Commons who are opposed to this
measure? That is just what my hon.
friend desires, I presume, and I am there-
fore surprised that he should move for the
rejection of a measure which he himself
declares will result in causing the people
to send to the House of Commons mem-
bers who are opposed to the present Ad-
ministration. The speech of my hon.
friend is similar in character to those I
heard delivered in 1872. At that time I
chanced to be a member of the Govern-
nient, and Sir John A. Macdonald was the
leader of that Government, and introduced
a somewhat similar measure. I remem-
ber very well how that Government was
opposed for having introduced such a
measure, and the amount of ridicule and
abuse which was attempted to be heaped
on them for introducing a measure to
divide the Province of Ontario in such a
way. The then Opposition declared that
it was done apparently in the interest ot
the Conservative Party. Yet hon. gentle-
men, we find that a speech, as made at that
time by Sir John Macdonald, has been
used here to day by my hon. friend-that
speech being the one of all others that is
entitled to commendation. Now I have
not the least doubt, if my hon. friend and
myself are in this House ten years hence,
when another readjustment takes place,
that he will then take the speech delivered
by Sir John Macdonald in the other
House upon this subject, and will hold it
up as a guide to members in this House.
It is the old story over again ; my hon.
friend is not satisfied, no matter what
course is pursued. But if my hon. friend
had been in this House, and in the ma-
jority instead of the minority, I should
like to know what course he would have
pursued under these circurnstances. I
am rather inclined to think that, notwith-
standing the principles he has enunciated
to-day, if placed in the position I rfention
and called upon to readjust the rep-
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resentation of Ontario-his own province
-interested as he is in the people of that
province, he would hardly have come to
the conclusion that the civil rights of
the people were very much influenced if
he thought fit to divide these electoral
districts in such a way that he
would not be injured politically. I
am quite satisfied he would corne
to the same conclusion which others have
reached on this subject. Now, the hon.
gentleman has said that when an adjust-
ment took place heretofore very few con-
stituencies were disturbed ; but that can
b2 easily explained. I am sure if my hon.
friend had taken trouble to explain to
this House as he might have done he
would have satisfied the House-even if
he was not satisfied himself--that the
course pursued at that time was an ex-
tremely judicious one. Why you had the
Counties of Huron and Bruce-two
counties--united for municipal purposes,
and those counties had a population of
from go,ooo to xoo,ooo, and there was no
difficulty in saying how those counties
should be.divided. In place of the new
districts increasing very largely in popu-
lation, however, we find now that some of
the old counties have increased. Take
the County of Essex and the County of
Lambton; they have largely increased, and
the same may be said of Kent, Huron
and Bruce and North Simcoe. Hence
when you have to make changes, and
those changes of that character that would
allow six new electoral districts to be
formed, you could not carve those out in
any way without disturbing a large num-
ber. The hon. gentleman says we dis-
turbed more than was necessary, but that
is a matter of opinion. My hon. friend
says " you could have done so and so ; "
well, we could, but we did not think it
judicious to do so and so, and for this
reason : that my hon. friend and others
on that side would have come to the con-
clusion that in making such a readjustment
we had not done it in such a way as tc
equalize the population-which we have
now done. I have not the least doubi
that when the people, as a whole, come tc
see this measure they will come to thiý
conclusion : that whatever their othei
faults are, the Government had one ob
ject in view, and that was to adjust th
population as nearly as possible so tha
they would secure for this Dominion rep
resentation according to population.

HON. MR. AIKINS.

It being six o'clock the Speaker left
the Chair.

After Reeess.

HON. MR. AIKINS-I was about to
say, when the House rose at six o'clock,
that when we bear in mind that the in-
creased representation is confined to the
western peninsula of Ontario, the increase
of population being there, we will at once
understand why so many constituencies
are disturbed. The hon. gentleman who
has moved the rejection of this Bill, in
speaking of the town of Niagara, said it
was carried at the last general election by
the present sitting member by a majority
of only two.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I corrected my-
self afterwards: I said that Mr. Hughes
carried it in the general election.

HON. MR. AIKINS-That constitu-
ency has been carried by the Conservatives
the last fifteen or twenty years. A Re-
former was returned at the last election in
consequence of bribery and corruption
having been practiced. When a scrutiny
of votes was gone into and Mr. Hughes'
majority was converted into a minority of
two, he was quite willing, if ,Mr. Plumb,
who was the contestant in that case, would
withdraw his opposition, to retire, pay-
ing all the expenses incurred on both
sides, rather than have any further evidence
taken. Mr. Hughes knew quite well, as
all who read the evidence must have
known, that he had himself violated the
law to such an extent that had the case
been pressed his position would have been
much worse than it was. He was dis-
franchised for eight years, and that fact
shows that the courts believed he himself,
and not merely his agents, had been
guilty. I think it was most unfortunate
for the hon. gentleman to refer to Niagara
and say that it had been gerrymandered
because the present sitting member had
only a majority of two. Now, the hon.
gentleman from Ottawa adopted a course
fnot unusual when a bad case has to be
defended. He attacked the members of

s this House and declared that this House
r was a partisan body-that no justice
- could be expected from a majority in this

House-and for what reason ? Because
t when a certain measure was before this
- House, known as the Tuckersmith Bill,
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they had the independence to reject it.
The hon. gentleman says the Senate was
a partisan body, then and must be partisan
now. I am rather surprised that my hon.
friend should have referred to that Bill at
all. Those in the other House who
occupy a position similar to his kept as far
from it as possible. They knew it was
indefensible. Tuckersmith, at the general
election, had, by its large vote, returned
the sitting member to the House of Com-
mons ; but, after that election had taken
place, a Bill was introduced by a gentle-
man representing another constituency,
who was likely to be unseated for corrupt
practices, and who was afterwards un-
seated, to detach Tuckersmith township
fron the riding to which it belonged, and
attach it to his own, in order that
he might thus ensure his re-election.
That was the only object of the
Bill, and the only conclusion we
can arrive at is that if hon. members op-
posite had the framing o) this Bill, they
would divide the province to suit the pur-
pose of their party. When they were
willing to detach Tuckersmith from one
county and add it to another for the
reasons I have mentioned, and to take
Port Elgin from the Saugeen division and
attach it to a county six or eight miles
away, we can imagine what they would do
if they had to re-distribute the representa-
tion of the Province. The hon. gentle-
man has moved the rejection of this Bill.
If he considered it objectionable he might
have moved to amend it. I admit that he
is strictly within parliamentary rules in
moving to reject it, but what does he
desire ? Is it that the Province of On-
tario shall not have the four additional
members to which it is entitled ? That
would be the result. The average popu-
lation of a constituency is about 21,000.

That average is determined by dividing
the population of the Province of Quebec
by 65. The quotient in that case be-
comes the diviser, so far as the other pro-
vinces are concerned. If hon. gentlemen
will examine the list they will find that
the constituencies in Ontario have been
equalized as nearly as possible. It is
true that townships have not been divided,
as was done by Mr. Mowat-

HON. MR. SCOTT-I fail to find out
what particular bill the hon. gentleman
was referring to when he spoke of Elgin.

I do not know any other bill passed in
1874-

HoN. MR. AIKINS-The hon. gentle-
man spoke of the Elgins.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I did not speak
of Elgin being divided. What I said was
that West Elgin had a population less
than 15,ooo, while Lincoln and Niagara
combined had a population in round
numbers of 30,000. He did not dis-
turb it.

HON. MR. AIKINS-Certainly not;
but why did he not disturb it ? If I
should indulge in such insinuations as my
hon, friend uttered, I would say that the
reason was West Elgin returned a Reformer,
while Lincoln and Niagara returned a
Conservative. If my hon. friend would
express his own conviction, he would
admit that that was the reason.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Oh no!

HON. MR. AIKINS-What I say is
this: had the Government thought proper
to divide municipalities in the same way
that the Ontario Government did, the
representation could have been even more
equally distributed. I cannot conceive
that this House will for one moment
think of rejecting this Bill. The result of
adopting the amendment would be to
deprive Ontario and Manitoba of the in-
creased representation to which. they are
entitled.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-On this
important question, I think I should
explain the course which I intend to pur-
sue. While the Bill does not meet with
my unqualified approval, I cannot vote
for the amendment, and, in my opinion,
it should not be put. The object of the
Bill is to readjust the representation in
the House of Commons, as we are required
to do by the terms of the British North
America Act. I cannot, therefore, oppose
the principle of the Bill, but when it is
referred to committee we can amend it to
meet the wishes of the majority. I must
say that on this subject I am in accord
with the views expressed by Sir John Mac-
donald, fifteen years ago, when he said:-

" The desire of the Government has been
to preserve the representation for counties and
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sub-divisions of counties as much as possible.
It is considered objectionable to make rEpre-
sentation a mere geographical terni. It is
desired, as much as possible, to keep the rep-
resentation within the county, so that each
county that is a municipality of Ontario
should be represented."

That is the broad principle laid down
by Sir John Macdonald himself at the
time of confederation and I believe that
it is a sound one. Now I am asked to-
day to take another view-the very oppo-
site to that. I am asked to vote for this
measure. I cannot do so, not merelv
because it violates the principle to which
I have referred, but because we have seen,
ever since confederation, how minorities
may be dealt with. The majority of to-day
may be in a minority to-morrow, and if I
give my vote in support of such a propo-
sition to-day how could I condemn my
opponents, if they should follow this pre-
cedent in the future ? I have thought
over this question, and asked myself how
I should like to have a couple of parishes
of another county added to Laval to in-
crease its population. I should consider
it improper and feel that Sir John Mac-
donald's view of this matter fifteen years
ago was the correct one. True, it has
been said that if the other side were in
power they would seize this opp rtunity
to strengthen their party.

HON. MR. POWER-Oh no!

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-The hon.
gentleman says " Oh no!" I say Oh yes !
But while I believe they would do so, am
I here to do what I believe to be wrong
simply because I know that others would
act improperly under similarcircumstances?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
Certainly not.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I must do
my dut) honestly and conscientiously.
I must bear in mind that the people I
represent are in a minority, and that they
are continually ill-treated. If they were
sufficiently powerful, the question of
marriage, which was decided this session
to be within the jurisdiction of this
Parliament, would have been decided in
accordance with the interpretation which
the framers of the Constitution placed on
record at the time of Confederation.
Therefore, though hon. gentlemen oppo-

HON. MR. BE.LLEROs.

site would, if they had the chance, do as
their opponents are now doing, I cannot,
as a representative of a minority, counten-
ance this measure.

HON. MR. CHAPAIS-The Opposition
have done worse.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-They would
do worse, I believe, if they had the oppor-
tunity, but that is no argument. I must
pursue a course which will give them no
pretext in the future, if they should be in
office, to abuse their power. If I do what
is right now, I can in the future, if occasion
calls for it, condemn them for trampling
upon the rights of the people. This, then,
is my position: I cannot support the
amendment, because Ontario is entitled
to increased representation, and the
amendment, if carried, would deny it;
but if amendments in the right direction
are proposed, I shall either vote for them
or abstain from voting altogether.

HON. MR. POWER-There is some
force in the objection which has been
raised by the hon. gentleman who has just
sat down, but I do not think the objection
is one that is strong enough to prevail. It
seems to me that it would be more be,
coming at this stage of the session for the
Senate to throw out this Bill altogether
than to undertake to go into its details
and reconstruct it. I think it is improb-
able that the amendment will prevail, but
if it did the probabilities are that we would
have another bill from the House of Com-
mons of a more satisfactory character than
this in a short time. I know that the
friends of the hon. gentk man from Ottawa
in the other House would assist the Gov-
ernment in preparing another measure on
this subject which would come up very
soon ; so I do not think the hon. gentle-
man from DeLanaudière need fear that
Ontario would lose the additional represen-
tation, to which she is entitled, if this
motion was carried. The hon. gentleman
said the principle of the Bill was to give
Ontario an additional four members.
There are more things than that involved
in the measure. A very important feature
of it is to do away with the system of hav-
ing registrars and sheriffs act as returning
officers. That is almost as important as
having four additional members.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-If I could
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accept the changes in the boundaries of
constituencies, I would have no objection
to any other part of the Bill.

HON. MR. POWER-I am very sorry
to hear the hon. gentleman say that. You
cannot except the principle of this Bill
from its details, because there is no par-
ticular portion of the Bill that you can
oppose and feel that you have the essence
of the measure, because the essence is
spread over some 55 or 6o sub-clauses.
There is just one point which I wish to
say a word about at the start, which was
suggested by the hon. Minister of Inland
Revenue. He said that this measure had
been carefully considered: now he did
not tell us by whom.

HON MR. AIKINS-By the members
of the House of Commons, and by the
Government.

HoN. MR. POWER-If that is the
case, the hon. gentleman is in error. This
Bill, proposing to reconstruct the whole
representation of Ontario, was read the
first time on the 28th April. It was read
the second time on the 8th May. There
was no opportunity for reconstruction in
that interval, and the House went into
committee on the Bill, and it was forced
through committee at a single sitting.
Where was the time for consideration ?
There was no time at all. The same
majority voted down every amendment
that was suggested.

HON. MR. AIKINS-That may be, but
still it was well considered.

HON. ML POWER-We know how
the Bill was considered. It is a matter
that is quite well known to every gentle-
man of the House of Commons, at any
rate, and I presume it is known to every
member of the Senate, that during all the
early part of this session, a com mittee of four
members of the House of Commons,
generally known as "the gerrymandering
Committee" were incubating the details
of this measure, and when they had their
work done, as they thought, fairly well, it
was introduced and read the first time.
When the Bill was attempted to be read
the second time it was found to be totally
different from the Bill as introduced: in
consequence of the alterations which had
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been made in the Bill, the right hon.
gentleman who introduced it had to with-
draw the measure and re-introduce it.
Now that is not the way they make
changes of this kind in the old country.
I find in May's Constitutional History,
page 439, in reference to Earl Derby's
Reform Bill, that when a change was to
be made a Royal Commission was ap-
pointed to deal with the matter, and that
Commission had to report to Parliament.
The thing was done by a judicial body,
and not such a committee as dealt with
this measure. Now, I do not propose to
go over the ground that has been so well
covered by the hon. gentleman from
Ottawa, but I shall refer to one or two
authorities which I think ought to have a
good deal of weight with hon. gentlemen
opposite. The hon. member from De
Lanaudiere read the declaration of the
present leader of the Government in 1872
when introducing the Redistribution Bill
of that year. That right hon. gentleman
the other night, when introducing this Bill,
declared that he stood by the declaration
which he had made in 1872. Now,
in 1874 this question ofthe representation
in the House of Commons came before
the Senate, the circumstances being briefly
these; by the Re-distribution Act of 1872
the township of Tuckersmith had been
taken from one riding of the County of
Huron and added to another. There
were 406 electors in that township, and
330 of these electors petitioned Parlia-
ment to be put back where they had been
before. The House of Commons passed
a Bill to grant their request. Now that
was a very small matter, and not one
which endangered the liberties of the
people or affected the possible fate of the
Government, but let us see what the hon.
gentleman who leads this House said
then.

HON. MR READ-Will the hon.
gentleman explain why Tuckersmith
should be represented by two members of
Parliament at the same time?

' HON. MR. POWER-It was not to
enable them to elect two members.

HON. MR. AIKINS-Yes, they had
elected one member and it was proposed
to give them an opportunity to elect
another.



[SENATE.]

HON. MR. POWER-The hon. gentle-
man who now leads the House so ably,
said on that occasion : " It was sug-
gested that there was a clause in the Bill
that it should not come into operation
until the expiration of this Parliament."

HON. MR. READ-If the House of
Commons had allowed that it would not
have been objected to so much.

HON. MR. POWER-Perhaps not.
Sir Alexander Campbell, continuing his
remarks at that time, said:-

" It was suggested that there was a clause
in the Bill that should not cone into opera
tion until after thi.s Parlianent, but that was
pooh poohed, and lie felt justified in saying
that the ob1ject was-indeed the avowed object
to take 200 votes fron one constituency and
give them to another, at a time when an
election was imminent, or at least likely to
take place. Take the case of Montreal and
see how this would work; let us suppose 200
votes taken froni Griffintown or Montreal East
and added to the western division just before
an election camie on! (Could anything be
more unjust? Hie did not thinik there could,
and when a najority was inclined to carry
with a strong hand an arbitrary measure of
this kind, that would have the effect of which
he spoke, and which wae contrary to fair
play, good sense and sound reasoning, it was
time for the Senate (o interfere in a imatter
which so much concerned the people."

What is the duty of the Senate now ?
Hon. gentlemen are not proposing to
interfere with one constituency, but they
are proposing to interfere with fifty
constituencies on the eve of an election.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
Because we are required to do so under
the Confederation Act.

• HON. MR. POWER-The hon.
gentlemen are now prepared to do in
fifty instances what they at that time
condemned their opponents for doing in
one instance. Further on in that debate
Sir Alexander Campbell is reported as
having said:-

"Now, supposing thev took a warm interest
in the west division of Montreal, what would
be said if they took 200 votes from Griffin-
town, or if in Quebec they took 200 from
Champlain, and gave thei to the centre
division ? If such legislation was to be
allowed, every person whose election was
doubtful would be endeavoring to reconstruct
hie constituenc.y, so as to make his seat safe.
Re hoped the Senate would do their duty to
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the people of the whole country, by interfer-
ing and giving time for the sober second
thought of the Commons, who, after they had
got over their present flush of triumph,would
feel more like dealing with the subject in a
juster direction, and would not force on such
legislation as this."

I only hope the hon. gentleman will
view this matter-after having heard what
he said in 1874, and presuming it was
right-as we do, and will vote with us to
throw out this Bill. The leader of the
Government in the other House has
declared that he still holds to the prin-
ciple which he enunciated in 1872, and
he enunciated briefly a further rule on the
first reading of this Bill, when he said the
object of this Bill was to equalize, as much
as possible, the population in the con-
stituencies of Ontario. The hon- gentle-
man from Ottawa has shown how he
equalized that population. When the
Bill was introduced in the other House,
the leader of the Government stated in
the beginning of his remarks all the
changes that were necessary. He said
that the County of Essex should be
divided into two ridings ; Lambton should
be divided into two ridings; the two
ridings of Bruce should be increased to
three. That disposed of three of the
additional seats. He then said the
three ridings of Middlesex should be
increased to four; the two Simcoes
should be increased to three and
the two Ontarios should be in-
creased to three. These were all the
additions that were necessary and accord-
ing to the hon. gentleman's own show-
ing all these changes are embraced in nine-
teen of the fifty-three sub-sections of this
Bill, so that the other thirty-four sub-
clauses are altogether unnecessary and are
introduced for some object other than to
carry out the equalization of the popula-
tion and provide for the additional repre-
sentation. This .Bill, as has been very
clearly shown by the hon. member for
Ottawa, is not in accordance either with
the principle ennunciated in 18 7 2-that
municipal divisions were to be regarded-
nor is it in accord with the additional
principle enunciated in 1882-that the
population was to be equalized. I wish
to call attention to two or three of the
many discrepancies in the BilL The hon.
Mininister of Inland Revenue said that
the only objectionable feature in the meas-
ure was one that was introduced on the
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motion of a member of the Opposition- HON. MR. POWER-The Goverment
that was the taking of Port Elgin from took very good care fot to interfere with
Saugeen and putting it into the north counties that were in the habit cf return-
riding of Bruce. What are the facts? ing Conservative members. It Was only
Members of the Opposition insisted that the Reform constituencies of Western
the whole district of Saugeen, including Ontario or the doubtful ones that were
Port Elgin, should form part of the electo- reconstructed. Hon. gentlemen seem to
ra riding of North Bruce. think that the hiving" of Reform

voters is a mere trife; I wish to show
HON. MR. AIKINS--That was ert in that it is a very serious matter. I will

their original motion. just take eight constituencies, beginning
with North Oxford, where the Liberal

HON. MR. POWER-Then Mr. Pat- majority under this Bill would be i,5oo0;
terson again moved in amendment that and the smallest of the eight would give a
the Bil be again recommitted to a com- majoruty Of 40o. They aggregate a
mittee of the whole with instructions that Liberal majority of 5,50. The force of
they have power to arend the save by that wi l be seen when we refect that at
providing that the township of Saugeen the hast general election the aggregate of
shai fori part of the electoral district of the majorities in forty-one counties was
the north riding of the county of Bruce. onoy 2,305, s w that there the Grit
No doubt the gentleman who moved this majorities have been combined te more
amendment thought that the Government than double the amount that would have
having consented to put the village of been necessary to have turned the scale
Port Elgin into the north riding of Bruce, in the last general election in Ontario.
would foot have the face to let the town- There were nearly forty counties in which
ship standalone inanothercounty. Under the majority was under the, re -that hon.
the present law which this Bill proposes tb gentlemen can see the fult force
amend, the electoral district of Monck con- of this proceeding. The friends of the
tained 17,145, being3, 62 below the quota, Government have declared in the most
but by the change the population of persistent way that their poicy is On ac-
Monck is reduced to 15,940. Se that ceptable to the country that if they went
instead of being equalized the inequaîity to the people on their policy and on their
has been increased in that case. I shahl record they wouhd corne back with a
now ca l attention to one point that was larger najority than they have at present.
dwelt on slightly by the hon. gentleman I think, as a rule, those who boast the
froni Ottawa, and which contradicts, most loudest are flot the most confident. If
emphaticahly, statements of the Minister the Government feel certain of the resut
of Inland Revenue. I find that eight of of the elections, why do they go to the
the seats in Eastern Ontario have the country at the expiration of four years
fohhowing population instead of allowing Parliament to sit ot

its whole terms? Why do they attempt to
ow13,26 concentrate the Reform majorities in thoseo n few constituencies in Ontario, and why do

North Leeds...............12,423 they say t the constituencies that have
Brockvihle.................15207 sent members here t support them tht
Frontenac..................14,993 thev will not trust these constituencies
Kingston...................14,091 again. They say to the constituency of
West Peterboro'..............13,3 Brockvie, for instance, lTrue, you
Ottawa (2 seats) .............. 27,412 elected a supporter, but we doubt if you

wil do it again, and we wilh put in the
This gives an average for each seat of trusty little town of Kitley to make you
13,946. The hon. gentleman wihl see sure." So they go fom one constituency
how near that is to his averageof 2 1,000. to another, taking off a township here and

adding another there, shcwing that they
HON. MRl AIKINS-If these seats do fet beieve that the constituencies that

had tt be rearranged we would have had supported the before wil support themr
t change every constituency in the Pro- again. eIt looks to me like a breach of
vince. p trust on the part of the Government to do
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a thing of that sort. I think that it is the
duty of members to go back to the con-
stituencies that sent them here and render
an account of their stewardship to them
and not to totally different constituencies
as they now propose to do. In addition
to all this, which is limited to Ontario,
they propose to take into their hands the
power of appointing returning officers, a
most objectionable feature, and one
which indicates a decided retrogade step
-a step twenty years back, not in time,
but in political civilization. But if the prin-
ciple of representation by population is a
good thing why is Ontario to have a
monopoly of it ? Why should the other
provinces not have the same advantage?

HON. MR. FLINT-Let them pass a
representation by population bill and they,
will get it then.

HON. MR. POWER-Take the Province
of Prince Edward Island. There are
three counties in that Province returning
two mermbers each. Queens has a popu-
lation of 48,000 while the adjoining
county has only 26,ooo. So that one man
in Kings County is as good as two in
Queens. The City and County of Hali-
fax return together two representatives for
a population of 67,917. The County of
Cape Breton has a population of only
31,258 and it returns two members, so
that one man in Cape Breton is rather
better than two men in Halifax. The
County of Queens has a population. of
10,577, returning one member, so that
in that county one man is rather better
than three men in Halifax. The same
disproportion exists in Inverness and
other constituencies. Then take New
Brunswick: the County of Sunbury has a
population of 7,651 ; Restigouche has
7,038, and each of these counties returns
one member, while Westmoreland with a
population of 37,719 has only one repre-
sentative. York has a population of over
3o,ooo, and returns only one member.
Now, if representation by population is so
good a thing we, who adopted it so many
years ago in the lower provinces, are en-
titled to it as well as the people in Ontario
are. An examination of the Census will
show this fact about Quebec : there are
thirteen members from that province who
average 31,422 constituents each, and
twenty-five members representing an

HON. MR. POWER.

average of only 13,048 each, and there
are six members from Quebec who repre-
sent on the average only 10,297, so that
hon. gentlemen will see that the pretext
(perhaps it is not a parliamentary word)
advanced by the Government that this
Bill is intended to honestly carry out the
principle of representation by population
has no foundation in fact. This is the
first time, as far as I know, in the history
of any British province or colony in which
the party in power have undertaken by an
unfair manipulation of the constituencies
to keep themselves in office; and if the
Conservatives regain power bythis measure
they can continue to repeat the process
indefinitely. One of the practical results
of this measure will be either such an
outburst of popular indignation as will
put an end to attempts of this kind in the
future, or we shall before long have a
dissolution of the Confederation. I think
it is well that the Government have selected
Ontario for the first attack ; because it is
a powerful province, one that has the will
as well as the power to resent the unfair
way in which she has been treated. This
Bill coming after the disallowance of pro-
vincial acts and after the refusal to carry
out the boundary award, is very likely to
create a spirit of hostility against the
Government in Ontario which will lead to
a complete failure of this measure and
probably to the defeat of the Government.
If it does not we shall probably before
very long find this country reduced to the
level of Mexico or some of the South
American republics where they have the
form of responsible government but not
the substance, and where the party in
power violates the constitution to retain
office until a rebellion of the people puts
them out.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-As I will not
have an opportunity to vote on this mea-
sure, having paired, I wish to say that
what I have heard from the hon. gentle-
men who oppose this Bill has not been
sufficient to induce me to vote against it.
In the House of Commons the leaders of
the Opposition did not disapprove of the
principle of the Bill, if I understand their
motions correctly. It is easy to see from
the record that while Mr. Blake moved an
amendment to the motion of Sir John A.
Macdonald, disapproving of some of its
details he did not negative the principle
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of the Bill itself ; he did not propose that
no legislation in that direction should be
passed this session, while the motion of
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa would
have precisely that effect. I fail to
see . how we can vote against the
second reading of this Bill, and for
the amendment of the hon. gentleman
from Ottawa, under the terms of the Con-
federation Act.

HON. MR. FLINT-The hon. gentle-
man from Halifax has asked why sorme
of the provinces besides Ontario are not
equalized. He certainly knows, or ought
to know, that no other province has re-
presentation by population, and, conse-
quently, there can be no alteration of the
constituencies. If they wish for repre-
sentation by population they can very easily
obtain it, and then they will have a chance
for redistributing their constituences;
under present circumstances they cannot
do so. The effect of this Bill, as I con-
sider it, is to readjust the constituences
of Ontario and give it increased represen-
tation according to its increase in popula-
tion. In 1830 the population of Ontario
was 211,000; there were twenty-nine
constituences and fifty members of Parlia-
ment. Since that time, of course we have
gone on increasing until the policy of
representation by population was adopted,
and since its adoption, of course there
has been a readjustment from time to time.
The Confederation Act provides that there
shall be a readjustment every ten years,
and the simple question is, what is to be
done; has that readjustment to be made
so as to please only the party in Opposi-
tion ? I should think not, and the very
fact of the introduction of the famous
Tuckersmith Bill shows sufficiently what
would have been done by the late Gov-
ernment under the circumstances, at that
time. If that Bill had passed this House,
there were several others ready to come
down upon us for readjustment of their
constituences so as to prevent persons
whose seats were unsafe from losing them
altogether. That was what we might justly
consider taking an unfair advantage of a
constituency, but I do not see anything
unfair about the present measure, because
the law requires that there should be a
change every ten years, and we must under
the Act make that change according to
the number of population. We will take

for instance what was formerly called the
Town of York: in 1830 it was represented
by one member and contained 2,860 in
habitants; at present it has some 86,ooo
inhabitants, with three representatives.
The following is a comparative statement
of the Census of Ontario for the years
1830 and 1882:

Pop. 1830. Pop. 1882. Increase.
Glengarry..........
Cornwall ..........
Stormont ..........
Dundas............
Prescott . .........
Renfrew ...........
Ottawa ............
South Grenville.....
North Leeds & do...
South Leeds........
Carleton ...........
Brockville..........
South Lanark.......
North Lanark.......
South Renfrew......
North Renfrew......
Frontenac..........
Kingston City ...
Lennox............
Addington .........
Prince Edward .....
East Hastings ....
West Hastings ....
North Hastings...
East Northumberland
West "
Peterborough East..
Peterborough West..
East Durham.....--
West Durham......
South Victoria......
North Victoria .... · ·
Muskoka...........
South Ontario......
North Ontario......
Toronto City.......
East York........
West York.......
North York .......
Sonth Simcoe .......
North Simcoe ..... ,
Peel,..............
Cardwell...........
W elland............
Niagara............
M onck.............
Lincoln............
Haldimand.........
South Wentworrh...
North Wentworth...
Hamilton City......
Halton.............
South Wellington....
Centre Wellington.
North Wellington...
South Grey.........
East Grey....... ..
North Grey.........
South Norfolk .----
North Norfolk......

9,564 22,221
.... 9,904

6,433 13,294
3,758 20,598
3,833 22,857
.... 25,o82

.... 27,412

7,997 13,562
.... 12,929

11,290 12,206
6,249 24,689
1,130 12,514
9,726 20,032

.... 13.940
19,042

... 20,965

5,284 14,993
3,635 14,091
9,658 16,314

23,470

9,794' 21,044
. . .. 17,313

5,819 17,400
.... 20,479

9,435 22,299
.... 16,984
.... 23.956
.... 13,310

5,416 18,710
.... 17,555
.... 20,813
.... 13,799
.... 27,204

.... 20,378

.... 28,434
2,860 86,415
.... 23,312

23,580 18,884
..... 24,502
2,117 26,891

.... 49,2381

.... 16,387

.... 16,770

.... 26,152
1.148 3,145
.... 17,145

18,414 22,963
1,354 18,619
7,059 14,993
.... 15,998
.... 35,961

13,886 21,919
.... 25,400
.... 22,265
.... 25,870
.... 21,127
.... 29,666
.... 23,334

5,106 16,374
.... 17,2191

12,657

6,861
16,840

44,o6

19,410

18,420
11,384
24,246

9,709
10,451

30,126

11,250

49,373

29,848

30,849

83,555

43,119

74,012

1,997

4,549
17,265

23,932

8,033

28,487

Bill. 186RBedistribution
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South Oxford. , ..... 5,725
North Oxford....... ....
South Brant........ ....
North Brant........ ....
South Waterloo.. .. . ....
North Waterloo..... ....
East Elgin.......... ....
W est Elgin......... ....
South Oxford....... ....
North Oxford....... ....
East Middlesex...
West Middlesex... 11,822
North Middlesex.. '
London City........ ....
South Perth........ ....
North Perth........ ....
South Huron........ ....
Centre Huron....... ....
North Huron........ ....
South Bruce........ ....
North Bruce........ ....
Bothwell .. ......... . ....
Lambton...... ..... ....
Kent............... 3,891
Essex...... ....... 5.397
Algorna.......... .. ....

16,374
17,219
21,975

11,894
12,754
20,986
18,14 7
14,214
24,732
25,361

30,600
21,496
21,392

19,746
20,778

34,207
23,390
26,474
26,103

39,803
24,971
27,102

42,616
36,626
46,962
20,320

211,160 1,946,532

[SEN

27,868

61,543

32,735
41,562

780.843

This shows a net increase in twenty-nine
counties and union of counties, cities, etc.
of 780,843; and an increase in forty
counties, divisions, and cities not estimated
in 1830, of 954,529, or a total increase in
the population of Ontario since 1830 of
1,735,372-an increase in 51 years of 803
per cent; or an average of 154 per
cent. per annum. When we come to
take this into consideration it shows how
the country has increased in population,
as it has also prospered in wealth and im-
portance. The present Bill may be per-
haps wrong in some of its details, but
taking it as a whole, I think it is a good
measure, and I am therefore prepared to
give my vote in its favor. As an Upper
Canadian, having resided all my life in
Ontario, and having grown with its growth
-if I have not strengthened with its
strength-having known it as a forest,
when even this city had no existence and
the surrounding country was an un-
broken wilderness, I consider that our
progress has been marvellous, considering
the difficulties under which we have had
to labor. I do not think there will be any
general dissatisfaction throughout Ontario
if this Bill should pass, or that the indig-
nation spoken of by the hon. gentleman
opposite (Mr. Scott) will extend much
further than to a few members who have
been disappointed, and their friends. I
do not believe that it is going to bring
about a rebellion ; I think it is in the right

HON. MR. FLINT.

ATE.] Bil.

direction although it is not satisfactory in
all its details. It is true it has come down
late in the session, but the session has
been very much protracted owing to the
course pursued by the Opposition in the
other House. But for them we should
have had this Bill before us a month ago;
and, after all, when we have finished it and
returned to our homes, and corne to re-
flect on the business we have done this
session I think we will be no worse friends
than we have been since the opening of
Parliament.

HON. Ma. WARK-I intend to vote
for the amendment, but not to deprive
Ontario of four members. This Parlia-
ment has another year to run, and I can-
not understand the object of dissolving
it this year if it is to be dissolved. If
a vote of want of confidence had been
carried against the Government or their
majority had dwindled away, a dissolution
this year might be proper, but there is no
necessity for it and we have no authority for
saying that it will take place. Let us reject
this measure now and give the public an
opportunity to consider it carefully. Then,
when Parliament meets next year, we will
be better prepared to legislate on the sub-
ject. The question of representation by
population was, of course, a matter dis-
cussed between Upper and Lower Canada.
It was a very exciting subject, but I do
not think that the public men who met at
London, and framed the British North
America Act ever thought of representa-
tion by population being carried further
than to give each province representation
in proportion to its population. I do not
think they ever intended that at the end
of each decade the boundaries of the con-
stituencies should be changed. The hon.
meniber from Halifax has referred to the
disproportionate representation of several
counties in the Maritime Provinces. So
far as New Brunswick is concerned I do
not think there are more than two
counties, perhaps not more than one, that
would wish for any change with regard
to the present representation, although
no doubt the population of some counties,
is greater than the population of others.
I think every member of the House of
Commons, as well as every Senator, should
look upon himself ai the represesentative
of his Province rather than of his con-
stituency. It is very different in the local
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legislatures, where representation by popu-
lation, or something very like it, is
desirable. A great many local questions
come up in a provincial legislature, such
as the distribution of the revenue for
local purposes, and it is necessary that
every section of the Province should be
fairly represented. No such necessity
exists for the representation in this Parlia-
ment, and consequently I think it was a
great mistake to change the boundaries of
the counties at the outset. I believe that
the boundariesshould have been preserved,
and when it was necessary to increase the
representation, the course pursued in New
Brunswick should have been followed,
namely:-to divide the constituencies
with the largest population. The other
constituencies would acquiesce. Then,
if we fell behind again in population, and
members had to withdraw from us, I
should say they ought to be withdrawn in
the same way, but the representation we
set out with, one member for each county,
ought never to have been departed from.
What the fate of Ontario now is, may,
ten years hence, be the fate of other
provinces, and we may have the con-
stituencies throughout the Dominion cut
and carved in a way at variance with our
wishes.

The Senate divided on the amendment,
which was rejected by the following
vote:-

C
Ho

Baillargeon,
Chaffere,
Grant,
Iaythorne,
Leonard,
MoClellan,
McMaster,

No
Ho

Aikins,
Bourinot
Campbell

(Sir Alexander),
Carvell,
Chapais,
Dever,
F'abre,
Ferrier,
Flint,
Gibbs,
Glaier,

ONTENTS.

n. Messrs.
Paquet,
Power,
Pozer,
Scott,
Stevens,
Wark.-13.

r-CONTENTS.
n. Messrs.

MacInnes, (Hamilton)
McKay,
Macpherson,

(Speaker),
Montgomery,
Northwood,
Odell,
Ogilvie,
Read,
Ryan,
Skead-21.

The Bill was read the second
the same division and referred
mittee of the whole House.

time on
to Com-

In the Committee,

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
he wished to amend the third clause in
such a manner as to give the population
in the territory lying to the eastward of St.
Anne, La Broquerie and Emerson the
right to vote.

HoN. MR. POWER wished it to be
understood that this matter had been dis-
cussed in the House of Commons and the
question was asked the Premier whether
he proposed to include this disputed ter-
ritory in the electoral districts of Mani-
toba, and the reply was that he did not.
This proposed amendment would open up,
the whole question of where the eastern
boundary of Manitoba is.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL did
not think so. The object was to give the
people in that territory a right to vote
somewhere. He moved that the third
clause be amended to include the terri-
tory lying east of Emerson, La Broquerie
and Sainte Anne, to the eastern bounidary
of the Province.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
to amend the fourth sub-section to in-
clude all the territory lying east of St.
Andrews and Spriiigfield to the eastern
boundary of the Povince.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL.moved
to amend the 13 th sub-section of clause
two by adding to jMuskoka the township
of Ridout.

HoN. MR. POWER-Why?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL ex-
plained that the township was now in
North Victoria, and it was only access-
able from the west, owing to the
topography of the country. For con-
venience it ought to be added te
Muskoka. It was a sparsely settled town-
ship and therefore there was no political
significance in the change.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
to add a sub-section te the second clause

Redistribution [MAi 16, 1882.]
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to include all the territory lying west of
Thunder Bay as far as the western bound-
ary of Ontario, in the district of Algoma.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
to amend the fourth clause by inserting a
sub-section to detach certain ranges from
the county of Bellechasse and add them
to Montmagny.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
he desired to remedy an anomoly which
existed and which affected the employees
on the Intercolonial railway. In Quebec
and New Brunswick they had a right to
vote, but in Nova Scotia, under a law of
the local legislature, theywere disfranchised.
There was no reason why they should not
be allowed to vote in that province as
they did in the other provinces. He
moved to add the following clause :

" Notwithstanding anything in any law of
the province ot Nova Scotia or of the Domin-
ion of Canada, no employee on the Interco-
lenial railway in that province shall be dis-
qualified to vote as an elector at any future
election of a member or niembers to serve in
the House of Commons of Canada, if lie shall
have the necessary property and other quali-
fications therefor required by law. In the
event of the naine of any such elector being
an enployee on the Intercolonial railway
having been onitted by the revisors trom the
list of 1 ualified voters for a member of the
General Assembly of Nova Scotia under the
laws in force in that province, or to be return-
ed to the County Clerks or Clerks of the
Peace, or omitted from the lista of voters de-
posited by the Sheriff with the Counîty Clerks
or Clerks of the Peace or obtained by the
Returning Officer or furnished to the Deputy
Returning Officer, it shall be lawful for each
employee to vote as an elector at any future
election of a member or members to serve in
the House of Commons of Canada, on his
taking or offering to take before the Sheriff
<r Returning officer the following oath, viz:-
I (A. B.) do swear that I am legaly qualified
to vote at this election, and I veril believe
that my name was omitted fron e. list of
electors by reason of ny being an emnployee
of the Dominion Government on the Interco-
lonial railway at the time such hiet was last
perfected and for no other reason."

HON. MR. SCOTT thought it would
be better to follow the excellent principle
laid down in Nova Scotia and disfranchise
áll Government employees. The Govern-
ment, no doubt, expected to gain a

HON. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL.

ATE.] Bill.

considerable number of votes by their
influence over their employees, but it was
not a proper way to exercise their
influence. Persons drawing their living
from the Government should not be
placed in that exceptional position.
Many of them would vote contrary to
their convictions to gratify those above
them. It was all very well to say that
under the ballot they could vote as they
pleased,but that was encouraging falsehood
and deception. The better way would be
to disfranchise all Government officials.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELLthought
that his hon. friend was governed more
by the principles of his youth than of the
party to which he belonged. He (Sir
Alex. Campbell) did not at all agree that
those who served the Government should
be disfranchished. It was unseemly for
certain Government officials to take an
active part in elections, but there could be
no objection to all officials voting.
When the hon. member from Ottawa
belonged to the same party that he (Sir
Alex. Campbell) was still a member of,
they did not allow Custom house officers
to vote in England; now they allow them
to vote, and every change that has been
made of late years has been in the direc-
tion of increasing the number of electors
and enlarging the powers of the people.
It was an extraordinary anomaly, that
men living on one side of an imaginary
line could vote while those living on the
other side could not.

HON. MR. POWER thought it was
highly objectionable, after this Bill had
passed the House of Commons, for the
Senate to undertake to deal with a mat-
ter that properly belonged to the other
Chamber.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-This
was forgotten there.

HON. MR. POWER said the hon.
gentleman could not be in accord with
the Minister of Inland Revenue, in saying
that this Bill was fully considered.

HON. MR. AIKINS-It was fully con-
sidered.

HON. MR. POWER wished to call the
attention of the Minister of Justice to this
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fact ; that instead of this being an anoma-
lous state of things, if the amendment of
the hon. gentleman were adopted it
would introduce an anomaly. The fran-
chise throughout the Dominion was regu-
lated by the Local Legislatures, and
every one who had a right to vote for
members of the legislature in the several
Provinces, had the right to vote for
members of the House of Commons. In
the Province of Nova Scotia it happened
that the employees 'on the Government
railway had not a right to vote since 1871.
They had not the right when the seats
were redistributed in 1872, and it was
most extraordinary that the Minister of
Justice should single out these few scores
of men to make them an exception to
the rule which prevails all over the
Dominion ; it was highly improper
and objectionable. The hon. gen-
tleman had stated that the tendency
in England was to take off re-
strictions and allow Government em-
ployees to vote, but the position of public
servants there was very diferent from that
of Government officials here. The
Customs officials of England get their
positions by competitive examinations,
and politics have nothing to do with their
appointments. But on the Intercolonial
Railway every employee, however humble
his position might be, was appointed
because of his politics, and if this amend-
ment were adopted we would see in the
coming elections what was witnessed
years ago-numbers of employees being
brought up in a solid body to vote for the
ministerial candidate.

HON. Sip. ALEX CAMPBELL said
things had been altered under the present
regime. No doubt as matters stood
during the time of the late Government
appointmehts were made for political
purposes solely.

HoN. MR. POWER said that he spoke
of the condition of affairs before 1871

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
as matters stood now, these persons were
appointed on their merits. The anomaly
was very striking, that on one side of the
provincial boundary railway employees
could vote, while on the other side they
could not, and he was sure the hon.
gentleman would not press bis objection.

HON. MR. POWER-I shall certainly.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
Suppose it was a case of a post office, and
on one side of the line a postmaster could
vote and on the other side he could not.

HON. MR. POWER-That is a reason
for enacting a uniform election law for
the whole Dominion.

HON. SIRALEX. CAMPBELL-I dare
say that would be a good plan.

HON. MR. McKAY was a little aston-
ished at the objection raised by the hon.
member for Halifax. In 1871 these em-
ployees on the railway were disqualified
by a local act, but there was open voting
then. Not long ago they unanimously
petitioned the Local Legislature to repeal
that Act. The Legislative Assembly
passed a repealing Bill, but when it went
to the Legislative Council it was defeated
by a majority of only two votes. This
showed that public opinion was in favor
of putting these men on an equal
footing with other people. At present they
were no better than Indians. A Govern-
ment official might own any amount of
property in Nova Scotia, and yet he would
not have the right to vote for a candidate
for Parliament. He failed to see why
this clause should not be adopted, and he
hoped the Government would not with-
draw it.

The amendment was declared lost on
a division.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
an amendment to place Muskoka in the
same position as other counties of Ontario.
He explained that railways recently con-
structed remove Muskoka from its former
exceptional position, and it is as accessible
now as other parts of the country. There
was no reason, therefore, to leave it
in its' present exceptional state, and the
amendment was to provide that elections
should take place there at the same time
as in other parts of the Province.

The amendment was adopted.

HON. MR. RYAN, ftom the commit-
tee, reported the Bill with the amend-
ments, which were concurred in.

789Redistribution Bill.
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HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the third reading of the Bill.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I desire to ask
whether the urgency rule is construed to
mean that when that rule is carried by a
majority it gives the promoter of a Bill
the right to move that it take all its stages
in one day ?

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-Yes;
that is my reading of it.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-My own reading
is that it does not go to that extent.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Ithink
it does.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I do not propose
to offer any opposition to advancing public
business at this stage, and therefore I do
not take any exception to it, but I dis-
claim that it is done under that rule. I
move that the Bill be not now read the
third time, but that it be referred back to
the Committee, with instructions to strike
out clause six, with sub-section one.

The Senate divided on the amend-
ment, which was rejected by the following
vote :

Co
Hon.

Baillargeon,
Chaffers,
Grant,
Haythorne,
Leonard,
McLelan,
McMaster,

NoN-C

Hon.
Aikins,
Campbell (Sir Alex.)
Carvell,
Chapais,
Dever,
Fabre,
Ferrier,
Flint,
Gibbs,
Glazier,

NTENTs :

Mesers.
Paquet,
Power,
Pozer,
Scott,
Stephens,
Wark.-13.

ONTENTS:

Messrs.
MeInnes, (Hamilton.)
McKay,
Macpherson, (Speaker)
Montgomery,
Northwood,
Odell,
Ogilvie,
Read,
Ryan,
Sead,-20.

HoN. MR. POWER moved that the
said Bill be recommitted for the purpose
of striking out subsection two of section
five which authorizes employees on the
Intercolonial Railway in Nova Scotia to
vote at elections, although disqualified by
the law of that Province.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-That
is out of order. The resolution that they
should be allowed to vote was passed in
Committee, and the House concurred in
the report of the Committee.

HoN. MR. POWER-The same objec-
tion might be taken to the amendment of
my hon. friend. One can move such a
resolution at any stage. I am surprised
at the Minister of Justice; surely he is
not ashamed that his name should appear
in the division list.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL-Not
at all.

HoN. MR. POWER-This is an
exception to the rule which prevails all
over the' Dominion, and the subsection
contains this extraordinary provision-that
a railway employee can, by taking an oath
that he is legally qualified, record his vote.
It allows any man who is bold enough to
swear that he has a right to vote, to place
that vote on record.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-He
is liable to penalties if he swears falsely.

HoN. MR. POWER-There is no
penalty in the Bill. If the hon. gentleman
had added to the clause that he should be
liable to a penalty foi perjury-

HoN. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL- It
does not need to be there : it is under
the general criminal law.

HON. MR. POWER-This is something
quite unprecedented. It just means this,
that the Government with everything that
they have in their favor are afraid to meet
the constituencies even in Nova Scotia,
and they want to add a couple of hundred
votes to the voters' list.

The amendment was declared lost on
the same division.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed on the same division.

GENERAL INSPECTION ACT, 1874,
PARTIAL REPEAL BILL

SECOND READING

HoN. MR. AIKINS moved the second
reading of Bill (157), " An Act to rejeal

187 A, Par"ia Repea.
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certain provisions of the General Inspec-
tion Act, 1874."

He said: Under the present law,
herrings caught no matter where, if they
are inspected by persons holding licenses
from the Province of Newfoundland, can
be brought into our market and are not
again subject to inspection, and have only
to pay two cents per barrel inspection
fee; whereas fish caught by our own
fishermen in the sarne waters are subject
to an inspection fee of fifty cents per
barrel, and our own fishermen are thus
placed at a disadvantage as compared
with those who are licensed by the New-
foundland Government. Under our law
no man can inspect fish if he has any in-
terest in the trade ; but in Newfoundland
the fisherman may be the inspector, and
our fishermen are under a disadvantage
in that way. The object of the Bill is to
remedy that difficulty, so that all fish
coming into our markets shall be subject
to the sane inspection.

HON. MR. POWER-At first sight
this Bill might appear to be a very proper
one, and when the resolutions on which it
was founded were introduced by the
Finance Minister in the other House I
knew nothing against it. Since that I
have ascertained that there is very con-
siderable objection to it. I find that in
the City of Montreal opinion is divided.
A great many business men there are hos-
tile to the passing of this Bill, and
I have had a letter from a
gentleman in Halifax who is particularly
well qualified to speak upon the subject.
He shows that the principal effect of this
Bill will be to hinder these Newfoundland
herrings from coming to Montreal and
Halifax, and will cause them to be shipped
direct to the West Indies from Newfound-
land. These fish do not come into com-
petition with our own herring at present
as they are poor in quality, and the only
effect will be to divert the trade from
Halifax and Montreal.

HoN. MR. OGILVIE-I have not
heard from Montreal about this Bill at all
excepting from one individual. I have
heard from another individual in another
place, but they complain that Newfound-
land herrings come into Montreal paying
no inspection fee at all practically, for it
is only two cents a barrel, while the Cana-

dian Labrador herrings pay from forty to
sixty cents per barrel. Our Canadian
fishermen complain of having to pay so
large an inspection fee, while competitors
pay almost nothing. If Newfoundland
fish are as poor as is stated we would be as
well without them while we can get Labra-
dor herrings so good and so cheap.

HON. MR. CARVELL-My idea is
that this inspection of fish generally is a
farce. In the inspection of flour or butter
the inspector puts his trier down through
and in each bore he brings up a
fair sample of the package from
top to bottom ; but in the inspection of
herrings, if you throw them out of the
barrel-which is the only way they can be
properly inspected-the injury to then is
very much greater than any advantage
that can be secured by inspection. The
Minister of Inland Revenue speaks of the
inspection of fish in some instances being
made by the fishermen. I know in our
province (Prince Edward Island) we have
a large mackerel interest, and in every
case the catcher and packer of fish is the
inspector. He puts his brand on it, and
when it goes to market, Boston being the
principal market for mackerel, they are
sold on the reputation of the packer or
shipper, who is also the inspector. To
inspect fish after it is once packed, is
simply to depreciate the value from 25 to
50 per cent. The thing is a farce, and
the only way to do with fish is to sell then
on the reputation of the men who put
them up. It is simply absurd to talk of
inspecting fish, because it cannot be donc
properly.

HoN. MR. AIKINS-I do not think
my hon. friend desires that our fishermen
should be placed at a disadvantage as
compared with the fishermen who act
under Newfoundland licenses, and who
also fish in our waters. That is, I
understand, the case, that some Canadians
are licensed as inspectors by the New-
foundland Government. They fish in our
waters and come into our ports with fish
that are not inspected, whereas our own
fishermen are subject to an inspection fee
of from forty to fifty cents per barrel on
their fish.

HON. MR. CARVELL-And then
they are not inspected.
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HoN. MR. AIKINS-Yes, they are,
because the barrels are taken indiscrimin-
ately by the packer and examined, and
our own fishermen have good reason to
complain that they are placed at a disad-
vantage with their neighbors who hold
licenses from the Newfoundland authori-
ties. I may just say to my hon. friend
that the Government, in order to ensure
that no injustice would be done to any
individual or any section of the country
by this Act, have provided that it will
only be brought into force by proclama-
tion of the Governor-General-in-Council,,
and it will be held by the Government
until they are sure that no injustice will
be done by it to the trade.

HON. MR. CARVELL-I would be
very sorry to have it understood that any
words of mine would put our fishermen at
a disadvantage. I simply state that the
whole system of fish inspection is a farce.

HON. MR. RYAN-The difficulty
would be very much reduced if the New-
foundland Government would adopt a
proper system of inspection there, and I
think the tendency of the Bill now intro-
duced will be to force the Newfoundland
Government to some action of that
description.

HON. MR. CARVELL-With the best
intentions the Government may try to
force the Newfoundland Government to
take such a course as my hon. friend
suggests, but, after all, it amounts to
nothing. Supposing I am a fisherman on
the coast of Newfoundland or Prince
Edward Island. I have only to take out
a license as inspector and inspect my fish
myself, put my brand on them, and when
the fish go to market they are sold on the
reputation of my name, branded on the
head of the barrel.

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

HON. MR. AIKINS moved that the
Bill be read at length at the table.

Motion agreed to.

HON. MR. AIKINS moved the third
reading of the Bill.

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

INSOLVENT BANKS AND TRADING
CORPORATIONS BILL.

AMENDMENTS BY THE HOUSE OF COMMONS.

The order of the day having been called
for " consideration of the amendments
made by the House of Commons to Bill
(A) 'An Act respecting Insolvent Banks,
Insurance Companies and Trading Cor-
porations.'"

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL said
The amendments made by the House of
Commons to this Bill seem to be more
formidable from their appearance upon the
minutes of the House than they really are.
The first one is to enlarge the Bill and
make it apply not only to the companies
originally named in it but also to loan
companies and building societies. Build-
ing societies are of two natures : some of
them have no capital stock, and others
have. Where there is no capital stock it
would not do to apply this bill to the
winding up of such companies, because
there is a whole scheme for contribution
and a variety of provisions which are
framed for and intended for joint stock
companies. These are a different kind of
societies to building societies where a
building society has no capital stock.
So I propose to concur in the amend-
ment, and afterwards to introduce
the words " having a capital stock "
Then, in the same section, after the word
" companies," it would be necessary to
add, in order to make the sentence per-
fect, " building societies that have not
capital stock." Then the next amend-
ment is, to put the words, "either as a
mutual or as a stock company," with
reference to the business of insurance,
whether it is done as astock company or
as a mutual company. The next amend-
ment is to strike out the present provision
of the Bill, under section four, and the
next is a proposition to leave out the
whole of section nine. Then they have
stricken out altogether the clause about
set-off. I think a portion of that should
be inserted in the Bill, for this reason : it
was stricken out, I believe, because some
members of the House imagined that
there was some new law on the subject of
set-off established by this provision ; but
I apprehend that is not a sound opinion.
There is no new law established by it, but
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it is necessary, at all events, to keep the'
law of set-off in the several provinces
where the law has to be administered, and
as there was some provision with reference
to this in the Insolvency Act, and
as this clause was copied from the
Insolvency Act some deductions might be
drawn from it by courts of law which
might lead to litigation. Therefore I
think it would be better to substitute the
first part of the section at all events.
Then the next amendment is to strike out
the proceedings to be taken against the
estate of a deceased contributor if he had
not paid up his instalments.

The amendments were concurred in as
amended.

PILOTAGE ACT OF 1873 AMEND-
MENT BILL

THIRD READING.

The House went into Committee of
the Whole on Bill (i 19), "An Act further
to amend the Pilotage Act, 1873, and the
other Acts therein nentioned."

HON. MR. POWER, from the Com-
mittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment, and the Bill was then read the third
time and passed.

PATENT ACT, 1872, AMENDMENT
BILL

FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

The following Bill.from the Commons-

Bill (55), "An Act further to amend
the Patent Act of 1872," was introduced
and read the first time.

HoN. MR. AIKINS moved that the
Bill be read the second time at length
at the table.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. Mk. AIKINS moved
reading of the Bill.

the third

HON. MR. SCOTT-I thnk this Bill is
an extension of a principle that is a very
unwise one, to allow persons to come
into Canada, take out a patent and hold
it for three years without doing anything
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with it, for the purpose of speculation. I
think we have carried this principle in re-
lation to patents entirely too far. In my
judgment, when a patent is granted un-
less something is done with it within
twelve months, the exclusive right to it
ought not to be continued. I know the
facilities with which patents can be ob-
tained from the United States. They
generally pass into the hands of middle-
men and speculators who are interested in
obtaining this extension in order to
speculate with then. We are peculiarly
circumstanced here. Canada is a country
with a population of only 4,ooo,ooo, along-
side a country with 50,000,000 people,
whose inventive activity is much greater
than ours. The people of Canada cannot
afford to pay enormous prices for the
privilege of using American patents, and
the consequence is a considerable ad-
vantage is lost to our people because
they are not allowed to use patents
that have been in operation in the United
States, some of them for many years, with-
out paying an exorbitant price for them.
I understand that under the administra-
tion of the patent laws by the present
commissioner it has been decided that
even after a year a patent can be held
some indefinite time without being infring-
ed upon. In this way many a useful in-
vention is kept beyond the reach of the
Canadian people, because the patentee
holds it for speculation and cannot get
his price. I think the Bill is in the wrong
direction ; it is drawn in the furthérance
of a principle that I know is favored by
the Patent Office here as it is at Washing-
ton, whose legislation we are copying ;
but our circumstances are so different
from those of our neighbors across the
line that their patent laws are not suited
to this country. •

HON. MR. AIKINS-I know that
under the general provisions of the act by
applying to the department at any time an
extension can be obtained on payment of
a further sum and in this way the principle
of this Bill is admitted.

HON. MR. SCOTT-That is in the
case of where a patent has been taken out
for five years and the patentee wants to
extend it to ten years, but that clause does
not apply to this Bill at all.
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Howr. MR. .AIKINS-Under the pro-
visions of the present law the time may be
extended from five to ten years, but this
Bill makes provision for a certain class of
cases. The department is presided over
by a practical man and he is strongly of
the opinion that this Bill is in the interest
of the patentee and of the general public.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-My hon. friend
will see that he has entirely misconstrued
the object of the Bill, because the exten-
sion from five to ten years applies only to
a case where a patent is taken out for a
lesser period and the patentee having
complied with the provisions of the Patent
Act desires an extension-the article has
been manufactured here, or imported and
brought into general use,-but this Bill
gives the right of extension where the
article has not been manufactured in the
country or brought into use. There is no
kind of apology or excuse for a bill of
this kind, because you are departing from
the principle we have been acting on for
so many years, when it was con-
sidered a year ought to be the
limit of time during which the
patentee ought to have the exclusive
right to a patent without manufacturing.
I think my hon. friend had better drop
the Bill. It is too serious a matter to be
taken up at the end of the Session, and it
is only in the interest of some few dozen
persons. I do not think Parliament ought
to be called upon, at the last day of the
Session, to consider a matter involving a
very serious new principle.

HoN. MR. AIKINS-After the appeal
made by my hon. friend, I will allow the
Bill to stand for third reading to-morrow,
until I have had an' opportunity of con-
sulting with the Commissioner.

CHIGNECTO MARINETRANSPORT
RAILWAY BILL

SECOND READING.

Bill (167) "An Act to provide for the
granting of a subsidy to the Chignecto.and
Marine Transport Railway Company
(Limited)" from the House of Commons,
was introduced and read the first time.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL
moved that the Bill be read the second
time presently.

HON. ML POWER-I hope that the
hon. gentleman will not insist on the Bill
being read the second time now.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
We cannot do anything with a Bill of this
kind but pass it or reject it. The House
of Commons has stated in it that under
certain circumstances the Government can
expend a certain amount of money.

HON. MR. POWER-The Senate can
always vote against the expenditure of
public money.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-We
will take the second reading now and
allow the third reading to stand till to-
morrow, reserving full liberty to the hon.
gentleman to make any objections he
wishes to urge against it at that stage.

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

FREE TRANSMISSION OF NEWS-
PAPERS THROUGH THE

MAILS BILL

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

Bill (161), " An Act to provide (for the
free transmission of Canadian newspapers
by mail within the Dominion," from
the Commons, was introduced, read the
first and second time and reported from
the Committee without amendments.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the third reading of the Bill. •

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read the third time and passsed with-
out debate.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
that when the House adjourns it stand
adjourned until to-morrow at i i a.m.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at iî.o5 p.r.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, May 17th, r882.

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

Prayers and routine proceedings.

RECONSTRUCTION 'OF THE
SENATE.

NOTICE OF MOTION.

HoN. MR. ALEXANDER gave notice
that he would, at an early period of the
next session, move that in the opinion of
this House the necessary steps should be
taken to fill up vacancies in the Senate
upon a basis of popular election by con-
stituent bodies in the several districts of
this Dominion.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
do not think this notice can be received
unless the hon. gentleman has some
authority to show for it.

HON. MR. MILLER-A notice of
that kind could only be in the form of a
notice of an address to the Imperial
Government.

HON. MR. SCOTT-It is not neces-
sary that this notice should go on our
minutes; but of course the hon. gentleman
has made it public. The press will take
cognizance of it and the full object the
hon, gentleman desires will be!attained.

THE PROROGATION.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.

THE SPEAKER read a message from,
His Excellency the Governor General,
announcing that he would prorogue Par-
liament at five p.m. to-day.

PATENT ACT AMENDMENT BILL

THIRD READING.

HoN. MR. AIKINS rose to move the
third reading of Bill (155) "An Act further
to amend the Patent Act of 1872." He
:aid :-Exception was taken by the hon.
gentleman from Ottawa in reference to

this Bill. I am not so sure that he
understood its provisions, and I am not
so sure that I understood them myself at
that time. The present law makes pro-
vision to the following effect:-

" Every patent granted under this Act shall
be subject and expressed to be subject to
the condition that such patent and aIl the
rights and privileges thereby granted shall
ceaie and determine, and the patent shall be
null and void, at the end of two years from
the date thereof, unless the patentee, or his
assignee or assignees, sbal, within that
period, have commenced, and shal, after
euch commencement, continuously carry on
in Canada the construction or manufacture
of the invention or discovery patented, in sueh
manner that any person desing to use it may
obtain it, or cause it to be made for him at a
reasonable price at some manufactory or
establishment for making or constructing it
in Canada; and that suc patent shall be
void if, after the expiration of twelve months
from the granting thereof, the patentee, or bis
assignee or assignees, for the whole or a part
of his interest in the patent, importe, or
causes to be im ported into Canada, the inven-
tion for which the patent is granted."

This has to be done within a period of
two years.

HON. ML SCOTT-That is what I
complained of yesterday.

HON. MR. AIKINS-There is also a
proviso that such patent shall be void, if
after the expiration of twelve months from
the granting thereof, the patentee does not
manufacture or import the invention which
is patented. An amendment to that was
made in 1875, to the following effect:-

" 2. Whenever a patentee bas beep unable
to carry on the construction or manufhcture
of his invention within the two years herein-
before mentioned, the Commissioner may, at
any time nôt more than three months before
the expiration of that period, grant to the
patentee a further delay on his adducing
proof to the satisfaction of the Commissioner
that he was for reasons beyond bis control
prevented from complying with the above-
mentioned condition."

The law as it stands now is this : the
patentee has one year under this Act to
bring into the Dominion his invention
which he has patented, it may be in the
United States or elsewhere, but he cannot
bring it in after the expiry of that period,
unless he is granted an extension of time.
Now, under the amended Act the period
may be extended for two years more. As
the law now stands, if it is not amended the

PatentAat (M&I 11, 1882.]
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effect will be this: although a patent may
run four years the invention can only be
brought in during the first year of the four;
which is just the thing we do not want.
We desire to niake the law consistent in
itself, and to provide that if the Commis-
sioner thinks proper to extend the patent
two, three or four years, as the case may
be, the patentee may have the privilege of
bringing in his invention into this country
during that length of time. The applica-
tion must be made within three months
prior to the expiration of the twelve
months. The object of this Bill is to
make it consistent with the law relating to
the time for which patents may run. I
saw the gentleman at the head of the de-
partment, and he considered it important
that the Bill should pass, but if two years
was considered too long and one year
would meet the wishes of the House, it
might pass in that shape.

HON MR. SCOTT-The legislation of
1875 is clearly in the wrong direction.
There has always been a pressure on the
Department by persons applying for
patents to have the time extended for the
importation of inventions and their manu-
facture in the country. My own view is
this: you simply encourage the speculator.
A great many of the inventions in the
United States are patented in this country
by speculators, who hold them for higher
prices, and not to manufacture or sell
them. The longer you extend the time
the more you foster that spirit of specula-
tion which ought not to prevail. If the
patentee is not prepared within twelve
months either to manufacture the article
patented in Canada, or to supply the trade
he should not continue to have the exclu-
sive right to it.

HON. MR. AIKINS-I quite agree
with my hon. friend.

HON. MR. SCOTT--It may be a
small invention, in itself comparatively
insignificant, but applied to machinery it
may be a matter of great importance and
yet because this middle man holds it at a
high price it cannot be utilized by the
public. He is a dog in the manger; he
will not import it and he will not manu-
facture it. Now, I think that sort of thing
ought not be favored by legislation. I
think one year is long enough for a

patentee either to import or manufacture
the article in the country in order that
people who desire to use the invention
may have an opportunity for obtaining it.
Of course the proposition to reduce the
period from three to two years is a decid-
ed improvement. I hope that at some
future period when this question of
patents is up again, the time will be still
further reduced. I feel that giving such
latitude is simply favoring speculators
and not inventors. It very rarely happens
that an inventor comes into Canada. He
generally sells to somebody in Canada, or
to some American speculator who gets
the patent and holds it dangling before
the public in order to obtain a higher
price for it.

HON. MR. AIKINS I move that the
Bill be not now read the third time; but
that it be amended by striking out " two
years' and inserting "one year " in the
third clause.

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

CHIGNECTO MARINE TRANS-
PORTATION RAILWAY

SUBSIDY BILL

THIRD READING.

HON. SIR ALEX CAMPBELL moved
the third reading of Bill (167), "An Act
to provide for the granting of a subsidy to
the Chignecto Marine Transport Railway
Company (limited.)"

HON. MR. POWER-When this Bill
was read the second time I intimated to
the leader of the Government in this
House that I proposed to make some re-
marks on it, and the hon. gentleman was
kind enough to say that these remarks
could be made at the third reading as well
as at the second. I wish to call the
attention of the House to the somewhat
unusual character of this measure. The
beginning of the preamble says:-

" In consideration of the great advantages
which would accrue to the Maritime Provin-
ces and the intercolonial trade of Canada
generally, from the construction of a Ship
Railway across the Isthmus of Chignecto
from Tignieh, on La Baie Verte, in the Gulf
of St, Lawrence, to a point at the mouth of

HON. MR. AIKINS.
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the River La Planche, on the Bay of Funday,.
and of the proposal made by Mr. H. G. C.
Ketchun, on behalf of a Company forned
and to be incorporated as " The dhignecto
Marine Transport Railway Company,"
(limited) and approved by the Governor-in.
Council on the report of the Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals, after consultation with the
Chief Engineers of the Department."

I think that if we have time at our dis-
posal to deal with this matter, as the
Senate should deal with every subject
which comes before it, we should require
that preamble to be proved. There is no
evidence whatever that this Ship Railway
would be a great advantage to the Lower
Provinces or to any part of the Dominion.
It has not been shown that such an
undertaking is practicable. Some of the
very best authorities in the United States
think that Captain Eads' scheme for a
Ship Railway across the Isthmus of
Panama is impracticable. I have grave
doubts, and it has not been shown to the
House at all, that this undertaking of Mr.
.Ketchum's is practicable. Then there is
not the smallest evidence that if the rail-
way were constructed it would ever pay
its working expenses. The presumption
is that it would not.

HON. MR. MILLER-It would not
pay for the grease for the ways.

HON. MR. POWER-When these
measures, dealing with large sums of
money, come at such a late period of the
session, it is impossible for the Senate to
give them that attention which they
deserve. This measure might as well
have come a month ago as now: still I do
not intend to let it pass without my pro-
test. The only trade that can go over
this ship railway is the trade between
points north of Cape Sable Island in Nova
Scotia and between the Bay of Fundy,
practically, and the Gulf of St. Lawrence.
The trade between these points is extreme-
ly limited and never will be large. The
population round the Gulf of St. Lawrence
is small and all the shipping which plies
between the ports of the Gulf or the
ports on the Bay of Fundy, that would
under any circumstances go there is very
small indeed. The probabilities are that
if this railway were constructed it would
be used mainly by American fishermen,
although there are not a great many of
them to go to the Gulf now. The Govern-

ment of Canada propose, not knowing
whether this work can be constructed-
there not being the slightest evidence to
show that when constructed it will pay its
working expenses-to contribute really
about $2,500,ooo for the construction of
this work, probably enough to build it
altogether. The sum of $15o,ooo a year
for 25 years is about equivalent to a sub-
sidy of $2,5oo,ooo. This is a thing about
which there is no hurry and I really think,
at the end of the session, when there are
such immense sums being voted in the
estimates or otherwise, this House ought
not to pass this Bill. But as the principle
of it has already been affirmed I do not
propose to move its rejection. I will move
that the Bill be not now read the third
time but that it be recommitted to a Com-
mittee of the Whole House for the pur-
pose of amending it to provide that no
agreement or contract shall be of any
effect until approved of by both Houses
of Parliament. It will be seen that there
cannot be much objection to this because
the Bill says if, within seven years from
the first of July next, they should construct
this ship railway, the subsidy may be
granted, so the hon. Minister of Justice
will see that the money will not be required
for a long time. It seems only reasonable
that Parliament should have this control
over so large an expenditure. The Gov-
ernment are authorized to enter into an
agreement or contract; they are not told
to do it, but they may do so if they see fit
and this amendment is simply to provide
that such agreement or contract shall be
submitted to Parliament for its approval.
I do not think there can be any objection
to the amendment.

HON. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
have no objection to the amendment.

HON MR. CARVELL-The hon.
member from Halifax speaks of want of
information and objects to a measure of
this importance coming to the Senate at
this late stage of the session. If this
House were to sit for another ninety days,
and the hon. gentleman made no better
use of the sources of information at his
command, he would know very little more
on this subject than he does at present.
He says that there is no evidence of the
practicability of this work. It is perfectly
absurd that a gentleman of his intelligence
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should make such a statement. There is
abundance of information on the subject:
the project has been before the country
for years. Its practicability has been
demonstrated beyond any chance of doubt.
Of its usefulness there can be no question
at all. It just happens, however, that it
is more than likely it will take some of the
trade of Halifax to the City of St. John.

HON. 'MR. POWER-Not at aIL

HON. MR. CARVELL-That is, no
doubt, the cause of the hon. gentleman's
objection.

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

INCREASED SUBSIDY TO MANI-
TOBA BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

Bill (162), "An Act for increasing during
a certain time the yearly subsidy to the
Province of Manitoba", was received from
the House of Commons and read the first
time.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of the Bill presently.

HON. MR. POWER-I think it is to
be regretted that the Government have
not made a different arrangement with
the Province of Manitoba. It seems to
me that there is no reason why that Pro-
vince should not be put on the same
footing as the other Provinces of the
Dominion, and given control of its own
minerals and crown lands. The revenue
which the Dominion derives from these
sources is almost nothing at present.
.Manitoba would make a great deal more
out of them than the Dominion, and we
should not have that Provincç coming
almost continually before us, asking for
an increased subsidy. It is bad for the
,Province and bad for the Dominion that
this process should be going on all the
time.

. HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
very much regret that the measure does
not meet with the approbation of the hon.
gentleman, but it has met with the

approval of the House of Commons, and
they have given this subsidy to Manitoba.
The difficulty with that Province is that
they have no crown lands. The public
lands which do exist in the Province have,
for the most part, been disposed of to
raIlway companies or to individuals. In
the case of Prince Edward Island, where
there are no crown lands, $45,ooo a year
was set apart and given in lieu of such
lands, and it is proposed to compensate
Manitoba in a similar way. The fact of
Manitoba coming frequently to Parliament
for an increase of subsidy, is owing to the
anomalous position in which that Province
is placed. The population is increasing
very rapidly there, and naturally- the ex-
penses of government increase accord-
ingly. Therefore, an unusual proceeding
is required to be taken to meet an unusual
state of facts. I hope that this may, at all
events for some two or three years, be a
finality, but nobody can believe that it will
be a finality, ultimately, as regards a Pro-
vince increasing so rapidly as Manitoba is,

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
passed through its final stages.

DEVELOPMENT OF THE SEA
FISHERIES BILL.

THIRD READING.

The following Bill from the House of
Commons was introduced and read the
first time:-

Bill (177), "An Act to authorise an
annual grant for the development of the
Sea Fisheries, and the encouragement of
the building of fishing vessels."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
that the Bill be read the second time at
the table and at length.

HON. MR. POWER-I cannot under-
stand the attitude taken by the Govern-
ment in this matter. This subsidy was
promised at the beginning of the session;
it has taken the Government the whole
session to produce this little Bill, and now
they cannot afford to give the Opposition
half an hour to consider it.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-What
is to be considered?

Ho, MR. CARVELI<
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HON. MR. POWER-There is every-
thing to be considered. It was discussed
at some length in the other House and
there is a good deal to be said about it.
I arm not offering any opposition to the
Bill, I sirnply ask that the third reading
be allowed to stand over for half an hour
until we have an oppnrtunity to read
the Bill.

The Bill was read the second time.

THE SUPPLY BILL

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

The following Bill from the House of
Commons was introduced and read the
first time:-

Bill (178), " An Act for granting to Her
Majesty certain sums of money required
for defraying certain expenses of the
public service for the financial years ending
respectively the 3oth June 1882, and 3 oth
June, 1883, and for other purposes re-
lating to the public service."

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
regret very much when a bill of this nature
comes up for a second reading that we
have not the assistance of the hon.
Speaker on the floor of the House. I
have not been in the habit of investigating
very closely the question of supply. I
have never had the honor of holding a
seat in the other branch of the Legislature;
in this House we have passed these Bills
without very niuch discussion, and I must
confess I am not prepared to enter into
any details in connection with the Bill.
It is the Bill to supply Her Majesty for
the current year and next year, and I
move that it be now read the second time.

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

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the third reading.

HON. MR. SCOTT-This is legislating
at the rate of how many millions of dollars
a minute ?

HoN. MR. POWER-How many mil-
lions of dollars does the supply amount
to?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
have not read the Bill.

HON. MR. POWER-I think it would
have been better if His Honor the Speaker
had explained briefly the character of the
Bill and the amount we are asked to vote.

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-We
are not asked to vote anything. They
have voted it in the other House. The
amount, under schedule A, is $2,185,799;
under schedule B, $33,365,754.

HoN. MR. POWER-I wish to say
before the Bill passes finally that I think
His Honor the Speaker could speak very
feelingly on this subject, because I have a
recollection that in 1878, when we were
voting a supply Bill $6,ooo,ooo less than
we are voting now, the hon. gentleman
who now fills the chair thought we were
rushing headlong into an abyss of debt
and ruin. The population of this country
is not very much greater now than it was
then, and the resources of the country are
not very much greater; and though we
happen to have a little transient prosperity
at present we are not justified in squander-
ing millions of dollars to-day on that
account. I regret that time does not
allow the House to consider the utteran-
ces of the hon. gentleman in 1878; and
look at what, as member of the Govern-
ment, he is party to to-day.

THE SPEAKER (descending from the
chair)-I do not think it is necessary for
me to discuss this Bill, although as a
member of the Cabinet, I am responsible
for its contents. When I was in a posi-
tion to criticise the expenditure of the
Ministry I felt myself justified in doing
so. The condition of the cnuntry to-day
is very different from what it was then.
We are now enjoying a state of unex-
ampled prosperity, and when the revenues
are abundant, and there are demands
made on the Government for necessary
public expenditures, the Government
would be wrong in refusing them.
The circumstances were very different at
the time the hon. gentleman speaks of and
I shall not recall thern now; it would be
improper to do so. Al that I feel called
upon to say is what I have already said.
I congratulate the House and the country
on the very great change that has taken
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place; attribute it to what we may, we must
rejoice that such a beneficial change has
been effected, and that the people of the
country are now enjoying a
prosperity such as we have
years.

The Bill was read the
and passed.

ST. JOHN HARBOR

measure of
not had for

third time

BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

The following Bill from the House of
Commons was introduced and read the
first time -

Bill (163) "An Act relating to the
Harbor of St. John in the Province of
New Brunswick."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-This
is a Bill to adopt in St. John, New Bruns-
wick, the same plan that has been followed
in Quebec and Montreal for some years,
and in Three Rivers, and I believe in
Halifax, for the government and control of
the harbor of that port. Commissioners
are appointed who are to purchase the
various private wharves as they see fit,
convenient and advantageous, and to
establish tolls and control the harbor and
improve it. I understand that the harbor
is not so good now as it has been in for-
mer years, and it requires considerable
attention to keep the necessary draft of
water there. I move the second reading
of the Bill.

HON. MR. DEVER-I have only one
objection to the Bill. I would prefer to
see it have a clause similar to that in the
Bill passed for Three Rivers, that is that
the Commissioners shall serve without
remuneration.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I do
not think there is any salary connected
with the position of commissioner in
this Bill. I think the Chairman or Sec-
retary are the only ones who have salaries.

HON. MR. DEVER-I see it distinctly
stated in the Three Rivers Bill that the
commissioners shall serve without salary
and I do no think it is in this Bill. It
leaves it optional with the Government
to give salaries and if the commissioners

are paid, the salaries will necessarily come
out of the shipping of the port of St. John.
In every other respect I think this is a
most desirable Bill and a large majority of
the people of St. John will be much pleas-
ed with it.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELI-The
only provision in the Bill upon the subject
of remuneration is that the officers shall
be paid, so that it will be impossible to
pay salaries to any members of the Board,
there being no provision to that effect.
I do not find any negative clause, that
they shall not be paid, but there is no
provision that they shall be paid. In the
face of the Three Rivers Bill there was an
absolutely negative provision that no com-
missioner shall be paid, and I do not
know why it has not been inserted in this
Bill-I fancy it is because it was drawn
up by a different person.

HON. MR. DEVER-I would like to
see it amended in this respect.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-It
does not require a negative clause to
render it impossible that the commissioners
shall be paid; to make it possible that a
coimissioner shall receive salary it re-
quires a positive provision to that effect.

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

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the third reading of the Bill presently.

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

DRY DOCKS CONSTRUCTION BILL

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

The following Bill from the House of
Commons was introduced and read the
first time :

Bill ( ) "An Act to encourage the con-
struction of dry docks, by granting assis-
tance on certain conditions to companies
constructing them."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-This
Bill is to encourage the construction of
dry docks, by lending a certain sum of
money at a certain rate of interest or by
subsidy. These docks are very expensive,
and it is desirable, in the interest of con-

THE SPEAKER.
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venience, that there should be one in each
part of the Dominion where there is
much shipping; it is following up the
principle adopted in England, where dry
docks have been for a considerable time
asssisted in the same way by the Imperial
Government.

HON. MR. MILLER-I observe that
this Bill is just in the direction of all the
legislation of this Parliament, and that is
to give to a few favored places in the
Dominion the advantage of all these large
expenditures of public money on capital
account, while other places receive nothing
whatever.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-It
would have that effect, as my hon. friend
says, but that effect, as regards this Bill, is
unavoidable, because we must construct
these dry docks where the shipping goes.
A dry dock has been constructed on the
Pacific coast, and another in Quebec.
These are the only two now in progress,
and if there are two constructed in the
Maritime Provinces, there must be one at
Halifax and one at St. John, where the
bulk of the shipping is.

HON. MR. MILLER-We will have to
pay our fair share of the taxation, whether
we get any share in the expenditure of
public money or not.

The Bill was read the second and third
time and passed.

THE TARIFF AMENDMENT BILL

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

The following bill from the House of
Commons was introduced and read the
first time.

Bill (169), "An Act further to amend
the several Acts imposing duties of Cus-
toms now in force."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
changes in the tariff are in the direction
of relieving the country of taxation, and
they do relieve the country of taxation to
a very considerable extent-$1,295,ooo
a year-which, I think, is one of the best
applications which could be made of that
part of the surplus revenue which, owing
to the wise policy of the present Govern.

ment, is now accumulating in the public
exchequer. The relief under this Bill is
given in the first place upon tea. The duty
upon tea is taken off in every respect,
except as regards tea imported from the
United States, upon which ten cents is
retained for the purpose of encouraging
trade by the St. Lawrence. This would
make a difference in the revenue of
$8oo,ooo to $9oo,ooo. Then the duty
on tin, zinc and brass entering into the
manufactures of the country is taken off,
which will be of service not only to persons
engaged in the manufacture of articles out
of tin, but to canneries as well. Then
the duty on glass is changed, the idea
being that there is no reason why glass
should not be manufactured in this country
There are several glass factories already in
existence, some of them old, and some of
them new. Then the stamp duty which
has been very much objected to, and
which, for my own part, I think is some-
what unreasonable,has been removed. It
yielded a revenue of $2oo,ooo a year.
The duty on tobacco has been changed
so as to diminish the revenue from that
source by $5o,ooo a year. Another
change has been made by taking off the
postage on newspapers which makes a dif-
ferent of $45,ooo a year so that in Customs
there has been a reduction of taxation of
$1,ooo,ooo a year and excise duties have
been changed to the extent of $250,ooo a
year. The total reduction of taxation
under the regine of the present consider-
ate Government is $1,295,ooo and I hope
my hon. friend will not require any con-
siderable length of time to appreciate the
value of good administration.

HON. MR. POWER-We have to
swallow the pill whether it is good or bad,
and the hon. Minister knows that; but I
think it was rather unkind of him to make
the suggestion that he did, that it was
owing to the wisdom of the Government
that the Finance Minister has been
enabled to remit so much taxation. I am
not going to discuss the general policy
of the Government now, but if it is so
effective, and if the prosperity that the
country is now enjoying is due to that
policy, how is it that away back in 1872
and 1873 the country, which had not
this policy then, was as prosperous as it is
now ? I think that important fact is
sufficient to show that the present pros-
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perity has no necessary connection with
the National Policy. With respect to the
changes that have been made in the
Tariff, of course it is a good thing that any
article which is largely consumed should
be relieved ftom taxation, but I think the
Government would have dealt more
kindly by the classes in this country who
are less able to bear taxation, if they had
taken off the specific duties from the
coarser qualities of cottons and woollens,
which are used very largely by the poorer
classes, and which pay a much heavier
relative duty than cottons, woollens and
cloths worn by the wealthier classes.

HON. MR. DEVER-1 cannot allow
the statement to go unchallanged that we
were as prosperous in 1872 and 1873 as
we are at present. I do not think we
were as prosperous. I had some know-
ledge of business in those years and I
have some knowledge of business now.
I was in Ottawa and in other cities during
those years and I can safely say that there
is a different appearance in the streets of
Ottawa to-day from what there was in
1872 and 1873. In those days almost
every shutter was up and business was in
a most deplorable state.

HON. MR. POWER-Not in 1872, it
was later than that.

HON. MR. DEVER-At all events it
was only a few years ago, and it is notori-
ous that two thirds of the business places
of this city were closed in consequence of
the dullness of trade. I do not say that
the whole of the Dominion is in a pros-
perous condition at present; there are
some portions of the country that still
have reason to complain, but the general
prosperity of the country has improved
vastly from what it was a few years ago.
With reference to the change in the
tobadco duties, I think it only applies to
tobacco grown in Canada. I would rather
see the reduction extend to imported leaf
tobacco, because in my province and I
think in Nova Scotia also, very little native
grown tobacco is used. I must say that
I feel pleased to see the reduction in the
duties, and the improved condition of
trade that permits it and am happy to give
my support to this Bill.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-In intro-

ducing this Bill the hon. gentleman passed
over the additions to the taxation with a
very slight notice. There is one important
addition to the taxation that willbe found to
be a very ingenious and a very onerous one.
It is one which falls with great force
upon a large portion of the community.
According to the statement we have heard
from the Government side of the House,
it is likely that a great many houses will
be constructed in the North-West dur-
ing the next year, by men who are com-
paratively poor, and with a great many
depending upon them. It would, I think,
be for the advantage of these persons, if
they could obtain glass upon the cheapest
possible terms; but just at this crisis,
when many settlers are going into the
North-West, the Government have thought
proper to raise the tax upon glasss. I
contend that it is a most injurious tax,
whether paid by the capitalist or the
peasant. In the case of large and hand-
some plates of glass, which are now being
used in some buildings in course of erec-
tion in this city, the glass forms a very
large portion of the front of such bnildings ;
and the placing of this tax upon it forms a
permanent charge upon the building, which
must be paid either in the shape of in-
creased rent, ôr larger prices for the goods
which are sold by the tenants of those
buildings. For these reasons, the tax
upon glass is particularly injurious in a
new country like this; and I can only infer
that it is imposed in the interests of a few
individuals in Canada, who make exorbi-
tant profits out of it. But in the counties
near the sea, we have been accustomed to
buy glass wherever we might buy it cheap-
est, and therefore it is specially injurious
to us; and instead of bringing the glass in
our own ships, we shall be obliged to see
it undergo a large amount of handling on
the railways, and it will reach us, perhaps,
in a considerably damaged condition.
The hon. gentleman from Saint John (Mr.
Dever) I think was a little obscure on the
subject of dates. He said that in 1873, a
great depression existed in this city; but
I may mention that I made my first
acquaintance with Ottawa in 1873, and I
can say as a positive fact that there was
then an active state of industry here. It
was like a hive, and a sufficient number
of houses could not be found to accom-
modate the people who were then arriving
here. At the present time the saw mills

HON. MR. PowER.
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near the Falls are lighted at night by the
electric light, but at that time other
means were used for lighting them ; still I
maintain that a greater scene of activity is
not presented in that direction now, than
might have been seen in 1873. It was
the testimony of every merchant in
Ottawa at that time, that business was in
the most active possible condition; they
obtained very good prices ; they had large
numbers of mill men coming in with their
pockets full of money, and trade was in a
state of the greatest activity. Therefore,
I think it is a mistake, whatever may
have occurred since, to say that there was
depression in 1873.

HON. MR. DEVER-I beg atonce to take
issue with the hon. gentleman from Prince
Edward Island (Mr. Haythorne) and I
would ask if prosperity prevailed then to
such a degree, how he accounts for the
large number of failures that took place
and continued afterwards?

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-It is not
my business to answer the hon. gentle-
man's question in that shape, I merely
rose to correct him as to the statement
made about 1873.

HON. MR. FLINT-As to common
glass, it can be bought and is bought as
cheaply to day as it ever has been in the
past. A great deal of it is now being
manufactured in our own country; thereby
work is given to a large number of men,
helping them to support their families,
and it may be mentioned that the money
earned by them helps along other indus-
tries. It is within my own knowledge,
for I use a great quantity of common
glass, that it can be bought as cheaply to
day as at any other time.' So far as re
gards the finer p8te glass which is put in-
to the more expensive buildings, if gentle-
men see fit to build such fine structures
and must have plate glass, they surely
can afford to pay a little more dtty upon
it ; and the parties who rent these build-
ings, if they are fitted up so well, generally
can by that very fact secure enough
business to pay the difference in
rent. Now with regard to woollens
and cottons it cannot be denied
that a great quantity of these
fabrics is being manufactured in this
country at present, and new factories are

springing up in a great many districts.
I have been connected with this industry
since I was eleven years old, and I know
that cottons and woollens are as cheap,
and in some of the lower grades cheaper,
to day than they were in the past. We
are getting these goods manufactured in
our own country, and are bringing people
here, and while we are increasing our
population, we are also keeping our money
at home instead of sending it abroad.
The same may be said of many other
industries which now exist in Canada.-
I know nothing about tobacco, and care
nothing about it; indeed I wish no such
thing were used in the world. However
since it is used I think it is desirable that
:it should be good in quality. It cannot
however be denied that taking the
country throughout, it is in a far
better position now than it was in 1873 ;
at that time very few manufactories were
in existence, but they are now being built
up in all directions. Our exports used to
be far behind our imports, but we are
gaining now upon that, which I consider
is a good sign of the prosperity of the
country. I can also see evidence of that
prosperity in the fact that the banks are
overloaded with money, that many people
have money to lend, and that interest is
going down ; all these things show that
the prosperity of the country is greatly in
advance of what it was in 1872. I do not
wish to detain the House, and I would
not have got up to speak on this subject,
but that I think it is very wrong for hon.
gentlemen to endeavor to make out that
the country is no more prosperous to-day
than it was ten years ago. I know that
goods can be bought cheaper to-day ; I
am wearing now a pair of trousers made
out of the cloth of this country, and I
bought it for thirty-five cents per yard
less than I would have had to pay for
Scotch tweed, shewing that we are manu-
facturing these goods cheaper in this
country than we can import them from
home. We are getting more for our pro-
duce than we did in former years, and the
consequence is that we are prospering,
notwithstanding what many may say to
the contrary ; and this I honestly attribute
to the course taken by the present Govern-
ment, when they came into power, in es-
tablishing the National Policy.

HoN. MR. RYAN-I would like to
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ask the hon. Minister of Justice whether
any progress has been made in the negoti-
ations with France, which we have heard
are going forward; and when the fine
wines of that country are likely to be sent
to us on better terms than we hitherto
could obtain ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I am
unable to say that any satisfactory pro-
gress has been made. Sir Alexander Galt
was asked to go to Paris, and he entered
into negotiations with the French Minis
try, receiving, I am glad to say, all
possible assistance from the Imperial
Government. There was nothing want-
ing of the full adhesion and assistance of
the Imperial Government; they were as
completely with us as if they had been
carrying on the negotiations themselves.
Certain propositions were made, but the
duty upon wine which was the considera-
tion offered on the part of Canada for a
change in the French tariff as regards our
ships, was not considered by the French
Government to be of itself sufficient, and
they suggested that other reductions
should be made-I think upon silks-and
the negotiations rested there. Sir Alex-
ander Galt did not feel willing, nor was
he authorized in fact, to go as far as the
French Government thought they had a
right to expect him to go, in order to ob-
tain from them the changes which we
wanted made in their tariff. Sir Alex-
ander Galt has now returned to Canada,
and I apprehend we shall be more fully
informed than we have been, as to the ex-
act character of the negotiations, and as
to the particular points upon which they
have now-for the moment at all events-
broken off. I hope they may be resumed,
and I quite join with my hon. friend in
his desire-which from my long know-
ledge of him I am sure is sincere-that
facilities should be increased for obtain-
ing a good article of French wine in this
country.

HON. MR. MILLER-Would the hon.
Minister of Justice have any objection to
state to the House whether the rumor is
correct, that Sir Alexander Galt has re-
signed his position ?

HoN. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-
There is no reason why I should not
state it ; that rumor is correct.

HON. MR. MILLER-Will my hon.
friend go further, and give any informa-
tion as to who is likely to be his
successor ?

HON SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I am
not able to gratify my hon. friend upon
that point. In fact the Speaker reminds
me that his resignation has not yet been
accepted.

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

JUDGES SALARIES BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

The followmg Bill (No. 179) from the
House of Commons, was introduced and
read the first time. "An Act to fix and
provide for the payment of the salaries of
Judges of the Supreme Court of Jurisdic-
tion of Ontario, and of certain County
Court Judges in Manitoba and New
Brunswick."

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of the Bill. He
said :-Some changes were made in the
titles of judges in Ontario, by what is
called the "Judicature Act" of that Pro-
vince. ý The judges formerly were, judges
of the Queen's Bench, judges of Common
Pleas, and judges in Chancery; but they
are now all made justices of the High
Court of Judicature. The judges were
paid fixed salaries in the past, under their
old titles, and there is now no salary fixed
for the President of the High Court of
Justice, or for any of the other Justices
under their new names; therefore this
Bill is brought in, to change the language
of the Act so that these officials may be
paid their old salaries tnder their new
names. There is no change in the
salaries. Then as regards Manitoba, the
increased population has rendered it
necessarfthat two County Court judges
should he appointed there, the functions
of the County Court judges having been
hitherto discharged by the judges of the
Queens Bench in that Province. These
two new judges are to be paid the same
salaries as in the other provinces, viz.:
$2,ooo for the first three years, and $2,400
afterwards. Then as regards New Bruns-
wick, $6oo is given to. the Judge who

HON. MR. RYAN.
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resides at St. John (Judge Watters) and
who discharges duties which no other
judge of that Court in that Province per-
forms. Residing in St. John, the
Chamber practise I understand, both of
the Queen's Bench and his own Court
comes very much before him, and in that
respect his duties differ from those of any
other County Court judge in New Bruns-
wick. Then he has not the advantage
possessed by some of the County Court
judges in Ontario-Toronto for instance,
whicii judge has a considerable income
fr om the Surrogate Court. It has there-
fore been thought only fair to this gentle-
man (Judge Watters)-who performs those
duties over and above the ordinary duties
which fall to the other County Court
judges of New Brunswick-to increase
his salary by the sum named.

HON. MR. POWER-I have no ob-
ection to what is in this Bill, but my

objection is to one or two omissions. I
am gratified to see that the Ministry have
at last done something like justice to the
County Court judge of St. John-Judge
Watters. Possibly the justice which has
come so late, may be the result of the
efforts of the hon. gentleman from St.
John (Mr. Dever) who has been most
persistent in bringing the case of Judge
Watters before this House. I do not
think the hon. minister's statement of the
facts, however, covers the whole ground.
Judge Watters has, in addition to his
salary as County Court Judge-which is
iiow raised to $3,ooo by this Bill-a salary
of $6oo as judge of the Court of Vice-
Admiralty, making altogether a salary of
$3,6oo. Now there is another judge in the
Maritime Provinces, another County Court
judge in the County of Halifax, who has
jurisdiction nearly double that of the
County Court judge of St. John; going
up in civil cases-in actions arising
in contracts-to $4oo, and in actions on
Ports to $200. I imagine that the work
of the two judges is about the same, and
I do not wish to state the case unfairly
here, for unless I am misinformed the
County judge of St. John performns certain
duties in connection with criminal cases
that the County judge of Halifax does
not. But here is the position; two judges
having the same amount of work to do
receive in the one case $3,ooo, and in the
otheir $2,4oo ; and this Bill gives to the

judge who was receiving $3,ooo another
$6oo making his salary $3,6oo while the
judge receiving $2,400, and whose duties
are equally onerous gets nothing addi-
tional. I think the Minister of Justice
must see, that if he were to carry out the
Act in that manner which the title
of his office would indicate, he would
deal somewhat differently with the
County Court judge from Halifax.
There is the more reason for doing it, as
the Minister has had laid before him this
session a memorial or resolution adopted
by a very large majority at one of the re-
cent meetings of the Barrister's Society of
Halifax, recommending an increase of
salary for the County Court judge of that
place. I regret also that, when the
Minister of Justice was dealing with this
question of judicial salaries, he did not
take occasion to provide that the Equity
Judge in Nova Scotia should continue to
receive the salary which was heretofore
paid him. The resolution to which I
have just referred, was adopted by the
Barrister's Society almost unanimously,
asking that the salary should remain as it
is now, and I regret that no legislation has
been brought in for that purpose.

HON. MR. DEVER-I cannot silently
accept the very flattering compliment paid
to me by the last speaker. My modesty
is such as to prevent my thinking for a
moment that my influence has had the
slightest weight with the Government of
this Dominion in this matter of adding to
Judge Watters' salary. I am disposed
rather to think that it is another evidence
of the fullness of justice which the present
Government desires to mete out impar-
tially, and that it shows clearly their
conviction that Judge Watters was fully
entitled to this consideration. Therefore,
I must impute the whole merit to the
present Government of this country, and
accept their action as an indication that
they acknowledge the claims of the
Judge in question ; that they consider
he is entitled to increased remuneration
because of his long service, and the very
general satisfaction that he has given to
the people of the City and County of St.
John. I need hardly say, hon. gentlemen,
that I think there is no judge in this
Dominion who gives more general satis-
faction than Judge Watters; he is always
found in his office, and is known to be
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strictly fair and impartial in all his deci-
sions. He possesses a large circle of
friends, who will be glad to know that at
last the Government has taken his case
into consideration, and that they have
granted him this additional amount. I
believe their action in this matter will be
hailed by the whole people of Saint John
with a great deal of satisfaction.

HON. MR. GLASIER-I fully concur
in all that has just been said by the hon.
gentleman from Saint John.

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

INLAND REVENUE ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

The following Bill ( ) from the House
of Commons, was introduced and read the
first time : "An Act to amend the Inland
Revenue Act, 188o."

HON. MR. AIKINS moved the second
reading of the Bill. He said:-I must
express to the House my great regret that
this Bill should have been brought down
at such a late period of the Ses-
sion. It was introduced in the
other House weeks ago, but it
only came to this House just now;
and no one can really feel more
regret than myself, that the members
of this House should be placed at such
disadvantage as they are now in discuss-
ing this measure. I would, however, say
to hon. gentlemen that, if they will take
the corrected copy of the Bill, they will
discover the changes which have been
made ; and I will try to make my explana-
tions in Committee as full as possible, so
that hon. gentlemen will really see what
has been done in reference to it. The
most important part of this measure deals
with the cultivation of tobacco in Lower

.Canada. As hon. gentlemen who have
had seats in this House know, last year
and the year before, when this subject was
under discussion, the cultivation of tobacco
in Lower Canada as permitted at present
to the farmers there. In the first place
they have to take out a license, and then
they have the privilege of growing it, and
of manufacturing it into Canada twist ;
there is a duty of four cents a pound

HON. MR. DEVER.

imposed upon it, and they then can sell it.
The revenue which has been derived from
this Canada twist, after paying all
expenses, for the last year, was something
like $12,ooo ; and altogether the system
was so unsatisfactory that it was thought
desirable to change it, and see if we could
not by some means induce the farmers to
give up making Canada twist, by reduc-
ing the Excise duty on manufactured
Canadian tobacco. It was thought that
in that way such manufactures might be
stimulated and established, and that
what the farmers grow might
really be made of value to them, which
cannot be said of it at present. I suppose
that the growth of the past year has been
two or three millions of pounds, but the
farmers complain that they have no mar-
ket. That complaint is well founded, and
for these reasons : in the first place, they
do not know how to manufacture it them-
selves, and, in the next place, the duty
upon Canada twist made up by a manu-
facturer is fourteen cents per pound ;
therefore no manufactures have been suc-
cessfully carried on under it. It is pro-
posed to take away all restrictions upon
the growth of tobacco, and to remove from
the farmers the necessity of taking out a
license. They may sell to any person, and,
more than that, they still have the privi-
lege of making Canada twist for a period
of two years, by paying the present duty
of four cents per pound. Then the duty
on tobacco made exclusively from leaf
grown in Canada is reduced from fourteen
cents per pound to eight cents per pound
for two years after the passing of this Act,
and to ten cents per pound thereafter.
The other provisions refer to tobacco im-
ported into this country,and the importers
are required to have it put up in certain
packages, so that we may be able to de-
tect any tobacco brought surreptitiously
into the country, either cut or plug tobac-
co, or cigars. I may say here that, white the
Excise duty is reduced on Canadian leaf
manufactured in the factories here, the
duty on cigars has been reduced from
thirty cents to twenty cents ; so I think
that, under the provisions of this Bill,
manufactories will be established, more
particularly in Lower Canada and in
counties in the western portion of
the Province of Ontario. These are the
general provisions, so far as tobacco is
concerned. Then there are some provisions
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that relate to bonding warehouses, but
these I can perha'ps explain better when
the House is in Committee than I can
now.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. DEVER-We all must feel
pleasant at seeing tobacco, and such
things as we are in the habit of importing,
raised in our own country; but it strikes
me that this tobacco must necessarily
come into conflict with the leaf imported
for manufacturing purposes, and I fear
great confusion will ensue. On tobacco
leaf imported we have at present to pay
20 cents per pound duty-

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I do
not think there is any question before the
House. The Bill has been read.

HON. MR. AIKINS-I move that the
House do go into Committee, in order
that my hon. friend may have an oppor-
tunity of speaking.

HON. MR. DEVER-I say that I fear
great confusion will ensue, for manufac-
turers and dealers in tobacco made from
imported leaf will have to pay 20 cents
excise duty, whereas this tobacco which is
only grown in the Province of Quebec,
will only pay a duty of eight cents. If
the sypply would be sufficient for the de-
mand, I think it would be a very good
thing for the country generally, but seeing
that in the Lower Provinces at all events,
we only use tobacco made from
the imported leaf, I think it would
make some confusion in selling. Of
course we should not discourage the
growth of tobacco in Canada if it can be
properly grown, but if it could be arranged
so that it would not come into competition
with the regular importations of tobacco,
I think it would be very satisfactory to
the general trade. I am not aware that
any such tobacco goes down to the Lower
Provinces, as is described in this Bill, and
I apprehend it will make confusion and
come into conflict with the foreign leaf.

HON. MR. AIKINS-It does not affect
the manufacture of tobacco from foreign
leaf at all; the law just remains as it is ;
this Bill does not disturb the existing law
at all. More than that, this Canada leaf

cannot go into factories where the foreign
leaf is used, so there can be no conflict
at all.

HON. MR. DEVER-The hon. gentle-
man will see that there must be confusion
where there is no tobacco used but that
made from foreign leaf. Where tobacco
is used made from the native leaf, it will
of course be all right ; but on the other
hand, those who do not use the native
leaf have to submit to the payment of a
high duty, whereas, another class of the
community will only pay about two-fifths
of that duty.

The motion was agreed to.

In the Committee,
On section nine,

HON. MR. AIKINS said that any
person taking out a license for a Bonding
Warehouse under the Customs regulations
has to pay $40 as a license, and he
might have to take out a license
for an Excise Warehouse as well. It
was thought that parties carrying on a
small business, and having to take out
both these licenses, were paying too high
a tax, and that it should be reduced.
Therefore the following subsection was
added, to which he asked the assent of
the House:-

[" 4. Any person who bas obtained a li-
cense for a Customs bonded warehouse, may
obtain a license for a part of the same build-
ing as an Excise bonding warehouse on coin-
phance with the Excise warehousing regula-
tions, and on payment of the foflowing
fees:-]

[" (a) For a warehouse having a floor area
of not more than two hundred superficial
feet, fifteen dollars."]

[" (b) For a warehouse having a floor area
cf not more than four hundred feet, twenty-
five dollars."]

["(c) For a warehouse having a floor area
exceeding four hundred feet, forty dollars."]

[" The floor area in each case to be com-
puted from the actual inside nieasurement of
the space available for storage."]

The clause was adopted.

HON. MR. AIKINS said there were
amendments having reference to distil-
leries. Manufacturers of drugs can only
use chemical stills with a capacity of five
gallons. That was found to be too small
for large manufactures, and provision is
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made in the Bill that a still with a capacity
of fifty gallons can be used without any
extra license fee, if it is to be under the
supervision of officers of the Inland Reve-
nue, and the person using the still will
have to pay for the services of such officer.

The section was adopted.

HON. MR. AIKINS moved that the
Committee rise and report the Bill, with
amendments.

HON. MR. POWER said this being a
departmental measure it was one peculiar-
ly within the control of the Government
and ought to have come up to the Senate
at an earlier day, but as the hon. the
Minister of Inland Revenue had expressed
his regret in a most unqualified way for
the dclay which had occurred, and as it
was a Bill in charge of a minister in the
Upper House, it was probably not looked
after.in the otherChamber as promptly as
it would have been if the minister
in whose Department it was had been
there. What the Senate had been doing
to day was, he thought, a mere parody
on legislation, and the tendency of the
repetition of this, year after year, was to
cause the Senate to be looked upon more
and more as a useless body by the country
at large. Almost all the most important
measures of the session were being rushed
through the Upper House within the two
last days without any discussion
whatever, or any opportunity for
consideration. Last year there was
a very long and vigorous discussion
on this subject, and the opinion expressed
was that if similar delays occurred another
year, steps would be taken to reject some
of the measures coming up so late. He
merely wished to say, as one member of
the Senate, that he should not feel bound
to extend the courtesy to future bills that
he had shown to those which had come
up so far.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMBELL did not
think the remarks of the hon. gentleman
were warranted by the course of business
during the present session. It was inevi-
table that in both Houses a number of
Bills should have to be disposed of towards
the close of the session. There must be
business, and the session must have a
termination, and, of course, a portion of
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the business could not be disposed of un-
til the last days of the session. There was
no greater strain upon the Senate than on
the other branch of Parliament this ses-
sion. In that Chamber they had passed
several Bills through all their stages in one
day, and had discussed, within the last
day or two, measures that had gone down
from the Senate after remaining there for
weeks. The sarne remarks, or remark, at
all events, commenting on the inexpediency
of Bills being deferred, might have been
made there with the same force that they
were made in the Senate. The detention
of Bills was almost inevitable, and this
session particularly it had not occurred in
one Chamber more than the other. He
did not think, therefore, that there was
any ground for complaint on the part of
the Senate.

The Bill was reported with amendments,
which were concurred in.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

RAILWAY SUBSIDIES BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

Bill (176), " An Act to provide for the
graning of subsidies for the construction
of certain lines of railway therein men-
tioned," was received from the House of
Commons, and read the first time.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of the Bill. He said :
This is to give assistance to several lines
of railway, one in Ontario, one in Quebec,
one in New Brunswick, and one in Nova
Scotia. These railways are more or
less of a general character-of a character
affecting the whole Dominion-but un-
doubtedly there enters into each of them
something more or less of a local charac-
ter. It has been considered and stated
in the other House that this is a new de-
parture. I am not prepared to say
whether that will be the just result of the
step which has been taken or not, be-
cause, undoubtedly all of those railways
have a general character.

HON. MR. POWER-- The Lake St.
Johri Railway?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The

HON MR. AIKINS.
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aid to the Lake St. John Railway is justi-
fied on this ground: a very large number
of French Canadians are living in the
United States, and they have gone there
because they have not been able to get
good lands in their own province. A
very considerable tract of excellent land,
I am told, is to be found on the banks of
Lake St. John, and this railway is intend-
ed to make that country accessible, and
it will probably be the means of attracting
this French Canadian population back to
the Dominion.

HON. MR. POWER-I was not object-
ing to that road, but the minister said
there was something of a general character
in all these railways. Now, I ask what is
there about the Lake St. John Railway
which is not of a local character ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
am telling the hon. gentlemqn.

HON. MR. POWER-It is purely a
Quebec road.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-That
is true, but it is of great consequence to
the Dominion.

HON. MR. POWER-So is everything
that improves a Province. There is
nothing local at all in that sense.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-In
that sense it is a work of general advan-
tage to the whole country, because it will
have the effect of bringing back to Canada
some of our expatriated fellow subjects.
This line will also be a feeder to our own
Government railways. The country which
will be opened up there, if it is equal to
the description which has been given of
it, will be settled with a large population
which will consume a large amount of
dutiable goods, thereby adding to the
revenue and furnishing traffic for the
Government railways. In that sense
there is something to be said in favor of
the view that this line to Lake St. John is
of interest not only to the Province of
Quebec, but to the Dominion generally.
I admit that it is of more importance to
the Province of Quebec than to any other
part of Canada, and there is a good deal
to be said about this being wholly in that
Province ; but still there is something to

be said in the other sense also. The
assistance to the line from Gravenhurst to
Callander is justified, it is thought, by re-
ference to the course which has been pur-
sued with reference to the railway con-
necting Lake Nipissing with this part of
the country, and which had a subsidy
from the Dominion. Although it is alto-
gether in the Province of Ontario, yet it
really does not tend to the advantage of
that Province, so much at all events as it
tends to the advantage of Quebec, and
does not give any means of communica-
tion from the Canadian Pacific Railway to
Ontario, nor is it calculated to give
Ontario any fair opportunity of contend-
ing for the trade of the North-West by
means of that railway. Now, thisroad from
Gravenhurst to Callander will give the
heart of the Province of Ontario an oppor-
tunity of contending, over the Canadian
Pacific Railway, for the business of the
North-West, and therefore it is a fair sub-
ject for the assistance that is proposed to
be given it. The other lines have the
same sort of consideration.

HoN. MR. MILLER-What about the
Oxford and New Glasgc w Line ?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
reason assigned for that is this : it will
shorten the distance to Europe by some
thirty or forty miles. I do not know what
other reason my hon. friend may be
thinking of at the moment. Supposing
it is a local railway, it only enforces the
argument which has been used in the
other branch of the Legislature about it
being a new departure. However, I do
not want to admit that it is. We must
take the measure as it comes.

HON. MR. POWER-There is no
doubt at all that this is a new departure,
because these roads are all lines which
have heretofore been held to be local,
and to which the present Dominion
Government have hitherto refused
to give assistance. I am not saying that
I think it is a mistaken policy; but there
is no doubt that it is a new departure, and
that it is going to render the Dominion
liable, in all probability, in the future to
be called upon to build local -oads
throughout all the provinces. That may
be a desirable thing or it may not, but
there is no doubt that that will be the
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practical effect of the measure. There is
one feature in the matter that may perhaps
help to remove our fears as to what the
consequences may be, and that is this: it
is one of those measures which are not
uncommonly brought down on the eve of
a general election. This is intended to
give the people of all the provinces to
understand that the present Government
are prepared to assist them with large
sums of money in constructing local
works. The probabilities are that nothing
more will be heard of these grants after
the elections are over. There have been
numbers of precedents for it. I know
that in the course of the construction of the
Intercolonial Railway for several years
the Government to which the hon. gentle-
-man belonged, when they were in power
before, had a large item in the estimates
for the extension of the railway into Hali-
fax-an item of about a quarter of a
million of dollars I think. It was put in
before the elections and kept there for
some time, but nothing was ever done
about it, and possibly this Bill is intended
to have the same effect which that item
in the estimates had. It is to be regretted
if this Bill means anything-if the Govern-
ment are in earnest about it-that they
did not change their minds sooner. There
is no doubt that the North Shore Railway,
from Quebec to Ottawa, is a very im-
portant highway, and this Government
and preceding administrations refused to
aid that line, or to buy it. Now that was
a road which was much more important
to the Province of Quebec, and of much
more consequence to the Dominion, than
the road to Lake St. John which is
a very good, thing no doubt, but still
strictly local. The Province of Quebec
is involved in financial difficulties. It
has a large debt and a deficit.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-No.

HON. MR. SCOTT-The Provincial
Treasurer says so.

HON. MR. POWER-This debt and
this deficit are owing, I presume, alto-
gether to the fact that the Province of
Quebec had paid out of its own treasury
for the construction of this North Shore
road.' If the Government had made up
their minds some years ago that they
were going to aid local roads, this North

Shore line was one which should have
been assisted, and it called much more
loudly for assistance than the Lake St.
John road. I thought the Minister of
Justice, when I asked him about this latter
line, would have given the ,ame answer
that the Minister of Railways gave in the
other House. In order to show that this
Lake St. John railway was not a purely
local road, he said that by and by it might
be extended to James' Bay, and that it
would then afford a pleasant way of
going to Europe. A good many
absurd things have been said in Parliament,
but I think that was the most absurd I
ever heard, that a man should go to
Europe by way of James Bay, where the
navigation is very bad indeed-much
worse than in Hudson's Bay itself-and
go around through Hudson's Straits. I do
not wish to be understood as speaking
against this road. I am merely calling
attention to some features of the Bil. The
road from Rivière du Loup to Edmonton
in New Brunswick, the House will see, is
to be a competitor with the Intercolonial
Railway. Now, it is one of the boasts of
the Government that the Intercolônial
Railway has been paying its expenses, or
nearly so, during the last two or three
years. By the construction of this road
which the Government are aiding, I im-
agine that fully one-half of the traffic will
be diverted from the Intercolonial Railway
and taken over the other road.

HON. MR. GLASIER-No.

HON. MR. POWER-It seems to me
a rather unusual position for the Govern-
ment to take,
going to take
road.

to subsidise a road which is
business away from its own

HON. MR. GLASIER-No.

HON. MR.
is true to a
Nova Scotia.

POWER-The same thing
certain extent of the road in

This road from Oxford to
New Glasgow will compete with the Inter-
colonial Railway through a portion of its
length. There is another regretable
feature about this matter. In Nova Scotia
there is a road running east from the Inter-
colonial Railway, one end of which is
known as the Windsor and Annapolis
Railroad, and the other as the Western
Counties Railway. It is intended to

HON. MR. POWER.
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connect the town of Yarmouth with the
Intercolonial Railway. There is a link
of some nineteen miles missing in that
road, and the present Government have
not only refused to assist the Western
Counties Railway, to build that missing
link, but they have thrown all sorts of
obstacles in their way, and the Pro-
vince of Nova Scotia have been
obliged to undertake the most
overwhelming expense, chiefly for the
purpose of completing that missing link
of the Western Counties railway. It
seems to me that that is a railway which
the Government ought to have assisted,
and if they had adopted this policy a little
earlier, the Province of Nova Scotia would
not have been obliged to involve itself in
difficulties as it has done.

HON. MR. WARK-With reference to
the assistance which is to be given to the
New Brunswick road, I may state that
only about $4o,ooo of this money is to-be
expended in that Province. Only twelve
miles of it lie within New Brunswick. 'I
think it is but reasonable that St. John
should have an opportunity to compete
with Halifax as a winter port. The ship-
ping then can have their choice, and ship-
pers can get the cheapest line for carrying
their wheat and flour and such western
products as they want to send to Europe.
Some 70 miles of this line are in the Prov-
ince of Quebec.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-Hon. gentle-
men may recollect that it is not long ago
since a leading statesman in the other
House declared that the building of the
Pacific Railway was nonsense, and that if
the ministers of that day were in earnest
in undertaking such a work they were
little better than lunatics. I think the
time is not far distant when the hon.
member from Halifax will see that his
estimate of the value of the road to Lake
St. John is about the same.

HON. MR. POWER-I have said noth-
ing against that road.

HON. MR. TRUDEL - The hon.
gentleman considered it something extra-
ordinary that this line should be consider-
ed in the future as a great thoroughfare
towards Hudson's Bay. If he will look
at the map he will see that .between Lake

St. John and Hudson's Bay and Lake
Nipissing there is room enough for an
immense province. It seems to me that
a policy which is intended to develop
that part of the country is as much one of
general interest to the whole Dominion
as the policy of opening up our
North-West In this light this work ought
to be considered as a national enterprise.
The hon. gentleman is also wrong in say-
ing that this is brought in on the eve of a
general election. For years and years the
people of the Province of Quebec have
been asking for a subsidy for the Lake
St. John road, not merely because of its
local value, but because it is of immense
importance to the whole Dominion.

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

BANK OF UPPER CANADA BILL

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

Bill ( ), "An Act to increase the
amount placed at the disposal of the Gov-
ernor-in-Council by the Act 34 Vic., cap.
8, for paying off claims on the Bank of
Upper Canada," from the House of Com-
mons, was introduced and read the first
time.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
that the Bill be read at length at the
table.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Are those pay-
ments out of the assets collected by Mr.
Gamble, or was there a sufficient amount?

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-Mr.
Gamble has wound up the estate com-
pletely. This is paid obt of the consoli-
dated revenue.

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

WINDSOR BRANCH RAILWAY
BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

Bill ( ) "An Act respecting the Wind-
sor Branch Railway," from the House of
Commons, was introduced and read the
first time.
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HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of the Bill. He
said :-The Windsor Branch Railway, as
it is called, the road which connects
Windsor with some point not far from
Halifax, was the property of Nova Scotia,
and became, at the union, the property
of the Dominion. Running powers were
exchanged between that Windsor Branch
and the Windsor & Annapolis Railway.
Afterwards these running powers were
converted into a lease of the Windsor
Branch to the Windsor & Annapolis Rail-
way. It was thought, in 1872, that the
terms of this lease justified the Govern-
ment in assuming possession of the Wind-
sor Branch, and an Order-in-Council was
passed to that end by the Government
which went out of office in 1873. The
Government which succeeded them intro-
duced a measure in Parliament giving
effect to that Order-in-Council. The Act
which was passed was, however, not
sufficiently definite in language to accom-
plish the object which the Government
had in view in introducing it, and the Wind-
sor & Annapolis Railway Company, feeling
aggrieved by the result which was pro-
duced, brought the natter before the
Privy Council in England, and the
decision of that august body was to the
effect that I have mentioned-that the
Act of 1874 did not have the effect of
transferring the Windsor Branch, as was
intended, to the Western Counties Rail-
way Company, and in consequence of
that, partly, this present measure has
become necessary. However, to go on
with the history of the Windsor Branch,
it was transferred to the Western Counties
Railway Company on condition that they
completed their road at a given time from
Yarmouth to Annapolis. They did not
complete their road within that time, and
therefore the terms on which the Windsor
Branch was granted to them were not
complied with, and it became again the
property of the Dominion. The Govern-
ment took possession of it and placed it
in the hands of the Windsor and Annapolis
Railway Company by whom it has been
worked since upon terms which are much
the same, if not precisely the same, as
their original lease, but with the under-
standing that it was so worked on behalf
of the Dominion Government. At this
stage in the matter the Government of
Nova Scotia has endeavored to organize,

and, I believe, is likely to succeed in
organizing, an arrangement by which the
whole of the Government railways in Nova
Scotia shall be taken up by a company
formed for that purpose in England.
That company will become the owner of
the Western Counties Railway, and desires
to become the owner of the Windsor and
Annapolis Railway, and to con-
tinue the road towards the Gut
of Canso, to become the owner
of the Eastern Extension, and to
construct a line of railway from the Gut
of Canso to Louisburg. That is the
scheme which has been favored by the
Government of Nova Scotia, and which
they desire to bring into life. In the
course of this negotiation it became neces-
sary to deal with the Windsor Branch, as
it was an important link in the undertaking
-one without which it could not be com-
pleted. The Legislature of Nova Scotia
has passed acts enabling the Government
to deal with this matter in the way in which
I have generally referred to. But, to speak
of the Windsor and Annapolis Company
only, power was given in their original
charter to the Government to obtain the
ownership of their railway upon terms of
compensation to be fixed by an arbitration
chosen in the manner provided for in their
Act. The Nova Scotia Government de-
sire to avail themselves of that power, and
become the owners of the Windsor and
Annapolis line. If they do so, then the
lease, which was only a lease for the pur-
poses of the Windsor and Annapolis Rail-
way, would evidently become useless to
that company, and the beneficiary owner-
ship of it would then terminate. How-
ever, it is undoubtedly of great value to
the Windsor and Annapolis Railway. The
ownership of the lease of the Windsor
Branch is a matter which should be, and
will be, no doubt, arbitrated upon, and
will form an item in the the compensation
to be given to the Windsor and Annapolis
Railway Company, when the Government of
Nova Scotiacome to arbitrate and purchase
their railway. Under these circumstances
it became necessary to legislate here for
the purpose of transferring this Windsor
Branch, which belongs to the Dominion,
to whoever should become the legal own-
ers of the Windsor and Annapolis Rail-
way. To bring it to the point, that is the
object of the Bill-to transfer to those who
become the legal owners of the Windsor
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and Annapolis Railway Company, this
branch, as being a part of that railway, and
as being a piece of road without which this
scheme which I have referred to generally
could not possibly be carried into effect.
Undoubtedly, in that arbitration the arbi-
trators would have toconsider the enhanced
value which is given to the Windsor and
Annapolis Railway by the possession of
this branch, and there is no purpose on
the part of the Government to hinder or
obstruct that being done. On the con-
trary, they desire that it should be done,
and they believe that it will be done under
the provisions of the Bill. The object of
the measure is given, in as few words as I
can express it, in what I have stated.

HON. MR. MILLER-I think it is to
be regretted that a bill of this character
should come before the Senate at so in-
opportune a time for its proper consider-
ation. I feel that I can scarcely venture
to ask the indulgence of the House at
this period of the session for anything
like a lengthened discussion of this im-
portant Bill. The Senate, I daresay, is
neither disposed to listen to me, nor is
there such an assemblage of Senators here
as it would be, perhaps, my interest to
appeal to if I entered on such a discussion.
However, I cannot allow this Bill to pass
without bringing before the notice of the
Senate the extraordinary character of some
of its conditions, and I venture to say
that in a full Senate, with ample time to
discuss this measure, it would be impos-
sible fer it to pass the House in its present
shape. This is to some extent, a public
bill, so far as it deals with what is claimed
to be public property; but it is also a bill
dealing chiefly with private vested rights
-rights of so sacred a character that they
have not only been granted by a solemn
Act of the Government, but also ratified
by the decision of the highest judicial
tribunal in the Empire. I do not desire
to dispute the narration of facts as
given by the hon. Minister of Jus-
tice, and if the Bill was consistent
with his statements, I should not feel
called upon to utter one word on the
present motion. If it provided that no
existing private rights-no rights such as
the Windsor & Annapolis Railway Com-
pany claim to possess under an agreement
with the Government of Canada, which
has been upheld by the Privy Council-if

it stated that those vested rights were not
to be interfered with, as is done in all
legislation affecting private rights in my
experience and knowledge of what is done
in any British Parliament, I should
not feel called upon on the present
occasion to say one word. But it
does not do so. Why it is that the ad-
mission of these rights which is made by
the highest law officer of the Crown, and
the fact that these rights must come under
the consideration of an arbitration, is not
made in the Bill, is something I cannot
comprehend. This Windsor branch of
the Nova Scotia railway system has had a
queer fortune and a very extraordinary
historv. In the early history of the rail-
way enterprises of Nova Scotia, certain
interests in this work, which extends from
Windsor Junction to Windsor, were given
as a subsidy to the Windsor & Annapolis
Railway Company, to induce them to
extend that line to Annapolis. Those
interests were afterwards confirmed by the
Dominion Parliament, as the hon. Minis-
ter of Justice has just now stated. I do
not dispute the history he has given of
the case, and I do not wish to take up
time in going over it again; but the road
is now in the possession of the Windsor
& Annapolis Company, and it is about to
be taken out of their possession and
given to another Syndicate without making
any provision that their rights will in any
way be protected. The language of the
hon. Minister here is quite satisfactory,and
I repeat if the Bill were consistent with
that language, I should have nothing
to say; but I would direct the attention
of the House to the first clause of the Bill.
The preamble sets out all the facts stated
by the Minister of Justice, and goes on to
enact:

1. " The rights, privileges andjpowers ac-
quired by the Windsor and Annapolis Rail-
way, under the agreement set forth in Sche-
dule A to this Act, were so acquired by this
Company as owners of the hne of railway
from Wi'ndsor to Annapolis, and on the trans.
fer of the ownership of such railway to the
Government of Nova Scotia, should properly
belong to the said Government as owner of
the said line, and wheuever and so soon as
the Governinent of Nova Scotia shall have
exercised its right to assume the ownership
reserved to it as hereinbefore mentioned, and
as owner has legally taken possession of the
said railway, then the Government may, by
Order-in-Council, put and end to and deter-
mine the said agreement and any other righte
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and interests, if ary, which the Windsor and
Annapolis Railway Company may have to or
in the said Windsor Branch."

Now, when the Government of Nova
Scotia under this clause exercises its rights
in assuming the Windsor and Annapolis
Railway, the Government of this Dom-
inion steps in and by an Order-in-Council
annihilates and transfers to the Nova
Scotia Government all the rights of the
Windsor and Annapolis branch without
making any provision in the clauses of this
Bill for the protection of those rights in
the arbitration that is to follow.

I appeal to the justice of this House,
to its respect for vested rights, not of a
visionary character, but vested rights con-
firmed by most solemn acts of the Govern-
ment themselves and which have been
ratified and upheld by the decision of the
highest judicial tribunal of the Empire, in
the face of the act of this Parliament
attempting to take them away, because
the Western Counties Railway had held
the road under an Act of this Parliament,
and in the face of that Act the Windsor and
Annapolis Railway Company were insist-
ing in the assertion of their rights before
the judicial Committee of the Privy
Council. In the face of such existing
rights as these, I do not believe, if this
House were in full session and had time
to enter into the full details connected
with this transaction, that it would be
possible they would abnegate one of their
chief functions, and would not resist legis-
lation which I hold to be unconstitutional,
as interfering with vested rights. I can-
not understand what can be the objection
to stating in the Act what the Minister of
Justice, the highest legal officer of the
Crown in this country, has stated in his
place in Parliament, and which I trust and
presume the reporter has taken down
correctly. This railway is to be handed
over now to a Syndicate which is expected
to come into existence under certain leg-
islation in Nova Scotia last session. This
Syndicate contemplates taking over all the
Nova Scotian railways, and paying the
proprietors certain damages to be assessed
and ascertained in a manner which I shall
not now trouble the House by detailing.
The Government of Nova Scotia has a
right to take over the Windsor and Anna-
polis branch, and it is true when this is
taken over, the rights claimed by the
Windsor and Annapolis Railway Company

HON. MR. MILLER.

over the Government line will cease and
determine. There is no question about
that. I do not complain of those rights
ceasing and determining if provision
is made that those who received them,
as a portion of the consideration
for the construction of that line, are pro-
tected. British capital was put into that
line on the faith of the Government of
this country, and when they come to arbi-
trate for the damages they are entitled to
by the taking over of this line, they will
find a quibble of law set up against them,
-that the Parliament of Canada do not
recognise any compensation that they are
entitled to. I cannot understand how it
is possible for the Government, feeling
desirous that justice should be done in a
matter in which it is so imperatively
demanded, to hesitate for a moment to
put such a provision in the Act. But
this railway or through line in Nova Scotia,
is to be handed over to a Syndicate for the
purpose of completing the railway system
of Nova Scotia and for the ostensible
purpose of completing a line to Louisburg.
I say ostensible because I do not believe
the Syndicate about to be established has
the slightest intention of completing the
line from the Gut of Ganso to Louisburg,
and, if they had the intention, I do not
believe they have the means or power to
complete it. Apart from the many advan-
tages to be guaranteed by the Government
of Nova Scotia, and the subsidy of $5,500,-
ooo, if I am credibly informed the Syndi-
cate about to be formed do not possess
means to put into the entrprise.
Now the amount which the Government
of Nova Scotia is to receive is $1,300,-
ooo, and after paying compensation
to the different railway companies
and parties interested in Nova
Scotia, and completing the unfinished
links in Nova Scotia proper, there will not
be a dollar left to complete a mile of rail-
way in Cape Breton, and the probability
is there will hardly be enough to finish the
line in Nova Scotia, as contemplated. I
feel keenly on this question for other rea-
sons apart from its merits. I believe that
the Syndicate is going to impose upon us
in Nova Scotia an enormous burden, which
our resources are unable to bear. I be-
lieve that in a short time the Syndicate
will break down, and after getting out of
this $5,5oo,ooo what is due themselves
for their bad bonds and other liabilities,

[8ÈNÍT''.]



Windsor Brandh

just so much of the work will be done as
will suit them and they will break down,
leaving the whole thing in the hands of
the Government. Then Cape Breton will
be left in this poskion-she will have no
railway. There will be no difficulty in
building parallel lines in other parts of
Nova Scotia, branch lines in one part, and
local lines in another, and that island,
which was once a separate province, will
be taxed-its mining, fishing, and mari-
time industries will be taxed-to the very
last degree, for the construction of works
from which they derive no benefit. They
are taxed already there very heavily in
comparison with many other sections of
this country which do not contribute any-
thing like the same amount per head to
the revenue. Notwithstanding al] this, we
are not going to get a railway from this
Syndicate. I know from the present leader
of the Government in Nova Scotia that
Cape Breton has no chance of
a railway from that Syndicate.
When he was here last, and endeavoring
to get assistance he called on me and I
asked him: " What do you intend to do
with the subsidy? Do you intend to
spend any portion of it in Cape Breton ?"
He would give no promise of that kind.
He gave a similar reply to another mem-
ber from Cape Breton. I was asked to
go to the Minister of Railways with a
deputation of Cape Breton members, to
protest against anything of this kind being
done, unless the Government got a guar-
antee that the first charge would be the
extension of that line to Cape Breton.
On that occasion we got the guarantee,
but I was not home until I found that all
that was asked by the Syndicate was given
without any provision being made for
securing a line for Cape Breton. When
the Bill for the creation of this Syndicate
was brought before the Nova Scotia Legis-
lature last winter, it contained a proviso
leaving it optional to build this line in
Cape Breton, and it was only when they
found that the votes of Cape Breton were
necessary to carry the measure, that they
consented to an agreement to build the
line in that island. I do not believe that
they contemplate building the road, and I
am satisfied that they will leave us in the
position that we have occupied for the last
fifteen years-paying largely towards con-
structing railways and canals in every
section of this country, contributing our

share to the payment of interest on the
public debt, and getting nothing in return,
excepting, of course, occasionally our
share of the expenditures chargeable to
revenue, as all the rest of the Dominion
does, but nothing more. Therefore, the
argument, to me, has no weight that this
road is to be handed over to a Syndicate,
with a view to completing the Nova
Scotia Railways and extending the line
to Louisburg, because I believe they
have no intention of building that
extension ; but even if they had, I should
raise my voice as strongly as I now do
against legislation that interferes with
vested rights of the company. I do not
say because they are English capitalists
they deserve greater consideration than
any others, but it is better policy for us,
perhaps, to stand by the British capitalists.
Any persons who have invested their
money in this country on the faith of Acts
of the Government of Canada, and who
are now probably to be deprived of the
rights which they possess under agree-
ments of this kind, should be protected.
I repeat, I cannot understand why the
Minister of Justice could hesitate to put
into this Bill a clause expressing the views
which he has stated just now, and which
the leader of the Government in the other
House also expressed. Why can there
be any objection to clearly express in this
Bill the language and conditions which
both these hon. gentlemen have stated in
their places in Parliament? I cannot
understand it, and for one I raise my voice in
protest against such legislation as this.
I would fight it to the bitter end if the
House were full, and there was time for
discussion. Under the present circum-
stances however, I do not propose to con-
tinue any further, but I do hope when the
House goes into Committee on this Bill
the Minister of Justice will accept an
amendment in the same direction.

The House adjourned during pleasure.

At Three p.m. the House was resumed.

WINDSOR BRANCH RAILWAY
BILL.

THIRD READING.

The order of the day being read for the
third reading of Bill (56), "An Act re-
specting the Windsor Branch of the In-
tercolonial Railway."
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HON. MR. POWER said :-I beg leave
to present a petition of the Windsor &
Annapolis Railway Company, and I shall
take the liberty of quoting one or two
sections from it instead of handing it to
the Clerk -

To the Honorable the Senate of the Dominion
of Canada in Parliament assembled.

THE PETITION OF THE WINDSOR & ANNAPOLIS
RAILwAY CoMPANY

HUMBLY SHEWETH:

1. That by an Act of the Legislature of the
Province of Nova Scotia, passed 2nd May,
1865, (28 Vic., Cap. 13), entitled "An Act to
"provide for the construction of two other
"Sections of the Provincial Railways," it
was enacted that the Chief Commissioner of
Railways, by direction and authority of the
Governor-in-Council, might Contract for and
on behalf of the Province with any responsi-
ble party or parties for the construction of
certain sections of the Provincial Railwav,
including the section from Windsor to An-
napolis, on the terms and under provisions
in the said Act set forth.

* 2. By an agreement dated 22nd November
1866. made between the Chief Commissioner
of Railways of the Province of Nova Scotia,
by the direction and authority of the Gover-
nor-in-Council of the said Province, of the
first part, and William Henry Punchard,
Frederick Barry and Edwin Clark, in this
Petition called " the Contractors," of the
other part, and which said agreement was
expressed to be made in pursuance of the
said Act of 1865, the Contractors agreed to
construct the Railway from Windsor to An.
napolis, upon certain terns and conditions in
the said Agreement expressed, and it was
thereby provided that for the purposes of
carrying out the said Agreement the Con-
tractors should have power to forn a Joint
Stock Company, with such capital as might
be necesearv for the purpose o enabling the
Contractors to seil and the Company to pur-
chase the Railway and Works therein con-
tracted for, and to take the tolls and charges
therein referred to. That when and so soon
as such Company was formed and capital
subscribed am therein mentioned, the intended
Company should possese the said Railway
and Works, subject to the ternis of the
said Agreement.

3. By a Memorandum and Articles of
Association, dated the 26th February, 1867,
and duly registered in England on the lst
March, 1867, your Petitioners were incorpor-

£500,000, divided into 25,000 shares of £20
each, with authority to borrow on bonds or
debentures or other security to an amount
not exceeding the aggregate of £200,000.

4. By an Act of the said Legislature, passed
the 7th May, 1867 (30 Vie., Cap. 36), entitled
"An Act to incorporate the Windso:: &
Annapolis Railway Company," after reciting
the said Act of 1865 and the said Agreement
of the 22nd November, 1866, the Contractors
with others were incorporated as the Windsor
& Annapolis Railway Company (being your
Petitioners), for the purpose of constructing
a Railway from Windsor to Annapolis (which
it was th"reby enacted that your Petitioners
should own), and for such other purposes and
with such extended and additiona powers,
privileges and authorities as in the said Act
expressed and contained.

9. Your Petitioners have seen a Bill which
was introduced in your Honorable House
this day intituled "An Act respecting the
Windsor Branch of the Intecolonial Rail-
way," but they had no opportunity of seeing
the sanie or of becoming aware of its contents
until after it had been introduced as above
mentioned.

The said Act if it should be passed by, and
should be held to be within the powers of,
the Parliament of Canada would seriously
prejudice the rights and property of your
Petitioners and the interests of their Share-
holders and Bondholders of the said Railway
and undertaking, and vour Petitioners would
be greatly aggrieved by, and they therefore
strongly otject to and protest against the
passing of the said Act.

10. Your Petitioners have no desire to im-
pede any action which may be deemed

.neficial to the interests of the Dominion of
Canada or the Province of Nova Scotia. On
the other hand, if upon ternis fair and just
towards thein and their interests, and in a
mode not invading their rights, it should be
deemed expedient that the Governnent should
acquire their undertaking, they would be
prepared to concur in that decision, although
it might interfere in some measure with their
realizig at last, and after a long period of
effort, the reasonable expectations of profit
which induced then to undertake their en-
terprise. But they cannot consent to the
passing of a legislative measure, which they
are advised is not only unwarranted by the
Constitution of Canada, but is calculated to'
jeopardize certain valuable vested rights
which they now possess and enjoy under a
Contract with the Dominion Government.

ated in Englanid by the the name of the
Windsor & Annapolis Railway Company 11. Your Petitioners deny the existence of
(Limited), for the purpose of acquiring the any right or liability under their Charter or
said Railway and working the same, and for otherwise by which, without their consent,
the other purposes in the said Memorandum their property can be taken from them; but
and Articles of Association expressed. The if such right does exist, it clearly involves a
ehare capital of the Company was fixed at 1 corresponding right in your Petitioners to be
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paid the value of their whole undertaking as
it now exists, when that value bas been as-
certained by arbitration.

. . .

I do not propose to add anything to
what was so well said by the hon. gentle-
man from Richmond before the Recess,
but I think that some such amendment as
was indicated by the hon. gentleman
ought to be adopted-something to this
effect :

" And nothing herein contained shall have
the effect of depriving the Windsor and Anna.
polit Railway Conipany of any of its rights
without compensation."

I contend, as the hon. gentleman from
Richmond has contended, that this Bill
does propose to transfer rights without
compensation. The first section of the
Bill really means that as it stands now,
and if this amendment is made to the
Bill, it will simply contain a provision that
I think the Government ought to have
put in it to protect the rights of the Wind-
sor and Annapolis Railway Company. If
the Government are willing to accept
some such amendment as that I shall
resist the Bill no further ; if not, I think,
the Opposition have a right, under the
rules of the House to prevent the Bill
from taking the necessary number of
stages at this period of the session.

HON. MR. ALEX. CAMPBELL-I do
not think the amendment should be enter-
tained by the House, for two reasons.
The object of the amendment seems to be
to provide for some supposed interference
with the rights of the Windsor and Anna-
polis Railway Company, therefore nobody
can be affected but the Windsor and
Annapolis Railway Company, and as an
understanding was arrived at by parties
interested in the Bill that such an amend-
ment was not desirable, I hope that the
hon. gentleman from Halifax will not press
his mention.

HON. MR. POWER-I was acting
entirely on my own responsibility in pro-
posing the amendment.

The Bill was read the second time.

HON. SIR. ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the House into Committee of the Whole
on the Bill presently.

HON. MR. CARVELL, from the Com-

mittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment, and it was then read the third time
and passed on a division.

DEVELOPMENT OF SEA
ERIES BILL.

FISH-

THIRD READING.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-The
Bill to authorize an annual grant for the
development of the sea fisheries and the
encouragement of building fishing vessels
stood for third reading this morning, but
was postponed until this sitting at the
request of the hon. gentleman from
Halifax.

HON. MR. POWER-There are just
two points about this grant that I wish to
call attention to. Since the matter was
before the House I have had an oppor-
tunity to read the speech made by the
Finance Minister in the other Chamber
when introducing this measure. The first
remark one has to make is this; that the
measure is altogether vague and indefinite.
It simply appropriates $i5o,ooo as a
bounty for fishermen, and it gives no idea
whatever as to the conditions upon which
this bounty is to be appropriated.

HON. SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL-I
think it was stated to be in reference to
the tonnage.

HON. MR. POWER-In the early part
of the session when notice was first given
by the Government that they proposed to
appropriate this sum, they were asked how
the money was to be distributed, and in
reply to that question the Minister of
Finance stated that the details of the
measure would be given when the Bill
came down. Now the Bill comes down
and the Minister of Finance says that the
details will be regulated by Order-in-
Council. I think that is one objectionable
feature in this Bill ; but apart from that
objection, and taking the speech of the
Finance Minister in the other Chamber
as an indication of the way in which this
money is to be distributed, it will be found
that the money will not be such a boon to
the fishermen as has been represented.
The Minister stated that therewas assumed
to be 42,000 tons of shipping which had
a right to share in this grant, and he pro-

Fiherie -Bill. 167(MAY 17,182]



768 Inland Revenue Act [SENATE.]

posed to give $2 a ton to all the vessels
engaged in fishing. That makes $84,ooo.
Then he said there were io,ooo boats of
a large size to which he proposed to give
$4 each; that makes $40,ooo. Then
there were about 12,ooo boats of smaller
size to which he proposed to give $2 each,
which would make $24,ooo-a total of
$ 19o,ooo. He further indicated that an
appropriation that was estimated at one-
half of the total grant should be given to
the owners of the vessels and boats, and
that the remainder was to be given to the
men in the boats-the actual fishermen.
Now, hon. gentlemen, it is estimated that
there are about 6o,ooo fishermen in the
Dominion, amongst whom $32,000 iS to
be distributed, so that this measure pro-
poses to give, as far as I can make it out,
the munificent sum of fifty cents per man
to the men actively engaged as fishermen.

HON. MR. McKAY-That is rather a
fishy story.

HON. MR. POWER-I am taking the
figures given by the Finance Minister, but
if we say the whole amount is to be di-
vided equally-$148,ooo between the
vessel owners and the men, then we would
have something over $70,ooo to be dis-
tributed amongst the men-a little over $1
each-that is the outside figure, so that
probably the actual figure will be found
between the two, and the fishermen of this
country are to be compensated for what
they suffer from the present system of tax-
ation, and for the loss of their share of the
Fishery Award, by the Government by
the gift of a sum varying between fifty
cents and $i per man. What we would
really be entitled to if that Fishery Award
which was paid over to the Government
shortly after they came into office had
been distributed as it should have been,
the interest on that $4,5oo,ooo at five per
cent. would have been $225,ooo a year.
It is now four years since the award was
made, so that the fishermen are at this
rate really entitled to $9oo,ooo instead of
this beggarly allowance of $150,000. My
contention is that the Government, in
passing this measure, instead of doing
justice to the fishermen, are really paying
them only a very small instalment of what
is due to them.

The Bill was read the third time and
passed.

CHIGNECTO MARINE TRANS-
PORT COMPANY'S BILL.

AMENDMENT RECEDED FROM.

A message was received from the
House of Commons returning Bill (167),
"An Act to provide for the granting of a
subsidy to the Chignecto Marine Trans-
port Company," objecting to the amend-
ment made by the Senate requiring any
contract made with the company to be
submitted to Parliament at its following
session, on the ground that it would create
difficulty and delay in the organization of
the company and the procuring of capital
to carry on the work.

HON. SIR ALEX: CAMPBELL--I
confess that when the amendment was
before the House I did not quite appreci-
ate the effect of it, and I apprehend that
the reasons given by the House of
Commons are substantial. I move that
the Senate do not insist on their said
amendment.

HON. MR. POWER-I do not think
there is a great deal of force in the
objection made by the House of Commons
to the amendment, because it is not a
Government undertaking at al]. There is
nothing to hinder the company going on
and making their arrangements to carry
on the work.

The motion was agreed to.

INLAND REVENUE ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL

AMENDMENT INSISTED ON.

A message was received from the
House of Commons to return Bill (168),
"An Act to amend the Inland Revenue
Act, 188o," and announce that they
disagreed to the Senate amendments on
the ground that they were contrary to the
general policy of the Bill.

HON. MR. AIKINS moved that the
Senate do not insist upon any of their
amendments except the seventh.

The motion was agreed to.

The House was adjourned during
pleasure.

HON. MR. POWER.

Amenqdment Bil.
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At five o'clock p.m. His EXCELLENCY
THE GOVERNOR-GENERAL proceeded in
state to the Senate Chamber, and took
his seat upon the Throne. The Members
of the Senate being assembled, His Excel-
lency was pleased to command the
attendance of the House of Commons,
and that House being present, the follow-
ing Bills were assented to, in Her
Majesty's name, by His Excellency the
Governor-General, viz -

An Act respecting the Canada douthern
Railway Company, and the Erie and Niagara
Railway Company.

An Act to incorporate the Manitoba Bank.

An Art to incorporate The St. Lawrence
Marine Insurance Company of Canada.

An Act to incorporate the North Western
Bank.

An Act respecting The Niagara Grand
Island Bridge Company.

An Act to incorporate the Lake Superior
and James' Bay Railway Company.

An Act to incorporate the Ottawa and A rn-
prior Junction Railway Company.

An Act respecting the Sun Mutual Life
Insurance Company of Montreal.

An Act to incorporate the Sault Ste. Marie
Bridge Company.

An Act to amend the Acta relating to the
Great Western Railway Company.

An Act to enipower the Ottawa Agricul-
tural Insurance Company to wind up their
atfairs, and to relinquish their charter and to
provide for the dissolution of the said Coni-
pany.

An Act to amend and extend the Act to
enpower the Stadacona Fire and Lite Insur-
ance Conpany to relinquish their charter,
and to provide for the winding up of their
affairs.

A n Act to incorporate the Tecumseh Insur-
ance Company of Canada.

An Act respecting the Exchange Bank of
Yarmouth, Nova Scotia.

An Act to amend the Act incorporating the
North American Mutual Lige Insurance
Company, and to change the 'naie thereof
to the "North American Lite Assurance
Company."

An Act to amend the Act incorporating
" The Canadian Steani Users Insurance As-
sociation" and tochange the naine of the said
companv to " The Bioiler Inspection and
Insurance Company of Canada.

An Act to reduce the capital
Ontario Bank and to change
value of the ss.ares thereoi,
pu iposes.

stock of the
the nominal
and for other

An Act to incorporate the Western Bank
of Canada.

An Act relating to the Canadas Southern
An Act to incorpormte the Saskatchewan Bridge Company.
A P Ri R il C

An Act to authorize and provide for the
winding up oftthe Dominion Fire and Marine
,Insuiaice Company.

An Act to further amend the Act incor-
porating the Mutual Lite Association of
Canada, and to change the naine thereof to
" The Life Association of Canada."

An Act to revive and amend the charter of
the Chartered Bank of London and North
Aimerica, and to change the naine thereof to
"'The Chartered Bank of London and
Winn ipeg"

An Act to amîeid the Act to incorporate
the South Saskatchewan Valley Railway
Company.

An Act further to anend the Act incorporat-
ing the Souris and Rocky MountainsRailway
Company.

An Act to incorporate the Ocean Mutual
Marine Insurance Company.

An Act to incorporate the Edison Electrie
Lighst Company of Canada.

An Act to incorporate the Quebec Tiniber
Company (Linited).

An Act to incorporate the Nova Scotia An Act to incorporate the Lake Athabaska
Steanship Company ( Limited ) and Hudson Bay Railway Conmpany.

An Act to amend and consolidate as
amended the several Acts relatng to the
Britisi Anerican Assurance Company.

An Act to incorporate the Planters' Bank
of Canada.

An Act to incorporate the Synod of the
Diocese of Saskatchewan and for other pur-
poses connected therewith.

An Act respecting the New York and
Ontario Furnace Company.

An Act respecting the Portage, Westbonrne
and North Western Railway Company.

An Act concerning marriage with a deceas-
ed wife's sister.

An Act to inct rporate the Canada Mutual
Telegraph Company.

An Act to incorporate the Thomson and
louston's Electrie Light Company of Canada.

An Act to make further provision for the
improveient of the River St. Lawrence be-
tween Montreal and Quebec.

An Act to authorize the Canada Co-opera-
tive Supply A ssociation, (liitiied,) to issue
preterence stock.

An Act to grant certain powers to the " C.
W. Willamis Manufacturing Company," and
to change the naine thereof to the " Willians
Manftacturing Company."
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An Act to incorporate the Sisters of Charity An Act t0 extend and amend the Acts re-
of the North-West Territories. lating to the Canada Landed Credit Company

An Act to amend the charter of the Fellows An Acttoamend theGenerai Port Wdrdens'
Medical Manufacturirig Company. Act, 1874.

An Act further to amend the Acts to pro-
vide for the improvement and management of
the Harbour of Quebec.

An Act to amend the Act incorporating the
Pontiac Pacific Junction Railway Company,
and to authorize the said Company to erect a
bridge over the River Ottawa.

An Act respecting the Commercial Travel-
lers Association of Canada.

An Act to incorporate the Montreal and
Central Canada Railway Company.

An Act to exempt vessels employed in fish-
ing from the paynint of duties for the relief
of sick and distressed mariners.

An Act to incorporate the St John's Bridge
Company.

An Act to mnake further provision respect-
ing the incorporation of a Company to estab-
lish a Marine Telegraph between the Pacifie
coast of Canada and Asia.

An Act further to amend the Act respecting
the Trinity House and Harbor Conmissioners
of Montreal.

An Act to amend the Act fortieth Victoria,
chapter thirty, intituled " An Act to inake
provision against the improper use of
fire-armns."

An Act to amend the Acts respe-ting the
Militiaand Defenceof the Dominion of Canada.

An Act respecting fugutive effenders in
Canada fron other parts of Her Majesty's
Dominion.

An Act to~ ame~nd and fuirtherr tot continuie
An Act to incorporate the Winnipeg and in force for a liniited timue the Act Forty-third

Springfield Bridge Company. Victoria, chapter Thirty-six.

An Act to incorporate the Richelieu Bridge
Company.

An Act to provide for the linprovement and
nanagement of the Harbor of Three Rivers.

An Act to amend the Act thirty-fifth Vic-
toria, chapter 42, respecting the appointment
of a Harbor Master for the Port of Halifax.

An Act to authorize the construction, on
certain conditions, of the Canadian Pacific
Railway through some Pass other than the
Yellow Head Pass.

An Act for amending the Acts relating to
the Trust and Loan Company of Canada, and
for enlarging the powers of thÇe said Company.

An Act respecting the River St. Clair
Railwav Bridge and Tunnel Company.

An Act respecting Bridges over navigable
waters, constructed under the authority of
Provincial Acts.

An Act to amend An Act to amend and
consolidate as amended the several enact-
mients resp:cting the North-West Mounted
Police Force.

An Act respecting County Court Judges.

An Act to incorporate the Ontario Pacifi
Railway Company.

An Act to incorporate the Calais and St.
Stephen Railway Bridge Company.

An Act to incorporate the Royal Canadian An Act to incorporate the Rapid City
Acadeny of Arts. Central Railway Companv.

An Act respecting a certain agreement be-
tween the Canadian Securities Company and
the Liquidators of the Consolidated Bank of
Canada.

An Act to incorporate the Niagara Penin-
sular Bridge Company.

An Act to incorporate the Ottawa Wad-
dington and New York Railway and Bridge
Company.

An Act to anend the Act of the late Pro-
vince of Canada intituled : " An Act to incor-
porate the Board for the management ot the
Temporalities Fund of the Presbyteriain
Church of Canada in connection with tRie
Church of Scotland, and the Acts anendng
the saine.

An Act toamend theActof the late Province
of Canada, intituled : " An Act to incorporate
Managers of the Ministers, Widows and Or-
phans Fund of the Synod of the Presbyterian
Church of Canada, in connection with the
Church of Scotland," and aienidients there.

An Act respiecting Queen's College at
Kingston.

An Act to consolidate and amend the Acts
relating to the Montreal Telegraph Company.

An Act to incorporate the International
Construction Companv (Limited).

An Act to incorporate the Great Eastern
Railway Company.

An Act to provide for the allowance of
drawback on certain articles manufactured in)
Canada, for use in the construction ot the
Canadian Pacifie Railway.

An Act respecting the Quebec, Montreal,
Ottawa and Occidental Railway.

An Act respecting the sale of Railway
Passenger Tickets.

An Act respecting the HarbKour and River
Police of the Prov.uc of Quebec.

An Act to incorporate the Chigmiecto Marine
Transport Railway Company (Litmited).
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An Act to incorporate the Great American
and European Short ine Railway Company.

An Act to incorporate the Qu'Appelle Land
Company (Liimited.)

An Act to anend the Act incorporating the
Bell Telephone Company of Canada.

An Act to amend the Act forty-second Vic-
toria, chapter fbrty, intituled " An Act to
amend the Maritine Jnrisdiction Act, 1877,"
and to inake fuiher provision for the recovery
ot the wages of seanen employed on vessels
navigating the inland waters of Canada.

An Act to incorporate the " Caiad!a Provi-
dent Association."

An Act to anend and consolidate the Acts
relating to the office of Port Warden for the
Harbor of Montreal.

An Act to anend the Act of the present
Session, intituled " An Act to reduce the
capital Stock of the Ontirio Bank and to
change the nominal vaine of the shares there-
of, and for other purposes."

An Act respecting the Civil Service of
Canada.

An Act to incorporate the McClary Manu-
facturing Company.

An Act to further amend the lav respect-
ing Building Societies and Loan and Savings
Companirs carrying on business in the Pro.
vince of Ontario.

An Act to repeal certain provisions of the
Generai Inspection Act, 1874.

An Act further to amend " The Pilotage
Act, 187:3," and the other Acts therein men-
tioned.

A n Act for increasing during a certain time,
the yearly subsidy to the Province of Mani-
toba.

An Act relating to the Harbour of Saint
John, in the Province of New Brunswick.

An Act to encourage the construction of
Dry 1)ocks by granting assitance on certain
conditionà to conpanies constructing then.

An Act further to continue in force for a
iiiited tine "The better Prevention of Crime
Act, 1878."

An Act to anieni "T he Extradition Act,
1877."

An Actdeclaratory of the neaning of the
word Telegraph in certain cases.

An Act further to amend the several Acts
imposing duties of Custons now in force.

An Act to furtheranend "The Indian Act,
1880."

An Act to fix and provide for the paynient
of the salaries of the Judges of the Supreme
Court of Judicature of Ontario and of certain
Judges and County Judges in Manitoba and
New Brunswick.

An Act to provide for the granting of sub-
sidies for the construction of certain lines of
railway therein mientioned.

An Act to increase the anount placed at
the disposai or the Governor in Council by
the Act 31 Victoria, chapter 8, for paying off
clains on the Bank of Upper Canada

An Act respecting the Windsor Branch of
the Intercolonial Railway.

An Act to provide for the free transmission An Act to authorize an annual grant for
of the Canadian newspapers by mail within the developinent of tue Sea Fisherica ard the
the Dominion. encouraging of the building of Fishing Vessels.

An Act to renove certain doubts as to the
effect of " The North-West Territories Act,
1880," and to anend the saine.

An Act to further anend "l The Seanen's
Act, 1873."

Then the Honourable the Speaker of the
House of Commons addressed His Excel-
lency the Goverior-General as foillos:

"MAY IT PLEASE Youn EXCELLENCY,
An Act to niake fuîrther provisions respect- I t

ing Light Houses, Bu.vs and Beacons. t the namne of the Commons, I present
c CD .- - to Your Excellencyv a Bill intituled :-

An Act to correct certain errors in the
French version at " The )ominion Lands
Act " and the Dominion 1ands Act, 1879."

An Act to aiend the Act respecting the
Barbour of Nortii Sydney, in Nova Scotia.

An Act to provide for builing certain
branch lines of railway fron points on the
Intercolonial Railway and Prinde Edward
Railwav resnectivelv

" An Act for granting to Her Majesty cer-
tain suns of money required for defraying
certain expenses of the Public Service, for
the financial years ending respectively the
30th June, 1882, and bie 30tih June, 1883,
and for other purposea relating to the Public
service."

to which I humbly request Your Excellency's
assent."

An Act to anend and consolidate the Acts To this Bill the Royal Assent was signified
respecting the inspection of Steaniboats and in the followiig words:
the exaniination and licensing of Enigineers
enployed on thein. "In Her Majesty's naine, His Excellency

An Act to readjust the representation in the Governor-General thanks Hér Loyal
the House of Coiiior.s, antid for olier pur- subjects, accepts their benevolence, and
poses. assents to this Bill."

BiUsl Anented to. 771
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After which His Excellency the Governor
General was pleased to close the FOURTH

SEssioN of the FOURTH PARSIAMENT of the

DoMINIoN with the following

SPEEH:

Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate:

Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

I desire to convey to you my best thanks
for the earnestness and assiduity whiclh you
have shown in the performance of your Par-
liamentary duties, and I an glad to believe
that on returning to your homes you will

find the country everywhere enjoying a large
measure of prosperity.

The Civil Service Act will, I trust, be pro-

ductive of the best res*s. It will improve

the organization and add to the usfulness of

that service, already so efficient.

The measures relating to the extradition of
fugitive offenders, to the winding up of In-

solvent Banks, Insurance Companies and

Trading Corporations, and for amending the

Criminal Law, are ail of an important
nature.

The appropriation in aid of Railway enter-
prise will tend greatly to open up vast tracts

of fertile country hitherto ahuîîost inaccessible

to the settler.

The annual grant for the encouragement of
the sea fisheries and the improvement of the
condition of the fishermen will be of great
value to tha: important branch of the nation-
al industries.

The removal of the duties on tea and coffee
will lessen the cost of those important articles
of food to the people, and the repeal of the
Stamp tax on Bills of Exchange and Prosmits-
sory Notes will be appreciated by the coin-
mercial conmunity as a relief from an irk-
some burden, while the transmission oi

newspapers and peripdicals free froi postage
will be accepted as a boon by the whole
country.

Our manufactures already in a prosperous
condition will be further aided by the aboli-

tion of the duties on metals and other raw
materials used in thteir several productions.

It is satisfactory to know that the buoyant
state of the revenue will permit these reduc
tions, anount.ing to about a million and a

quarter of dollars, to be made without incon-
venience.

During the recess my Ministers will con-
tinue their efforts to secure favourable
commercial airangeients with France and

Spain. In these endeavours the High Coin-

missioner will receive the sanie hearty sup-

port from Her Majesty's Government and the

Imperial Diplomacy as ha# already been

given to himii.

Sucli support must greatly strengthen
Canada in any negotiations entered into for

the improvement of her trade with foreign
countries.

It lias been the more readily accorded that

Her Majesty's Government rely on no pre-

ference being given by Canada against the

Trade or Products of the Mother Country.

Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

I thank you in Her Majesty's name for the

supplies you have granted, which wili be ex-
pended with all due attention to economv.

Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate:

Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

I beartily congratulate you on the rapid
and successful developmnent of our manutac-
turing, agricultural and other industries.

I am, however, advised that their progress
would have been still greater were it not that
capitalists hesitate to embark their mneans in
undertakings which would be injured, if not
destroyed, by a change in the Trade and Fis-

cal Policy adopted by you in 1879. 1I order

therefore to give the pteople, without further
delay, an opportunity of expressing their de-
liberate opinion on this policy, and at the
saine time to bring into operation the measure
for the readjustment of the representation in
the House of Comnons it, is my intention to
cause this Parliaient to be dissolved at an
early day.

The SPEAKER of the Senate then said

Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate and

Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

It is His EXCELLENcY THE oVICRNOR

GENERAiL ' will and pleasure, that this Parlia-
ment be prorogued until Monday, the 26th
day of June next to be here held, and this
Parliament is accordingly prorogued until
Monday, the 26th day ot .unt next.
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This forns also an Index to the Statutes, 45 Vict.

AIKINs, Hon JAMEs C.

B. C. Ry. lands, Arrangements for Sale of;
Ans. to Mr. Macdonald, 88.

Block systen on Govt. Railways, introduc.
duction of; Ans. to Mr. Dickeb's Inqy.,
297-8.

Canad. Pacific Ry., drawback on articles
manufactured for, B. (141) 1' m*, 580;
2' m, 634 ; in Coin. & 3°, 658.

Civil Service B. (36) on 3', & Mr. Belle-
rose's request for Return, 686.

Civil Service Return, ordered 8 March, 81;
Ans. to Mr. Trudel, 88.

Coal lands, Disposal of, Regns., tabled, 27.
Committees, Sessional, appointnent of,

me, 21.
Connittee on Debates, m for appt. of, 22, 24.
Comnittee on Debates, respecting appt. of;

on Mr. A lexander's M., 100
Doni. Land Regns., Man. & N. W. T.; Ans.

to Mr. Trudel, 189.
Eastern Extension Ry., Payment to N. B.

Govt.; Ans., to Mr. Wark, 170.
Factories, labor regulation B. (R) 1' me,

299; 2' m, 352-3, 397; B. withdn, 688.
Fishing Vessels. exemption fron sick dues

B. (121) 1° n*, 439; 2' m, 441.
Halifax Harbormaster Act Ait. B. (140)

1° m, 390; 2' m, 401 ; in Coin., 419-20;
Amt., 432-3.

Indian Act Amt. B. (F.F.) 1' m*, 689; 2' m,
703; in Coi. & 3', 704.

Inland Rev. Act Amt. B. (123) 1' m*, 756;
2' m, 756; in Com., amd., 757; reported
& 3', 758; Coinions Ants. partially ac-
cepted, 768.

Inspection, General, Act, repeal of pro-
visions B. (157) 1° m, 703; 2° m, 740;
30*, 742.

Loan & Savings Cos. law, Amt. B. (P, Mr.
Allan) on 2', 105.

Montreal & Central Can. Ry. Incorp. B.
(K, Mr. Scott) on conc. in Amts. reported
froni Ry. Coi., 87.

Montreal HaibourCommissioners.Act, Amt.
B. (126) 10 n*, 442; 2' mn, (by Sir À.
Campbell) 528; 3' rn*, 529.

Montreal Port Warden Acta consolid., B.
(122) 1' m, 580; in Com., 667 ; amd. &
3', 668.

Niagara Peninsula Bridge Co Incorp. B.
(67) on conc. in Aits. of Ry. Com., &
Mr. Dickey's Ant., 416-7.

Ontario Bank capital reduction, &c., B.
(45) on 2', 261.

Patent Act Aint. B. (55) 1° & 2' m, 743;
3° in., 743; postponed, 744; amd. & 3',
745-6.

Penitentiarv, N. B., Case submitted to
Supreine Ct.; on Mr. Wark's m. for copy
of case, 87.

Petroleum Inspection Act Amt. B. (DD)
1' m*, 663; 2' m, 688; in Coi., amd. &
3°, 694-5.

Presbyterian Tenporalities Fund B. (66)
on 2', 339.

Printing, Eighthi Report, on adoption of &
Mr. Power s ques.of order, 707-8-10-11-12.

Representation, Re-adjustient B. (158) on
2', 722; on Mr. Scott's Ait. to " hoist,"
725-6-7-8-9-31-3; in Com., 738.

Seamens' Act, Ait., respecting crimping,
&c., 13. (G, Sir A. Campbell) 3' m, 85.

Stadacona Ins. Co. liquidation B. (6) on 2',
300.

Stanp Tax Repeal B. (63) on 3' & amt., 56.
Steaiboat Inspection Acts Consolid. B.

(117) in Coin., 696.
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AIKINS, Mr.-Con
St. John's (Man.) Bridge Co. Incorp B.

(19) on 2', 383-4.
St. Lawrence improvenient B. (130) 1' m*,

390; 2' m, 401 ; in Coi , 418-9.
Sugar Refinerv, N. S., Drawback; on Mr.

Power's M. for Corresp., 83.

ALEXANDER, Hon. GEORGE.

Academy of Arts, Incorp. B. (0, Mr. Allan)
on 20, 126.

Address, on the, 13.
Adjournment, 21 to 28 February, on Mr.

Paquet's m. for, 27.
Bills, delay in proceeding with, complained

of, 28.
Canada Landed Credit Co. Acts Ant. B.

(47) on 2', 447.
Canada Provident Assoen. Incorp. B. (98)

on 2', 462.
Canad. Securities & Consol. Bank agree-

mint B. (87) on 3°, 429-30.
Chignecto Marine Rv. Co. Incorp B. (57)

on 2', 452.
Debates, Copies, to whom suppied ; M for

report, 94-7.
Debates, Publication of (in Debate on Ad

dress) 14.
Debates, Publication of (on M fo:- Debates

Con.) 22.
Debates, Publication of (on in. for Adjourn-

nient, 21-8 Feb.) 28.
Debentures, Dom., placing of in each Pro-

vince, on Mr. Read's Res., 137-9.
Deceased Wite's Sister Marriage B. (9) on

2°, 177; Explanation & Ques. of Order,
219-20; Ques. of Privilege on name, 240.

Dunbar, F., Sculptor, recommendation for
order to, ,, 47; on ques. of order, 49;
drpped , 50; on 2', Acad. of A rts B, 126.

Extridition Act. Amit. B. (W, Sir A. Camp-
bell) on 2°, 436.

Fire-Arms, Inproper use of, Act, Amt. B.
(E, Sir A. Campbell) on.m. into Coi. of
W., 6*.

Great Eastern Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (61) on
S3°,592.

Insolvent Banks, &c., Winding up, B. (A,
Sir A. Campbell) on 2°, 37; reference to
Sel. Coi. -opposed, 38.

Ireland, State of ;. on adoption of Commons
Add. to H. M., 517, 564.

Lake Superior & James Bay Ry. Incorp. B.
(22) 2°, postponenent required, 101.

Loan & Savings Cos. law, Amt. B. (P, Mr
Allan) 20, opposed, 105.

Militia Acts Amt. B. (U, Sir A. Campbell)
on 3', remnarks on Staff remuovals. 381.

Ontario Bank Capital reduction, &c., B.
(45) on 2', 262.

Presby terian Temporalities Fund B. (66)on 2° 337.
Printing, on adoption of 4th Report of Coin;

remaric on quantity of Returns, &o., 267.
Queen, Attenpt on life of thle; on Sir A.

Campbell's M. forA ddress, 59.
Senate, Functions of; Publication of De-

bates, 14.

Senate, Govt. Measures in, time for con-
sideration; Res. m., 190-3; on Mr. Dickey's
Amt., 200.

Senate, re-construction of; Notice of M.
next Session, 745.

Supreme Ct. Act Amt. B. (Q, Sir A. Camp-
bell) on 2', 245.

ALLAN, Hon. GEORGE W.
Academy of Arts. Royal Can., Incorp. B.

(0) 1'm*, 85; 2'm, 125; 3'm, 219; Re-f und Fees m, 240.
Bell Telephone Co. Act Ant. B. (95) l°m*,

42t ; conc. in Amits. ofRv. Com. m, 612-
3-4; 3°, 615.

British Amer. Assurance Co , Consohd.
Act, (34) repd. f rom Com.*, 236.

Building Societies, &c., law respecting,
Ant. B. (P) 1'm*, 88; 2' m., 104; Ant.
of Banking Coin., cone. m., B. 3', 134;
conc. un Coimmons Anits. m*,703.

Chartered Bank of Lcndon and Winnipeg,
Charter Amt. B. (28) reported from Coi.*
203.

Civil Service B. (36) in Coi., 655-6; on 3°,
68o-1.

Commercial Travellers' Association, B.
respecting, (8) reported froi Banking,
&c., Coin., with Aunts., 390; conc. m, 391.

Debates, publication of; on 2nd Rtep. of
Coi. and Mr. Read's Aimt. to continue
official Rep., 648-51-2.

Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage B. (9) on 2',
187.

English and Colonial Insurance Co. Act,
Amt. B. (N) 1'm*, 85; B. dropped, 101.

Fellowes Manufg. Co. Charter Ant B. (105)
2'*, for Mr. Ryan, 401.

Fishing Vessels, exeiption from Sick
Fund duties B. (121) reported fron
Comu.*, 445.

Fleming, Mr. Sandfurd, on M(r Vidal's M
for letters on Rv. Com's Rep., 674.

Great Eastern Èy. Incorp. B. (61) on 3°
and Mr. Gibb' Aht., 585-90-1-6.

Ireland, affairs in; on adoption of Com-
mons Add. to H. M., 550-8-9-60.

Law Clerk, Appt. of, (bd Rep. Contingt
Acete. Comi.); on Sir A. Campbells Res.
defining duties, 63.

Mutual Life Assn. of Canada, Incorp. Amt.
B. (27) reported froni Coim.*, 203.

N. Amer. Life Ins. Co., Amt. B. (b3) 1°m*,
189; 2'm, 200.

Ohtario Banuk, stock reduction, &c., B. (45)
2'm*, 704.

Ontario Pacific Ry. Co. Inicorp. B. (61) 1°
m*, 391 ; 2°m, 412; conc. in Anits. bt Ry.
Coi. m, 528; 3° , 529.

Planter's Bank Incorp. B. (52) reported
fron Com.*, 203.

Prisoners, riglht to assault, B. (8, Sir A.
Campbell) on 30, 410.

Qu'appelle Land Co. Incorp. B. (103) on 3°
and Mr. MacInnes' Amt., 643-4.

Q M. O. & O. Ry., B. respecting (114) rep.
fron Ry. Coin.*, 659.

Quebec Timber Co. Incorp. B. (32) reported
fron Comi. with Anits., 341.
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Saskatchewan Diocesan Synod Incorp. B.
(51) on Mr. Dickey's Ait to 3°, 291-2.

Steamboat Inspection Acts ccnsol. B. (117)
in Coin., 696-7.

Sun Mutual Life Ins. Co. B. (4) reported
from Coin.*, 203.

Tecumseh Insurance Co. Incorp. B. (41)
30*, 340.

Ticket-selling, Ry., B. respecting (5) in
Com., 637.

Western bank of Canada Incorp. B. (J.,
Mr. Gibbs) reported from Ry. Coin. with
Aints., 134.

ALMON, Hon. WILLIAM J.
Chignecto Mariae Rv. Co. Incorp. B. (57)

on 2°, 451-3; on 3° and Mr. Botslord's
Aint., 612.

Civil.Service B. (36) on 2°, 629; in Con.,
665.

County Court Judges, reinoval, &c., B. (B.
Sir A. Campbell) iin Coin., 92-3-4.

County Court .Indge, Halifax. charge
against; m. for charges, &c., withdrawn,
119.

Debates, on 2nd Rep. of Com., and Mr.
Read's A it. to continue official Rep., 646.

Decèased Wife's Sister Marriage B. (9) on
2°, and Mr. Bellerose's "hoist" Ant.,
181, 213, 272; on Mr. Bellerose's Ait. to
M. into Con. of W., 312-3.

Easter Adjournnent, on Mr. Bellerose's M.,
239.

Factories Labor Regiation B. (R, Mr.
Aikins) on 2°, 355-9, 363, 395.

Gardner, Divorce, on Petition, 30; B. (L,
Mr. Ferrier) on appointnent of Coin.,
12$-9.

Halifax Harbor Master Act Aint B. (140)
in Coi., 419-20.

Ireland, affairs in; on adoption of Com-
mons Add. to H. M., 504-22-40-50-69.

Mails, irregularity in; on Mr. Dickey's
complaint, 390.

Ottawa, Waddington & N. Y. Ry. & Bridge
Co. Incorp. B. (60) on conc. in A mte. of
Ry. Coin., 380.

Presbyterian Temporalities Fund B. (66) on
3°, 439; Mr. Odell's Amt. secd., 489.

P. E. I., winter communication with; on
Mr. Haythorne's M. for return, 113.

Prisonere, right to assault, B. (8, Sir A.
Campbell) in Coi , 401.

Roman Catholics appointed to public
offices; on Mr. Power's Inqv., 151-6,163-4.

Scott (Temperance) Act; Methodist Peti-
tion presented. remarks, 79.

Senate, Govt. Meau.res, tirne for consider-
ation ; on Mr. Alexander's Res., 191; on
Mr,. Dickey's At., 199; point of order,
200.

Ticket-selling, Ry., B. respecting (5) in
Coni., 638

ARcHIBALD, Bon. THOMAs D.

Canadian Pacific Ry, change of route B.
(144) reported froi Coin*., 432.

Canadian Pacific Ry., drawback on articles
manufactured for, B. (141) rep. fron
Com*., 658.

Fugitive offenders' Act, B. (0., Sir A.
Campbell) reporied froi Con., 78.

Halifax Harbour Master Act Anit., B. (140)
in Con., on Mr. Power'sAmt., 433.

Militia Acte Amt., B (U, Sir A. Campbell)
reported from Comi., 381.

Telegraph, definition of, ýB. (BB, Mr.
Carvell) rep. froni Coin. with Amts*.,670.

BAILLARGEON, Hon. PIERE.
Factories, labor regulation B. (R., 3fr.

Aikins) on 20, 396.

BELLEROSE, Hon. JosEPH H.
Acadeny of Arts, Royal Can., Incorp. B.

(0, Arr. Allan) reported fron Coin., 219.
Address, on the, 15.
Adjournment, Easter, m, 239.
Bills, Private, Petitions for, time extended,

34. Reports of Coin., time extended, 148.
Bills, Private, and Standing Orders Com.,

5th Rep. presenied,' 31.
Canada Provident Assocn. Incorp. B. (98)

rep. froi Priv. B. Con., 491; Ant. to
3°, to refer to Supreine Ct., 492, 580.

Civil Service B. (36) progres rep. from
Con , 658; rep. with Anits*., 667; on 3°
and Mr. Trudel's proposed Ait., 678-80
681-2-5; on passing, Return called for,
&c., 686.

Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage B. (9) on
20, constitutional Ques , 175; 6 nionths'
"hoist" m., 177; debate, 227-9, 274-5,
280; on ref. to Coin. ut Whole, 280-3;
Ant. thereto m., 301-5-6-7.

Electric Light, American Co. Incorp. B.
(79) conc. in Anmts. of Coin. m*, 299.

Electric Light, Edison Co. Incorp. B. (46)
1°, 167; 2° m*., 173; conc. in Aits. of
Priv. B. Coi m., 299.

Great Eastern Railway Co. Incorp. B. (89)
1° m*., 391 ; 2° m., 412; conc. in Anmts.
of Ry. Coin. m., 463, 580 ; 3° m., 580; on
Mr. Gibbs' A mt., 582-5-7; on Mr. Power's
Amt , 595; on Mr. Gibbs' further Amnt.,
596.

Insurance Act, 1877, Ant. Act, B. (H)' 10
m*., 21; 2°, 47; dropped, 101.

International Construction Co. Incorp. B.
(75) 1' m*., 357.

McCleary Manuf'g Co. Incorp. B. (100) rep.
from Priv. B. Coin. with Ant*., 604.

Maritime Court, Canada; on Sir A. Camp-
bell's M. for Address to H. M., 342-3.

Marriage laws, N. B.; m. for corresp., 356.
New York and Ont. Furnace Co. Incorp. B.

(65) reported fromn Con., 237.
Presbyterian Tenporalities Fund B. (66)

rep. from Priv. B. Com*«., 439; on 3° and
7r. Odells Ants., 471-2-3 481-2-3-4-6.

Qu'appelle Land Co. Incorp. B. (103) 3' m,
639.

Quebec Timber Co. Incorp. B. (32) froi
Priv. B. Con. (for reference to Supreme
Ct.) reported, 148; ref. again to Com., m.,
'l9; reported*, 236.

Queen's College, Kingston, B. respecting,
(64) rep. Iroin Priv. B. 9om. with Amte,
492.
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BELLEROSE, Hon. Mr.-Con.

Re-adjustment of Representn. B. (158) on
2° and Mr Scott's " hoist" Aint., 729-30.

Richelieu Bridge Co. Incorp. B. (42) on 20,
constitutiona ques., 385; 3 , 462.

Roman Catholicsappointed toPublic Offices;
on Mr. Power's Inqy., 163.

Saskatchewan Dioces. Synod Incorp. B.(51)
reported from Com., 202.

Senate, French representation in Govt.. 15.
Steani Users' Insurance Assocn. Aint. B

(I, Mr. Vidal) reporied froi Priv. B.
Com*., 79.

St. John's (Man.) Bridge Co. Incorp. B.
(19) on 2°, constitutional ques., 383-4;
rep. fron Priv. B. Coi. with Ait., 424;
ques. of order, 426 ; 3°*, 462. E

Supreine Ct. Act Amt. B. (Q, Sir A.
Campbell) on 2°, 236.

Winnipeg and Springfield Bridge Co.Incorp.
B. (15) rep. trom Priv. B. Con. with
Aint., 421; on constitutional ques., 422-3.

BOTsFORD, Hon. AMOs E.
Calais & St. Stephen Railway Co. Incorp.

B. (97) 1° n*., 421; 2° n., 436; 3°*, 521.
Chignecto Marine Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (57)

1° m*., 439; 2° m., 450-2-9-60; couc. in
Aimts of Ry. Com. m., 610; 3° m, 610;
Anmt. m*., h2; 3*, 612.

Civil Service B. (36) on 3° and Mr. Trudel's
proposed Amt*., 682.

Debates, On M for Con., nemuber of Govt.
on, suggested, 24.

Debentures, Dom., placing of in each
Province, on Mir. Read's Res., 143.

Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage B. (9) on
Mr. Bellerose's " hoist " A nt. to 2°, 211,
218; on ques. of Order, 220; do., 283; on
Mr Bellerose's Ant. to M. into Coin. of
W., 305-6-8; on Mr. Trudel's Amt. to 3°,
319-20.

Dunbar, F., scul ptor; on Mr.Alexander's M.
for reconmnendation for order to, 48-9.

Electric Light, Amer. Co. Incorp B. (79)
on 2° and Ques. of Proced., 172.

Law Clerk, Appt. of (2nd Rep. conitingt.
Acets. Coin ), on Sir A. Campbell's Res.
defining duties, 64.

Ontario iank capital reduction, &c., B.
(45) on 2°, 264-6

Representation, re-adjustient, (Westmore-
land) Inqy., 150-1-2.

Ronan Catholics appointed to Public
Offices; on Mr. Pocer's Inqy., 163.

Senate, Govt. ineasures, tine for considera-
tion ; on Mfr. Alexander's les and Mr.
Dickey's A in t., 194; on poin t of order, 198.

St. John's (Man.) Bridge Co. Incorp. B. (19)
ou conc. ]n Anit. of Priv. B. Com., 425;
Aint. to re commit, 426; ques. of order,
426.

Winnipeg & Springfield Bridge Co. Incorp.
B. (15) on A in t. of Priv. B. Coin., 423.

BoURINOT, Hou. JOHN.

Dunbar, F., sculptor, on Mr. Alexander's
M. for recoinendatio_ for order to, 49.

Geological Survey Maps, publication of;
J4gy., 464.

Great Anierican & European Short Line
Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (94) 1° m*., 439; 2°
m, 443; conc. in Amdts. of Ry. Com. &
3'm *, 612.

Post Office Order Systei, with France and
Gernany; Inqy., 355.

OYD, Hon. JoHN.

Montreal Telegraph Co. Acts consolid. B.
(96) on 2°, ref. to Ry. & Tel. Coin. m.,405.

Prisoners, right to assault, B. (S, Sir A.
Campbell) reported froi Corn. with
Ants., 401.

Roman Catholics appointtd to Public
Offices; on Mr Power's Inqy., 164.

UR EAU, lon. JACQUES 0.
Anerican Electric Light Co. B. (79) on 2°

and Ques. of Proced., 172.
Canada Mutual Telegraph Co. Incorp. B.

(55) 1° m*., 219; 2 m*., (by Mr Bay-
thorne) 268; 3° m*., 315.

Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage B. (9) on
20 & Mr. Belleroee's " hoist" Aint. ; on
point of order, 220.

Fugitive Offenders Act, B. (C, Sir A. Camp-
bell) in Coin., 76-7

Insolvent Banks, &c., Winding up, B. (A,
Sir A. Campbell) on 2° and reference to
Sel. Coin., 38.

N. W. Mounîted Police Acts consolid. B.
(102) rep. froin Com*., 608.

Presbyterian TempQralities Fund B. (66)
on 2°, 336.

Representation, re-adjustment of; on Mr.
Botsford's Inqy., 54.

Richelieu Bridge Co. Incorp. B. (42) 1°
m*., 332.

Senate, Govt. measures, time for considera-
tion; on Mr. Alexander's Res. and Mr.
Dickey's A,, t., 198.

Stadacona Ins. Co. Aint. B. (6) on 2°,
constitutional ques., 301.

CAMPBELL, Hon. Sia ALEXANDER.

Acts, Provincial, disallowed; on Mr.
Fower's M. for Corresp , 26.

Address, Continuance of Debate, 16.
Address, Continuance of Debate, Reasons

for, 29.
Adjournient, 21-8 Feb.; on Mr. Paquet's

M. for, 29.
Adjournment, Easter; on Mr. Bellrose's

M. for, 239.
Asiatic Marine Telegraph; on Mr. Ryan's

M. for Corresp., 434 .
Asiatic Marine Tel. Incorp. B. (124) 1° m*,

462 ; 2° m, 468.
Bell Telephone Co. Incorp. Act Amt. B.

(95) on 2°, 438 ; on collc. in Amts. of
Coin., and further Amt , 613-4-5.

Bills, Govt., introduced in Senate, 16, 29.
Bills, Govt., on the delay in progreesing

with, 29.
Bridges over navigable streains, B. respect-

ing (V) 2° m, 373-4-5-6-7; in Com., Amts.,
397-8-9; on 3°, Anmt. m, 427-8.

Calais & St. Stephen Ry. Bridge Co. Incorp.
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B. (97) conc. in Amts. of Ry. Coin. m,
528.

Canada Landed Credit Co. Acte Amt. B.
(47) on 2', 449.

Canada Provident Assocn. Incorp. B. (98)
on 2°, 461; on ref. to Supreme Ct., 580;
on 3', 698.

Canada Southern & Niagara Rys. B. (14)
3' m", 126.

Canada Southern Bridge Co. B. (81) on 2°,
324.

Canadian Pacifie Ry., change of route, B.
(16) ' W*, 391 ; 2' m, 412-14; in Coin.,
431-2 ; 3' m, 443.

Canadian Securities Co. & Consol. Bank
(87) on 2', 324.

Caughnawaga Indians, emancipation of;
reply to Mr. Trudel's Inqy., 239.

Chignecto Marine Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (57)
on 2', 453-9; on ref. to Ry. Com., 460;
on 3', with Mr. Botsford's Ait., 611-12.

Chignecto Marine Ry. subsidy B. (167) 2'
m, 744; 3' m, 746'; on Mr. Power's Aimt.
to re-commit, 747: Aint. not accepted by
Commons, receded fromi, 768.

Civil Service B. (36) 1' m*. 580; 2° m, 622-
9-32-3-4; in Coin., 654-5-6-7, 665-6-7;
3' with Aimts. m, 675-6-7-8-82-3-5-6.

Commercial Travellers' Association B. (8)
on 2', 201.

Committee on Orders & Privileges, Mfor, 3.
Crime, Prevention of, Act, 1878, contin-

uance B. (CC) 1' m, 644; 2' m, 664; to
Coin. & 3°', 664.

Criminal Law, facilitation of procedure; on
Mr. Power's Inqy., 702-3.

Customs Amt. B. (169) 1°*, 751; 2' m,
751-4; 3°*, 754.

Debentures, Dom. ,placing of in each Pro-
vince; on Mr. Read's Les., 140.

Debt, public, owing within Dominion ; on
Mr. Wark's M. for Address, 673.

Deceased Wife's Sister, Marriage with; on
Mr. Trudel's M. for Papers, 57, 188.-
B. (9) on Mr. Bellerose's "hoist" Amt. to
2', ques. of Proced., 177; adj. of debate
m*, 188; debate, 204, 269; ques. of Order,
219; on Mr. Bellerose's Amt. to M. into
Coin., 304-5-7-9; in Coin., 314-5; on 3',
322-3.

Dry Docks, construction, encouragement
of B. (173) 1", 750; 2' m. 750; 3°*, 751.

Eastern Extension Ry.. Iayment to N. B.
Govt.; Ans., to Mr. Wark, 616.

Extradition Act Amt. B. (W) C. O. Des-
patcb tabied & B. 1°*, 402; 2' m, 434-6;
3° m*, 441.

Factories, labor in, regulation, B. (R, Mr.
Aikins) M. to adj. debate, 354; debate,
constitutional ques. &c.,367-8-9-70-1,397.

Fire-arms, Improper use of, Amt. Act, B.
(E) l' m*, 21; 20 m, 43; in Coin., 59;
3*, 60.

Fisheries Subsidy B. (177) 1' & 2' m, 748 ;
3' m, 767.

Fleming, Mr. Sandford, & Ry. Commission ;
on Mr. Vida's M. for Corresp., 674.

Fugitive Offenders Act, B. (C) 1° m*, 21 ;
2 postponed, & Corresp. to be brought

down, 27; 2' m, 32; in Coin., 71-2-4-5-
6-8; 3' m, 89.

Gardner, Divorce; on Petition, 30. ^ B. (L,
Mr. Ferrier) en 2', ques. of Procedure,
102-3; on exai. cf witness, 127; on
procedure, 130-1.

Geological Survey, publication of Maps,
&c.; Reply, to Mr. Bourinot's Inqy., 467.

Great Eastern RT. Co. Incorp. B. (61) on
3' & Mr. Gibbs Amt. to re-commit, 596.

Great Western Ry. Acte Amt. B. (M, Mr.
Vidal) on 2', 79; on Aints. reported from
Ry. Coin., ques. of procedure, 133.

Harbour & River Police, Act, B. (D) 1' m*,
21 ; 2' m, 44-5-6; in Coin., 60-1-2; 3°
mn, 65; conc. in Commons Amts. m, 675.

Inland Rev. Amt. B. (123) on 2°, ques. of
order, 757; on procedure, 758.

Insolvent Banks, Corporations, &c., Wind-
inàg up, B. (A) 1' m*, 21; 2' m, 34, 36;
referred to Sel. Com., 38; report of Coin.,
ref. to Coin. of Whole m*, 202; in Coin.,
267; on 3' with Amts., 287; Commons
Amts., conc. with m, 742.

Intercol. & P. E. I. Branch Rys. construc-
tion B. (EE) 1° m*, 675; 2' m, 690-1-2;
in Com. 704.

Intercol. Ry., Eastern Extension, N. B.
claim; Reply, to Mr. Wark's Inqy., 616.

Ireland, Affairs in; on adoption of Commons
Add. to H. M., 538-42-3-7-9-51.

Ireland, Emigration to Canada, encourage-
ment of; Reply to Mr. Wark's Inqy., 661.

Judges, County Court, Act respecting, B.
(B) 1° m*, 21 ; 2° m, 38, 41, 42 ; in Coin.,
65-6-7, 90-1-2-3-4; 3°*, 100; conc. in
Commons Amts. m, 635-6.

Judges' Salaries, Ont., Man. & N. B., B.
(179) 1", 754; 20 m, 754; 3°, 756.

Justice, Administration in disputed Terri-
tories Act, Amt. & Continuance B. (F)
1 °* m, 21 ; 2° m, 33; in Coin., 47,'55-6;
3°*, 59.

Lands, Dominion, Act, French version defi-
nition B. (aa) 1' m*, 604; 2' m, 658; in
Con., 669.

Law Clerk, appointment of (2nd Rep.
Contingt. Acets. Coin.); Res. defining
duties m, 62-3-4.

Light-houses, buoys, &c., further provision
for, B. (Y) 1' m», 491; 2° m, 609; ref. to
Coin. & 3", 610.

Mails, irregularity of; on Mr. Dickey's coin-
plaint, 390, 434, 439, 442.

Manitoba, Increased Subsidy B. (162) 1",
2' m, 3°", 748.

Maritime Court for Canada; M. for Add. to
H. M. for legislation, 341-2-3-4-5-6.

Maritime Jurisdiction Act Ait. B. (135) 1'
m*, 675; 2° m, 689-90.

Militia Acte Amt. B. (V) 1° m*, 301; 2° m,
351 ; in Coin., 381.

Montreal Tel. Co. Acte Consolid. B. (96) on
ref. to Standing Com. & Mr. Carvell's
opposition, 405.

Montreal Trinity House Act Amt. B. (126)
2' m*, 528.

Newspaper transmission free, B. (161) 1,2° & 3° m*, 744.
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CAMPBELL, Hon. Sir Alex.-Con.
New Brunswick Marriage lawa ; on Mr.

Bellerose's M. for corresp., 357.
New York & Ont. Furnace Co. Incorp B.

(65) on 3' & constitutional ques , 237.
Niagara Bridge Co. Incorp. B. (67) on 2°,

25; on conc. in Amts. of Ry. Con. &
Mr. Dickej's further Ant., 418.

N. W. Mounted Police Acts Consolid. B.
(102) 1' m*, 442; 2' n, 528; in Com.,
605-8.

N. W. Terr. Act, 1880, definition, &c., B.
(1) 1' m*, 301; 2° m, 350; in Coin , 381;
3° M, 381.

N. W. T., Provisional Districts ; Add. of
conc. in Message m, 700.

Nova Scotia Rys., disposal & management,
on Mr, Power's M. for Pa ers, 31.

Ottawa, Waddington & N. Y. Ry. & Bridge
Co. Incorp. B. (60) on 2°, 268; on conc.
in Amts. of Ry. Coin., 378-80.

Pilotage Acts Amt. B. (119) 1° m*, 689; 2°
m, 705.

Pontiac & Pacific Junction Ry. Incorp.
Amt. B. (86) on 2', 324.

Port Warden's Act Amt. B. (120) 1' m*,
462; 2' m. 468.

Post Office Order systen, with France and
Germany; reply to Mr. Bourinot's Inqy.,
355.

P. E. I. Bank, Extension of time for resump-
tion, B. 1°*, 31 ; 2° à 3' m, 32.

P. E. I., Bills of Exchange &c., B. respect-
-ing (X, Mr. Carvell) on 2', withd. re-
quested, 444.

P.E.I., Fish duties exported to U.S., 1871-
2, Indemnity for; Reply, to Mr Howlan's
Inqy., 492.

P.E.I., Mails for Mainland, recent Con-
tracts; Ans. to Mr. Baythorne's Inqy.,
440.

P.EJ.,Telephone privileges; Reply,to Mr.
Carvell's Inqy., 579-80.-(See also " Tele-
graph, definition.")

P.E.I., Winter Communication with; on
Mr. Haythorne's M. for Return, 117.

Prisoners, right to assault B. (S) 1° .,
301; 2° m., 347-9; in Coin., Aints. m.,
3E6-7, 400; Ants. & 3' in., 405 6-8-10

Qu'Appelle Land Co. Incorp. B. (103) on
3° & Mr. MacInnes' proposed Anit, 643.

Quebec Harbor Improvemnt. Acts Ait. B.
(129), 1' n.*, 390; 2° m., 401.

Q. M. O. & O. Ry., B. respecting transfer
(114), on M. for 2', 604; on 2', 636.

Quebec Timber Co. Incorp. B. (32), on 2°.
123-5; on Mr. Hope's Aimt. to 3, to ref.
again to Coin., 286.

Queen, attempt on life of thé; announced,
50; Address m.,57; Message to H. of C.,
59; Joint Add. agreed to*, 64; Message,
Add. ackd., 427.

Railways, Act relating to, 10 m.*, 3.
Ràilway Subsidies (four), B. providing (176)

1°*, 758 ; 2° m, 758-9.
Re-adjustient of Representation, N. B.;

Ans. to Mr. Botsford, 54.
Re-adjustment of Representation B. (158)

1° r.*, 703; 2' m.,712-7-9-20-1-2-30-2; in
Con., Amts. m., 737-8-9; 3° m., 740.

Rivers & Streams Act, Ont., disallowance;
on Mr. Power's M. for Papers, 25.

Roman Catholics, appointed to Public
Offices; on Mr. Power's Inqy., 157, 164.

Rule 41st, suspension of, m., 698-9-700;
Rule 42nd, urgency m., 706.

Salmon Hatchery, B.C.; Reply to Mr.
McInnes' Inqv., 620-1.

Saskatchewan )iocesan Synod Incorp. B.
(51) 1°*, L67; on Mr. D)ickey'8 Amt. to
3', 293.

Seamen's Act, 1873, Ant. Act respecting
crimping, &c., B. (G) 1°, m.", 21; in
Coin., Anits. m., 67-8-9, 70-1; 3° m. by
Mr. Aikins*, 85.

Senate, Govt. measures, time for considera-
tion ; on Mr. Alexander's Res. & Mr.
Dickey's Amt., 198.

Senate reconstruction; on Mr. Alexander's
notice of M., 745.

Sitting Bull, Indian Chief, removal to U.S.;
on Mr. Girard's M. for Papers, 238.

Speech fron throne, consideration m., 3.
Stamp Tax Repeal B. (63) 1°*, 54; 2' m.,

54; 3'posponed, 54; amnd. & 3°, 56.
St. Clair River Ry. Tunnel Co. B. (80) on

2°, 438.
Steamboat Inspection Acts Consolid. B.

(117) 1'n.*, 621 ; 2' m., 663-4; in Com.,
695-6.7-8, 705.

St. John Harbor Commissioners B. (163)
1°*, 750 ; 2' m., 750; 3'*, 750.

St. John Ry. Bridge, Governnent aid to;
Reply to Mr. Dever's Inqy., 331-2.

St. John's (Man.) Bridge Co. Incorp. B. (19)
on 2', 382-5.

St. Peter's Canal Contract, Payment to
Assignee; Ans. to Mr. Miller, 106.

tupply B. (178) 1°, 749; 3°*, 750.
Supreme Ct. Act Amt. B. (Q) 1°* 167 ; 2'

m., 231-4, 240-1-3-4-5-9; dischgd., 622.
Sydney, N., Harbor Act Amt. B. (Z) 1° m.*,

491; 2° r.,621; to Coin. & 3°', 622.
Telegraph, definition, excluding telephones,

B. (BB, Mr. Carvell) in Comn., on Aints.,
669-70.

Three Rivers Harbor Improvement B. (128)
1° »*, 390 ; 2' m., 402.

Ticket-selling, Ry , B. respecting (5) 1' m*,
467; 2° m, 528; in Coin., 609, 636-7.

Upper Canadê Banls, payment of clains,
B. (171) 1°*, 2', and 3° m., 761

Williams Manuf'g Co., change of naine, &c.,
B. (69) on 2', 386.

Windsor Branch Ry. transference B. (156)
1°*, 761 ; 2' m., 762; 3', 765 ; on Mrj.
Power's proposed Ant., 766; 3°, 767.

Winnipeg & Springfield Bridge Co. Incorp.
B. (15) on conc. in Amt.'bf Priv. B. Coin,
421-4.

Winnipeg Barracks, utilization of; reply to
Mr. Gîrard's Inqy., 204.

Winnipeg, Postal arrangements defective;
Rpy to Mr. Girard, 145-6.

Winnipeg South Eastern Ry. Incorp. Act,
Man., disallowance; on Mr. Power's M.
for Papers, 26.
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CARVELL, Hon. J. S.
Bell Teleplione Co. Incorp. Act Amt. B.

(95) on conc. in Amts. of Ry. Coin., 615.
Chignecto Marine Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (57)

on 20, 458-9.
Chignecto Marine Ry. Subsidy B. (167) on

3° & Mr. Power's Aint., 747-8.
Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage B. (9, Com-

mons) on 20 & Mr. Bellerose's" hoist"
Amt., 277.

Easter adjournient, on Mr. Bellerose's m.,
239.

Halifax Harbor Master Act Amt. B. (140)
in Com., 420.

Inspection, General Act, Amt. B. (157) on
2°, 741-2.

Montreal Port Warden Acte Consolid. B.
(122) rep. fron Coin.", 669.

Montreal lTelegraph Co. Acte Consolid. B.
(96) proposed " hoist " Aimt. to 2', 405.

Planters' Bank Incorp. B. (52) 2' m, for
Jr. Ogilvie, 168.

P.E.I., Notes, protesting of, B. respecting
(X) 1° m'. 427; 2° m, 444; B. withdn ,
445.

P.E.I., Telegraph monopoly,including tele-
phones; Inqy., 578-9.-See also " Tele-
grapli," below.

P.E I., W inter communication with ; on
Mr. Haythorne's M. for Return, 115.

Roinai Catholics appointed to Public
Offices; on Mr. Power's Inqy., 163.

Telegraph, definition, to exclude telephones,
B. (Bl) 1° m*, 644; 2 m, 669 ; m into
Coin., 669.

Windsor Branch Ry., B. respecting (56)
rep. from Coin.*, 767.

CHAFFERS, Hon. WILLIAM H.
Ticket-selling, Ry., B. respecting (5) rep.

froma Con., 609. 639.
CHAPAIS, Hon. JEAN C.

Canadian Pacific Ry., change of route, B.
(144) on 2°, 413.

Re-adjustment of representation B. (158) on
2°, 730.*

DEVER, Hon. JAMEs.
Bridges over navigable streams, B. respect-

ing (V, Sir A. Jonpbell) on 2', 376.
Dominion Lands Acti French version, cor-

rection B. (AA, Sir A. Campbell) rep.
froin Con.,* 669.

Irish Affaire; on Commons Add. to H. M.,
504-11-15-67-8-9.

Judge' Salaries B. (179) on 2', 755.
Presbyterian Temporalities Fund B. (66)

on 3', 487.
Prisoners, right to assault, B. (S, Sir A.

Campbell) on 3° & Amt., 409-10.
Roman Catholices appointed to Public

Offices; on Mr. Power's Inqy., 165.
Stamp Tax Repeal B. (63) on 3' & anit., 56.
St. John Harbor Comnissioners B. (163) on

2', 750.
St. John Ry. Bridge, Govt. aid to; Inqy.,

326-30-32.
Tariff (Customs) Amt. B. (169) on 2', 752-3.
Taiiff (Inland Rev.) Aint. B. (123) on M.

into Coin,, 757.

DIcKEY, Hon. ROBERT B.
Amer. Electric Light Co. Incorp. B. (79) on

2' & Ques. of Proced., 171.
Aierican Telegraph & Cable Co.. B. (17)

reported from Com.-with Aimts., 299;
conc. in Amits. m, 294.

Bills, private, extension of time for receiv-
ing Reports; on Rep. of Coin., 148.

Block systei on Rys., introduction of;
Inqy., 295-7.

Bridges over Navigable waters, B. respect-
ing (V, Sir A. Campbell) on 2', 373-4-6;
in Coin., 399; on 30, 428.

Canada Co-operative Assn., issue of shares,
B. (138) on 2', 387.

Canada Southern & Niagara Ry. Cos. B.
(14) reported fr-on Ry. Com.,* 126.

Chignecto Marine Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (57)
on 2', 454-5-6-7.

Commercial Travellers' Assocn. B. (8) ref.
to Banking Co. m, 202.

County Court Judges, Removal, &c., of, B.
(B, Sir A. Campbell) on 2°, 42; in Com.,
91-3.

Debates, Publication of; on n. for Debates
Com., 23-4.

Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage B. (9) on
Mr. Bellerose's "boist" Ant. to 2', 215;
on ques. of order, 220; adj. ot debate
imà', 231 ; deibate, 269, 278-9; on Mr.
Trdel's Amit. to 3°, 317-9; on orig. ni,
321-2.

Exchange Bank of Yarmouth B. (23) 2',
for Mr. Potwer, m*, 287.

Extradition Act Amt. B. (W., Sir A. Camp.
bell) on 2', 436.

Factories, labor regulation B. (R, 4r.
Aikins) on 2', 353-5, 391-6.

Fugitive Offenders Act (C, Sir A. Campbell)
on postonement of 2', Corresp.requested,
27; in Com., 72-5-7 ; on 3', 89.

Gardner, Divorce; receiving Petition, secd.,
30.-B. (L, Mr. Ferrier) on 2' & ques. of
Procedure, 102-3; on appt. of Con Pro-
cedure, 128-9-30-1 ; rep. from Sel.*èom.,
200; reported withdn., & refunding fees
m, 237.

Great Eastern Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (89) re-
ported with Amts., 463; on conc. in
Amts. of Ry. Con., 588.

Great Western Ry. Acte AmIt. B. (M, Mr.
Vidal) on 2°, 79.

Harbour & River Police B. (D, Sir A. Camp-
bell) on 2', 45; in Com, 61.

Insolvent Banks, Winding up B. (A, Sir A.
Campbell) on 2°, 36.

International Construction Co. Incorp. B.
(75) Aimts. reporied fron Ry. Com., 462.

Lake Superior & James' Bay Ry. ncorp.
B. (22) 1" m, 100; 2' posponed, 101;
2' m, 105; reported from Ry. Coin., 135;
conc. in Aits. m*., 167.

Law Clerk, Appointnent of (2nd Rep. Con-
tingt. Acets. Con.); on Sir A. Campbell's
Res. defining duties, 63-4.

Mails, irregularity of; complaint, 390,434;
on Sir A. Campbell's explanation, 4fâ.

Montreal & Central Can. Ry. Incorp. B.
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DICKEY, Hon. Mr.-Con.
(K, Mr. Scott) reported from Ry. Coni.,
with Amts, e7; on conc. in Aits. of Ry.
Com., 441.

Montreal Tel. Co. Acts Consolid. B. (96)
reported with Anits., 464.

New York & Ont. Furnace Co. B. (65) on
ref. to Coin., ref. to Suprenie Ct. sug-
gested, 167.

Niagara Grand Island Bridge Co. B. (48),
reported froi Ry. Con.*, 173.

Niagara Peninsula Bridge Co. Incorp. B.
(67) reported from Ry. Coin. with Ai ts,
358; conlc. in Amnts. of Ry. Coi. in.,
414; Anit. m., 415-7-8.

Northwestern Bank Incorp. B. (29) on 2°,
121.

Ocean Mutual Insurance Co. Incorp. B.
(90) ° m*, 240; 2° m', 287.

Ontario & Pacific Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (61)
rep. with Aints.*, 468.

Ottawa & Arnprior Ry. Incorp. B. (18) re-
ported froi Ry. Coim., 126.

Ottawa, Waddington & N. Y. Ry. & Bridge
Co. Incorp. B. (60) on 2', 268; reported
from Com. with Aints., 326; conc. in
Ants. m., 377-9, 380.

Pontiac & Pacific Junction Ry. Co. Incorp.
B. (86) reported & conc.-in Aits. of Ry.
Con. m., 358.

Presbyterian Temporalities Fund, B. re-
specting (66) 2' m. (11or Mr . Vidal) 332-
6-9; on proposed Aint., 440; on 3°& Mr.
Odell's Aits., 470-84-86-7-8-9-90-1.

Prisoners, right to assault, B. (S, Sir A.
Campbell) on 2', 349; in Coi., 400; on
3°, 407-10-11.

Quebec Timber Co. Incorp. B. (32) on 2',
124; on Mr. Bope's Aint. to 3', ref. back
to Com., 286.

Queen's College, Kingston, 1. respecting
(64)1° m*, 299; 2° m. 340; on Aints. of
Priv. B. Com., 492; 3° m*, 529.

Richelieu Bridge Co. Incorp. B. (42) on
2°, constitut. ques., 385.

Saskatchewan & Peace River Ry. Incorp.
B. (26) reported from Ry. Com. with
Aimts.', 173; conc. in Ants. m*, 200.

Saskatchewan Diocesan Synod Incorp. B.
(51) on 2', constitutional point, 188; on
30, the same, 202-3; Amt. m, 288, 291.

Sault Ste. Marie Bridge Co. Incorp. B. (43)
reported from Ry. Coin., 106; conc. in
Amts. of Coin. n., 131-2.

Senate, Govt. measures, time for considera-
tion ; on Mr. Alexander's Res., 192.3;
Amt. m., 194-6-8.

Stamp Tax Repeal B. (63) on 3' & Sir A.
Campbell's AInt., 55-6.

St. Clair Ry. Tunnel Co. B. (80) 1' m,
421; on 2', 437; reported with Amts. &
3°*, 467.

St. John's (Man.) Bridge Co. Incorp. B.
(19) on Aints. of Priv. Bills Coin., M. to
recommit, 426.

St. Patricks' day, M. for adjournnent (Mr.
Power) opposed, 102.

Supreie Ct. Act Aint. B. (Q., Sir A.
Campbell), on 2°, 234, 243-5.

Winnipeg & Springfield Bridge Co. Incorp.
B. (15) on 3421-2-3; M. to recommit,
424.

Winnipeg, Postal arrangements defective;
on Mr. Girard's Inqy., 144.

FERRIER, Hon. JAMEs.
Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage B. (9) 10

m'.. 146; 20 m., 173; on Mr. Bellerose's
" hoist " Ait., 184-5-8; m. into Coi, of
W., 280, 301 ; in Cou%., 315; m. for 3°,
315; 3° m., 315.

Gardner, Divorce; receivng Pet m., 30.
B. (L) 1°, 34; 2° m., 102; on ques. of
procedure, postponement m., 104; Wit-
ness examined, 126; B. 2° on Div., 127;
reference to Sel. Con. m., 127-8-9.

Great Eastern Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (61) on
3° and Mr. Gibbs' Ant., 586-8-9-93.

Intercol. Ry., Block systei, introduction of;
on Mr. Dickey's Inqy, 298-9.

Intercol. & P.E .1. Branch Rys., construc-
tion B. (EE, Sir A. Canpbell) rep. froin
Coi., 705.

Justice, Administration in Disputed Terri-
tories Act, Anmt.& Continuance B.(F,Sir
A. Campbell) reported f rom Coin. of W.,
47, 56.

Montreal Telegraph Co. Acts Consolidation
B. (96) 1° m,*, 357; 2° m., 387; conc. in
A nits. by Ry. Coi. & 3° m., 597, 604.

Ottawa, Waddington & N.Y. Ry. & Bridge
Co. Incorp. B. (60) on conc. in Aints. of
Ry. Coin., 378.

Petroleui Inspection Act Ant. B. (DD,
Mr. Aikins) in Coi., 695.

Presbyterian Temporalities Fund B. (66)
3°, postponenent requested, 439.

Rule 41st, on Sir A. Campbell's M. to sus-
pend, for Govt. business, 699,

Steamboat Inspection Acts Consolid. B.
(117) in Com., 697.

Williams Manufacturing Co., B. respecting
(69) 1' m', 315; 2° m., 386; 30*, 421.

FLINT, Hon. BILLA.
Canada Landed Credit Co. Acts Ait. B.

(47) on 20, 449.
Civil Service B. (36) in Coi., 666.
Debates, Copies, to whom supplied; on Mr.

Ailexander's M., 99.
Debates, on 2nd Rep. of Com.,& Vr. Read's

Amt. to continue official reports, 650-2.
Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage B. (9) on

2° & Mr.Bellerose's " hoist" Aimt., 182-4,
214; on ref. to Coin. of W., personal re-
marks, 284.

Readjustment of Representation B. (158) on
2', 734-5.

Senate, Govt. measures, time for considera-
tion; on 3r. Alexander's Res. & Mr.
Dickey's Ant., 197.

Tariff (Custois) A it. B. (169) on 2°, 753.

GIsS, Hon. Taos. N.
American Electrie Light Co. Incorp. B.

(79) 1' m*, 167; 2° m., 171.
American Telegraph & Cable Co., powers

to, B. (17) 10 m", 134; 2' m, 167.
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Bell Telephone Co. Incorp. Act Amt. B.
(95) on Anits. of Ry. & Tel. Coi., 614-5.

Canada Landid Credit Co. Acts Art. B.
(47) 1° m*, 439; 2' m., 445-8 ; 3'*, 462.

Canada Trust & Loan Co. Acta Amt. B.
(35) 1' m*, 421; 2' m, 445; 3°*, 462.

Civil Service B. (36) on 3'& Mr. Bellerose's
remarks, 686.

Debates, Copies of, to whom supplied ; on
Mr. A lexander's M., 95.

Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage B. (9) re-
ported froi Com. of W.', 315.

Great Eastern Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (61)
Ant. to 3° m., 580; Amt. altered, 596;
in Con.,596.

International Construction Co. Incorp. B.
(75) 3' m*, 529.

London & Winnipeg Chartered'Bank A mt.
B. (28) 1' rn, 101; 2' m., 122; A nts.,
consid. to-miorrow, m», 204; 3' m', 236.

Northwestern Batik Incorp. B. (29) 1° m*,
101; 2' m., 121; 3' *, 134.

Ontario Bank, reduction of capital, &c., B.
(45) 1' m*, 189; 2' m., 250-3-5-7-8, 264;
3° m*, 288.-1°, 2' & 3°*, 703.

Qu'Appelle Land Co. Incorp. B. (103) on
3', and proposed Ait. of fr. .WcInnes,
6431.

Q. M. O. & O. Ry., B. respecting transfer
(114) 2' m., 636.

Quebec Timber Co. Incorp. B. (32) conc.
in Amts. of Corn. m*, 341.

Steainboat Inspection Acts Consolid. B.
(117) progress rep.*, 698; rep. with
Aints., 705.

St. John's Bridge Co. (Man,) Incorp. B.
(19) 2' m., for Mr. 'Girard, 382.

W-sterni Bank of Canada Incorp. B. (J) 1°
m*, 27 ; 2° m., 43; conc. m. in Ants. of
R>y. Coi , 134; 3° m*, 134.

Winnipeg & Springfield Bridge Co. Incorp.
B. (15) 2' m* (for Mr. Girard) 385;
Amt. of Priv. B. Com. opposed, 421;
3°*, 462.

GiuaDa, Hon. MARc A.

A;merican Electric Liglt Co. Incorp. B.
(79) on 2° & Ques. of Proced., 173.

Deceased Wife's Sister' Mrriage B. (9) on
2° & 3r. Bellerose's "hoist' A int., 229.

Lake Athabaska & Hudson'e Bay Ry. Co.
Ineorp. B. (62) 1° m*, 236; 2' m, 287.

Manitoba Bank, Incorp. B. (16) 1° m«, 101;
2° m, 121; 3°*, 134.

North-Western Bank, Incorp. B. (29) 3°
m". 134.

Portage, Westbourne & North-western Ry.
Co. B. (20) 1° m*, 219 ; 2° m, 268.

Sitting Bull, Chief, renoval to U. S.; mfor
Corresp., 137.

Bt. Johnes Bridge Co. Incorp. B. (19) 1'm",
332; 2° m, by Mr. Gibbs, 382.

Supreme Ct. Act Amt. B. (Q, Sir A. Camp-
beli) on 2°, 242.

Winnipeg & Springfield Bridge Co. Incorp,
B. (15) 1° m, 332; 2' m, by Mr. Gibba,
385.

Winnipeg Barracks, Use of for Ernigrantse;
Ingy., 204.

Winnipeg Postal arrangements, defective;
Ingy., 144.

GLASIER, HOn. JOHN.
Bridges over Navigable streams, B. respect-

ing (V. Sir A. Canpbell) on 3°, 428.
Judges' Salaries B, (179) on 2', 756.
Railway Subsidies B. (176) on 2°, 760.
Salnon Breeding in B. C.; on r.1: McInnes'

Inqy., 618.
HAxiLToN. Hon. JOHN.

Port Warden's Act Amt B. (120) reported
from Con. of W., 529.

HAYTHORNE, Hon. RoBEuRT P.

Address, Debate on, 16.
Adjournment, Easter; on .1r. Bellerose',

M., 239.
Block system on Govt. Raillvays, intro-

duction of; on Mr. Dickey'8 nqy, & fr.
Aikins' Ans., 298.

Biidges over navigable streais B. (V, Sir
A. Campbell) on 2°, 375; on 3' & Sir A.
Campbell's Ait., 427.

Canada Mutual Telegraph Co. Incorp. B.
(-55) 2' m*, for Mr. Bureau, 268.

Cliignecto Marine Ry. Incorp. B. (57) on 2°,
451-7-8.

Civil Service B. (36) on 2', 631-2; in Com.,
654-5, 665.

Debates, Copies, to whom supplied ; on Mr.
Alexander's M., 96,

Debates, on 2nd Rep. of Corn,; Mr. Read's
A mt. to continue Officia] Reports seod.,
647.

Debentures, Dom., placing of in each Pro-
vince ; on Mr. Read's Res., 139.

Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage B. (9) on
Mr. Bellerose's "hoist" Aint. to 2°, 273-
4-5-7-8-9.

Factories Labor regulation B. (R, Mr.
Aikins) on 2', 353, 360-3,

Ireland, Affairs in; on Commons Add. to
H. M., 504-18-20-22-5; Amt. m, 527-39-
40-46.

Irish Emigration 10 Canada, encouragement
of; on Mr. Wark's Inqy.& Sir A. Camp-
bell's Reply, 662.

N. W. T. Acts, definiti:>n, &c., B. (T, Sir
A. Campbell) reported from Corn., 381.

Petroleun Inspection Act Amt. B. (DO,
Mr. Aikins) in Com., 694.

P. E. I. Bank, Extension of tirne for re-
sumption, B. (3>) on 3', 32.

P. E. L Branch Ry. Construction B. (EE,
Sir A. Campbell) on 2', Ques., 690; in
Com., 704.

P. E. 1. Mail Contracte, recent; Inqy., 440.
P. E. I., Winter Communication with; m.

Jbr Reiurn, 107; withdn., on Ret. being
brought down, 119.

Printinig, on 8th Rep. of Corn., & Mr.
Power's ques. of Order, 708-10-11.

Prisoners, right to assault, B. (S, Sir A.
Campbell) in Coni., 400.

Qu'Appelle Land Co. Incorp. B. (103) on
Aints. of Priv B. Coin., 640.

Richelieu Bridge Co. Incorp. B. (42) 2° m,
385.
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HAYTHORNE, Hon. Mr.--Con.
Roman Catliolics appointed to Public Of-

fices; on 3/r. Powcr's Inqy., 160
Saskatchewan Diocesan Synod Incorp B.

(51) on 3/r. Dickey's A mt. to 3', 293.
Senate, Govt. Measures, time for considera-

tion ; on _1r. Alexander's Res,. & 1r.
D)ickey's Amit., 197.

St. John lv. Bridge, Govt. aid to; on Mr.
Dever's Inqy. & Sir A. Campbell's reply,
331.

St. John's (Man.) Bridge Co, Incorp. B.
(19) on Amt. of Priv. B. Com., 425.

Sugar Refinery, N. S., Drawback; on 1r.
Power's M. for Corresp., 85.

Tariff (Customs) Amt. B. (169) on 2',
752-3.

Winnipeg & Springfield Bridge Co. Incorp.
B. (15) on Aint. of Priv. B. Com., 424.

HOPE, H(n. ADAM.

Dom. Fire & Marine Ins. Co. winding up
B. (13) 2' n, 218; 3' n*, 288.

Life Assocn. of Canada, Amt. B. (27) conc.
in Amtit. of Bankiig Coin. m., 203.

Prisoners, right to assault, B. (S. Sir A.
Campbell) in Coin., 400.

Qnebeu Tinber Co. Incorp. B. (32) on 3',
Aint m, to refer back to Con., 2,-5; on
AiMts. of Coi., 311.

HOWLAN, Hon. GEORGE W.

County Court Judges, Removal, &c., B.
(B, Sir A . Campbell) 'n Com., 65-6.

Ireland, Affairs in; Commons Add. to H.
M., m. for consideration, 442; adoption
of Add. m, 493-5, 510-27-40-51-3-5-7-72-3-
4-5-6.

P. E. I., Fish duties in 1871-2, indemnity
for; Inqy., 492.

P. E. I., Notes, protest &c., B. (X, Mr.
Carvell) on M. for 2', 444.

P. E. I., Winter communication with ; on
1fr. Ilaythorne's M. for Return, 113.

Stamp Tax Repeal B. (63) on 3' & Sir A.
Camp bell's Aint., 56.

Steamboat Inspection Acts Consolid. B.
(117) in Com., 695-6-7-8.

KAULBACH, Hon. HENRY A N.

Adjournment, 21-8 Feb., on Mr. Paque's
M. for, 28.

Adjournment, Easter; out Mr. Bellerose's
M., 239.

American Electrie Light Co., Incorp. B.
(79) on 2° aud ques. of proced., 171.

Bell Telephone Co. Incorp. Act Amt, B.
(95) on 2°, 439; on 3', with Amts., 613-4,

Bills, on the delay in progressing with, 28.
Bridges over navigable streams, B, respect-

ing (V, Sir A.Campbell) on 2', 376; on
3° and Sir A. Campbell's Ant., 428.

Canadian Securities and Consolid. Bank
agreement B. (87) on 3° and 1r. Alex-
ander's remarks, 429-30,

Chignecto Marine Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (57)
on 2', 456; on 3', with Vr. Botsford's
Amt., 611.

Civil Service B. (36) on 2', 630; in Corn.,
654-7-66; on 3' and Sir A. Canpbell's
Amt., 681-2.

Couinty Court Judges, Removal &c. of, B.
(B, Sir A. Campbell) on 2', 41; in Coin.,
91-2-3.

County Court Judge, Halifax, on charges
against, 193; on Mlr. Almon's withdrawal
of M. for papers, 120.

Debates, copies, to whom supplied; on Mr.
Alexander's M., 98.

Debates, Indexing, and cost of reporting;
on Com. Report, 168.

Debates, on 2nd Rep. of Com., and Mr.
Read's Amt. to continue official Report,
652.

Debentures, Dom., placing of in each
Province; on Mr. Read's Res., 138.

Debt, Public, owning within Dominion; on
1r. Wark's M. for Address, 672.

Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage B. (9) on
Mr. Bellerose's " hoist " Amt. to 2°, 178,
229; on Mr. Bellerose's Amt. to M. into
Com. of W., 309-10: on 3fr. Trudel's
A mt. to 3', 318-20,

Factories, labor regulation B. (R, Mr.
Aikins) on 2' and constitutional ques.,
370.

Fishing Vessels, exemption from sick
duties B. (121) on 2', 441.

Gardner, Divorce B. (L, fr. Ferrier) on 2°
and ques. of procedure, 103; on exam. of
witness, 127; on procedure, 129.

Great Eastern Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (61) on
3° and 1fr. Gibbs' Aint., 591,

Halifax Harbor Master Act Ant. B, (140)
in Coin., 420; on 3° and Mr. Power's
Amt., 433.

Harbor and River Police B. (D, Sir A.
Campbell) on 2', 45.

Ireland, affairs in ; on adoption of Commons
Add. to H.M., 541-71-9-50-1-4-8-9-60-9-76.

Law Clerk, appt. of (2nd Rep. Contingt.
Acets. Com).); on Sir A. Campbell's Res.
defining duties, 64.

Militia Act (Reserve enrolment) Amt. B.
(U, Sir A. Campbell) on 3°, remarks on
Staff reniovals, 382.

Montreal Telegrapi Co. Consolid. B. (96)
on 2°, adj. debate m, 390; on 2°, 402.

Niagara Peninsula Bridge Co. Incorp. B.
(67) on Ry. Com. Amts. and Mr. Dickey's
Amt. 416.

N. W. Mounted Police Acts Amt. and
consolid. B. (102) in Com., 607.

Pacific Ry. change of route B. (144) on 2',
413.

Presbyterian Temporalities Fund B. (66)
on 2', 337.

P. E. I., TelegrapI monopoly, including
telephones; on Mr. Carvell's Inqy. and
Sir A. Canipbel's Reply, 579.

Prisoners, right to assatult,B. (S, SirA.
Campbell) on 2', 350; in Con., 400; on
3', and Sir A. Campbell's A mt., 407.

Richelieu Bridge Co. uIcorp. B. (42) on 2',
385.

Roman Catholics appointed to Public
oflices; on 1fr. Power's Inqy., 164-5-6,
162-3.
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Salmon-breeding in B.C.; on Mr. Mac-
Innes' Inqy., 618-20-1.

Saskatchewan Diocesan Synod Incorp.
B. (51) on Mr. Dickey's Ant. to 3', 291.

Senate, Government measures, time for
consideration; on Mr. Alexander's Res.,
191; on Mr. Dickey's Anit., 198.

Steanboat Inspection Acts consolid. B.
(117) in Com ., 764.

St John Ry. Bridge, Govt. aid to; on M[r.
Dever's Inqy., 329, 331.

Sugar Refinery, N.S., drawback; M1r.
P'ower's M. for corresp., secd., 82.

Supreme Ct. Act Amt. B. (Q, Sir A.
Campbell) on 2', 250.

Ticket-selling, Ry., regulation B. (5) in
Coin., 609.

LEONARD, Hon. ELIsAJ.

Asiatic Marine Tel. Co. Incorp. B. (127)
repo- ted from Com.*, 529.

ThreeRivers Harbor Improveient B.(128)
reported froni Com.*, 429.

MCCLELAN, Hon. ABNER R.
Block System on Govt Ry., introduction

of; on Mr. Dickey's Inqy., 298.
Debates,on 2nd Rep. of Con., & Mr. Read's

Amt. for continuance of official report,
650.

Debt, Public, owning within Dominion;
Mr. Wark's M. for Address secd., 673.

Halifax Harbor Master Act A mit. B. (140)
progrese rep. from Com.*, 420; rep.
with A mts., 433.

Intercol. Ry., Eastern Extension, N.B.
claim ; on Mr. Wark's Inqy. & Sir A.
Campbell's Reply, 617.

Irish Emigration to Canada, encu 'rage-
ment of; on Mr. Wark's Inqy. & Sir A.
Campbe'l's Reply, 662.

Marine & Fisieries Report, presented, 27.
Printing, on 8th Rep. of Coin., & Mr.

Power's Que,. of Order, 709. ,
Prisouiers, riglt to assault, B. (S, Sir A.

Campbell) on 3', with Sir A. Campbell's
Anit., 411.

MACDONALD, Hon. WILLIAM J.
Bridges over Navigable Streams, B. re-

specting (V, Sir A. Campbell) in Coin.,
399.

B.C. Ry. Lands, arrangements for sale
(Ingy .) 88.

Canadian Pacific Ry. change of route B.
(144) on 2', 413.-

County Court Judges, removal, &c., B.
(B, Sir A Campbell) iin Coi .. 90.

Factories labor regulation B. (R, 1r.
Aikins) on 20, 396.

Ireland, Affairs in ; on adoption of Com-
mons Address to H M., 503; on Mr.
Ha thorne's A mt., 529-34-5-8-40-59.

Light houses, Buoys. &c., provision for, B.
(Y, Sir A. Campbell) on 2°, 610.

Petroleuni Inspection Act Aint. B. (DI),
Mr. Aikins) in Coin., 694.

Steanboat Inspection Acts consolid B.
(117) in Coi. 696.

MAcFARLANE, Hon. ALEXANDER.
Amer. Electric Light Co. Incorp. B. (79)

on 2' & Ques. ol Proced., 172.
Block systen on Govt. Rys., introduction

of; on Mr. Dickey's Inqy., 296.
Bridges over Navigable Streains, B. respect-

ing (V, Sir A. Campbell), on 2°, 375; on
3°,&SirA. Campbell's Amt., 428.

Civil Service B. (36) on 2°, 630.
Clements Steamship Co. Incorp. B. (31)

1° *, 135; 2' ni*, 146 ; 3' m*, 236.
Commercial Travellers' Assocn. B. (8) 1°

m«, 189; 2' ni , 201-2; ref. to Com. m.,
202.

Debates, Copies of, to whom supplied; on
Mr . Alexander's M., 95-6.

Debates, Index, arrangements for; Report
of Com., 168.

Debates, 2nd Rep. of Com., to discontinue
official report, adoption m., 644.

Deceased Wife's Sister B. (9) on 2', ques.,
179; on Mr. Bellerose's " hoist" Ant.
to 2', 226.7-8.9, 278-9; in Com. of W.,
314.

Exchange Bank of Yarmouth B. (23) 3°*,
340.

Fugitive Offenders Act, B. (C, Sir A.
Campbell) iin Com., 78.

Harbor & River Police B. (D, Sir A. Camp-
bell) in Coin., 62.

Ireland, Affairs in; on adoption of Commons
Add. to H.M., & Mr. Iiaythorne's Ant.,
572.

Lake Superior & Janes B. Ry. Incorp. B.
(22) on 2', ques., 106.

Maritime Court for Canada; on Sir A.
Campbel's M. for Add. to H.M. for leg-
islation, 345.

Niagara Grand Island Bridge Co. B. (48)
1' m*, 126 ; 2' it*, 116 ; 3' m', 173.

Niagara Peninsula Bridge Co. Incorp. B.
(67) 1' ni', 299 ; 2° m., 324-5 , on Amts.
of Coin. & fr. Dickey's Aint., 415.

Ottawa, Waddington & .Y. Ry. & Bridge
Co. Incorp. B. (60) on conc. in Amts.
of Ry . Coin., 579.

Presbyterian Tenporalities Fund B. (66)
on 2', 338; on fr. Odell's Aits. to 3°,
472-89.

Presbyterian Ministers' Widows,&c., Fund
Incorp. B. (71) on 2', 340; 3'm*, 491.

Printing Com., 3rd Rep., adoption m., 106.
Printing Coin., 4ti Rep , on adoption of,

267.
Qu'Appelle Land Co. incorp. B. (103) on

3', and fr. M(icIinnies' Amt. to restore
clause 1;, 641.

St. Joh'îs (Man.) Býridge Co. Incorp. B.
(19) on M. for conc. i Amit. of Priv. B.
Coi., 125.

Ticket-selling, Ry., Regulation B. (5) in
Con., 638.

MAcINNES, Hon. J. Don (lanilton.)

Sumnoned to the Senate; introduced, 1.
Adlress, leply to Speech ' from Throne,

mn., :;.
Bellelephone Co. Incorp. AXct Aimt. B.



MAcINNEs, Hon. Mr. (Ham.)-Con.
Canada Southern Bridge Co. B. (81) 1° m*,

299.
Civil Service B. (36) on 2', 625; in Con.,

Amt. m., 653, withdn., 654; further
debate, 654-5-7-65-6; o.- 3°, 685-6.

Factories, labor regulation B. (R, Mr.
Aikins) on 2', 365.

Lite Association of Canada, Ant. & change
of naine B. (27) 1° m", 101 ; 2°*, 146.

McClary Manuf'g Co. Iucorp. B. (100) 1'
me, 442.

Portage, Westbourne & Northwestern Ry.
Co. B. (20) 3",315.

Qu'Appelle Land Co. Incorp. B. (103) 2'
m*, 468; on 3°, Ait. in. te restore clame
16, 639; M. to add clause A, 643, withdn
644; 3', 644.

South Saskatchewan Valley Ry. Incorp.
B. (76) 1' m*, 299.

St. Clair River R4y. Tunnel Co. B. (80)
2° m., 437.

Tecumseh Ins. Co. Incorp. B. (41) 1° m*,
240; 2' m*, 287.

McINNEs, Hon. THoMAs R. (N. Westminster.)
Suminoned te the Senate, 1; introduced,

25.
Canadian Pacifie Ry . change of route B.

(144) in Com., 431; on 3°, 443.
Salmon Hatchery on Fraser River, erection

of; Ingy., 617-21.

McKAY, Hon. THoUAs.
Summoned to the Seniate; init.roduced, 1.
Fisheries, development of, anuial grant,

B. (177) on 3°, 768.
Re-adjustment of representation B. (158)

in om., 739.

MCMASTER, Hon. .ILLIAM.

Bell Telephone Co. Incorp. Act Amt. B.
(95) on Amts. ot Tel. Con., 613.

Chignecto Marine Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (57)
on 3', with Mr. Botsfrd's Ant., 611.

Great Western Ry. Co. Acts Amt. B. (N)
conc. in Counons Aimts. in, 324.

Indian Act Amt. B. (FF, »r. Aikins) rep.
l'om Comr*., 704.

Insolvent Banks, Winding up, B. (A, Sir
A. Campbell) on 2°, 37.

London & Winnipeg Chartered Bank, Ant.
B. (28) on 2', 122.

North-westerA Bank Incorp. B. (29) on 2',
121.

St. Lawrence River Improveient B. (130)
rep. from Com*., 419.

Ticket selling, Ry., B. (5) in' Coi., 638.

MAcPHERSON, Ion . DAvi) L. (Speaker).

See "S'PEAKER."

MILLER, Hon. W.iuttm.
Anierican Electric Light Co. Incorp. B.

(79) on 2° & Ques. ot lroced , 172.
Chignecto Marine Rv. Subsidv B. (167) on

30 & Mr. Power's Ant., 747.
Civil Service B. (36) on 3° & -Ir. Trudel's

Alnt., 682.

1.-INDFX TI SENATORS.

County Court Judges, Renoval, &c., B.
(B, Sir A. Campbell) in Coin., 66, 90.

Debentures, Dom., placing of in each Pro-
vince; on Mr. Read'8 Res., 143.

Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage B. (9) on
Mr. Trudels Amt. to 3', 319.

Dry Docks, construction, assistance te, B.
(173) on 2°, 751.

Gardner, Divorce B. (L, Mr. Ferrier) on
appomitment of Com., ques. of Pro-
ceure, 128, 131.

Intercol. & P. E. I. Branch Rys. construc-
tion B. (EE, Sir A. Campbel) on 2',
691-2.

Law Cierk, Appt. of (2nd Rep. Contingt.
Accts. Con.); on Sir A. CampbeU's R-es.
defining duties, Ques. of procedure, 63.

Maritime Jurisdiction Act Amt. 13. (135)
ii Con., 690.

Qu'Appelle Land Co. Incorp. B. (103) on
3° & Mr. MacInnei' Anit. to restore clause
16, 640; on further Amt. & ques. of
order, 644.

Q. M. O. & O. Ry. Transfer B. (114) on
M. for 2°, Ques. of Order, 604-5.

ftailways, subsidies provision B. (176) on
2', ques., 759.

Senate, re-construction of; on Mr. Alezan-
der's notice of M., Ques. of Procedure,
745.

Stamp Tax Repeal B. (63) on 3° & Sir 4.
Canpbell's Ant., 54, 56.

St. Peter's Canal Contract, Payment to
Assignee; Inqy., 107-8,

Tariff (Customns) Anmt. B. (169) on 2°, ques.
as te Sir A. '. Galt, 754.

Windsor Branci Ry. transfer B. (156) on
2°, 765.

MONTGOMERY, Hon. DoNÂLD.

Harbours & River Police B. (D, Sir A.
Campbell) reported froin Com. of W., 62.

Petroleum Inspection Act Ait. B. (DD,
Mr. Àikins) rep. fron Com. with Amts',
695. -

Presbyterian Temporalities Fund B. (66)
on 3', Mr. Odell's 2nd Arnt. & Mr.
Bekerose's reniarks, 482-4.

P. E. I., Winter communication w.th; on
Mr. Haythorne's M. for Return, 113.

Printing, 8th Rep. of Com., on adoption
Prisoners, right to assault, B. (S, &ir A.

Campbell) progress rep. from Com.*, 387.
& Yr. P-ower's Ques. ofOrder, 710.

Quebec Harbor nimprovement B. (129) rep.
trom Con.*, 428.

Sydney, N., Harbor Commissioners B. (Z,
.Sir A. Campbell) rep. from Corn.*, 622.

ODELL, 110Q. WILLIAM H.
Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage B. (9) on

Mr. Bellerose's " boist" A nt. to 2', 182,
215, 229, 277-8; notice of AiMt., 279; in
Coin. ot W., 313-5; on 3°, A nt. withdn.,
315; on 3', 323.

Irish Atlairs; on adoption of Commons
Add. to H. M., & Mr. Haythorne's
Amt., 571.

Library, Rep. of Comi., adoption m., 664.
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Maritime Court for Canada; on Sir A.
('ampbell's M. for Add. to El. M ., 342.

Pilotage Act Amt. B. (119) on 2°, ques.,
705.

Presbyterian Tenporalities Fund B. (66)
O 3°, Amt. m, 4694.0; 2nd Amt. m.,
475-88 ; 3rd Amt. m, 489-9Q.

Printing, 8th Rep. of Com., adoption ln.,
706; on JIr. Power's ques. of Order,
707-11-12.

OGILVIE, HOn. ALEXANDER W.
Suminoned to the Senate; introduced, 1.
Address, Reply to Speech tron Throne,

secd, 7.
Bridges over navigable streams, B. respect-

ing (V, Sir -4. Campbell) on 2°, 376.;
Canadian Pacifie Ry. change of route B.

(144) on 2', 413.
Civil bervice B. (36) on 3, & Mr. Trude"s.

propoeed Anit., 685.
Debates, on 2nd Rep. of Com. & Mr.

Read's Anit. to continue Official Report,
653.

Debentures, Dom., placing of in each Pro.
vince, on Mr. Read's Res., 138.

Deceaed Wife' Sister liarriage B. (9) on
2%, & Mr. Bellero8e'ar "1hoist". Anit.,
185. 211-2-5.

Great Eastern Ry. Incorp. B. (61) on Mr.
Gibbs' Ant. to 3° 586.

Inspection, General Act, Fish, partial Re-
peal B. (157) on 2°, 741.

Montresl Port Warden Acts consolid. B.
(122) in Com., on Mr. Aikins' Amt.,668.

Montreal Telegr#ph Co. Acte Consolid B.
(96) on Mr. 8eoit AÂmt. to 3*,603.

N. W. Mounted Police Acte Amt. B. (102)
in Com., 607.

Ontario Pacific Ry. Incorp. B. (61) 2 m,
412.

Planters' Bank Incorp. B. (52) 1° & 2° m.
(by Mr. Carvell)*, 168; conc. in Ants.
A 30* ,203.

Presbyterian Temporalities Fund B. (66)
postponement of 3* auggested, 440.

Printing, on adoption of-8th Rep. of Con.,
& Mr. Power's Ques. of Order, 710.

Q. M. O. & O. Ry. transfer B. (114) m.
to place 2* on orders, 604-5; 2 m, (by
Mr. Gibbs)636.

Railway8, construction, subsidies°B. (176)
on 2° & Mr. Power's remarks, 760.

Sun Mutual Life Ins. Co., B. (4) 1° & 2°
m , 148.

PAQUET, Hon. ANSELME H.
Adjournmient, 21 to 28 Yeb., m., 27.

PELLETIER, Hon. C. A. P.
Deceased Wile's Sister Marriage B. (9) on

Mr. Bdlerose's Amt. to M. into Coi.
of W., 313.

Queen, Attempt to assassinate the; on Sir
A. Campbell's M. for Address, 59.

Stadacona Ins. Co. liquidation B. (6), 10
m*, 240 ; 2° m., 299, 300 ; 3°*, 340.

Supreme Ct. Act Amt. B. (Q, Sir A.
Campbell) on 20, 240.

Ticket selling, Ry., regulation B. (5) in
Com., 609, 636.

POWER, Hon. LàAuENcE G.
Acts, Provincial, disallowed; M. fer corres.,.

26.
Anier. Electrie Light Co. Incorp. B. (79)

o 2°, ref. to Supreme Çt. suggestg, 171-2.
Bell Telephotie Co. Incorp. Act Ant. B.

(95) on 2°, 438; conq. in Amts, of Tel.
Co. m., .612-3-4; striking out proyiso .,
615.

Block System on Gov.t. Railwaye, introdus-
tion of; on Mr. Dick''&Inqy., 295.,.

Bridges.over navigable streamo, B. (V1, Bir
A. Campbell) on 2°, 374-5; in pm.,,
397 *9.

Canadi Landed Credit Co. Actsa Amtý..
(47) oq2, 446.

Canada Provident Assoen. Incorp-B. (98)
on 2°, 462 ; on 3° &Mr. lee'&A m
to refeto S preme Ct., 492on dççisi
of Suprer»e Ut., à a%, 698.,

Canadian ban R han of routsB.
(144) on 2%, 413; in Co m. 432Chignecto Marine Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (57)
on 2°, 451-2-4-6-6-9.60; on ref. to Uy.

- Comi., 460 i postponenent of 3° requested,
610 ; Amts., 611-2.

Chignecto Marine By. subeidy B. (167) poat',
ponement of 2T i>'uetd 4;o 3',
Amt. to re-commit m, 746-8; on bomMpaa
objecting to Amt., 168.

Civil Sarvice B. (36) on 2°, & Mr. AmonI';
proposed Amt., 629-38 in Com., 657-8-
66-7 ; on 3°, & Mr. ud proposed
Amt., 685.

County Court Jud, Rem val, etc.,of, B.
(B, Sir A.- Campi el) on 2,o41; in Coz.,
6U-7, 91-2-34; on cono. in Commcm,
Amte., 635.

County Court Jud e, HalitNi charges
against, 93; on Jir. Almon', withdrawal
ot M. for Papers, 120.

Criminal Law, facilitation ,of onvictionu
Amt. of law; Ingy., 700; on Sr*
Campbels Reply, 0

Debates, Copies, to whom eupplied; on Mr.
Aleuander's M., 100.

Deceased Wife's Siater Marriae B. (9) o
2°, & MrBellerose's" hoie Amàt., 1é6,
208, 212 ; on Mr. Flini's rem ka ,284.
on Mr. Bellerose's Amt. to m. minto Ço.
of W., 310; in Coin., 314; on 3°, 3214

Exchange Bank, Yarmith, B. (2)1° m
240 ; 2° m (by Mr. Dickey)*, 287.

Factories, labor regulation, B. ( Mr.
Aikins) on 2°, & conetitut. ques., 371,
396-7.

Fisheries, Annual Grant for, B. (177) on 2°,
postponement regnested, 748-9; on 3, 767.

Fugitive Offenders Act B(, Sir A. camp
bdl) in Com., 72-4-57.m

Gardner, Divorce B. (L, Mr. Fmier) on 2°
& ques. of Procedure, 103.

Great Eastern Ry. Incorp. B. (61) on 3° &
Mr. Gibbs' Amt., 591-4 ; Amt. m, 695.

Halitax Harbour Master Act Ant. B. (140)
in Com.,419-20 ;.Ants. ,433.

Harbour and River Police, B. (D, Sir A.
Campbell) on 2°, 46 ; in Com., 61.2.

Indian Act Amnt. B. (FF, Mr. Aikins) in
Com., 704.

XR-
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POWER, Hon. Mr.--Con.
Insolvent Banks, etc., Winding up, B. (A,

Sir A. Campbell) on 2' & reference to
Sel. Coin., 38.

Inspection, General, Fish, Act; partial
Repeal B. (157) on 2', 741.)

Intercol. & P. E, I. Branci Rys. construc-
tion, B. (EE, Sir A. Campbell) on 2',
690-3.

Ireland, Affairs in ; on adoption of Commons
Add. to H.M., M. secd., 501 ; 509-11 ; on
Mr. Haythorne's Aimt., 530-55-6-71.

Judges' Salaries (Ont., Man., & N.B.) on
2', 755.

Justice, Administration in disputed Terri-
tories Act, Aint. B. (F, Sir A. Campbell)
in Com., Ami. m., 47, 56.

Manitoba, Increased Subsidy, B. (162) on
2', 748.

Maritime Court for Canada; on Sir A.
Campbell's M. for Add. to H.M., 344-5.

Militia Acts Ant. B. (V, Sir A. Campbell)
on 2', 351.

Montreal Telegraph Co. Acts Aint. & Con-
Polid. B. (96) on Mr. Scot's Ant. to 3°,
601-2.

Niaoara Peninsula Bridge Co. Incorp. B.
(67T) on conc. in Amts. of Ry. Coin. &
Mr. Dickey's Amt. to restore 6th cl.,
416-8.

N. W. Mounted Police Acts Consolid. B.
(102) in Com., 608.

Nova Scotia Rys., disposal & management
(f. for Papers), 31.

Ocean Mutual Ins. Co. Incorp. B. (90) 3'
m*, 340.

Ottawa, Waddington & N. Y. Ry. & Bridge
Co. B. (60) on conc. in Amts. of Ry.
Com., & éonstitut. ques., 379-80.

Petroleum Inspection Act Aint. B. (DD,
MEr. Aikins) on 2', 688 ; in Coi., 694.

Pilotage Act Ait. B. (119) reported froin
Com.*, 743.

Presbyterian Tenporalities Fund B. (66)
on 3', 472-3.

Printing,8th Rep. of Con. (Agricult. Com.
Rep., etc.) adoption opposed, Ques. of
Order, 706-8-11.

Prisoners, riglit to assault, B. (8, Sir A.
Campbell) on 2', 350 ; in Com , 387, 400,
Ami., 401

Qu'Appelle Land Co. Incorp. B. (103) on
3', Mr. MacInnes' Ait. to restore cl. 16,
639-40-2.

Railways (Lake St. John, Oxford, &c.,)
subsidies, B. (176) on 2', 758-9-61.

Re-adjustmnent of representation B. (158) on
2°, 712; on Mr. Scoti's " hoist" Ait.,
721-5-6-7-30-1-2; in Coi., on Sir A.
Campbell's Amnts., 737-8-9; Aint. m, to
re-commnit (Intercol. employees) 740.

Rivers & Streains Act, Ont., disallowance
(for Papers) 25.

Roman Catholics appointed to Public
Offices; Inqy., 149, 155-6-7, 160-1-2-6.

Rule 42nd, urgency of public business; on
suspension ot Rule 41st, Sir A Campbell's
M. opposed, 669-70; attention called to
Rule 18th, 705.

Senate, Govt. measures, tinte foi considera-

tion; on Mr. Alexander's Res. & 11r.
Dickey's Aimt., 199.

Stadacona Ins. Co. liquidation Act Ait.,
B. (6) on 2', ques. of jurisdiction, 300.

Steamboat Inspection Acts Consolid. B.
(117) in Com., 695-6-7.

St. John Ry. Bridge, Govt. aid to; on Mr.
Dever's Inqy., 331.

St. John's (Man.) Bridge Co. Incorp. B. (19)
on 2', ques. of jurisdiction, 382-4-5; on
Mr. Dickey's Amt. to re-commit, ques.
of Order, 426.

St. Lawrence Improvement B. (130) in
Com., 419.

St. Patrick's Day, Adjournment over, m,
101.

Sugar refinery, N. S., Drawback; M for O.C.,
Corresp., &c., 79, 84.

Supply Bill (178) on 3', 749.
Supreme Ct. Act Aint. B. (Q, Sir A. Camp-

bell) on 2', adj. of Debate m*, 236; on 2',
247-8.

Tariff (Customs) Ant. B. (169) on 2', 751-2.
Tariff (Inland Rev.) Ait. B. (123) in Com.,

haste in procedure objected to. 758.
Telegraph, definition, not to include Tele-

phones, B. (BB, Mr. Carvell) in Con.,
A*mts. m, 670.

Ticket selling, Ry., regulation B. (5) in
Coin., 609, 636-7-8.

Windsor Branch Rv. transfer B. (56) on 2',
Petition presented, 766; Aint. n, 767.

Winnipeg & Springfield Bridge Co. Incorp.
.B. (15) on Aimt. of Priv. BI Coin., & Mr.
Dickey's Ant. to cancel it, 422-3-4.

Winnipeg S. Eastern Ry. Co. Incorp. Act,
Man., disallowance; M. for Papers, 26.

READ, Hon. ROBERT.

Address, Debate on,adjoirniment suggested,
16.

Canada Landed Credit Co. Acts Amt. B.
(47) on 2', 445-6-7-8-9.

Chignecto Marine Ry. Co. .ncorp. B. (57)
on 3', & Mr. Botsford's Aint. to. strike
out cl. 14 & 15, Remarks, 612,.

Contingent Acconnts, 4th Rep. of Com.,
adoption n, 636; 5tlh Rep., adoption m,
688.

County Court Judges, removal, &c., of; B,
(B, Sir A. Camplell) on 2', 41; in Coin.,
94.

Crimiinal Law, facilitating of convictions;
on Sir_. Campbell's Reply to .11r. Power's
Inqy., 703.

Debates, Copies, to whom supplied; on Mr.
Alexander's M, 98.

Debates, 2nd Rep. of Com., on adoption;
Anit. m, to continue official reports, 645.

Debentures, Dom ., placing of, in Provinces;
Res. m. 135, 143; M withdn., 144.

Debt, Public, owning within Dominign; on
Mr. Wark's M for Address, 672.

Easter adjourniment; on Mr. Bellerose's
M, 239.

Irëland, Affairs in; on adoption of Commons
A dd . to H. M., 495, 508-9-10-12-42 ; on
fr. Ifowlan's renarks, 574.

Irish Emigration to Canada, encouragement

îli ý
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of; on Mr. Wark's Inqy. & Sir A. Camp-
bell's Reply, 661.

Law Clerk, appointment of, (2nd Rep. Con-
tingt. Accts. Com.) conc. in, m, 62.

Law Clerk, Late, $100 to estate of. (3rd
Rep Contingf. Accts. Com.) m, 125.

New York & Ont. Furnace Co. B. (65) 1°
w', 135; 20 m, 167; ponc. n Amt. of
Private B. Coin. m, 237; 3° m, 237, 286.

N. W. Mounted Police Acts Consolid. B.
(102) in Com., 607.

Presbyterian Temporalities Fund B. (66)
on 3° & Mr Odell's 2nd Amt., 487.

Printing, on 8th Rep. of Com. & Mr Power's
ques. of order (printing Agricult. Coni.
Report), 709.

Prisoners, right to assault, B. (S. .Sir A.
Campbell) on 3° & Sir A. Canpbell's
Aimt., further Amt. suggested, 406-8-10.

Quebec Tiiber Co. Incorp. ëB. (32) on 2°,
125.

Re-adjustment of Representation B. (158)
on 2° & Mr. Seott's " hoist." Aim t., 719-
721-3-31-2.

Sauilt Ste. Marie Bridge Co. Incorp. B.
(43) 1° m«, 100; 2° m, 101; on conc. in
Amts. of Ry. Coin., 132; 3° with Amt.
i, 170.

Seiate, Govt. Measures, time for considera-
lmn ; Ar Alexander's Kes., sec'd, & on
Mr. Dickeyl's A tint. 196.

Sugar Retinery, N. S., Drawhack; on Mr.
Power's M. for corresp., 85.

Suprenie Ct. Act Amt. B. (Q, Sir A.
Campbell) on 2°, 235, 241.

RVAN, Hon. TnomAs.

A siatic Marine Telegraph; M. for Corresp.,
433.

Bell Telephone Co. Incorp. Act Ant. B.
(95) on conc. in Amts. of Tel. Coi., 615.

Canada Co-operative Supply Assn., issue
of stock, B. (138) 1° m*, 357; 2° in, 387;
30*, 421.

Canadian Securities Co. & Consolidated
Batik, B. (87) 1° m*, 299; 2° n, 324;
cone. in A mts. of Banking Com. & 3° m,
429.

Fellowi Medical Manuf'g Co. Charter Ant.
B. (105) 1° m*, 357 ; 2° m. (by Mr. Allan)
401 ; 3°*, 421.

Harbor & River Police B. (D, Sir A.
Campbell) on 2°, 46 ; in Coin. of W., 60.

Inspection, General, Fisli, Act; partial re-
peal B. (157) on 2°, 742.

Irelanid, Affairs in, on adoption of Commons
Add. to H.M. & Mr. Haythorne's Amt.,
550.

Montreal Port Warden Acts Consolid. B.
(122) in Coin., on Mr. Aikins' Amt., 668.

Ottawa, Waddington & N.Y. Ry . & Bridge
Co. Incorp. B. (60).on conc. in Amts.
of Ry. Com., 38Ô.

Planters' Bank of Canada Incorp. B. (52)
1° m*, 134.

Quebec Timber Co. Incorp. B. (32) on 2°,.
124.

Readjustinent of representation B. (158)
rep. from Çon. with Ants.*, 739,

St. Lawrence Marine Ins. Co. Incorp. B.
(3) 10 m*, 101 ; 20 m, 120; 3°*, 134.

Sun Mutual Ins. Co., B. respecting (4) 1°
M*, 135; 30*, 203.

Tariff (Custonis) Amt. B. (169) on 2°, 753.

SCOTT, HoN. R. W.
Acts, Provincial, disallowed; ou Mr. Power's

m. for Corresp., 26.
Add ress, on the, 8.
Can. Southern and Erie & Niagara Bridge

Cos. B. (14) 10 m*, 88; 2° m., 104.
Coal lands, Disposal, on Regulations tabled;

Ques.. 28.
County Court Judges, removal, &c., of, B.

(B, Sir A. Campbell) on 2°, 40, 42; in
Con). of W., 65-6.

Del.ates, on 2nl Report of Com., & Mr.
Read's Aint. to continue Officiai Report,
652.

Great Eastern Rv. Co. Incorp. B. (61) on
3° & Mr. Gibbs' A nt., 586-7-8-9; on Mr.
Power's Amt., 595; on re-cornmitting
B., 596.

Harbour & River Police Act, B. (D, Sir A.
Campbell) on 2', 44 .

Insolvent Banks, Winding up, B. (A, Sir
A. Campbell) on 2, 37 ; on 3°, Amt. m.,
287.

Ireland, Affairs in ; on ad ption of Commons
Add. to H .M.,& Mr. Haythorne's Amt.,
520-531-42-59.

Lake Superior & James Bay Ry. Incorp.
B. (22) Amts., consideration of, 135;
conc. ip Amts. m. (by Mr. Dickey)*,
167.

Law-Clerk, Appt. of (2nd Rep. Contingt.
Accts. Coni.) ; on Sir A. Campbells
Res. defining duties, 63-4.

Maritime Court for Canada; on Sir A.
Campbell's M. for Add. to H.M., 346.

Montreal & Central Canada Ry. Co. Incorp.
B. (K) 1m, 31; 2°*,34; Antu. reported
from Ry. Coin., conc. m., 87 ; 3 ,89;
conc. in Commons Ants. m., 441.

Montreal Telegrapli Co. Consolid. Act, B.
(96) on 2, 387 ; on 3', Amt. m., 697, 603.

Ottawa & Arnprior Ry.Co.Incorp.B.(18) 1°
m*, 88; 2° m., 101;. conc. in Amts. of
Sel. Com m, 147.

Ottawa, Waddington & N.Y. Ry., &c.,
Co. Incorp. B. (60) on 2°, 268.

Patent Act Ant. B. (55) on 3°, 743-41
Anmt. suggested, adopted, 745-6.

Presbyterian Teinporalities Fund B. (66)
on Mr. Odell's 1st Ait. to 3, 475; on
Mr. Odell's 2nd Anit., 476-82-3.

Prisoners, riglit to assault, B. (8, -Sir A.
Campbell) on 2°, 348-9.

Queen, attempt to assassinate; Sir A. Camp-
bell's M. for Address, secd., 58.

Railways (Lake St. John, &c.), construc-
tion subsidies B. (176) on 2°, 760.

Readjustment of Representation, B. (158)
on 2°, 715 ; Ant., 3 months' " hoist "
m., 717-25-6-7-8-9; in Con., on Sir A.
Campbell's Ait. (officials' franchise)
738 ; .on 3°, ques. of #ules, 740.

Saskatchewan Diocesan-Synod Incorp. B.
(51) on 3° & Mr. Dickey's An., 93.
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8oTT,Hon. Mr.--Con.
Senate re-construction ; on Mr. A lexander's

Notice of M., 745.
Steamboat Inspection Acts Consolid. B.

(117) in Com.% 696-7.
Supply Bill (178) on 3', 749.
Upper Canada Bank Claims, increased

grant B. (171) on 2', 761.

SimpsoN, Hon. JOHN.
Printing Com , 3rd Report, adoption m.

(by Mr. Macfarlane) 106; 4th Rep , adop-
tion tn., 267; 5th Rep.. adoption m., 346;
7th!Rep..(Salaries of Distributors) adop-
tion in., 689; 8th Rep(by Mr. Odell) 689.

SKEAa, Hun. JAMEs.

Sunmoned to the Senate; introduced, 1.
Caneada Landed Credit Co. Acta Amt. B.

(47) i>n 2', 447.
Ganabit Povid4nt Assocnà Incorp. B. (98)

*, 442; 2° in., 460-1-2; on 3° & Mr.
Bellerose'a A met. to refer to Supreme Ct.,
-5.80; .3° m, 698.

Gardner Divorce B.,([, Mdr. Ferrier) on
.appuinnuet of Comn., 29.

Great. ga*tern Rv. Cu.1lucorp. B. (61) on 3°
& Mr Giblbs' Auet., 593-4.

Isleîlad, Affairs in; one îadoe ption of Com-
6.enîAdd. tu U. M., & 3r. Iiayithorne's

Atut., 590.
O.ttawawAgricult. Ini Co. Winding-up B.

.(30)a", 299; 2°* 324; 3°*, 340.
;tAtawaWaddington &N.Y. Ry. &Bridge Co.

Incorp. B. (60) 1° m*, 219; 2° m,,268; oie
- o-nc.n Anits. cf Ry Com., 378,80.

4?pnbiac Pacifia Junction Ry. Co.Iorp. B.
(86) 1° m', 1199.

Pebyterian Temlporalities Funid B. (66)
% on 2°& Mr. OdelPe 2nd Amit., 482-4.
'QuebeclTimber Co. Incorp. B. (32) 1° m*,

101; m., 123-4;. cone. in Aits. of
'Priv.~ BCom. m~,236; 3°'n., 285; on
>Jf.A/Upe's Aimt., 286.

Readjuaient of Representation B. (158) on
2' &'Jfrd ~ooh's '1hoist"At., 72U.21.

ýRxurag mon, FaasR.
,Brit. Amer. Insurace Oe.'Acte, Consiolid.

-Bv(34) 1° m% 134; 2° m*, 169; conc. in
. A mea ma, & 3°, 236.
Canada Landed -Credit Co. Acts, Ant. B.

(47,> on 2', 446-7-9; gues. bf Order, 449.
Decesèd-Wife'ssiater Marriage B. (9) on

2,- 177-84-5-6.
elapd,MAbirs- in; on adopion of Com-
,nons Add. to H . M. and Mrj. H.ythorne's
Amt., 510-2,-664.

Ontario Bank, capital reduetion,- &c., B.
(45) on 2', 263.

SPissaw, Tbe.. (ion. D. L. Maeopherson).
manada Provident-Assocn. Ineorp. Bé(98)
'upreme Ct. opinion prsenked. 663.

Deceased Wife's iste# Mariage B. K9) on
21 & Mr., Beieyè.' "hoiet" -Amt.; on
queim of rdeiU(Mr, Aeiande) 219.20.

Gadiner DivoaljrB <L, Ma Prir-,)emam.
- f witunessil27.

Ireland, Affairs inii .Commons Message with
Address, announced*, 442.

Printing, 8th Rep. of Com. (Rep. of
Agricult. Commssion, &c.) on adoption
& Mr. Power's Quee. of OGder, 712.

Prorogation; 1 Message from H. E., an-
* nounced*, 745.
Qu'Appelle Land Co. Incorp. B (103) on

3° and Mr. 'MacInnea' Anit., 641-2.
St. John'a Bridge Co, Incorp. 3. (19) on

Mr. Botsford's Amt., & Mfr. Bellerose's
Ques. of Order, 426.

Supply Bil1 (178) on 3°, 749.

8UrBa.MNr,,Hon. JOHM.
Canadian Pacifie Ry. Change of Route B.

(144) on 2°, Amt. suggested, 412.
Lake Athabaska & Hudson Bay Ry. Co.

Incorp. B. (62) 3° m*, 315.
Maritimeb Jurisdiction Act Amt. B. (135)

reported from Com.*, 690.
Rapid City Central Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (139)

1' m*, 442; 2« m, 462.
Souris & Rocky Mountain Ry. Incorp.

Amt. B. (68) 1 m', 299; 2°*, 324.
St. John's Bridge Co. Incorp. B. (l9) on 2°,

384.

TaUDHL, Hon. F. X. A.
Caughnawaga Indians, Emanceipation of;

Inqy., 238.
Civil 8ervice Return. ordi-red 8 Mch. '81

In .Ù respecting, 88.
Civil rvice B. (36) in Coin., 6545-6; A nit.

m. (French exam.) 675-6-7-83-5, withdn.,
686-7.

Debates, on 2nd Rep. of Com., & »r. Read's
Amt. to continue Official Reports, 649.

Deceased Wife'm Sister, Marriagé with; M.
for communications fromn religLious author-
ities, 57.--B. (9)on 2°, papers again called
for, 188; on Mr. Bellerose's " hoist"
Amt., 207-15-1920-27-30; on Mr. Belle-
rose's Ant. to M. into Com., 307-8-9-10-
13; Amt. to 3° m., 316-20. .

Factories, labor regulation B. (R, Mr.
Aikins') on 2°, & constitutional ques.,
365-9-70.

Great Eastern Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (61) on
3° & Mr. Gîbs' Ant.,4692-3-4.

aarbour & Riverr. Police B. (D, !ir A.
Campbell) on 2', 45-6,

Insolvent Banks & Trading Corporations B.
(A, Sir A. Ga*pbell) on Amt., 3°, 287.

Ireland, Affaire in; on ado tion of €om-
mons Add. to Il M., & 7. Raythorne's
Amt., 555-61-4:

Land Regno , Man. & N. W. T., printing of,
in French; Ingy., 189.

New York & Ont; Furnace Co. B. (65) on
3°, Constitatiodal Ques., 237.

Ottawa, Waddington 4 N. Y. Ry. Co., In-
corp. B. (60) on 2°, 268.

Presbyterian Tenporalitles Fund B. (66)
on 3' & mr.i O1i's 2nd Amt., -487-8;
Ant. m., 490-1,

Railwaye (Lakw St. John, &c.) construction
ewbsidie6 B. (L76) on 2°, 761.

Rte-adjustment of&Representation B. (168) on
2° - Mr. Beot " hoist" Ant., 734.
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SESSION,

Sisters of Charity of N. W. T., Incorp. B.
(92) 1° m*. 357; 2°*, 391; 3°», 421.

Stadacona lus. Co. Winding up B. (6) on
2°, 300.

Supreme Ct. Act Amt. B. (Q, Sir A. Camp-
bell) on 2°, 235, 246-9.

Williams Manuig. Co., B. respecting (69)
on 2°, 386.

VIDAL, Hon. ALi;XANDER.

Bell Telephone Co. It-,orp. Act Amt. B.
(95) on conc. in Amts. of Ry. & Tel. Com.,
with Ant. of Sir A. Campbell, 615.

Canada Provident As-oen. Incorp. B. (98)
3' m., 492; postponnent mi, 492; 30 m.,
580.

Civil Service B. (36) ois passing, & Mr.
Bellerose's remarks on debate, 686.

County Court Judges, Itemnoval, &c., B. (B,
Sir A. Campbell) r-ported from Com.,
67. 94.

Debates, 3rd Rep. of Cum., presented, 670;
adoption m. (next year's contract) 689.

Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage B. (9) on
2' & .1fr. Belleroses i hoist " Anmt., 224.

Fleming, Mr. Sandtoi'1; M. for corresp.
fromn, on Ry. Commission Report, 673.

Great Western Ry. At ts, Aint. B. (M) 1°,
me, 64; 2' m, 78-9 ; conc. m. in Amtý. of
Ry. Com., 133; udice of Amts. at 3',
133; Armts. m., & 3°», 134.

Irish Enigration to Canada, encouragement
of; on fr. Wark's Inqy., Ques. of Order
on Mr. Haythorne's renarks, 662.

Ontario Bank capital reduction B. (45) 2'
secd., 253-6-7, 261-2-3-5-6.

Presbyterian Temporalities Fund B. (66)
3' m., 439; postponement m., 440; 3' m.,
468-73, 490-1.

Qu'A ppelle Land Co. Incorp. B. (103) on
3° & Mr. MacInnes' Aint., 642.

Saskatchewan & Peace River Ry. Incorp.
B. (26) 1* & 2° m., 147.

Saskatchewan Diocesan Synod Incorp. B.
(51) 2° m., 188-9, 202-3; 3° m, 203, 288-9;
on passing, 294

Senate, Govt. measures, time for consider-
ation; on Mr. Alexander's Res., & Mr.
Dickey's A int., 195-6.

Steam U sers Insurance Assoon. Act, Aint.,
B. (I) 1° m'., 26; 2' m, 43; 3°*, 79.

WARK, Hon. DAVID.

Address, Debate on the, 20.
Bridges over navigable Streams, B. re-

specting, (V, Sir A. Campbell) reported
from Côm. with Anits., 399.

Calais & St. Stephens Ry. Bridge Co.
Incorp. B. (97) on 2', 437.

Debentures, Dom., placing of in each
Province; on Mr Read's Res., 143.

Debt, Public, owning within Dominion, M
for Address, 670-2-3.

Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage B. (9) on
2', & Mr. Bellerose' " hoist " Amt., 279.

Eastqrn Extension Ry., Payment to N. B.
Govt.; Iny., 169-70.; 2nd Inq?., 615-6.

Factories La rRegulation B.(R,Mr.Aikns)
on 2', 353.

Fire-arms, Improper use of, Act, Aint. B,

xvr

(E, Sir A. Campbcll) reported from Com.
of W., 60.

Great Eastern Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (61)
reported from Coin. with A mt., 596.

Indian Act Ait. B. (FF, Mr. Aikins) on
2', 704.

Ireland, Affairs in; on adoption of Commons
Add. to H. M. & Mr. Haythorne's Amt.,
.543.

Irish Emigration to Canada,encouragement
of; Inqgy., 659-61.

Maritime Court for Canada; on Sir A.
Campbell's M. for Add. to H. M , 344.

Penitentiary, N. B.; in. for case submitted
to Supreme Ct., 85.

Presbyterian Miniisters' Widows, &c., Fund;
Incorp. B. (71) 1° m*, 299; 2' m, 339.

Printing, 8th Rep. of Com. (printing Agri-
cult. Rep., &c.) on adoption & Mr. Power's
Ques. ot Order, 707-8-11.

Qu'Appelle Land Co. Incorp. B. (103) on
-3° & Mr. MacInnes' Anmt., 642.

Railways (Ednundston Br., &c ) construc-
tion subsides B. (176) on 2', 761.

Re-adju8tment of Representation, N.B.; on
Mr. Botsford's Ques., 50.

Re-adjustneut of Representation, B. (158)
on 2° & Mr. Scott's " hoist " Anit., 736.

Saskatchewan Diocesan Synod Incorp. B.
(51) on 3' & Mr. Dickey's Amt., 293.

St. John Ry. Bridge, Govt. aid to; on Mr.
Dever's Inqy., 330-2

INDEX TO SUBJECTS.
0

Acts, Provincial, disallowed since 1 an, 8Q.
M. for corresp. (Mr. Power), 26.

Acts, Provincial, disallowed. See alio the
Proviuces, or the subjects.

qEbbtrøs a Enøert to ffl5 EXcetlletgq'

M. (Mr. D. MacInnes), 3 ; secd. (Mr.
Ogilvie), 7; debate, 8 ; agreed to, 21.

Addresses, other. See the subjeci.
Adjournments. See "Senate."
Admiity Courts, Canada.

Substitution of a Canadian Maritime Ct.;
M. for Address to H.M. (Sir A. Campbell)
341 ; debated; agreed to, 346.

Agricultural Com. Report.
Printing of (Rep. of Print. Com.). opposed,

on ques. of Order (Mr.Power) 706; agreed
to on div., 712.

Amer. Electric Light Co. B. See "Thomson
and Houston's Electrie Light Co,"

American Telegraph and Cable
Co., powers granted te ; B. (17,
Mr. Gibbs).

1°", 134 ; 2', 167 ; rep. from Ry. Com., 269;
amts. conc. in, 294; 3'. 295.

Anqlo-Amer. Cable Co.
*hether possessing Telephone rights in

P. E. I.; Inqy. (Mr. Carrell), 578 ; Reply
(Sir A. Campbell), 579-80.



II.-INDEX TO SUJECS.

Appointments of Roman Catholics.
Inderpresent Govt. ; Inqy. (Mr. Power),

149; Debate ; Reply (.ir A. Campbell),
157.

Aris, Academy, B. See " Royal Canadian
Academy."

Asia Marine Telegraph.
Establishient of; M. for corresp. (3fr.

Ryan), 433 ; agreed to*, 434.

Aslatie Telegraph coniection,
Incorp. of Co , titne extend-

ed ; B. (127, Sir A. Campbell).
1°*, 462 ; 2', 468 ; in Com., & 3', 529; Asst,

770 (45 Vict., Cap. 54.)
See also " Anmer. Telegraph & Cable Co."

Assaulting Prisoners escaping, &c., B. See
" Prisoners."

Athabasca, Lake, Ry. B. See « Lake Atha-
basca."

Bank oJ P. E. I, B. See " P.. E. I."
Bank of Upper Canada, claims, B. See

" Upper Canada."
Banks, Insolvent, Winding up;

B. (A, 145, Sir A. Campbell).
1°*, 21; 2', 34; rep. fron Sel. Coîï., 202;

in Coin., amnd. and rep., 266; anmd. & 3',
2m7; Cominions aints. conc. in 742; Asst

(45 Vict. Cap. 23.)
Beacons, lands taken for, &c. B., See "Light-

houses."
Bell Telephone Co. Incorp. Act

Amt., furtier powers grant-
ed ; B. (95, Mr. AUlan).

1°*, 421; 2', 438-9; ants. of Ry. Coin.,
conc. in 612-15; A sst., 771 (45 Vict. Cap.

95.)
Bill-stamps, Repeal of duty ; B.

(63, Sir A. Campbell).
1°f, 54; 2°, 54; 3' postponed, 55; Ant., &

3°, 56; Assent, 57 (45 Vic. cap. 1).

BILLS:
-Relating to Railways.-(Sir A.Campbell.)

1°*, 3.
(A, 145) Respecting Insolvent Banks,

Insurance Conpani es and Trading
Corporations.-(Sir A. Uampbell.)

100, 21 ; 2°, 34; rep. froni Sel. Com., 202;
in Coi., amnd. and rep., 266; amd. &
3°, 287; Cominions Ants. conc. in, 742.
Asst. (45 Vict, cap. 23.)

(B, 112) Respecting County Court Judges.-
(Sir A. Camp tell.)

1°*, 21; 2°, 38; in Con., amd., 65-7,
90-4; 3°*, 100; Coinnons Ants.
adopted, 635-6. Asst., 770 (45 Vict.,
cap. 12.)

(0, 108) Respecting Fugitive Offenders in
Canada Iron other parts of Her
Majesty's Dominions.

1", 21 ; 2' postponed, 27; 2°, 32; in
Coin., 71-8; 3°, 89; Aet., 770 (45
Vict., cap. 21.)

(D, 107) Respecting the Harbour and
River Police of the Province ol Que-
bec.-(Sir A. Campbell.)

1°*, 21; 2', 44; in Comi., and. & rep.,

60-2;' 3°, 65; Commons Amts. conc,
in, 675; Asst., 770 (45 Vici., cap. 48.)

(E, 111) To amnend the Act fortieth Vic-
toria, chapter thirty, intituled, "An
Act to make provision against the ii-
proper use of fire-arns."-(Sir A.
Campbell.)

1°*, 21 ; 2', 43; in Com., 59; rep. & 3',
60; Asst., 770 (45 Vict., cap. 39.)

(F, 109) To amend and further to continue
in force, for a linited time, the Act
Forty-third Victoria, chapter Thirty-
six --( 8ir A. (Jmpbell.)

1", 21; 2', 33; in CÎomi., 47-55; 3°", 59.
Asst., 770 (45 Vict., cap 31.)

(G, 110) To further amend '' The Seamen's
Acet, 183".SrA. Campbell.)

1°*, 21 ; 2', 55; in Coin. and, 67-71; 3'*,
85; Asst., 771 (45 Vici., cap. 33.)

(B,) To anend " 'le Consolidated Insur-
ance Act, 1877."-(Mr. Bellerose.)

1°*, 21 ; 2', 47; B. dischgd., 101.
(t, 113) 'l'o anend the Act iicorporating

"''le Canadian Steam Users' I-sur-
ance Association" and to change the
namie of the said company to ' The
Boiler Inspection and ineiurance Coi-
pany of Canad."

1". 26;. 2', 43; rep. from Con. & 3'*,
79; Asst., 769 (45 Vict., cap. 102.)

(J, 133) To incorporate the Western Bank
of Canada.-(Mr. Gibbs.)

1°, 27; 2', 43; Anîts. of Banking Coin.
contc. iin, & .3°*, 134; Asst., 769 (45
Vict., cap. 64.)

(K, 132) To incorporate the Montreal and
Central Canada Railway Company.-
(1fr. Scott.)

1", 31; 2', 34; amts of Ry. Con., conc.
in, 87; 3°*, 89; Conmons ants. conc.
in, 441-2; Asst., 770 (45 Vict., cap. 72.)

(L,) For the relief of Matthew Gardner.-
(Mr. Ferrier.)

1°, 34; on Order for 2', 102; ques. of
proced., 2° postponed, 104; rep. of Sel.

tom on proced. adopted, 200; B.
withdn., 237.

(M, 134) To amend the Acts relating to the
Great Western Railway Company.-
(Mr. Vidal.)

1°*, 64; 2', 78; ants. of Ry. Com. conc.
in, 133; 3', with amt., 134; Coinnions
Ant. conc. in, 324; Aest., 769 (45 Vict.,
cap. 66.)

(N,) To anend the Act incorporating the
Englisli and Colonial Insurance Com-
panv of Canada.-(Mr. Allan.)

1', 85; B. dischgd., 101.
(0, 150) To incorporate the Royal Canadian

Academy of Arts.-(fr. Allan.)
1°, 85 ; 2', 125; rep. fron Priv. B. Com.,

219; 3°*, 219; fees refnnuded, 240; Asst.,
770 (451Vict., cap. 122.)

(P, 131) J'o further aniend the law respect-
inîg Building Societies and Loan and
Savings Coimpanies carrying en busi-
ness in the Province of Ontario.-(Mr.
Allan.)

1", 88; 2', 104; Aints. of Banking Con,

xvur



SESSION, 1882. xI

conc. in & 3', 134: Commons Amts.
conc. in*, 703; Asst., 771 (45 Vict., cap.
24.)

(Q,) Further to make provision in regard
to the Supreie Court of Canada -(Sir
A. Campbell.)

1°*, 167; 2', 231-6, 240-50; B. dischgd,
622.

(R,) To regulate the employment of labour
il workshops, mills and factories, and
for other purpoees.-(Mr. Aikins.)

1°, 299; 2' n., 352; ques. of jurisdiction
(i. Dickey) 353; debate, 358, 391 ; B.
2°, 397; B. dischgd., 688.

(S, 151) To define the right in certain
cases to assault, wound or kill certain
risoners.-(Sir A. Campbell.)

1°,301; 2',347; in Coi.,amd.,386-401;
amd. & 3°, 405-12.

(T, 149) To remove certain doubts as to the
effect of " The North-West Territories
Act, 1880," and to amend the same.-
(Sir A. Campbell.)

1°*, 301 ; 2', 350; in Com., rep & 3°*,
381 ; Asst., 771 (45 Vict., cap. 28.)

(U, 148) To amend the Acts res»ecting the
Militia and Delence of the Dominion
of Canada -(Sir A. Campbell.)

1°, 301 ; 2', 351; in Com., 381 ; 3°*, 382;
Asst., 770 (45 Vict., cap. 10.)

(V, 152) Respecting Bridges over Navigable
Waters, constructed under the author-
itv of Provincial Acts.-(Sir A.
Campbell.)

1°*, 315; 2', 373; in Com. & amd , 397;
Ants. cone. in*, 400; amd. & 3', 428;
Asst., (45 Vict., cap. 37.)

(W, 154) To Amend the Extradition Act,
1877.-(Sir A. Campbell.)

1', 402; 2', Constitut. ques. explained,
434-6; 3", 441; Asst., 771 (45 Vict.,
cap. 20.)

(X) Relating to Bills of Exchange and
Promissory Notes in the Provene of
Prince Edward Island.-(Mr. Carvell.)

1°, 427; B withdn., 444.
(Y, 159). To make further provisions res-

pecting Light Houses, Buoys and Bea-
cons.-(Sir A. Campbell.)

1", 491; 2', 609; in Com. & 3°*, 610;
Asst., 771 (45 Vict., cap. 36.)

(Z, 160) To aiend the Act respecting the
Harbour of North Sydney in Nova
Scotia.-(.Sir A. Canpbell.)

1°, 491; 2', 621; in Coin. & 3°*, 622;
Asst , 771. (45 Vict., cap. 50.)

(AA. 164) To Correct certain errors in the
French version at " The Dominion
Lands Act," and "The Dominion
Lands Act, 1879."-(Sir A. Campbell.)

1°*, 604 ; 2', 658; in Coi., 1;69; 3°*, 669;
Aset. 771 (45 Vict. cap. 27.)

(BB, 166) Declaratory of the meaning of
the word Telegraph in certain case.-
(Mr Carvell )

1", 644; 2', 669; in Coin., constitutional
ques. & Aints., 669-70; 3*, 670; Asst.
771 (45 Vici., cap. 40.)

(CC, 165) Further to continue in force for

for a limited time, "The better Preven-
tion of Crime Act, 1878."-(Sir A.
Campbell.)

1°O, 644; 2', 664; in Com. & 3'*, 664;
Asst., 771 (45 Vict., cap. 38.)

(DD, 172) Further to amend the Petro-
leum Inspection Act, 1880.-(Mr.
Aikins.)

1", 663; 2', 688; in Com., Amd., 694;
3°, 695; Assi. (45 Vict., cap. 26.)

(EE, 175) To provide for building certain
Branch Lines of Railway from points
on the Intercolonial Railwav and
Prince Edward Island Railway respec-
tively.- (Sir A. Campbell.)

1°*, 675; 2', 690-3; in Com., 704; 3°*,
705; A sst. 771 (45 Vict., cap. 15.)

(FF, 174) To further amend " l'he Indian
Act, 1880."-(Mr. Aikins.)

1°a, 689; 2', 703; in Com., 704; 3', 704;
Asst. 771 (45 Vict., cap. 30 )

(3) To incorporate the St. Lawrence
Marine Insurance Company of Canada.
-( Jr. 1yan.)

1°*, 101 ; 2', 120; 3°*, 134; Asst., 769
(45 Vict., cap. 104.)

(4) Respecting the Sun Mutual Life In-
surance Company of Montreal.-(Mr.
Ryan.)

1", 135; 2°, 148; rep. from Banking
Com. & 3°*, 203; Asat., 769 (45 Y-ict.,
cap. 100.)

(5) Respecting the Sale of Railway Pas-
senger Tickets.-(Sir A. Campbell.)

1°*, 467; 2°, 528-9 ; in Coin., 608-9, 636;
Amts. of Com. conc. in & 3°, 639;
Asst., 770 (45 Vict., cap. 41.)

(6) To amend and extend the Act to emî-r wer the Stadacona Fire and Life
nsurance Company to relinquish their

Charter, and to provide for the wind-
ing up of their affairs.-(Mr Pelletier).

1°, 240: 2', 299 ; rep. from Banking Com).
and 3°, 340; Aet., 769 (45 Fici., cap.
101).

(8) Respecting the Commercial Travellers'
Association of Canada.-(lr. Mac-
farlane).

1°', 189; 2', 201; ref. to Banking Coi.
202; rep. with Aiits., 390; 3°*, 391;
Asst. 770 (45 I ict , cap. 120).

(9) Concerning marriage vith a d ceased
wife's sister. (Mr. Ferrier).

1°*, 146; 2'm., 173; Yr. Bellerose's con-
stitut. qies., 175; -loist" anmt. m.,
177; debatE, 177-88, 204-18-218-19-23 ;
personal explaiation (Mr. 4lez-
ander), 240; debate resumed, 269-, ant.
negatived (C. 19, N-C. 40) 280; ref. to
Coi. of W. m. 280, agreed to, 285; A mt.
on going itto Com. (Mr. Bellerose)301,
negatived (C. 12, N-C. 37) 313; in
Com. and repd., 313-5; 3'm. 315; Amt.
(JIr. Tr<del) 316, negatived (C. 11, N-
C. 38) 321; further debate; 3' on Div.,
324; A est. 769 (45 Vici. cap. 42).

(13) To authorize and provide fbr the
winding up of the Dominion Fire and
Marine Insurance Company.-(ifr.
Hope).
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BILLs.-Con.
1*' 189; 20, 218; 3°0, 288; Asst., 768 (45

Vict., cap. 109).
(14) Respectng the Canada Southern Rail-

way Company and the Erie and Niagara
Railway Company.-(Mr. Scott.)

1°,88; 2°, 104; 3', 126; As8t., 769 (45
Vict., cap.68.)

(15) To incorporate the Winnipeg and
Springfield Bridge Company.-(MJr.
Girard.)

1°*, 332 ; 2°, 385; on amt. of Priv. B. Con.,
constitut. ques. (Mr. Dickey), 421;
amit. to re-conimit. and strike out,
carried (C. 34, N-C. 16), 424; 30, 462;
Ass ., 770 (45 Vict., cap. 92.)

(16) To incorporate the Manitoba Bank.-
( Mr. Girard.)

1°,101; 2°, 121 ; 3°*, 134; Asst., 769 (45
Vict., cap. 61.)

(17) To grant certain powers to " The
American Telegraph and Cable Com-
pany-(Mr. Gibbs.)

1°*, 134; 2°, 167; rep. fron Ry. Com.,
269; anits. conc. in, 294; 3°, 295.

(18) To incorporate the Ottawa and Arn-
prior Junction Railway Company.-
(Mr. Scoti.)

l°, 88; 2°, 101 ; rep. from Coin. with
aints., 126; aits. conc. in, 147; 2°
and 3°, 147; Asst., 769 (45 Vict.,
cap. 74.)

(19) To incorporate the St. John's Bridge
Coipanv.-(Mr. Girard.)

1°*, 332; 2° & ques. of jurisdiction. 383-5;
on amt. of Priv. B. Coi., 423, constitut.
ques., anit. (3fr. Botsford) to re-con-
mit & str!ke out, 426, overruled on
ques. of order; sane anit (MIr. Dickey)
carried on div., 427; 3°*, 462; Asst.
770 ((45 Viet., cap. 90.)

(20) Respecting the Portage, Westbourne
and North-Western Railway Company.
-(fr. Girard.)

10*, 219; 2°, 368; rep. from Ry. Coni. &
°*, 315 ; Asst., 769 (45 Vict., cap. 80.)

(22) To incorporate the Lake Superior and
James' Bay Railway Company.- (Mr.
Dickey.)

1°*, 100; 2° postp'd, 101; 2°, 105; repd. froni
Ry. Comn. with aints ,135; a.mtm. conc.
in, 167: 3°, 168; Asst., 769 (45 Vict,
cap. 84.)

(23) Repecting the Exchange Bank of
Yarmîouth, Nova Scotia.-(Mr . Power.)

j°, 240; 2'*. 287; rep. fron Banking
Com. & 3°, 340 ; Asst., 769 (45 Vict.,
cap. 60.) -

(26) To incorporate the Saskatchewan and
Peace River Railway Company.-(Mr.
McInes.)

1°*, 134 ; 2°, 147 ; rep. froni Ry. Coi.
173; amts. cone. in & 3°, 200; Asst
769 (45 Vic , cap. 81.)

(27) To further amend the Act incorporat-
ing the Mutual Life Association of
Canada, and to change the naine there-
of to the " Life A esociation of Canada."
-(Mr. Mclnnes.)

1°*, 101; 2°, 146; rep. from Banking
Com. with aint., conc. in, and 3*, 203;
Asst., 769 (45 Vict., cap. 106.)

(28) To revise and amend the Charter of
the Chartered Bank of London and
North America, and to change the
naine thereof to " The Chartered Bank
of London and Winnipeg."-(Mr. Gibbs.)

10, 101; 2', 122; rep. from Banking
Coin. with amt., conc. in, 203; 3°*,
236 ; Aset., 769 (45 Fict., Cap. 59.)

(29) To incorporate the North-Western
Bank,-(Mr. Gibbs.)

I°*, 101 ; -2', 121 ; 3°*, 134; Asst., 769
(45 Vict., cap. 62).

(30) To einpower the Ottawa Agricultural
Insurance Company to wind up their
affairs and to relinquish their Charter,
and to provide for the dissolution of
the said Conpany.-(Mr Skead.)

1°*, 299; 2', 324; rep. from Bankîng
Com. & 3° , 340; Asst., 769 (45 Vict.,
cap. 108).

(31) To incorporate the Nova Scotia Steam-
ship Company, Limited.-(J[r Macfar-
lane.)

1° , 135; 2', 147; 3° , 236; Asst., 769 (45
Vict., cap. 115).

(32) To incorporate the Quebec Timber
Company (Limited) -(Mr. Skead.)

1°*, 101 ; 2'. 123; ref. to Supreme Ct.,
148 ; ref. back to Priv. B. Coin., 219;
rep. fron Priv. B. Com. with aints.,
conc. in,136 ; 3° ni., 285; amt. (J[r.
Hope), to re-commit, 285; agreed to,
286; rep. from Banking Com. with
amts , conc. in & 3', 341 ; Asst., 769
(45 Vict., cap. 119).

(34) To amend, and co.isolidate as amend-
ed, the several Acts relating to the
British Aierica Assurance Company.
-(1hr. Smith.)

1°*, 134; 2'*, 169; rep. from Banking
Coin. with ants., cone. in, & 30, 236;
Asst., 769 (45 Vict., cap. 99).

(35) For aiending the Acts relating to
" The Trust and Loan Company of
Canada," and for enlarging the powers
of the said Company.-( r. Gibbs.)

1°*, 421; 2°, 445; rep. from Banking
Coi. & 3°*, 462; Asst., 770 (45 Vic.,
cap. 111).

(36) Respecting the Civil Service of Canada.
--( A. Campbell.)

lo°, 580; 2', 622-34; in Com., 653, 665;
rep. with ants., 667 ; 3' ni., 675;
Ait.t. (Sir 4. Campbell), 675; Aint.,
(1fr. Trudel) 6.75, withdn., 686; 3°,
686; on passing, 686-7 ; Asat., 771 (45
Vict., cap. 4).

(38) For the relief of the Bank of Prince
Edward Island.-(Sir A. Campbell.)

°, 31; 2', 32; 3*, 32 ; As ent, 57 (45
Vici., cap. 56).

(41) To incorporate the Tecumseh Fire and
Marine Insurance Company of Canada.
-(IVr Mclnnes.)

1°, 240; 2'. 287; rep. from Banking
Coin. & 3'*, 340; Asst., 769 (45 Vici.,
cap. 105).
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(42) To incorporate the Richelieu Bridge
Com pany.-(Mr. Bureau.)

1°*, 332; 2° & ques. of jurisdiction, 385;
3°*, 462; Asst., 770 (45 Vici., cap. 91).

(43) To incorporate the Sault Ste. Marie
Bridge Company.-(Mr Read.)

1°*, 100; 2°, 101; rep. froin Com. with
amts, 106; amts. conc. in, 131-3; and.
& 3°, 170; Aset. 769 (45 Vict., cap.

.89).
(45) To reduce the capital stock of the

Ontario Bank and to change the nomi-
nal value of the shares thereof; and for
other purposes.-.(Mr. Gibbs.)

1", 189; 2°, 250-66; 3"*, 288 ; Aset., 769
(45 Vic., cap. 57). (See also Bill No.
170.)

(46) To incorporate the Edison Electric
Light Company of Canada.-(Mr.
Bellerose.)

1°*, 167; 2°*, 173; amts.of Priv. B. Com.,
conc., & 30*, 299; Asst., 769 (45 Viet.,
CaP. 96).

(47) To extend and amend the Acte relut-
ing to the Canada Landed Credit Com-
pany.-(Mr. Gibbs.)

1°*, 439; 2°, 445-50; rep. from Banking
Coin. & 3°*, 462; Aest., 770 (45 Vict.,
cap. 110).

(48) Respecting the Niagara Grand Island
Bridge Company.-(Mr. Ifacfarlane.)

1°*, 126; 2' m., 126; agreed to on divn.,
131 ; 2°, 146 ; rep. fron Ry. Com. & 3°*,
173; Asst., 769 (45 Vici., cap. 86).

(51) To incorporate the Synod of the Dio-
cese of Saskatchewan, and for other
purposes connected therewith.-(Sir A.
Campbell.)

1°*, 167; 2', 188; rep. from Priv. B.
Coin., 202; 3°, postpd., 203; 3° ni.,
288; Amt., on Church discipline, m.
(Mr. Dickey), 288; negatived (C. 18,
N-C. 28); B. 3°, 294; Asst., 769 (45
Vici., cap. 126).

(52) To incorporate the Planters' Bank of
Canada. -(Mr. Ryan.)

1", 134; 2', 168; rep. from Banking
Coin. with amt., conc. in, & 30*, 203;
Aset., 769 (45 Vict., cap. 63).

(53) To amend the Act incorporating the
North American Mutual Life Insurance
Company, and to change the naine
thereof to the North American Life
Assurance Company.-(Mir. Allan.)

1°*, 189; 2', 200; rep. from Banking
Coin. & 3*, 341; Asst, 769 (45 Vict.,
cap. 98).

(55) To incorporate the Canada Mutual
Telegraph Company.-(Mr. Bureau.)

1°*, 219; 2*, 268 ; rep. fron Ry. Con.,
&3*, 315; &Asst., 769 (45 Vict, cap.
94.)

(57) To incorporate the Chignecto Marine
Transport Railway Company (Limit-
ed.)-(Mr. Botaford.)

1°, 439 ; 2°, 450-60 ; A mts. of Ry. Coin.
conc. in, 610 ; 3°*, 612; Asst., 770
(45 Vict., cap. 76.)

(60) To incorporate the Ottawa, Wadding-

ton and New York Railway and Bridge
Comipaniy.-(r. Skead.)

1°*, 219 ; 2°, 268 ; rep. froni Ry. Con.,
with Amts., 326 ; Aints. conc. in, 377-
80; 3°*, 381 ; Aset., 770 (45 Vict.,
cap. 77).

(61) To incorrate the Ontario Pacific
Railway Company.-(Mr. Alian.)

1°*, 91 ; 2° 412; Amnts. of Rv. Com.,
468 ; conc. in, 528 ; 30*, 524 ; Asst.,
770 (45 Vic., cap. 78).

(62) To incorporate the Lake A thabaska
and Hudson Bay Railway Company.-
(Mr. Girard.)

10*, 236 ; 2', 287 ; rep. from Ry. Coin.,
& 30*, 315 ; Asst., 769 (45 Vict., cap.
83).

(63) To repeal the duty on Promissory
Notes, Drafts and Bills of Exchange.
-(Sir A. Campbell.)

1°, 54; 2', 54 ; 30 postponed, 55 ; Amt.,
& 3, 56; Assent, 57 (45 Vict., cap. 1).

(64) Respecting Queen's College at Kings-
ton -- (.Vr. Dickey.)

1°*, 299 ; 2', 340 ; Amts. of Priv. B.
Coin. conc. in, & 3°*, 529 ; Aset., 770
(45 Vict., cap. 123).

(65) Respecting the New York and Ontario
Furnace Company.-(Yr. Read.)

1°*, 135 ; 2°*, 167; ref. to Suprenie Ct.
suggested, 167 ; rep. from Priv. B.
Com. with Anmt., conc. in, 237 ; 3* ni,
agreed to on div., 286 ; Asst., 769 (45
Vicl., cap. 113).

(66) To amend the Act of the late Province
of Canada intituled, " An Act to incor-
porate the Board for the management
of the Temporalities Fund of the Pres-
byterian Church of Canada in connec-
tion with the Church of Scotland,"
and the Acts amending the same.-

10*, 288 ; 2°, 332-9; 3'm, 439, postpd.,
440; on 3°, Amt. m. (Mr. Odel) neg.
(C. 8, N-C. 28), 475; 2nd Amt.m. (Mr.
Odell), 475; neg. (C. 8, N-C. 32), 490 ;
A mt. m. (MYr. Trudel), 490, lost on div.
& B. 3', 491 ; Aset., 770 (45 Vici., cap.
124).

(67) To incorporate the Niagara Peninsula
Bridge Comnpany.-(Mr. Macfarlane.)

10*, 299; 2°, 324; rep. froi Ry. Coin.
with Amts., 358 ; Aints. of Ry. Coin.
conc. in, 414 ; Ant. (Mr Dickey), 415;
agreed to & 3°, 418 ; Asst., 770. (45
Vict., cap. 88).

(68) Further to amend the Act incorporat-
ing the Souris and Rocky Mountain
Railway Conpany.-(Mr. 8utherland.)

1°*, 299 ; 2°, 324 ; 3', ; Asst., 769
(45 Vict., cap. 79).

(69) To grant certain powers to the "C. W.
WilTiams Manufacturing Company,"
and to change the naine thereot to the
" Williams M anufacturing Company."
-(Sir A. Campbell.)

1°*, 315 ; 2', 386 ; 3°*, 421 ; Asst., 769
(45 Vict., cap. 11e).

(71) To amend the Act of the late Province
of Canada, intituled: " An Act to
incorporate the Managers of the Minis-
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ters' Widows' and Orpbans' Fund of
the Synod of the Presbyterian Church
of Canada in connection with the
Church of Scotland," and amend-
ments thereto.--(Mr. Wark.)

1°*, 299 ; 2°, 340 ; 3, 491 ; Asst., 770
(45 Vict., cap. 125).

(75) To incorporate the International Con-
struction Company (Limited). - Mr.
Bellerose.)

1°*, 357; 2*, 391 ; Amt. of Ry. Coin.,
conc. in, 462-3 ; 3*, 529 ; Aest., 770
(45 Vict., cap. 114).

(76) To amend the Act to incorporate the
South Saskatchewan Valley Railway
Company.-(Mr. D. MacInnes.)

1°*, 299; 2°*, 324; rep. froin Ban king
Com. & 30*, 358 ; Asst., 769 (45 lict.,
cap. 82).

(79) To incorporate the Thomson & Hous-
ton's Electric Light Company of Cana-
da.-(Mr. Gibbs.)

10*, 167 ; 2' m., 171 ; ref. to Supreme Ct.
in. (3fr. Power), 171 ; discussion on
Proced., ni. îithdn., & B. 2' & ref. to
Priv. B. Com., 173; Amits. conc. in &
3°*, 299; Asst., 769 (45 Vict., cap. 70).

(80) Respecting the River St. Clair Rail-
wy Bridge and Tunnel Company.-
(Mir. Dickey.

1°*, 421 ; 2*, 437-8 ; rep. fron Ry. Con.
with Aints., conc. in, & 3°*, 467 ; Asst.
770 (45 Vict, cap. 70).

(81) Relating to the Canada Sonthern
Bridge Coinpany.-(Mr. D. Machines.)

1°*, 299; 2°*, 324 ; rep. f rom Ry Coi. &
3*, 357 ; Asst., 769 (45 Vici , cap. 87).

(86) To amend the Act incorporating the
Pontiac Pacifie Junction Railway Com-
pany, and to authorize the said Com-
pany to erect a bridge over the River
Ottawa.-(fr. Skead.)

1°*, 299; 2°, 324; rep. from Ry. Con. &
3', 358; Asst., 770 (45 Vici., cap. 69.)

(87) Respecting a certain agreement be-
tween the Canadian Securities Company
and the liquidators of the Consolidated
Bank of Canada.-(Kr. Ryan.)

1°*, 299; 2°, 324; conc. on Ants. of
Banking Ceii. & 3°, 429; Aset. 770
(45 Vict., cap. 65.)

(89) To incorporate The Great Eastern
Railway Coinpany.-(Mr. Bellerose.)

1°*, 391; 2', 412; aits. of Ry. Coin.,
463-4, couc. in, 580; 3° m., amt. (Mfr.
Gibbs) 580 ; aimt. to amt. (Mr. Power)
neg. (C. 25, N-C. 27) 595; Mr. Gibbs'
ant. adopted (C. 27, N-C. 22), 596; in
Con., and & 3', 596; Asst. 770 (45
Vici., cap. 71.)

(90) To incorporate the Ocean Mutual
Marine Insurance Company.-(Mr.
Dickey.)

1°•, 240; 2', 287; rep. fron Banking Coi).
& 3°*, 340; A sst.,769 (45 Vici., cap. 103.)

(92) To incorporate the Sisters of Charity
of the North-West Territories.-(Mr.
Trudel.)

1°*, 357; 2°*, 391 ; 3°*, 421; Asst.770 (45
Vict., cap. 127.)

(94) To incorporate the Great American
and European Short Line Railway Com-

,.niy.-Mr. Bourinot.)
1° , 439; 2°, 443-4; ants. of Ry. Com.,

conc. in & 30*, 612; Asst., 771 (45
Vict., cap. 73.)

(95) To amend the Act incorpg. "The Bell
Telephone Company of Canada.' (Mr.

Allan.) i

1°', 421; 2', 438-9; ants. of Ry. Com.
conc. in, 612-15; Asst., 771 (45 Vic%,,
cap. 95.)

(96) To consolidate and amend the Acts
relating to the Montreal Telegraph
Companv.-(Kr. Ferrier.)

10*, 357; 2° m, 387; 2', 402; amts. of
Ry. Com., 464; conc. in, 597; 30 m.
597; Anmt (Mr. Scott), 597, neg. (C. 11,
N-C. 34). 604; 3°, 604; Asst., 770.
(45 Vici., cap. 93.)

(97) To incorporate the Calais and St.
Stephen Railway Bridge Company.-
(Mr. Botsford.)

10*, 421; 2°, 436-7; anits. of Ry, Con.,
467-8, conc. in, 528; 3°*, 529; Asst ,
770 (45 Vict., cap. 75.)

(98) To incorporate the " Canada Provi-
dent Association."--(?r. Skead.)

l, 442; 2°, 460-2; 3° m., 580; amt. (Mr.
Belterose) ref. to Suprenie Ct., 580 ;
reported on, 663 ; 3°, 698; Aest., 771.
(45 Vict., cap. 107.)

(100) To incorporate the McClary Manufac-
turing Coipanv.-(Mr. D. MacInnes.)

1°., 442; 2', 468; aint. of Priv. B. Com.
cone. in, & B 3°*, 604; Asst. 771 (45
Vict., cap. 116.)

(102) Further to amend "An Act to
amnend and consolidate as amended,
the several enactments respecting the
North-West Mounted Police Force?'-
(Sir A. Campbell.)

1°*, 442: 2°, 528; in Coin. & 3°, 605-8;
Asst., 770 (45 Vict., cap. 29.)

(103) To incorpo·ate the Qu'Appelle Land
Company (Limited.)--(Mr. Di Mac-
Innes.)

1°*, 442; 20, 468; cone. in Amts. of Priv.
B. Coin.*, 639; 3' n., 639; Amt. (Mr.
MacInnes) to restore clause 16, 639,
carried (V. 31., N-C. 8) 643; A mt.
adding a clause (Mr. Macinnes) 643,
ues. of Procedure, Aimt. withdn . &

.°644; Asst. 771 (45 Vic., cup. 121.)
(105) To anend the Charter of the Feilows

Medicai Manufact'ring Comîpany.-(Mr.
Ryan.)

1°*, 357; 2°, 401; 3°*, 421 ; Asst., 770.
(45 Vici , cap. 117).

(106) To further anend. The Patent Act
of 1872."-(Mr. Aikins.)

1° & 20*, 743; 3° m., 743, 745; Atnt., 1
year limit (4r Aikins) agreed to, 746 ;
3', 746: Asat. (45 Iici., cap. 22).

(107)-See above, "D."
(108)-See above, " C.»
(109)-See above, " F."
(110)-See above, c G."
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(111)-See above, " E."
(112)-See above, " B."
(113)-See above, "I."
(114)-Respecting the Quebec, Montreal,

Ottawa and Occidental Railway.-(Mr.
Ogilvie.)

1, 421, 2' m., 604, postponed; 20, 636;
30 659; Asst. 770 (45 Vict , cap. 67).

(117) To amend and consolidate the Acts
respcting the inspection of Steamboats.
and the examination and licensing of
Engineers enployed on theni.-(Sir A.
Campbell.)

1° , 621; 2', 663-4; in Com., 695. 705;
Amts. rep. & conc. in, & 3°*, 705; Asst.,
771 (45 Vict., cap 35.).

(119).Further to aniend ' The Pilotage
Act, 1873," and the other Acts therein
mentioned.-(Sir A. Campbe-l.)

1", 689; 2', 705; 3°, 74:3; Asst. 771.
(45 Vict., cap. 32.)

(120) To amend '' The General Port War-
dens' Act, 1874."-(Sir A. Campbell.)

1°#, 462; 2°, 468; in Coi. & 3° , 529;
Asst., 770 (45 Vict., cap. 46).

(121) To exempt vessels employed in fish-
ing from the payment ot duties fbr the
Relief of Sick and Distressed Mariners.
-( Mr. Aikins.)

1", 439; 2°, 441 ; in Com. & 3°, 445;
Asst., 770 (45 Iïct., cap. 19.)

(122) To anend and consolidate the Acts
relating to the office of Port Warden
for the iarbor of Montreal.-(J.
Aikins.)

1°*, 580; 2°, 658; in Com., 667; Amt.,
(Mr. Aikins) agreed to on divn.; 30*,
668; Asst. 771 (45 Vict., cap. 45).

(123) To amend the Inland Revenue Act,
1880.-(Mr. Aikins.)

1°*, 756; 2', 756-7 ; in Com., 757; rep.
with Amts. & 3°, 758; Commons ob-
jecting to Senate Amts., only 7th in-
sisted upon, 768; Aset. (45 Vict., cap. 8.)

(126) Further to amend the Act respecting
the Trinity House and Harbour Con-
mnissioners of Montreal.-(Mr. Aikins.)

1°*, 442; 20, 628; 3°.*, 529; Aset., 770.
(45 Vict., cap. 43).

(127) ro make further provision respecting
the incorporation of a Company to e.-
tablish a Marine Telegraph between
the Pacific coast of Canada and Asia.
-(Sir A. Campbell.)

1", 462; 2°, 468; in Cota. & 3°, 529;
Asst., 770 (45 Vict., cap. 54).

(128) To provide for the improveinent and
management of the Harbor of Three
Ri vers.-(Sir A. Campbell.)

1,* 390; 2°, 402; in Con. & 3*, 429;
amts. cone. in, 429; 3°, 431 ; Asst.,
770 (45 Vict., cap. 52).

(129) Further to amend the Acts to provide
for the improvenent and management
of the Harbor of Quebec.-(Sir A.

1° 3r1 ; 20, 401; in Com. & 3°*, 428;
4sst., 770 (45 Vict., cap. 47).

(130) To make further. provision for the
improvement of the River St. Lawrence

between Montreal and Quebec.-(Mr.
Aikins.)

1°*, 390; 2°, 401; in Com. & 3°, 418;
Asst., 769 (45 Vict., cap. 44).

(131)-See above, "P."
(132)-See above, " K."
(133)-See above, "J."
(134)-See above,'" M."
(135) To anend the Act forty-second Vic-

toria, chapter forty, intituled "An Act
to amend The Maritime Juriadiction
Act, 1877," and to make further pro-
vision for the recovery of the wages
of seanen eniployed on vessels navi-
gating the inland waters of Canada.-
(Sir A. Canpbell )

1°*, 675; 2', 689; in Com., 690 ; 3°*, 690;
Asst., 771 (45 Vict , cap. 34.)

(138) To authorize the Canada Co-opera.
tive Supply Association, Linited, to
issue preference stock.-(Mr. Ryan.)

1°*, 357; 2', 387; 3°", 421; Aest., 769.
45 Vict., cap. 112 )

(139) To incorporate the Rapid City Central
Railway Com pany.-(Mr. Sutherland.)

10*, 442; 2°', 462; 3', ; Asst., 770.
(45 Vict, cap. 85.)

(140) To amnend the Act thirty-fifth Vic-
toria, chapter forty-two, respecting the
appointment of* a Harboiîr Master for
the Port of Halifax.-(Mfr. Aikins.)

1°, 390 ; 2', 401 ; in Comn., 419; amts.
conc. in, and 3', 432-3; Asst., 770 (45
Vict., cap. 49.)

(141) To provide for the allowance of draw-
back on certain articles manufactured
in Canada, for use in the construction
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway.-(Mr.
Aikins.)

1°*, 580; 2', 634-5; in Com.*& 3°*, 658;
Asst., 770 (45 Vici., cap 7.)

(144) To authorize the construction, on
certain conditions, of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway through some Pass
other than he Yellow Head Pass.-
(Sir A. Campbell.)

1°*, 391; 2', 412 ; in Coni., 431-2; 3°, 443;
Asst., 770 (45 Vict, cap. 53.)

(145)-See above, "A."
(148)-See above, "U."
(149)-See above, "T."
(150)-See above, "O."
(151)-See above, "S."
(152)-See above, "V."
(154)--See above, "W "
(156) Respecting the Windsor Branch of

the Intercolonial Railway.-(Sir A.
Campbell.)

1°*, 761 ; 2° m, 762; on 3°, petition pre-
sented & amt. proposed (Mr. Power)
766, withd'n & B. 2', 767; Aset. 771.
(45 Vici., cap. 16.)

(157) To repeal certain provisions of the
General Inspection Act, 1874.-(Mr.
Aikins.)

1°*. 703; 2°, 741; 30*, 742; Aset., 771.
(45 Vici., cap. 25 )

158) To re-adjust the representation of the
House of Commons and for other pur-
poses.-(Sir A. Campbell.)
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1", 703; 2'm., 712; Amt., 3 nonths'
" hoist" (31r. Scott) 715 ; debate; Amt.
negatived (C. 13, N-C. 21) 737; in
Coin., Amts. made, 737-8; Ant., Ry.
enployees franchise (Sir A. Campbell)
738, carried on divn., 739 ; 3'n., 740;
Amt. to re-com. & strike out clause
6, Returning Officers (.r. Scott) neg-
atived (C. 13, N-C. 30) 740; Amt , to
re-con. & strike out clause, Employees'
franchise, (Mr. Power) ques. of order,
Ant. lost on saine div'n, 740; B. 3' on
saine divn.*, 740; Asst. 771 (45 Vict.,
cap. 3.)

(159)-See above, "Y."
(160)-See above, " Z."
(161) To provide for the frec transmission

of the Canadian newspapers by mail
within the Domin ion .-- (Sir A. Camp-
bell.)

1', 2' & 3'*, 744; Asst., 771 (45 Vict.,
cqp. 5.)

(162) Feor increasing during a certain tinie
the yearly sutbsidy to the Province of
Manitoba.-(Sir A. Campbell.)

1°*, 2', 3°", 748; Asst., 771 (45 Vict ,
cap. 5.)

(163) Relating to the Harbour of Saint
John, in the Province of New Bruns-
wick .- (Sir A. Campbell.)

1°*, 750 ; 2', 750; 3°*, 750; Asst. 771 (45
Vict., cap. 51.)

(164)-See above," AA."
(165)-See above, "CC."
(166)-See above, "BB."
(167) To provide for the granting of a sub-

sidy to the Chignecto Marine Transport
Rail*vay Company (Limited).-(Sir
A. Campbell.)

1°*, 744; 2°, 744; 3'm , 746; Ant., ap-
proval of Contracts by Parit. (Mr.
Power) 746-7, agreed to, 748; 3', 748;
Atns. objected to by Commons, not
nsisted on, 768; Asst., (45 Vici.,

cap. 55.)
(169) urther to amend the several Acts

imposing Duties of Customs now in
force.-(Sir A. Campbell.)

1°-, 2', & 3', 751-4; Asst., 771 (45VicL,
cap. 6.)

(170) To amend the Act of the present
Session, intituled " An Act to reduce
the capital stock of the Ontario Bank
and to change the nominal value of.the
shares thereof, and for other pur-
poses."-(fr. Gibbs.)

10 2° & 3°», 703; Asst. 771 (45 Vici.,
cap. 58) (See Bill No. 45.)

(171) To increase the anount placed at the
disposal of the Governor in Council by
the Act 34 Victoria, chapter 8. for
paying off claims on the Bank of
Upper Canada.-(Siir A. Campbell.)

10, 2°, & 3°, 761 ; Asst. 771 (45 Vici.,
cap. 13.)

(172)-See above, « DD."
,(173) To encourage the construction of Dry

Docks by granting assistance on certain

conditions to Companies constructing
them.-(Sir A. Campbell.)

1°, 2°, & 3°*, 750 ; Asst., 771 (45 Vict.,
cap. 17.)

(174)-See above, " FF."
(175)-See above, " EE."
(176) Te provide lor the granting of subsi-

dies for the construction of certain line3
of Railway therein mentioned.-(Sir A.
Campbell.)

1", 758; 2', 758, carried on Divn., 761;
3°*, 761; Asst., 771 (45 Vict., cap. 14.

(177) To authorize an annual grant for the
developnent of the Sea Fisheries and
the encouraging of the buildingof Fish-
ing V esse.-(Sir A. Campbell.)

1", 748 ; 2', 748; 3', 767; Asst., 771 (45
Vic., cap. 18.)

(178) For granting to Her Majesty certain
sums of money required for defraying
certain expenses of the Public Service,
for the financial years ending respec-
tively the 30th June, 1882, and the
30th June, 1883, and for other purposes
relating to the Public Service.-(Sir
A. Campbell.)

1°*, 749; 2' & 3', 749-50; Asst., 771 (45
Vict., cap. 2.)

(179) To fix and provide for the payment of
the salaries of the Judges of the
Su prenie Court of Judicature of Ontario
anid of certain Judges and County
Judges in Manitoba and New Bruns-
wick.-(Sir A. Camrpbell.)

1°, 2', & 3", 754-6; 8Ast., 771 (45 Vici.,
cap. 11.)

Bills assented Io.
Notice given, 2 Mch., Asst., 3 Mch., 57;

on Prorogation, 17 May, 769-71.
Bills., Govt , in Senate.

Time for consideration; Res. (Mr. Alexan-
der) 190; AmL. (Xr. Dickey) 193, carried
on Divn., 200.

BÙis of Exchange, &c, in P. E.I., Protest of,
B.-See " P. E.I."

Bills, Private.
Petitions, Tie for, extended (Com.'s Rep.)

34; Reports, do., 148-.
Block system en Govt. Railways.

hntentiob todntroduce; Inqy. (Mr. Dekey)
295; discussion; Reply (Mr. Aikins)

r 297-8.
Bolier Inspection Isa. Co. of

Canada, change of aame,
DireetrateM 4 ., B. I 1 r
Vidal,).L; 1 r.

1°*, 29 ; 2 , 43; rep. from Com. & 3', 79;
79 ; Asst., 769 (45 Vict., cap. 102).

Bridges over Navigable Waters,
construction of; B. (V, 152, ir
A . Campbell.)

1°", 315; 2', 373; in Com. & and., 397;
Amts. conc. in«, 400; anmd. & 3°, 428;
Asst., (45 Vict, cap. 37.)

British Amnerica Assurance Ce.
Aets Consolid. B. (34, M. SithU,

1°", 134; 2°", 169; rep. from Banking Com.
with amts., conc. in, & 3", 236 ; Asat.,
769 (45 Vici., cap. 99).
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BRITISH COLUMBIA. 1
Railway Lands, negotiations res.ecting, &

disposal of; Ingqy., (fr. Macdonald);
Reply (Mr. Aikins) 88.

Salmon Hatchery erection, intention of
Govt.; Inqy. (3fr. T. R. McInnes) 617;
Reply (Sir A. Campbell) 621.

Building Societies, Ont., power
to increase capital; B. (P, 131,
Mr. Allan.)

1°', 88; '2', 104; Amts. of Banking Coin.
conc.in & 3°.134; Cominons A nits. conc.
in*, 703; Asst., 771 (45 Vict., cap. 24).

Calais and St.Stephsen Ry Bridge
Co. Incorp. B. (97, Mr. Botsford.)

1*. 421; 2°, 436-7 ; ants. of Ry. Com.,
467-8, conc. in, 528; 3°', 529; Asst.. 770
(45 Vict., cap. 75.)

Callander Ry. B.-See "Railways."
Canada & Asia Telegrapi B.-See ,Asiatic."
Canada Co-operative Assoen.,

issue of preference stock; B.
(138, Mr. Ryan.)

1°*, 357ý; 2°, :387; 3°, 421; Asst., 769 (45
Vict., cap. 112).

Canada. Dominion of, Life Ins. Co. B.-See
" Dominion."

Canada Landed Credit Op., pow.
ers extended to Man. and
N.W . T.; B. (47, Mr. Gibbs.)

1°», 439; 2°, 445-50; rep. #rom Banking
Con. & 3°*, 462 ; Asst., 770 (45 Vict.,
cap. 110).

(nnada Life Assocn. B. -See "'Life Assocn."
Canada Mutual Tel. Co. Incorp.

B. (55, Mr Bureau )
1', 219; 2°', 268; rep. from Ry. Com., &

30*, 315 ; Asst., 769 (45 Vict., cap. 94).

Canada 'Provident Assocn. In-
corp. B. (98, Mr. Skead.)

10, 442; 2°, 460-2; 3 ni., 580; amt. (Mr.
Bellerose) ref. to Supreme Ct., 580; re-
ported on, 663; 3°, 698; Asst, 771 (45
Vict, cap. 107).

Canada Southern and Erie and
Niagara Ry. Cos., period for
eonstruetion extended; B.
(14, Mr. Scot1.)

10, 88; 2°, 104; 3°, 126; Asst., 769 (45
Viol., cap. 68).

Cinaàda Southern Bridge Co.,
Detroit River Tunnel, time
for completion extended; B.
(81, Mr. D. MacInns.)

10, 299 ; 2°, 324; rep. from Ry. Coin., &
3°' 357; Asot , 769 (45 Vict., cap. 87).

Canadd, Trust and Loan o. B.-See 6 Trust
and Loan."

Canadian Academy of Arts B.-See " Royal
Can. Academy.'

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY.
Change of Route from Yellow.

Head Pass,B.(144, Sir A. Campbell).
10*, 391 ; 2', 412; in Com., 431-2; 3 , 443;

Asst., 770 (45 Vict., cap. 53).

Drawback on articles manunie-
tured ln Canada for ; B. (141,
Mr. Aikins.)

1°*, 580; 2'. 634-5; in Com., & 3°*,' 658;
Asst., 770 (45 Vict., cap. 7).

Fleming, Sandford, corresp. from, on Rep.
of Commission ; M. for (31r. Vidal) 673,
agreed to, 675.

Canadian Securities Co. B.-See " Consoli-
dated Banik."

Canadian Steam Users' Ins. Assocn. B.-See
"Boiler Inspection."

Cape Traverse & Carleton Cove Branch Ry.
B.-See « P.E.I."

Caughnawaga Indians.
Emancipation of, intention of Govt.; Imqy.

(Mr. Trudel) 238; Reply (Sir A. Camp-
bell) 239.

Census, 188i.

Transmitted from H.E., 25.
Chartered Bank of London and Winnipeg.-

See " London & Winnipeg."
Chigneeto Marine Ry. Incorp.

B. (57, fr. Botsford.) '
1°*, 439; 2', 450-60; Ants. of Ry. Com.

conc. in, 610 ; 3°*, 612; Astt, 770
(45 Vict , cap. 76.)

Chignecto Marine Ry. Subsidy
B. (167,Mr. Aikins.)

1°, '741; 2°, 744; 3'in., 746; Ant., ap-
proval of Contracts by Parlt. (Mr.
Powcer) 746-7, aSreed to, 74S ; 3', 748;
Amnts. object to by Commions, net
insisted on, 768; Asst., (45 Vict.,
cap. 55).

Civil Service Act, 1882, B. (36, Sir
A. Campbell.)

1°*, 580; 2', 622-34; in Coin., 653, 665;
rep. with ants., 667 ; 3° ni., 675;
Ant. (Sir A. Campbell), 675; Ant.,
(Mr. Trudel) 675, withdn., 686; 3°,
686; on pas.ing, 686-7 ; Aest., 771 (45
Fict., cap. 4).

Civil Service, distribution of Offices.
Ret. ordered in '81, preparation of; Inqy,

(Mr. T-udel) Reply (Mr. Aikins) 88.
See also " Roman Catholics, Appts. of."

Clements Steamskip Conpany B. -See "Nova
Scotia 8. S. Co."

Coal Lands, disposal of.
Regulations tabled (Mr. Aikins) 27.

Coinage, Silver, Return of, 1881.
Printing ordered (Rep. of Cm.) 267.

Commercial Travellers' Assoeu.
Incorp. Act, amd., additional
powers, &e.; B. (8, Mr. Macarlane.)

1°,189; 2', 201; ref. to Bankng Coi.
202; rep. with Amts., 390; 3°*, 391
Asst. 770 (45 1 ict , cap. 120).

Committees, Appoiniment of, &c.
See " Senate.'

COMMONS, HOUSE OF.
Re-adjustnent of Representa.

tion; B. (158, Sir A. Campbell.)
10*, 703; 2'm , 712; Ant., 3 nonchs'

" hoist " (Mr. Scott) 715 ; debate ; Aimt.
negatived (C. 13, N-C. 21) 737; in
Coin., Ants. made, 737-8; Amt., Ry.
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BILLS.-Con.
enployees franchise (Sir A. Campbell)
738, carried on divn., 739 ; 3°in., 740;
'Amt. to re con. & strike out clause
6, Returning Officers (6r. Scott) neg-
atived (C. 13, .N-C. 30) 740; Amit , to
re-com. & strike out clause, Eniployees'
franchise, (fr. Powe-) ques. of order,
Amt lost on saine div'n, 740 ; B. 3' on
sane divn.*, 740 ; Asst. 771 (45 Vicl.,
cap. 3.)

Consolidated Bank of Canada,
liquidation, transference of
powers to Canadiai Secuiri-
ties Co ; B. (87, Mr. Ryan.)

1°*, 299; ý 2', 324; conc on Aits. of
Banking Cni. & 3', 429; Asst. 770
(45 Vict., cap. 65.)

Consolidated Insurance Act Amit. B.-See
" Insurance "

Constitit:onality, ques. of-See" O R DE a, & o.'
Contingent Acets. Committee.

3rd Rep.; $100 to estate late Law Clerk,
Montizambert, for bouks; (Mr. Reart)
agreed to*, 125.

4th Rep. adopted«, 636.
5th Hep. agreed to, 688.

CONTRACTS.
P. E. I. Mail Service, recently; Ingy. (Mr

Heythorne), Reply (Sir A. Campbel/)
440.

Co-operative Assocn. B.-See '"Canada co-
operasive."

Qunty Court Judges B.-See "J udges."
County Court Judge, Halifax.-See "J ohn-

ston."
Crimes of Violence, B.-See " Prevention of

Crimîe."
Criminal Justice in disputed territory (Ont.)

B.-See " Justice.
Criminal Lawe, Reform of Procedure.

Intention of' Govt.; Inqy. (,Vr. Power),
700; Reply (Sir A. CanpbeU), 709.

Criminals, escaping, &c., right to assaull, B.
-See " Pri8sonerr"

Criminals, extradition. of, B.-See " Extra-
dition."

Oriminalsfrom other British Dominions, B.-
See " Fugitive Off'enders."

Crimèping, B.-See ' Seamttenm's Act."
Customs, drawbac1c ot home manu factures for

C.P.R., B.-See " C.P.R.
Cunstous Duties Aet Aint. B. (169,

-Sir A. Campbell).
1°*, 2°, & 3', 751-4; Asst., 771 (45 l'ict,

cap. 6.)
Debates, publication of.

Renarks, on the Address (1fr. Alexander),
15.

Cummittee, appt of discussed, 22.
1st Hep. of Coms , Index ordered (Mr. Mac-
farlane), 168.

2nd Rep. of Con., adoption i. (1r. Mac-
filrlanie), 644; Amnt. mn. (MI. lead) to
continue Officiai Report, 645; agreed to,
653.

3rd Rep. of Cum.. Frenche reporting dropped
(Mr. l'id 1), 670.

3rd Rep. of Com., Contract for 1883 (1fr.
Vidai), 689.

Debentures, Dominion.
Placing of, in each Province; Res. (Mr.

Read), 135; debated; withdn., 144.
Debt, Public.

Owning, within Dominion; M. for Address
to H%.. (1r. Wark) 670; agreed to, 673.

Deceased Wife's Sister B.--See "M arriage."
Detroit River Tunnel B.-See "Canada

Southern Bridge Co."
Distributors of Documents.

Salaries increased (HRep. of Pririting Com.),
689.

Districts, Provisional, N. W. T.
Establishnent of; Address, conc. in H.E.'s

Message, i. (Sir A. Campbell) agreed to,
700.

DIVISIONS.
(reat iEastern Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (89. Mr.

Bellerose).
On 3', Ant., non-interference with Mon-

treal & Chamuptain Ky. (Mr. Gibbs),381;
Amit to Amnt., pnrchase ot M.& C. ly.,
&c. (Mr. 'ower), 595. negatived (C. 25,
N-C. 27), 595; Amt., con-truction,
Dundee, Ronse's Point (36r. Gibbs)
596, adopted (C. 27, N-C. 22) 596.

Ji cand, Afjars in; Cbmmons Address to
H.M.

Mir. Haythorne's Anit. (p. 526) to Res. of
conc., negatived (C. 5, N-C. 36), 577;
Conc. carried (C, 36, N-C. 6), 578.

Marriage with Dec. a;ed Wife's .Ssiyer, B.
(9, Mr. Ferrier).

On ni. tor 2', ait., 6 months' " hoist
(Mr. Bellerose) negatived (C. 19, N-C.
40) & B. 2' on saine div., 280. On i.
into Comi. of W.; Amit., legality ac-
cording to laws of Provinces (Afr. Belle-
rose) 301, negatived (C. 12, N-C. 37),
313. On 3', Amt , validity according
tu laws of Churches (1r. TIrudet), 316,
negatived (C. 11, N-C. 38) 321.

Montreal Telegraph Co. Acts Consolid. B.
(26, 1mr. F'errier).

On 3°, Amt. to strike out clafee for
amlialgamlation with Foreign Cus. (Mr.

cot., 597, negatived (C. 11, N-C.
34), 604.

Presbyterian Tenporalities .Fund B. (66,
Mr. Vidal.)

On 3', 'Amt., majority of Synod (Mr.
Odell).470, negatived (C. 8, N-C. 28),
475; Amt , addition to lst clause,
$50,000 payimert to Commnissrs. for
Old Church (Mr. Odell), 476, nega-
tived (C. 8, N-C. 32), 490.

Qu'Alpelle Land Co. Incorp. B (103, Mr.
MIes).

On conc. in Ants. of Priv.B. Coim., A it.
ni, to reetore clause 16, pernitting
amalgamation with other Companies
(36r MacInnes) 639, carried (C. 31,
N-C, 8). 643.

Represenitation, Re-adjustmnent, B. (158,
Sir A. Campbell).

On 2°, Amt., 3 months' " hoist " (Jr.
Scott), 725, negatived (C. 13, N-C,
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21), 737; on 3', Ant. to strike out
clause 6, Returning Officers (Mr. Scott)
negatived (C. 13, N-C. 20), 740 ; Ant.
to strike out su b-sect. 2, sect. 5, aut hor-

. izing Intercol. Ry. employees in N. 8.
to vote (Mr. Potoer) lost on same Divn.;
B. 3° on sanie Divn., 740.

Saskatchewan Diocesan Synod Incorp. B.
(51, Mr. Skead).)

On m. for 3° (1fr. Vidal), aint. respecting
Church discipline (Mr. Dickey), 288,
negatived (C. 18, N-C. 28), 294.

Winnipeg & Springßield Bridge (o. Incorp.
B. (15, 1fr. Girard).

On Mfr. Bellerose's i. to concur in Amt.
of Priv. B, Coin., non-contravention of
Provincial Legislative rights, 421;
aint. (Mr. Dickey) to reconsider & strike
out the amt., carried (C. 31, N-C. 16),
424.

Divorce Case, 1882.-See " Gardiner."
Dominion Debentures.-See " Debentures."
Domninion Fire and Marine las.

Co., winding up; B. (13, fr.
Hope).

l"°, 189; 2°, 218; 3", 288; Asst., 768 (45
Vict., cap. 19).

Dominion Lands Acts, French
versions, Corrections; B. (A A,
164, Sir A. Campbell.).

1°*, 604; 2°, 658; in Coin., 1;69; 3°*, 669;
Asst. 771 (45 Vict., cap. 27.)

Dona. of Canada Life lns. Oo,
B.-nane again ehanged-N.
Amer. LifeAss. Co, Direetor
ate. (53, Myr. Allant).

10, 18I; 20, 200; rep. fromt Ban king
Coin. & 3°*, 341; Asst, 769 (45 Vict.,
cap. 98).

Draback on articles for C. 1. R.-See I C.
P. R."

Drawback on Sugar ex ports; M. for O. C.'s
& Corresp. (Mfr. Power) & Debate there.
on, 79-85.

Dry Docks, construction of, sub-
sidies for enlargeinent of,
authorized; B. (173, Sir A. Camp-
bell).

1°*, 2°, & 3°*, 750; Asst., 771 (45 rict.,
cap. 17.)

Dunbar, Frederick,sculp or.
Order to, recommnendationt for; M. (1r.

Alex inder), 47; dropped. 50.
Easternt Exien.ion Railvay, N. B.

N . B GoDvt claiii, lecision on ; 1ingy1 (1fr
Wark) 169-70; iteply (.1r. Aikin.t) 170;
Ingy. (Xr. Wark) 615; IlLeply (Sir J.
Campbell) 616.

Edison Electrie Light Co. Incorp.
B. (46, fr. Bellerose.)

1°*, 167; 2°*, 173; amnts. of Priv. B. Comn.,
cone., & 3°*, 219; Asst., 769 (45 ict.,
cap. 96).

.Edmundton My. B.-see " Railways."
Elective Senate

Notice of M. for next Session (Mr. Alexan-
der) 745.

Enigratioin, Irish, to Canada.

Arrangements for; Inqy. (fr. Wark) 659;
Reply (Sir A . Campbell) 661 ; aiscussion,
661-3.

Engineers, Examination, B.-ee "Steani-
boats."

English & Colonial Ins. Co. In-
corp. Act Amt.; B. (N, Mr.Allan.)

I°*,ý 85; B. dischigd., 101.
Erie & Niagara and Can. South.

ern Ry. Cos., pierid iter con-
struction extended ; B. (14, Mr.
S'cott.)-

1°*, 88; 2°, 104; 3°, 126; Asst., 769 (45
Vict., cap.68.)

Exclange Bank of Yarnouth,
capital redution; B. (23, i-.
Porer.)

l', 240; 2°, 287; rep. fron Banîkinîg
Coin. & 3* , 340 ; Asst., 769 (45 Fict.,
cap. 60.)

Extradition Act, 1S77, a discre-
tionary clanse repealed ; B.
(W, 154, Sir A. Campbell.)

1', 402; 2', Contitut.' ques. explait e1,
434-6; 3°*, 411; Asst., 771 (45 Vici.,
cap. 20.)

European Cable connection B.--see " A nieri
can Tel. & Cable Co."

Factories, Labour regulation ; B.
(R, Mr. Aikins.)

j°*, 299; 2° mi., 352; que'. of jurisdiction
(Mr. Dickey) 353; debate, 358,391 ; B.
2°, 397; B. dischgd., 688.

Fellows Medleal Manufbket'g Co.
Charter, extension; B. (105, Mr.
Hyan.)

1° , 357; 2', 401; 3°«, 421 ; Asst.. 770.
(45 Vici , cap. 117).

Fire-arins, confiscated, appro-
priation by Municlpality; B.
(E, 111, .Nir A Campbell.)

1", 21 ; 2°, 43; in Coin., 59 ; rep. & 3°,
60; Asst., 770 (45 Vict., cap. 39)

First National Bank B.-see " Western
Bank."

Fish breeding at Fraser River.
Sahnlion H atchery; Inqy. (1fr. T. R. Ne.

lun>ae.) 617; Re ply (Sùr A. Campbell) 621.
Fish Exports, 1'. E. I. Io U. S., 1871-2.

Indemiiitv lor duties ; Inqy. (0r. Howlan)
Rply (Sir A. Campbell) 492.

Fisl, ?Iewfoundlanld, Xiaspection
of, Generail Inspection Act
amd.; Il. (157, 1r. îlikins.)

1°* 70 ; 2°, 741; ",°*, 742; Aset., 771.
(45 Vicl., cap. 25.)

Fisherles, annual grant for de-
velopennent of; B. (177, Sir A.
Campbell.)

1°*, 7,48? 2°, 748; 3°, 767; Asst., 771 (45
Vici., cap. 18.)

Fishing Vessels, exemption frona
S!ck Duties; B. (121, -Mr. Aikins.)

10*, 439; 2°, 441; in Coin. & 3°, 445;
Asst., 770 (45 ict., cap. 19.)

Flen inq, .r. sandjord.
M. for Corresp. from, on Ry. Commission

Report, (Mr. Vidal) 673; agreed to, 67
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BILLs.-Con.
France, Money Order system icith.

Arrangements, intention; Inqy. (Mr. Bour-
inot) Reply (Sir A. Campbell) 355.

Fraser River, B. C.
Salmnon Hatclery at, intention to erect;

Inqy. (Mr. McInnes) 617; Reply (Sir
A. Campbell) 621.

Fugitive Offenders from other
Brit. Domiuious, return of;
B. (C, 108, Sir A. Campbell.)

1°*, 21 ; 2° postponed, 27 ; 2°, 32; in
Com., 71-8; 3°, 89; Asst., 770 (45
Vict., cap. 21.)

Gardinr Divorce Case.
Petition; reception i. (fr. Ferrier) 30;

qes. of Procedure debated ; adopted on
ivn., 31.

Gardiner, Matthew, Divorce; B.
(L, Yr. Ferrier.)

1", 34; on Order for 2°, 102; ques. of
proced., 2° postponed, 104; rep. of Sel.
Con on proced, adopted, 200; B.
withdn., 237.

Gene-al Inspection Act Amt. B.-see " Fisl."
Geological Survei, Maps of.

Intention to publish: Inqy. (.fr. Bourinot)
464; Reply (Sir A. Campbell) 467.

Germany, Money Order System writh.
Arrangements, intention; lnqy. (Mr. Bour-

inot.) Reply (Sir A. C.ampbeil) 355.
Gort. Business, urgency.

Ride 42nd. M. under (Sir A. CAmpbell)
698; ques. of Procedure (XVr. Power)
699; Rule 41st suspeinded on M. (Sir A.
Campbell) 700.-Further ques. (fr.
Poicer) 705; original M. agreed to, 706.

Govt. measures in Senate.
Time for consideration of; Res. (Xfr. Alex

ander) 190 ; Amt. (Mr. Dickey) 193,
carried on Divn., 200.

Gravenhursi Ry., B.-see " Railways."

Great Aimerican and Europ.
Short IAne Rty. Co. Inacorp.
B. (94, r. Bourinotl.)

1', 439; 2°, 443-4 amts. of Ry. Coin.,
conc. in & 3° , 612; Asst., 771 (45
Vici., cap. 73.)

Great Easterin My. Co. Incorp.
B. (89, Mr. Bellerose.)

1°*, 391; 2°, 412; ait@. of Ry. Coim.,
463-4, conc. in, 580; 3' m., amut. (fr
Gibbs) 580 ; amt. to anit. (Mfr. Powcer,
neg. (C. 25, N-C. 27) 595; Mr. Gibbs'
anit. adopted (C. 27, N-C. 22), 596; in
Coimi., amnd & 3°, 596; Aest. 770 (45
;'ici., cap. 71)

Great Westeri Ry. Co., Loan
powers, &c., Amt. B. (M, 131.
(l/r. Vidal.)

1°*, 64; 2', 78; ants. of Ry. tm. cone.
in, 133; 3', with ant., 134; Commons
A nt. conc. iî1, 324; Aset., 769 (45 Vict.,
cap. 66.)

ialifax County Ct. Judge.-See " Johnston."
Ialifax Harbour amter Act

Ant.; paynent by fees, rates;
B. (140, (Mr. Aikins.)

1°*, 390; 2', 401 ; in Corn., 419; amts.
conc. in, and 3°, 432-3; Asst., 770 (45
Vici., cap. 49.)

Flansard.-See " Debates, Report of."
Harbour and River Police, Que.,

Regulations; B. (D, 107, *r A.
Campbeli.)

1°o, 21- 2°, 44; in Con, amd. & rep.,
60- ; 3°, 65; Commons Amts. conc.
in, 675; Asst., 770 (45 Vici., cap. 48.)

H OUSE.-See" Senate."
fouse of Commxons B. -See < CoXows."
Hudson B. Ry. B.-See " Lake Athabasca."
immigration, Irish.-See " Irish."
Immigration, Winnipeg.

Utilisation of Barracks; Inqy. (Mr
Girard) Reply (Sir A. Campbell.) 204.

Index Io Report of Debates.
Compilation of improved, ordered (Rep. of

Com.) 168.
Indian Act, 1880, Ants. to; B.

(FF, 174. Yr. Aikins.)
1°*, 689; 2°, 703; in Com., 704; 3°«, 704;

Asst. 771 (45 Vict., cap. 30,)
Indian Chief Sitting Bull.

Removal to U.S., renureration to Legare;
M. for corresp. (Mr. Girard) 237;
Remarks (Sir A Campbell) 238.

Indians, Caughnatoaga & other Tribes.
Enancipation of, intention of Govt.; Inqy.

(-. udel) 238, Reply (Sir A. Camp-
bell) 239.

Iluand Revenue Act Ant. B. (123,
Mr. A ikins.)

1", 756; 2', 756-7; in Coin., 757; rep.
with Ants. & 3', 758; Comnions o
jecting to Senate Amts., only 7th in-
sisted upon, 768; Asst. (45 Vict., cap. 8.)

Insolvent Banks lins. Cos., &
Trading Corporations, Wind-
ing up.; B. (A, 145, Sir A. Campbell.)

1°, 21 ; 2', 34; rep. froni Sel. Coni., 202;
in Coni , aid. and rep., 266 ; anid. &
3', 287; Common A nts. conc. in, 742;
Asst., (45 Vict., cap. 23).

Inspection, General (Fish) Amt. 13.-Bee
"Fish." '

In.opection, Steamboat, B.-See "Steam boats."

Insurance Cos. ceased 1ife busi.
ntems iii Canada, unexpired
policies; B. (B, hr. Bellerose.)
14, 21; 2', 47; B. disched., 101.

Insu'rance Cos., Insolvent, B.-See " Insol-
vent."

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY.
Block system, intention to introduce; Inqv.

(Mr. Dickey) 295; discussion; Rtepiy
(Mr. Aikins 297-8.

Branch lines, ubsidies, B.-See "Rail'
wvays."

Eastern extension, N. B. Govt. clain,
decision on; Inqy. (3fr. Wark) 169-70;
Reply (Mr. Aikins) 170; Inqy .(Mr. Wa-k)
615 ; Reply (Sir A. Campbell) 616.
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St. Charles to Point Levis
Brancia construction; B. (EE,
175 (Sir A. Campbell).
1°*, 675; 2°, 690-3; in Comn.,*704; 3*,

705; Asst. 771 (45 Vict.,cap. 16)
Windsor Brakeh, transference

to N. S. Govt.; B. (156, Sir A.
CampbelL)
1", 761; 2°m, 762; on 3°, petition pre-

sented & amt. proposed (1fr. Power)
766, withd'n & B. 2°, 767 ; Asst., 771.
(45 Vici., cap. 16.)

International Construction Co.
Incorp. B. (75, fr. Bellerose.)

1°*, 357; 2', 391 ; Amt. Af fy. Con.,
conc. in, 462-3 ; 3*, 529 ; Asst., 770
(45 Vict., cap. 114).

Ireland, Afairs in.
Commons Address to H .M. ; Consider-

ation m. (Mr. Howlan) 442; ies., 492,
adoption m. (1fr. Howlan) 493; secd. (Mr.
Power) 501; debate; (.?r. Haythorne),
618, Aint. m., 526; debate resumed, 529;
Anit. negatived (C. 5, N-C. 36) 577; conc.
in Address carried (C. 36, N-C. 6) 578.

Irish Emigration to Canada.
Arrangements lor; Inqv. (16r. dark) 659t

Re p[Y (Sir A. Camnpbell) 661 ; debate,
661-3.

Johnston, County Ct. Judge, Halifax.
Charges against, & action taken ; discus-

sion on County Ct. Judges B., in Com.,
92-4; M. for papera (1fr. Almon) withdn.,
119-20.

Judges, County Ct., Appoint.
naents, RenIovals & PensIOUs
of; B. (B, 112, Sir A. C(amp bell.)

1°*, 21 ; 2', 38; in Coin., amd., 65-7, 90-4;
3°*, 100; Commons Aits. adopted,
635-6; Asst., 770 (45 Vict., cap. 12.)

Judge, County Ct., Halifax.-See "Joh nston."

J udge'Calaries,Supreme Ct. of Ont.
& County Ct. of Man. & N.B.; B.
(179, Sir A. C'ampbell.)'

10*, 2°, & 30*, 754-6; Aset., 771 (45 Vict.,
cap. 11).

Jurisdiction, questions of. -See " ORDER, &C.'

Justice, Administration in disputed
Territory (Ont.) continuance ol
Act; B. (F, 109, Sir A. Campbell.)

1°*, 21; 2°, 33; in Com., 47-55; 3', 59
Asst., 770 (45 Vict., cap 31.)

Labour Regulation B.-see I Factories."

Lake Athabaska & Hudson Bay Ry,
Co. Incorp. B. (62, Mr. Girard.)

1°*, 236; 2', 287 ; rep. from Ry. Coin.
& 3°, 315; Asst., 769 (45 Yict., cap
83).

Lake St. John Ry. B.-see " Railways."
Lake Superior & James' Bay Ry. Co

Incorp. B. (22, Mr. Dickey.)
1°", 100; 2° poste'd, 101; 2°, 105; repd. fror

Ry. Com. with amts.,135; ants. con(
in, 167; 3°, 168; Asst., 769 (45 Vict
cap. 84.>

Land regulations, Man. & N. W. T.
Publication in French; Inqy. (1fr. Trudel)

Reply (1fr Aikins) 189.
Landed(Jredit Co. B.-see " Canada Landed

Credit Co."
Lands, Coal, disposal of.

Regulations tabled (1fr. Aikins) 27.
Lands, Railway, B. C.

Negotiationi respecting, disposal of
fi..y. (Mr. Maedonald) Reply (Mr.
Atcins) 88.

Law Clerk, laie (.Montizambert).
$100 to Estate of, for books; M. (1fr.

Read) agreed to*. 125.
Law Clerk of the Senate.

Appointments & duties; debate on adoption
of 2nd Rep., Contingt. Acets. Coni., 62.

Law, Criminal, Rejorm of Procedure.
Intention of Govt.; Inqy. (Mr. Power) 700;

Reply (Sir A. Campbell) 702.
Legare, Yr.; Sitting Bull's removal.

SI. for Corresp. (1hr. Girard) 237; Remarks
(Sir A. Campbell) 238.

Legislativepowers, questions of-see" ER,

Library, Joint Com., lst Rep.
Adopted (Mr. Odell) 664.

Life Assocn. of Canada, name
changed, & business extended; B.
(27, Mr. D. MacInnes.)

°*,, 101; 2°, 146; rep. fron Banking
Com. with amt., conc. in, and 3°*, 203;
Asst., 769 (45 Vict., cap. 106.)

Life Ins. Cos. ceased Business in Canada, B.
-- see " Insurance."

Life Ins. Co., Dom. oJ Cazada, B.-see
" Dominion."

Life Ins. Co., N. Amer. Mutual B.--see
" Dominion"' w

Lighthouses &c. lands taken for,
powers Oi Mini'ter of Marine; B.
(Y, 159, Sir A. Campbell.)
10, 491; 2,', 609; .in Coin. & '610;

Asst., 771 (45 Viet., cap. 36.) '
Loan Societies B.-see " Building Societies."
London & N. Ameriea Bank B.-see "London

& Winnipeg Bànk."
Lodn & Winnipeg, EChartered

Bank of; naine changed, capital
fshares, &c.; B. (28, Mr. Gibs,.)

1°, 101; 2°, 122; rep. from Banking
Com. with ant., conc. in, 203; 3°*
236; Asst., 769 (45 Vict., Cap. 59.)

Mail Service, winter, with P. E. 1.
M. for Return, & Inqy. (1fr. Haythorne) 107;

Debate; M. withdn., Ret. brought down,119.
Mail Service with P. E. I.

Contracts, recent; Inqy. (1fr. Haythorne)
Reply (Sir A. Campbell) 440.

Mails, irregularity in.
. Complaint (Mr. Dickey) 390,434; Explana-

tion (Sir A. Campbell) 439, 442.
n MANITOBA.

Immigration, utilisation oL Winnipeg Bar-
, racks; Inqy. (Mr. Gira ) Reply (Sir A.

Campbell) 204.
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Biis,--on.
Judges' Salaries, B.-see " Judges"
Lan<t Requlations, publication in French ;

Inqy. (Mr. Trudel); Reply (Jfr. Atikins)
189.

Subsidy, annual, increased; B. (162,
Sir A. Campbell.)
1°, 2°, 3°*, 748 ; Asst., 771 (45 Fict., cap. 5).

Winnipeg & S. Eastern Ry. Co. Incorp. B.,
disallowance of; M. for Corresp. (Mr.
Power) 26.

Manitoba Bank Incorp. B. (16, Mr.
Girard.)
1°*,101; 2', 121; 3°*, 134; Asst., 769 (45

Vict., cap. 61.)
Marine, Minisier of, powers, B.-see " Light-

houses."
Marine, Report presented (Mr. McCtelan) 27.
Mariners 8ick Fund Duties B.-see Fishing

Vessels."
Maritime Court for Canada.

M. for Address to H. M. for requisite legis-
lation (Sir A. Caipbell) 341 ; debated &
agreed to, 346.

Maritime Court, Ont., B.- see « Seamen's
Wages Act."

Marriage with deceased Wife's Sister.
Corresp. received fron Religions Anthori-

ties; M. for (Mr. Trudel) 57; again called
for, mis-sent to Conmons, 188.

New Brunswick Laws; M. for Corresp.
(Mir. Bellerose) 356.

Marriage with Deceased Wife's Sister
legalized; B. (9, (Mr. Fenier.)

1°, 146; 2'm.,, 173; Mr. Bellerose's con-
stitutl. ques., 175; ' hoist" ant. in.,
177; debatc, 177-88, 204-18-218-19-23 ;.
personal explunation (Mir. Alex-
ander), 240; debate reouned, 269; amt.
niegatived (C. 19, N-C. 40) 280; ref. to
Coin. of W. m. 280, agreed to, 285; A nt.
on going ito Coin. (Mr. Bellevose)301,
negatived (C. 12, N-C. 37) 313; in
Com. and repd., 313-5; 3'1. 315; Amt.
(Mr. Trudel) 316, negatived (C. 11, N-
U. 38) 321; fturther debate: 3° on Div.
324; A s8t. 769 (45 Vici. cap. 42).

McClary Manuf'g Co. Incorp. B. (100,
Mr. D. MacInnes.)

1°*, 442; 2°, 468; amint. of Priv. B. Coin.
conc. ii, & B 5°*, 604; Asst. 771 (45
vict., cap. I16.)

Assent to Bills to be given 3. Mch., 57.
Census, 1881, trainsnitted.
N. W. T., P)rovis'l Districts; Address of

conc., 700.
Prorogation, notice of, 745.
Queen, attenmpt on life of; Address of Parlt.

ackd. by H. M., 71, 427.

Militia, .Reserve enrolment, period
variable, &c.; B. (U, 148, Sir A.
Camp bell.)

l°*, 30 ; 2', 331; in Coi., 381 ; 3° , 382;
Asst., 770 (45 Vict., cap. 10).

Mills, Labour regulation B.-see n Factories."
Money Order system, ertension.

France & Gernany, arrangements with;
Inqy. (Mr. Bourinot) Reply (Sir A.
Campbell) 355.

Montizamberi, laie Laiw Clerk.
$100 to Estate of, for books; M. (Ir. Read)

agreed to*, 125.
Montreal & Central Canada Ry. Co.

Incorp. B. (K, 132, Mr. Scott.)
1°, 31; 2°, 34; ante. of Ry. Coni., conc.

in, 87; 3°', 89; Conmmons ants. conc.
in, 441-2; Asst., 770 (45 Vict., cap. 72.)

lontreal Harbour Commisrs. Acts
Amt.,eommuting dues & restriet-
ing use of channels; B. (126, Mr.
A ikins.)

1°*, 442; 2°, 528; 3°*, 529; Asst., 770.
(45 Vict.. cap. 43).

Montreal Harbour Commissioners,
improvenient of channel, Mon-
treal to Quebec; B.(130, Mr. A ikins.)

L°O, 390; 2., 401 ; in Coin. & 3°, 418;
A sst., 769 (45 Vict., cap. 44).

Montreal Port Warden Acts Con-
solid. B. (122, Mr. Aikins.)

1'', 580; 2', 658; in Con., 667; Amut..,
(Mr. Aikins) agreed to on diva.; 3°*,
668; Asst. 771 (45 Vict., cap. 45).

Montreal Telegraph Co. Aets Con-
soli!. B (96, Mir. Ferrier.)

1°", 357; 2° mt , 387; 2°, 402; amts. of
Ry. Com., 464, conc. in, 597; X' mi
597; A nt. (Mr. Scott), 597, reg. (C. 11
N-C 34). 604; 3°*, 604; A8st., 770'
(45 ici., cap. 93.)

Mounted Police B.-see " N. W. Mounted
l'o lice."

Mitual Life Assocn. of Canada B.--ee
" Life Aspocn."

N«viqable waters, Bridges over, B.--see
" Bridges."

NEW BRUNSWICK.
Eastern Extension Ry. claim, dncision on;

Inqy. (Mr. Wark) 169-70; Reply (Mr.
Aikins) 170; Inqy. (Mr. Wark) 615;
lieply (Sir A. Campbell) 616.

Ju:dqe' Salaries, I-ee "Judges."
farriage laîvn; M for Corre.p (mr. Belle-
rose) :356 ; aireed to, 357.

P>eniteniry, Case btîween, Dom. & N. B
v . Stipreie Ct. judgmnent; M. for
( Mr.Wark)85.

Representation, re-adjustient of; inqy.
(Mr. Botsford) 50; Debate; Replv (Sir
A. Campbell) 54.

Newfoundland Fisi lnspection, B.-see
"l Fish ."

New Giasgow Ry. B. -sce " Rai l ways."
Newspaper transmission from pub-

lisher, postage free; B. (6.Sir A.
Campbell.)

1°, 2', & 3"*, 744; Asst., 771 (45 Vic ,
cap. 5).
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SESSION, 1882.

New York & Ont. Furnace Co.,
powers extended to Canada; B.
(65, Mr. Read.)

1°•, 135 ; 2", 167 ; rer. to Suprene Ct
suggested, 167 ; rep. froni Priv. B.
Comi. vith A Mt., conc. in, 237 ; 3°* ni,
agreed to on div., 286 ; Asst., 769 (45
Vict., cap. 113).

Niagara Grand Island Bridge Co,
ime for completion extended; B.

(48, Mr. Majareane.)
t°, 126; 2' ni., 126; agreed to on divn.,

131 ; 2', 146; wp. from Ry. Coi & 3°,
173 ; Aset., 769 (45 Vic., cap. 86).

NlarSara PeininnulaBridge Co. incorp.
!;. (67, 3. Macfarlaine.)

1", 299; 2°, 324 ; rep. fromi Ry. Co'n.
with Amits . 358 ; Anis. of liv. Com.
cone. in, 414 ; Amit. (Mr Dickey), .15;
agreed to & 3', 418 ; Asst., 770. (15
Vic-t., cap. 8S).

North .I ntr. f 1utl Life its. Co B.-Se
'' IDmmin :on ."

"6'orthern Ligit," services of .
illbate on Mr. llaythorn.s .. 1or Rt, J

11n-8. ,
Nort', ./,ore Ryt traux/er Bì - S.(, " Q . M

(>. &-O. Ry ."

North Sydney Iirbour Commis-
sioners; I. (Z, 1(0, si. A. (amse:i.)

1", 491!; 2', 621 ; in Com. & 3", 6:2;
A s.41 , 771. (45 Vict., cap 50.)

Northumberland Straits, winter pasnage of'.
M. tor lRetur, & Iniqy. (Mr. Haythornte)

107; Deiate; M . withdnà., R-t. bsroumghtl

do",119.
North-western Bank Incorp. B.

(29, Air. Gibbs.)
1°, 10I ; 2', 121 ; 3'*, 134; Asst., 769

(45 liet., cap. 62).

N. W. Mounted Police Acts Consolid.
B. (102, Sir A. Campbell.)

1', 442: 2', 528; in Comi. & 3°, 605.8;
A sat., 770 (45 Vict., cap. 29.)

NORTRWEST TERRITORIES.
District*, Provisional (four) estabismhnent

of; Add., conc. in H E.'s Message, m.
(Sir 4. Campbell) agreed to, 700.

Land Reglations, publication in French;
Inqy. (Mr. irudet), Reply (.Yr. Aikins),
Ni.

N.W T. Act, 1880, effect of, defini-
libn ; B. (T, 149, Sir A. 0ampbell.)

1°*, 301, 2°, :350; in, Comu . rep. & 3", 381
Asst., 771 (45 Viet, cap. z8).

N.W. 7'., Sixters of Charity, B-See a Sisters
of Clarity."

Notea,in P.E.. Protest of, B.-See " P.E.I."
Notes, Stmp DuLty Repeal B.-See " Bill

St.anîps."

NOVA SCOTIA.
Railways, Govt., disposition and manage.

;uent of; M, for Corresp. (Mr. Power),31.

Railway, Oxford & New Glasgow, B.-See
« Railwaye."

Nova Scotia Steam-ship Co. Incorp.
B. (31, Mr. Macjarlane)

1", 135; 2°, 147 ; 3°*, 236; Asst., 769 (45
ict., cap. 115).

.Nova Scotia Sugar Reßiery.
Drawbacks on sugiars, &c., exported; M.

for O.C.'s &1Corresp. (Mr. Power) &
debate, 79-83.

Ocean Mutual iarine Ins. Co.
Incorp. B. (90, Mr. Dickey )

1°, 240; 2', 287; rep. froim Banking Coin.
& 3°, 340; As-4t., 769 (45 Vict., cap. 103.)

O/fenders from other British Dominions, re-
turn of -See "Fugitive Offenders."

ONTARIO.
Building Societies. calpital of ; B.-See

" Building Sociseti. '
Judges' Salaries, B.-See "Judges."
Maritime Court Act, B.-See ta Siamen's

W ages Act."
Representation, re.adjusfmneint oj B.-See

" CoMMONS."
Rivers & Streams Bill, dlisallowa'ce of; M.

for Papers (.Wr . Powe i, 25.
Territory, disputed, Admmiistratioi of Jus-

tice Act, costinutance; B.-See "J ustice.

Ontario Bank, Reduction of capital;
B. (45, Mr. Gibbs.)
10, 1 M9 ; 2°, 250-66; 3°*, 288 ; A est., 769,

(45 Vict., cap. 67). (See alsonill No.
170, following )

Ontario Bank, capital, &c., Amt, of
above Act as to dates; B. (170,
3Mr. Gibbs.)

1° 2' & 3c*, 703; Asst., 771 (43 Vit t., ep.
58). (See Bill No. 45.)

Ontario Pacifie Ry. Co. Incorp. B.
(61, Mr. Atlan.)

1", 391 ; 2', 412; Amit. of Ry. Corn.,
468; conc. in, 528 ; 3°*, 529; At.,
770 (45 VicL, cap. 78).

OPENING OF PARLIAMENT.
Speech from the Thror4e, 1.

Ointia, PRocEDURE, &c.-(iiiluding Ques-
tionsof constitutionality and jurisdiction.)

ADJoumaxxENTs-(AshE-.' ednesday). On
M1r. Paquet's M., adjt. 20-28 Feb.; debate
on piactice of adjourning, & on the for-
wardneis of legielation in the Senate, M.
agreed to, 27-29.

(St. Patrick's day.) ir. Power's M.
tu adjourn fron Th-ureday, 16th Mch., to
Monday, objected to.by Mr. Dickey, as
a precedent involving St. Patrick's day,
and loht on Divn , 101-2.

(Easter.) Mr. Bellerose ni., adjt. fron
5th to 12th Apri1l d1scussed and agreed
to, 239.

CABINET Statements.-A Lt.-Goor.'s state-
ments to H . of Assy. to be considered those
of hie Çabinet, not as conveying personal
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xxxII II.-INDEX TO

ORDERS, Er.-Con.
information obtained by hinself. Renark
of Sir A. Campbell, on Eastern Ex. Ry.
B., 616.

CoUXrTEEs-Acceptance or rejection of Re-
ports of, and Senators moving and voting
contrary to their votes in Con.; discus-
sion on practice. 425.

Ques. whether Conc. of H. in a Rep. of
Com. of W. precnludes M. to re-commn>it &
strike out a'î Amt. niade in that Coin.,
discussed. See beloy, " FRANcHisE."

Nature of-Insolvent Banks,&c ,W i nd-
ing up, B., on Sir A. Campbell'i M. to
refer to a Select Con., 3fr. Alexander
objected, that it should be ref. to the
Banking Con. 3fr. P>ower sustained the
leader of the Govt., but clainied the riglt
ot discussion on reception of Con's.
report, in which Sir A. Campell agreed,
38.

Reference of cases to Suprene Ct.-see
"Suprene Ct ," below.

Reference of Great Eastern Ry. B., to
Cen. of W., instead of to Rv. Coim.. it
being a Private B., objectid to (Mr.
Power), 594.

8th Rep. of Printing Com., objected to
by Mr. Power as ont of order, in recoin-
mending additional expenditure for print-
ing of Agricult. Report, the sub1ject hav-
ing been finally dealt with by Honse on
7th Rep. of Coni., 706. Atter discusion,
the Speaker ruled the Report & M. for
adoption in order, & it was agreed to on
div., 712.

Sitting on fion-sitting days-See " Di-
vorce case."

ComPANIEs .- Amalgamation (f, with other
Coin panies. especially with Institutions
of a 'oreign character. Policy discussed
on the following Bills:-

Lake Superior & James Bay Ry. Co.
ITcorp. B., 135.

Montreal Telegraph Co. Consolid. Act
B., 387, 402. Mr. Scott noved Ant. to
strike out amalgamation cl.,597; lost, 11
to 34, 604.

Qu'Appelle Land Co. Incorp. B.-Mr.
MacInnes' M. to restore amalg. ci., 639,
was carried, 31 to 8, 643.

Niagara Peninsula Bridge Co. Incorp.
B., 414.

B,-laws.-Oun Commercial Travellers'
Assoen. B., Sir A. Campbell objected to
legislation giving force of law to any
prospective By-laws without Parliamen-
tdry sanction, 202. Sanction of inance
Minister found sufficient, and clause so
amd. in Com., 391.

Powers of.-Cjuse of Quebec Timber
Co. Incorp. B., giving unlimited borrow-
ing powers, &c., objected to (fr. Hope)
& -. re-com. for re-consideration, 285 6.

CoaTs in Suit pending or decided; Aint.
for saving clause to Presbyterian Tem-
poralities Fund B. (Mr. Trudel). Lost
on div., 491.

DivoaRo ese (Gardiner).-On the Petition,

SUBJECTS.

Debate as to proof being sufficient, of
due efforts for personal service of notice
on defendant, 30. On afdavit of ser-
vice, Sir A Campbell ponted out that
the Rules required viva voce evidence at
Bar of Senate, and objected to suspension
of Rule; Order of day consequently dis-
chgd , & 2° postponed, 102-5. On M. for
ref. to Sel. Com., & objection taken that
Con. was nomiinated by Senator in charge
of B. (for Petitioner) the Defendant hav-
ing no voice, Sir A. Campbell pointed
out that the Senate controlled the fairness
of such nomination. The order for Comi.
to sit on non-sitting days was pointed ont
to be a redundancy, all Coins. having
such power. Also, precedents adduced,
as to ofidavit of service (on ques. above
discussed) being received as evidence;
Sir A. Campbellnaintained interpretation
of the Rule. 128-31. Defendant's ex-
penses allowed, according to precedent of

ouse of Lords & of Senate. 200.
FRANCHISE, Dominion.-On Re-adjustment

ot Represen tation B., in Com., Sir A.
Campbel/ n. addition of clause, enpower-
ing Intercolonial Ry. Officials, oinitted
froni Voters' Lists of N. S. as disfran-
chised under Provincial law, to vote at
Dom Elections. 738. Carried on divn.,
739. On 3°, Mr. Porer ni. Amt. to re-
commit & strike out such clause; Sir A.
Campbell objected to Ant. as out of
Order, House having conc. in Rep. of
Com.; qies. discussed; Ant. dec lred
lost on same divn.; 740

GOVT. MEASURES, Procednre with, and pre-
cedence of, in the Senate. See General
Index, " Senate." (See also special cases
herein quoted).

IMPERIAL Interests. The right of the
Canadian Parlt. to petition the Throne
upon matters affecting the general well-
bein of the Empire is maintained in the
passng of the Address on Irish Affairs.
See General Index, " Ireland."

J URISDICTIoN, Domiinio.-On B. respect-
ing removal, &c., ot County Ci. Judges,
explanation by kSir A. Campbel, of the
difficulties of proceeding under Provincial
(or as attempted-under Imperial author-
ity) rendering Dominion legislation neces-
sary, 38. See also in Com., 81.

On Mfr. Wark's M. for copy of Case
submitted to Supreme Ct., re N.B. Peni-
tiary, a brief debate on obligations of
Dom. & Provincial Govts. respecting
Penitentiaries, 85.

On 2'of Que.Timber Co.Incorp.B.,itwas
discussed by Sir A. Campbell and others,
whether a Co., incorporated in Scotland
under an Imperial Act, could properly
receive a Don. incorporation. Ques.
also, as to Co. requesting powers to ac-
quire lands in Quebec, other parts of
Canada and in the U. S., 123-5. Ques.
as to Imperial & Provincial legislation
refd. to Supreme Ct., 148. Decided not
ultra vires; B. passed, 341.



SESSION, 1882.

On Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage B.,
the question of jurisdiction under B.N.A.
Act underlies 1r. Bellerose's Aint.
for " hoist " of B. & recurs in succes-
sive Debates; for which, see the Bill,
under heading in General Index, " Mar-
riage."

aOn SaskatchewanDioces.Synod Incorp.
B., Mr. Dickey took exception to, and
moved Amt. of, clauseconveying church
disciplinary authoritv,288. TheAmt.was
negatived; and Mr. hidal quoted prece-
dents for such legisl4tion, 294.

On Commercial Travellers' Assocn. B.,
Sir A. Campbell took exception to clause
respecting collection of debt, as a matter
of Provincial legislation, 201.

On Stadacona Ins. Co. winding up B.,
Mr. Power questioning the right of Dom.
Parlt. to) legislate, as affecting property
and civil rights procedure, Mr. Bureau
observed that more than one Province
being interested, legislative jurisdiction
(Prov. & Dom.) was concurrent, 301.

Legislation upon Presbyterian Tempor-
alities Fund B. was based upoin decision
of Imp. Priv. Council that Provincial
Acts of Ont. & Que. on the subject were
ultra vires, & that jurisdiction was vested
in Dom. Parlt. See General Index,
" Presbyterian " also " Queen's Col-
lege."

On the following Bills, authorizing
Bridges of an International Character,
discussions on questions of I)omîiniorn
jurisdiction, and on the necessity of con-
current sanction by the Congress or
Executive of the U. S:-

Sault Ste. Marie Bridge B., 138, 170;
Ottawa, Waddington & N. Y. Ry. &
Bridge Co. B. 268, 326, 377; Niagara
Peninsula Bridge Co. Inoorp. B., 324,
358, 415-8; Calais & St. Stephen Ry.
Bridge Co, B , 467, 528.

Maritime Ct. for Canada ; Sir A.
Campbell's Res. lor Add. to H .M. requests
the withdrawal of British Vice-Admiralty
Courts, and Impe rial legislation author-
izing Maritime Cts. under Dom. juris-
diction, 341.

Factories Labor Regulation B. (fMr.
Aikins) opposed by Mr. Dickey & others,
as trenchmg upon Provincial legis ative
finctions, 353 ; Sir A. (ampbell on this
point, 367 ; Mr. Power, 37 1. Again lis-
eussed, 391-7.

Bridges over navigable streamns ; Govt.
B., retamin g under Domii. control construc-
tion ut Bridges where navigation would
be thereby aflected, debated, 373, 397,427.

O n St. John's (.Xan.) Bridge Co. I ncorp.
B., objection taken that it was ultra vires
and a matter 'or Provincial legislation
(1r. Power and otherg) 382-5.

On 2' of Richelieu Bridge Co. Incorp.
B., sinilar objection, 385.

On Winnipeg & Springfield Bridge
Co.'s B., the saie, 385. On this B.,
Private B. Comi. reported an Amt., that
it be not construed to contravene or con-

tlict with any legislation not ultra vires
of Provincial legislature, 421. Constitu-
tional ques. debated & Senate divided,
rejecting the Amt. by 34 to 16, 424.

On similar Amt. of Com. to St.John's
Bridge B. (above-mentioned), further
debate, and Amt. rejected on Div.,424-7.

On 2°,Canada ProvidentAesocn. Incorp.
B., Sir A. Campbell questioned the pro-
pritty of legislation by the Dom. Parit;
also th3 construction of the B. 461. B.
reported by Supreme Ct. as intra vires of
the Dominion, two Judges being doubtlul
as to Ist and 2nd clauses. 663. On 3',
.1r. Power called attention to this point,
but Sir A. Campbell decided to pass the
B. 698.

JuRisDic'TioN, Government.-On 2' (m. by
MYr. Allan) of B. authorizing Loan Ces.
to increase their stock, Mr. Alexander
objected that Govt. should no. allow a
private inember to introduce such a
mneasure; but Bill was read 2°, 104.

Promissory Notes, &c., in P.E.I., B. (Mr.
Carvell) was dropped, Govt. promising
to enquire ail to advisability of such legis-
lation, and to introduce a measure next
Session, 444.

JURIsDIcTIoN, Imperial.-On 2' of Fugitive
Offenders B., explanation by SirA. Camp-
bell; the former Provinces had measures
for arresting fugitives fron others, but
no provision existed for taking such
fugitivesacrosstheseas.In viewofImperial
legislation to this end, the present B.
preserves the autonomy granted by the

. N. A. Act, and asserts the right to
deal with the subject within the limits of
the Dominion, 32.-In Com., a frtier
and exhaustive debate on the saie
subject, 71. Also on 3', 89.

Extradition Act Anit. B.-In accor-
dance with views of H.M. Govt., this
Amt. to the Dom. Act of 1877,waspassed,
cancelling clause giving Min. of Justice
discretionary power to refuse extradition
" for any other cause," as the sane
iîight clash with Inperial Treaty obli-
gations, 434-6.

(SEF ALsO CASES MENTIONED> UNDER
"J URISDIcTIoN, Dominion," aboge.)

JuRisDIcTION, Senate.-On 2' of Marbor &
Rirer Police B., _1r. Scottobjecting that
clause levying duties on Vessels was
ultra rirex of the Senate, Sir A . Camp-
bell naintained the custonm of introduc-
ing such Bills in order to advance them,
the blan k anounts being afterwards filled
in by the Commons, 44.

(O1N Mr.Alexander's M.recominending an
order Io a Canadian sculpior, and an ex-
ceptio- taken that no motion advising
exp enditure could emanate from the
Senate. The mocer quoted precedents
fron H. of Lords Precedure and opinions
froi Todd, that such abslract recom-

imendations from the Upper House, even
if inconvenient, were not inadmissablei
buf, in deference to the feeling of thè
Senate, the M. was wthdn. 49.
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II.-INDEX TO SUIJËU'TS.

ORDERS, E'rc.-Con.
On County Ct. Judges' remioval B., in

Con., Yr. Power's Aint. for paymient of
coste to a Judge when acquitted on en-
q uiry, objected to by Mf. Dicke & Sir A.
Campbell, as invo!ving expen itures, &
withdn., 93-4.

On 3fr. Read's Res. of advisability of
Dom. Debentures beine placed within
respective Provinces, gir A, Campbell
pointed out (but not as a ques.'of Order)
the inexpediency of the Senate adopting
a Res. which, affecting Finance policy,
could not be authoritative, 142.

MoTION, not according to Notice; point
raised by Mfr. Power, Great Eastern Ry.
Bill, 594.

ORDEa; Iersonal.-Mr. Alexander desiring
to make a personal statenent, on 2' of
Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage B , &
bein" called to order, ni. the adjournmment
for dUe purpose. Objection taken (Mr.
Dickey) that it was not competent for
him to interrupt the progress of the
Order of the Day for that purpose, 220.
(See " Privilege." belove.)

fr. Botsford having spokei to thé M.
ofeonc. in Aits. of Com. (St. John's
Bridge Co. B.) bis m. to te-con. the B.
was objected to. (Mr. Bellerose) ; objec-
tion sustained by the Speaker, 426.
31r. Haythorne speaking on Inqy. (.1r.
Wark) and Sir A. Campbell's Reply, on
Irish Emigration, Mr. Vidal rai-ed the
point that there vas no Ques. before the
House. Mfr. XfcCle/anclained thecuston
of discussion in such cases; and made
further remarks on the subject. 662.

Mr.Smith called to order (Mr.Read) for
speaking twice to saie motion. 449.

PRIVATE BILL.-Question as to extension
of tine, 148.

(For other points, see their subject, in
this Précis.)

PRIVILEGE, Ques. of.-Mr. Alexander's
explanation, on Mr. Vidal's renarks, in
debate on Deceased Wile's Sister Marriage
B., 240.

RULES, suspension.-See the ques. involved
in reïpectivecases.-See " Divorce Case "
fbr special questions on that suibject.
Also the General Index, " Senate,"

STÂ-TUTEs, deiniti n of.-he Telegraph
definition B. (3r. Carvell) was îinlfied,
so that definition should apply only to
Statutes of the Dominion, or those of
Provinces passed before Confederation,
669-70.

SUPREM E CT.-Reference to, on 2' staqe of a
B., or on a Rep. of Coni., propriety discus-
sed, on 2°of Ainerican Electric Light Co.
B., 171-3.

For Rep. of Sup. Ct. on ques. of juris-
diction, see above, "J UisDierio, Dom.,"
on Cati. Provident 4ssoon. B.

Ottawa Agricuit. Ius. Co. Winding
UP ; B. (30, Mr. Skead.)
1, 299; 2', 324; rep. from Banking

Coni. & 3°*, 340; Asst., 769 (45 Vict.,
cap. 108).

Ottawa & Arnprior Junction Ry. Co.
Incorp. B. (18, (Mr. Scott.)
1*, 88; 2', 101 ; rep. froin Coin. with

aits., 126; ants. cone. in, 147; 2"
and 3°*, 147; Asst., 769 (45 Vict.,
cap. 74.)

Ottawa, Mail arrivals irregular.
Complaint (3fr. Dickey) 390, 434; Expia-

nation (Sir A. Camp-bell), 439-442.
Ottawa River, Bridge over, B.-See " Pontiac

Pacifie Ry."
Ottawa Waddington & N.Y. Ry. &

Bridge Co. Incorp. B. (60, 3r.
Skead.)
1°*, 219 ; 2', 268 ; rep. froin Ry. Con.,

with Aints., 326 ; Ainte. conc. in, 377-
80; 3°*, 381 ; Aset., 770 (45 Vict.,
cap. 77).

Oxford Ry. B.-See " Railways."
Pacific Railway.-See " Canadian Pacifie."
Pacißc Telegraph B.-See " Asiatic."
Passengjer Tickets, Ry., B.-See " Railway."
Patent Act Aint., extension of time

for importing inventions; B.
(106, Mr. Aikins.)
1° & 2°*, 743; 3' ma., 743, 745; Aint., 1

year linit (Xr Aikinzs) agreed to, 746 ;
3°, 746: Asst. (45 fict., cap. 22).

Penitentiary, N.B.-See " New Brunswick."

Petroleum Inspection Act Amt. B.
(DD, 172, (Xr. Aikits.)
1°*, 663; 2°, 688; in Con., And., 694;

3'*, 695; Asst. (45 Vict., cap. 26.)

Pilotage Act, 18731 Amts., powers
duties of Comm1ssioners, &c.; B.
(119, Sir A. Campbell.)
1°o, 689; 2', 705; 3°*, 743; Asst. 771.

(45 Vici., cap. 32.)
Pistols, confiscated, B.-See P Fire-Arims."

Planters' Bank of Canada Incorp. B.
(52, Mr. Ryan.)
1°*, 134; 2', 168; rep. froni Banking

Con. with ait., coine. in, & 3°*, 203;
Asst., 769 (45 Vict., cap. 63)

Police, Harbor, Que., B.-See "Harbour
Police."

Police, Mounted, B.-See " N.-W. Mounted
Police."

Pontiac Pacifie Junction Ry. 'o.
Incorp. Act Amt., erection of
Bridge over Ottawa River B.;
(86, Mr. Skead.)
1°", 299; 2', 324; rep. from Ry. Coin. &

3', 358; Asst., 770 (46 Vict., cap. 69.)
Portage, Westbourne & N. Western

Ry. Co., name changed & powers
extended ; B. (20, Mr. Boultbee.)
1°*, 219; 2', 368; rep. froi Ry. Con. &

30*, 315; Asst., 769 (45 Vict., cap. 80.)
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Port Wardens' A't, 1874, Amnt., de-
fining powers; B. (120, Sir A.
Campbell,)
i°', 462; 20, 468; in Com. & 3°-, 529;

Asst., 770 (45 Vici., cap. 46).
Postage on Newspapers, from Publisher,

abolished, B.-See " Newspapers."
Postal Service, Winnipeg.

Improvenient of; .nqy. (.ir. Girard),144-6;
Reply (Sir A. Campbell), 145.

Post Office Order System, extension.
France & Gerinany, arrangements with;

Inqy. (Air. Bourinot) Reply (Sir A.
Campbell) 355.

Presbyterian Temporalities Fund
Incorp. Act Amt. B. (66, fr. Vidal.)
1°*, 288 ; 2°, 332-9; 3°m, 439, postpd.,

440; on 3°, A mt. m. (MYr- Odell) neg.
(C. 8, N-C. 28), 475: 2n1d Amt. m. (mr.
Odell), 475; neg. (C. 8, N-C. 32), 490;
A mt. m. (Mr. Trudel), 490, 1ost on div.
& B. 3°, 491 ; Asst., 770 (45 Vict., cap.
124).

Presbyterian Ministers, Widows and
Orphans' Fund Incorp. Act Amt.
B. (71, 3[r. Wark.)
1°*, 299; 2°, 340; 3°, 491; Asst. 770
(45 Fict., cap. 125.)

Prevention of Crime Act, continu-
ance In force; B. (CC, 165, Sir A.
Campbell.)
°', 644; 2°, 664; in Coi. & 3°, 664;
Asst., 771 (15 Vict., cap. 38.)

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND.
Bills of Exchange &c., Protest of,

as in other Provinces; B. (X, Mr.
Carvell.)
10, 427; B withdn., 444.

Cape Traverse & Carleton Cove
Branch Ry. construction; B.
(EE, 175, Sir A. Campbell.)
1°*, 675; 2°, 690-3; in Com., 704; 3°*,

705; Asst., 771 (45 Jict., cap. 15.)
Pish, duties on exports to U.S., 1871-2,

Indennity for; Inqy. (Mr. Howlan) Reply
(Sir A. Campbell) 492.

Mail Contracts, recent; Inqy. (Mr. Hab-
thorne) Reply (Sir A. Campbell) 440.

Telegraph monopoly of Anglo-Amer. Cable
Co., whether Telephone privileges are
included; Inqy. (31r. Carvell) 578;
Reply (Sir A. Campbell.) 579-80.

See also, "6 Telegraph, definition, B."
Winter communication with, 1882; M. for

Return (Mr. Haythorne) 107; debate;
M. withdn., Ret. brought down, 119.

P. E. I., Bank of, time for resump-
tion extended ; B. (38, Sir A.
Campbell.)
1°*, 31; 2°, 32; 3°*, 32; Asent, 57 (45

Vici., cap. 56).
Printing Com., 3rd Rep. adopted (Mr.Macfar.

lane) 106.

4ti Rep. (& silver Ret. of '81) discussed
and adopted (Mr. Simpson) 267.

5th Rep. (Increased salary to Asst. Clk. of
Coi.) agreed tô, 347.

7th Rep. (Increased salaries to distributors)
agreed to, 689.

8t Rep. (Printing Agricultural Coi. ep.)
adoption m. (51r. Odell) 706; opposed,
ques. of order (fr. Power) 706; over-
ruled (Speaker) 712; M. agreed to on
Divn., 712.C

Prisoners, escaping, &c., right to
assault , B. (8, 151, Sir A. Campbell.)

1°*, 301 ; 2°, 347 ; in Com., amd., 386-401
amid. & 3, 405-12.

Privilege, Questions of.-See " ORDER, &o."
Procedure, Questions of. -" See ORDER, &o.

PROROGATION OF PARLIAMENT.
Message fron H E., 745; Bills assented to,

769; Prorogation, 772.
Provincial Acts disallowed since 1 Jau.'80.

M. for corresp. (Mr. Power) 26.
See also the Provinces, or the subjecIs.

Public Debt.
Owmîng within Dominion; M. for Address
to H.E.(Mr. Wark) 670; agreed to, 673.

Qu'A ppelle Land Co. Incorp. B.
(103, Mr. ). MacInnes.)
1, ,442; 2°, 468; conc, in Amts. ofPriv,

B. Coi*, 639; 3' in., 639; Anit. (Mr.
MacInnes) to restore clause 16, 639,
carried (C. 31, N-C. 8) 643; Amnt.
adding a clause (Mr. MacInnes) 643,
ques. of Procedure, Ant. withdn. &
B. 3°,644; Asst. 771 (45 Vict., cap. 121.)

QUEBEC, (Province of.)
Appeal cases before Supreme Ct., B.-See

" supreme Ct."
Cabinet, representation of French Senators

in; Renarks, on the Address (Mr.Belle-
rose) 15.

Harbour Police, Regulations B.-See
" Harbour Police."

Quebee Harbour Improvement
Acts Amt , R. St. Charles Dock
Completion ; B. (129, Sir A.
Campbell.)
10*, 390; 2°, 401; in Com. & 30*, 428;

Asst., 770 (45 Vict., cap. 47).
Q. 1W. O. & O. ty., transfer of

property legaiged, ; B. (114,
Mr Ogilvie.)
10*, 421, 2° m., 604 postponed; 2', 636;

3', 659; Asst. 776 (45 it , cap. 67).
Quebec Timber C. ineorp. B.

(32, Mr. Skead.)
1°*, 101; 2°, 123; ref. to Supreme Ct.,

148; ref. back to Priv. B. Coin., 219;
rep. from Prv. B. Com. with ants.,
conc. in, 236; 3° mn., 285; ant. (Mr.
Hope), to re-commit, 285; agreed to,
286; rep. from Banking Coin. witlh
amnts., conc. in & 3°, 341; Asst., 769
(45 Vict., cap. 119).

Buttn, ïQer fIae0t tbe.
Attempt on the life of; announced & notice

of M. for Address (Sir A. Campbell) 50;
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I.-INDEX TO SUBECTS.

Birl.s,-Con.
Add. ni. (Rir A. Canpbell.) 57: secd.
(Mr. Scott.) 58; agreed to & Message to
Commons, 59; Message fromt Commons
for Joirt Add., agreed to, 64; Message
fron H.E., Add. ackd. by B.M., 71,
427.

Railw Commission, Report of.
Mr. Sandford Fleming's corresp. on ; M.

for (Mr. Vidal) 673; agreed to, 675.
Railway Lands, B.V.

Negotiations res ecting, & disposa] of;
Inqv. (Xfr. Vacdonald) Reply (Mr.
Aiki.is) 88.

Railway Passenger Tickets, sale
of, Regulations B. (5, Sir A.
Campbell.)
1", 467; 2', 528-9; in Con., 608-9, 636;

Amits. of Con. conc. in & 3', 639;
Asst., 771) (45 Vict., cap. 41.)

Railway Suîbsidies, provision for.
Graveniurst to Callander; St.
Raymond to Lake St Joln;
Riv. du Loup or U. Ouelle to
Edmnundston ; Oxford to New
Glasgow; B. (176, Sir A. Ca pbel/.)

14, 758; 2', 759, carried on Divn . 761
3", 761 ; Asst., 771 (45 Vict., cap. 14 )

Railways, Act relating to, B.
(Sir A. Campbell.)
,1", 3.

Railways, Govt ., Block system on.
Intention to introduce; Inqy. (Mr. Dickey)

295; discussion ; Reply (fr. Aikini),
297-8.

Railways, Govt., NS.
Disposition & management of t; M. for

Corresp. (Mr. Power), 31.
Rapid City Central Ry. Co. In-.

corp. B. (139, 1fr. Sutherland).
1°o, 442; 2", 462; 3', ; Asst., 770

(45 Vici, cap. 85.)
Reresentation, readjustment of.

.B.,additional'nenber for Westnoreland;
Inqy., (Mr. Botsford) 50; Debate; Re-
ply (Sir A. Campbell), 54.

Representation, readjustment of, B.-See
I Commuos."

Reserve Miitia enrolment.-See "Mil i tia."
Revolvers, confiscated, B.-See I Fire-arms."
Richelieu Bridge Co. Incorp. B.

(42, Mr. Bureau).
1°*, 332; 2' & ques. of jurisdiction, 385;

3', 462; Asst., 770 (45 lici., cap. 91).
River Police, Que., B.-See "Harbor Pol ice."
River St. Clair Ry, Bridge &

Tunnel Co. Incorp. Act re-vived, & time extended ; B.
(80, Mr. Dickey).

1°*, 421 ; 2°, 437-8; rep. frot Ry. Coin.
with Amits , conc. in, & 3°, 467 ; Asst.,
770 (45 Vict., cap. 70).

Rivers and Streams Bill, Ont.
Disallowanceof; M. for Papers (Mr. Power)

25.
Rivers. Bridges over, construction, B.-See

" Bridges."

Rivière du Loup Ry. to Rdmundston, B.-See
" Railways."

Roman Catholics in Offlce.
Appts. by present Govt., Ingy.(Mr. Power)

149; debate; Reply (Sir A. Campbell),
157.

Royal Canadian Academy of
Arts Ineorp. B. (0, 150, Mr. A flan.)
1", 85; 2', 125; rep. from Priv. B. Com .

219; 3", 219; fees refunded, 240; Asst.,
770 (45 lict., cap. 122.)

Rules, urgency of Government business.-See
" Govt. Bsness."

Salmon Hatchery for Fraser River.
Intention of Govt. ; Inqy. (Mr. T. R. Mc-

Iannes), 617; Reply (Sir' A. Campbell),621.
Saskatelewan & Peace River

Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (26, 1r. 1).
MacInnes.)
1", 134 ; 2', 147; rep. fron Ry. Coin..

173; amnts. cone. in & 3', 200; Asst.,
769 (45 Vit , cap. 81 )

Saskatchewan Diocesau Synod
Incorp. B. (51, Sir A. Cumpbet.)
1", 167;' 2', 188; rep., fron Priv. B.

Coin., 202; 3', postpd., 203; 3' m.,
288; Amit., on Chtureh discipline, ni.
(fr. Dickey), 288; negatived (C. 18.
N-C. 28); B. 3', 294; Asst., 769 (15
Vici., cap. 126)..

Sault Ste. Marie Bridge Ce. lu-
corp. B. (43, Mfr. Read )
1"0, 100; 2', 101 ; rep. fromn Com. witht

amts, 106; amts. conc. in, 131-3; amd.
& 3', 170 ; Asst. 769 (45 Vit., cap. 89.)

Scott Act.-See " Tenperance Act."
Seamen's Act, 1873, Ant. respect.

ing persons boarding Sh ips;
B. (U, 110, Sir A. CampbelU.)
1", 21 ; 2', 55; in Coi , amd, 67-71; 3°,

85; Asst., 771 (45 Yict., cap. 33.)
Seanien's Wages Act, 1882, Iin-

land waters; Amt. B. (135, Sir A.
Campbell.)
1°*, 675: 2', 689; in Com., 690; 1", 690;

Asst., 771 (45 Vict.a op 34.)

SENATE, THE.
Adjournments.

20-28 Feb. (Ash.Wednesday); M. (Kr.
Paquet), 27; agreed to, 29.

St. Patrick's Day; M. (1fr. Power), 101;
lost on Divn., 102.

Easter; M. (Xr. Bellerose) discnssed &
agreed to, 239.

Conmittees.
On Privileges, constituted*, 3.
Sessional, struck*, 21.
Debates, appointed, 22.
Printing, Salary of Asst. Clk. increased,

346.
Printing, Salary of Distributora increased,

689.
For various Reports of Comittees, see

the subitjet.
Debates, Report & Publication of.

Copies, to whom supplied; M. for Rep.
(Xr. Alexander), 94; debated,'& lost
on Divn., 100.
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index, improved, order for ( Rep. of Com.),
168.

Official Rep., discontinnance of (Rep. oj
Com.) 644; Ait. (Mr. Read) for con-
tinuance, 645, agreed to, 653.

French reporting dropped (Rep. of Coim.),
670.

Contract for 1883 (Rep.'of Com.), 689.
Govt. Measures, tine for consideration;

Res. (Mr. Alexander), 190 , Amnt. (Jfr.
Dickey), 193, carried on Divn., 200.

Law Clerk, appointment of.
Duties detined; dehate on adoption of

2nd Rep. Contint. Acets. Coni.. 62.
Re-construction, Elective; Notice cf M. for

niext Session (.1fr. Alexander), 745.
Rule 42ad, urgency of Public Boinesa, M.

(Sir A. Campbe'l), 98; - ques. of
Proced. (Xfr. Power), 699; Rile 41st
suspended on M. (Sir A. Campbell),
700.-Further ques. (Mr. P>ower), 705;
original M. agreed to, 706.

Senators, new, summînoned:-McKay, Ogil-
vie, Skead, MacInnes, D., McInes,
'. R., 1. Introduced :-Skenui, Ogilvie,
McKav, Macinnes, D.. 1; Melîînies,
T. R., 25.

Silver Coinaqe, Return of, 1881.
Printing ordered (Rep. f Con.) 267.

Nisters of Charity, N W. T.,
Incorp. B. (92, Mr. pruelet.)
l°. 357 ; 2°*, 391 ; 3", 421; Asst., 770
45 Vict., cap. 127.)

Sitting Bull's removal to U.S.
And remuneration to Legare; M.for Corresp.

(Mr. Girard), 237; Remarkfs (Sir A.
Campbell), 238.

Souris & Rocky Mountain Ry. Co.
Incorp. Act Amt, to extend con-
structing powers; B. (68, Mr.
Suthýerland.)

l°*, 299 ; 2°, 324 ; q°, ;Asst., 769
(45 Vict., cap. 79).

South Saskatchewan Valley Ry. Co.
Incorp. Act Aîmt., powers and
time limit extension; B. (76, Mr.
D. MacInnes).
1°*, 299; 2°«. 324; rep. fron Banking

Con. & 3°*, 358 ; A sst., 769 (45 Vict.,
cap. 82).

> peteb froin tDe €þronr, 1.
For the Address, &c., see " Address."

Stadacona Fire & Life lus. Co.,
winding up ; B. (6, mr. Peletier),

1°*,240; 2', 299; rep. from Banking Com.
and 3°, 340; Asst., 769 (45 Vici., cap.
101).

Stamp-Tax Repeal B.-See " Bill Stamps."
Steamnboats Inspection, & Engineers'

Examinations, Acts, Consolid. B.
(117,Sir A. -Campbell.)

1°*, 621 ; 2', 663-4; in Com., 695. 705;
Amts. rep. & conc. in, & 3"*, 705; Asst.,
771 (45 Viet., cap 35.).

Subsidies-see the respective Services.
Sugar Refinery, N. s.

Drawback on exports; M. for O.C's &
Corresp. (1fr. Power) & debate thereon,
79-85.

Sun Life Assurance Co. of Canada
nanie changed to, additlonal
powers, &c. B. (4, Mr. Ryan).

1°*, 135; 2°, ?48; rep. froi Banking
Con. & 3°, 203; Asst, 769 (45 Vici.,
cap. 100.)

&n Ifinttal Lije ins. Co. B.-see" Sun Life."
Supply Bill (178, Sir A. Campbell.)

1 , 749; 2' & 3°, 749-50; Asst., 771 (45
Vici., cap. 2).

Supreme t. Act Ant., Judges in
aid, for Que. Appeals; B. (Q, Sir
A. C6ampbe[l).

1°*, 167; 2°, 231-6, 240-50; B. diclhgd.,
622. -

Sydney, N., Harbour Commr8. B.-see
"North SYdn-v."

St. Charles River Dock B0 -.See " Quebec."
St. Charles to Pt. Levis Branch Ry. B.--See

" ITERCOLOxiAL RY."
St. Clair River, Ry., &c., Co., B.-See

" River St. Clair."
St. John Harbouir, Conanaission.

ers & Megulations B. (163, Sir
A. Campbell).

1°, 750 ; 2', 750; 3°*, 750 ; Asst., 771 (41
Vict , cap. 51.)

St. John Penitentiary.---See " New Brune-
wick ."

St. John, Railway Bridge.
Construction of, aid towards ; Inqy. (Mr.,

Dever) 326; Reply (Sir A, 0CmpbeU) 331.
St. John's (Man.) Bridge Ce. l.

eorp B. (19, Mr. Girard).
2° & ques. of jurisdiction, 383-5

on amt. of Priv. B. Coin., 423, constitut,
ques., ant. (Jfr. Botsford) to re-com-
mit & strike out, 426, over-ruled on
ques. of order; sme Ait (1fr. Dickey)
carried on div.,- 427; 30*, 462; Asst.
770 (45 Vici., cap. 90.)

St. Lawrence Channels, improvement and use
of, Bills.-See " Montreal Barbour
Commrs."

St. Lawrence Marine Ins. Co. In.
corp. B. (3, Mr. Ryan).

1"*, 101; 2', 120; 3*, 134; Asst., 769
(45 Vict., cap. 104.)

St. Peter's Canal, Contractor Tuick.
Pa.vments niade to Assignee; Inqy. (Mr.

Miller) 106-7 ; Reply (Sir A. Campbell)
106.

St. Raymond Ry. B. See " Railways."
Tarif Bills.-see « Custons" & "Inland

Revenue."

Tecumseh Fire &
Incorp. B. (41,

I°*, 240; 2°, 287;
Com. & 3°*, 340;
cap. 105).

marine lus. Co.
2fr. D. MacInnes.)

rep. from Banking
Asst., 769 (45 Vici.,
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II.-Im)Ex To SrnJs.

Tele h definition, not to include
Teleïones; B., (B B, 166, Mr.
Carre .)

10*, 644; 2°, 669; in Com., constitutional
ques. & Amts., 669-70; 3", 670; Asst.
771 (45 Vict., cau. 40.)

TeZegapliuunoplP E. I.
W et er Te1i one pivileges included;

Inqy. (Mr. arvel) eply (Sir A. Camp-
bell) 579-80.

Telegraph to Asia.-Pee " Asia."
Telephone,]ldenition, B. -see " Telegraph."
Temperance Act, Canada.

Methodist Church, I. S., Petition in favor
of, presented (Mr. Almon) 79.

Temporalities Fund, Presbyterian, B.-see
" Presbyterian."

Three Rivers Harbour Imnprove-
ment B. (t 28, Sir A. Campbell).
1°*, 390; 2', 402; in Coin. & 3°, 429;

A mte. conc. in, 429; 3°, î 3 l; ASst.,
770 (45 Vict, cap. 52).

Thomson & Rouston's Electric'Light
Co. Incorp. B (79, Mr. Gibbs.)

1°*, 167 ; 2° m., 171 ; ref. to Supreme Ct.
mn. (Mr. Power), 171 ; discussion on
Proced., M. r. ithdn., & B. 2' & ref. to
Priv. B. Coin., 173; Aints. conc. in &
3°*, 299; Asst., 769 (45 Vict., cap. 70).

Tickei selling, Ry., B.-see " Railway."
T fdi Corporations, Winding up, B.-see

Insolvent"

Trust & Loan Co. of Canada, Ineorp.
Acts amd., & powers enlarged;
B. (35, Mr. Gibbs)

1°*, 421; 2°, 445; rep. fron Banking
Comn. & 3", 462 ; A set., 770 (45 Vici ,
cap. 111.)

Tuck, Contractor, St. Peter's Canal.
Paynents made to Assignee; Inqy. (Mr.

killer) 106-7; Reply (Sir A. Campbell)
106.

United States, Fish Exports to.
P.E.I., 1871-2,Indemnity for duties; Inqy.

(Mr.Haythorne) Reply (Sîr A. Campbell.)
492.

Upper Canada, Bank of, settiement
of claims, increased grant to
GoVt; B. (171, Sir -. Campbell.)

1", 2°, & 3°*, 761 ; Asst. 771 (45 Vici.,
cap. 13.)

Vessels, boarding without permission, B.-see
" Seamen's Act."

Vice- Admiralty Courts.
Substitution of a Canadian Maritime Ct.;

M. for Address to I. M. (Sir A. Camp-
bell) 341; debated, and agreed to, 346.

Wages, Seamen's, B.-see "Seamen's W ages."
Westbourne & N. Western Ry. Co. B.---ee

" Portage, Westbourne, &c."
Western Bank of Canada Ineorp.; B.

(J, 133, Mr. Gibbs.)
1°*, 27; 2', 43; Anmte. of Banking Coin.

conle. in, & 3°*, 134; Asst., 769 (45
Vict., cap. 64.)

Westmoreland, N. B.-see " Representation."
Wife, deceased, Sister oJ-see « Marriage."
Willians Manut'g Ce., change of

nmame, powers, &e.; I. (69, Sir
A. Campbell )
1°*, 315 ; 2', 386; 3°*, 421 ; Asat., 769

(45 Vict., cap. 118).
Windsor Branch Ry. transfer B. -see

"Intercol. Ry."
Winnipeg & S. Eastern Ry. Co. Incorp. B.,

orincial Act.)
Disallowance of; M. for Corresp, (Mr.

Power) 26.
Winnipeg & Springelid Beidge

Co. Ineorp. B. (15, Mr. Girard.)
l°, 332 ; 2, 385; on mt.of Priv.B. Coin.,

constitut. ques. (Mr. Dickey), 421;
ant. to re-commit and strike out,
carried (C. 34, N-C. 16), 424; 3°*, 462;
Ass ., 770 (45 Vie., cap. 92.)

Winnipeg Barracks, utilisation of.
For Immigration purposes; Inqy. (Mr.

Girard) Reply (Sir A. Campbell.) 204.
Winnipeg, Postal arrangements.

Improvément of; Inqv. (Mr. Girard) 144-
6; Reply (Sir A. tampbell) 145.

Yarmouth Bank, B. -see "4 xchange Bank."
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