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THE DEBATES

OF THE

SENATE OF CANADA

IN THE

FIRST SESSION OF THE SEVENTH PARLIAMENT OF CANADA, APPOINTED TO
MEET FOR DESPATCH OF BUSINESS ON WEDNESDAY, THE TWENTY-
NINTH DAY OF APRIL, IN THE FIFTY-FOURTH YEAR OF
THE REIGN OF

HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, 29th April, 1891,

The Senate met at 2:30 p-m.
Prayers,

The members of the Senatewere informed
that a commission under the Great Seal
had been issued, appointing Hon, ALEX.
Lacoste to be the Speaker of the Senate.

The said commission was then read b
the Clerk, and the Speaker took the Chair.

NEW SENATORS.

;I‘HE SPEAKER Bresented to the House
l“;]lll‘ns from the Clerk of the Crown in
ancery, setting forth that His Excel-

_lency the Governor General had sun- moned
to the Senate—

JoserH Tassg, of the City of Montreal
for the Division of De Sa];g:zrry. !

HirroLyTE MonTeLalsir, of Cap de la

gigdele'ine, for the Division of Shawine-

Hon. Jonx C ‘ i -
don, Ont ARLING, of the City of Lon
The Hon. Messrs. Tass, MoNTPLAISIR

and CAR_LING were then introduced and
took their seats,

THE OPENING OF THE SZSSION.

A Me‘,ssage was received from the Gov-
ell‘lnor @eperal'_s secretary, announcing that
the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, in

his capacity as Deputy Governor, would
open the Session of Parliament at 3 p.m.

The House was adjourned during plea- .
sure,

After sume time the House was resumed.

The Hon. W. J. Rircaig, Knight, Chief
Justice of the Supreme Court of Canada,
Deputy Governor, being seated in the
Chair on the Throne,

Tae SPEAKER commanded the Usher

Y | of the Black Rod to proceed to the House

of Commons, and acquaint that House “ It
is the desire of the Honourable William
Johnstone Ritchie, Knight, Chief Justice
of the Supreme Court of Canada, Deputy
Governor, they attend him immediately in
this House.”

Who, being come,
Tae SPEAKER said :—

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

The Hon. William Johnstone Ritchie, Knight,
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Canada, Deputy
Governor, does not see fit to declare the causes of
summoning the present Parliament of Canada until a
Speaker of the House of Commons shall have been
chosen according to law, but to-morrow, at the hour
of three o’clock in the afternoon, His Excellency the
(rovernor General will declare the causes of his calling
this Parliament.

The Deputy Governor was pleased to
retire, and the House of Commons with-
drew.

The Senate adjourned at 3:30 p. m.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, 30th April, 1891,

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at 2:30
p. m.

Prayers.

THE SPEAKER presented to the House
a communication from the Guvernor Gen-
cral’s secretary announcing that His
Excellency would open the Session at
three o’clock.

The House was adjourned during plea-
sure.
After sometime the House was resumed.

THE SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

At Three o’clock p. m., His EXCELLENCY
THE GOVERNOR GENERAL proceeded in state
to the Senate Chamber and took His Seat
upon the Throne. The Senators being
assembled, His Excellency was pleased to
command the attendance of the House of
Commons. The members of that body,
preceded by their Speaker, appeared at
the Bar. The Hon. PETER WHITE then
informed His Excellency that the choice
of the House of Commons had fallen upon
him to be their Speaker; and he prayed
for the Members thereof the customary
Parliamentary privileges.

After which His ExCELLENCY was
pleased to open the First SEssion of the
SEVENTH PARLIAMENT oF THE DOMINION OF
CaNapa, with the following Speech:

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

I am glad to welcome you to the duties of the first
session of a new Parliament, which I hope will be
memorable for wise deliberations, and for measures
adapted to the progress and development of the Do-
minion.

The season in which you are assembled has opened
auspiciously for the industries of our people. Let us
hope that their labours may be crowned with fruitful
returns from land and sea, and that the great resources
of Canada may continue to reward the toil and enter-
prise of its inhabitants.

My advisers, availing themselves of opportunities
which were presented in the closing months of last
year, caused the Administration of the United States
to be reminded of the willingness of the Government
of Canada to join in making efforts for the extension
and development of the trade between the Republic
and the Dominion, as well as for the friendly adjust-
ment of those matters of an international character
which remain unsettled. I am pleased to say that
these representations have resulted in an assurance
that, in October next, the Government of the United
States will be prepared to enter on a Conference to
consider the best means of arriving at a practical solu-
tion of these important questions. The papers relating
to this subject will be laid before you.

Under these circumstances, and in the hope that
the proposed Conference may result in arrangements
beneficial to both countries, you will be called upon
to consider the expediency of extending, for the
present season, the principal provisions of the pro-
tocol annexed to the Washington Treaty, 1888, known
as the ‘“ Modus Vivendi.”

A disposition having been manifested in the United
Kingdom to impose on sea-going ships engaged in the
cattle trade increased safeguards for life and greater
restrictions against improper treatment, a careful en-
quiry has been made as to the incidents of that trade
in so far as this country is concerned. The evidence
elicited on this enqumry will be laid before you.
While I ain glad to learn that our shipping is free
from reproach in that reg}?rd, your attention will be
invited to a measure which will remove all reusonable
apprehensions of abuses arising in the future in con-
nection with so important a branch of our commeice,

The early coming into force of the Imperial Statute
relating to the Vice-Admiralty Courts of the Empire
has made it necessary to revise the laws in force in
Canada respecting our courts of maritime jurisdiction,
and a measure will therefore be laid before you
designed to reorganize those tribunals.

A Code of the Criminal Law has been prepared in
order that this branch of our jurisprudence may be
simplified and improved, to which your best attention
is invited.

Measures relating to the Foreshores of the Dominion
and to the obstruction of its navigable waters, will be
submitted to you, and you will also be asked to con-
sider amendements to the Acts relating to the North-
West Territories, to the Exchequer Court Act, and to
the Acts relating to Trade Marks.

Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

The Accounts for the past year will be submitted to
you. The Revenue, after providing for the services
to which you appropriated it, has left a surplus for
the works which you designed to be carried on by
Ca;Fita.l expenditure.

Win
he Estimates for the coming year will be laid be-

fore you at an early date.
Homnourable Gentlemen of the Senate :
Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

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

BILL INTRODUCED
Bill (A) “ An Act relating to Railways.”

(Mr. Abbott.)
The Senate adjourned at 4 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, May 1st, 1891,
Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o’'clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings,
THE ADDRESS.
MOTION.
Hox. Mr. TASSE moved

That the following Address be presented to®His
Excellency the Governor General, to offer the respect-
ful thanks of this House to His Excellency for the
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gacious Speech he has been pleased to make to both
ouses of Parliament: namely :—

To His EXCELLENCY the Right Honourable Sir
FREDERICK ARTHUR STANLEY, Baron Stanley of
P.re;ston, in the County of Lancaster, in the Peerage
of Great Britain ; Knight Grand Cross of the Most
Honourable Order of the Bath, Governor General
of Canada and Vice-Admiral of the same.

May 1T PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCY :—-

We, Her Majesty’s dutiful and loyal subjects, the
Senate of Canada in Parliament assembled, humbly
thank Your Excellency for your gracious Speech at
the opening of this Session.
_ We also respectfully thank Your Excellency for
‘Sgulj reception of us in assuming the duties of the first

ession of a new Parliament, and for your gracious
€xpression of the hope that it will be memorable for
Wise deliberations and for measures adapted to the
Progress and development of the Dominion.

We rcjoice to hear from Your Excellency that the
8eason in which we are assembled has opened auspi-
:;:‘1151)’ f{)r the industries of our people. We hope

at their labours may be crowned with fruitful
I‘?turns From land and sea, and that the great resources
o _C&nad_a may continue to reward the toil and enter-
prise of its inhabitants.
inf € receive with a full sense of its importance the
tn ormation that Your Excellency’s advisers, availing
themlsel}’es of opgortumties which were presented in
¢ ¢ closing months of last year, caused the Adminis-

ration of the United States to he reminded of the
Wwillingness of the Government of Canada to join in
zrlxlakmg efforts for the extension and deveiopment of
¢ trade between the Republic and the Dominion,
g:r“'elfl as for the friendly adjustment of those mat-
sét:lod an mternational character which remain un-
lencet}l We are pleased to hear from Your Excel-
assu{ at these representations have resulted in an
the I}m_ct'e that, in ctober next, the Government of
e nited States will be prepared to enter on a con-
nce to consider the best means of arriving at a

practical soluti se i st
We thane gudon of these important questions, and

PapeTa rel our Excellency for informing us that the
TS relating to the subject will be laid before us.
our Exce]

ency having been pleased further to
llzi(;eﬂié}?stthat unger thesg circumstances, and in the
arran ex‘; the proj rosed Conference may result in
bo o edentx-x bene cial to both countries, we shall
ing, for thuPOIl to consider the expediency of extend-
of t,he prote Pl‘lt}sent season, the principal provisions
knOWOCO annexed to the Washington Treaty,
assure You? i&l the Modus Vivendi, we beg leave to
purpose shall xcellency that any measure for that
e hoar l:E(}:lelve our most careful consideration.
having hew With much interest that a_disposition
impose on 1 manifested in the United Kingdom to
increased ::?-gomg ships engaged in the cattle trade
against it 38113:!‘ 8 for life and greater restrictions
been ma dnpmpm treatment, a careful enquiry has
as this 009 8{‘ to the incidents of that trade in'so far
lency for ltllx: TY 18 concerned. We thank Your Excel-
this enqui Sesurance that the evidence elicited on
Jearn tguéry will be laid before us. We are glad to
regard ;") oy shipping is free from reproach n that
beon o] ut the attention which Your Excellency has
meas&e”iq to invite will be cheerfully given to any
sione fe vtv) ich will remove all reasonable apprehen-
8 b abuses ansmﬁ in the future in connection with
portant a branch of our commerce.

W, " .
the :&:‘?;ncl;;(igg Excellency for informing us that
1

; into force of the Imperial Statute
i‘)‘:;‘::)’;%to_the ce-Admiralty Courts z)f the Empire
Cania e it necessary to revise the laws in force in
and w "ehspectmg our courts of maritime jurisdiction,

1d we shall consider attentively the measure to be

laid before us designed to reorganize those tribunals.

We are glad to learn that a Code of the Criminal
Law has been prepared in order that that branch of
our jurisprudence may be simplified and improved,
and Your Excellency may rest assured that our best
attention will be given thereto.

Your Excellency has been pleased to inform us that
measures relating to the Foreshores of the Dominion
and to the obstruction of its navigable waters will be
submitted to us, and that we shall also be asked to
consider amendments to the Acts relating to the
North-West Territories, to the Exchequer Court Act,
and to the Actsrelating to Trade Marks. We respect-
fully assure Your Excellency that they shall receive
our attentive consideration. :

We humbly join in Your Excellency’s prayer that
in the consideration of these matters, a.ndp in the per-
formance of all the labours which will devolve on us,
our deliberations may be Divinely aided, and that
their results may enlarge the prosperity of the Domi-
nion, and promote in every way tgz well-being of its
people.

He said :—

Honorables Messieurs,

En prenant la parole pour la premiére
fois dans cette honorable chambre, la plus
haute chambre du pays, je désire réclamer
votre indulgence et vous dire en méme
temps que je suis fier d’appartenir 4 un
corps qui compte dans son sein tant
d’hommes distingués. Ces hommes distin-
gués qui pour la plupart représentent une
longue expérience, représentent aussi les
deux partis qui se disputent la confiance
publique, ot s’ils différent sur les moyens &
prendre, ils sont mfis par un sentiment
commun: servir la Reine, servir I'Etat.

Cette session, honorables messieurs, me
semble s’ouvrir sous des auspices particu-
lierement heureux. Le Sénat vient d’étre
honoré par I'élévation a la présidence de
'un de ses membres les plus éminents, qui
continuera dignement les meilleures tra-
ditions de ses devanciers. Si vous étiez
fiers d’avoir pour leader un homme con-
sommé dans l'art parlementaire, dun
autre c6té vous croyiez n'étre pas suffi-
samment représcntés au Conseil Privé,
Or, ce veeu a 6té doublement exaucé. Si
nous en croyons la rumeur nous saluerons
bientdt dans notre leader le président
du Conseil Privé, et les hasards de la
guerre vont aussi nous procurer l'avantage
d’avoir au milieu de nous Phonorable mi-
nistre de l'agriculture. Pour compléter
notre bonheur, jespére que le gouverne-
ment pourra l'un de ces jours:e rendre
au désir si frégunemment et 8i vigoureuse-
ment exprimé par ’honorable représentant
de Lanaudiére.

En tous temps, le Sénat a toujours été
considéré comme l'une des grandes forces
gsociales et politiques, comme I'un des
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grands remparts contre les bouleverse-
ments ou les entrainements populaires, et
nul ne s’est mieux appliqué i le démontrer,
et par la parole et par la plume, que mon
honorable prédécesseur (M. Trudel). Iei,
nous avons surtout appris & considérer le
Sénat comme le protecteur des droits des
minorités, du taible contre le puissant, Je
ne connais pas de plus noble réle. Clest
dire que je serai heureux d’appuyer toute
mesure qui pourra en augmenter l'utiiité
ou 'efficacité, Je suis de ceux qui croient,
par exemple, qn’une plus grande initiative
devrait étre donnée a cette Chambre dans
la législation privée.

Nous ne devons pas avoir peur de réfor-
mes, Nous devons au contraire les provo-
quer, les adopter quand ily alieu, puisque
toute ccuvre humaine, quel que soit le génie
qui I'a congu, est nécessairement frappée
’imperfection. Nous donnerons ainsi de
légitimes satisfactions 4 'opinion publique,
alliant avec le respect du passé notre souci
des besoins du jour. Eternal vigilance s
the price of liberty ! a-t-on dit. Eh bien,
cette liberté qui nous est si chére, que
nous respirons pour ainsi dire en naissant,
nous ne laconserverons qu'autant que nous
gaurons montrer que nous sommes de tous
les progiés qui n’affectent aucunement
d'immuables principes, et que la marche
des événements améne nécessairement..

Faites-moi de la bonne politique et je
vous ferai de la bonne finance! disait un
jour, un grand politique frangais. Eh bien,
Son Excellence nous a dit hier que les
finances étaient florissantes, et que ’année
fiscale s'était soldée par un surplus consi-
dérable, Tout le pays se réjouira d’autant
plus de cette nouvelle que I'exercice cou-
rant nous promet un autre excédant. Ces
deux surplus vont nous permettre de
réduire la dette publique et de maintenir
haut et ferme notre crédit sur les bourses
européennes. Ce crédit est tel que nous
pouvons & I'houre présente emprunter i
meilleur marché que la plupart des grandes
puissances. Tout en conseillant la pru-
dence dans la dépense publique, je ne suis
pas de ceux cependant qui s'effraient du
chiffre de notre dette, pour la bonne raison
que je la sais amplement représentée par
un actif qui & fait la fortune publique: des
chemins de fer, des canaux, des creuse-
ments dans nos ports, des télégraphes, des
signaux, des édifices publics. Jesais aussi
qu'il n’est guére de pays moins taxé que
le nbtre. C'est le témoignage que nous

Ho~. Mr. TassE.

rendent tous les économistes qui nous
jugent sans parti pris. Il me suffira de
citer deux libres-échangistes bien connus,
M. de Molinari et M. Claudio Jannet, qui
vinrent étudier notre situation économique
il y a quelques années.

Honorables Messieurs, si les deux part
si ne sont pas d’accord sur la politique
fiscale qui a produit ces résultats, il est un
point sur lequel ils s’entendent. Tous
admettent qu’il serait de I'intérét public
de resserrer nos relations commerciales
avec les Etats-Unis. Les uns veulent
une réciprocité limitée, une réciprocité
compatible avec la protection de nos indus-
tries et de notre commerce avec la métro-
pole, et d’autresdemandent une réciprocité
illimitée. Baptisée plusieurs fois sous des
noms ditférents quoique pius ils changent
moins elle varie, cette derniére politique
vient d'étre consacré définitivement sous le
nom de Libre Echange Continental—Con-
tinental Free Trade. Jo laisse & ses admi-
rateurs le soin de nous l'expliguer.

Ce que veulent les partisans de la réci-
procité illimitée a été sanctionné par le
peuple de la fagon la plus solennelle aux
élections de 1878, 1882 1887 et 1891.

Je m’incline avec respect devant le ver-
dict de cette majorité, qu’elle vienne des
grandes ou des petites provinces. Au Par-
lement, toutes les provinces sont sur un
Bied d’égalité en égard A leur population,

our rien au monde je ne voudrais réclamer
le monopole de l'intelligence ou du patrio-
tisme pour Ontario et Québec, au détri-
ment des provinces maritimes ou des pro-
vinces de l'ouest. Qui saitau reste si avant
bien des années la masse de notre popula-
tion ne se trouvera pas 4 I'ouest des grands
lacs? Pour rien au monde aussi je ne
voudrais prétendre, comme l'a éerit un
politicien important, dans un moment de
mauvaise humeur inhérent aux plaideurs
malheureux, que cette majorité was most
literally a thing of shreds and patches, made
up of ragged remnants from half a dozen
minor provinces. De telles paroles suintent
une arrogance injustiffable et ne sont
pas propres i cimenter les bons rapports
qui doivent exister entre tous les mem-
bres de la Confédération.

Aux Etats-Unis, ou le Sénat a des pou-
voirs beaucoup plus étendus que le nétre,
le petit Etat du Rhode-Island a tout autant
d’influence, tout autant de représentation,
c’est-d-dire deux voix, que le grand Etatde
New-York ou celui de la Pennsylvanie, et
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le droit de la majorité qu'il dérive d’un ' sait pas 60,000. Ce commerce est suscep-
grand ou d'un petit Etat n’est jamais con- | tible d’'un développement- extraordinaire
testé ou dépréci€. Chacun sait qu’s 'heure | et est de nature & amener une révolution
qu'il est le ministre des affaires étrangéres | agricole dans le pays. Des plaintes ayant
cst M. Blaine, le républicain le plus impor- | été formulées que les animaux étaient mal-
tant des Etats-Unis, je pourrais méme dire | traités a bord des transatlantiques, le gou-
le véritable Président, quoiqu’il représente | vernement a eu raison de tenir une enquéte,
le petit Etat du Maine. Et nous-mémesne laquelle a prouvé que ces plaintes n’étaient
devons-nous pas aux provinces maritimes pas fondées, La mesure qui sera soumise
plusieursde nos hommes les pluséminents ? | pour empécher toute plainte de ce genre &
Qu'il me suffise de mentionner les Howe, | 'avenir recevra, jen suis persuadé, notre
les Tupper, les Archibald. les Thompson, | plus sérieuse considération.
qui ont gravé leurs noms sur tantde pages| Nous avons aussi appris que le gouver-
de notre histoire. nement s’occupait activement de codifier les
_ 1l est indéniable que nos voisins ont fait | loiscriminelles en les rapprochant autant
Jusqua présent la sourde oreille & nos|que possible du systéme anglais. Cette
représentations; c¢’est en vain que nous lear | nouvelle sera particuliérement agréable &
avons envoyé députation sur députation,|la province que je représente. Déja cetie
ils ont refusé de renouveler le traité de province posséde un code civil, un code de
1854 ou quelque chose d’équivalent. Tes  procédure civile, un code municipal, un
honorables messieurs du Sénat n’ont pas | code d’instruction publique, et le code que
oublié, par exemple, la mission & Washing- prépare le gouvernement cowmplétera ce
ton de l'un de leurs anciens collégues les grand travail de législation qui dans
Plus éminents, 'honorable George Brown, |d’autres pays a immortalisé ceux quiy ont
é,l}ssirons-nous mieux cette fois ? C'est ce | attaché leur nom. En pareille matiére, il
QUil nous reste & voir. En tous cas, le | ne faut pas trop se héter, et le gouvernc-
gouvernement a montré son ferme désir | ment prendra tout le temps nécessaire, j'en
de remplir sa promesse aux électeurs en |suis convaincu, pour fairc une ceuvre qui
entamant de nouvelles négociations qui!sera le plus longtemps possible & Pabri des
devront gtre reprises au mois d’octobre|démolisseurs, En effet, nous ne souffrons
prochain, pas de I'absence de lois, mais bien de leur
En attendant, il est de toute importance | surabondance qui trop souvent améne la
de nous créer de nouveaux marchés, d’as-| confusion, dérange la stabilité de la juris-
surer notre indépendance commerciale par | prudence, déroute les jurés et méme jus-
tous les moyens possibles, et d’'étudier | qu’'aux juges.
méme la praticabilité d’'un systéme fiscal| Poursuivant toujours la méme idée, le
Plus avantageux entre les différentes gouvernement doit aussi présenter un
g:l(;'itles de l'empire. En attendant, je|projet de loi pour réorganiser les tribu-
oa ess que le gouvernement a agi avec|naux maritimes du pays—projet qui est la
coic:? °n continuant le modus vivendi|conséquence de la mise & exécution pro-
NS rnant nos pécheries, qui a été adopté | chaine du statut impérial concernant les
2 Bulte du trajté de 1888—traité qui,|cours de vice-amirauté. Puisnous aurons
quolqu'approuv par le président, ne regut | & considérer des amendements a l'acte de
gds 4 sanction du Sénat. Poussons notre |la cour de I'Echiquier et aux actes qui ont
03:111 V;’.‘Q]IO“' Jusqu'aux extrémes limites | trait aux marques do commerce. .
o allga tbles avec la dignité nationale, mais| Personne ne sera surpris de Savoir qu il
iy ns pas plus loin, Les peuples qui|faudra nous occuper des territoires du
ont pas soin de leur dignité sont bien|Nord-Ouest, Ces territoires qui attirent
proches de leur déchéance, aujourd’hui I'attention du monde entier, qui
e Ifi eVlens de} faire allusion A notre com- | grandissent & vue d’ceil, dans lesquels il nous
e avec I'Angleterre—commerce qui faudra plus tard tailler des provinces
Nollici(t):iiant et qui demapdg toute notre ent}él_'es, sont dans une }?érlodg de grande
o coq ©. Les deux principaux articles | activité, de grande transformation, et nous
tation ?immerpe 86 composent de 1'expor- pouvons nous attendre d’ici & longtemps
sex ues animaux et du’fromage. Son- | d’avoir & leur consacrer une bonne partie
ne s%u? nous vegons dezxporter dans | de nos travaux législatifs.
o .le année 123,000 tétes de bétail,| Je congois que les esprits remuants,
quand, il y a deux ans, ce chiffre ne dépas- | énergiques, qui habitent ces territoires,
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soupirent aprés les bienfaits du systéme
responsable, mais le gouvernement sera
heureax de satisfaire leurs légitimes aspi-
rations le jour ou leurs vastes espaces
seront remplis par une population plus
dense.

Nous venons de commencer, honorables
messieurs, le septiéme parlement, et 'an
prochain sonnera le quart de siécle de la
Confédération. C’est peu dans I'histoire
d’un peuple, mais ce quart de siécle comp-
tera beaucoup dans la nétre. Je ne veux
pas vous fatiguer par des chiffres que cha-
cun d’entre vous connait parfaitement,
mais la statistique est 13 pour montrer que
nous avons marché i pas de géants. Nous
occupons la dixseptiéme partie de la terre,
nous sommes 'un des plus grands pays du
monde, plus grand que les Etats-Unis eux-
mémes, the greater half of the continent,
comme l'a dit un homme qui a beaucoup
écrit et parlé de nous dans ces derniéres
années,

Nous sommes un peuple duNord, et
les peuples du Nord ont généralement
fini par avoir raison des peuples du
Sud. Nousn’avons rien d enviera l'aigledes
Etats-Unis qui proméne son vol altier d’un
océan 3 l'autre. S’il peut efHeurer jus-
qu'aux glaces de I'Alaska et nous causer
des ennuis parmi les phoques de la mer
Behring, le castor canadien peut aller bra-
ver presqu’'aux flots de la mer Arctique
4 la lueur de 1'étoile polaire. Le Nord-
Ouest seul renferme les meilleures terres
3 céréales qui existent: dans une seule
année il a fourni & l'exportation quinze
millions de minots de blé. Nous sommes
la quatriéme puissance maritime, et le
sceptre de I'univers a toujours appartenu
aux nations quiavaient le plus de vaisseaux
sur les mers. Nous avons plusde chemins
de fer que I'Italy, I'Espagne, le Bresil et le
Mexique, et nous en avons autant que les
Etats-Unisproportionnellementa la popula-
tion. Nous possédons méme l'un des plus
grands, sinon le plus grand chemin de fer
du monde,—chemin qui fait notre orgueil,
I'admiration de I'Europe, et 'envie de leurs
voisins, leur donne une concurrence salu-
taire pour leur commerce. Honneur aux
hommes de génie qui, secondant I'action de
nos hommes d’Etat, ont achevé cette colos-
sale entreprise six ans plus tét que la date
mentionnée au contrat—date qui, curieuse
coincidence, tombait aujourd’hui méme, le
ler mai 1891, C’est encore & ces hommes
que l'on doit la construction de steamers 3

Hon. Mg. Tassk.

grande vitesse sur la mer Pacifijue, qu
nous permettront de transporter les pro-
duits de I’Asie & Montréal et New-York en
moins de temps qu'ils ne peuvent atteindre
San-Francisco. Les touristes qui vien-
nent d’arriver du Japon et de traverser le
continent en 30 heures atteindront Liver-
pool aprés vingt et un jours seulement de
leur départ de Yokohama, soit quatorze
jours de moins que le trajet le plus prompt
par voie des Ktats-Unis, Bientdt nous
aurons un service non moins rapide sur
I’Atlantique, et le Canada possédant la
route la plus courte, la plus avantageuse,
sur terre et sur mer, marchera glorieuse-
ment & la conquéte du commerce universel.
On a cru que Jules Verne révait, tout
autant que dans son excursion a la lune,
lorsqu'il éerivit son voyage autour du
monde en 80 jours.—Ce réve est plus
qu’effacé, puisque ce voyage vid le Pacifi-
que Canadien s’accomplit en 72 jours.

Notre systéme de canaux est sans
rival, quoiqu'il nous reste encore beau-
coup & faire pour le compléter. Repré-
sentant d'une division qui est arrosée par
le Saint-Laurent, japplaudirai 4 achéve-
ment de la grande ceuvre que nous avons
poursuivie, I'approfondissement des ca-
naux, mais je saluerai avec bonheurle jour
ol nous pourrons mener 3 bonne fin une
route qui, déji approuvée par nos meil-
leurs ingénieurs, par nos hommes d’Etat
les plus éminents, sir John Maedonald, sir
George Cartier, sir Charles Tupper, I'ho-
norable Alexander Mackenzie, est selon
moi l'une des grandes entreprises qui
devraient recevoir notre plus sérieuse
attention si nous voulons attirer vers les
ports canadiens le gros lot de I'immense
commerce de I'Ouest.

Notre systéme d’éducation fait l'envie
de nos voisins, et le cardinal Gibbons dans
un ouvrage qui a obtenu une grand vogue :
Our Christian Heritage, le cite comme mo-
déle aux Etals-Unis. Pourquoi faut-il que
des hommes 3 U'esprit étroit, anti-chrétien,
qui se complaisent dans I'exploitation des
mauvaises passions, qui vivent méme de
cette exploitation, portent aujourd’hui
une main sacrilége sur un systéme qui
contribue tant & faire de nous le peuple le
plus moral et le plus heureux du globe ?

Je ne crains pas de le dire, le systéme
d’écoles sans Dieu est le dissolvant le plus
puissant de la société américaine tout
comme il I'est de la France. Evitons ce
terrible écueil au début méme de la nou-
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velle nationalité canadienne. Heureuse-
ment, que l'arbitraire, que la tyrannie est
impossible sous le régime constitutionnel.
L’arbitraire peut durer un temps, mais il
ne saurait durer toujours,. Le régime sous
lequel nous vivons avec son étonnante sou-
Plesse et ses merveillenses ressources, a
des remédes pour tous les maux. 1l nest
aucun pli de notre drapeau qui ne con-
tienne de la liberté,

Notre constitution veut que le Sénat soit
converti en cour de divorce. Or, je ne
crois pas que le divorce soit une preuve de
moralité, il est plutét la preuve d'une pro-
fonde démoralisation. Les sociétés ou il
fleurit marchent vers I'abime. J’ai appris
par la Gazette du Canada que sept deman-
des de divorce nous ont été adressées pour
cette session; or les Etats-Unis en accor-
dent 25,000 par année en moyenne. Ces
chiffres accusateurs sont, & mes yeux, la
preuve la plus concluante des dangers du
contact d’un millieu aussi gangréné,

Malgré leurs fautes, nos voisins ont
cependant une grande qualité: la fierté
de leur pays. llsla poussent méme juxqu’a
méme jusqu’s ce que l'on a appelé le
spread-eagleism.  Je voudrais que nous
leur empruntions cette qualité. Certes, je
ne partage pas toutes les vues politiques
de T'honorable M. Mowat, jai méme
Tregretté vivement de le voir se jeter dans
la derniére lutte avec presque tous les
autres gouvernements provinciaux—Iluttes
de pouvoirs que je trouve déplorable a tous
les points de vue; mais cela ne m’empé-
chera pas de dire que jai applaudi & deux
muins lorsque je I'ai entendu s’éerer: “Je
suis plus fier d’étre premier ministre
d’Ontario que je ne le serais d’étre gou-
verneur de I'Etat de New-York, et jaime-
Tais mieux &tre premier ministre du
Canada que d’giwre président des FEtats-
Unis,” :
. En terminant laissez-moi dire que
Jai été heureux de pouvoir élevor la
VOIX pour la premiére fois ici dans la
langue que je connais le moins impar-
faitement. Conscient comme je le suis des
beautés de cette langue qui nous a donné
Shakespeare et Milton, de cette langue qui
est parlée aujour d’hui par des millions
d’hommes libres, il est naturel que je sois
ﬁe,r avant tout de la langue que ma mére
m'a apprise et que la constitution de mon
pays me permet de parler. Je ne puis non
Plus oublier que c'est le Sénat qui nous a
donné ce que I'on veut nous faire perdre

aujourd’hui: la reconnaissance de notre
langue au Nord-Ouest. Je n’ai de haiue
contre personne, je veux travailler avec
tous dans I'intérét commun. Ayant repré-
senté pendant huit années la capitale du
pays, jai appris & apprécier beaucoup
des admirables qualités de ceux qui n’ont
ni mon sang ni mes croyances ; mais lais-
sez-moi proclamer que la paix et la bonne
entente nous sont indispensables pour me-
ner i bonne fin I'ceuvre de la Confédération.
Ne perdons pas notre temps en des luttes
stériles. Batissons surl’amour et non sur la
haine. La baine détruit, 'amour sauve et
édifie. Or, la benne entente, nous ne pou-
vons 'avoir que dans lerespect des droits
de chacun, Pour arriver a ce but, j’ai foi
dans le bons sens, dans l'esprit de justice
du peuple, j’ai foi dans les lumiéres de ceux
qui le gouvernent. J'ai foi que les chefs
sauront s'élever au-dessus des clameurs dex
factions et pratiquer dans toute leur plé-
nitude les droits égaux, les véritables equal
rights, un mot dont on a beaucoup abusé.
J'ai foi qu'ils sauront comprendre que
I'élément frangais n’est pas comme vient
de Pécrire M. Goldwin Smith, dans un
livre saturé de fiel et de francophobie,
un élément de faiblesse, mais un élément
de force pour le Canada et gn'aucune
race n'est plus fortement enracinée dans
le sol ou n’est plusintéressée que la ndtre
dans le maintien de la Confédération.
Les Normands, nos péres, ont gravé au
frontiscipe de 1'Angleterre, en lettres
ineffagables, ces mots sublimes, ¢ Dien
et mon Droit.” Restons fide¢les & cette
fitre devise que la Métropole a promenée
sur ses étendards jusqu’'aux extrémités du
globe, et le Canada, devenu lefidéle déposi-
taire du droit et des principes de I'éternelle
justice, marchera sfirement vers ses gran-
des destinées.

Ho~n. MR. PROWSE—I regret exceed-
ingly that the task which has fallen to me
had not been given to some hon. gentleman
better able to fulfil the duties imposed
upon him. I take it that I have been
selected on this occasion because I happen
to be the youngest senator from the
smallest Province of the Dominion of
Canada, and if any person is supposed to
be capable of making a speech containing
little; it must be myself. I am sure that we
can join with His Excellency the Governor
General in hoping that the present session
will be memorable for wise deliberations.
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It appears to me that as time goes on and
as we know more of this great land of
ours, the importance of the deliberations
of Parliament becomes greater every year,
and at the present time we are called upon
most seriously to consider the best course
to pursue for the future welfare, happiness
and prosperity of this Dominion. Weare
told that the season in which we are
assembled has opened auspiciously for the
industries of our people. It is gratifying
1o hope and believe that the season will be
a prosperous one, Althoughitis yet early
to predict an abundant harvest, from pre-
sent appearances there is every indication
of pros%)erity in the country, and in this
regard I am pleased to find the Minister
of Agriculture occupying a position on the
floor of this Senate. I am sure that every
hon. gentleman will be very much pleaged
indeed to find that the Government have
taken a new departure, and are giving us
better representation in the Government
of the day in this Chamber by the appoint-
ment of that hon. gentleman, I may say
that in my opinion the Department over
which that hon. gentleman presides has
been administered with very marked
ability and advantage to the agriculturists
of this Dominion. The publication of the
bulleting from the Experimental Farm,
which I hope will hereafter be issued
monthly, is of very great service indeed
to the agriculturists, and the great work
which is being performed by the Experi-
mental Farms under the management of
the hon. gentleman I have referred to
must eventually be of inestimable value to
the people of the Dominion. The informa-
tion given by that Department to the
farmers in general—the instruction, advice
and counsel that they are receiving almost
daily from that Department—must be of
great service to them, not only in the
management of their farms and the culti-
vation of their land, but in the promotion
of fruit culture and dairying, which has
been attended in this country with success
to a very marked degree. Then there is
the very great convenience of testing seeds
for the farmers throughout the length and
breadth of the Dominion, the introduction
and supplying of new seeds of all kinds,
and the inducement to farmers from all
parts of the Dominion to correspond with
the Director of the Experimental Farms,
so that they may participate in the
scientific knowledge which that gentleman
Hon. Mr. ProWsE.
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is enabled to impart. All this must
eventually be of great service to the people
of Canada.

Second to the agricultural interests of
the Dominion, I look upon the mines of
our country as being, perhaps, almost
equal, if not fully equal in importance to
agriculture. I believe that we have
gold and silver to a large extent in this
Dominion, and, what is of still greater
importance, we have iron, nickel and coal
in vast quantities. These, in my opinion,
will be, and I hope in the near future,
fully developed, not only for the purpose
of exporting the ore that is taken from
there mines to foreign countries, but that
we may ourselves manufacture them in
our own country. and that they may be
made more valuable by the labour our
own people will bestow upon them. Tt is
said that the man who makes two blades.
of grass grow whereonly one grew betore
is a public benefactor. The same may be
said of our minerals. The ore from the
mines when manufactured into useful
articles of commerce and trade will be-
come a very greatsource of wealth to this
country, just as the wealth of Greal Britain
has been promoted from her mines, and
the manufacture of the ores that are taken
from them into useful articles, and I hope
we shall ere long find on the rivers of this
Dominion second Clydes, where iron ships
may be built to compete with those of
other countries. Todo this,in my opinion
it is necessary to instii into the minds of
capitalists confidence in our political and
our monetary institutions, that they may
feel safe in making investments to develop:
those mines, and to manufacture those
ores into useful articles ot commerce,

We are also advised by the Govern-
ment of this Dominion that negotiations
are pending with the United States for
the promotion of reciprocity between the
Dominion and that country. It is very
desirable and necessary that the questions
which are referred to in the Speech of
His Excellency should be amicably settled
between these two great nations, I be-
lieve there are many articles of commerce
that we might wisely exchange, articles
produced in the Dominion, for those pro-
duced in the United States. I am aware
that in an address of this kind I should
not discuss the political questions of the
day from a party standpoint,and I think
that we may feel safe in referring the dis-
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cussion of this question to the Government
who controls the destinics of the country
for the time being, and that the commis-
sioners who may be appointed to negotiate
the treaty which is proposed will be better
able to negotiate for the interests of the
Dominion than if they were handicapped
by too much discussion of the question in
the present Parliament.

As a proof of the sincerity of the Domi-
nion of Canada, and of the desire and
anxiety ot the Government to form a satis-
factory treaty with the United States, it is
proposed to settle all the other questions
that are now in dispute between the two
countries—that is, the trouble with refer-
ence to the Behring Sea question, our
fishing industries, the coasting trade, and
all other important questions that are now
agitating the two countries; and in proof
of the sincerity of the present Government
they are proposing to us to re-enact the
modus vivendi, the provisions of which do
not provide by any means a fair compen-
sation for the privileges granted to the
United States, but is a proof that we are
desirous of entering into a fair negotiation
with our neighbours, I take it that the
people of the United States are not desirous
of taking any undue advantage of the
people of the Dominion. I take it that
they are as willing that we should have
fair play in the negotiations as we arve.
When the two countries meet each other
on these conditions I think there is no
doubt that a reasonable treaty can be
framed between them.

It is quite satisfactory to be told by
His Excellency the Governor General that
our cattle trade is notlikely to be seriously
interfered with by the proposed legislation
of Great Britain, as suggested some time
ago. That shows, to my mind, as I think
1t must show to hon. gentlemen, that in
matters of trade and commerce theory
may be all very well, but it is absolutely
necessary that the man who has a practical
knowledge of the business in hand should
be consulted on matters of this kind.
Gentlemen engaged in the export of cattle
must, for their own advantage and for
their own benefit, see that there issufficient
care taken of the cattle going across the
Atlantic; and they have no doubt done 80,
and have satisfied those interested in this
matter that such is being done by the
exporters of cattle in the Dominion. I
will not say much with reference to the

legislation to come before Parliament on
the present occasion; I have not had
sufficient time to look into these matters
to express an opinion on them, but I am
sure that hon. gentlemen of this Senate
will take every measure suggested by the
Government, or by individual members,
into serious consideration, and pass such
laws as they believe to be in the best
interests of the Dominion of Canada. 1
may say, in connection with this question,
I am proud of the judiciary of the Domi-
nion of Canada. We have a court and
judges who are above suspicion. We
never hear a breath of suspicion with
reference to bribery or corraption in
connection with the courts of our country,
and I hope it will long remain so. In
this large and extended country, inhabit-
ed by a sparse population, I have never
yet heard, within my recollection, of
an attempt at lynch law that is so prov-
alent in some other countries, Our
judges, our courts and our laws command
the confidence of the people; they are
satisfied to be judged according to those
laws and by our judiciary, and T trust
that the past history of Canada in this
respect will be continued in the future.
It is satisfactory to us to be told that
the revenue for the past year has been
sufficient, and more than sufficient, to
cover the expenditure. It indicates a
certain amount of prosperity throughout
the length and breadth of the Dominion.
Although it is not competent for this
House to have much to do with the
finances of the country, it must be gratify-
ing to ali of us to know that this is the fact.
In closing, I think we can all join in the
prayer of His Excellency in the last
paragraph of his Speech, when he says:—

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

It would be well for us to consider the
importance of the position that we occupy
in the councils of our country, and to
remember that we are called upon here to
decide to a very large extent upon the
measures on which depends the future
prosperity of Cunada. (gn the decision of
those who represent the people here will
largely depend the success of the country,

and it becomes us at all times to seek
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the consideration of im-
portant public question. With these
remarks, I have much pleasure in sec-
onding the motion of my hon. friend.

Divine aid in

Hox. Mr. SCOTT—DBefore the motionis;
adopted, it is usnal to make a few obser-|

vations from this side of the House.
Before I proceed to make any comments
on the Speech from the Throne, I wish to
offer my compliments to the hon. mover
and seconder of the Address for the very
able manner in which they have performed
their task. Both hon. gentlemen prefaced
their remarks to this Chamber with the
very modest assurance that they were
quite unaccustomed to be placed in such
an important position. T felt, as my hon,
friend opposite (Mr. Tassé) proceeded
with his very eloquent speech, that the
apology was quite unnecessary. It is

evident that he has been in the habit of’
addressing other assemblies than the one !

in which he is to-day. We know very well
that hesat in another place for some years,
and while there was distinguished for the
very able speeches that he made on many
occasions. As the hon. gentleman pro-
cecded I thought, however, that the most
entertaining parts of his speech were
those that did not refer to anythingin the
Address. In fact, at one time I thought
he had picked up the wrong notes, because
I had heard from the platform recently
sentiments very similar to those expressed
by him to-day, and I thought it was quite
out of the ordinary usage in moving the
Address. It isvery singular, too, although
both gentlemen were fulsome in lauding
the Goverment and speaking of the success
of the Administration, that both of them
hail from Previnces where those senti-
ments are not in accord with the views
of the people as expressed in the recent
election. A majority of the delegates of the
people recently elected in Quebec and

rince Edward Island entertained very
ditferent opinions from those to which we
have listened here to-day. I heartily concur
in one part of the address of the hon. gen-
tleman whomovedtheanswerto theSpecch.
I refer to his congratulations, and the con-
gratulations of this House,which he offered
to you, Mr. Speaker, on your elevation to
the Chair of the Senate. We all share in
his belief that you will fill that position
with honour and dignity. Itis quite true,
gir, that you are not an old parlia-
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mentarian, and it is with regret that
I say that at first you failed to take
that interest which we would all like
you to manifest in the proceedings of the
House; but a time came when, through
the illness of the leader of the House, it
became your duty to lead this Chamber,
and we all felt that you did so with tact and
ability, and earned for yoursclf the consi-
deration of the House in the discharge of
that duty. But whilst speaking on this
subject of a chauge in the Chair of the
House, I do not think it would be quite
proper that we should pass from it without
my reminding the Senate that up to yester-
day the gentleman who filled that position
for the lust four years had done so with
marked ability and satisfaction to this
Chamber. That gentleman was remark-
able for calm judgment, and his suavity
of manner could not be excelled. At all
times his decisions on points of order
which arose on questions from time to
time gave the greatest satisfaction. It is
quite fitting, on the present occasion, that
we should express to that gentleman our
entire approval of the manner in which he
discharged his duties, We are very prone
to talk about English precedents: in some
things it would be very much better if we
followed them more closely than we do.
In FEngland, when gentlemen are found to
fill the Chair satisfactorily, a ¢change in the
Speakership, even in the popular branch.
does not take place with a change of Gov-
ernment, and in the Upper Chamber the
same rule is followed. Here, political
exigencies take a man out of the Chair
when, by hix industry and ability, he has
fitted himeelf to discharge the uties
with satisfaction to himself and to the
House, My hon. friend on my right (Mr.
Miller) is an illustration of the disadvan-
tage of our practice. Such changes are
not in harmony with that British practice
which we are so fond of invoking. Having
said so much, I come to the Speech from
the Throne. T confess—and it is the

opular opinion—that it is not only a very
Em-ren and meagre speech, but it is scarcely
such and Address as astatesman would wish
to put in the mouth of His Excellency.
It starts with a reference to a change
in the trade relations with the country
to the south of us, and here one is forcibly
reminded of the causes which have brought
this new Parliament together. When we
separated last spring no one had the



The [MAY

1, 1891] Address.

slightest intimation that an election was
to take place. On the contrary, assur-
ances were given in another place that
until the new electoral lists were prepared
no dissolution should take place; yet sud-
denly, in the month of January or the
beginning of February, the announce-
ment went forth to the country that it
became necessary to summon a new Par-
liament—that the House which had only
been sitting four sessions had become
moribund, and that its members were not
fitted to discuss the great and important
question of our trade relations with the
United States. I was very much amused
by the remark of my hon. friend from
Prince Edward Island, that Parliament, in
his opinion, was not at all adapted to dis-
cussing such a question. He felt disposed
toleave it to commissioners,and hethought
it would only embarrass the matter if
Parliament discussed it. One has only to
compare the announcement ofthe Govern-
ment on the dissolution of Parliament with
the Speech from the Throne to see what
entertaining literature it is: it will be
eXtremely amusing to the future nistorian
of the country, When the Government
dissolved Parliament they said that the
people would naturally wish to know why
an appeal was made to the country. Then
they went on to say that the Dominion
Government had, through Her Majesty’s
Overnment, made a proposal to negotiate
With the United States, and it became
Decessary to consult the people afresh. It
18 really entertaining to go back and read
a statement of that kind when we know
how absurd the proposition was, and that
the Government had not the slightest
knowledge that the Congress of the United
tates were prepared to enter into any
negotiations. - On the contrary, did not all
our debates last year turn on that impor-
tant question, and were we not told, from
the stand point of the Government and their
apporters, thatit was impossible to estab-
ih any trade relations with our neigh-
oours? Way not the motion made over
;‘“d OVer again in another place for closer
'rade relations with the United States
?ll;gt V(‘:ef'l down; and accompanied with
leatin ere not the declarations of the
P '§ members, not alone of the
O:Vel !lllment, but of their supporters all
t 911:’1 the country, that it was not desirable
Ut tave trade relations with the United
ates, that such relations as the United

States were prepared to offer were impossi-
ble, that it would disturb the National
Policy—that it would be inconsistent with
the policy adopted in 1878 ? That was the
position of things, and we know very well
that so late as last Session a retaliatory
tariff went through Parliament. The at-
tention of the Government was called to
the fact that in view of the pnssibility of
trade relations being entered into with
the United States it was folly and mad-
ness to place high duties on important
articles, and calling the attention of the
United States to the fact—duties on arti-
cles that we sent to them, not that they
sent to us—on barley, for instance, and on
animals, Was it not talked about in this
Chamber, and pointed out that many
articles were put in the tariff list*that we
did not import—articles that we sold to our
neighbours—in order to deceive the farmer
and make him believe that he was pro-
tected ? What was the consequence? It
was just as we predicted. It was announced
in this Chamber that the eflfect would be
to induce those behind the McKinley Bill
to put those very articles in their tariff at
a high rate. And they did so, and though
there has been some squealing, we got
exactly what we deserved and what it was
predicted we would get, When we com-
mence a war of tariffs with a people
twelve times our number we must reap
the consequences of ourfolly. That warn-
ing was uttered, but it was not listened to.
We were told that we were independent
of the United States, and did not want their
market, that it was more profitable to
trade with Hayti, Jamaica and the West
Indies, to cross the Pacific and the Atlantic
Oceans to look for markets and to keep
away from the best market in the world.
That was the consequence ? They hit us,
and they hit us hard. Itis no secret: it
has been discussed all over the country
The Government knew very well that the
people were beginning to understand
the question better. Before that they
did not understand what a tariff meant,
but they now understand tlat it meaus
a taxation, that it means collecting so
much more from the people, and that
the higher you have your tarifi the
more you collect from the tax-payers;
8o the Government wanted to snatch a
verdict; and, in my judgment at all events,
by, I won't say a trick, but what was an
exceedingly unstatesmanlike act and a




14

The [SENATE] Address.

very improper act, they announced to the
world that negotiations were on foot bet-
‘ween them and the United States when
there were no negotiations whatever. We
have the State papers now. We know that
in December they laid the foundation of
their procedings by addressing a letter to
the Colonial Secretary, telling him that
they were anxious to frame a treaty with
the United States, and they named some
seven articles which arc mentioned in the
State paper. Some correspondence passed,
but nothing whatever that led up to
the announcement made by the Govern-
ment to the people of this country, nothing
to warrant the statement made that nego-
tiations were in progress. The thing was
wholly unjustified and unwarranted, and
when in a few years more it comes to be
written up it will in no degree reflect credit
on the gentlemen who, for the time, repre-
sented this country. We know very well
that the TUnited States Government,
through their Secretary of State, denied
that any such negotiations were on foot.
Mv. Blaine was addressed by Mr. Baker, a
member of Congress, and asked whether
it was true that the official announcement
made by the Government of Canada had
any possible justification when a new tariff
was being framed. He most positively
denied the statement, and said there was
no intention of the kind ; and he went fur-
ther, and said that no treaty with Canada
would be possible unless it included manu-
factures as well as agricultural products.
We know what followed. The Govern-
ment of this country, and their supporters
all over !Canada, proclaimed in the rural
constituencies that their policy was to
have a market for the farmers; and
their policy in the cities and towns,
where manufactures existed, was that the
National Policy would not be disturbed.
That cannot be denjed ; the speeches are
on record, and can be turned up at any
time. There they remain, showing the utter
inconsirtency of the Administration on this
important question. Did they treat the
Government of the United States and the
statesmen of that country with anything
like the ordinary courtesy that is usually
extended from the public men of one coun-
try to the public men of another? They
did not. I say it with regret and sorrow.
The remarks made about Mr. Blaine and
other gentlemen in the United States in
the discussion which arose out of this
Hon. M. Scorr.

treaty question were anything but proper
and fitting to be spoken by gentlemen
who represent so important a country
as Canada. Our interest is to maintain
the warmest friendship we can with the
people to the south of us. They are much
the same as ourselves, One-fifth of our
population is now on the other side of the
line. We have large interests there, and
we share with them, to some extent, their
prosperity ; because in the past, as every
one knows, our greatest trade has been
with them. Our trade with the United
States the year before last was equal to
our trade with all the rest of the world
put together, and therefore it was idle for
any of our public men to criticise and
comment in the manner they did on the
motives and conduct of the statesmen of
that country. We knew then, and we know
very well now, the termson which we can
obtain a treaty with the United States, but
it is by the sacrifice of the National Policy.
If hon, gentlemen are prepared to come
to their senses and admit the National
Policy is a failure, we can make a treaty
with the United States; but so long as the
manufacturers of Canada have to be pro-
tected, or the views of the comparatively
small number who derive a benefit from
the fiscal policy of the country prevail, so
long will it be impossible to effect a treaty
with the nation to the south of us. So long
as the people of Canada do not comprehend
what the meaning of the word tariff is, so
long will we be held in our present position.
Fortunately, the education of the people
is going on rapidly, and will be more
rapid in the future. They are beginning to
understand that tariff means not merely the
payment of an increased revenue, but the
incidental increase in the price of articles
required by the masses, for the benefit
of some special manufacturer who has
operated under the tariff of the country.
That education, I say, is going on rapidly
from day to day, and unless the Govern-
ment of this country rccognizes the posi-
tion, and is prepared to make a treaty in
which the whole of the people will have
a fair share, it will be absolutely absurd
to discuss the probability or possibility of
effecting anything at Washington. I need
not advert here tothe humiliating position
occupied by the representatives of Canada
when they visited Washington recently.
They announced that they were going
there last January, three months ago.
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One would suppose that they were quite
grepa.red, and understood the situation
efore placing themselves in an embar-
rassing position. They went to Washing-
ton prepared to remain some weeks or
months to discuss the question, and they
were simply told that the Government of
the United States and Mr. Blaine were
not prepared to discuss the matter with
them at that time, and they returned
home by the afternoon train. ~ It is quite
unusual that that sort of discourtesy is
shown, and it is to be regretted that the
Government of this country placed itself
In that humiliating position, and brought
upon itself, I will not say the contempt,
but the reflection that resulted from their
trip to Washington. It is preposterous to
say that it will suit the convenience of
gl}e Government of the United States to
fIBG}lSS the question six months hence. It
foreibly reminds us of the motion which
18 usually_ made when we wish to get rid
(‘{f any objectionable matter: we move the
81X months’ hoist; and so Mr. Blaine moved
tha‘t the consideration of this questiou be
}E’ftponed for six months, to October.
© eXcuse was given that Mr. Harrison
wanted to take part in it. 1t was rather
fml:tgll:lar that Sir Charles Tupper did
: now tha.t. He had been at Washing-
on only a few days before, and it was
announced that he had made everything
satisfactory there, and the Government of
b:nrad‘a,‘ or their representatives, would
~ente:c§lved and negotiations informally
N n?)t. ltl&)on. We found, however, that that
the Unis ce1 fact, and that the Government of
to dismlx ed States was absolutely unwilling
Manner szt even in the most informal
Proige he excuse was given that the
letfl ent was going away ; but he did not
%0 Or & week after that, and it would not
. (?Yl?soccupled a whgle week had he chosen
by ?uss the question. I say it was ex-
i ely unfox"tunate, the announcement of
the cause of dissolution and the course of
e Government in connection with the
;VhOIG question, It was exceedingly un-
ortunate and ill-timed, and it evidently,
to my mind at all events, showed a want
of judgment and of sound discretion some-
where, The United States put itself on
record as to what it was willing to do.
What_was known as Hitt's resolution had
een introduced in Congress two succes-
Slve years. We knew what that meant:
that they were prepared to discuss this

question on the broad basis of unrestricted
reciprocity; but the very mention of that
was sufficient to at once bring down on the
men of this country who supported it the
opprobrium of being annexatiomsts, trai-
tors, men who were untrue to their coun-
try. That was the cry, not alone in the
press, but on the platform, and by, I am
sOrry to say, the present Government,who
denounced one-half of this country as trai-
tors because they believed in the wisdom of
better trade relations with the United
States. Is there a statesman in England
that would not coincide with the view
thatour trade relations would be improved ?
Has a single public man in Great Britain
declared that our loyalty, or the fealty of
this country to its sovereign, would have
been in any way sacrificed or compromised
because we trade in manufactured goods ?
The Governmentsay thatit is all very well
to trade in what the farm, the forest and
the sea produce. Our farmers, our lum-
bermen, our fishermen can all trade freely,
and they do not sacrifice their loyalty, but
the moment you touch the manufacturer,
you are a rebel and a traitor to your coun-
try. You can trade in a horse, but it is
disloyal to trade in the harness or the sad-
dle. Tt will be treason if we exchange such
products with our neighbours. Itisall very
well to sell barley or hay, but it would be
treason to exchange the mower or the
reaper that cutsdown the grass or the grain;
and so,all along the line wherever manufac-
turers had to be protected, friends of the Ad-
ministration, it was announced that it was
impossible to establish trade relations with
the United States, because it affected the
friends of the Administration. I think it
was exceedingly unfortunate that this
National Policy should at all stand in the
way of an improvement in our fiscal ar-
rangements with so important a country
as the United States. We can have, of
course, other opportunities to discuss that
question, but I could not let this first
occasion pass without making some com-
ments on the very extraordinary course
taken by the Administration in dissolving
the late Parliament. They declared, in
fact, that it became necessary to leave this
question to the people, and yet, when the
people were asked to pronounce upon it,
there was no policy laid down. Nobody .
can tell to-day what the policy of the Gov-
ernment was. Itisthe treaty of 1854 with
extensions and modifications. What are
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those extensions and modifications? Is it

not proposterous that Parliament should
be disturbed in a most unconstitutional
manner—I say most unconstitutional, be-

cause until the voters’ lists were revised, |

as the Government announced they would
be, the elections should not have been held.
What was the consequence of this untimely
appeal to the people? Many who should
have been voters last March could not
vote, while people who had votes three
years before were allowed to elect the
representatives of the people. And who
voted? Thousands came in from the
United States to vote that it was disloyal
to trade with the country where they
earned their bread. That was the anom-
alous and preposterous position that things
assumed. The men who are making Canada
to-day had novotes. Theactive, vigorous
young men were not on the lists, the men
in the graveyard, who were personated
over and over again, turned the elections.
The men who came from the United States,
who had long since left Canada and gone
elsewhere to obtain a living came back,
and, torsooth, voted that it was disloyal
and unpatriotic to have trade relations
with the United States, where they were
living. That was the ridiculous position
in which the Government placed this
country by forcing on an election
at so untimely a period, and when
it was wholly unnecessary. Had Parlia-
ment run its due course of another session
we would have had new lists that would
have been fair to both parties. We should
have had another year of the National
Policy, and the people would have under-
stood the position somewhat better, and
we should have also had, which was an
exceedingly important thing, the returns
of the new census. Everybody knows that,
not alone in this country, but in all coun-
tries where a census is taken at fixed periods
of ten years, it is usual to ve-arrange the
electoral distriets. It was made an excuse
ten years ago to re-arrange the constitu-
encies in this country, and what is called
gerrymander them. Possibly the gerry-
mander had not been such a success as to
induce the Government to wait another
year to gerrymander the country, but it
was announced that the change in the
electoral divisions would be made when
the census was completed; yet, on the
very eve of the taking of the census
Parliament was dissolved. That is another
Hon. Mr. ScoTT

reason why it was improper, and contrary
to the usual practice in all constitutionally
governed countries, to invoke the opinion
of the people at so inopportune and inap-
propriate a time. The other paragraphs
are scarcely worth commenting on. Some
of them had a place in former Speeches,
The paragraph in reference to our skip-
ping indicates that we had been comparu-
tively free from accidents in transmitting
cattle. However, we are told that legis-
lation is necessary, and one can recognize,
therefore, that Mr. Plimsoll's visit to
Canada has not been without effect. The
measures in reference to the foreshores of
the Dominion is not a very important one:
it was in last year’s Speech, and it is
repeated here. It went a certain distance
through Parliament, and it is brought in
here for the purpose, no doubt, of filling
up and giving a little more stuffing for the
Address. The codification of the criminal
law was undertaken not long ago, in 1886,
when the general law was codified, and
we have been making some amendments
since. I think it is unwise and uncalled
tor, and does not accord with the en-
comiums of the speakers who moved
and seconded the Address. 1 think
it is exceedingly unwise that we should
be constantly tinkering with the criminal
law. We made a considerable number
of changes last session, and it is to
be regretted that we did not finish
it then, and not have to re-open it now.
The Government take credit to them-
selves for having a surplus, and they arc
complimented by the mover and seconder
on the exhibition they make of the finan-
cial affairs of the country; butit is an easy
thing to get a surplus. If you choose to
put your taxes high enough you ecan
always have a surplus. This Government
is spending from ten to twelve millions
more than its predecessors spent, and it
has a surplus, but it is because the people
have to pay higher taxes. Governments
that are carried on in the interest of the
people have no surpluses. They have no
right to take more than is necessary for
the administration of public affairs. It is
not my intention to move an amendment,
and I believe it is not the intention of any
gentleman who shares my views to inter-
fere with the passage of the Address. I
will say, that with considerable experience
of Addresses from Ministers, this cer-
tainly is the most meagre onc that it has
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b?en my good fortune to take any note
of. :

Hox. Mr. McCALLUM—I desire to
make a fow remarks on this question. In
listening to the statements of the hon. gen-
tleman who preceded me, I was amazed
somewhat at his telling us that the policy
of the Government was to give us the Re-
ciprocity Treaty of 1854 ; but the hon.
gentleman did not tell us what the policy
of the Opposition was when recently ap-
pealing to the people of this country. VSPe
were then promised unrestricted reci-
procity. Has the hon. gentleman con-
sidered where unrestricted reciprocity
would lead us, or what it means? We
know that we cannot get unrestricted re-
ciprocity from the Government of the
United Stutes. They cannot give it to us.
And why? Unrestricted reciprocity, of
course, would be free trade with the whole
world. Does any man imagine for a mo-
ment that the United States Government
is going to give up a 60 per cent. tariff
as against England in order to trade with
Canada ? Certainly not. They would give
us commercial union. When the hon.
gentleman’s friends in this country go
over to the United States and endeavour
to induce the Legislature at Washington
to punish Canada and strike her in a vital
part, they are told by American politicians:
“We will give you commercial union,”
but when the Opposition come here they
preach unrestricted reciprocity. Now,
let us see what commercial union means.
Are we going to be governed from the
United States here in the making of our
tarift? Certainly not. What chance would
we have with their sixty-five millions of
people? T say, standing here as a thor-
oughly loyal Canadian, rather than go into
that arrangement, bad as it would be, I
would prefer to see the country go into
annexation ; because I, being Scotch, would
have one chance—I would not be obliged
to go in. 1um surprised at the people who
have supported unrestricted reciprocity.
I call it unrestricted fraud. What does
the hon. gentleman’s former leader say
about it? He says that his friends are sail-
Ing under false colours on that question.

Hox. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—What does
}r;e Sta?y about the policy of the Govern-
ent ?

2

Ho~. MR. McCALLUM—He says this,
that the people of the country were brought
face to face with it too soon; that he
ought to have been given time to consult
the people of West Durham. The people
of West Durham gave him four years to
consider it, and anyone can, reading his
manifesto, see how he slobbered over
the people of West Durham. They diil
pot tell him to go. I am sorry to have it
to say that the hon. gentleman did go, for
every public man in this country must
have had stock in that gentleman. We
looked for a great future for him, but we
see him slobbering over the people of West
Durham, saying he must leave them ; but
he does not forget to tell them that his
party are sailing under false colours. The
hon. gentleman from Ottawa tells us to-
day about the treaty of 1854, I am one of
those who do not think that the treaty of
1854 would do us much good, though there
is no doubt that part of the time under
that treaty the country prospered. During
the early part of it we had the Russian war,
and wheat was selling in this country for
$2.50 a bushel, Then, when we come down
to 1857, we can all remember the depressed
condition of this country. Duringthelatter
end of the treaty the Americans had each
other by the throat, and they had to have
our produce, and again we prospered. Now
they tell us: “ We will give you a market
of gixty-five millions of people to consume
your products;” but they do not say any-
thing about the productions of that sixty-
five millions of people. If we look at the
American Trade and Navigation Returns
we will see that that marketis full to over-
flowing. You will see that, for the last year
we have got the returns, they sent one
hundred and seventy-three miilion dollars
worth of provisions alone toGreat Britain,
and they compete in the same markets
with the Canadian in the produce of his
farm all over the world. They tell you
of their market of sixty-five millions of
people, but they do nottell you of the eight
millions of negroes, and all that these ne-
groes do is to raise corn and pork to feed
themselves, and raise negroes all the time.
I must say, whiie on this question, that I
had some fault to find with the Govern-
ment for springing this election on the
country. I wanted a little more time to
let the people consider how the country
stood, The Opposition, however, cannot
complain it was a snap judgment on the
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same ground, for they had been before the ' waited and gerrymandered, the Opposi-
people for years with their policy, ex-. tion would have had geod ground for find-

pounding it from Dan to Beershebah. It
has not been a question of party with me;
it has been a question of country. Are we
going to give up all that we have to our
neighbours? The policy of the Opposition
is nothing but pure annexation, because
we would allow the Americans to make
our tariff-and that will be the result of it.
I am not in favour of unrestricted recipro-
city, because it is impracticable. What
they will give us is this: they will give us
reciproeity with Canada and a prohibitory
tariff against the world, the mother
country included. That is what those gen-
tlemen would give us, and as soon aus tho

people of this country find out what]
dif-

it all means they will have a
ferent feeling towards such a policy.
The Government are accused of being
insincere in their expressed desiro to ob-
tain reciprocity. I am one who does not
believein reciprocity. There are, however,
many other questions pending between
the two countries, and for the sake of peace
I am willing that we should have recipro-
city ; at the same time, I do not believe it
will be of any great benefit to the people
of Canada, for our neighbours produce the
sume kind of articles that we do, and we
are not going to have much advantage in
their markets. The Opposition should be
ashamed of their record. They accuse the
Government of wanting to give away every-
" thing, and they preach through the coun-
try that the people are ruined because they
have lost the Americun market for eggs.
Wo have five millions of people, and we
export $2,000,000 worth of eggs. Eugs

are cheap food at a shilling u dozen, and |

the Opposition want us to forego our alle-
giance to our flag and become Americans
rather than eat three dozen and four cggs
apiece. They want us to give away our
country to the Americans to get a chance
to sell three dozen and four eggs each!!
During the election they went so far as to
try ard delude the people along the Niagara
River and in Essex by saying that if Mr,
McGregor and Mr. Germar were elected

free trade would follow next day between'

the United States and Canada. I merely
rose or this occasion because of the assu-
rance of my hon. friend opposite in finding
fault with the Government because they
did not wait and gerrymander the consti-
tuencies before the clection. If they had

fing fault. I must admit that I was very

much annoyed with the Government for
bringing on the elections so suddenly as
they did. They ought to have given us
- a chance, because it was asnap judgment,
i though the more it is discuxsed the worse
'it will turn out for the Opposition.

| .
| The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4:40 p. m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, 4th May, 1891,

Tae SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

A PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT.

Honx. Mr. ABBOTT gave notice that he
‘will move on Wednesday next that when
the House adjourns it stand adjourned
runtil the following Friday.

Hox. Mr. DEVER suggested that if
there was to be an adjournment at all it
should be for at least a fortnight.

Hox. Mr. ABBOTT said he was in the
hands of the House, and if it would suit
the convenience of the majority he had no
objections to a longer adjournment.

Hon, Mr. O’'DONOHOE thought the
. adjournment should be at least until the
" Monday following.

|

| Hox. Mr. VIDAL—It would be better

|to dixcuss the question when it comes
i before the House next Wednesday.

Ho~. Mr. McINNES (B.C.) moved an
amendment to ¢xtend the time.

ifon. Mr. MILLER—We have no notice
beyond next Friday, and I do not think
you can move an amendment to increase
the time; you may curtail it. The regular
way is to give another notice.

Ho~x. Mr. OGILVIE—If weare to have
an adjournment we should have one long
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enough to enable those members who live
at some distance from the Capital to go to
their homes and return again, and I would
Buggest that instead of adjourning until
Monday next it would be betterto adjourn
until the 19th instant,

Howx. Mr. ABBOTT—In order to avoid
any technical objection on Wednesday,
would it not be better for my hon. friend
to give notice of a motion for a longer
adjournment ? I do not make this motion
with any desire to press it on the House
or to use the influence of the Government
to carry it. I want to elicit the opinion
of the House, and if the hon. gentleman
will name a later day the whole question
will come up on Wednesday, and if a
longer adjournment is desired the House
will 80 determine.

Hox. Mr. MILLER—T am opposed to
any adjournment. We are called here at
a late season of the year, and with the
understanding that we should have the

usiness of the country placed before us as
speedily as possible.” But if we are to
meet from day to day and merely hear the
Chaplain read the prayers and then sepa-
rate, and if it would be a convenience to
glembers to get to their homes for a few

ays, I am mnot disposed to throw any
~Obstacle in the way. My object in rising
Just now was to suggest the course pro-
posed by the leader of the House, if any
: l())n. member desiresa longer adjournmeat
an the one that has been proposed.

o Hox. Mr. OGILVIE—T think the ad-
{]e _tflmeqt should be from Wednesday
1?1 unstll Tuesday, the 19th inst., at 8:30
Pnt " Such an adjournment would not
erfere with the public business, and

Wwe need not ha ¢ ness, and
ment, ve any further adjourn

d‘HON.' 1\IR'. KA.UI.;BACH—Although the
{S({usmon 13 quite irregular, I wish to ex-
;ebi}l my objection to any adjournment.
: will have the effect of rotracting the
Jusiness of the House. Certainly it will
i)l_llterfere with the progress of the divorce
ills; they will be delayed in their preli-
minary stages if we adjourn now. I have
always been opposed to those adjourn-
ments. [ believe that by remaining here
e accelerate the progress of business.
he 2(;;overnment know that we are here
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ready to attend to their measures, when
they bring them to us. Itis notin the
public interest or in the interest of good
legislation that we should have so many
adjournments as are applied for every
session.

Ho~x. Mr. VIDAL—We are making a
mistake in permitting discussions to arise
on questions which are not before the
House. It is quite out of order to debate
a question on a notice of motion. The
intention of giving notice is to enable mem-
bers to consider questions before debating
them.

Hon. MR. McCLELAN—I do not think
there is any irregularity in the discussion ;
the leader of the House wished to elicit
the views of members. I quite agree with
the remarks of the hon. member for St,
John, that if we are to have an adjourn-
ment at all it should be long enough to
enable those who live at a distance from
the Capital to visit their homes. I have
no objection to the adjournment on the
understanding, as stated by the hon. mem-
ber from Alma, that when we return we
remain here until the public business is
finished.

Hon. Mr. DEVER gave notice that he
will on Wednesday next move that when
the House adjourns it stand adjourned
until Wednesday, the 20th instant, at 8:30
p-m.

SENATOR ALEXANDER'S SEAT.
MOTION.

Tue SPEAKER read a communication
from the Clerk setting forth that the Hon,
George Alexander had for two Sessions
been absent from his place in the House.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that the
veport of the Clerk be referred to the
Committee appointed to consider the
Orders and Customs of this House and the
Privileges of Parliament, the Committee
to meet at a quarter to three in the Sen-
ate Chamber to-morrow.

Hox. Mr. SCOTT—I do not remember
at this moment the course adopted on a
former occasion—

Hox. Mr. ABBOTT~-It is the same,
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I was under the im-
pression that some notice was given to the
member whose seat was attacked.

Hon, Mr. MILLER—Of course.

Ho~. Mr. SCOTT—That was always
given previous to any action being taken.

Hon, Mr. ABBOTT—It does not appear
in the Journals that any notice was given.

Hox. Mr. SCOTT—I am quite sure that
we have no such peremptory proceeding
as that —only twenty-four hours notice.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—The last case we
had before us was that of the late Hon.
Mr. Dickson. In that instance and in all
previous cases, notice was given to the
party of the intention of the House to pro-
ceed Lo adjudicate upon the supposed va-
cancy. It is true that we have the return
of the Clerk that Mr. Alexander has not
been in his place in Parliament within the
last two sessions, but he may have been
in Ottawa during last session, unwell and
unable to attend to his duties, or he may
have attended meetings of some of the
Committees of this House, in either of
which cases his seat has not been for-
feited. It isusual to give noticeto a mem-
ber that the question of the vacancy of his
seat is to be considered by the Committee
on Privileges, before any final action is
taken by the House. I do not suppose
for a moment that the House would vacate
the seat uf an hon. member without giving
him the opportunity of showing that he
had not actually forfeited his right to sit
here. It hasnot been done hitherto where
any doubt existed, and I do not think we
should take a new course now.

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD—I think that the
rule on which the Clerk has acted was not
in existence at the time the seat of the
Hon. Mr, Dickson was declared vacant.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—The rule has noth-
ing to do with the point of procedure.

Hox. Mr. BOTSFORD—The fact is we
have now a rule which was not in existence
when any previous case arose. It might
be advisable to give a longer time and let
the Clerk notity the absent member.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—The rule makes

Senator [SENATE] Alexander's Seat.

'no change in the procedure of the House.
The rule merely imposes on the Clerk the
duty of reporting vacancies as they arise.
Betore the rule there was no provision
existing for reporting such vacancies to
the House. The constitution provides for
the manner in which such vacancios shall
be dealt with when they arise, but it was
not the duty of anyone particularly to
report to the House that a vacancy existed,
and the rule was framed requiring the
Clerk to report such cases to the Speaker,
but the rule does not alter the p ocedure
which has been followed in the cuascs
already dealt with by the Senate. 'lhe
first case of the kind that occurred was, [
think, that of Sir Edward Kenny. Iin-
sisted then strongly that evidencc be given
to the House that Sir Edward Kenny’s
case came within the law which demanded
the forfeiture of his seat, and the House
agreed with me in that case. Wereit not
that my late lamented colleague, the Hon.
Mr. Archibald, rose in his place at the
time and stated that he had seen Sir Ed-
ward Kenny when on his way here and
had by him been informed that he had
been absent from his place in the Senate
for two years, and that he knew his seat
was vacant, the House would not have de-
clared the seat vacant on that occasion.
From that time the House has always
required evidence that a seat has been
vacated in addition to the formal docu-
ment presented to the House from the
Clerk.

Hox, Mg, ABBOTT—I am sure my hon
friend will credit me with being the last
person who would desire to take advantage
of any hon. member in any condition of
things whatsoever. In taking this pro-
ceeding, I simply followed the procedure
which appears to have been adopted in
this House on two previous occasions.
The first one was that to which my hon.
friend has just referred—the case of the
Hon. Sir Edward Kenny. Therule of the
House my hon. friend is familiar with;
probably no one knows its terms better
than he does. . The Clerk has reported
that Senator Alexander has been absent
from his place for two consecutive ses-
sions. A similar report was made in the
case of Sir Edward Kenny and in that of
Mr. Dickson, which are the only two
cases to which I have been referred. In
the case of Sir Edward Kenny, it was
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referred to the House the following day— ‘ given to the absent member, and require
the Committee on the Privileges of Par-| what evidence they please, but in the
liament—and it does not appear from the | meantime we have only to place it before
Journals that any cvidence whatever was | the Committee in accordance with prece-
taken. =My hon. friend tells us from re- dent, which we have done.

collection that someone was called upon -

to speak, and did speak, and gaveevidence Hox, Mr. GOWAN. It isa question of
as to the facts, and on that the resolution fact whether Mr, Alexander hus failed to
was passed. iattend in his place for two sessions; it is
“a fact on which evidence may be required,

Ho~N. MR. MILLER—I think the De--
bates of that day will show fully what

took place, and T thought it was on the
Journals, ‘

|

Hox. Mr. ABBOTT—There was nothing '
on the Journals, but in the case of Mr.
Dxcksqn there was something done in the
Committee. There the motion was the |
same, the time fixed was the same, and |
the matter came before the Committee on |
Privileges on the following day.

Hown. Mr. SCOTT—Was no notice given ‘
to the member in either case ? i

Hox. Mr. ABBOTT—No notice.

I‘{o1_v. Mr. SCOTT — Then there is an
omission there,

Hox. Mr. MILLER—In Myr. Dickson’s’
case there was, ;

eag(l?,‘ Mr, ABBOTT—In Mr. Dickson’s
‘l he report was on the 23rd of January
?I?‘t the motion was made to refer the
thi tf%l;l o the Committee on Privileges
tho Corl(:w}ng day. On the following day
l‘esolvedmtl}ftee met, and thereupon it was
considerat] at the report be taken into
the Co lon that day fortnight, (when
Mmittee met) and thatin the mean- |

time Mpr., Dickson be notified, |

1
Hox, Mg, MILLER—Hear, hear. |

|
Hox, Ma. - .
will see thatABBOTT—-M) hon. friend

we hav , at
stage yet, ve not reached th‘tt‘

!
Hox. Mr, MILLER—I understood that

Y. hon. friend’s intention was to take’
action to-morrow,

Hon. Mg,
actly

(];I‘“{Se. Of course, the report must be
e‘at with  to-morrow. The Committee
may order what notice they please to be

. MR, ABBOTT—No, We are ex.
'n the line of the precedents of this

and a fact of which this House may pos-
sibly have to take judicial notice. Being
a faet, I think Senator Alexander should
on every account be notified.

A

The motion was agreed to.

MINISTERIAL CHANGES.
INQUIRY.

ilon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that the
House do now adjourn.

Ho~x. Mr. POWER. Before the House
adjourns 1 should like to ask the hon.
leader of the Government whether he
proposes to-morrow to give the House the
customary explanations as to the Minis-
terial changes in this Chamber,

Ho~x. Mr. ABBOTT. I may tell my
hon. friend that I have not considered the
question, but I shall be prepared to give
those explanations when properly called
upon to do so. .

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned at 3.45 p.m.
THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Tuesday, May 5th, 1891.
THE COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES.

SENATOR ALEXANDER’S SEAT.

The Committee met at 2.45 p.m.; the

r Speaker in the Chair,

Hox. Mr. ABBOTT—There are two
precedents having reference to a similar
matter, but they are not exactly on all-
fours with this one, On each of thesc two
occasions, a member on the floor of the
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House stated that to his knowledge the
absent member was aware that this pro-
ceeding was about to be taken to declare
his seat vacant. On those occasions the
Committee recommended the House to pass
a resolution declaring the seat vacant, and
the House thereupon ordered that notice
be given to the member and a delay to
take place before pronouncing upon this
recommendation. In this case, as we
have no evidence of any kind, except the
certificate of the Clerk, which was before
the House when it referred the matter to us,
I think we ought to make some inquiry
into the matter and give the absent mem-
ber an opportunity to be heard. For
these reasons, I am disposed to move that
the Committee adjourn for three weeks,
and that notice be given to Mr. Alexander
of the statement of the Clerk, and then
the Committee can report with confidence
to the House and make a recommenda-
tion which, no doubt, the House will
adopt. I therefore move that the subject-
matter of the reference be taken into con-
sideration this day three weeks, and that
Mr, Alexander be notified.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—I am doubtful
whether it would not be better to follow
the established precedents. I think the
evidence taken in the cases referred to was
a matter of surplusage, and that the report
of the Committee was like a rule nist, and
was 80 treated by the House. Although,
from a cursory reading of the record, it
might appear not as logical as the course
suggested by the leader of the House, it is
really a better procedure than the torm
proposed by him. - I will not, however,
set my opinion against his if he desires to
press his view. It is nqt at all necessary
that any member of the House should
make a statement that Mr, Alexander is
aware that his seat is vacant., It would
be quite sufficient for Mr, Alexander to
know that the House intends to come to
the conclusion that his seat will be declared
vacant two weeks hence unless he shows
some reason why it should not be declared
vacant,

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—Speaking from a
very considerable experience, I think it is
desirable, in all delicate questions such as
this, affecting a member’s seat, to keep to
the precedents which have been estab-
lished. We have had two cases of this

The Committee [SENATE] on Privileges.

kind in our history. Reference has been
made to the circumstances of a member
stating that the absent senator knew his
seat was vacant, but that is only cor-
roborative of a fact which has already
been made clear to us by the certificate of
the officer of the House. There is no
necessity for it; it is cumulative evidence
of facts which we require to know before
we take any proceedings. I would like
to impress on the Committee the import-
ance of keeping to precedent, and I wounld
remind the leader of the Hou~e thut this
matter was well considered and discussed
on the occasions which have been alrcady
referred to, The report of this Committee
is not at all final; it must be acted on by
the House, and before the House will con-
sider the report notice must be given to
the absent member, so that he will havean
opportunity to raise any objection, if he
desires to do so, before the adoption of
the report. ,

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD—The fact that
this case has been referred to a Committee
of the Whole House, with the Speaker as
chairman, shows that it has béen sub-
mitted to us to try it and decide it, and
whenever the proceedings are completed
and a decirion arrived at the chairman
will report that to the House and the
report will be taken up and dealt with by
the House. But any proceedings that
may be necessary to elicit the facts ought
to be before this Committee, and I entire-
ly approve of the course which has been
suggested by the leader of the House. I
think it is reasonable, and in accordance
with the mode of proceeding in all com-
mittees that information should be sought
for by the Committee.

Hon. MRr. SCOTT—If in this particular
instance the Committee were seized of
facts similar to those which were brought
before the Committee on the other occa-
sions which have been mentioned, I would
at once recognize the value of those pre-
cedents; but the House had before it yes-
terday all the information that this Com-
mittee has to-day. This Committee does
not propose to give the House any addi~
tional information. In the other cases
the Committee was able to advise the
House that the member not only had
been absent for two sessions consecutiveiy,
but that he knew his seat was about to be-
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declared vacant, That information wasE

conveyed to the Committee by an hon.
senator. Therefore, the Committee re-
ported information on which the House
could proceed ; yet the House was so cau-
tious that it did not adopt the report im-
mediately. If any member to-day will
say that Mr. Alexander is aware that we
are taking these proceedings, or that he |
recognizes the propriety of declaring his
seat vacant, I am prepared to follow the
prgcede_nt, but the Committee has nothing
before it that the House did not know
yesterday. No serious harm can arise
f]r:;n taking up the question at a future

Hox. Mr. POWER—I do not look at
the matter in exactly the same way as the
hon. gentleman from Ottawa, though in

1s conclusions I concur., We had before
us yesterday the certificate of the Clerk
of the House. While that is a very author-
tative document, and one to which we
should naturally give credence as strong
Primd facie evidence of the facts it con-
ta‘lns, 1t 18 not conclusive evidence ; and I
gl‘?sume the object of referring that cer-
“17 cate to the Committee on Privileges
alﬁ: tf:igscertam whether or not the facts
Thég% in that certificate were really facts,
provs Omft_r.nttee to-day has ascertained, T
othcrm'e’ rom searching the Journals and
o tthgT, th,at the statements contained
wo a: lork’s cey?xﬁcate are correct, and
Housee- l];l a position to go report to the
contatned ut granting that the statements
corroet, In the Clerk’s certificate are
the ot 1¢ 18 still possible, as suggested by
the sena member from Richmond, that
declars 31‘ Whose seat is proposed to be
or Atthi tacant._may have been in Ottawa,
of the Lo ef]\ miles of Ottawa, during one
beon o, o last Se!:sSlons, and may have
e Satgvemed by illness from attending
matter ll}gs of the House. Then it is a
the obcourtesy, and of justice also, to
doujanember, th.t his seat”should not be

eclared vacant until we have ascertained
vabethel~ or mot that is the fact. The
Wf]lect of giving him notice is to ascertain
ether or not he was here in Ottawa jll

or within ten miles of Ottawg Then the
qQuestion is, whether the resolution moved
by the hon. leader of the Houseisa proper
:}l;le to adopt, or whether we should follow
© precedent in the case of the Hon. Mr.
lckson'. I think, myself, that the view
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of the hon. member from Richmond is,
perhaps, on the whole, the sounder one,
because the Commiitee has, | understand,
no power to order a notice to be sent. We
can only report to the House; and it

Istrilkes me that the proper course for us

is to report that on inquiry we find that
the statements contained in the Clerk’s
certiticate are correct, and then if we
think proper we may recommend that
notice should be given to the member in
order to «lear up any remaining doubt.
Under this resolution the matter would
not be settled : it would have to come
back to the Committee again ; and I think
the better way would be to let the Com-
mittee report that, as far as we can learn
from the evidence before us, the seat is
actually vacant ; and the Committee could
report in addition, if it was thought well, .
that this notice ought to be given, or the
House, when the report of the Committee
came up, might, of its own motion, decide
to give the notice. I presume it should
be given by the House, the Committee
having no machinery to give notice. I
think, on the whole, the line indicated by
the hon. member from Richmond is the
proper one.

Hox. Mr, DICKEY—I should like to
call the attention of the Committee to tho
roceeding that was taken as recorded.
t will be seen that the course suggested
by tke hon. member from Halifax wus
that which was acted on by the Committee.
The Committee did not undertake to give
notice. They were merely to inquire
into the facts—and what was done? The
report of the Committee is here on record
in the case of Mr. Dickson, in 1884, page
39 of the Journals of that year, signed by
the then Speaker, who was also the chair-
man of the Committee, my hon. friend -
from Richmond. The House ordered that
a notice should be given—* Ordered that
the same do lie on the Table "—that is
the report of the Committee. “The Hon.
Sir Alexander Campbell moved, seconded
by the Hon. Mr. Pelletier, that the said
report be taken into consideration on this
day fortnight, and that in the meantime
the Hon. Mr. Dickson be notified thereof,
aud thata copy of the said report be trans-
mitted to him through the mail by the
Clerk of this House.” That was the course.
There was no such thing as the Committee
giving notice to the absent member, but
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it was the House that ordered the pro-
ceedings of the Committee to be trans-
mitted to him, so that if he wished to
appear he could do so. - It was not finally
decided until the 19th of February, some
three weeks after. This shows- that the
Committee never undertook a task that
was not assigned to them, of giving notice,
but that they simply reported the facts as
they were found, and the House ordered
that the party be notified.

Hon. MR, ROSS—I am afraid that we
are splitting hairs, 1o some extent, on
this question. I believe that motion is a
very proper one. The desire of this Com-
mittee must be to put the party who has
the most interest in this question in a
position to state his objections, if he has
_any, and to furnish such proof as he may
consider nocessary. The only way to do
that is to give him notice that at a certain
date the matter will be taken up, discussed
and decided upon, and that the seat will be
declared vacant unless he can show that
he has been in attendance one or more
days during the two years. The Com-
mittee will be in a position to decide with
connaissance de cause. Whether he ap-
pears or not, the Committee will be in a
position to give a fair and proper decision
on the subject. I therefore believe that
this motion is the right one and that it
ought to carry.

Ho~n. Mr. MILLER—The hon. gentle-
raan does not seem to clearly comprehend
that in the event of either course being
‘adopted the proceedings followed will be
exactly those indicated in the motion of
the leader of the House. I desire that
there should be no misapprehension on
the part of hon. gentlemen with regard to
that fact—that whether the precedent
now upon our Journals be followed, or the
motion just made by the leader of the
House be adopted, in either case the same
facility for contesting the final action of
the House in regard to the vacating of the
seat will be afforded, and, therefore, on
that point, there is no room for argument
or difference of opinion; but I think the
Ilouse would be in a better position by
following the precedent for this reason:
we will have found, upon the primé facie
case, that the seat is vacant, and will so
report to the House, and recommend the
House to decldre so; then the House will

give an opportunity to the hon. member
to come forward before the report is
adopted and show that the Committee was
in error and that the seat has not been
vacated.

Hon. Mr. ROSS—Will my hon. friend
be kind enough to tell me why the Com-
mittee should declare the seat vacant
without having the uecessary information
to guide them? We do not know any-
thing, except that his name was not entered
in the books of this House during two
years. As an hon. member has said
already, he might be some place around
here: he might be ill, even, in the city.
All we know is the fact that his name does
not appear in the books of the House dur-
ing those two Sessions, and my hon. friend
would like us to decide, on this incomplete
information, that the seat is vacant. I
differ from him on that point; I do not
want -the Committee to decide on such
incomplete information. Let us give M,
Alexander a chance to make his proof, if
he has any to turnish.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—That is what we
are all willing to do.

Ho~n. Mr. ROSS—Yes; but you want
the Committee to decide that the seat is
vacant, on a primd facie case, before you
hear the evidence.

.

Hon. MR. POWER—TI¢ is a rule nisi,

Hon. Mr. ROSS—If the Committee does
make the recommendation now it does so
on insufficient information, and I want the
Committee, before it declares the seat
vacant, to get that information, and they
cann)t get it, I believe, unless it is obtained
from Mr. Alexander himself,

Hon. Mr. MILLER —1I think it will pre-
sent itself to every legai mind as a very
logical course to report on the prima facie
evidence now before the House, and to
recommend that the seatbe declared va-
cant. Then the hon. gentleman whose seat
is in jeopardy can comein and show that
he has not torfeited his seat, The position
that the House will occupy is this: It will
require t0 move no further in the matter.
The report will be confirmed, as a matter
of course, unless the hon. member comes
in and does what is necessary to save his
seat and preventthe adoption of the report
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of the Committee. I think it is a logical
means of arriving at a judgment. One
great objection I have to the proposed
course is that, having established a prece-
dent in two cases, we shouid now dopart
from it. I think if we could adhere to the
precedent in the case of Mr. Dickson it
would be desirable 1o do so.

- Hon, MR. KAULBACH—I believo the:
course proposed by the leader of the House
would be the best toadopt, onlythe evidence
should be brought before the Committee.
The Committee will probably report, with
& recommendation that the party whose
8eat is inquired into should be notified, and
then the matter can be referred to the
Committee for further investigation if any
evidenco is given. We should recommend
that the House give notice to the absent
member, and then if he thinks proper to
submit evidence the matter can be referred
back to the Committee.

. Hon. Mr. ALLAN—The question is
Just this: Is it necessary for the Com-
mittee to go behind the primd facie case
which is laid before us by the statement
of the Clerk ? It seems to me we are
bOI}nd to take the statement of the Clerk
as 1t has been furnished to us, and decide
upon that, and then, when that report is
made to the House, ample time will be
§;}ycn to the hon. gentleman whose seat is
ane‘gﬁd to state whether or not he has
est'i l]ng to show why his seat should not
A ec ared vacant ; but I do not think, in
megll)::e‘pt stage of the case, as the hon.
that v 0rom Richmond has pointed out,
cuse or lll(ght t0 go behind the prima facie
a8k for further evidence than that

&Z‘%‘le}:ﬁ been furnighed by the report of

hagogigg.aABBQTT~I. am sorry that I
o mpsed fgu‘estxon which has provoked
% .dilference of opinion in this

ouse, but at the same time I must say
the.more 1 hear.the matter discussed the
more I am convinced that the proceeding
wl_nchI would recommend to the Com.
m;ltltee 18 the proper one. The Committee
H;:l obsgrve that this case is not on all
> ri With the other two cases. In each
of ¢ 0s¢ cases the Committee actually
took evidence as to whether or not the
abgsent senator had notice that he was
goIng to be proceeded against. In both

cases a member of the House arose in his
place before the Commitiee and gave his
evidence that the member who was about
to lose his seat knew of the proceedings
and was aware that his seat was vacant,
That is one most material point in which
this case bears no resemblance at all to
the other two cases. In the case of Mr.
Dickson what did the Committee do ? They
made up their minds on that evidence,
and the evidence of the Clerk taken from
the Journals, that the seat was vacant, and
they recommended to the House ** that the
Hon. Walter Hamilton Dickson, one of
the members of the Senate from the Prov-
ince of Ontario, has failed to give his
attendance, etc.; that this House, in pur-
suance of the 33rd section of the British
North America Act, 1867, doth declare,
determine and adjudge the said seat
of the Hon. Walter Hamilton Dickson
vacated.” Did the House adopt that
report? No. The House gave the Com-
mittes, as I understand it, a most dis-
tinet snub because the House refused to
pass the resolution declaring the seat
vacant until it had given notice to the
member, in order that he might, if he had
any evidence against it, come and show it;
8o it is plain that the Committee in this
case, to my mind, stultified itself by
recommending the House to pass a reso-
lution without taking any evidence and
without giving any unotice (because that is
the substance of it), or any delay. If the
Committee had recommended that notice
be given I would have considered that
logical enough; but that a Committee
should directly, ana without taking any
evidence at all, recommend the House to
declare the seat vacant without having one
tittle of evidence before it any more than
the House had yesterday, it seems to me
was illogical, especially as we find that
that Committee had to obtain further
information in some way as to whether or
no the member had really absented himself,
before the seat could be declared vacant.
There is this variance between the two
cases: In the one case the Committee bad
some evidence before it, hud the decla-
ration made by a member in his place that
the senator who was to be excluded
knew what was going on, and, therefore,
the Committee was justified in recom-
mending the House to pass a resolution
declaring the seat vacant. But here we
have no such justification; we are asked
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to recommend the House to declare the
seat vacant without taking any evidence
and without giving the member an oppor-
tunity of saying that he really did conform
himself to the law, If we follow that
course we shall decide the case, in fact,
without hearing the parties or taking any
evidence. The hon. member from Rich-
mond, who has had a vast deal of experi-
ence in those matters, while he would
prefer that we should follow former pre-
cedents, does not desire to controvert the
proceeding that we are taking—does not
oppose it practically, though he is of
opinion—it is very nearly a balance appar-
ently—that it would be better for us to
follow the precedents. As there does not
seem to be any strong objection to the
course which I suggest, and which I think
would be so great an improvement on our
making a declaration that the seat is va-
cant, I would like the Committee to adopt
the motion that I have placed before them,
if they are disposed to do so.

The motion was agreed to.

The Committee then adjourned.

Tre SPEAKER took the Chair at 3.30
p. m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT.

NOTICE OF MOTION.

Hox. Mr. O'DONOHOE gave notice
that he would, to-morrow, move that when
the House adjourns to-morrow it stand
adjourned till the 26th instant. He said
his reason for giving this notice was, that
in the interval of five days, between the
20th and the 26th, there would be only
two working days. -

Hon. Mr., KAULBACH—I think my
hon. friend’s motion is entirely out of order.
This is not the proper time to give such a
notice, nor is it proper 10 make comments
upon it now. I am prepared to contend
that all of the hon. gentleman’s arguments
are fallacious.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—There is not suffi-
cient notice,

THE STANDING COMMITTEES.
MOTION.

Hon. M. ABBOTT moved the appoint-
ment of the Standing Committecs, as fol-
lows :—

LiBRARY.

Hon. Messrs.
ALLAN, MacInnEs, _
ALMON, (Burlington),
BAILLARGEON, MILLER,
BELLEROSE, MurpHY,
BoTsForD, ODELL,
DEBOUCHERVILLE, POIRIER,
DrumMonD, Poweg,
GOWAN, Scorr,
HAYTHORNE, WaRK,
McCLELAN,

a committee to assist His Honour the
Speaker in the direction of the Library of
Parliament, so far as the interests of this
House are concerned, and to act on behalf
of this House as members of a Joint Com-
mittee of both Houses on the Library.

PrinTING.

Hon. Messrs.
CASGRAIN, McKINDSEY,
DEVER, MACFARLANE,
GIRARD, OGILVIE,
GowaN, PERLEY,
GUEVREMONT, PELLETIER,
HAYTHORNE, PowEr,
KauLsacs, REED,
LoUuGHEED, VIDAL,
McCOLELAN, Wakrk,

a committee to superintend the printing
of this House during the present session,
and be instructed to act on behalf of this
House with the committee of the House
of Commons as a Joint Committee of both
Houses on the subject of printing.

BANKING AND COMMERCE.
Hon. Messrs.

ABBOTT, MACPHERSON
ALLAN, (Sir David Lewis),
BELLEROSE, MiLLER,
BoTsForp, MoONTPLAISIR,
Bovp, MurpHY,
CARLING, ODELL,
CHAFFERS, Paquer,
CLEMOW, Pricg,
COCHRANE, Prowse,
DRUMMOND, Reip (Cariboo),
LEWIN, KOBITAILLE,
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Lovuauzep, Ross,
Massox, SANFORD,
McCaLLuy, SMiTH,
McMiLLavy, SuLLIVAN,
MacInNgs THIBAUDEAU,
(Burlington), Vipar,
Wark

’

a committee on Banking and Commerce
for the present session, to whom shall be
referred all Bills on these subjects.

RarLways, TELEGRAPHS AND IIARBOURS.
Hon. Messrs,

ABBorrT, Macpoxarp (B.C.),

ALLAN, MacInnNgs,

ALMoN, (Burlington),

BrLLEROSE, MoNTGOMERY,
OULTON, MiLLER,

CaRrLING, Murrry,

CLEMOW, O’Dononok,

CocHRANE, OGILVIE,

DEBoucHERVILLE, PERLEY,

Dickey, PoweR,
RUMMOND, PricE,

GIRARD, ROBITAILLE,

KAULBACH, REep (Cariboo),

Lovenzen, REeap (Quinté),
cCaLLUM, SANFOID,

McCLELAN, Scorr,

ﬁ(f:[DONALD (C.B.), Swirn,

M(é Ig:;:s (B.C), Srnvnns,

MoR ot TUTHERLAND,
CRINDSEY, Tassk
cMirLaN, VipaL

H

a (;(l).amittee on Railways, Telegraphs and
urs for the Present session, to whom

shall be referred all Bills on these subjects.

ConringENT AccoUNTS.

Asmo Hon, Messrs,
ALL&T, McMiLLAN,
ARMAN’ MACFARLANE,
BOTSFOD, MacPHERSON,
C RD, (Sir David Lewis),
ARLING, MiLLE:
CHar 7
Dob FERS, OpELL,
ICKLoxs;, O’Dononog,
D EY, OGILVIE,
RUMMOND, Paquer
b
G;,;Nr, PELLETIER,
an ARD, PErLEY,
5 ANT, Powzg,
I OWLAN, Prowsg,
MEONARD, READ
)
MC%LELAN, RosITAILLE,
CLoNaLD (C. B.), Sanrorp,

McInnes (B.C.), Scorr,

McKay, SMITH,
MacInNEs, STEVENS,
(Burlington), Tassg,

a committee to examine and report upon
the Contingent Accounts of the Senate for
the present session.

StanDING ORDERS AND PRIVATE BILLs.
Hon, Messrs,

ALMON, MACFARLANE,
ARMAND, MERNER,
BELLEROSE, MILLER,
BoLpuc, MoNTGOMERY,
Borsrorp, MoNTPLAISIR,
BouLrTon, MourrHY,
DeBuois, O’DoNoBOE,
DEVER, OGILVIE,

| FLINT, PAqQuET,
GLASIER, PELLETIER,
Gowan, PoIRIER,
GRANT, PowER,
GUEVREMONT, PROWSE,
HAYTHORNE, READ,
Howran, RrEESOR,
LouGHEED, Ross,
Masson, ScorT,
MclInnes (B. C.), STEVENS,
McKay, SULLIVAN,
McMiLLAN, SUTHERLAND,

MacponaLp (B.C.), Tassg,

a committee on Standing Orders and
Private Bills, with power to examine and
inquire into all such matters and things as
may be referred to the said committee, to
report from time to time their observa-
tions and opinions thereon, and to send
for persons, papers and records.

DEeBATES.

Hon, Messrs.
BELLEROSE, MERNER,
Bornpuc, MoONTPLAISIR,
CASGRAIN, PERLEY,
DEBoUCHERVILLE, PowER,
HAYTHORNE, Ross,
Howran, Scorr,
Masson, THIBAUDEAU,
McCaLLuy, VivaL,
MACFARLANE,

a committee to inquire into the best
means to be adopted to obtain correct re-
ports of the debates and proceedings of
the Senate, and for the publication of the
same, and to report from time to time
their views to the House.
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SELEcT COMMITTEE ON DIVORCE.

Hon. Messrs.

GoOWwAN, Macponarp (B. C.),
KAvULBACH, OGILVIE,
LouGHEED, REeap,

MoCLELAN, SUTHERLAND,
McKINDSEY,

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN—I would request
that the name of some other gentleman be
substituted for mine, I have served for
several years to the best of my judgment
on this committee. During this session
I think it probable, though I am not sure
of it, that 1 may not be able to give my
attendance for any considerable time dur-
ing the session, and, for other reasons, I
would beg to be relieved from serving on
this committee,

Hox. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Be-
fore this motion is put I desire to express
my own views on the present system of
dealing with divorce in this country.
After some experience on Divorce Com-
mittees, and in the procedure in divorcein
Parliament, I have for some time felt and
thought that the time has arrived when
a Divorce Court in Canada, or proper
tribunal for dealing with divorce cases,
should be created. The present system is
highly unsatisfactory, and does not always
meet the ends of justice: in fact, it is often
a travesty of justice, Briefly, let us look
at the position of things : In the first place,
divorce cases are referred to a committee
of this House, sitting as a quasi-judicial
body, to hear evidence and counsel for
the parties. This committee, often divided
in opinion, reports to this House, which
may be considered with reference to such
matters asa jury of 72 members. One-third
of those honourable jurors are opposed,
from religious training, to divorce, no
matter what the justice of the case may
he. For this opinion I attach no blame
to them. The other two-thirds of this jury
may or may not take an interest in any
particular case, but I think [ am justified
in saying that the House is sometimes
swayed one way or the other from causes
apart from the evidence placed before it.
In saying this much, I seek not to cast
any reflection on this House. TIn all the
shortcomings of the system, I take my
full share of the blame. Then, should a
Bill run the gauntlet of this House, it goes

to another jury of 215 members, removed
from the influence and voice of the com-
mittee which heard the evidence and found
cause for a Bill. Whether this large body
of jurors find according to the evidence,
or from prejudice, favour or affection, I am
not going to say; but I do say that in the
whole system there is great risk of a
miscarriage of justice. The same difficulty
which is experienced in this country was
felt in England for many years. Kccle-
siastical difficulties and prejudices had to
be contended with and overcome, and it
was not until 1850 that some progress was
made by the appointment of a commission
to inquire into the working of the system,
The commission reported in favour of esta-
blishing a court of divorce, but it was not
until 1857 that Parliament was able to
carry an Act giving effect to that report.
That Act is now known as 20 and 21 Vie-
toria, cap. 85.

The procedure in divorce was more.
complicated in England than in Canada.
There three suits had to be brought—
ecclesiastical, civil and parliamentary.
Here, as hon. gentlemen know, we have
only the parliamentary suit and procedure.
There a consolidation of three jurisdie-
tions was necessary in framing the consti-
tution of the court; here the matter is
more simple. It is true that a large and
influential body of our people is opposed
to divorce in any form. Making every
allowance for the religious feelings of
such a body, is the State justified in not
giving full and free effect to the course of
justice ?  Divorce must needs be, and tri-
bunals must needs be, so there can be no
question as to.the duty of the State in
such matter to apply the most thorough,
simple, inexpensive and direct means of
dealing with divorce. It may be said that
the present system is beneficial, on account
of the cost and other causes deterring
many from applying for divorce. In reply
to that I would say, that divorce ought
not to be a luxury for the rich—that relief
should be as free to the poor as to the rich.
Without any desire to shirk my duty on
any of the committees of the House, I feel
no satisfaction in sitting on the Divorce
Committee ; and if the hon. Minister who
leads the House could substitute some
other name for mine I would be as weil
pleased.

Hon. Mr. SMITH moved that the name
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of Mr. McKay be substituted for that of
Mzr, McClelan on the committeo,

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Much as I may
agree with my hon, friend from British
Cq]umbia in the remarks he has made, I
think this is not an opportune occasion to
discuss the large question which he has
raised. I rise more particularly to speak
of the personnel of the committee. On a
matter of such grave character as this,
aftectmg the sacred tie of marriage, I con-
sider that the committee should be
selected apart from provincialism alto-
gethpr. We should have the very best
qualified minds in the House, regardless
of what locality they may come frem. I
bave been a member of Divorce Committees
in this House for a number of years—I
believe ever since I first had a seat here
Some twenty years ago—and there was a
member of the Semate, who was most
conspicuous on all the committees, in
whom T placed the greatest confidence—I
refer to the bon. member from Amherst.

18 1mpartiality, his knowledge and his
courtesy were always remarkable, and on
the committee conspicuously so. I much
regrot that his name does’ not appear ‘on
this committee, and I do not believe that
1t will be as good a committee as it would
be if his name were included. In dealing
with the important matters which are to
([:ome before us T would much prefer that

should be taken off that committee and
gly hon. friend from Amherst placed on
- I consider that without him on the

];nmltgee the same confidence cannot be

})f ced in its reports that there would be
an ebWerg a member of it. I do not make
: Objection to any individual member of
doe tCl;)mmlttee, but feeling, as I strongly
ad at my hon. friend’s name should be
ed, I should certainly make a place

or kim if my name on it would have tho

effect of preventing hi i
m having a placeon
the committes, g &4 place

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—M i
. . — hon. friend
has made g very kind allusizn to me per-
Sonally, for which I am duly grateful. I
am bound to say, in justice to the Govern-

g:?tl;tge that my exciusion from the com-
€6 was made at my i
need 1 y own desire. 1

0t 20 now into the reasons for the
:pm'sle which I took in that respect ; 1
almp Y Tise for the purpose of removing
Ny lmpression from my hon. friend’s

mind that the exclusion was in any
way intended, so far as I know, to
reflect upon myself, 1 acquit the Govern-
ment of that entirely, for I took the full
responsibility of asking that my name
should be put off. I may be pardoned for
adverting for a moment to the remarks
made by my hon. friend from British
Columbia. Last session I placed my con-
victions on that subject on record. I went
so far as to state that unless something
was done about it during the present
session I should feel it my duty to suggest
that we bring in a measure for the pur-
pose of carrying out the views of my hon,
friend from British Columbia, with which
I fully sympathize; but I feel on the present
occasion that, without reflecting on my
hon. friend for the course he has taken, it
would be, perhaps, premature on my part
to take the present occasion to express
my views. A discussion would come more
properly and appropriately in the form
of a substantive motion,so as to command
the proper consideration of the House.
At the same time, I think my hon. friend’s
remarks are entitled to careful consider-
ation by the leader uf the Government and
by this House. I therefore will not enter
into the subject at all, and for this additional
reason, that during the present session,
at all events, we must act under the system |
that we have, and that any measure that
may be passed must necessarily be pros-
pective. Under those circumstances, any
remarks of mine would be, perhaps, out of
place—at all events, they would be unne-
cessary. It will be quite time to give my
views on the subject when it comes pro-
perly before us. In any legislation of
this kind, which would impose a charge,
possibly, upon the revenuc of the country,
I think it is quite right that the measure
should be initiated by the Government,
For those reasons, I am not prepared to
say anything further on the subject now.

Hon., Mr. SUTHERLAND—I wish to
express my sympathy with the views of
my hon, friend from Britirh Columbia, I
have sat on Divorce Committees for some
fifteen or sixteen years, I have no reflec-
tions to cast on my colleagues in those
committees; I think they did their duty
faithfully, but I concur in the opinion that
there should he some other tribunal to deal
with divorce, for the simple reason that it is
no easy matter for people who live 800 or



30

The Standing [SENATE] Committees.

1,000 miles from the capital to seek relief.
A poor man cannot think of applying for a
divorce. It may be said that the object
in maintaining the present system is to
make divorce difficult, That is all very
well; but, as my hon. friend has said, it
may lead to something worse, I do not
believe in alaw which favours the rich man
and denies a poor man justice. I have no
desire to prolong this discussion now,
because I do not suppose that anything
. effectual will result from it.

Hon. Mr. POWER—It may be perhaps
a little objectionable to lengthen this
discussion, but as it is on a very important
matter, and as no less then three hon. gentle-
men have placed their views on record on
oneside of the question, it might be as well
that at least a few words should be said on
the other side. The hon. member from
Vietoria, who brought the matter before
the House, appeared to base his argument
chiefly on the precedent afforded by
England—that England had had a system
of parliamentary divorce such as we have,
and that system had given way to a regu-
lar divorce court. Perhaps the case of
England tends in an altogether different
direction from what the hon. gentleman
supposed. I am ccnvinced that, if the
British Parliament,in 1857,had anticipated
the results which have flowed from the
establishment of a divorce court, it is
highly probable that the change would not
have been made. The divoree court in
England is one of the greatest scandals of
British life to-day; and my conviction is,
that if the best men in the Tmperial
Parliament could go back to the system
which existed before 1857 they would be
only too happy to do so. I do not think
the British precedent goes for very much.
Then, the hon. member from Selkirk said
that one great objection to our present
system was, it gave the rich man an
advantage over the poor man. As a mat-
ter of fact, we have had cases where the
parties have applied in formé pauperis and
have not been obliged to pay. Of course
that is a rather unusual thing. Two of the
hon. gentlemen 1 think reflected somewhat
upon the decisions of our parliamentary
court. My own impression is, that
although sometimes our proceedings were
a little slow, on the whole substantial jus-
tice has been done in a great majority of
the cases—quite as substantial justice as

in usually done in an ordinary court. I
hope the Government, if they do take up
this matter, will consider it very seriously,
and reflect upon the probable effect of the
change on the morals of the public, as
well as on the relieving of members of
this honourable House from a slight
inconvenience. As a rule, we have not
more than four or five cases before us
each session, and they do not take up a
very great deal of time. Another fact is
that, inasmuch as the evidence taken
before our committees is not set before
the public, the same amount of mischief
does not result as is wrought in cases
before the divorce courts, where the pro-
ceedings are spread broadcast over the

country; and any one who reads the

English papers must realize how very
important a matter that is.

Ho~x. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend
from British Columbia has raised a ques-
tion before the House, the importance of
which everyone must admit; but I think
those who admit its importance will also
recognize its extreme difficulty. It is not
only that the constitution of such a tribunal
would create an additional burden, because
that is not to be considered if the welfare
of the country demands it—but it is that a
proposition to establish such a tribunal
would meet with vast diversity of opinions,
and opinions of the very strongest possible
character. I do not propose to say at this
moment in what direction my views would
lie, nor do I propose to enter upon the sub-
ject at all. No doubt some hon. gentlemen
who have spoken to-day will give us an
opportunity during the session to discuss
the subject as a substantive matter, and in
that case it will be the duty of those repre-
senting the Government to express their
views. In the meantime, 1 can only say
that it is a subject which has for a long time
had the consideration, not only of the
Government, but no doubt of all thought-
ful members of Parliament in both
Houses. It is a problem of great difficulty,
which will sooner or later, perhaps, have to
be solved in some form. ?hope it may be
long before such a cause of dissension will
be placed before the people of this country
as that would inevitably be, but still it
may be a necessity to discuss it and dis-
pose of it, as it may ‘be a necessity to
discuss and dispose of other matters of
difficulty within the country. With refer-



ence to the nomication of my hon. friend
from Ambherst, he has anticipated me in
the reason which I would have given to
my hon. friend from Nova Scotia (Mr.
Kaulbach) for his not being included in
this commitee. It is quite unneceseary, I
think, for me to say before this House that
the Government and the House would
undoubtedly esteem it a great advantage
and benefit to the admintstration of justice
in this committee to have the assistance
of my hon. friend from Amherst. The
incalculable value of his labours as chair-
man of the Railway Committee, the patient
industry and the skill with which he has
conducted for some time that committee,
and the important measures which are
passed upon by it, would be sufficient of
themselves, without the knowledge of his
conduct in the business of this House
otherwise, to satisfy anyone that his pre-
Sence on the committee must of necessity
be of great advantage to it. I learned with
extreme regret from the hon. gentle-
man himself that he preferred not to be

placed on the committee during the
present session.

. Hox. Mr. REESOR—Under all the cir-
t{umstanees, while it remains the duty of
‘ he Senate to deal with cases of divorce,
Wwe ought to make it a point to have this
committee as efficient as possible. 1 have
watched the course of the committee for
so:ue'years, and.when my health was better
andell vtel(xl on Dlvo?ce Committees myself,
o nék there is no one in this House
bly anzs ischarged his duty more equita-
by With a better appreciation of the
_ } s merf' the case than the hon. member
tIl‘]otzlh mherst, It jg 4 very great pity

?i o should decline to act on the com-
mittee, and I simply express the hope that

he will reconsid i
er hlS ] :
consent to act, decision and will

Hon. Mr, KAULBACH_
hon. gentleman from Amherzerg?lll)sstgig
his reasons for decliniug to be a member

of the committee ; they mj r
in some way. Y might be obviated

Hon, Mr. DICKEY—The hon. leader
of the Government has mentioned one of
the strongest reasons that induced me to
tako the course I did-—the reason that my
time is, I am sorry to say, so constantly
taken up during the session with the
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most important ot our committees that I
do not feel 1 have the time to devote to
these divorce cases. The chairman of the
Divorce Committee—and every member of
the committee is equally respousible with
the chairman—requires to give his conse-
cutive and undivided attention to these
cases, and not unfrequently I found the
two committees to clash, so that it was
very difficult to arrange matters so that
the public service could be dealt within a
proper way by being a member of both
committees. That is one of the strongest
reasons which induced me to request that
my name be omitted, and which prevents
me now from acceding to the kind request
of my hon. friend.

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

The Senate adjourned at 4:40 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, May 6th, 1891

Tae SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

COMMITTEE ON CONTINGENCIES.

FIRST AND £§ECOND REPORTS.

Honw. Mr. READ, from the Committee
on the Contingent Accounts of the Senate,
presented their first and second reports,
and moved, in view of the adjournment
about to take place, that it be adopted
forthwith,

Hon. Me. DEBOUCHERVILLE asked
for information about the salaries of the
messengers recommended for promotion.

Hon. MrR. READ—There is no increase
of salaries,

Hon. Mr. MILLER—By a special pro-
vision made last year, it was arranged
thatall business of this kind should be taken
up at the first meeting of the committee,
especially as a number of changes had to
be made in the staff of the Senate, and it
was desirable that these should be inau-
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gurated immediately upon the opening of
the session. We met to-day and made.a
number of changes. It is true we had a
number of divisions in the committee, but
I think the result was acceptable to the
committee unanimously after the divisions
took place. I know, for my own part, I
was in the minority in one case, but 1
cheerfully concurred in the views of the
majority. Therefore, it may be said there
was really a unanimous feeling on the part
of the committee with regard to the
finding of the report—at least, I do not
know anything to the contrary. It is
desirable, if we are going to have an
adjournment, that it should be settled, and
not left in abeyance during the long ad-
journment. These messengers should be
in a position to discharge their dutics
when the House meets. Of course, it must
be understood that if any member of the
Senate wishes to have the matter post-
poned he is entitled to have its consider-
ation deferred, but I think the circum-
stances would warrant the immediate
adoption of the report.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The report before
the House was thoroughly considered and
discussed to-day. Every question was
dealt with in the most impartial and deli-
berate manner. Our domestic arrange-
ments should be completed and made per-
manent now. The committee refrained
from discussing money matters, becanse
some of the members were not prepared
to deal with that subject, and preferred to
have it postponed until a future oceasion,
It seems to me, therefore, that there is
every reason to have the report adopted at
once.

The motion was agreed to.

AN ADJOURNMENT. |
MOTION,

Hox. Mr. ABBOTT moved, that when
the House adjourns this day it do stand
adjourned until Friday, the 8th instant, at
three o’clock in the afternoon,

Ho~n. Mr. DEVER moved in amend-
ment, that the adjournment be until the
20th instant, at 8:30 in the evening. He
said: I intended this as a distinct motion
when I proposed it. I should like very

much if the adjournment were even longer.
I have consulted many members on both
sides, and I find that a longer adjourn-
ment will not be too much, and that no
public business will sutfer by an adjourn-
ment of three weeks. I have reason to
believe that many members in this House
would find an adjournment of two or three
weeks of great service.

Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE—In giving
notice yesterday of the motion which
appears on the Papor, I was quite satisficd
that it might be, perhaps, too short in
point of time, but considering that the other
motions had only been put on the Paper
the day before, I could give notice of mine
no earlier, and I felt that the rule might be
relaxed, with the consent of the House, and
the notice be held to be good. 1 do not
believe that the notice was exactly right,
according to our rules; but 1 now move, a.
an amendment to the amendment, that the
words ** Wednesday, the 20th instant,” be
struck out, and “ Mn-sday, the 26th ins-
tant,” substituted tne.efor.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)—I should
like to have the ruling of the Speaker
upon this last amendment. I made a
suggestion in the same direction a few
days ago,and was given to understand, by
the hon. gentleman from Richmond, that
it was not in accordance with the rules of
the House—that while an amendment to
diminish the time could be moved without
notice, an amendment extending the time
required more than one day’s notice. I
am not opposing the motion of the hon.
member from Toronto, but I want to know
whether it is strictly in order or not. I
merely seek for information on the subject.

[

Hon. MR. MILLER—I regard motions
of this character as substantive motions
altogether; they are hardly amendments,
strictly speaking, to each other, and as
the two first motions appeared on the
Paper I think they should be voted on in
their order. 1 do not think an amend-
ment can be moved without notice extend-
ing the time—there can be no question at
all about that, The question before the
House is thix : A number of members do
not want to adjourn at all. Of course, an
adjournment over the holiday, moved by
the leader of the House, is necessary,
because we do not sit on those statutory

'
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holidays ; but to a large number of hon.
members. a longer adjournment would be
a convenience. Although I belong to the
first category, it the business of the House
18 not to be interfered with by a longer
adjournment, and it would be a convenience
to many senators, I do not wish to press
My own particular views and- wishes on
the subject against what I think very
probably would be the views of the major-
ity. The leader of the House has inti-
Iglayed that the public business would not
© Interfered with by the adjournment of
iIt fortnight, If he is still of that opinion,
would not oppose the motion of the hon.
member from St. John. In that case,
Perhaps the leader of the House would
withdraw hijs motion, and allow that of
t\%{s hon. member from St. John to carry,
N ith regurd to the amendment proposed
Y the hon. member from Toronto, I am
Lertainly opposed to so long an extension,
aﬁd if nobody raiscs the point of order I
shall have o raise it myself—that the
m?tlpn 18 not formal jp point of time. It
Tires a clear d.,, & notice, which we
a0t had. The hon. gentleman says
e could not have given notice any earlier;
but that is his misfortune.

Hon. Mz, O'DONOHOE—I think it i
competent for me to move an amendment
to the motion of my hon. friend from St.
John extending the time. I move that as
an amendment, without any regard to my
hotice, and if it should cary, then I shall
ask the House to allow the notice I have
given to drop off the Paper.

Hon,
House t
tion in

Mr. MILLER—I would ask the
o reflect for a moment on the posi-
on i which 1t would place itself by
adopting the view of the hon. member
from Toronto, that no notice of an amend-
ment such as he has proposed is necessary
n this House. We will suppose, for in-
stance, that a motion such as that given by
thaep é;sader of the House stands on the
, & motion to adjou
until Friday, and that 2 doson mompery

t : ¢ 8 dozen members
quite satisfied with sach an adjournment:

and having no notice of any other motion
In amendment, do not appear in their
Places here when it is discussed : they find
that, In their absence, without notice, the

ouse instead of being adjourned over the
oliday, is adjourned for a month. Is the
Hou%e, willing to put itself in such a posi-

tion ? It is inconsistent with our rules that
such an amendment as that which has
been suggested by the hon. gentleman
from Toronto can be made without notice.
It is inconsistent with common sense that
it should be made. However, if tho House
chooses to place itself in that position, to
be taken by surprise at any moment—ifit
chooses to adopt a precedent of that kind—
I will submit to it, as otbers will have to
do; but I think 1t is an unfortunate position
to take, and I ask the Speaker to rule on
the point of order that there has not been
sufficient notice of this amendment.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL—On what authority
is the statement made that we have not
the power to move an amendment of this
kind without giving notice ? Isthere any
rule on the subject ? I am not an old
member, but I have been some years in
the House and I do not remember any such
precedent. My impression is, that it is
quite competent for an hon. gentleman to
move an amendment without notice atall.

Hon. MR. MILLER—Many things are
done by consent which are not regular:
for instance, if the hon, gentleman’s araend-
ment were adopted by consent it would be
regular enough.

Hon. Mr. DEBCUCHERVILLE—Do I
understand the houn. gentleman from Sarnia
to say that it is not necessary to give notice
of an amendment ?

Hon. MR. VIDAL—Yes.

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE—I find
in May, chapter 9, tho following: “It is
customary and more convenient to give
notice of an amendment, but it is competent
for any member to move an amondment
without notice.” Therefore, 1 do not think
there is any necessity to give notice, and
the hon. gentleman may move his motion
a8 an amendment,

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The hon. gen-
tleman trom Toronto gave notice of a
substantive motion : that is out of order,
because the time was not sufficient. Now
he withdraws from the position he took,
and is putting his motion as an amendment
to the amendment. I concur in the opinion
of the hon. member from Richmond that
it is not in order, because, instead of reduc-
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ing the time it is extending it beyond the
time mentioned in the notices on the Paper.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—I do not regard a
motion of this kiud, in substitution of an-
-othermotion, asan amendment. I consider
it a substantive motion, and I think I could
get authority for that opinion if I tried.
I want to call the attention of my hon.
friend (Mr. DeBoucherville) to the fact
that the authority he has quoted is not
absolute in this House—that, in fact, it is
against the practice and the rules of this
House.

Hon. Mr. GIRARD—While I am willing
to submit to the view of the majority, I
am opposed to a long adjournment. Iam
of the opinion thut an amendment such as
the one proposed by the hon. member
from Toronto is not in order without
notice, und while it might be adopted by
unanimous consent, it should be ruled out
of order if any one opposed it. I regret
these long adjournments. I am one of
those who come a long distance to attend
to my public duties. If our sittings are
short, we have the more time to devote to

- studying the measures that are to come
before us.

Hon. MR. READ—I was a member of
the old Legislative Council, and I have
been a member of the Senate since Con-
federation, and ever since I have had the
honour of occupying a seat in the Upper
House it has been custemary in the early
part of the session to adjourn as we now
propose todo. There is scarcely a member
of this House who has not someimportant
business to look after at home, and which
he might be attending to at this period of
the session when there is no business
before us, For the next fortnight we
could do little but meet here daily, say
our prayers, present a few petitions and
adjourn,

Ho~. Mr. McCLELAN—With regard to
the point of order, if my memory serves
me, it has been customary in this House
to amend such motions as this without
notice. Every notice of motion is certainly
susceptible of amendment when it comes
to be discussed, and if the hon. member
from Toronto had given no notice at all of
his proposed amendment he would have
been in as good a position to move as

though he had given two days’ notice,
The hon. gentleman probably thought it
would be courteous to the House to give
notice. I think the course he has takenis
entirely consistent and proper, and if the
Speaker should rule an amendment like
this out of order it would be something
new in this House, and would be found
inconvenient in the future,

Tue SPEAKER—The question now
before the Chair is whether the amend-
ment to the amendment moved by the
hon. member from Toronto is in order or
not, and the point raised is whether a spe-
cial moticn for an adjournment, presented
after the notice, can be amended so as to
extend the adjournment beyond the date
mentioned in the motion without a pre-
vious notice being given of such amend-
ment. Theounly rule of this House having
reference to this matter is the 24th, which
reads as follows :—

When a question is under debate, no motion is
received unless to amend it ; to commit it ; to post-
pone it to a certain day ; for the previous question ;
for reading the Orders of the Day, or for theadjourn-
ment of the Senate. ” i

One of the hon. members has already
referred to May, and objection has been
taken that the opinion of the author does
not apply here. If we refer to Bourinot,
at page 325, which relates to motions in
amendment, we find the following :—

When a motion has been regularly made by a
member and proposed to the House by the Speaker,
it is the right of any other member to move to amend
it, in accordance with the forms sanctioned by parlia-
mentary usage. Certain members may not be willing
to adopt the question as proposed to them, and way
consequently desire to modify it in various respects,
or they may wish to defer it to another occasion when
the House will ])robab(lly be better able to deal with
it. Or they may be disposed to go further than the
motion, and give fuller expression to the sentiments
they entertain on the guestion. In order to meet
these different exigencies, certain forms have been
established in the course of time; and now every
member is in a position to place his views on record
and obtain an expression of the sense or will of the
House on any important question which can be pro-
perly brought before it.

Every member has the right of moving an amend-
ment without giving notice thereof. is amend-
ment may propose : .

1. To leave out certain words;

2. To leave out certain words in order to insert or
add others ;

8. To insert or add certain words.

The sub-amendment seems to come
within the wording of the authority I
have quoted. The hon. gentleman from
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Toronto has moved to leave out certain
words in order to insert other words. [
farthermore believe the amendment to be
relevant to the question before the House.
It is admiited by the hon. member who
calls for the ruling of the Chair that an
amendment can be made to a special
motion for an adjournment, but he says it
must be to shorten, and not to extend the
time, I s6e no rule of this House which,
In my opinion, would justify me in coming
to that conclusion, and I find no such dis.
tinetion in the works on parliamentary

Dractice. Accordingly, T am of opinion
2?3 Irule that the sub-amendment is in
der,

Hox. Mr. KAULBACH--My hon. friend
from Belleville contends that this adjourn-
ment could be made to the 26th instant
W)thoutinterfering with the legislation, It
18 virtually an adjournment until the 27th,
because we are to meet in the evening of
the 26th, simply to show ourselves. Noune
of us would feel disposed for legislation
after a long journey. Therefore, we are
Virtually asked, shortly after the opening
of the session, to adjourn for a month. My
hon, friend from Toronto has not supported
his motion by any argument justifying
him in asking for such an adjournment.
We were told last session by theleader that
8 large number of private Bills would be
Introduced in the Senate this year. My
hon. friend no doubt has not the disposal
of such matters; he has not the control of
private Bill legislation, but I believe he
has a number of measures to introduce in
t.be Senate now, if the House should
continue Bitting, We were promised, at
the oEenmg of the session in the other
branch, that the public business would be
immediately brought down. That promise
}ws been fulfilled.” In the other House a
arge amount of Government legislation
has been already introduced. On Tuesday
next the House goes into Committee of
Supply. Several private Bills have been
Introduced, The Government have brought
1n a Bill for extending the modus vivend;
g1ving the Americans a certain rightin our
mshorq fisheries. Thatis a measure of very
great importance, and one which should
receive most careful consideration. Then
we have the codification of the criminal
laws and a Bill for the exercise of Admi-
ralty jurisdiction. We have also a measure
to glg; over to the Local Legislatures the

right to the foreshore, a matter of very
great importarce. There is also a measure
with regard to the administration of jus-
tice, and there are other matters requiring
careful and continuous attention. Will
any one tell me that if we adjourn for
nearly a month it will not interfere with
the progress of legislation? Many of the
Bills to which I have referred must pass
the lower House before the end of this
proposed adjournment. If we remain here
we can make ourselves familiar with the
proceedings in the other House, and mature
our minds on the important questions to
come before us, so that we can discuss
them intelligently. Will my hon. friend
from Toronto tell me that we are going to
run over the whole of Canada for a month,
and when we come back here be in a
position to legislate as efficiently as if we
remained at our posts ?

Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE—I wish to
correct my hou. friend : itis only twenty
days.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—It is virtaally
a month lost, because we have yet done
nothing, except to pass the Address in
reply to the Speech from the Throne.
There are private Bills to be introduced in
the Senate, and, I believe, Government
measures also, and the leader of the Senate
has not taken upon himself to assure us
that the adjournment proposed by my hon,
friend from Toronto will not interfere with
the public business.

Hon. Mr, O'DONOHOE—I submit that
by his silence the leader of the House has
acquiesced in this adjournment. If the
public business required our presence here
within the timespecified in my amendment
he would have said so.

Ho~n. Mr. KAULBACH—The leader of
the House has given notice of a motion for
an adjournment over to-morrow, and he
has not proposed to change it. I have no
doubt he will stand by his own view. Ifhe
had thought the adjournment should be
longer he would have supported the
amendment of my hou. friend. There is a
large amount of divorce business to come
before us, and work for the committees—
enough business to be attended to if we
remain here to look after it. I have
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alwuys oppo-ed these adjournments. They
are simply intimations to the country that
we consider ourselves a useless body. We
are here to look after the public business,
and we should attend to it, regardless of
our own personal interests. If any hon.
member wishes to go home he can do so:
there is no necessity to adjourn the Senate
for the convenience of private members.
I contend seriously and strenuously that it
is not in the interest of good legislation to
adjourn for such a length of time. I
therefore ask the House to vote down the
" proposition to adjourn for a month.

Hon. Mr. SMITH—It is exactly twelve
. working days.

Ho~n. Mr. READ—I am surprised to
hear the hon. member from Lunenburg
tell us that twenty days are & month, It
is an indication of the value of his argu-
ments.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL—We should have a
statement from the leader of the House as
to the effect which the proposed adjourn-
ment is likely to have on the public busi-
ness, If he will give us information on
that point it will enable us to determine
what adjournment is desirable. If there
was any danger that the public business
would suffer or be retarded by an adjourn-
ment none of us would desire it, but we
know very wel that there is ample time
for a considerable adjournment at the
beginning of the session, and we can still
keep up with the legislation from the
other I'ﬁ)use. ‘We have had such adjourn-
ments every session, and we have never
found that the public business has been
delayed or injured by them. I am inclined
to support the adjournment proposed by
the hon. member from St. John, but before
making up my mind on the subject I
wish to hear what the leader of the House
has to say with regard to the business
that is likely to come before us, and
whether that business will be injuriously
affected by an adjournment till the 26th
instead of the 20th instant,

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—With reference to
the business which is likely to come before
the House I cannot speak with any
degree of positiveness; but I can say that
there are several Bills now ready, of which
a considerable proportion will be intro-

I

duced in the Senate, and may be intro-
duced early in the coming week. There
is that work, which undoubtedly we might
do during the period which would be cov-
ered by this adjournment. There are also
the divorce Bills, in which the first stage
ought to be taken, in order togive ample
time for the taking of evidence and the
discussion of the matters involveu in them
before the prorogation of Parliament,
which I hope will not be at.too distant a
date. The difference between the time
which these two adjournments would give
us, in order to do this and other business
which may originate in this House inci-
dentally—business of which there i
always more or less some—the time which
we will lose by the adjournment proposed
by the hon. member from Toronio would
be eleven sitting days. The time which
we would lose by the adjournment pro-
posed by the hon. member from St. John
would be eight sitting days : there is a
difference of three days between the two
periods of adjournment. Now that I have
told hon. gentlemen what we shall pro-
bably have before us in the course of these
eleven days, they know as well as T do
how far we should be retarded or impeded
in the due performanze of our legislative
duties by the loss of this time. It would
certainly retard us in our work; but I can-
not say whether, after the expiry of that
period, we could not regain the loss of
time. Ithink it is probable we could, and
I do not ray that the result of it would be
any serious injury to the business of the
session, because in reality this adjourn-
ment is not so great as the adjournments
of last session, and no greater than many
of our adjournments have been.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—Which adjourn-
ment before the recess do you allude to?

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Even the longest
would not be so great as the one we had
last year. Of course, we had a very long
session last year; I hope this session will
not be -0 long. I have stated the facts,
and it is for the House to say whether
they can regain the time we are likely to
lose in the probably shorter period after
the termination of this adjournment that
we shall have to regain it in. I must say,
for myself, that I am in favour of the
adjournment proposed by the hon, member
from St. John. I do not think that it
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would injuriously affect our business; the
other might-—I do not say that it would—

and I would prefer the shorter of the two
adjournments, ’

The Senate divided on the nmendment
to the amendment, which was agreed to
by the following vote :—
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The motion as amended was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4:50 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Tuesday, May 26th, 1891.

p.xrxl;fm SPEAKER took the Chair at 8.30

Prayers and routine proceedings.

NEW SENATORS.

Tre SPEAKER resent
‘ ed to the House
E: e;:urgs from the Clerk of the Crown in
ancery, setting forth that His Excel-

lency the Governor G
ener
0 the Sonrover neral had summoned

GEo s
o, 1}1’(‘3]1;.}7.& ILLIAM HOWLAN, of Charlotte-

JaBEz BunTING SNOWBALL, of Chatham,
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ANDREW ARcHIBALD M
Charlottetown, PE.IL
anr(li‘hl\?[fclon' Messrs. HowLaN, SNoWBALL
‘ DONALD were then intr
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ACDONALD, of

SENATOR ALEXANDER'S SEAT.
MOTION.

Tue SPEAKER presented to the House
the second report of the Committee on the
Orders and Customs of the Senate and
the Privileges of Parliament,

The report was read by the Clerk, as
follows :—

SENATE CHAMBER,
TursDAY, 26th May, 1891.

The committee appointed to consider of the Orders
and Customs of this House and Privileges of Parlia-
ment, to whom was referred the_report of the Clerk
of the Senate in relation to the absence of the
Honcurable George Alexander from his seat in the
Senate for two consecutive sessions of the last Parlia-
ment, beg leave to report :

That they have taken the said report into conside-
ration, and having also referred to the Journals of the
House, find that the said Honourable George Alexan-
der, one of the members of the Senate, for the Pro-
vince of Ontario, has for two consecutive sessions of
the last Parliament failed to give his attendance to
this House ;