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TIE DEBATES

0F 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 ofthe 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 by
the Clerk, and the Speaker took the Chair.

NEW SENATORS.
THE SPEAKER resented to the flouse

returns from the ïlerk of the Crown in
Chancery, setting forth that His Excel-
lency the Governor General had sun.moned
to the Senate--

JOsEPH TAssÉ, of the City of Montreal,for the Division of De Salaberry.
HIPPOLYTE MONTPLAISIR, of Cap de la

Magdeleine, for the Division of Shawine-
gan.

Hon. JOHN CARLING, of the City of Lon-
don, Ont.

The Hon. Messrs. TAssÉ, MONTPLAISIR
and CARLING were then introduced and
took their seats.

THE OPENING OF THE SESSION.
A Message was received from the Gov-ernor General's secretary, announcing thatthe 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 some time the House was resumed.
The Hon. W. J. RITCHIE, Knight, Chief

Justice of the Supreme Court of Canada,
Deputy Governor, being seated in the
Chair on the Throie,

THE SPEAKER commanded the Usher
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,

THE SPEAKER said:-

Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate:
Gentlemaen of the Houe 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 thp
Governor 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.
THE 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 some-time the House was resumed.

THE SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

At Three o'clock p. m., HRIs 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 ut
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 Ris EXCELLENCY was
pleased to open the FIRST SEssIoN of the
SEVENTH PARLIAMENT OF THE DOMINION OF
CANADA, with the following Speech:
Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate:

Gentlemen of the House of Commnons:

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-
mimion.

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 mn the closing months of last
year, caused the Administration of the United States
to be reminded of the willingness of the (overnmnent
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 nay 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 enqun-y will be laid before you.
While I am glad to learn that our shipping is free
from reproach in that regard, your attention will be
invited to a measure whic h will remove all reasonable
apprehensions of abuses arising in the future in con-
nection with so important a branch of our commei (e.

The early eoining into force of the Imperial Statute
relating to the Vice-Adniralty Courts of the Empire
has made it necessary to revise the laws in force in
Canada respecting our courts of maritime urisdiction,
and a ineasure 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
simnplified 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
Capital expenditure.

The Estimates for the coming year will be laid e-
fore you at an early date.
Honourable 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 wel-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 lst, 1891.
THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3

o'clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE ADDRESS.
MOTION.

HON. MR. TASSÉ moved
That the following Address he presented toHis

Excellency the Governor General, to offer the respect-
ful thanks of this House to His Excellency for the
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gracious Speech he has been pleased to make to both
Houses of Parliament: namely:-

To HIs EXCELLENCY the Right Honourable Sir
FREDERICK ARTHUR STANLEY, Baron Stanley of
Preston, in the County of Lancaster, in the Peerage
of Great Britain ; Knight Grand Cross of the Most
Honourable Order of the Bath, (overnor General
of Canada and Vice-Adiiral of the same.

MAY IT PLEASE Youi 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
your reception of us in assuming the duties of the first
Session of a new Parliament, and for your gracious
expression of the hope that it will be memorable for
Wise deliberations and for measures adapted to the
progress and development of the Dominion.

We rejoice to hear fron Your Excellency that the
season in which we are assembled has opened auspi-
ci,-usly for the industries of our people. We hope
that their labours may be crowned with fruitful
returns fromi land and sea, and that the great resources
of Canada may continue to reward the toil and enter-
prise of its inhabitants.

We receive with a full sense of its importance the
information that Your Excellency's advisers, availing
themselves of opportunities which were >resented in
the closing months of last year, caused t e Adminis-
tration of the United States to be reminded of the
williigness of the Government of Canada to join in
making efforts for the extension and deveiopment of
the trade between the Republic and the Dominion,
as well as for the friendly adjustment of those mat-
ters of an international character which remain un-
settled. We are pleased to hear from Your Excel-
lency that these representations have resulted in an
assurance that in October next, the Governnent of
the United States will be prepared to enter on a con-
ference to consider the best means of arriving at apractical solution of these important questions, and
we thank Your Excellency for informing us that the
papers relating to the subject will be laid before us.

Y our Excelfency having been pleased further to
inform us that under these circumstances, and in the
hope that the proposed Conference may result in
arrangements beneficial to both countries, we shall
. called upon to consider the expediency of extend-
ing, for the present season, the principa provisions
of the protocol annexed to the Washington Treaty,1888, known as the Modus Vivendi, we beg leave toassure Your Excellency that any measure for that
purpse shall receive our nost careful consideration.7e hear with much interest that a disposition
having been manifested in the United Kingdom toinpose on sea-going ships engaged in the cattle trade
ncreased safeguards for life and greater restrictions

against iunproper treatment, a careful enquiry hasbeen made as to the incidents of that trade in so faras this country is concerned. We thank Your Excel-lency for the assurance that the evidence elicited onthis enquiry will be laid before us. We are glad tolearn that our shipping is free fron re >roach in thatregard, but the attention which Your Excellency hasben pleased to invite will be cheerfully given to anymeasure which will remiove all reasonable apprehen-sions of abuses arising in the future in connection withs0 important a branch of our commerce.
th1 e thank Your Excellency for informing us thatthe early coming into force of the Imperial Statuterelating to the Vice-Adniralty Courts of the Empireas made it necessary to revise the laws in force inCanada respecting our courts of maritime jurisdiction,and we shall consider attentively the measure to belaid 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 bas 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 Acts relating 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, and 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 Doni-
nion, and promote in every way t he well-being of its
people.

He said:-

Honorables Messieurs,
En prenant la parole pour la première

fois dans cette honorable chambre, la plus
haute chambre du pays, je désire réclamer
votre indulgence et vous dire en même
temps que je suis fier d'appartenir à 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, et s'ils diffèrent sur les moyens à
prendre, ils sont mûs par un sentiment
commun: servir la Reine, servir l'Etat.

Cette session, honorables messieurs, me
semble s'ouvrir sous des auspices particu-
lièrement heureux. Le Sénat vient d'être
honoré par l'élévation à la présidence de
l'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, d'un
autre côté vous croyiez n'être pas suffi-
samment représentés au Conseil Privé.
Or, ce vœu a été doublement exaucé. Si
nous en croyons la rumeur nous saluerons
bientôt dans notre leader le urésident
du Conseil Privé, et les hasaris de la
guerre vont aussi nous procurer l'avantage
d'avoir au milieu de nous l'honorable mi-
nistre de l'agriculture. Pour compléter
notre bonheur, j'espère que le gouverne-
ment pourra l'un de ces jours :e rendre
au désir si fréquemment et si vigoureuse-
ment exprimé par l'honorable représentant
de Lanaudière.

En tous temps, le Sénat a toujours été
considéré comme l'une des grandes forces
sociales et politiques, comme l'un des
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grands remparts contre les bouleverse-
ments ou les entraînements populaires, et
nul ne s'est mieux appliqué à le démontrer,
et par la parole et par la plume, que mon
honorable prédécesseur (M. Trudel). Ici,
nous avons surtout appris à considérer le
Sénat comme le protecteur des droits des
minorités, du faible contre le puissant. Je
ne connais pas de plus noble rôle. C'est
dire que je serai heureux d'appuyer toute
mesure qui pourra en augmenter l'utilité
ou l'efficacité. Je suis de ceux qui croient,
par exemple, qu'une plus grande initiative
devrait être donnée à 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 oeuvre hu maine, quel que soit le génie
qui l'a conçu, est nécessairement frappée
d'imperfection. Nous donnerons ainsi de
légitimes satisfactions à l'opinion publique,
alliant avec le respect du passé notre souci
des besoins du jour. Eternal vigilance is
the price of liberty! a-t-on dit. Eh bien,
cette liberté qui nous est si chère, que
nous respirons pour ainsi dire en naissant,
nous ne la conserverons qu'autant que nous
saurons montrer que nous sommes de tous
les progiès qui n'affectent aucunement
d'immuables principes, et que la marche
des événements amène nécessairement...

Faites-moi de la bonne politique et je
vous ferai de la bonne finance! disait un
jouir, un grand politique français. Eh bien,
Son Excellence nous a dit hier que les
finances étaient florissantes, et que l'année
fiscale s'était soldée par un surplus consi-
dérable. Tout le pays se réjouira d'autant
plus de cette nouvelle que l'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 à l'heure présente emprunter à
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 a fait la fortune publique: des
chemins de fer, des canaux, des creuse-
ments dans nos ports, des télégraphes, des
signaux, des édifices publics. Je sais aussi
qu'il n'est guère de pays moins taxé que
le nôtre. C'est le témoignage que nous

H1oN. MR. TASsÉ.

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 l'intérêt public
(le resserrer nos relations coimerciales
avec les Etats-Unis. Les uns veulent
une réciprocité limitée, une réciprocité
compatible avec la protection de nos ind s-
tries et de notre commerce avec la métro-
pole, et d'autres demandent une réciprocité
illimitée. Baptisée plusieurs fois sous des
noms différents quoique plus ils changent
moins elle varie, cette dernière politique
vient d'être consacré définitivement sous le
nom de Libre Echange Continental-Con-
tinental Free Trade. Je laisse à ses admi-
rateurs le soin de nous l'expliquer.

Ce que veulent les partisans de la réci-
procité illimitée a été sanctionné par le
peuple de la façon 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
pied d'égalité eu égard à leur population.
Pour 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 sait au reste si avant
bien des années la masse de notre popula-
tion ne se trouvera pas à l'ouest des grands
lacs? Pour rien au monde aussi je ne
voudrais prétendre, comme l'a écrit 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 à cimenter les bons rapports
qui doivent exister entre tous les mem-
bres de la Confédération.

Aux Etats-Unis, où le Sénat a des pou-
voirs beaucoup plus étendus que le nôtre,
le petit Etat du Rhode-Island a tout autant
d'influence, tout autant de représentation,
c'est-à-dire deux voix, que le grand Etat de
New-York ou celui de la Pennsylvanie, et
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le droit de la majorité qu'il dérive d'un
grand ou d'un petit Etat n'est jamais con-
testé ou déprécié. Chacun sait qu'à l'heure
qu'il est le ministre des affaires étrangères
est M. Blaine, le républicain le plus impor-
tant des Etats-Unis, je pourrais même dire
le véritable Président, quoiqu'il représente
le petit Etat du Maine. Et nous-mêmes ne
devons-nous pas aux provinces maritimes
plusieurs de nos hommes les pluséminents ?
Qu'il me suffise de mentionner les lowe,
les Tupper, les Archibald. les Thompson,
qui ont gravé leurs noms sur tant de pages
de notre histoire.

Il est indéniable que nos voisins ont fa;t
jusqu'à présent la sourde oreille à nos
représentations; c'est en vain que nous leur
avons envoyé députation sur députation,
ils ont refusé de renouveler le traité de
1854 ou quelque chose d'équivalent. Les
honorables messieurs du Sénat n'ont pas
oublié, par exemple, la missi'on à Washing-
ton de l'un de leurs anciens collègues les
plus éminents, l'honorable George Brown,
]Réussirons-nous mieux cette fois ? C'est ce
qu'il nous reste à voir. En tous cas, le
gouvernement a montr4 son ferme désir
de remplir sa promesse aux électeurs en
entamant de nouvelles négociations qui
devront être reprises au mois d'octobre
prochain.

En attendant, il est de toute importance
de nous créer de nouveaux marchés, d'as-
surer notre indépendance commerciale par
tous les moyens possibles, et d'étudier
même la praticabilité d'un système fiscal
plus avantageux entre les différentes
parties de l'empire. En attendant, je
crois que le gouvernement a agi avec
sagesse en continuant le modus vivendi
concernant nos pêcheries, qui a été adoptéà la suite du traité de 1888-traité qui,quoiqu'approuvé par le président, ne reçut
pas la sanction du Sénat. Poussons notre
bon vouloir jusqu'aux extrêmes limites
compatibles avec la dignité nationale, mais
n'allons pas plus loin. Les peuples quin ont pas soin de leur dignité sont bienproches de leur déchéance.

Je viens de faire allusion à notre com-
merce avec l'Angleterre-commerce qui
va croissant et qui demande toute notre
sollicitude. Les deux principaux articlesde ce commerce se composent de l'expor-
tation des animaux et du fromage. Son-
gez que nous venons d'exporter dansune seule année 123,000 têtes de bétail,quand, il y a deux ans, ce chiffre ne dépas-

sait pas 60,000. Ce commerce est suscep-
tible d'un développement. extraordinaire
et est de nature à amener une révolution
agricole dans le pays. Des plaintes ayant
été formulées que les animaux étaient mal-
traités à bord des transatlantiques, le gou-
vernement a eu raison de tenir une enquête,
laquelle a prouvé que ces plaintes n'étaient
pas fondées. La mesure qui sera soumise
pour empêcher toute plainte de ce genre à
l'avenir recevra, j'en suis persuadé, notre
plus sérieuse considération.

Nous avons aussi appris que le gouver-
nement s'occupait activement de codifier les
lois criminelles en les rapprochant autant
que possible du système anglais. Cette
nouvelle sera particulièrement agréable à
la province que je représente. Déjà cette
province possède un code civil, un code de
procédure civile, un code municipal, un
code d'instruction publique, et le code que
prépare le gouvernement complètera ce
grand travail (le législation qui dans
d'autres pays a immortalisé ceux qui y ont
attaché leur nom. En pareille matière, il
ne faut pas trop se hâter, et le gouverne-
ment prendra tout le temps nécessaire, j'en
suis convaincu, pour faire une oeuvre qui
sera le plus longtemps possible à l'abri des
démolisseurs. En effet, nous ne souffrons
pas de l'absence de lois, mais bien de leur
surabondance qui trop souvent amène la
confusion, dérange la stabilité de la juris-
prudence, déroute les jurés et même jus-
qu'aux juges.

Poursuivant toujours la même idée, le
gouvernement doit aussi présenter un
projet de loi pour réorganiser les tribu-
naux maritimes du pays-projet qui est la
conséquence de la mise à exécution pro-
chaine du statut impérial concernant les
cours de vice-amirauté. Puis nous aurons
à considérer des amendements à l'acte do
la cour de l'Echiquier et aux actes qui ont
trait aux marques de commerce.

Personne ne sera surpris de savoir qu'il
faudra nous occuper des territoires du
Nord-Ouest. Ces territoires qui attirent
aujourd'hui l'attention du monde entier, qui
grandissent à vue d'eil,dans lesquels il nous
faudra plus tard tailler des provinces
entières, sont dans une période de grande
activité, de grande transformation, et nous
pouvons nous attendre d'ici à longtemps
d'avoir à leur consacrer une bonne partie
de nos travaux législatifs.

Je conçois que les esprits remuants,
énergiques, qui habitent ces territoires,
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soupirent après les bienfaits du système grande vitesse sur la mer Pacifique, qui
responsable, mais le gouvernement sera nous permettront de transporter les pro-
heureax de satisfaire leurs légitimes aspi- duits de l'Asie à Montréal et New-York en
rations le jour ou leurs vastes espaces moins de temps qu'ils ne peuvent atteindre
seront remplis par une population plus San-Francisco. les touristes qui vien-
dense. nent d'arriver du Japon et de traverser le

Nous venons de commencer, honorables continent en 90 heures atteindront Liver-
messieurs, le septième parlement, et l'an po00 après vingt et un jours seulement de
prochain sonnera le quart de siècle de la leur départ de Yokohama, soit quatorze
Confédération. C'est peu dans l'histoire jours de moins que le trajet le plus prompt
d'un peuple, niais ce quart de siècle comp- par voie des Etats-Unis. Bientôt nous
tera beaucoup dans la nôtre. Je ne veux aurons un service non moins rapide sur
pas vous fatiguer par des chiffres que cha- l'Atlantique, et le Canada possédant la
cun d'entre vous connaît parfaitement, route la plus courte, la plus avantageuse,
mais la statistique est là pour montrer que sur terre et sur mer, marchera glorieuse-
nous avons marché à pas de géants. Nous ment à la conquête du commerce universel.
occupons la dixseptième partie de la terre, On a cru que Jules Verne rêvait, tout
nous sommes l'un des plus grands pays du autant que dans son excursion à la lune,
monde, plus grand que les Etats-Unis eux- lorsqu'il écrivit son voyage autour du
mêmes, the greater half of the continent, monde en 80 jours.-Ce rêve est plus
comme l'a dit un homme qui a beaucoup qu'effacé, puisque ce voyage viâ le Pacifi-
écrit et parlé de nous dans ces dernières que Canadien s'accomplit en 72 jours.
années. Notre système de canaux est sans

Nous sommes un peuple duNord, et rival, quoiqu'il nous reste encore beau-
les peuples du Nord ont généralement coup à faire pour le compléter. Repré-
fini par avoir raison des peuples du sentant d'une division qui est arrosée par
Sud. Nous n'avons rien à envier à l'aigle des le Saint-Laurent, j'applaudirai à l'achève-
Etats-Unis qui promène son vol altier d'un ment de la grande ouvre que nous avons
océan à l'autre. S'il peut effleurer jus- poursuivie, l'approfondissement des ca-
qu'aux glaces de l'Alaska et nous causer naux, mais je saluerai avec bonheur le jour
des ennuis parmi les phoques de la mer où nous pourrons mener à bonne fin une
Behring, le castor canadien peut aller bra- route qui, déjà approuvée par nos meil-
ver presqu'aux flots de la mer Arctique leurs ingénieurs, par nos hommes d'Etat
à la lueur de l'étoile polaire. Le Nord- les plus éminents, sir John Macdonald, sir
Ouest seul renferme les meilleures terres George Cartier, sir Chailes Tupper, l'ho-
à céréales qui existent: dans une seule norable Alexander Mackenzie, est selon
année il a fourni à l'exportation quinze moi l'une des grandes entreprises qui
millions de minots de blé. Nous sommes devraient recevoir notre plus sérieuse
la quatrième puissance maritime, et le attention si nous voulons attirer vers les
sceptre de l'univers a toujours appartenu ports canadiens le gros lot de l'immense
aux nations qui avaient le plus de vaisseaux commerce de l'Ouest.
sur les mers. Nous avons plus de chemins Notre système d'éducation fait l'envie
de fer que l'Italy, l'Espagne. le Bresil et le de nos voisins, et le cardinal Gibbons dans
Mexique, et nous en avons autant que les un ouvrage qui a obtenu une grand vogue:
Etats-Unisproportionnellementà la popula- Our Christian Héritage, le cite comme mo-
tion. Nous possédons même l'un des plus dèle aux EtaLs-Unis. Pourquoi faut-il que
grands, sinon le plus griand chemin de fer des hommes à l'esprit étroit, anti-chrétien,
du monde,-chemin qui fait notre orgueil, qui se complaisent dans l'exploitation des
l'admiration de l'Europe, et l'envie de leurs mauvaises passions, qui vivent même de
voisins, leur donne une concurrence salu- cette exploitation, portent aujourd'hui
taire pour leur commerce. Honneur aux une main sacrilège sur un système qui
hommes de génie qui, secondant l'action de contribue tant à faire de nous le peuple le
nos hommes d'Etat, ont achevé cette colos- plus moral et le plus heureux du glbe?
sale entreprise six ans plus tôt que la date Je ne crains pas de le dire, le système
mentionnée au contrat-date qui, curieuse d'écoles sans Dieu est le dissolvant le plus
coïncidence, tombait aujourd'hui même, le puissant de la société américaine tout
1er mai 1891. C'est encore à ces hommes comme il l'est de la France. Evitons ce
que l'on doit la construction de steamers à terrible écueil au début même de la nou-

HON. MR. TASSÉ.
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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 merveilleuses ressources, a
des remèdes pour tous les maux. Il n'est
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 plutôt la preuve d'une pro-
fonde démoralisation. Les sociétés où il
fleurit marchent vers l'abîme. 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, à 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. Ils la poussent même jusqu'à
même jusqu'à ce que l'on a appelé le
spread-eagleisn. Je voudrais que nous
leur empruntions cette qualité. Certes, je
ne partage pas toutes les vues politiques
do l'honorable M. Mowat, j'ai même
regretté vivement de le voir se jeter dans
la dernière lutte avec presque tous les
autres gouvernements provinciaux-luttes
de pouvoirs que je trouve déplorable à tous
les points de vue; mais cela ne m'empê-
chera pas de dire que j'ai applaudi à deux
mains lorsque je l'ai entendu s'écrier: "Je
suis plus fier d'être premier ministre
d'Ontario que je ne le serais d'être gou-
verneur de l'Etat de New-York, et j'aime-
rais mieux être premier ministre du
Canada que d'être président des Etats-
Unis."

En terminant laissez-moi dire que
j'ai été heureux de pouvoir élever la
voix pour la première 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
-fier avant tout de la langue que ma mère
mn'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 l'on veut nous faire perdre

aujourd'hui: la reconnaissance de notre
langue au Nord-Ouest. Je n'ai de haiie
contre personne, je veux travailler avec
tous dans l'intérêt commun. Ayant repré-
senté pendant huit années la capitale du
pays, j'ai appris à apprécier beaucoup
des admirables qualités de ('eux 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 à bonne fin l'oeuvre de la Confédération.
Ne perdons pas notre temps en des luttes
stériles. Bâtissons sur l'amour et non sur la
haine. La haine détruit, l'amour sauve et
édifie. Or, la bonne entente, nous ne pou-
vons l'avoir que dans le respect des droits
de chacun. Pour arriver à ce but, j'ai foi
dans le bons sens, dans l'esprit de justice
du peuple, j'ai foi dans les lumières de ceux
qui le gouvernent. J'ai foi que les chefs
sauront s'élever au-dessus des clameurs des
factions et pratiquer dans toute leur plé-
nitude les droits égaux, les véritablesequal
rights, un mot dont on a beaucoup abusé.
J'ai foi qu'ils saur'ont comprendre que
l'élément français n'est pas comme vient
de l'écrire 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 qu'aucune
race n'est plus fortement enracinée dans
le sol ou n'est plus intéressée que la nôtre
dans le maintien de la Confédération.
Les Normands, nos pères, ont gravé au
frontiscipe de l'Angleterre, en lettres
ineffaçables, ces mots sublimes, " Dieu
et mon Droit." Restons fidèles à cette
fière devise que la Métropole a promenée
sur ses étendards jusqu'aux extrémités du
globe, et le Canada, devenu lefidèle déposi-
taire du droit et des principes de l'éternelle
justice, marchera sûrement vers ses gran-
des destinées.

HON. 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 1 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
nost seriously to consider the best course
to pursue for the future welfare, happiness
and prosperity of this Dominion. We are
told that the season in which we are
assembled bas opened auspiciously for the
industries of our people. It is gratifying
to hope and believe that the season will be
a prosperous one. Although it is yet early
to predict an abundant harvest, from pre-
sent appearances there is every indication
of prosperity 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 pleased
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
bulletins 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 lion. 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
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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
these 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. It is
said that the man who makes two blades
of grass grow where only ore 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 great source of wealth to this
country,justas 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 flnd on the rivers of this,
Dominion second Clydes, where iron ships
may be built to compete with those of
other countries. To do this, in my opinion
it is necessary to instil 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 of 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 destinies 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 of 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 are.
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 not likely 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
it 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 is sufficient
care taken of the cattle going across the
Atlantic; and they have no doubt done so,
and have satisfied those interested in this
matter that such is being done by the
exporters of cattie 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. I
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 corruption 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 atternpt at lynch law that is so prov-
alent in some other countries. Our
judges, our courts and our iaws command
the confidence of the people; they are,
satisfied to be judged according to those-
laws and by our judiciary, and I 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 amournt 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 all 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 inatters,.
and in the performance of all the labours which will
devolve on you, your deliberations may be Divinely
aided, and that your wisdoni 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 Canada. On 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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Divine aid in the consideration of im- mentarian. and it is with regret that

portant publie question. With these I say that at first you failed to take
remarks, I have much pleasure in sec- that interest which we would all like
onding the motion of my hon. friend. you to manifest in the proceedings of the

House; but a time came when, through
Hox. MR. SCOTT-Before the motion is. the illness of the leader of the Ilouse, it

adopted, it is usual to make a few obser- became your duty to lead this Chamber,
vations from this side of the Ilouse. and we all felt that you did so with tact and
Before I proceed to niake any comments ability, and earned for yourself the consi-
on the Speech from the Throne, I wish to deration of the Ilouse in the discharge of
otfer my compliments to the hon. mover that duty. But whilst speaking on this
and seconder of the Address for the very subject of' a change in the Chair of the
able manner in which they have performed House, I do not think it would be quite
their task. Both hon. gentlemen prefaced proper that we should pass from it without
their remarks to this Chamber with the my reminding the Senate that up toyester-
very modest assurance that they were day the gentleman who filled that position
quite unaccustomed to be placed in such for the last four years had donc so with
an important position. I felt, as my hon. marked ability and satisfaction to this
friend opposite (Mr. Tassé) procecded Chamber. That gentleman was renark-
with his very eloquent speech, that the able for calm judgment, and his suavity
apology was quite unnecessary. It is of manner could not be excelled. At all
evident that he has been in the habit of' times his decisions on points of oider
addressing other assemblies than the one which ar-ose on questions from time to
in which he is to-day. We know very well time gave the greatest satisfaction. It is
thathesat in anotherplace for someyears, quite fitting, on the present occasion, that
and while there was distinguished for the we should express to that gentleman our
very able speeches that be made on many entire approval of the manner in which hc
occasions. As the hon. gentleman pro- discharged his duties. We are very prone
ceeded I thought, however, that the most to talk about English precedents: in some
entertaining parts of his speech were things it would be very much better if we
those that did not refer to anything in the followed them more closely than we do.
Address. In fact, at one time I thought In England, when gentlemen are found to
lie had picked up the wrong notes, because fill the Chair satisfactorily, a change in the
I had heard from the platform recently Speakership, even in the popular branch.
sentiments very similar to those expressed does not take place with a change of Gov-
by him to-day, and I thought it was quite ernment, and in the Upper Chamber the
out of the ordinary usage in moving the same rule is followed. Here, political
Address. It is very singular, too, although exigencies take a man out of the Chair
both gentlemen were fulsome in lauding when, by his industry and ability, he has
the Goverment and speaking of the success fitted himself to discharge the duties
of the Administration, that both of them with satisfaction to himself and to the
bail from Provinces where those senti- Ilouse. My hon. fricnd on my right (Mr.
ments are not in accord with the views Miller) is an illustration of the disadvan-
of the people as expressed in the recent tage of our practice. Such changes are
election. A majority of the delegates of the not in harmony with that Br-itish practice

people recently elected in Quebec and which we are so fond of invoking. Having
Prince Edward Island entertained very said so much, I come to the Speech fu'om
different opinions fr'om those to which we the Throne. I confess-and it is the
have listened here to-day. I heartily concur popular opinion-that it is not only a very
in one part of the address of the hon. gen- barren and meagre speech, but it is scarcely
tleman whomovedftheanswerto theSpeech. such and Address as astatesman would wish
I refer to bis congratulations, and the con- to put in the mouth of His Excellency.
gratulations of this House,which he offered It starts with a reference to a change
to you, Mr. Speaker, on your elevation to in the trade relations with the country
the Chair of the Senate. We all share in to the south of us, and here one is forcibly
his belief that you will fill that position reminded of the causes which have brought
with honour and dignity. It is quite true, this new Parliament together. When we
sir, that you are not an old parlia- separated last spring no one had the
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slightest intimation that an election was
to take place. On the contrary, assur-
ances were given in another place that
until the nev electoral lists wcre 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
to leave it to commissioners, and he thought
it would only embarrass the inatter if
Parliament discussed it. One has only to
compare the announcementofthe 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
Government, made a proposal to negotiate
with the United States, and it became
lecessary to consult the people afresh. It
is really entertaining to go back and read
a statement of that kind when we knowhow absurd the proposition was, and that
the Government had not the slightest
knowledge that the Congress of the United
States were prepared to enter into anynegotiations. 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 Govern ment and their
supporters, that it was impossible to estab-lish any trade relations with our neigh-
bours? Was not the motion made overand over again in another place for closertrade relations with the United States
and voted down; and accompanied withthat vere not the declarations of theleading members, not alone of theGovernment, but of their supporters allover the country, that it was not desirable
to have trade relations with the UnitedUtates, 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 possibility 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 farimer
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 effect 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 bas 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 our folly. 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 Lit us,
and they bit us bard. It is no secret: it
Las 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 tl at it means
a taxation, that it means collecting so
much more from the people, and that
the higher you have your tarifï the
more you collect from the tax-payers ;
so the Government wanted to snatch a
verdict; and, in myjudgment at all events,
by, I won't say a trick, but what was an
exceedingly unstatesmanlike act and a
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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 are 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 upit will in no degree reflect credit
on the gentlemen who, for the time, repre-
sented this country. We know very well
that the United States Government,
through their Secretary of State, denied
that any such negotiations were on foot.
Mi'. 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 denied ; the speeches are
on record, and can be turned up at any
time. There they remain, showing the utter
inconsistency 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
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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 bas 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 terms on 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 recognizes 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 to the 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'
prepared, 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
the Government of the United States to
discuss the question six months hence. It
forcibly reminds us of the motion which
is usually made when we wish to get rid
of any objectionable matter: we move the
six months' hoist; and so Mr. Blaine moved
that the consideration of this questiou be
postponed for six months, to October.
The excuse was given that Mr. Harrison
wanted to take part in it. It was rather
singular that Sir Charles Tupper did
not know that. le had been atWashing-
ton only a few days before, and it was
announced that he had made everything
satisfactory there, and the Government of
Canada, or their representatives, would
be received and negotiations informally
entered upon. We found, however, that that
was not the fact, and that the Government of
the United States was absolutely unwilling
to discuss it even in the most informal
manner. The excuse was given that the
President was going away; but he did not
go for a week after that, and it would not
have occupied a whole week had he chosen
to discuss the question. I say it was ex-
tremely unfortunate, the announcement ol
the cause of dissolution and the course ol
the Government in connection with the
whole question. It was exceedingly un
fortunate and ili-timed, and it evidently
to my mind at all events, showed a wan
of judgment and of sound discretion some
where. The United States put itself or
record as to what it was willing to do
What was known as Hitt's resolution had
been introduced in Congress two succes
sive 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 annexationsts, 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
that our 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 Government say that it 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. It will be treason if we exchange such
products with our neighbours. It is ail very
well to sell barley or hay, but it would be
treason to exchange the mower or the
reaper that cuts down 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 flot 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
i 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. It is the treaty of 1854 with
extensions and modifications. What are
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thcse 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 ejections sbould 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 no votes. The active, 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, forsooth, 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. HIad Parlia-
ment run its due course of another session
we would have bad new lists that would
have been faitr 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 re-arrange the
electoral districts. 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 completea; 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 ship-
ping indicates that we had been compara-
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 bas 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
for, and does not accord with the en-
comiums of the speakers who moved
and seconded the Address. I thinlk
it is exceedingly unwise that we should
be constantly tinkcering 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 foi having a sur-plus, and they are
complimented by the mover and seconder
on the exhibition they make of the finan-
cial affairs of the country; but it is an easy
thing to get a surplus. If you choose to
put your taxes high enough you can
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 ofany
gentleman who shares my views to inter-
fère with the passage of the Address. I
will say, that with considerable experience
of Addresses from Ministers, this cet-
tainly is the most neagre one that it has
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been my good fortune to take any note
of.

HON. MR. McCALLUM-I desire to
make a few remarks on this question. Ir
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. We
vere 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 States. They cannot give it to us.
And why ? Unrestricted reciprocity, of
course, would be free tiade 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 ber 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
tariff ? Certainly not. What chance would
we have with their sixty-five millions of
people? I 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 1, being Scotch, would
have one chance-I would not be obliged
to go in. 1 am surprised at the people who
have supported unrestricted reciprocity.
I call it unrestricted fraud. What does
the hon. gentlemian's former leader say
about it? He says that bis friends are sail-
ing under false colours on that question.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-What does
he say about the policy of the Govern-
ment ?

HoN. MR. McCALLUM-He says this,
that the people of the country were brought
face to face with it too soon ; that lie
ought to have been given time to consult
the people of West iDurham. The people
of West Durham gave him four years to
consider it, and anyone can, reading bis
manifesto, sec how he slobbered over
the people of West Durham. They dii
not 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 bis
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, w hen we come down
to 1857, we can all remember the depressed
condition ofthiscountry. During the latter
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 sixty-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 market is full to over-
flowing. You will see that, foi the last year
we have got the returns, they sent one
hundred and seventy-three million dollars
worth of provisions alone toGreat Britain,
and they compete in the same markets
with the Canadian in the produce of bis
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, while 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 waitel 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 ing fault. I must admit that I was very
bas not been a question of party with me; much annoyed with the Government for
it bas been a question ofc.ountry. Are we bringing on the elections so suddenly as
going to give up all that we have to our they did. They ought to have given us
neighbours? The policy of the Opposition' a chance, because it was a snap judgment,
is nothing but pure annexation, because though the more it is discussed the worse
we would allow the Anericans to make it will turn out for the Opposition.
our tariff-and that will be the result of it.
I am not in favour of unrestricted recipro- The motion was agreed to.
city, because it is impracticable. What
they will give us is this: they will give us The Senate adjourned at 4:40 p. m.
reciprocity 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 as thi THE SENATE.
people of this country find out what
it all means they will have a dif- Ottawa, Monday, 4th May, 1891.
ferent feeling towards such a policy.
The Government are accused of being THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
insincere in their expressed desiro to ob- o'clock.
tain reciprocity. I am one who does not
believein reciprocity. There are, however, Prayers aid routine proceedings.
many other questions pending between A PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT.
the two countries, and for the sake of peace
I am willing that we should have recipro- HON. MR. ABBOTT gave notice that he
city ; at the same time, I do not believe it will move on Wednesday next that when
will be of any great benefit to the people the Huse adjourns it stand adjourned
of Canada, for our neighbours produce the until the followinr Fridav.
same kind of articles that we do, and we
are not going to have much advantage in H1ON. MR. DEVER suggested that if
their markets. The Opposition should be there was to be an adjournment at all it
ashamed of their record. They accuse the should be for at least a fortnight.
Government of wanting to give away every-
thing, and they preach through the coun- HoN. MR. ABBOTT said he was in the
try that the people are ruined because they hands of the House, and if it would suit
have lost the American market for eggs. the convenience of the majority he had no
We have five millions of people, and we objections to a longer adjournment.
export $2,000,000 worth of eggs. Eggs
are cheap food at a shilling a dozen, and HION. MR. O'DONOHIOE thought the
the Opposition want us to forego oui aile- adjournment should be at least until the
giance to our flag and becone Americans Monday following.
rather than eat three dozen and four eggs HON. MR. VIDAL-It would be hetter
apiece. They want us to give away our to discuss the question when it comes
country to the Americans to get a chance before the House next Wednesday.
to sell three dozen and four eggs each! o
During the election they went so far as tol HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.) moved an
try ard delude the people along the Niagara amendment to extend the time.
River and in Essex by saying that if Mr.
McGregor and Mr. Gierman were elected I1ON. MR. M[LLER-We have no notice
free trade would follow next day between beyond next Friday, and I do not think
the United States and Canada. I merely you can move an amendment to increase
rose op this occasion because of the assu- the time; you may curtail it. The regular
rance of my hon. friend opposite in finding way is to give another notice.
fault with the Government because they
did not wait and gerrymander the consti- HON. MR. OGILVIE-If we are to have
tuencies before the clection. If they had an adjournment we should have one long
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enough to enable those members who live ready to attend to their measures, when
at some distance from the Capital to go to they bring them to us. It is nlot in the
their homes and return again, and I would public interest or in the interest of good
suggest that instead of adjourning until legislation that we should have so many
Monday next it would be betterto adjourn adjournments as are applied for everyuntil the 19th instant. session.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-In order to avoid HON. MR. VIDAL-We are making aany technical objection on Wednesday, mistake in permitting discussions to arise
would it not be better- for my hon. friend on questions which are not before the
to give notice of a motion for a longer House. It is quite out of order to debateadjournment ? I do not make this motion a question on a notice of motion. The
with any desire to press it on the Iouse intention of giving notice is to enable mem-or to use the influence of the Government bers to consider questions before debatingto carry it. I want to elicit the opinion them.
of the Ilouse, and if the hon. gentleman
will name a later day the whole question HON. MR. McCLELAN-1 do not thinkwill come up on Wednesday, and if a there is any irregularity in the discussion ;longer adjournment is desired the House the leader of the House wished to elicitwill So determine. the views of members. I quite agree withthe remarks of' the hon. member for St.

11ON. MR. MILLER- am opposed to John, that if ve are to have an adjourn-,any adjournment. We are called here at ment at ail it should be long enough toa late season of the year, and with the enable those who live at a distance fromunderstanding that we should have the the Capital to visit their homes. 1 have
business of the country placed before us as no objection to the udjournment on the
speedily as possible. But if we are to understanding, as stated by the hon. mem-neet from day to day and merely hear the ber from Alma, that when we return weChaplain read the prayers and then sepa- remain here until the public business Nrate, and if it would be a convenience to tinished.
members to get to their homes for a few
days, I am not disposed to throw any HON. MR. DEVER gave notice that heobstacle in. the way. My object in rising will on Wednesday next move thatwhen
just now was to suggest the course pro- the buse adjourns it stand adjourned
posed by the leader of the House, if any until Wednesday, the 2Oth instant, at 8:30
hon. member desires a longer adjournment p.m.
than the one that has been proposed. SENATOR ALEXANDER'S SEAT.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I think the ad-journment should be from Wednesday
next until Tuesday, the 19th inst., at 8:30 Di , SPEAKER read a
p.m. Such an adjournment would not fom the Clerk setting forth that the Hon.
interfer'e with the public business, and George Alexander had for two Sessionswe need flot have any furthe adj'oJn- been absent from his place in the ouse.
ment.

enalN. M. ABBOTT moved that thedicuon MR EATLBAC1IAlthough the re port of the Clerk be referred to then quite irregulai, t wish to ex- Comaittee appointed to consider thepî'ess my objection to any ndjournment. Orders and Customs ofthis fouse and thetw il have the effeet of protracting the Privileges of Parliament, the Comnmitteebusiness of the bouse. Certain lyi iîî to meet, at a quar-ter to thrce in the Sen-interfere with the progress of the divorce ate Chamber to-morrow.bilrs; they will be delayed in their 1remminary stages if we adjourn now. 1 have lON. MR. SCOTT-1 do not rememberalways been opposed to those adjourn- at this moment the course adopted on aments. u believe that by remaining here former occasion-
We accelerate the progrtess of business.The Goveî.îment know that we are here bOn. R. A BOTT-It is the same.

oN2 R AUBC -ltog h
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HoN. MR. SCOTT-I was under the im- no change in the procedure of the Ilouse.
pression that some notice was given to the The rule merely imposes on the Clerk the
member whose seat was attacked. duty of reporting vacancies as they arise.

Before the rule 15there was no provision
HioN. MR. MILLER-Of course. existing for reporting such vacancies to

ioN. MR. SCOTT-That was alwaysthe ouse. The constitution provides for
flicsth manner in w'hich such vacancies shall

given previous to any action being taken. be deait with when they arise, but it was

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-It does not appear not the (uty of anyone particularly to
in the Journals that any notice was giv report to the Ilose that a vacancy existed,gie.and the rule 'vas fra mcd requiring the

lox. MR. SCOTT-I am quite sure that Cheik to report such cases to the Spvaker,
we have no such peremptory proceeding but the mie does fot alter thc ) oceduru
as that -only twenty-four hours notice. which has been folhowed in the casus

already deait with by the Senate. 'F'lie
HON. MR. MILLER-The last case we first case of the kind that occurred was, 1

had before us was that of the late lon. think, that of Sir Edward Kenny. i iii-
Mr. Dickson. In that instance and in ail sisted then strongly that evidenc be given
previous cases, notice was given to the to the buse that Sir Edward Kenny's
party of tbe intention of the House to pro- case care withi fite law which demanded
ceed to adjudicate upon the supposed va- the forfeiture of Ms seat, and the bouse
cancy. It is true that we have the return agreed with me in that case. Were it not
of the Clerk that Mr. Alexander has not that my laie lamented colleague, the lon.
been in his place in Parlianient within the Mr. Archibald, rose in his place at the
last two sessions, but he may have been time and stated that be had seen Sir Ed-
in Ottawa during last session, unwell and vard Kenny wben on bis way here and
unable to attend to his duties, or le may had by him been informed that he had
have attended meetings of some of the been absent froin bis place in tbe Senate
Committees of this House, in either of for two years, and that he knew bis seat
which cases his seat has not been for- was vacant, the bouse %vould not have de-
feited. It is usual to give notice to a mem- clared the seat vacant on that occasion.
ber that the question of the vacancy of bis From that tire tle Ilouse bas ahways
seat is to be considered by the Committee required evidence that a seat bas been
on Privileges, before any final action is vacated in addition to tbe formai docu-
taken by the Hlouse. I do not suppose ment presented to the bouse from the
for a moment that the Iloese would vacate Clerk.
the seat of an bon. ioember witoout giving
hirn the opportundity of showing that be HON. MR. ABBOTT-I am sure my bon
bad not actually forfcited bis rigbt to sit friend will eredit me witb being tbe last
bere. Itbas not beendoiehithertowhereperson ho would(lesire totake adv nta e
any (loubt cxisted, and I do tuot tbink we of any bon. rember in any condition of
should take a new course now. things whatsoever. In taking tbis pro-

ceeding, I simply followed the procedume
HON. MR. BOTSFOID-t think tmat the which appears to bave been adopted a

rule on wbich the Cherkb bas acted was not dtis wiouse on two previous occasions.
in existence at tne time the seat ofn the The first one was that to whicb my bon.
Hon. Mr. Dickson wvas declared vacant. friend bas just referred-the case of the

Hon. Sir Edward Kenny. Therule of the
HON. MR. MILLEiR-The rie bias noth-a bouse my hon. friend is failiar with;

ing to do with the point of procedure. probably no one knows its terms bettet'
tban h does. The Clerk lias reported

Iox.. MR., BOTSFORD-The fact is we that Senatord Alexander lias been absent
have iow a ruhe vbich. waw not ih existence from his place for two consecutive ses-
when any previous case ai-ose. It miglit sions. A simiar report kd as made in the
be advisable to grive a longer time and let case of Sir Eddard Kenny and in that of
the Clerk notito the absent member. Mr. Dickson, which are the only two

cases to which I have heen referred. n
HIONq. MR. MILLERI-The rue makes the case of S Edward Keny, it as
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referred to the Ilouso the following day-
the Committee on the Privileges of Par-
liament-and it does not appear from the
Journals that any evidence whatever was
taken. My hon. friend tells us from re-
collection that someone was called upon
to speak, and did s)eak, and gave evidence
as to the facts, and on that the resolution
was passed,

HoN. MR. MILLER-I think the De-
bates of that day will show fully what
took place, and I thought it was on the
Journals,

HoN. Ma. ABBOTT-There was nothing
on the Journals, but in the case of Mr.
Dickson there was something done in the
Committee. There the motion was the
fsame, the time fixed was the same, and
the matter came before the Committee on
Privileges on the following day.

given to the absent member, and require
what evidence they please, but in the
meantime we have only to place it before
the Committee in accordance with prece-
(lent, which we have done.

HON. MR. GOWAN. It is a question of
fact whether Mr. Alexander has failed to
attend in bis place for two sessions; it is
a fact on which evidence may be required,
and a fact of which this House may pos-
sibly have to take judicial notice. Being
a fact, I think Senator Alexander should
on every account be notified.

The motion was agreed to.

MINISTERIAL CIIANGES.

INQUIRY.

LIoN. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
House do now adjourn.

HON. Ma. SCOTT-Was no notice given HON. MR. POWER. Before the Houseto the inember in either case ? adjourns 1 should like to ask the hon.
HON. MiR. ABBOTT-No notice. leader of the Government whether he

pro poses to-morrow to give the House the
HON. MR. SCOTT - Then there is an eustomary explanations as to the Minis-

omission there. terial changes in this Chamber.

HoN. MR. MILLER-In Mr. Dickson's ioN. MR. ABBOTT. I may tell Mycase there was. hon. friend that 1 have not considered the
questi9)n, but I shahl be prepared to giveHON. MR. A BBOTT-In Mr. Dickson' those explanations when propcrly caledcase the report was on the 23rd of Januaryand the motion was made to refer the

matter to the Committee on Privileges The motion was agreed 10.the following day. On the following day
the Committee met, and thereupon it was The Senate adjourned at 3.45 p.m.resolved that the report be taken into-onsideration that day fortnight, (when

ommittee met) and that in the mean-ihne Mr. fickson be noIified. hEnotc e

quetir, btII sleNpa redto iv

HON. MR. MILLER--Hear, hear.

IrON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friendwill see that we have not reached thatstage yet.

HON. MR. MILLER-I understood thatmy hon. friend's intention was to take:action to-mor.row.

HON. Ma. ABBOTT-No. We are ex-actly in the line of the precedents of this
bouse. Of course, the report must be'dealt with to-morrow. The Committee
may order what notice they please to be

Ottawa, Tuesday, May 5th, 1891.

THE COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES.

SENATOR ALEXANDER'S SEAT.

The Committee met at 2.45 p.m.; the
Speaker in the Chair.

HON. 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 these 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 fbr three weeks,
and that notice be given to Mr. Alexander
of the statement of the Clerk, and then
the Committee can report with confidonce
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 nisi, and
was so 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 bence 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

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 would
remind the leader of the Hous.e tbat this
matter was well considered and discussed
on the occasions which have beeit already
referred to. The report of this Committee
is not at all final; it must be acted on by
the House, and before the Bouse will con-
sider the report notice must be given to
the absent member, so that he will have an
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 decision 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. MR. 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 Bouse 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 consecutively,
but that he knew his seat was about to be
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declared vacant. That information was' of the hon. member from Richmond is,
conveyed to the Committee by an hon. perhaps, on the whole, the sounder one,
senator. Therefore, the Committee re- because the Committee has, 1 understand,
ported information on which the House no power to order a notice to be sent. We
could proceed; yet the House was so eau- can only report to the House ; and it
tious that it did not adopt the report im- strikes me that the proper course for us
mediately. If any member to-day will is to report that on inquiry we find that
say that Mr. Alexander is aware that we the statements contained in the Clerk's
are taking these proceedings, or that he certificate are correct, and then if we
recognizes the propriety of declaring his
seat vacant, I am prepared to follow the
precedent, but the Committee has nothing
before it that the House did not know
yesterday. No serious harin can arise
from taking- up the question at a future
day.

HON. MR. POWER-I do not look at
the matter in exactly the same wa*y as the
hon. gentleman from Ottawa, though in
his conclusions I concur. We bad before
us yesterday the certificate of the Clerk
of the House. While that is a very author-
itative document, and one to which we
should naturally give credence as strong
prima facie evidence of the facts it con-
tains, it is not conclusive evidence ; and I
presume the object of referring that cer-
tificate to the Committee on Privileges
wa4 to ascertain whether or not the facts
alleged in that certificate were really facts.
The Committee to-day bas ascertained, T
presume, from searching the Journals and
otherwise, that the statements contained
in the Clerk's certificate are correct, and
we are in a position to so report to the
fouse ; but granting that the statements
conltained in the Clerk's certificate arecorrect, it is still possible, as suggested bythe hon. member from Richmond, thatthe senator whose seat is proposed to bedeclared vacant may have been in Ottawa,or within ten miles of Ottawa, during oneof the two last Sessions and may havebeen prevented by illness from attendingthe sittings of the Hlouse. Thei it is amatter of courtesy, and of justice also, tothe member, th.t his seat should not bedeclared vacant until we have ascertained
whether or not that is the fact. Theobject of giving him notice is to ascertainwhether or not he was here in Ottawa ill,or within ten miles of Ottawa. Then the
question is, whether the resolution movedby the bon, leader of the House is a proper
one to adopt, or whether we sbould follow
the precedent in the case of the Hon. Mr.Dickson. I think, myself, that the view

think proper we may recommend that
notice should be given to the member in
order to -clear 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. 1
think, on the whole, the line indicated by
the hon. member from Richmond is the
proper one.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I should like to
call the attention of the Committee to the
proceeding that was taken as recorded.
It will be seen that the course suggested
by the hon. member from Halifax was
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 bon. 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,
and that a copy of the said report be trans-
mitted to him throu h 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-
nitted to him, so that if lie wished to'

appear he could do so. It was not finally
decided until the 19th of February, some
three weeks after. This 3hows that the
Committee never undertook a task that
was not assigned to thern, of giving notice,
but that they simply reported the f*acts as
they were found, and the House ordered
that the party be notified.

HON. MR. ROSS-I am afraid that we
are splitting hairs, to 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 necessary. The only way to do
that is to give him notice that at a certain
date the matterwill be taken up, discussed
and decided upon. and that the seat will be
declared vacant unless he can show that
he bas been in attendance one or more
days during the two years. The Com-
mittee will be in a poition to decide with
connaissance de cause. Whether he ap-
pears or flot, the Cornmittee will be in a
position to give amir and pro e decision
on the subject. I therefore elieve that
this motion is the right one and that it
ought to carry.

HON. MR. MILLER-The hon. gentle-
man does not seem to clearly comprehend
that in the event of eithier 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. gentlenen witli regard to
that fact-that whether the precedent
now upon our Journals he followed, or the
motion just made by the leader of the
House be adopted, in either case the sarne
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
H1ouse would be in a better position by
following the precedent for this reason :
we wili have found, upon the prima facie
case, that the seat is vacant, and will so
report to the House, and recommend the
House to dechfre so; then the House will

give an opportunity to the hon. member
to come forward before the report is
adopted and show that the Committec 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 Corn-
mittee should declare the seat vacant
without having the niecessary 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 Mu.
Alexander a chance to make his proof, if
he bas any to furnish.

HON. MR. MILLER-That is what we
are all willing to do.

HON. MRt. IIOSS-Yes; but Von want
the Committee to decide that the seat is
vacant, on a primâ facie case, before you
hear the evidence.

HON. MR. POWER-It 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 -I think it will pre-
sent itself to every legal mind as a very
logical course to report on the primâfacie
evidence now before the House, and to
recommend that the seat be declared va-
cant. Then the hon. gentleman whose seat
is in jeopardy can come in and show that
he as not forfeited his seat. The position
that the House will occupy is this: It wil!
require to move no further in the matter.
The report will be confirmed, as a matter
of course, unless the hon. member cornes
in and does what is necessary to save his
seat and prevent the adoption of the report
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of the Committee. I think it is a logical
Ineans of arriving at a juidgmet. One
great objection I have to t e proposed
course is that, having established a prece-
dent in two cases, we should now dopart
from it. I think if we could adhere to the
precedent in the case of Mr. Dickson it
would be desirable to do so.

. HON. MR. KAULBACH-I believe the-
course proposed by the leader of the House
would be the best to adopt, onlythe evidence
should be brought before the Committee.
The Committee will probably report, with
a recommendation that the party whose
Seat is inquired into sbould 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 louse give notice to the absent
mermber, 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 prima facie case
which is laid before us by the statement
of the Clerk ? It seems to me we are
bound to take the statement of the Clerk
as it bas been furnished to us, and decide
upon that, and then, when that report is
made to the House, ample time will be
given to the hon. gentleman whose seat is
affected to state whether or not ho has
anytbing to show why bis seat should notbe declared vacant; but I do not think, in
the present stage of the case, as the hon.member from Richmond bas pointed out,that we ought to go behind the prima faciecase or ask for further evidence than thatwhicb bas been furnished by the report ofthe Clerk.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-1 am sorry that Ihave raised a question which bas provoked
so much difference of opinion in thisHouse, but at the same time I must saythe more I hear the matter discussed themore I arn convinced that the proceeding
which I would recommend to the Com-mittee is the proper one. The Committee
will observe that this case is not on allfours with the other two cases. In eachof those cases the Committee actuallytook evidence as to wheiher or not theabsent senator had notice that be was
going to be proceeded against. In both

cages a member of the House arose in bis
place before the Commitiee and gave bis
evidence that the member who was about
to lose bis seat knew of the proceedings
and was aware that bis 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, bas failed to give bis
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 Con-
mittee, as I understand it, a most dis-
tinct snub because the House refused to
pass the resolution declaring the seat
vacant until it had given notice to the
mem ber, in order that he might, if he had
any evidence against it, come and show it;
so 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 notice (becausethat 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 furthçr
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 had
sorne evidence before it, had the decla-
ration made by a member in bis 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 bere 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 lie 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 lie 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.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3.30
p. M.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT.

NOTICE OF MOTION.

HON. 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 to 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 Committees, as fol-
lows:-

LIBRARY.

Hon. Messrs.
ALLAN,
ALMON,
BAILLARGEON,
BELLEROSE,
BOTSFORD,
DEBOUCHERVILLE,
DRUMMOND,
GOWAN,
HAYTHORNE,
MCCLELAN,

MACINNES,
(Burlington),

MILLER,
MURPHY,
ODELL,
POIRIER,
POWER,
SCoTT,
WARK,

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 bouses on the Library.

PRINTING.

CASGRAIN,
DEVER,
GIRARD,
GOWAN,
GUÉVREMONT,
HAYTHORNE,
KAULBACH,
LoUGHEED,
MCCLELAN,

Hon. Messrs.

McKINDSEY,
MACFARLANE,
OGILVIE,
PERLEY,
PELLETIER,
POWER,
REED,
VIDAL,
WARK,

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 Conmittee of both
Houses on the subject of printing.

BANKING AND COMMERCE.

ABBOTT,
ALLAN,
BELLEROSE,
BOTSFORD,
BOYD,
CARLING,
CHAFFERS,
CLEMOW,
COCHRANE,
DRUMMOND,
LEwIN,

Hon. Messrs.

MACPHERSON
(Sir David Lewis),

MILLER,
MONTPLAISIR,
MURPHY,
ODELL,
PAQUET,
PRICE,
PROWSE,
REID (Cariboo),
ROBITAILLE,
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LOUGHEED, ROss,
MASSO N, SANFORD,
MCCALLUM, SMITH,
MCMILLAN, SULLIVAN,
M1ACINNES THIBAUDEAU,

(Burlington), VIDAL,
WARK,

a committee on Banking and Commerce
for the piesent session, to whom shall be
referred all Bills on these subjects.
RAILWAYS, TELEGRAPHS AND HARBOURS.

Hon. Messrs.
ABBOTT, MACDONALD (B.C.),
ALLAN, MACINNES '
ALMEON, (Burlington),
BELLEROSE, MONTGOMERY,
BOULTON, MILLER
CARLING, MURPHY,
CLEMOW, O'DONOHOE,
COCHRANE, OGILVIE '
DEBOUCHERVILLE, PERLEY,
DICKEY, POWER,
DRUMMOND, PRICE,
GIRARD, ROBI TAILLE,
KAULBACH, REID (Cariboo),
LOUGHEED, READ (Quinté),
MCCALLUM, SANF'tDl
MCCLELAN SCOTT,
MCDONALD (C.B.), SMITH'
MCINNEs (B.C.), STEVENS,
MCKAY, SUTHERLAND,
MOKINDSEY, TASSÉ,
MCMILLAN, VIDAL,

a Commstee on Railways, Telegraphs and
halbours for the present session, to whomShal be referred all Bills on these subjects.

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS.

ABBOTT,
ALLAN,
ARMAND,
BOTSFORD,
CARLING,
CHAFFERS,
DEBLOIS
DIcKEy
DRUMMOND,

FLINT,
GIRARD,
GRANT,
HOWLAN,

EONARD,
MCCLELAN,
MCDoNALD'

lon. Messrs.
MCMILLAN,
MACFARLANE,
MACPHERSON,

(Sir David Lewis),
MILLE :<
ODELL,
O'DONOHOE,
OGILVIE,
PAQUET)
PELLETIER,
PERLEY,
POWER)
PROWSE
READ
IROBITAILLE

(C. B.), SANFORD,

MOINNES (B. C.),
MCKAY,
MACINNES,

(Burlington),

SCOTT,
SMITH,
STEVENS,
TASsÉ,

a committee to examine and report upon
th6 Contingent Accounts of the Senate for
the present session.

STANDING ORDERS AND PRIVATE BILLS.

Hon. Messrs.

ALMON, MACFARLANE,
ARMAND, MERNER,
BELLEROSE, MILLER,
BOLDUC, MONTGOMERY,
BOTSFORD, MONTPLAISIR,
BOULTON, MURPHY,
DEBLOIS, O'DONOJIOE,
DEVER, OGILVIE,
FLINT, PAQUET,
GLASIER, PELLETIER,
GOWAN, POIRIER,
GRANT, POWER,
GUÉVREMONT, PROWSE,
IIAYTHORNE, READ,
HOWLAN, RIEESOR,
LoUGHEED, Ross,
MASSON, SCOTT,
MCINNEs (B. C.), STEVENS,
MCKAY, SULLIVAN,
MCMILLAN, SUTHERLAND,
MACDONALD (B.C.), TASSÉ,

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.

DEBATES.

Hon. Messrs.

BELLEROSE,
BoLDUC,
CASORAIN,
DEBOUCHERVILLE,
HAYTHORNE,
HOWLAN,
MASSON,
MCCALLUM,
MACFARLANE,

MERNER,
MONTPLAISIR,
PERLEY,
POWER,
ROss,
SCOTT,
THIBAUDEAU,
VIDAL,

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 Honse.
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SELECT COMMITTEE ON DIVORCE.

Hon. Messrs.
GrOWAN,
KAULBACH,
LoUGHEED,
MCCLELAN,
MCKINDSEY,

MACDONALD (B. C.),
OGILVIE,
READ,
SUTHERLAND,

HON. MR. MCCLELAN-1 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 I may not be able to give my
attendance for any considerable time dur-
ing the sessidn, and, for other reasons, I
would beg to be relieved from serving on
this committee.

HoN. 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 divoice in
Parliament, I have for some time felt and
thought that the time bas 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 as a 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 I 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. In 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 fnd according to the evidence,
or from prejudice, favour or affection, I am
not going to say; but I do say that in the
whole systeni there is great risk of a
miscarriage ofjustice. The same difficulty
which is experienced in this country was
felt in England for many years. Eccle-
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 Vic-
toria, cap. 85.

The procedure in divorce was mores
complicated in England than in Canada.
There three suits had to be brought-
ecclesiastical, civil and parliamentary.
Here, as hon. gentlemen know, we bave
only the parliamentary suit and procedure.
There a consolidation of three jurisdic-
tions was necessaiy 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 bon. Minister who
leads the House could substitute some
other name for mine I would be as well
pleased.

HON. MR. SMITH moved that the name
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of Mr. McKay be substituted for that of
Mr. McCielan on the committee.

HON. IMR. KAULBACH-Much as I may
agree with my hon. friend from British
Columbia in the remarks ho 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,affecting the sacred tie of marriage, I con-
sider that the committee should be
selected apart from provincialism alto-
gether. We should have the very best
qualified minds in the House, regardless
of what locality they may come f rcm. 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 Senate, who was most
conspicuous on all the committees, in
whom I placed the greatest confidence-I
refer to the bon. member from Amherst.
His impartiality, his knowledge and his
courtesy were always remarkable, and on
the committee conspicuously so. I much
regret that his name does' not appear 'on
this committee, and I do not believe that
it will be as good a committee as it would
be if his name were included. In dealing
with the important matters which are tocorne before us I would much prefe' that
I should be taken off that committee and
my bon. friend from Amherst placed on
it. I consider that without him on the
cormnittee the same confidence cannot beplaced in its reports that there would beif he were a member of it. I do not makean objection to any individual member ofthe committee, but feeling, as I stronglydo, that my hon. friend's name should beadded, I should certainly make a place
for him if my name on it would have theeffect of preventing him having a place onthe committee.

HRoN. Mt. DICKEY-My hon. friendhas made a very kind allusion to me per-sonally, for which I am duly grateful. Iam bound to say, in justice to the Govern-ment, that my exclusion from the com-mittee was made at my own desire. Ineed not go now into the reasons for thecourse which 1 took in that respect; Isimply rise for the purpose of removingany impression from my hon. friend's

mind that the exclusion was in any
way intended, so far as I know, to
reflect upon myself. I 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 bas 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 of the Government and
by this House. I therefore will not enter
into the subject at al], 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 revenue 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 wisb to
express my sympathy with the views of
my hon. friend from British 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
faithfuily, but I concur in the opinion that
there should be some other tribunal to deal
with divorce, for the simple reason that it is
no easy matter for people who live 800 or
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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 bas 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. grentle-
men have placed their views on record on
one side 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
Victoria, who brought the matter before
the House, appeared to base bis 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 iii 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 divorce court in
England is one of the greatest scandalis of
British life to-day; and my conviction is,
that if the best men in the Imperial
Parliament could go back to the system
which existed befoie 1857 they would be
only too happy to do so. I do not think
the British precedent goes for very much.
Then, the bon. 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 forme 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 bas 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 auy one who reads the
English papers must realize how very
important a matter that is.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-My bon. friend
from .British Columbia bas 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 uporn 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, I can only say
that it is a subject which bas 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. Ihope 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-
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ence to the nomination of my hon. friend
from Amherst, he bas anticipated me in
the reason whieh I would have given to
my hon. friend from Nova Scotia (Mr.
Kaulbach) for his not being included in
this commitee. It is quite unnecessary, I
think, for me to say hefore this House that
the Government and the House would
nndoubtedly esteen 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-
inan of the Railway Committee, the patient
industry and the skill with which he bas
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 thiis 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 bon. gentle-
man himself that he preferred not to be
placed on the committee during the
present session.

ION. MR. REESOR-Under all the cir-
ummstances, while it remains the duty of

the Senate to deal with cases of divorce,we ought to make it a point to have this
.committee as efficient as possible. I have
watched the course of the committee for
some years, and when my health was betterI served on Divorce Committees myself,and I think there is no one in this Housewho bas discharged his duty more equita-.bly and with a better appreciation of theJustice of the case than the hon. memberfrom hmherst. Lt is a very great pitythat ho should decline to act on the com-mittee, and I simply express the hope thathe will reconsider his decision and willconsent to act.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-Porhaps thebon. gentleman from Amherst will statehis reasons for decliniug to be a member
of the committee; they might be obviated
in some way.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-The hon. leader
of the Government bas mentioned one ofthe strongest reasons that induced me totake the course I did--the reason that my
time is, I am sorry to say, 80 constantly
taken up during the session with the

most important ot our committees that I
do not feel I have the time to devote to
these divorce cases. The chairman of the
Divorce Committee-and every member of
the committee is equally responsible 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 deaIt with in 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.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

COMMITTEE ON CONTINGENCIES.

FIRST AND EECOND REPORTS.

HoN. 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. MR. DEBOUCHERVILLE asked
for information about the salaries of the
messengers recommended for promotion.

HON. Ma. READ-There is no increase
of salaries.

HON. MR. MILLER-By a special pro-
vision made last year, it was arranged
that all 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 I
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 bave an
adjournment, tbat it should be settled, and
not left in abeyance during the long ad-
journment. These messengers should be
in a position to discharge their duties
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, because
some of the members were not prepared
to deal with that subject, and preferred to
have it postponed until a future occasion.
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.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved, that when
the House adjourns this day it do stand
adjourned until Friday, the 8th instant, at
threo o'clock in the afternoon.

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

ninch if the adjournmentwere 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 inembers 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 satisfied
that it might be, perhaps, too short in
point of time, but considerîng that the other
motions iad 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. I 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" 'sday, the 26th ins-
tant," substituted ineLefor.

HON. MR. MCINNES (B.C.)-I should
like to have the ruling of the Speaker
upon this last amendmeit. I made a
suggestion in the saine direction a few
lays 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. I do iot think an amend-
ment can be moved without notice extend-
ing the time-there can be no question at
ahl about that. The question before the
House is this : A num ber of members do
not want to adjourn at ail. 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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holidaVs ; but to a large number of' hon. tion ? It i, inconsistent with our rules that
members a longer adjournment would be sueh an amendment as that which has
a convenience. Although I belong to the been suggested by the hon. gentleman
first category, if the business of the House froin Toronto ean be made without notice.
1s, not to be interfered with by a longer It is inconsistent with common sense that
adjournment, and it would be a convenience it should be made. However, if the House
to many senators, i (10 not wish to press chooses tô place itself in that position, to
my own particular views and wishes on be taken by surprise at any moment-if it
the subject against what I think very chooses to adopt a precedent of that kind-
probably would be the views of the major- I will submit to it, as others will have to
ity. The leader of the House has inti- do; but I think it is an unfortunate position
mated that the publie business would not to take, and I ask the Speaker to rule onbe interfered with by the adjournment of the point of order that there bas not been
a fortnight. If he is still of that opinion, sufficient notice of this amendment.
I would not oppose the motion of the hon.
member' from St. John. In that case, HON. MR. VIDAL-On what authority
perhaps the leader of the House would is the statement made that we have not
Withdraw his motion, and allow that of the power to move an amendment of this
the hon. inember from St. John to carry. kind without giving notice ? Is there anyWith regard to the amendment proposed rule on the subject ? I am not an old
by the hon. member from Toronto, I am member, but I have been some years in
grtainly opposed to so long an extension, the House and I do not remem ber any suchand if nobody raises the point of order I precedent. My impression is, that it is
shall have to raise it myself-that the quite competent for an bon. gentleman to
motion is not formajîp point of time. It move an amendment without notice at all.

"Ires a clear d., k notice, which we
'not had. The hon. gentleman says HON. MR. MILLER-Many things are

ne could not have given notice any earlier; done by consent which are not regular:
but that is his misfortune. for instance, if the hon. gentleman's ainend-

ment were adopted by consent it would be
HON. MR. O'DONOHOE-I think it is regular eniough.

competent for me to move an amendment
to the motion of my hon. friend from St. HON. MR. DE BOUCHE RVILLE-Do I
John extending the time. I move that as understand the hon. gentleman from Sarnia
an amendiment, without any regard to my to say that, it is not necessary to give notice
notice, and if it should carry; then I shail of an amendment ?
ask the House to allow the notice I have
given to drop off the Paper. HoN. MR. VIDAL-Yes.

HON. MR. MILLER-I would ask the HON. MR. DEBOUCIERVILLE-I findHouse to reflect for a moment on the posi- in May, chapter 9, tho following: 1It i5tion in which it would place itself by customary and more convenieit to giveadopting the view of the hon. member notice of an ameadment, butitiscompetent
from Toronto, that no notice of an amend- for any member to move an amondmentment such as he has proposed is necessary without notice." Therefore, 1 do not thinkin this House. We will suppose, for in- there is any necessity to give notice, and
stance, that a motion such as that given by the hon, gentleman may move his motion
the leader of the flouse stands on the as an amendment.
Paper, a motion to adjourn from to-day
until Friday, and that a dozen members, HON. MR. KAULBACH-The hon. gen-
qUite satisfied with such an adjournment, tleman f'rom Toronto gave notice of aand having no notice of any uther motion substantive motion: that is out of order,in amendment, do not appear in their because the time was not sufficient. NOW
places here when it is discussed: they find ho withdraws from the position ho took,that, in their absence, without notice, the and is putting his motion as an amefdment
flouse instead of being adjourned over the to the amendment. I concur in the opinionholiday, is adjourned for a month. Is the of the hon. member from Richmond thatwilling to put itself in such a posi- it is not in orde , because, instead of redue-

fo3n ebrt oea mnmn
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ing the time it is extending it beyond the
time mentioned in the notices on the Paper.

lHoN. MR. MILLER-I do not regard a
'notion of this kind, in substitution of an-
-other motion, as an amendrment. 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. I am
of the opinion that an amendment such as
the one proposed by the. hon. member
from Toronto is not in order without
notice, and 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 customary in the early
part of the session to adjourn as we now
propose to do. There is scarcely a member
of this House who has not some important
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, preent a few petitions and
adjourn.

HON. 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 laken is
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.

THE 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 motic,n for an adjournrment, 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. The only rule of this flouse having
reference to this matter is the 24th, whicl
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 the adjourn-
ment of the Senate. "

One of the hon. members has alreadv
referred to May, and objection bas 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 iay
consequently desire to modify it in various respects,
or they may wish to defer it to another occasion when
the House will probably 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 question. In order to meet
these different exigencies, certain forms have been
established in the course pf 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. This amend-
ment may propose:

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

add others;
3. To insert or add certain words.

The sub-amendment
within the wording of
have quoted. The hon.

seems to come
the authority I
gentleman from
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Toronto bas moved to leave out certain
words in order to insert other words. 1
furthermore believe the amendment to be
relevant to the question before the House.
It is admitted by the bon. member who
calis for the ruling of the Chair that an
anendment 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 see no rule of this House which,
in my opinion, would justify me in coming
to that conclusion, and I find no such dis-tinction in the works on parliamentary
practice. Accordingly, I am of opinion
and I rule that the sub-amendment is in
order.

HON. MR. KAULBACH--My hon. friend
fron Belleville contends that this adjourn-
ment could be made to the 26th instant
withoutinterfering with the legisiation. It
is virtually an adjournment until the 27th,
because we are to meet in the evening of:
the 26th, simply to show ourselves. Noue
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 the leader thata large number of private Bills would beintroduced in the Sonate this year. Myhon. friend no doubt has not the disposal
of such matters; he bas not the control of
private Bill legislation, but I believe he
bas a number of measures to introduce in
the Sonate now, if the House shouldcontinue sitting. We were promised, atthe opening of the session in the other
branch, that the public business would be
immediately brought down. That promisebas been fulfilled. In the other House alarge amount of Government legielation
lias been already introduced. On Tuesday
next the House goes into Committee of
Supply. Several private Bills have beenintroduced. The Government have brought
in a Bill for extending the modus vivendi,giving the Americans a certain right in our-inshore fisheries. That is a measure of verygreat importance, and one which should
receive most careful consideration. Thenwe have the codification of the criminallaws and a Bill for the exorcise of Admi-ralty jurisdiction. We have also a measureto givo over to the Local Legislatures the

right to the foreshore, a matter of very
great importa.ce. 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 1 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
corne 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 corne back bore be in a
position to legislate as efficiently as if we
remained at our posts ?

HON. MR. O'DONOHOF-I wish to
correct my hon. friend: it is only twenty
days.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-It is virtually
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 Sonate, and, I believe, Government
measures also, and the leader of the Sonate
bas 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 bas
acquiesced in this adjournment. If the
public business required our presence hore
within the time specified in my amendment
he would have said so.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-The leader of
the House has given notice of a motion for
an adjournment over to-morrow, and he
bas not proposed to change it. I have no
doubt lie will stand by his own view. If lie
had thought the adjournment should be
longer lie would have supported the
amendment of my hon. friend. There is a
largo amount of divorce business to corne
before us, and work for the committees-
enough business to be attended to if we
remain bore to look after it. I bave
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always oppo.ed these adjouraments. 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 (o 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.

HoN. MR. READ-I am surprised to
hear the hon. member from Lunenburg
tell us that twenty days are a month. It
is an indication of the value of bis argu-
men ts.

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 wel4 that there is ample time
for a considerable adjournment at the
beginning of the session, and we can still
keep u with the legislation from the
other House. 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-

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 to give ample
time for the taking of evidence and the
discussion of the matters involvet. in them
before the prorogation of Parliament,
which I hope will not be at .too distant a
date. The difference between the tine
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 is
always more or less some-the tinie which
we will lose by the adjournment proposed
by the hon. member from ToronLo 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 I do
how far we should be retarded or impeded
in the due performanDe of our legisiative
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. I think it is probable we could, and
I do not say 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 -o long. I bave 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--l do not say that it would-
and I would prefer the shorter of the two
adjournments.

The Senate divided on the amendment
to the amendment, which was agreed to
by the following vote:-

Armand,
Baillargeon,
Bellerose,
Boulton,
Boyd,
Chaffers
DeBlois,
Dever,
McCallun,
McClelan,
McKindsey,
Merner,

Abbott,
Allan,
Botsford
Boucherville, de,Carling,
DicL.ey,
Flint,
Girard,
Gowan,
Grant,

CONTENTS :

Hon. Messrs.
lontplaisir,

O'Donohoe,
Paquet,
Poirier,
Read,
Reesor,
Sanford,
Scott,
Snith,
Sutherland,
Tassé.-23.

NON-CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
Kaulbach,
MeInnes (B.C.),
McKay,
Macdonald (B.C.),
MacInnes (Burlington),
Miller,
Perley,
Power,
Prowse,
Vidal.-20.

The motion as amended was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned at 4:50 p.m.

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

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 8.30p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
NEW SENATORS.

THE SPEAKER presented to the Housereturns from the Clierk of the Crown inChancery, setting forth that His Excel-lency the Governor General had summoned
to the Senate-

GEORGE WILLIAM HOWLAN, of Charlotte-town, P.E.1.
JABEz BUNTING SNOWBALL, of Chatham)N.B. ,

ANDREW ARCHIBALD MAODONALD, OfCharlottetown, P.E.1.
The Hon. Messrs. HoWLAN, SNOWBALL

and MACDONALD were then introduced andtook their seats.

SEN ATOR ALEXANDER'S SEAT.

MOTION.

THE 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
fol lows:

SENATE CHAMBER,
TuEsnAY, 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
Honourable George Alexander from his seat in the
Senate for two consecutive sessions of the last Parlia-
nient, 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 atten-lance to
this House ; and that, further, the Honourable George
Alexander has addressed a letter to the Honourable
the Senator for Inkerman, dated the twelfth May
instant, and has caused the saine to be transmitted to
him through the Clerk of this House, in which he
states his inability to attend during the last two
Sessions of this House, and admits that his seat bas
thereby become vacant.

Your Committee recommend that the following
resolution be adopted by the House :-

Resolved, That the Honourable George Alexander,
one of the members of the Senate fron the Province of
Ontario, bas for two consecutive sessions of the last
Parliament of Canada failed to give bis attendance in
this House, and thereby vacated his seat. That this
House, in pursuance of the thirty-third section of the
British North America Act, 1867, doth declare, deter-
mine and adjudge the said seat of the Honourable
George Alexander vacated.

The whole respectfully submitted.
A. LACOSTE,

Chairman of the Conmittee.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I perceive that
this report does not state the fact indicat-
ing a precaution which the Committee of
the Whole House took in order to prevent
the necessity of the House taking any
special action, as it has done on former
occasions, in notifying the gentleman
whose absence has been noted that on a
certain day the question of the declaration
of his seat being vacant will be taken up.
I think, as it might be drawn into a prece-
dent, it would be as well to insert in this
report the fact that the sitting ·of the
commitee was adjourned in order -to give
the hon. gentleman an opportunity of
attending, if he thought proper, and it was
ordered that a notice should be sent to
him of the adjournment and of the day,
fixed for the re-assembling of the com-
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mitee. That precaution was taken by the
committee, and I did not observe-none of
us probably observed to-day-when the
draft was laid on the Table that the fact
had not been mentioned. I would, there-
fore, ask that this report stand until
to-morrow, in order that we may consider
what step to take to remove that which I
consider to be a defect in the report.

HON. MR. MILLER-And give a notice
of the meeting of the commitee to-morrow.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Yes. It may be
necessary to move to-morrow in the House
to refer the report back to the committee.

HON. MR. MILLER-I thought you
meant to take that course now.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-Let the report
stand over until we see in what form it
should be made, and in the interval we can
make up our minds, and if necessary have
a meeting of the comn.ittee then.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-I would suggest,
to keep ourselves out of a difficulty, that
we should conform to the actual state of
things. The report bas been made to the
House and is here now, and would it not be
more cognate to the other proceedings to
have that report referred back ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I propose to refer
the report back-at least, that is my present
intention. I therefore move that the
report be taken into consideration to-mor-
row.

The motion was agreed to.

THE LATE SENATOR HAYTHORNE.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Before the House
adjourns, I desire to call the attention of
the Senate to the great loss it has sustained
iii the death of two of its old members
since we last met. The gentleman who
had been sitting on my right, Hon. Mr.
Haythorne, met us apparently in bis usual
health and strength on the 29th of April,
when Parliament opened, and it was a
great shock to us all to learn that two days
after the House adjourned Mr. Haythorne
had ceased to live. He was called away
very suddenly; although ho had reached
a good old age, still bis death was not
looked foir, as he had been, apparently, in

excellent health at the timo Parliament
met. I am sure bis death is a source of
great regret to every gentleman who had
the pleasure of bis acquaintance. Senator
Haythorne was a very loveable man, a
gentleman of high culture, well read, and
one who took a very deep interest in the
affairs of this country. Esteemed and
respected in the province that he had
adopted as his home on coming froin the
mother country, he was elevated to the
highest positions in Prince Edward
Island, at one time occupying the posi-
tion of Premier. When the Island entered
the Confederation, Mr. Haythorne vas
called to the Senate, and during the time
ho sat here he day by day earned for him-
self the esteem and respect of all who
knew him. He was a gentleman of fine
parts, and one who was exceedingly con-
scientious in the discharge of all bis duties.
Though warmly allied to the Liberal
party, with which he always acted, he
never gave a vote that he himself did not
entirely approve of, and that was not in
accord with bis own convictions.

The other gentleman, the hon. Senator
from London, whose death we also deplore,
had not for years taken as active a part
in the affairs of this House as Senator
Haythorne. He was one who, in his
earlier years, however, was a very active
politician. He enjoyed the advantage-
I consider it an advantage-of having
earned bis position by the votes of the
people, having, before Confederation,
represented a large and intelligent consti-
tuency in Ontario, and was one of those
gentlemen who, with my friend on my left,
and a few other bon. gentlemen I see-
around me, was called to the Senate in
1867. He was a man mich esteemed by
those who knew him. Although quiet
and retiring in his habits, and rarely, in
recent years, taking much interest in the
business of Parliament. The death of'those
two gentlemen is a source of very great
regret to their friends, and their memories,
I am quite sure, will be long held in
esteem by those who had the pleasure of
knowing them.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I need hardly say
that I concur heartily in the expressions
of regret at the loss of those two estimable
and honourable gentlemen, who have un-
fortunately left us during the present ses-
sion. With regard to the hon. Senator
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from London, since I have had the honour
of a seat in the Senate I have not had fre-
quently the opportunity of seeing him, but
I was acquainted with him for manyyears
before I came here, and I knew him to be
the honourable, estimable and straight-
forward gentleman that my hon. friend
opposite has described him.

As to Mr. Haythorne, he has been active
in the arena of politics since I entered the
Senate. He was opposeti to my views on
general politics,but I must say that I think,frorn my own point of view, Mr. Hay-
thorue's death has been a very great and
severe loss to this House, and 1 think the
Senate wil, long miss the gentlemanly,
maniy and impartial criticism which that
bon. gentleman devoted to the measures
that came before us, quite independent, in
most cases, as far as I could judge, from
any party or factious feeling. The extent
of his information on most public matters
was so great that from whatever point of
view or whatever side of the House he
might have spoken his utterances were of
the greatest possible value in our deliber-
ations. I may say I feel in the strongest
Possible degree the regret that my hon.
triend has expressed for the loss this House
bas sustained. I hope the families of our
late colleagues will learn of the sympathywhicl has been expressed in this Senate,and which I am sure every hon. member
of this House feels, and our sense of theirreparable loss that the country has sus-tained in the death of those two hon.gentlemen.

it lION. MR. DICKEY-I do not know that
1 18 necessary to add anything to theexpressions of regret to which we haveIistened, and with which I cordially agreeas regards both of the hon. gentlemenwhose absence from amongst us we nowdeplore. With regard more particularly
to one of these gentlemen whose namevas brought before us, Mr. Haythorne,having been so long associated with thatlon. gentleman as a member of this House,and on terms of most friendly intercourse,though not always agreeing with him onpublic questions, I feel that I ought not toallow the occasion to pass without a wordof comment. Our late friend was a manwho was eminently fair minded. I thinkthat was the particular characteristic
of his course in this House. I watched itcarefully, having sat so very near him that

I could not fail to observe it, and I have
always been struck with the very great
amount of knowledge and information that
he invariably brought to the discussion of
subjects which he undertook to debate in
this House. In other words, to put it in
a converse form-he nover undertook to
speak about a thing which he did not
apparently well understand.

With regard to our otherdeceased friend,
who also sat very near to me in this House
for many yeare, I also observed the care
which he. took to consider well every ques-
tion that came before the House; and 1 am
quite sure that on al] occasions he intended
to give a fair and deliberate consideration
to every measure that came before the
Senate, and none of us, certainly, who ac,
upon party considerations occasionally,
have any reason to find fault with the
course that he took. On the contrary, I
recognize, with regard to him, as also 1
have already expressed with regard to
Senator Haythorne, that he was eminently
fair-minded, and apparentlydesired to dis-
cuss and to consider and to decide every
question upon its merits. I feel that, as
an individual, I have sustained a loss, and
I am quite sure that this House has sus-
tained a very serious loss in the death of
my friend who, foir so many years, sat near
me.

HoN. MR. MACDONALD (P.E.I)-I
should like to add a few words to the
remarks that have been made respecting
the late Senator Haythorne. I concur
heartily in the observations which have
been made respecting that lon. gentleman
by the leader of the Government and the
leader of the Opposition, and also by my
bon. friend from Amherst. I have had the
pleasure of being associated with the late
Senator Haythorne for several years in
the Executive Council of Prince Edward
Island, and knowing him as I knew him,
as bis fellow member in the Council and
as one of his associates in the Govern-
ment of Prince Edward Island, I can
heartily endorse every word that has
been said respecting that gentleman, and
respecting bis conduct durin the time
he was a member of this louse. His
career while he was a representative foi'
the Province of Prince Edward Island in,
the Legislature of that Province accorded
with and will bear out fully the remarks
which have been made respecting him
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on the floor of this House. He was a
member of a class which at one time was
not held in very high esteem by the peo-
ple of Prince Edward Island. He was a
landlord, and, as many hon. gentlemen will
know, landlords were a class whose inter-
ests were opposed to those of the tenantry
of the Island. But Mr. Haythorne, look-
ing at the position which he held as a land-
lord, and as an inhabitant of the Province
-not as an absentee-felt the disadvant-
ages under which the tenantry struggled,
and he agreed freely, and of bis own will,
to dispose of the estates which he then
possessed at a reasonable and fair rate to
the public. That very action on his pait
is sufficient to endear his naine to the peo-
ple of Prince Edward Island, and I am
gratified, indeed, to find that bis naine is
held in such respect and honour in the
Senate of Canada. On behalf of the people
of Prince Edward Island, I thank the hon.
gentlemen who have spoken so feelingly
this evening of our late colleague, and I
am pleased, indeed, that as a representa-
tive froin my province bis course of con-
duct was such that bis name is honoured
and revered in this House. We all regret
exceedingly that he was so suddenly and
unexpectedly taken away to bis reward in
the upper life, and although I have been
called to fill the place which he so well
and ably filled hei e, I feel that I cannot do
so with the saine credit and justice to my-
self or to the province that he did, and I
trust that this honourable House will ex-
tend to me that kindness and consideration
which my position calIs for at your hands.
I thank you, hon. gentlemen, who have so
kindly referred to him, and regret exceed-
ingly that my words are insufficient to give
expression to my feelings on this occasion.

HON. MR. DEVER-lf the expressions of
sorrow and regret for the death of the hon.
gentlemen who have been referred to
had been confined to the leader of the
Government and the loader of the Opposi-
tion in this House it is more than probable
that I should not have had anything to say
on this occasion, but when these remarks
are extended by gentlemen who are old
members and personal friends of the late
deceased, Mr. Haythorne, I feel it my
duty, as one who was most intimately
acquainted with him since he had a seat in
this House, to say that I bave had the
honour of being lis associat e in the room of

this House in which we did our usual
writing. We were companions almost
every afternoon in our walks. We fre-
quently attended divine service together,
and had many pleasant conversations on
various subjects, and I am free to say that
during my lifetime I have never met a
gentleman with whom I have had more
satisfactory relations, in whom I found
more companionship, and with whom I
felt more confidentially at home and safe
in my intercourse. I always found him to
be a consistent Christian man in bis
uprightness of character. His charity to
the pooir was most remaikable; I never
knew him to refuse an appeal from the
poor for aid. I found that in social con-
versation he was cautious and careful, and
was particularly regardful of the feelings
of those with whom he associated. In fact,
he was a man we trusted, and I feel with
deep sorrow the demise of my late friend.
I was at bis funeral. I also attended him
the night before his death. He was taken
suddenly ill, and when L heard of it I
could iot resist going to see him. When
I arrived he was in a most distressed con-
dition, though surrounded with true friends,
who did all they could for him at his hotel.
He had the care- of skilied nurses and the
best medical attendance to be found in the
city, and everything was done for him that
could possibly be done for a gentleman
under such circumstances away from home.

Our other lamented friend from Ontario
I did not have the honour of knowing so
well, but from bis reputation 1 always un-
derstood that he was a man of honour and
integrity. I regret exceedingly the death
of these hon. gentlemen.

THE MOD US VIVENDI BILL.

FIRsT READING.

Bill (10) " An Act respecting Fishing
vessels of the United States of America,"
was introduced and read the first time.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of the Bill for to-morrow.

HON. MR. POWER-I think, the hon.
gentleman might give the usual notice.
There is an intervening day's notice gene-
rally given, and as this Bill is of some con-
sequence, and bon. gentlemen have not had
a chance to consider it, I think it would be
better to let it stand until Fri-lav.
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HoN. MR. MILLER-It is the same Bill
that was passed last year.

HON. MR. POWER-Yes; but there is a
very serious principle involved.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The same Bill has
been already passed by this House, and it
is a matter of some exigence that this one
should be got through immediately.

HoN. MR. MILLER-I presutne it is the
intention of the Government to have it
receive the Royal Assent as soon as pos-
sible?

HoN. Ma. ABBOTT-Certainly, and any
explanation that may be required can be
given as usual, on the second reading of the
Bill, and I shall be prepared to make the
explanation to-morrow.

HoN. Mr. MILLER-The fact of the mat-
ter is, the provisions made by the Bill are
n0W being carried out by the Government
on their own authority, and they require
the present Act to legalize theirprocedure.
I hope the Bill will be put through as speed-
ily as possible, and that the Royal Assent

gill be given to it at once, when it is puttbrough.

HON. MR. POWER-The reason givenby the hon. gentleman I think rathercuts the ground from under his own feetfor, if I understand the hon. gentle-acan, he says th at the Governinent are nowactig as thougLh the Bill had been passed;fnd i they have been acting in that waytor sotna weeks, I presume they can con-tinue to act in the same way for two orthree days longer. I do not think thereanything unreasonable in asking theBil to stand until Friday.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I did not thinkthere vas anything unreasonable in thehon. gentleman having asked that the Billstand until Friday, because at that timehe
had not heard the reason for pressing theBill forward. The fact that the Govern-ment are acting provisionally, in conse-quence of the late period at which Parlia-ruent is called together, and the necessityfor some action in the premises, it appearsto me, is no reason for delaying the inter-vention of Parliament, which is the propertribunal for dealing with questions of this

nature. Up to the present, the Govern-
ment have taken the responsibility of
issuing provisional licenses, such as they
were authorized by Parliament to issue last
year, but of course it is important that the
consideration by Parliament of such a
measure as this should not be delayed a
moment longer than can be avoided. In
every respect it appears to me it is a Bill
which really ong t to be and might be
advanced with the shortest possible delay,
because the House knows all about it.
Every hon. gentleman in the House knows
precisely what the Bill is and what it is
intended to effect, and everyone knows
thatit is a measure in the interests of peace
and in the best interests of the country.

HON. MR. MILLER-I
gentleman was going to
sion of the rule to put it

thought the hon.
ask for a suspen-
through at once.

HoN. MR. VIDAL-1I think if the hon.
gentleman froin Halifax would reflect a
moment that the delay has been caused by
our taking an adjournment, lie would cer-
tainly be disposed to dispeLse with the
rule.

HON. MR. POWER-I was going to say
that if this measure was of so urgent a
character I do not think the leader of the
House was doing bis duty in not informing
the Senate that it was coming up, for then
we should not have had the long adjourn-
ment we did have. Of course, if the leader
of the House proposes, when the Bill is
read the third time, to have the Deputy
Goverior come down and give bis assent
to it, there may be a reason for urgency, but
if that is not the case I do not see that the
delay of a day will make any difference.

HoN. Ma. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
charges mewith dereliction ofduty. I think
i pointed out, on the moring for an adjourn-
ment, that this very Bill was coming up,
and I voted against the adjournment in
consequence.

HoN. Ma. POWER-I must say there
was not much emphasis on the hon. gen-
tleman's remarks on that occasion.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was ordered for second reading to-morrow.

The Senate adjourned at 9:40 p.m.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, May 27th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE FRENCH LANGUAGE IN
MANITOBA.

MOTION.

HON. MR. GIRARD moved:
That an humble Address be presented to His Excel-

lency the Governor General; praying that His Excel-
lency will cause to be laid before this House, copies
of all documents subnitted to the Privy Council on
which action has been taken with respect to the Act
passed by the Legislature of the Province of Manitoba,
abolishing the ofBcial use of the -French language in
that Province.

He said: After the numerous petitions
which have been submitted for the consi-
deration of the House, I am afraid that I
will tax your patience if I call your atten-
tion to a petition of a different nature. You
have been asked by petitioners in all parts
of the Dominion to protect the majority
from the evils of the liquor traffic: I am
asking you now to protect the minority
in one of the provinces and in the terri-
tories from an encroachment upon their
rights and privileges. Lt seems to me that
it is the duty of every member of this
House, if he finds a lack of harmony in
the province from which he comes, to
investigate the couse and to suggest a
remedy. I come from a distant part of the
Dominion, but certainly a most progres-
sive part. We have gained in population,
importance and influence, I think, more
than any other portion of the Dominion,
and our increasing value to the Confedera-
tion is being recognized by the Central
Government from time to time. It is
admitted now that we are one of
the great bases on which the whole
future of Canada rests. Every one is,
therefore, interested in relieving us from
causes of trouble, so far as it can be
done by wise legislation. Without attribut-
ing motives, I must say that the present
Government of Manitoba has dealt harshly
with the French minority of the province.
I do not like to invoke the privilege of
nationality; I prefer to call myself a
Br-itish subject and a Canadian, and to
claim the same protection as other inha-

bitants of the country. After a while, I
hope there wili be no necessity to seek to
maintain special privileges for any portion
of the community, but for the present we
need exceptions. Up to the present time,
we have had no reason to complain of
illiberal treatment, so far as our religion is
concerned, but we have a grievance in the
way our language has been dealt with. I
do not see what necessity there was to
prohibit the use of the French language in
official documents. It is a great injustice
to the French population of Manitoba. The
privilege was granted to the Province
under the constitution. It was recognized
in the British North America Act of 1867
and again in the constitution of Manitoba.
At a time when there was nlo necessity for
change, the Local Legislature declares that
French shall no longer be an official lan-
guage in the Province. If England has
become so great that she is recognized as,
par excellence, the ,first nation in the world,
it is certainly due to the different national-
ities which compose that great empire, and
amongst the various nationalities none
occupies a higher rank or deserves more
consideration than ours, because certainly
we have always been ready to furnish
proof of our loyalty and to defend British
interests and in every way to show that we
are worthy of being British subjects. Now,
what will be the effect of this trouble to
which the legislation of the Manitoba
Legislature has given rise ? It will certainly
arrest the development of the Province.
Strangers will not come to settle in a
country where such troubles prevail,
where they may be exposed to the
dangers of internal strife ut any moment.
People in varions parts of the world, and
especially in Europe, are preparing to
come and live with us, bringing not only
their wealth, but, what is more important,
large families to share in the future pros-
perity and greatness of our Nortb-West.
We have told them on many occasions that
there is room in our western territories
for millions of people. That is all very
true, but at the same time strangers who
have not seen the country are naturally
afraid to settle there so long as there is any
danger that the peace and good govern-
ment of the country will be interfered
with. They will probably prefer to settl6
where there is more security for the main-
tenance of peace. It is not necessary for
me to enter into an argument, before a
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body that is so well disposed towards us as
the Senate is, to show the importance of
the French language. At the same time,
I may say that we ask simple justice and
we claim a right which should not have
been contested in any way. We have the
right of the first occupants. The French
language was the first civilized language
spoken it that north-western country, and
it was through the French race that the
light of civilization first penetrated that
vast country. Now, that is a claim which
alone was sufficient to warrant our conten-
tion, but it has also been admitted at
different times. French was adopted as
one of the official languages of that country,
yet without any reason whatsoever, with-
out any demand from anyone for a change,
a law has been passed by the Legislature
of Manitoba which declares that French
shall no longer be recognized as an officiai
language in the province. Under the
circumstances, we think we are justified in
calhîng upon the Federal Government to
come to our protection. I think that a
remedy will be found and a stop will be
put to the trouble which is checking the
progress and preventing the development
Of our country. No doubt eventually the
French language will fall into disuse in
that country, but the French people
generally are not disposed to submit to be
forced into a position that they dislike.
We look forward to a day when the
use of the French language will disap-
pear, but we prefer that that should be
the work of time and not the work of men
who are now living. Perhaps before ten
years it would not be considered necessary
to translate all the public documents into
French, but let us await that time, and let
us respect the rights that ail possess under
the law. My objeet in calling for the papers
is to have them before the House when the
question comes up for discussion, so that
we may ail be informed as to the position
in which the matter stands. I know as
soon as this House is acquainted with our
Position that the majority will do ail intheir power' to help us, as they have done,
On other occasions, and thus will aid in
Promoting the progress and prosperity of
-lanitoba and the North-West. There arepeople of French origin, not only in Mani-toba, but throughout the North-West, who
are waiting for justice, and they do not un-derstand why they should have to wait solong for that to which they are fairlyentitled·

HoN.MR.MACDONALD(B.C.)-In what
position does the Bill that was passed by
the Manitoba Legislature now stand ? Has
it become law ?

HON. MR. GIRARD-The matter is now
before the Government, and we are waiting
for more information.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Then
it bas not become law yet?

HoN. MR. GIRARD-Yes; but its consti-
tutionality is contested in the courts.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-It is very impor-
tant that these papers should come down,
and I hope that the hon. gentleman's motion
will pass.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I assume that the
Local Legislature has no power to pass such
an Act. I have not followed up the contro-
versy recently, but it is quite impossible,
unless power is conferred on the Local
Legislature, to repeal any clause of the Act
under which Manitoba came into existence
as a province of the Dominion. One clause
provides that both languages shall be used
officially. It is as follows.-

" Either the English or the French language may
be used by any person in the debates of the Houses of
the Legislature, and both those languages shall be
used in the respective records and journals of those
Houses ; and either of those languages nay be used
by any person, or in any pdeading or procesa, in or
issuing fnrom any court of Canada established under
the British North America Act, 1867, or in or from all
or any of the courts of the province. The Acts of
the Legis.ature shall be printed and published in both
languages. "

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
will see that this is only a motion for the
papers. When the papers come down we
can have a full discussion on the question.

HON. MR. SCOTT-It is well that we
should know how the question stands. I
assume that the clause which I have quoted
could be repealed in one of two ways,
either by petition to the Imperial Parlia-
ment or, ossibly-I submit myself to cor-
rection-y an Act of the Parliament of
Canada; and as no such Act bas been
passed, any legislation repealing this par-
ticular section would be null and void, and
simply waste paper.

The motion was agreed to.
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SEPARATE SCHOOLS IN MANITOBA..

MOTION.

HON. MR. GIRARD moved:
That an humble Address be presented to His Excel-

lency the Governor General; praying that His Excel-
lency will cause to be laid before this House, copies of
all documents submitted to the Privy Council on the
subject of the abolition of separate schools, and on
which action has been taken with respect to the Act
passed by the Legislature of the Province of Mani-
toba, abolishing the said separate schools or modify-
ing to some extent the system in fcwee before 1890.

He said: This question is a consequence
of the first. I was very glad to hlear the
bon. gentleman who has just taken his seat
express his opinion on our position, and
the action of the Local Legislature of Mani-
toba. I do not like to blame the Legisia-
ture of Manitoba in any way. They have
their duties and responsibilities ; and I
prefer to rely on the ruling of the province
that they represent before coming to this
Parliament with any accusation against
them. At the same time, we all see what
they have done. The Roman Catholic pop-
ulation of Manitoba are suffering under an
injustice, and they have laid their case
before the Government; and it is for this
reason I have moved for the papers re-
ferred to in my motion. Hon. gentlemen
are aware that in the Local Legislature
last session an Act was passed repealing
the separate school law, and another Act
-was passed prohibiting the use of the
French language in ail public documents;
and as a consequence of that law all the
proceedings of last session, including the
statutes, were printed and distributed only
in the English language. The question I
now bring before you is not absolutely a
new one. It has been the cause of struggle
and of strife in the different provinces of
the Dominion at various times, and has
been settled in one way or the other ; and
ail cause for dissatisfaction in this respect
appears now to be confined to the Province
ef Manitoba. I do not understand why such
.a position bas been taken there, because if
therewas a part of the Dominion that needed
protection and assistance it was certainly
Manitoba and the Nortb-West which are
being rapidly settled to the advantage and
profit of the Dominion. The attention of
the nations of the world is being directed
to that part of ouir Dominion, and emigra-
tion is flowing in there rapidly to share
iii its advantages-and sometimes in its mi-
series-because no new country is ever set-

tled without some misery and trouble.
Therefore, we have a right to be assiste&
there, and we expect that the people of the
rest of the Dominion will be disposed to help
us. It w as unjust on the part of the Govern-
ment of Manitoba to have allowed a measure
to come before the Legislature to force the
Roman Catholic population toabandoi their
separate schools, and they look to the Do-
ininion to see if there is not protection to be
found somewhere to defend the French and
Catholies of Manitoba against such an unjust
law. My intention is not to blame anyone
for this legislation; I am here, just as we
all are, I suppose, with the common view
of advancing the interest of my country,
and to do my humble share in what it is

e ossible to do for the best interests of the
ominion. I an far from willing to blame

the Government for what bas been done.
It is not always easy for a Government to
do what they desire for the protection of a
particular section of the country, but I
know that they are not indiffèrent to our
position in Manitoba. They have become
interested in what is being done in that
province, and are endeavouring to mitigate
the troubles causel hy the Act of the Local
Legislature. To-day the School Act has been
subinitted to the Supreme Court for a deci-
sion as to its constitutionality, and the
judgrment, I hope, will be given in equity,
and will be one such as will cause animo-
sity to disappear from amongst the people
and produce permanent peace in our coun-
try; because it is unnecessary to say that
no more burning question than that of
education can be brought before the people.
We all try to livE as friends and neighbours,
but we have our prejudices and our
rights, and we hold to them. The Catholics
of Manitoba have their separate schools,
and they contend that they shall have
them at all times. It is not so much
perhaps for ourselves that we contend for
our rights, but in defending our separate
schools I will surprise no one by saying
we defend the tenets of our church and
the commands of the Supreme Maker of
the law, when He said to his disciples
before leaving them, "Go and teach all
nations," and since we understand that
our bishops and priests are the deposi-
tories of that doctrine and that true
education must come through them.
There is no other authority to deter-
mine the administration of our schools,
and the education that our children must
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reccive in our schools,and the books which
shall be put into their hands for their guid-
ance, and at the same time for the conser-
Vation of the good principles that they have
received at home, but the church. It is the
doctrine of our church, and that doctrine
ve are forced to defend, not only with ail
our strength and alil our will, but we are
Obliged to defend it at all hazards, so that
in Manitoba to-day we have our Catholic
schools, though they are run at our own
expense. We do not receive any money
from the Government for them, and should
the judgment of the Supreme Court be in
Our favour it would be certainly nothing
but what is our right. Naturally, we will
accept the judgment of the court, whether
it is rendered for or against us; at the same
time, while expressing the views of the
Roman Catholie people on the question of
separate schools, and how important it is
for us, not only to defend them, but to keep
themi under all circumstances, it is only
nlecessary to refer to the affidavit which
has been recently issuedby Hi s Lordship
Archbishop Taché. I will invite the hon.
members of this House to look at this
declaration and see how he is strength-
ened in the right of the church to control
the affairs of our Catholic schools. I
think I could put before this honour-
able House no better testimony than that
Of such a deserving man as fis Lord-
ship Archbishop Taché. H1e has been
in our North-West nearly half a century,
and everyone will admit that he has very
great influence there, an influence which
has always been employed in serving the
interests of the Dominion. He has employed
that influence to-pave the way for civiliza-
tion from the American frontier to the
ArcticSea bythe establishment of churches,
colleges and convents, in the charge of
priests, brothers and sisters, who impart
gratuitous instruction and at the same time
Spread the blessings of religion, virtue and
civilization, teaching whites and Indians
the loyalty they owe to the Dominion and
to British institutions. That is the work
that this deserving bishop has been doing
during the half century that he has passedin that country. These considerations
should have been sufficient to prevent the
trouble that has come upon his people, atrouble hitherto unknown in the North-
West. Those who first settled in Manitoba
wiii see how the different classes of the
Population have intermingled; we cannot

see the dividing line now as easily as we
could twenty years ago, when I was there
for the first time. You could there see
from Pembina, on the American frontier.
the French population living on both
banks of the Red River. From FortGarry
to Lake Winnipeg the population were
principally English and Protestant. The
same division could be seen on the Assini-
boine River, but instead of one dividing
line they alternated. At St. James the
population was French ; at Headingly it
wasEnglish and Protestant; atWhite Horse
Plains it was Catholic and Protestant, and
further on it was English and French,
It is now a tradition that these divisions
were in existence by the consent of the
bishops at the time. I have no proof in my
hands, but I put before the House the fact
that there was toleration, not only in the
schools and churches, but amongst the
people of the North-West at that time. I
think the hon. member from Kildonan will
agree with me that we were then good
friends in ail the business and social rela-
tions of life. The half-breeds of that time,
and the people of Kildonan, Scotch and
Protestant, traded and amused themselves
together, and their intercourse was such
that the people of Kildonan spoke the
French language witb the same facility
they could their own. My hon. friend
learned that language in the country at
the time, and the French inhabitants could
speak English, if not as well as my hon.
friend, at all events sufficiently to under-
stand one another. They were separated,
nevertheless, in religion and in their
schools; but in ail other affairs of life their
intercourse was of such a nature that we
lived on friendly terms together until that
goodfellowship was disturbed by the large
number of strangers that have settled
amongst us. With the old people, how-
ever, it is always a pleasure to remember
the good old days that have passed away.
I shall not detain the House any longer,
but shall inerely ask for the papers, to show
the House the false position that has been
assumed by the Government towards the
Catholie people of the North-West. We
favour British institutions; we are loyal
to our Queen and to Canada, and we want
to do all in our power to assist in the pro-
gress and prosperity of the Dominion. At
the same time, if it is in the power of Par-
liament to do so, let the chains which bind
us be broken; let us retain our rights and
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our liberties, on whieh we can make no
concession. I merely ask for those papers
to give bon. gentlemen an opportunity to
examine them, and to see how we have
been ill-used, and afterwards to corne to
our assistance and give us the relief to
which we are entitled.

HoN. MR. O'DONOHOE-Will the hon.
gentleman allow me to ask him why he
inserts in his motion the words "and on
which action bas been taken?" Is not
that restrictive of the purpose of my hon.
friend's motion? Supposing the papers
are before the Council, and the Council has
taken 0no action, would my hon. friend not
require the papers then as well as if action
had been taken ? or, if a portion of the
papers had not been acted upon? Would
not the motion of my hon. friend be more
to the purpose he has in view by striking
out the words " and on which action bas
been taken ? "

HoN. MR. GIRARD-I would have no
objection whatever to accept the amend-
ment of my hon. friend; at the same time,
all the papers have been submitted to the
Government, and the Government have no
interest in keeping any of them back. It is
not one of those questions where the Gov.
ernment could have any object in keeping
back papers. All the papers which have
been sent I suppose will be produced, and
if action has been taken on one action has
been taken on all.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I can assure my
hon. friend that the Government sym-
pathize with his desire to get the papers
before the country, and all will be brought
down.

HON. MR. POWER-It seems to me that
the suggestion made by the hon. gentle-
man from Toronto is a perfectly proper
one, because the Privy Council did not take
any action at all, I understand ; they
simply handed the case over to the Su-
preme Court.

HON. MR. GIRARD-All the papers
which have been submitted to the Govern-
ment in that case will have to come here.

The motion was agreed to.

HON.
moved:

STANDARD TIME.

MOTION.

MR. MAcINNES (Burlington)

That an humble Address be presented to His Excel-
lency the Governor General ; praying that His Excel-
lency will be pleased to cause to be laid before this
House, all communications relating to the " Reckoning
of Time," with all other papers in the possession of
the Governinent, bearing on the said subject.

He said : I wish to offer a few remarks
on the motion of which I have given notice
with respect to the reckoning of lime. For
some years past the question of simplifying
time-reckoning on a scientific basis lias
been discussed and considered by various
scientific bodies in Europe and America.
In 1884 the president of the United States,
under the authority of an Act of Congress,
invited the Governments of all civilized
nations to appoint delegates to meet at
Washington to corsider the question.
Twenty-five delegates from twenty five
nations attended. At that conference the
meridian of Greenwich was adopted, and
resolutions were passed determining the
principles of a universal time reckoning.
What is now known as standard lime bas
been in general use for several years on
this continent and also in Japan. In Great
Britain it has been adopted and legalized
by Act of Parliament. The question is being
discussed by all the nations of Europe and
the late Count Von Moltke, an eminent
authority, delivered a speech in the Im-
perial Parliament of Germany advocating
its adoption. Standard time is in use by
nearly all of the railroads on this con-
tinent ; the 24-hour notation, however,
is not universal. For example, it is in use
on the Canadian Pacifie Railway from Port
Arthur west to the Pacific coast, but east
of Port Arthur the 12 hour A.M. and P.M.
system is still in use-but standard time is
adopted all the same. It is important in
the public interests to follow the example
of Great Britain and pass an Act of Par-
liament to legalize the time now in such
general use in this country to avoid litiga-
tion which may arise in connection with
the registration of deeds, wills and other
important documents. It will be in the
recollection of this House that I introduced
a Bill for that purpose last session, but as
the question was a new one to the House
hon. gentlemen had not generally become
interested in it. I withdrew the Bill to
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give time for further consideration, and
when the papers or dispatches which my
motion calls for are in the hands of hon.
gentlemen I have no doubt that more
interest will be taken in the subject and its
importance appreciated.

ioN. MR. KAULBACH-I quite ap-
prove of the course the bon. gentleman
bas taken this session on this subject. It
is in the rignt direction, and when the
papers he asks for come down no doubt
we will be able to discuss this question
more intelligently, and if a Bill is intro-
duced we will then be in a better position
to legislate on this subject. The hon.
gentleman says that last session very little
interest was taken in the matter. I believe
that the bon. gentleman from Burlington
exhibited a great deal of interest in the
matter, but the infor mation he brought
to this House was not considered sufficient
to justify us in passing the Bill which he
then introduced. No doubt, when the
Papers come down the House or the

overnment may deemn it necessary to
legislate on the subject. I believe there
bas been a large amount of information
obtained by the Government in relation to
it. I understand that the Meteorological
Survey bas made a report, and I believe
the Imperial Parliament bas also circulated
through the colony information approving
of standard time in all the colonies. When
these papers come before us we will then
be in a position to discuss the matter more
intelligently, and I am rather of the
Opinion that a Bill should be passed in
accordance with the suggestion of my hon.
friend.

The motion was agreed to.

AN ADJOURNMENT.

MOTION.

tHON. MR. ABBOTT moved that when
the fouse adjourns this day it do stand
adjourned until Friday, the 29th instant,at tbree o'clock in the afternoon.

He said: To-morrow will be a fête d'obli-gation, and this formality is required, Ibehieve, in order to adjourn over.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I do not feel
disposed to oppose the motion of my hon.friend, or to take advantage of the want of
sufficient notice being given, and as I find

that the other branch of the Legislature bas
thought proper to pay respect to the feelings
of a section of the House by adjourning
over to morrow, I shall not urge my objec-
tion. It is unfortunate, however, that we
are placed in this position. My hon. friend
from Toronto might as well have moved
an adjournment till next Monday.

HON. MR. O'DONOIHOE-I desire that
my hon. friend should make his own
motion. The hon. gentleman is hardly
consistent in allowing the motion of
the hon. Minister is not a good one, and
then suggesting that I should move an
amendment to extend it.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-It seems to
me that this Dominion Parliament should

not be influenced by the fête days of Quebec,
because it seems that thie fête day is only
obligatory in the Province of Quebec. No
doubt due deference should be had to
certain religious prejudices in Canada, and
we bow respectfully to what our triends
desire; at the same time, I think it is
granting a great deal that Parliament
should allow the whole Dominion to be
influenced here by that which seems to
belong only to the Province of Quebec.

HON. MR. O'DONOHOE - My hon.
friend is again astray. The House is not
influenced in this motion by the Province
of Quebec alone. One-half of the popula-
tion of this Dominion hold to-morrow as a
strict holiday, and besides that, it is made
a holiday by statute, so that my hon. friend
is just as much astray in this as he usually
is on such points.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-Then I ask my
hon.friend if it is a legal holiday by statute,
to be recognized by the Parliament of
Canada, why bas the leader of the House
introduced this motion ? If it is a holiday
by a statuto of Canada, then there is no
necessity for the motion; therefore, my
hon. friend must know that he is wrong-
that it is not such a holiday as we recog-
nize as the Lord's Day, and we do not
hold it here as obligatory upon us, except
by the action of Parliament.

The motion was agreed to.
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SENATOR ALEXANDER'S SEAT.

MOTION.

The Order of the Day being read: " Con-
sideration of the second report of the com-
mittee appointed to eonsider the Orders
and Customs of this House, and the Privi-
leges of Parliament,"

HoN. MR. ABBOTT said: Upon an ex-
amination of the report, I perceive that it
does not make any mention of a notice
having been given to the Hon. Mr. Alex-
ander of the intention of the House to pro-
ceed with bis case, and I may mention
that on previous occasions the House
thought that notice so important that,
after the Committee of the Whole had re-
ported in favour of vacating the seat, the
flouse chose to order that notice be given
to the gentleman whose seat was affected.

In this instance. the committee believing
they took a more logical course than that,
gave orders themselves to have the hon.
gentleman notified, in order that they
might mako themselves familiar with all
the facts before reporting. I think, there-
fore, as it was considered important that
the absent senator should be notified, it is
also important that it should appear in the
report that he was notified, and I move:

That the report be referred back to the Comnittee
on the Orders and Customs of this House, and on the
Privileges of Parlianient, with instructions to report
as to any notice given to the Hon. George Alexander
of the intended meeting or proceedings of the said
committee.

The motion agreed to.

THE MODUS VIVENDI BILL.

SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (10) " An Act respecting
Fishing Vessels of the United States of
America." He said: Hon. gentlemen will
remember that in the protocol annexed to
the Fisheries Treaty, which unfortunately
fell through fromi no fault of ours, it was
stipulated t-hat there should be a license
granted to fishing vessels obtaining bait,
and other privileges during the time
it was supposed necessary for the dis-
cussion and approval of this Bill by the
Legislatures of the two countries. When
the period fixed by the Act as thus passed

expired it vas renewed, and last year it
again expired, and it was thought expedient
to extend it for another year. Of course,
the House will remember that the flict that
negotiations were peiding between this
country and United States on this and other
questions was laid befoie theni by His
Excellency in bis opening Speech, and the
House, no doubt, is also familiar with the
fact that a time bas been appointed for a
conference which is to take place on this
subject. Under these circumstances it has
been deemed expedient to continue this
modus vivendi for another year, in order that
this very 'fertile source of disagreement
may not arise while the negotiations are on
foot, and therefore the House of Commons
bas passed this Bill, which is precisely the
same measure that has adready been, I
think, twice passed by this-Iouse, and bas
sent it up for our approbation.

HoN. MR. POWER-I think that the
leader of the House shouild have given us
a little explanation with respect to this Bill
and stronger reasons for adopting it. It
will be remember that in 1888, when nego-
tiations were actually in progress and it
appeared that a treaty was likely to be
agreed upon between the United States
and this country, this modus vivendi was
suggested of their own free will and
without any compensation by the com-
missioners on behalf of Great Britain.
It was felt that it was a friendly thing
to do, and that it was a step calculated
to predispose the Government of the
United States to deal in a more cordial
way with the proposed treaty. We
found that we were not met in the same
spirit which was manifested by the British
commissioners. The United States Senate
decided by a considerable majority that
they would not entertain it-they rejected
the treaty by a considerable majority. I
took the ground on a previous occasion, and
I have not seen any reason to change my
opinion since, that, when the governing
powers in the United States decided to
reject the treaty, the modus vivendi, which
had only been agreed upon pending the
decision of the United States upon the
treaty, should have come to an end. It
could not have been stopped, of course,
during the fishing season of 1888; but I
think it should have ceased at the close of
that season; but it was continued for
another year under the terms of the agree-
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ment made at Washington, and last
session we passed a Bill which eontinued
it in force until the close of 1890. Now,
while I think it is pertectly right and
proper that we should do nothing to irri-
tate our powerful neighbours, at the same
time we ought to respect ourselves,-and if
we do not respect ourselves and do not
assert our rights our neighbours are likely
to undervalue the rights which we our-
selves treat so cheaply; and further, they
are likely to think that possibly we are
afraid to maintain our own rights. When
the Washington Treaty was rejected by
the United States Senate I think we should
have gone back to the condition of things
whieh existed before. The privileges
with regard to buying bait and ice and
other supplies, which supplies the Ame-
rican fishermen were entitled to under
the modus vivendi, are privileges of con-
siderable value to them; and in certain
portions of the Dominion our own fisher-
men--the bank fishermen-look with a good
deal of jealousy upon the rights which have
been given the American fishermen under
the modus vivendi. As I said last year, I
fail to see why we should have continued
this arrangement under the circumstances.
Last year there was not any special reason
given for our passing a Bill similar to that
n0w before us. This year we are told that
there are negotiations pending with the
United States. It seems to me that when
the hon. leader of the House told us
that, he did not tell us enough. It was
flot sufficient to say there are negotiations
pending-they are to begin in October, I
understand-with the United States. I
think he should have gone further, and
given us some irikling as to what the
character of those negotiations was likely
to be. (A laugh.) I am not, as I think
the hon. gentleman will allow, an unrea-
Sonable member of the House, and I
am not an unreasonable opponent. I should
lot ask the Government to give us adetailed statement as to what they propose

to do; but there are certain general lines
which I think the Government shouldhave indicated. I think the leader of the
Hlouse will recognize the force of what Isay, During the recent election campaign
there Were two policies before the country.The policy of the Liberal party was un-
restricted reciprocity. That was recipro-
eity which extended to the manufactured
as well as to the natural products of the

4

two countries. Hon. gentlemen opposite
and their friends through the country
declared that reciprocity in natural pro-
ducts was consistent with the most exu-
berant loyalty, but that when you came to
add manufactu res to natural products then
reciprocity, from being exuberant loyalty,
becametreason, disloyalty, annexation, and
a number of other awful things. I think
we are entitled to know to-day on which
basis these negotiations are to be con-
ducted. One might suppose, from the
declaration of the Government, that there
was no fear that they were likely to agree
to unrestricted reciprocity, that abomi-
nation of abominations, as it was in their
eyes during the election campaign ; but
hon. gentlemen may remember that in the
organ of the Government, the paper which
is recognized as usually expressing the
sentiments of the Government party, pub-
lished in the city of Montreal, of which
the hon. leader of this Hlouse is so distin-
guished a citizen, there appeared on two
occasions paragraphs with respect to these
negotiations-they were not paragraphs in
the ordinary sense; theywere editorials-
one of which stated distinctly, at the time
the delegates were about to go to Washing-
ton, that they were prepared to negotiate
even on the basis of unrestricted rect-
procity. It is well known that the hon.
gentleman who was to be our commis-
sioner, and who is very well known as our
High Commissioner in England, on a pre-
vious occasion had expressed himself in
terms which were generally understood
to mean that he was prepared to advo-
cate unrestricted reciprocity. He said
in 1888, in the House of Commons,
that he had made to Mr. Bayard an
unrestricted offer of reciprocity. That
was taken by most people to mean an
offer of unrestricted reciprocity but
I understand that the hon. gentleman,
at a subsequent period undertook to dis-
tinguish an unrestricted offer of reciprocity
from an offer of unrestricted reciprocity.
We have at any rate the fact that there
were these two kinds of reciprocity before
the country. We have the fact tnat the
Government organ in the city of Montreal
declared editorially that the commissioners
who were then about to go to Washington,
or the delegates, or whateveryou choose to
call them, were prepared to negotiate even
on the basis of unrestricted reciprocity.
Now, I think the House has a right to be
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informed by the Government, when we are
told that we should pass this Bill because
negotiations are on foot, whether those
negotiations are likely to go as far as un-
restricted reciprocity, or whether they are
to stop short at reciprocity in natural pro-
ducts; because I feel that the hon. gentle-
men opposite, no matter what disloyal
men like myself might be prepared to do
-1 feel that bon. gentlemen opposite
whose very existence is loyalty-that those
gentlemen might vote against the Bill if it
was understood that it was intended in any
way to pave the way to negotiations which
might end in unrestricted reciprocity. I
think, as I say, the hon. gentlemen
will see that there is really a reason why
there should be some general declaration on
the part of the Government as to what
sort oftreaty they propose to make. There
are one or two other points which I think
deserve to be noted. I have noticed this
fact in connection with the Government,
that while there have been certain annoy-
ing Customs regulations made against
the United States, which have caused a
great deal of dissatisfaction and irritation
amongst the people of the adjoining coun-
try, without auy benefit to us, in sub-
stantial matters the Government have
always yielded, and they are yielding now.
When there is something substantial in
question they yield. The yielding, we are
told now, is donc in the interest of peace-
we wish to conciliate our neighbours so that
our negotiations may be conducted in good
temper on both sides. That is a very
desirable thing; but during the election
campaign which took place a few months
ago the very gentlemen who now tell us
that we must be conciliatory used language
of the most irritating and objectionable
character in connection with the country
which they now wish to conciliate.

HON. MR. PAQUET-The elections are
over.

HON. MR. POWER-The elections are
over, certainly, but in this Chamber we
are supposed to live in a calm and serene
atmosphere, which is above the level of
those elections.

HON. MR. ABBOTT--You have dived
down into it.

HoN. MR. POWER-It may be that hon.

gentlemen opposite do not live in that
sérene atmosphere, but we on this side do.
I hope we shall have a declaration from
the hon. leader of the House that in no
case are the Government prepared to go so
far as to accept a treaty which will pro-
vide for unrestricted reciprocity, and on
the other hand that this is the last time
we shall be compelled to give up our rights
in the interests of peace. The statesmen
of the United States maintain their rights;
they make no concessions to us, and I think
they will respect us the more if we main-
tain our rights, provided always that we
talk about them and treat them in a re-
spectful manner, and do not indulge in the
kind of language which was used in the
recent election campaign by the orators
and newspapers of the Conservative party.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I quite agree
with my hon. friend in hoping that this is
the last time that the Government will
have to cone to this House and ask for an
extension of the protocol of the draft treaty
of 1888. I am with my hon. friend in say-
ing that the bank fishermen of the Province
of Nova Scotia, and particularly of the
countyfrom which I come-and they do the
bulk of the bank fishing-disapproved, at
the time of the negotiation of the treaty of
1888, of this nodus vivendi. They did not
like it; but under the circumstances, antici-
pating that ere long the minds of the pub-
lic men and the Congress of the United
States would be changed to adopt that
treaty, they conceded that it was advisable
that this protocol should pass. Ever since
then, year by year, they have felt it in
opposition to their interests to allow the
Ainericans to have these privileges. I am
persuaded, from what I know of the fish-
ermen, that if they were consulted to day
they would say : " Yes ; it is expedi-
ent that we should not open up this
irritating question, and expose ourselves
to the adverse feeling of the United States,
and it is wise and prudent, when we are
endeavouring, if possible, to get closer
trade relations with th em than we have at
present, to forego our interests in order that
a satisfactory treaty might be negotiated."
As regards the position of the Government
and Conservative party in the campaign,
it is well known that they went back to
the treaty of 1854 with such modifications
and restrictions as would suit existing cir-
cumstances-that we were in favour of
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reciprocity to a large extent, as far as it
would not cripple vested interests or dis-
criminate against the mother country. We
found our people loyal to the Empire, and
we found the bon. gentlemen on the other
side were not consistent with themselves.
The moment we asked, "Does unrestricted
reciprocity mean commercial union, or
docs it discriminate against the other
colonies or the mother country? " they
would not undertake to define it. In my
county they would not undertake any-
thing whieh would discriminate against
the Empire of which we form a part.
They believe that our best interest is to
trade with Great Britain and the colonies,
rather than confine our trade to the
United States, and they would not have
unrestricted reciprocity if it would have
the effect of preventing trade with other
parts of the Empire. Although my hon.
friend opened the discussion in a proper
way, I am sure he does not believe in his
heart that it is prudent that this modus
Vivendi should not be continued for another
year. The leader of the House stated in
the most clear and succinct manner the
reasons why the Bill should pass; it needs
ne further explanation. I hope that such
negotiations will be carried out at the meet-
ing of the Canadian delegates with those
of the United States as will tend to closer
relations between the two countries, and
that nothing shall be done by us which
would prevent the success of those negotia-
tions. Although the fishermen of our
country may he injured by the continu-
ance of the modus vivendi, yet, patriotic
and loyal as they are, and identified as
they are with the whole interest of Can-
ada, they are prepared to forego their
rights for another year in the hope that
these vexed questions, now pending be-
tween the two countries, shall be amicably
Settled in the interests of both countries.

HON. MR. ABBOTT--I do not propose
to fOllow my hon. friend from Halitax intoa discussion of the question of unrestricted
reciprocity at this moment. I think my hon.
friend from Shell River will shortly give
us an opportunity of doing that at greater
length and more appropriately, perhaps,tO the question at issue, although, undoubt-edly, what my hon. friend said did bear onthe question of reading this Bill the second
time; but we have aiready had placed before
this House a very plain and clear state.

ment of what is now going on. My hon.
friend asks me to give some more definite
information as to the kind of negotiations
proposed ; ho even goes so far as to ask me
what kind of a treaty we propose to make
with the United States about reciprocity.
As to what kind of negotiations are pro-
posed to be carried on, His Excellency, in
his Address to the House, states:-

" 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 rexninded of the willingness of the Government
of Canada to join in naking 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 Upited
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."

It seems to me there is a very fair state-
ment as to the purpose of the intended
conference with the United States Govern-
ment. It is to settle, amongst other ques-
tions, this very one about the fisheries, if
possible; and as to the kind of treaty we
propose to make, we want to make the best
one we can. That is precisely the kind of
treaty we intend to make. Hon. gentlemen
may call it by what name they please, but
I think the Government are not to be re-
stricted at this, ot at any other moment
previous to the negotiation, to exact lines
as to the precise articles in which they
hope to have extended trade relations with
the United States. It is very probable
they may come to the conclusion which
my hon. friend indicated, and stated he
believed they held already,. that they
would not enter into a treaty which would
discriminate against other countries. It
is very probable tnat some consideration
of that kind may guide them, and I think
we have every reason to believe that it
may be so: because, if L remember right,
last session this House passed a reso-
lution stating that it disapproved of
any policy that would discriminate against
the mother country, or any of the col-
onies in favour of any foreign nation. On
the motion of my hon. triend from New
Brunswick I think such a resolution was
unanimously passed. L may also venture to
decline to descend to the lower and-I do
not know but that my hon. friend so consi-
dered it-polluted region of the past elec-
tion, but L am certain that this House is not
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called upon to act as a censor upon the
language which hon. gentlemen in the heat
of debate may have used on the hustings,
nor, in fact, does it know anything about
it, nor is it called upon, nor is it its duty
to know anything that was said on those
occasions. I dare say a good deal of lan-
guage was used on both sides that might
not be strictly in order in this House, or
might not be strictly approved of by
gentlemen in this House in the course of
our serene and calm debates, but that does
not seem to me to have much bearing on
the matter. Possibly hon. gentlemen did
say a good many tnings that, perhaps,
they thought afterwards might have been
said in a more statesmanlike and diplom-
atic mahner, but they were right in the
spirit of one class of remarks very gene-
rally made, that any measures tending to
the absorption of this country into the
neighbouring Republic, any measures tend-
ing to place under the control of the
neighbouring Republic the finances and
financial system of this country, were to
be deprecated and opposed with all the
might and main of the country.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Who proposed such
a theory? I never heard of it before.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
will remember, if he reflects on what I
said, that I did not charge anybody with
making such attempts. I only said that
the sentiment which pervaded what was
said on the side of the Conservative party
in the last election tended in this direction-
that, any proposition, coming from whom
it might, in this obnoxious direction, should
be opposed.

HON. MR. SCOTT-It could only be a
reflection on the Liberal party;' the Liberal
party gave utterance to no such sentiment.
Those were sentiments flung at them by
the Conservative party, who tried to make
it appear that they had made such state-
ments, although the leaders of the Liberal.
party over and over again disclaimed them.
It is scarcely fair for an hon. gentleman
occuping the position of leader of the
House to repeat such statements.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I am very happy
to hear my hon. friend's animated dis-
claimer, because it shows that he did not
entertain such sentiments.

HoN. MR. POWER-The hon. gentle-
man did not give us the information that
we are entitled to. He read an extract
from His Excellency's Speech; there is
nothing new in that. Of course, it was
clothed in such admirable lauguage by my
hon. friend that we all felt it was soine-
thing new and fresh. Anything coming
from him is interesting. But my hon.
friend did not give the House the informa-
tion asked for. We are entitled to be
assured that the negotiations will in no
case lead to unrestricted reciprocity,
because the vast majority of this flouse is
committed against that in the most decided
way, and they are entitled to know before
the Bill is passed that it will not lead to
that consummation.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I admire the Pro-
tean attitudes of my hon. friend. .

HON. MR. POWER-I do not think that
is treating the House with proper respect.

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

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I suppose the
House will have no objection to passing
the Bill through its last stages.

HoN. MR. POWER-I shall have no
objection if the hon. gentleman will give
the information asked for.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-Does the hon.
gentleman ask that as leader of the Liberal
party.

HoN. MR. POWER-I ask the informa-
tion for the House, and I think the House
is entitled to have it.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on the Bill.

(In the Committee.)
On the second clause,
HON. MR. POWER-I think the House

isentitled to some information with regard
to the second clause.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The, language of
the clause is very plain.

HoN. MR. POWER-Perhaps the leader
of the House will give the committee some
information with respect to the existing
position of Newfoundland. Early in the
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season the Government of that island
refused to allow Nova Scotian vessels to
procure bait or ice in Newfoundland ports,
and the consequence was that several
vessels which had gone down there fron
Nova Scotia were obliged to return, and
were unable to prosecute their voyages. I
an not objecting to the clause at all, but
it brings up a subject which is of interest
to the country, and I should like to know
if the Government has any information
that the Newfoundland authorities have
altered their attitude since that time.

ION. MR. ABBOTT-I am unable to
say, any more than my hon. friend,exactly what is the position occupied by
Newfoundland in the matter at this mo-
ment. Ion.gentlemen ail know thatthere
bas been a certain amount of friction about
the proposed reciprocity between New-
foundland and the United States; but
with reference to this clause, it is the samo
clause as the clause in the Bill of last year.
Of course, the Government throughout
have acted in concert with Newfoundland,
and this clause enables that concert to be
<continued in case any friction which may
exist may be removed.

lION. MR. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman
says he does not know that any cause for
friction has existed between Newfound-
land and Canada.

ION. MR. ABBOTT-I did not say so.
I did not say I did not know of any reason
for any friction; I said I did not know the
precise position of the difficulty which
existed between Canada and Newfound-
land at this moment.

ION. MR. SCOTT-It bas been very
generally discussed in the papers that

ewIoundland, an independen t colony, dis-
'covered that the proud Dominion of Canada
was interfering to prevent the effecting of
a treaty between Newfoundland and the
United Stutes, which was just on the eve
(f being concluded when Canada steppedin and thwarted the efforts of that colony.Newfoundland naturally revolted at, theidea of Canada's interference, and the
Government of that colony, taking a posi-
tion which I admire, and which I think
Was consistent with the independent posi-tion which she bas has occupied, declared
that the fishing rights which had been

extended to Canadian vessels should no
longer exist. In doing so she took the
right course-a weak colony hitting back
against a strong one. I did think at the
time when I heard of the action that the
Government of Canada had taken-to wire
acr'oss the Atlantic to the Colonial Secre-
tary to stop the treaty which was being
con«ummated between the two countries,
because that treaty would give New-
foundland some advantages that Canada
would be deprived of, so that supplies
and bait could be obtained by the Ameri-
cans on the Newfoundland shore-when
the Government took that position, which,
I think, was exceedingly unworthy of a
great country like Canada, Newfound-
land very properly became indignant,
and very properly, as I would have done,
had I been a Newfoundlander, said that this
action of Canada was unfair and unjust.
" We shall assert our right as an independ-
ent colony, and we will declare that Cana-
dian vessels shall not be entitled to the
privileges that have been hitherto ex-
tended to them." That was a very proper
course for Newfounidland to take. It was
absurd that a big country like this should
step in and interfere with a treaty that an
independent colony was making, simply
because we were going to be put at a slight
disadvantage by it. Our disadvaintage is
due entirely to ourselves, due to the policy
of the Canadian Government, because they
have been pretending from time to time
to make a treaty with the United States,
for it is ail pretence. My hon. friend from
Halifax, a few moments ago, asked if the
leader of the Government in this House
could not give some explanation of what
they propQsed to do at Washington next
October. The simple answer was: "We
have not the remotest idea what they are
going to do ; we have no policy prepared
for the meetingat Washington. We went
down to Washington to know what the
Americans were willing to do, but they
disclosed nothing and we disclosed noth-
ing. They said, in a general way, we are
willing to have reciprocity in the natural
products, and to a certain degree in manu-
factured articles, but what those are have
never been disclosed, nor do the Govern-
ment know themselves." The honest way
for the Government is to say so. They
know at the same time that the limited
treaty they propose is not one that
the Government of the United States
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will look at. Any one who has read the
United States papers the last four years
and the debates in Congress knows very
well what kind of treaty the Americans
are prepared to make with Canada-and
they are prepared to make it to-morrow, and
nothing else, and we mayas well recognize
the situation. It is all very well to attack
unrestricted reciprocity as discriminating
against England ; but are we not discri-
minating against England now, and have
we not been discriminating against her
ever since the adoption of the National
Policy ? Has it not been the fhct that our
trade vith England has been going down
stealiIy while our trade with the United
States is going up steadily ? Of course, it
wilI be different in future, because we are
practically shut out of the United States
market by the McKinley Bill, and we will
have nothing to do with it. So fatr as
Newfoundland is concerned, which is a
subject germane to this matter, I think
that colony acted rightly and properly,
and it was exceedingly undignified and
excoedingly unbecoming for the Govern-
ment of Canada to interfere with the
Colonial Secretary and defeat the treaty
that Mr. Bond was then consummating on
behalf of Newfoundland with the United
States. Is it any wonder that such friction
bas existed between Newfoundland and
Great Britain, that we read in the papers
that on the Queen's Birthday an attempt
was made to burn down the flagstaff on
the public buildings at St. John's ? What
right had Canada to interfere with an
independent colony, simply because it was
weak and we were strong ? Our position
was not a dignified one. We are just served
perfectly right, and Newfoundland bas
taken the course that any other indepen-
dent or patriotie colony should take under
the circumstances. But it has done a vast
deal of harm, this interference of Canada.
It has alienated the people of Newfound-
land from Great Britain, because the
Imperial authorities have attenpted to
squeeze Newfoundland-and tor what ? To
gratify the people of Canada and give them
a better vantage ground in making a
treaty for themselves with the United
States. If the United States had New-
foundland as a source from which to get
bait and trade with the fishing vessels they
would not be as dependent on our coasts
in bait as they now are. We should lose,
11o doubt, but it is our own fault. We did

not choose to cut in in time and make such a
treaty as the United States would agree to.
Newfoundland did cut in in time, and the
treaty would have been perfected but for
the interference of Canada. I say it is a
very sad thing that one of the oldest
colonies of the British Crown should be
alienated from the mother country by the
action of one of the strongest of her
colonies seeking to tbwart and take
advantage of her weakness.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I hope that
the remarks and the sentiments of the bon.
gentleman who bas just taken bis seat are
not shared by any other hon. gentleman
in this Hoube. He knows very well why
we have not had a reciprocity treaty with.
the United States. The reason is, that the
colleagues of my bon. friend who went to-
the United States to promote a treaty
made the Americans believe that we were
willing to surrender everything to them,
and that the time was sure to corne when
we would surrender everything they
wanted, and in effect become politically
subject to the United States. But my hon.
friend must know very little about Nova
Scotia, and the hon. gentleman from Hali-
fax will hardly endorse what he has said.
I say that the Government of Canada
would be recreant to their duty, and to
the interest of the tisheries, the import-
ance of which my bon. friend is so
ignorant of, if they had not taken the-
position they have done. They would
have been recreant to their duty had they
allowed the Americans to come in and
take advantage of and destroy our fisheries
without return. I hold that it was the
duty of the Government to take the posi-
tion they did, and to prevent such a
calamity as the destruction of our fisher-
ies. I do not believe that my hon. friend
can grasp the importance tothe Dominion,
directly and indirectly, of our Canadian
tisheries. His remarks made to-day, if
they are the views of the party to which
he belongs, will certainly not tind. fav.our
with the Maritime Provinces.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I speak for myself'

HON. MR. KAULBACH-If they are, I
say he cannot expect sympathy from
any of our fishermen. I say, if theNew-
foundland Bill had been allowed to pass it
would have destroyed our fisheries in toto.
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Newfoundland wished to ignore existing
treaties, hard and fast though they are,
with France, but which are binding, and
which England could not, except at the risk
of war, infringe upon or abrogate. I say that
we have treated Newfoundland well and
fairly in all things, and I contend that to-
day thepeopleof Newfoundland are as much
under obligation to us as we are to them.
Had we r'etaliated on Newfoundland and
treated them the way the United States has
done Newfoundland would have been in an
infinitely worse position to-day than she
is, and I must say that I am sorry for the
remarks of my hon. friend, because
they only show that the party to which he
belongs are opposed to the interets of the
fishermen, and are willing to sacrifice them
at any moment to further the feelings of
sympathy which they have for the United
States.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
from Ottawa, in speaking with regard
to this Bill, has thought proper to make
statements with regard to the Govern-
ment that I do not think are justified,
and I do not think he can find any justifi-
cation for them. He says that the move-
ment which the Government commenced
last year, which they have been proceed-
ng with, and which they intend to proceed

with, isasham; thattherewasno sincerity
in their pretensions; that they did not
desire to inake a treaty with the United
States, and had no idea what kind of a
treaty they pretended to intend to make-
in fact, that they had put forward this sug-
gestion of a commercial treaty with the
Uinited States to extend our trade rela-
tions witi them, as something entirely
new, for the purposes of the last election,
but without the slightest intention of giv-
ing any effect to it. I would like to know
what facts there are to justify such asser-
tions as these?

HON. MR. SCOTT-The votes of the
House of Commons.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Who is it that bascOstantly, ever since I have had anythingto do with politics, been anxious to promote
reciprocity with the United States and tokeep up friendly commercial relations. withOur neighbours? I say that it is the Con-servative party. That party, fi om the veryfiret, seized every opportunity that offered

itself to endeavour to extend friendly com-
mercial relations with the United States;
and I say that it is entirely in earnest in
the present movement to place our rela-
tions with the United States on a better
footing, and will spare no exertion to do so.
I think I have as much right to say that
as my hon. friend bas to impute to the
Government intentions and motives of
which neither he nor any other man can
know anything with certainty. I appeal to
facts; my bon. friend appeals to supposi-
tions which are in his mind as to what is
pasbing in the minds of the Governiment,
and which no man outside of the Govern-
ment can know. To say that the Govern-
ment is not sincere, withoi t proot of insin-
cerity, is no more than an assertion, which
certainly does not come from the best
authority, and I can only coqtradict it;
and I suppose those who think with my
hon. friend from Ottawa will give just as
much weight to my contradiction as
give, and as we give, to the assertion of
my hon. friend that we do not mean any-
thing by these negotiations. But aside
from my assertion, the facts as to the
actual course of events since reciprocity
was first talked of, establishes that the
policy of the Government has been exactly
the reverse of that which my bon. friend
attributes to them. Perhaps before long
an opportunity will offer to support, by the
citation of actual events, the truth of the
assertion I now make. I do not think
this is a proper opportunity to go fully
into these questions, but probably before
the session is over, we shall have another
opportunity of discussing this very point,
namely, what the policy of the Govern-
ment bas been in the past, and what
grounds we have for prognosticating what
will be their policy in the future. Now,
with regard to Newfoundland, surely my
bon. friend from Ottawa does not mean
what he said literally?

HON. MR. SCOTT-Yes ; my point is
this: that the Canadian Govern ment, when
they found that a treaty was being effected
between the United States and New-
foundland,wired to Lord Knutsford, stating
it would place Canada at a disadvantage in
making a treaty with the United States if
the proposed treaty between Newfoundland
and the United States was consummated.

HoN. Mi. ABBOTT-My bon. friend is
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perfectly correct, and the Government nothing. It would have given them no
pride themselves in having taken the step privileges, but would'have deprived them
which they did. But these are not the of many valuable rights, and they would
assertionsto whichIallude. WhenIsaid my not accept it at this moment if it were
hon. friend did not mean literally what ho offered.
stated, I referred to his assertion that the'
interference of Canada was the cause of 1 lie
dissension or quarrel between Newtbunîd-
land and the British Governinent. I say
that quarrel began long before the inter-
ference of Canada, ·nd it was almost at its
culminating point when that stop was
taken. The quarrel between Newfound-
lànd and the Imperial Government com-
menced when the province disputed what
the French claimed on the south-west coast
as their rights under treaty.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I said it did lead
to Newfoundland passing an Order in
Council that the privilege extended to
Canadian vessels in the past should not
be continued, and it was following on that
interference by Canada.

HoN. MR. POWER-The hon. gentleman
has been devoting more attention to New-
foundland thanî he would lead us to expect
by his answer to my question.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I cannot state
with precision the exact position of Canada
and Newfoundland at this present moment,
but I know some of the facts, and I know
when I hear those facts stated in a way
which is correct, and I know when they
are stated in a way which is incorrect. Of
course, I am extremely desirous, as we are
all extremely desirous, to see any irrita-
tion which may exist betweern Canada and
Newfoundland disappear. I do not think
that irritation is now anything like what
it was a comparatively short time ago. I
doubt very much if there is any such feel-

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend ing now as there was at the moment when
can pick out some assertions which he they thought they had lost an advantage-
made which were moderate and correct- ous treaty, whicli they believed Mi. Bond
-for instance, the statement thatwe inter- had negotiated for them ; and no one would
fered with a treaty which would have been be more gratified to find amicable relations
disadvantageous to Canada, and prevented restorei between the tvo countries than
itfrom being carried out, was perfectly true, myseif and this Government. We have
and we pride ourselves on having doue so; beon careful to do nothing beyond what is
and my hon. friend would have been the absolutely necessary to 1)rotect the i'ights
first to express his indignation at us had we of oui' country, to add to the irritation of
allowed a treaty of that kind to pass with- Newfoundland, and in this ve'y clause we
out protest, to the damage of nearly one- are discussing we show that wv are
half of our entire Dominion. I am quite keeping open a 'oad to reconciliation; for
certain that my hon. friend would have been whenever Newfoundland is willing to
in the forefront of censure if we had taken g'ant to our licenses validity in thei'
that course; but the quarrel which has country, wc are willing to grant validîty
occurred between Newtoundland and the to theirs in our waters. My hon. f'iend
Empire has been mostly upon the ques- bas remarked as to my not stating the
tion of the rights of' the Fi encli, and upon p'ecise nature of the tîeaty which wv
the quarrel between them and the French dcsi'e to negotiate in Washington. Surely
on the island of' Newfoundland. That has the hon, gentleman doos not expect me to
been the main ground of quarrel between' relate Io hin ail the articles 'vhich we
the two countries. Of course, the interfer- hope to send into the United States or
ence of Canada has produced a temporary whicb we are willing to aceept fror the
irritation; but, strange to say, if, at this United States; but 1 can p'obably tell him
moment, Newf'oundlaid had the right to soinething about the nature ol the arrange-
accept the draft treaty of Mr. Bond, they monts we would like to make. We would
would not now accept it. They have found like, foi instance, to makoan arrangement
out that the treaty would have been not 1vîth the United States for the free import-
only disadvantageous to us, but that it ation into this count'y of goods and pro-
would have been extremely disadvanta- duets of ail kinds that would not interfer'
geous to them also. The treaty was one with our native industries, commercial and
that was ful of sound and fry, o e h e

siniý-ngagricussial n we showl k th wecare
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the free exportation into the United States
of ail products of our country which we
eau induce them to receive, and which it
would be for our advantage to export.
That is the principle on which the party
have declared their intention of negotiat-
ng-that is to say, for extended relations

in reciprocity of trade in ail those goods,
articles and products that can be recipro-
cally exchanged without injury to our own
country.

HON. MR. SCOTT-In other words, the
National Policy.

lIoN. MR. POWER-Perhaps the hon.
gentleman, having gone so far, will be kind
-enough to go a little further, and answer
the question I asked a moment ago. Ipresume the Government are not prepared
to begin negotiations on the basis of unre-
stricted reciprocity?

iIION. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend is
'lot guilty of any presumption at ail in
presuming that much.

HION- MR. BOTSFORD, from the com-
Tittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment. ,

IIoN. MR. ABBOTT noved that the BillJe now read the third time.

WioN. MR. POWER--It cannot be done
andhout mOving the suspension of the rule,and 1 sha object, unies, the hon. gentle-nman answel.8 my question: whether the
tiatin on tend to carry on the niego-
prityn onte basis of unrestricted reci-procity?

HON. MR. ABBOTT- mo the ss-
pension of the fortyfi,.5 t rule and that the
Bill be now read the third tile.

HoN. MR. POWER-His Honour theSpeaker knows that 011e Objection is suf-ficient to prevent that froj being done,
but under the circumstances I do not think
I shall urge my objection, foi. if I objectedfor a week I do not think I would get ananswer to the question i have put.

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

The Senate adjourned at 6 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, May 29th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SENATOR ALEXANDER'S SEAT.

MOTION.

THE SPEAKER presented the third
report of the Committ'ee on Privileges
and Elections, which was as follows :-

The committee appointed to consider of the Orders
and Customs of this House and Priviedges of Parlia-
ment, to whom was referred back, by order of your
honourable House of the twenty sixth instant, their
second report as to any notice given to the Honourable
George Alexander of the intended meeting or proceed-
ings of the said committee, beg leave to present the
following as their third report :

That they have taken into consideration the report
of the Clerk of the Senate in relation to the absence of
the Honourable George Alexander from his seat in
the Senate for two consecutive sessions of the last
Parliament, and having also referred to the Journals
of the House find that the said. Honourable George
Alexander, one of the members of the Senate for th e
Province of Ontario, has for two consecutive sessions
of the last Parliament failed to give his attendance to
this House.

That, in obedience to the order of your honourable
House of the fifth instant, a copy of the said report
was transmitted on the same day to the Honourable
G;eorge Alexander through the mail by the Clerk of
this House, with a notice that the same would be
taken into consideration by the committee on the
twenty-sixth instant.

Thatthe Honourable George Alexander has addressed
a letter to the hon. the Senator for Inkerman,
dated the twelfth May instant, and has caused the
same to be transmitted to him through the Clerk of
this House, in which he states his inability to attend
during the last two sessions of this House, and ad-
mits that his seat has thereby became vacant.

Your committee reconmend that the following
resolution be adopted by the House:-

Resolved, That the Honourable George Alexander,
one of the members of the Senate froni the Province
of Ontario, has for two consecutive sessions of the last
Parliament of Canada failed to give his attendance
to this House, and thereby vacated his seat. That
this House, in pursuance of the thirty-third section of
the British North America Act, 1867, doth declare,
determine and adjudge the said seat of the Honour
able George Alexander vacated.

The whole respectfully submitted.

(Signed) A. LACOSTE,
Chairnoa of the Committee.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
report of ther committee be adopted.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Does my hon. friend
propose advising lis Excellency or the
Privy Council?



58 The Great [SENATE] Mackenzie Basin.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I propose follow-
ing the precedent which was adopted on a
former occasion, to move now that an
humble Address, based on the resolution of
this House, be presented to lis Excel-
lency the Governor General, and that it be
then ordered that the members of the
Privy Council present the Address.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-I would like to
ask my hon. friend whether he considers
the adoption of the report a sufficient adju-
dication upon the question ? The law
requires that the louse should adjudge
and determine, and that report recom-
mends that the House should pass such
a resolution adjudicating and judging the
seat vacant. Would it not be better to
have that resolution distinct, adopted by
the louse, so as to have a record of the
fact beyond the adoption of the report,
which means inferentially the same thing ?

HON. MR. MILLER-I think the course
recommended by the leader of the House
would be quite sufficient. The adoption of
the report of the committee of this House
is an adjudication of the subject by the
House. After adopting the report as
the House bas already done, I think it
is quite in order to pass such a resolution
as the leader now proposes, transmitting
the report of the committee, which bas
become the resolution of the House, to His
Excellency for his guidance.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I felt the same
difficulty as the hon. gentleman from Am-
herst. I thought possibly it might be the
best course for the House to pass the sub-
stantive resolution which is recommended
by the committee; but I do think that the
adoption of the report recommending this
resolution bas precisely the same effect,
and I therefore abandoned the tirst idea 1
had in deference to the precedents I find
on our records-that is to say, the course
followed in the case of the deprivation of
Mr. Dickson of his seat. If it was consid-
ered sufficient, I think we should follow
the precedent.

HON. MR. POWER-Does not the report
of the committee, as the hon. gentleman
from Amherst bas stated, recommend that
the House should adopt a resolution ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-PossiblyI

HON. MR. POWER--Then the House has
not adopted the resolution. We accept
the advice of the committee, but do not
carry it out, and I think the hon. gentle-
man from Amherst is quite right in the
point he as taken.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I can really say no
more about it than I have said already. It
appears to me that as the committee bas
reported, and the flouse has adopted the
report, we practically adopt the resolution
of the committee, and a substantive reso-
lution is not necessary. I filnd two prece-
dents for the course we have adopted, and
I think it is better, asI believe there is no
material difference between the two proce-
dures, to follow precedent.

lIoN. MR. DICKEY-I think in this pro-
ceeding of ail others we show the smallest
amount of deference for precedents. We
have departed from the precedent in the
Dickson case in every particular except in
this, and now we propose to bring the
Dickson case in as a precedent in this part
of the proceeding.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-This is the important
part of the report:

"Resolved, That the Honourable George Alex-
ander, one of the members of the Senate fromt the
Province of Ontario, has for two consecutive sessions
of the last Parliament of Canada failed to give his
attendance in the House, and thereby vacated his
seat ; that this House, in pursuance of the 33rd s3ction
of the British North America Act, 1867, doth declare,
determine and adjudge the said seat of the Honour-
able George Alexander vacated."

HON. MR. DICKEY-Read the pre-
amble. - It recommends that the flouse
resolve.

HON. MR. SCOTT-It recommends that
the flouse adopt this report, and it has
adopted it. The House adopts the report,
it becomes the action of the House, and we
cannot fortify it any more. Itis absoluto,
I believe.

The motion was agreed to.

THE GREAT MACKENZIE BASIN..

MOTION.

HON. MR. GIRARD moved:
That an humble Address be presented to His Ex-

cellency the .Governor General; praying that His
Excellency will cause to be laid before this House,
copies of all Orders in Council, commissions and
instructions for noniinating a person or persons
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specially charged to examine the situation and resour-
ces of that part of the Dominion known as the Great
Basin of the Mackenzie ; and also, of the report or
reports made by such persons, in order to put the
Government in a position to decide upon the measures
necessary for the protection and development of the
Territory.

He said: Although the motion which I
have made refers to an important subject,
I do not propose to detain the House long
at thepresent time. I brought the subject
before the Senate last session, as you wili
find by reference to the Debates of last
year. In the month of May, 1890, I made
the following motion:-

" That in the opinion of this House the time has
arrived to organize that north-western part of the
Dominion known as the Great Mackenzie Basin, and
the attention of the Government is specially called to
the necessity for adopting a scheme for the better
protection of its people, its valuable mines, fisheries
and hunting grounds."

When 1 laid the matter before the House,
if 1 was not able to carry coaviction to the
minds of all who heard me, at all events
they were convinced that the question was
one of great importance to the whole Dom-
inion. The Mackenzie Basin is not only
vast in its extent, with large stretches of
inland navigation, but it possesses the
most valuable hunting grounds in the whole
world, and I am surprised that action has
not yet been taken to develop the natural
wealth of that immense country. I under-
stood when the subject was under discus-
Sion last year, and I understand to-day that
the time perhaps has not yet arrived when
a large expenditure should be incurred in
the Greaf Mackenzie Basin. We have
abundance of fertile lands more easy of
access, which have to be settled, but at the
same time it is important that this inher-
itance of the Dominion should be protected,
and I hold the Government responsible for
the safe-keeping of that territory for the
Dominion. I am afraid that difficulties
nay arise with our good neighbours to the

South of us, and that some expedition may
enter into that country by the Yukon, or
by the Arctic Sea, or other ways, and take
Possession. Perhaps if we had fifty men
In that country they would be enough to
protect it for a while, and would be suffi-
cient to meet any force that would be
likely to be encountered. It would be
enough to announce to the world that we
have got possession of that country and
are strong enough to hold it. I was verv
much satisfied last session to hear the hon.
leader of this House express his conviction

and also the opinion of the Government,
that something should be done in that
country. I will quote his words in reply
to my remarks. He assured me that I had
the entire sympathy, not only of the flouse,
but of the Government, in My desire to
preserve that country for the Dominion,
and to take such preliminary steps as
might further its ultimate development.
He continued:

"During the past year the subject to which my hon.
friend refers in his motion has been under the serious
and careful con&ideration of the Government. They
have come to the conclusion, to a certain extent in ac-
cordance with my hon. friend's motion, that the time
has arrived when some steps must be taken toward
the object he contemplates, and for that purpose it
has been decided that as soon as the weather favours
the possibility of doing so a party will be sent to this
territory, which will spend the available season there,
for the purpose of examining into its position and re-
sources and the condition of its people-of acquiring,
in fact, all such information, in an authentic form, as
will be needful to enable the Government to decide
what steps are necessary for the protection of thi
territory and to determine what steps they will take
for that purpose, and we confidently expect that next
session we shall be able to state formally what mea-
sures we shall take for the protection and development
of this territory."

In view of this statement, I have no doubt
the leader of the House is in a position to
say that steps have been taken for the pro-
tection of that country, in accordance with
the solemn undertaking of last session.
No doubt something has been done during
the recess: I am satisfied the Government
bas not remained indifferent to the import-
ance of the matter. I shall simply move
for the return called for, and will await the
reply of the Government, which I am sure
will be satisfactory.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I regret to say that
it has not been in the power of the Gov-
ernment to go to the full extent that it
would have desired during the past yearr
in pursuance of the views of my hon. friend
and of this House, as expressed last session,
but apparently one of the most important
objects requiring protection were the min-
eral deposits, especially the large anthra-
cite coal measures in that region, and the
Government early last spring sent a party
to that country for the purpose of explor-
ing and examining these deposits and re-
porting upon them, and upon the measures
to be taken for their protection. A report
has been received-I am told that it is
voluminous; I have not seen it-entering
into very full particulars, and that and
any other papers referring to the subject
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will be produced as soon as possible in re-
sponse to this address.

The motion was agreed to.

B[LLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (C) " An Act for the relief of Adam
Russworm." (Mr. Merner.)

Bill (F) "An Act further to amend the
Act respecting Trade Marks and Industrial
Designs." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (E) "An Act respecting the settle-
ment of accounts between the Dominion of
Canada and the Provinces of Ontario and
Quebec, and between the said Provinces."
(Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (A) " An Act for the settlement of
certain questions between the Govern ments
of Canada and Ontario respecting Indian
Lands." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (B)"An Act to amend "TheBills of
Exchange Act. 1890." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (19). " An Act respecting the Can-
ada and Michigan Tunnel Company." (Mr.
McCallum.)

Bill (17) " An Actrespecting the River
St. Clair Railway Bridge and Tunnel Com-
pany." (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.)

Bill (22) " An Act respecting the Lake
Temiscamingue Colonization Railway Com-
pany." (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.)

Bill (D) " An Act to amend cap. 91 of
the Revised Statutes of Canada, intituled :
" An Act respecting the protection of Na-
vigable Waters." (Mr. Clemow.)

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved that the Sen-
nate do now adjourn.

HoN. MR. POWER-Before the House
adjourns, I wish to cail attention to an
omission in the minutes of the proceedingri
of our last sitting. Several petitions were
presented just before the House adjourned,
and they are not mentioned in the minutes
of proceedings. I think the leader of the
louse rather set the example of irregula-

rity in presenting them just before the ad-
journment of the House, and the Clerk, I
presume, did not get the petitions down on
his notes.

HloN.Ma.CLiEMOW-I presented a great
many petitions at the last sitting of the
Hlouse, but I find in the minutes of proceed-
ings that very few are reported as having
been presented by me, though I presented
some thirty or forty.

HON. MR. M ILLER-This is a very serious
matter. I presented a number of petitions
myself, and I do not know whether they
are included or not. Unless they appear
in the Journals hereafter the gentlemen
who sent these petitions will think they
were not attented to at alil.

HON. MR. CLEMOW-The omission
ought to be remedied in some way, as people
will be anxious to ascertain whether their
petitions were presented, when they find no
record of them in the Journals.

The motion was agreed to, and the Sen-
ate adjourned at 4:10 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, June lst, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PETITIONS FOR DIVORCES.

MOTION.

HON. MR. GOWAN, from the Select
Comnittee on Divorce, presented their
third report, recommending that the time
for presenting petitions for divorce be ex-
tended until'the 1st of July next. Ie
moved the adoption of the report. He
said: In consequence of the long adjourn-
ment, two or threc cases that are nearly
ripe could not come up unless we adopt
this report, and in view of possible contin-
gencies it was thought advisable to extend
the time. I hope that in a day or two all
the petitions will be in.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I think it is a very
unusual proceeding. The rules of this
fHouse have been invariably construed
strictly in dealing with all matters relating
to divorce. 1 think my hon. friend is pro-
posing a latitude that this House will con-
sider very unreasonable when he asks us
to extend the time until next July for
allowing petitions to be preseiied. It is
an intimation to the world-to Canada at
least-that this House is prepared at all
times to consider petitions for divorce, and
to give latitude to such cases wholly unu-
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sual in ordinary cases. I certainly think
the House ought not to sustain the report
of my hon. friend. It is with some surprise
I heard the proposition, and I think it was
rather a shock to the feelings of this House
to be asked t, extend the time for receiving
petitions for divorce a whole month. It is
an intimation to outsiders that they can
corne at any time, in defiance of our rules,
and petition for divorces.

HON. MR. GOWAN-All outsiders will
know that at least six months' notice must
be given and notice published six months
in the Gazette, and consequently no other
cases could come un this session. A shorter
extension was spoi?-en of in the first place,
but a longer period was thought better, in
view of possible contingencies.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I was not in
favour, myself, of the extension which was
agreed to by the committee, but it appeared
to the majority th at some of the petitioners
had conformed to the requirements of the
rules, but in consequence of the members
being away their petitions had not been
brought before us. Therefore, we felt some
further time should be given to those par-
ties who are prepared to corne before Par-
lament to have their cases heard. It is
unfortunate the Senate decided on such a
long adjournment. This is one illustration
of the unfortunate position in which we
place ourselves by taking these long ad-
Journments.. We place litigants at a serious
disadvantage when we are not here to
attend to the public business.

The Senate divided on the motion, which
Was agreed to by the following vote:-

CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
Abbott,
Allan,
Almon,
Botsford
Boulton,
Boyd,
Carlinir,
Casgram,
Clemow
Dever
Dicke;,
Glasie-.r,
Gowan,
Grant,
Lewm,
Lougheed,
McCallun,
McClelan,

Mlcnnes (Victoria),
McKay,
McKindsey,
McMillan,
Macdonald (Victoria),
MacInnes (Burlington),
Merner,
Miller,
Montgomery,
Odell,
Ogilvie,
Read,
Reesor,
Smith,
Snowball,
Sullivan,
Sutherland,
Wark.-36.

NON-CONTENTS:
Hon. Messrs.

Armand, Macdonald (P.E.I.),
Baillargeon, Macfarlane,
Bellerose, Montplaisir,
Bolduc, Power,
Boucherville, de, Prowse,
Chaffers, Robitaille,
DeBlois, Ross,
Girard, Scott,
Guévremont, Stevens.-19.
McDonald (C.B.),

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (G) "An Act for better securing
the safety of certain fishermen." (Hon.
Mr. Power.)

EX-SPEAKERS APPOINTED PRIVY
COUNCILLORS.

HON. MRt. ABBOTT-I have great plea-
sure in announcing to the House that upon
the re-assembling of this House after the
vacation, and in pursuance of the action of
the Government with regard to appoint-
ing ex-Speakers Privy Councillors, the foi-
lowing members of the Senate, ex-Speakers,
have this day been sworn in:-essrs. Bots-
ford, Miller and Allan.
'It is with the greatest possible pain and

regret that I have to communicate the fol-
lowing bulletin, which I have just received
from Dr. Powell, dated an hour ago:-
"Sir Jobn Macdonald is gradually sinking.
The time of the end it is impossible to
foresee, but in my humble judgment it
caniot be very long postponed."

HON. MR. MILLER-What course does
the hon. leader propose to adopt?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I cannot say now.
I propose that we shall go on with the
business for the present.

THE COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE.

MOTION.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I propose to place
upon the committees the names of the
hon. gentlemen who have lately been ap-
pointed senators, and I have endeavoured
to cause them to replace their predeces-
sors on those committees. In furtherance
of that course, I move:

That the name of the Honourable Mr. Macdonald
(P. E.I.) be added to the following Select Committees,
viz. :-Joint Committee of both Houses on the Library
of Parliament ; also, the Joint Committee of both
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Houses on the subject of Printing ; also, Committee
on Standing Orders and Private Bills ; and also,
Committee on Reporting Debates for the present
session.

That the name of the Honourable Mr. Snowball be
added to the Select Committees on Railways, Tele-
graphs and Harbours, Banking and Contingent
Accounts, for the present session.

And that the name of the Honourable Mr. Sullivan
be added to the Joint Conimittee of both Houses on
the subject of Printing for the present session.

The motion was agreed to.

THE BEHRINCT SEA CONTROVERSY.

INQUIRY.

HON.MR.MACDONALD (Victoria)-Be-
fore the Orders of the Day are called, with
the permission of the House, I beg to ask,
to-day, the question which I have placed
on the Orders for to-morrow. It is as
follows:-

Is the Imperial Government in active consultation
with the Government of the Dominion in its negotia-
tions with the Government of the United States, on
all questions referring to Behring Sea, the proba-
bility of Dominion vessels being excluded therefrom,
and preventing the taking of seals therein?

Hon. gentlemen will rememiber the at-
titude assumed by the Imperial Foreign
Office on this question two years wgo,
-when the United States Government
was given to understand that no more
seizures of British vessels in Behring. Sea
would be tolerated, the result being that
our vessels have been allowed since then
to pursue their avocations unmolested. I
need not say that such a firm policy gave
much satisfaction throughout the country.
We now find there is to be a divergence
from that policy, and a coalescing of the
two powers immediately concerned to ex-
,clude British and American vessels from
Behring Sea. This last phase of the ques-
tion may cause very serious loss to our
sealers, a contingency which I hope the
,Government of the Dominion bas well safe-
guarded. The present proposal, if carried
out, will raise important questions of inter-
national law. This sea not being a closed
sea, it is consequently a portion of the open
Pacifie Ocean. Have any two nations the
right to step in, during a time of peace,
and arrest peaceable citizens in the pursuit
of their trade or calling? Supposing these
vessels are placed under the flag of any
other nation, would they be exempt from
seizure ? Forty-nine vessels have been
fitted out in British Columbia this summer
for sealing purposes, and if hon. gentle-

men will consider the value of these ves-
sels, with their stores and outfit, they will
see how large are the interests involved;
and if these vessels, without due warning
of the new position about to be taken, are
suddenly eut off from their work, the House
will see how great and serious the loss will
be. I hope the hon. Minister will be able
to tell us that this Gvernment has been
taken into the confidence of the Imperial
Government on this question, and that the
important interests involved have been
guarded by the Dominion Governnent.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-.I may be
excused from saying a word on this ques-
tion, when it is considered that we in the
Maritime Province are equally interested
with my hon. friends from British Colum-
bia in the preservation of the seal fisheries
on the Pacifde coast. In fact, a large num-
ber of our fishermen from the Lower Pro-
vince have gone there in pursuit of seals;
from the town in which I come several
vessels have been purchased and are now
engaged in the prosecution of the seal
fishing on the Pacifie coast. No doubt, if
they are prevented from carrying out the
purpose of the voyage they should receive
some compensation for any injury they
may suffer by being debarred from pur-
suing their calling. This close season,
agreed upon between England and the
United States, is practically an admission
that the latter have no exclusive right to
protect the seals. I am speaking now
from what I have learned fron reading the
correspondence between the Home Govern-
ment and the United States, and the
question has narrowed down, not to
whether Behring Sea is a mare clausum, but
whether Russia, at the time she ceded
Alaska to the United States, under the
terms of the transfer in 1867, gave the
exclusive- right to the seal fisheries also.
That right they claim under the Ukase
issued by Emperor Alexander in 1821,
prohibiting foreign vessels from approach-
ing within 100 miles of the coast and
islands belonging to Russia in Behring
Sea. How far those claims were conceded
or recognized hy Great Britain is the
question that it is now being practically
narrowed down to.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT.-My bon. friend's
question, as I find it on the Paper, is one
which 1 think I can with perfect propriety
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answer, and which I, of course, bave great
pleasure in answering at the earliest pos-
sible moment, without waiting for the day
the notice was given for. It is a fact that
all along, and up to the present moment,
and now, the Imperial Government bas
been and is in active consultation with the
Government of the Dominion as regards
the Settlement of the Behring Sea ques-
tion. The Canadian G(overnment have
taken the greatest possible pains to iay
before the Imperial Government fully all
their views on the subject, and I may say
that included amongst them are their views
with regard to the stoppage of the traffic
of those sea!ers that have already left the
Pacific coast, and some of them the Atlan-
tic coast, for the fisheries. It would not,
Of course, be proper for me at this stage,
Without the papers to discuss the details
of the arrangements, which I may say are
lot absolutely completed, although approx-
ilately near completion; but I may say
this, that there is not a point which any
hon. gentleman could suggest-at least, so
far as I know-any precaution to preserve
the interests of Canadian fishermen or of
Canada, that bas been neglected or omitted
im the communications which the Canadian
Government have made to the Imperial
Government.

CANADA AND MICHIGAN TUNNEL
CO.'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

IION.MR.McCALLUM moved the second
reading of Bill (19) " An Act respecting
the Canada and Michigan Tunnel Com-
pany." He said : This Bill is mercly to
extend the time for building a tunnel
under the River Detroit between Canada
and the United States, and thero can be
no great objection to it.

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

RIVER ST. CLAIR RAILWAY BRIDGE
AND TUNNEL CO.'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

ION. MR. MAcINNES (Burlington)
moved the second reading of Bill (17)
"An Act respecting the River St. Clair
Railway Bridge and Tunnel Com any."
He said: This Bill simply asks for an

extension of the time for the completion
of the railway bridge and tunnel. It does
not ask for any new powers.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time.
LAKE TEMISCAMINGUE COLONIZA-

TION RAILWAY CO.'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

lION. MR. MAcINNES (Burlington)
moved the second reading of Bill (22)
" An Act respecting the Lake Temisca-
mingue Colonization Railway Company."
He said : This is a railway Bill, and
the railway is partially constructed in
small sections, some of it being narrow
gauge, and the Bill asks for power to con-
firm an arrangement between the company
and the Canadian Pacific Railway for the
completion of the road.

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

The Senate adjourned at 4:15 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, June 2nd, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and rutine proceedings.

INDIAN LANDS SETTLEMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (A) " An Act for the settle-
ment of certain questions between the
Governments of Canada and Ontario res-
pecting Indian Lands." He said: It is no
doubt in the knowledge of all that a treaty
was made on the 3rd of October, 1873,
between the Government, acting by the
late Mr. Morris and others, and certain
tribes of Indians, respecting certain Indian
reserves which were set apart in the lands
in the portion of territory which was then
in dispute as between the Dominion Gov-
ernment and the Ontario Goverinment, and
which bas since turned out to be the
property of the Government of Ontario.
As a matter of course, the arrangements
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made for the establishment of reserves in
this territory were of no value, because
they deait with property over which the
Government had no control, and there has
been a good deal of negotiation between
the two Governments on the subject since.
Now, there has been an agreement arrived
at between them, by conference between
the Minister of Justice and the Attorney
General of Ontario, and that agreement
forms a schedule of this Bill. It is for the
purpose of confirming that agreement that
this Bill is introduced. It has no other
purpose. I may state that this is in
accordance with an arrangement made
with the Government of Ontario. An Act
containing precisely the same provisions
as this has been passed by the Legislature
of Ontario, and it is to carry out the
arrangement that I ask the House to give
this Bill a second reading and eventually
to pass it.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Have the reserves
been defined yet ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Yes; they have
been defined, but there are some yet to be
defined; the boundaries have not been laid
down, but the Governments are proceeding
to do that by an amicable understanding.
There is no difficulty existing at present
at all.

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

BILLS OF EXCHANG1E ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (B) " An Act to amend the
Bills of Exchange Act, 1890." He said:
This is a Bill partly to remedy two or
three verbal defects in the former Bill
and partly to make two distinct enact-
ments. The verbal defects arose in con-
sequence of the alteration of the provision
with regard to.bills payable at sight. As
the measure was originally drafted, bills
,payable at sight were made payable on
demand, if I recollect right-that is to say,
there were no days of grace. But in that
portion of the measure where these bills
came to be deait with it was so arranged
that they should have three days' grace,
differing from the English system.

HON. MR. SCOTT-The old law being
continued ?

HON. MR. A BBOTT--Yes; differing from
the English system, in which days of grace
on sight bills have been abolished; but in
two or three paragraphs, where bills at
sigh t are casually alluded to, the necessary
erasures did not take place, and part of the
Act reads as if bills at sight had three
days' grace and part as if they had not.
The object of this provision is to set that
right by making several verbal correc-
tions.

HON. MR. SCOTT-That is, bills at sight
will have the three days' grace ?

ilON. MR. ABBOTT-Yes. The Act
provides that, but in some of the details it
is ignored, because the provisions have
been copied from the English Act. There
is a difference of opinion as to cheques
bearing a forged endorsement. A cheque
bearing a forged endorsement, with, per-
haps, half a dozen subsequent endorsers,
every one of whom is responsibl for that
endorsement, passes into a banking house,
and the only remedy under the law, as it
stood, that the bank could have, would be
its recourse against the person who de-
posited the cheque with the bank. Ob-
viously, as the law provides that subsequent
endorsers make themselves responsible for
the genuineness of previous signatures, or,
in other words, provides that they shall
not be permitted to deny the genuineness
of previous signatures, there is an injustice
in that, because the person who happened
to pay in the cheque may be worthless,
while his immediately preceding endorser
may be perfectly solvent, and the bank un-
able to recover back the amount of money
which it has paid, or for which it bas
given credit, from the last endorser but
one, the last endorser being insolvent. If
the cheque were in the hands of a bona fide
holder, or what they call a holder in due
course, this holder in due course would
have a right against all the previous in-
dorsers up to the first endorser; but because
the bank pays the cheque it was construed
by those who examined the former Bill to
have none of the rights of a holder in due
course; it was held that the bank could
not proceed against. anyone but the last
endorser, the person who paid it over;
whereas, if it was a bill in due course there
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would have been recourse against everyone
On the bill subsequent to the first endorser.
In other words, a bank paying a cheque
has not the same rights as to the parties on
the cheque if it be wrong as a person who
receives the cheque and does not pay it,
which scems an absurdity.

HION. MR. SCOTT-Is that a decision of
a court ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-No; but it is the
opinion of eminent lawyers in Montreal
and Toronto, and in the Maritime Pro-
vinces also. There seems to be a sort of
consensus on the part of the bar that that
is the case, because the House will find
the definition of a holder in due course
does not comprise the party on whom the
cheque is drawn and who pays it, because
the moment the cheque is paid it is extin-
guished, as the law stood, and he has no
recourse, except to go to the man who got
the money, and say to him: " You have got
the money wrongfully, and must give it
back." I hope there will be no difficulty
on the part of the House in giving the
bank the legal remedy which the law
affords to everyone else.

HON. MR. SCOTT-There has been no
test case yet, and the courts would pro-
bably hold that the bank would have the
sane recourse as others.

HON. MR. ABBOT f.--There has been no
test case yet, but there is no difference of
Opinion among the leading members of the
bar. Those lawyers who have the best
reputations in the Dominion have been
cOnsulted about it. The other substantive
alteration which this Bill makes is to re-
mnsert in the Act a clause which was in the
original draft, but which was left out. It
is to be found in the previous law and it
was so in the Code. There was a similar
clause in the Lower Canada Code-simply
to rake the common law of England apply
upon a point where it is not inconsistent
with the provisions of the Bill. I did not
think last session, when the Act was
passed, that that clause was necessary,
and others were of the same opinion; but
it seems to have caused a certain amount
of doubt and uneasiness that there is no
SYStem of law to be referred to in the event
of a dispute as to the construction of the
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statute, and it is considered important
that this should be got in.

HON. MR. POWER-I presurue there
will be no objection to the reading of the
Bill, but I do not suppose by reading a Bill
the second time the House commits itself
to accepting the proposed amendment to
section 24, and I take the opportunity now
to call the attention of the hon. leader of
the House to the fact that this amendment
to section 24 is, it strikes me, inconsistent
with the portion of section 24 which re-
mains in force. Section 24 of the Act begins
as follows:-

" Subject to the provisions of this A ct, where a signa-
ture on a bill is forged or placed thereon without the
authority of the person whose signature it purports to
be, the forged or unauthorized signature is wholly
inoperative, " &c.

Now, you propose by the amendement
before the House to practically repeal that,
because the signature is made operative to
a certain extent.

lION. MIR. ABBOTT-No; my hon. friend
is mistaken. That is not the intention at
all.

HON. MR. POWER-If there were no
drawers' names on the bill or acceptor's
name on the bill it would not be good for
anything, from the fact that a number of
gentlemen have put their names on paper
which was not signed or accepted. It
would not make them liable, but you pro-
pose by this legislation to make all the
endorsers liable.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-No. Under the
existing law, if a bill in which the earlier
signature is forged came into the hands of
a bona fide holder, and on which three or
four of the names were genuine, he would
have an action against the endorser. It has
been held that in the case of a cheque, the
person who pays it does not become the
holder, and therefore lie would have a
remedy against the last endorser who held
the cheque. The object is to give the same
action against the whole of the endorsers
that the holder in due course would have-
to give to the bank the same power as a
holder in due course.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Would it be
against the bearer who transfers ? Would
you have an action against the bearer of
the note-against the drawee ?
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HON. MR. ABBOTT-The drawee, if he
pays a choque under this Bill as it stands
without being amended, would have a
remedy against the person who held the
cheque, but he would have no remedy
against the previous bonâ fide endorsers,
whose signatures were prior to that of the
forged signatures; whereas, a person who
held a bill as a holder in due course would
have a remedy against all those endorsers;
and it is simply giving the bank tbe same
remedy as the holder in due course. The
subsequent clause in the Bill simply makes
the common law of England a universal
referee in case of our failure to compre-
hend any of the clauses of the statutes.

HON. MR. SCOTT-There is a little con-
fusion in the words "or to the bearer
thereof." I quite agree with giving to
the payee the rights of any of the endor-
sers subsequent to the forgery, but the
words "or to the bearer thereof" in the
second line makes the proposition some-
what confusing. If he pays it to "the
bearer thereof" it does not follow that he
has the right to charge the maker of the
cheque.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-If the cheque is
endorsed in blank it may be presented by
anybody, but the liability of the endorser
still remains; but if a cheque is presented
in blank by a person who is not an endor-
ser, and ho gets the money, the bank, as
the law stands, would have a right of
remedy against that man to get back the
money. What we intend to do is to give
to the bank, in addition to its remedy
against the bearer, its remedy against the
endorsers, who are legally ;iable under the
Act to the bonâfide holder.

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

SETTLEMENT OF PROVINCIAL
ACCOUNTS BILL.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of till (E) "An Act respecting the
settlement of Accounts between the Do-
minion of Canada and the Provinces of
Ontario and Quebec." He said: This Bill,
like the first one which I spoke of to-day,
is for the purpose of carrying out an ar-
rangement which has been made with the
respective Governments-the Government
of the Dominion, the Government of On-
tario and the Government of Quebec-for

the purpose of settling the long-standing
differences about the accounts between the
three Governments. The representatives of
the three have met, and have agreed upon a
plan for a decision of these disputed ac-
counts, which seems to me will commend
itself to everyone's judgment as a judicious
one. They are to be left to arbitration.
The arbitrators are to be three judges, one
appointed by His Excellency the Governor
General in Council and one by each of the
Governments of Ontario and Quebec. They
are all to be subject to the approval of the
respective Governments. This arrange-
ment is embodied in Bills which have been
passed by the Legislatures of Ontario and
Quebec. The one I present to you to-day
is identical with the two Bills that have
been passed.

HoN. MR. MILLER-1 do not object to
the Bill, but I am rather inclined to think
that under this arrangement the Dominion
will have the worst of it. There are to be
three arbitrators; the Local Governments
are to have the appointment of two. Is
there no danger of a combination between
the two local arbitrators ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-That difficulty
occurred to those who made the arrange-
ment, but it is a difficulty not easy to meet.
The answer to it is this : that there is no
community of interest between the pro-
vinces in question.

HON. MR. MILLER-There may be for
the common plunder.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-It is not likely. The
two provinces have been endeavouring for
many years to come to an arrangement
about those accounts, and have failed to do
so, which shows their interests will be
entirely divergent.

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

TRADE MARKS AND INDUSTRIAL
DESIGNS BILL.
SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (F) " An Act further to
amend the Act respecting Trade Marks
and Industrial Designs." He said: This
Bill is for the purpose of systematizing
and giving effect to the intention of Par-
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liment in transferring to the Exchequer THE SENATE.
Court the jurisdiction which the Minister
of Agriculture heretofore had in the Ottawa, Wednesday, June 3rd, 1891.
natter of trpde marks and industrial

designs. We passel a Bill last year hav- THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
ing the same object, but it was not, in o'clock.
point of fact, in sufficient detail, and there Prayers and routine proceedings.
Were several points that were omitted in
it or indistinctly legislated for, so that it THIRD READINGS.
was found on applying the law in actual
cases that there was a defect in definition The following Bills, reported from the
of the jurisdiction of the judge, which Committee on Railways, Telelegraphs
ceased at a point where it was not in- and Harbours, without amendment, were
tended to cease; and there were restrictions read the third time and passed, without
imposed upon him by the terms of the debate
Act which were not contemplate by any- Bil (19) "An Act respecting the Canada
One at the time the Bill was drawn. The and Michigan Tunnel Company." (Mr.
Act, I believe, received the approbation of McCallum).
the judge at the time it was first intro- Bill (17) " An Act respecting the River
duced, but it was not until experience had St. Clair Railway Bridge and Tunnel
shown one or two instances in which it Company." (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington).
was defective that we attempted last Bill (22) " An Act respecting the Lake
session to put it right. We did not alto- Temiscamingue Colonization Conpany."
gether succeed in so doing, and now a Bill, (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington).
more elaborately prepared, and based BILL INTRODUCED.almost entirely on the English Trade
Marks and Industrial Designs Act, has been Bill (I) " An Act for the relief of
drafted, in which our practice has been as- Mahala Ellis." (Mr. Clemow).
similated to that of England as much
as possible. The chief difference in itis, CANADIAN COINAGE.
that when a judgment has been rendered MOTION WITIDRAWN.
naking any alteration in the arrange-

ments about a trade mark or industrial The Order of the Day having been
design, instead of being left to the parties called,-
concerned to communicate that to the Min- " That a Select Committee composed of the Honour-ister it is imposed upon the court. The able Messieurs Vidal, Power, Macdonald (B.C.),
court upon rendering ajudgment transmits McClelan, Bellerose, and the mover, be appointed
a copy of it, as a matter of course, to the for the purpose of collecting information anent the

•a. d expediency and probable cost of establishing a Domi-
.tinister, and the proper source of inform- nion Mint, capable of coining a sufficient quantity oft10n is kept up. The judge of the Ex- old, silver and copper to meet the commercial

chequer Court has been good enough to go emands of Canada ; and that the said committee

Over the Act very carefully, and he a have leave to send for persons, papers and records."

Proves of it, and I hope this House will HoN. MR. McINNES (B.C.) said : ,At
take the same view. It gives no excep- the request of the hon. leader of this
tional or arbitrary jurisdiction, but defines House, I will not proceed with this motion
procedure and arranges the principles to-day, as under circumstances well known
upon which the procedure will take place to every hon. gentleman here I think that
in such a manner as to be in harmony the session is likely to be a short one, and
With the English system, which is based on as this subject that I have given notice of
experience, and I hope will serve the in- is an important one, and the duties of the
terests of justice better than the way in committee that I have asked for will be
which the law previously stood. such as to require very considerable length

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill of time in making a thorough ieport that
Was read the second time. will be satisfactory to the committee and

BILL INTRODUCED. to this House on the subject of Canadian
Bill (Il) "An Act respecting the Citizens coinage, I ask permission to withdraw my

Insurance Company." (Mr. Abbott.) motion for this session.
The Senate adjourned at 4 p.m. The Order of the Day was discharged.

5j
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INDIAN LANDS IN ONTARIO BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (A) " An
Act for the settlement of certain questions
between the Governments of Canada and
Ontario respecting Indian Lands."

(In the committee.)
HON. MR. POWER-I think I under-

stood the leader of the House to say that
the agr-eement which is set out in the
schedule of the Bill bas actually been
arrived at by the Governments.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-Yes.

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the committee,
reported the Bill without amendments.

The Bill was then read the third time,
and passed.

BILLS OF EXCHANGE ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (B) " An
Act to amend the 'Bills of Exchange Act,
1890.'"

(In the Committee.)

On the flfth clause,-

HON. MR. POWER-I do not think the
House ought to pass that clause without
some consideration, and although it may
be slightly out of order, I think I should
be justified here in making a few observa-
tions as to the speed with which this Bill is
being pushed through the Senate. This
measure was only laid on the desks of
hon. members yesterday during the session
of the House. The hon. leader forthwith,
upon the Bills being laid upon the Table,
moved the second reading. It seems to
me that it would have been more respectful
to the Senate to have allowed the second
reading to stand over until to-day, so that
hon. members would have had an oppor-
tunity of seeing what is in the Bill. The
impression made upon the mind of the
ordinary member would be that this was
a very unimportant Bill. and that it merely
supplied some trifling omissionsin the Act
of last year; but, as a matter of fact, there

is one very important provision-a provi-
sion which departs altogether from the
decision arrived at by both fouses last
session. I am satisfied that very few mem-
bers of this House knew, when the Bill
was read the second time, that it con-
tained that provision. To-day the Minutes
were laid upon our desks only a very
short time before the meeting of the
Senate, so that, as a matter ot fact, the
members of this House have not had any
sufficient notice either of-the character of
this Bill or of the time when it was to be
considered. It is most important that our
legislation should not be done hurriedly,
and that we should have full time to cou-
sider every measure which comes before
us. In the discussion which took place
last session on a motion made by the hon.
gentleman from Shediac, I think it was,
the hon. leader of the House dwelt at very
considerable length upon the importance
of the work performed by the Senate in
the way of legislation. Now, I think it is
very creditable to this House that it should
do such work as the hon. gentleman pointed
out it had done. He dwelt, if I remem-
ber rightly, with peculiar pleasure upon
the numerous amendments which had
been made by this flouse to Bills which
came from the Commons. It was a very
meritorious act on the part of this
House to amend such Bills, but I think
where Bills are introduced in the Senate,
coming even from the Government, it is
quite as meritorious for us to consider
them carefully and to amend them if pos-
sible, and a Government Bill coming from
the House of Commons, one would suppose,
would be no more susceptible of amend-
ment than a Government Bill introduced
in this House. I do not think that our
powers of amendment should be confined
to Bills which come from the House of
Commons, and if we are not to consider
all measures which come from the Govern-
ment here carefully, and do our best to
amend them, then the introducing of Bills
in this House is a mere empty form, and
the Senate might be dispensed with, so far
as Government Bills are concerned, at any
rate. The clause under consideration pro-
poses, in a great measure, to reverse the
deliberate action of both Houses taken
during last session. This particular matter
was discussed in the Commons at very con-
siderable length, and it was also discussed
in this House, and the amendment which
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the hon. leader proposes to make now is
really a reversal of the deli berate decision
Of both Houses last session. It was, at
least, the duty of the hon. gentleman to
have shown sone serious ground for taking80 important a step, and that he bas
failed to do. Unless it was shown that the
policy adopted last session has been pro-
ductive of serious mischief, I think it is
certainly not a desirable kind of legislation
that we should undertake this session to
reverse our action of last year, but I do
not think it can be shown that any bad re-
sults have followed from the action of both
Houses at that time. This practice with
respect to forged bills or cheques bas been
a uniform practice, and it bas been the law
in Canada for a great many years. It was
n1ot shown last session by the gentlemen
who wish to alter the law that any very
objectionable results have flowed from
the existing condition of the law, and
it was shown that very serious inconven-
1ence might result from a change in the Act.
Under the present system, although I do
flot see that there is any law for it, the
practice is that the bank, before paying a
cheque, requires the payee, or the holder
of the cheque, to be identifiei. That is the
way in which the bank protects itself
against loss; and although that might not
seem, looking at it in an abstract way, to
be altogether satisfactory, still the practice
of a great many years fias shown that very
few unsatisfactory results have followed
from it. The amendment which is pro-
posed by the clause now before the com
mittee would make all the endorsers
subsequent to the forged endorsement on
a cheque liable as well as the payee. There
has not been sufficient reason adduced for
making that very serious change, and the
praetical effect of it would be to create
veryconsiderable inconvenience in the use
Of cheques. As it is now, a cheque payable
to order operates as a receipt, and it is not

fcustomary to take receipts where theso
cheques are given. If this provision be-
Comes law that practice will have to be
altered, and if a man finds a cheque in the
street and forges an endorsement on it
those who happen to put their names on it
afterwards would be liable to the bank
under this enactment. The matter was
Considered so fully last session in both
Blouses that I do not think there is any
lecessity for urging it at all, Hon. gentle-

men will remember that the bon. gentle-

man from Victoria division, who is not
now in his place, attempted to have an
amendment similiar to the one proposed
by the fifth clause of this Bill made in the
Bills and Notes Act when it was going
through the House, and the attempt failed.
When that measure was first introduced
into the House of Commons last year it
contained clause 60, which is identical
with the clause in the English Act. That
clause was stricken out in the flouse of
Commons. An attempt was made to in-
troduce it bere, and that attempt was
unsuccessful ; but there was an amend-
ment made in this House to section 24 of
the Act, which to a certain extent protects
the banks. It extends to the banks a
certain measure of protection which they
did not enjoy before. It was made per-
fectly clear in the discussion in both Houses
last session that the balance of convenience
was altogether in favour of leavin g thelaw
as it is in the existing Act, and as it bas
been in Canada for the past thirty or forty
years, and I hope the committee will not
now undertake to reverse the decision of
Parliament, arrived at deliberately only
last session. I move that this clause be
stricken out of the Bill.

Hox. Ma. KAULBACH-1 must say
that I look upon the strictures of my bon.
friend as being not too severe in this mat-
ter. This isa Bill comingfrom this House,
and it seems to me th at it is entirely rever-
sing the decision of the Senate arrived at
last session. As the law now stands the
drawee bas right of action only against the
depositor of the cheque, and not against
the endorsers subsequent to the forged
endorsement, which is now attempted
to be made law. The leader of the House
bas not yet shown sufficient reason why
there should not be a change in the law,
especially as the consensus of opinion in
both Houses is that the law as passed last
year was right. It is evidently a great
advantage to give to the banks, who are
supposed in every case to be careful.
Stili, there may be a reason why the bank,
not knowing the endorser, may bedeceived
by the endorsements madeafter the forged
endorsement. I hope the leader of the.
House will be able to convince the Senate
that any alterations that he proposes to
make to the law are sound and right. I
think the legislation is rather hastily
brought upon us, and without sufficient
time for us to consider the matter.
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HON. MR. ABBOTT-I am sorry that I
did not give my hon. friends a little more i
time. If they had desired it, I should have
made no objection. I am perfectly willing
now to delay proceeding with this Bill as
long as they desire. within reason, so as to
give them ample opportunity to read and
study it, because if I had given them
longer delay I am convinced I should not
have heard aniy of those remarks upon the
Bill. In fact, the objections which the
hon. gentlemen make do not apply to the
Bill at all. The purport of this clause
is not what my hon. friends suppose it is.
My hon. friend who spoke last certainly
approached nearer to the purpose of the
clause than my hon. friend from Halifax.
The hon. gentleman from Halifax, it scems
to me, unless I greatly misconstrue the
clause altogether, entirely misunderstands
the application of the clause. I stated
yesterday the reasons for thisamendment,
and 1 see that I did not make myself
clearly understood. At present, as the law
stands with regard to forged endorsements,
any person who is holder of a bill or che-
que may sue all the endorsers subsequent
to the forged endorsement, and may make
them ail responsible to him. That is the
law now; that was the law before this
Act was passed. Those who endorse a Bill
after a forged endorsement are precluded
by the law from denying the forged endorse-
ment. By their endorsement afterwards
they practically guarantee it. There is
not an hon. gentleman in this House who
has had anything to do with bills and notes
and banks who does not know that. My
hon. friends who have spoken particularly
know it, because they are professional
gentlemen and understand the practice of
their profession. Let me be clearly under-
stood: that any man who is the bond fide
holder, or holder in due course, as it is
called in this Bill-the holder of the bill or
cheque-has the right to make every en-
dorser subsequent to the forged endorme-
ment pay the amount of that cheque. My
hon. friends will not deny that. They ai e
jointly and severally liable. Now, in con-
sequence of the way in which this law was
framed it appears that a bank which pays a
cheque, supposing it to be legally endorsed,
is not the holder in due course of that
cheque. That is the opinion of lawyers
vho have been consulted in Halifax as well

as in Toronto and Montreal-in fact, I think
a dozen of lawyers have been consulted,

and they hold that a bank is not a holder
in due course of the cheques which it pays,
and therefore it is excluded by the techni-
cal phraseology of this law from any
remedy against the endorsers subsequent
to the forged endorsement; and the only
person against whom the bank can have
recourse is the man who deposited the
cheque in the office of the bank. The conse-
quence is, the endorsers are not relieved of
the responsibility, but the man who paid the
money into the bank has to pay it back to
the bank, and then he has to bring an action
against the man who endorsed the cheque
to him, so that instead of there being only
one proceeding there would at least be two
proceedings to make these endorsers pay.
It is obvious to my mind, as it must be to
the minds of all hon. gentlemen who seize
the point, that there is no reason in the
world why the holder of a bill or negotiable
paper by one title should not have the
same remedy as the holder of a similiar
bill by another title. The object of this
particular clause is simply to give the baik
the right which the law confers upon the
holder in due course. It does not create
any new rights at ail, but simply estab-
lishes, in such a case as that, that the bank
is really the holder in due course, and it has
the same remedy as if it had not paid the
cheque, but simply held it. By paving the
cheque, as the law now stands, it bas no re-
medy. Every hon: gentleman must see
that that is a discrepancy in the position
of the parties to a piece of negotiable paper
that ought not to exist. It was never con-
templated by the framers of this Bill, and
was not discussed in this House. The
point, in fact, never occurred until the dif-
ficulty arose in Halifax, and opinions were
taken about it, and were coimmunicated to
other persons interested in iiegotiable pa-
per ; and in consequence of the represen-
tations made froin all quarters to the
Government of the injustice of this state
of things this clause has been prepared.
The hon. gentleman from Halifax says
that we are reversing a soleriin decision
which we arrived at after discussion last
year, and he evidently would convey, by the
manner of making his objections, that I
was hurrying the Bill through the House-
taking the House by surprise.

IoN. MR. POWER-1 disclaim any such
intention as that. I simply alluded to the
inconvenience of railroading legislation
through.
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ION. MR. ABBOTT-If my hon. friend
had said yesterday about this bill, to let it
stand urtil Thursday, Friday or some other
day, I would readily have done so. The
point my hon. friend supposed was affected

y this Bill and the decision of this House
that he says is reversed by it, was the one
we arrived at last year, that we would not
give the banks any privilege over ordinary
holders in respect of paper on which the
endorsement was forged. We were asked
to pass a law which would have allowed
the banks to receive any paper presented
to them without verification of the endorse-
ments, and to hold the owner of the deposit
depleted by the cheque for the amount
paid out on the cheque. The Senate refused
to do that, as my hon, friend said on, the
motibn of the hon. gentleman from Mon
treal, and I entirely concurred with that
hon. gentleman in that view; because,
although I have something to do with
banks myself, I think that would have
been a most improper privilege to have
accorded to them; and after considerable
difficulty a clause was framed and passed
which seemed to protect the banks suffi-
ciently, by naming a limited time within
which notice should be given of any claim
that the maker's or endorser's name was
forged, and if a claim was not made in
respect of the forgery within that time,
which was a year, that then the right fy
claim would cease. That was adopted bo
this House and the other House. It is tn
the clause which inakes that provisio
that this clause which my hon. friend objectý
to was appended. My hon. friend suggested,
or thought that this clause destroys the
clause in the Act which we passed after so
much care and study and discussion.

HON. MR. POWER-To a certain extent,
I said.

HoN. MR. ABBOT-In point of fct,. I
think if my hon. friend will look at it after
having a little more time he will see that
it does not at all. The Billsimplyprovides
that if the drawee of a choque bearing a
forged endorsement pays the amount there-
of to a subsequent endorser or to the bearer
thereof lie shall have all the rights which
the law gives to a holder in due course,
as well as his legrai recourse against the
bearer thereof as transferrer by delivery.
If it stopped there it might be open to
My hon. friend's objection, but it continues:

"The whole, however, subject to the pro-
visions and limitations contained in the
last preceding sub-section," and the last
preceding sub-section is the one which
deals with the manner in which a man
must proceed who pretends that his money
has been taken from him by a forged
cheque or a forged endorsement on a
choque; so that this provision is made
subject to the precise limitation which this
House put into the Bill last session, about
the right of a despositor to claim repay-
ment of money taken from his deposit on
a forged choque. I am sure my hon, friend
will sec, on reflection, that the clause is
not open to his objection, and I am perfectly
willing now that the committee should
rise and report progress, and ask leave to
sit again, if my hon. friend wishes to refer
to the Bill of last year and satisfy himseolf.
That is a complicated measure, and I am not
surprised that hon. gentlemen should fail
at once to seize the purport of the amend-
ment; and I am willing to postpone the
further consideration of the Bill. But it
would be unreasonable to ask me to con-
cur with my hon. friend in thinking that
this clause impinges in any way on the
principle laid down last year, or interferes
with it in any respect.

lION. MR. KAULBACH-My hon.
friend from Halifax deserves the thanks
of the House for having brought out this
explanation. The leader has effectually
explained the Bill and thrown lighton the
subject, which we certainly did not have
before. Evidently, yesterday my hon.
friend did not give all the information as
fully and lucidly as he has given it to-day.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-As I understand it,
this Bill is predicated on the assumption
that the bank does not stand in as good a
position as an individual would in reference
to the payment of a ehcque on which an
endorsement has been forged.

boN. MR. ABBOTT-It i- not exactly
that. An individual would be in the same
position if ho paid such a cheque drawn
on him.

HON. MR. SCOTT-The assumption is
that the last party, whether a bank or an
individual, paying it, would not have rights
against all the parties up to the forged
endorsement.
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HON. MR. ABBOTT-Yes. a cheque which it bas paid ? That is the
point, and there is evidently a difficulty

HoN. MR. SCOTT-1 do not concur in there, because it is only in favour of a
that view, but I can quite understand the holder in due course that an endorser
banks being so largely interested, that becomes guarantor of the previous endor-
they would like to put the question beyond sement.
a doubt. According to our Interpretation
Act, the word " person" would cover a HON. MR. POWER-The hon. gentleman
bank. I understand this is simply legis. will see, in the case of a bill payable to the
lation in the direction of the law as it I drawer's order, the aceeptor, by accepting,
exists-that it is very desirable that a 1 guarantees the capacity of the drawer to
bank or an individual who pays a cheque endorse a valid endorsement. If the bank
should have all the rights against the pre- is not a holder in due course under section
ceding endorsers who guarantee, as a mat- 55, which the hon. gentleman bas just
ter of fact, the antecedent endorsations. quoted, the bank would not be able to
Any man who takes a cheque from Brown resort to the other endorsers. I do not
and passes it over to anyone else guaran- mean to contend that my construction of
tees that Brown's signature is genuine. It the amendment is the correct one, but I
passes from one to another, each taking it think the Bill is capable of being so inter-
on the faith of the other, and it is only fair preted. The hon. gentleman said that
that all the antecedent endorsers should be when we looked at the preceding sub-
held liable; whether it is a bank or an in- section of section 24 we would see what
dividual who pays, it is only right that the real effectof this measureis. Theclause
there should be the same recourse. Each now before the committee says " the whole
one who puts his name on a cheque is a being subject to the provisions and limi-
guarantee to the succeeding one. 1 am i- tations contained in the last preceding sub-
clined to think that the Bill is not neces section." That, however, as I understand
sary-that the courts would construe it it, does not apply to the first portion of
as I have indicated, but I have no objection section 24, but only to the proviso-
to the amendment going to make it per- " Provided that nothing in this section shall affect

fectly clear. the ratification of an unauthorized signature not

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I would like to

point out to ny hon. friend a clause or two
in the Act which convince me that the Bill
is needed. The 29th section of the Act
says:

" A holder in due course is a holder who has taken
a bill, complete and regular on the face of it, under
the following conditions, nanely :-

"(a.) That he becane the holder of it before it w'as
overdue, and without notice that it had been previously
dishonoured, if such was the fact ;

"(b.) That he took the bill in good faith and for value,
and that at the tinie the bill was negotiated to hin lie
had no notice of any defect."

Now, the bank that pays a cheque
becomes the holder of it by paying it, a nd
it is a question whether, after it bas been
presented, it does not become overdue, or
if paid, becomes extinct. Then, section 55,
with reference to the liability of an en-
dorser, provides that the endorser of u bill
by indorsing it-

"Is precluded from denying to a holder in due
course the genuineness and regularity in all respects
of the drawer's signature and all previous endorse-
ients."

So there is where the difficulty comes
in-is the bank a holder in due course of

amnounitng o a orgery, ec.

These are the things to which this refer-
ence in the last t wo lines of the clause
applies ; but to the beginning of section 24,
as I understand it, the language of this
section does not apply. The wording of
that section is as follows

"Subject to the provisions of;this Act, vhere a sig-
nature on a bill is forged or placed thereon without
the authority of the person whose signature it pur-
ports to be, the forged or unauthorized signature is
wvholIy inoperative, and no right to retain the bill or
to give a discharge therefor, or to enforce payient
thereof against any party thereto, can be acquired
through or under that signature, unless the party
against whon it is sought to retain or enforce paynent
of the bill is precluded from setting up the forgery or
want of authority."

I do not mean to say that my view of it
is correct; but, as the matter is a very im-
portant one. and as we have plenty of time
ahead of us, I think it migbt be well if the
hon. gentleman did as he proposed-let the
committee rise, and then hon. gentlemen
would have an opportunity of considering
the clause at their leisure, and if my view
is wrong there is no harm done, and if there
should be something in it, the Bill would
require amendment.
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lION. MR. ABBOTT-How long would
the hon. gentleman like to bave ?

d ON. MR. POWER-To-morrow would
do.

HON. MR. VIDAL, from the committee,
reported that they had made some progress
with the Bill, and asked leave to sit again.

CITIZENS' INSURANCE CO.'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (11) " An Act res pecting the
Citizens' Insurance Company." He said:
This is a private Bill for a company
which has the misfortune to have me for
the president, and the object of it is to
readjust the capital of the company. It
was a marine, life, fire, accident and gua-
rantee insurance company, and did not do
as well as it might have doue with these
numerous businesses. Last year, after my
election, all the business was struck off
except the fire. It is now a fire insurance
pure and simple, as far as its business is
concerned. What is sought by this Bill is
to have the large unpaid capital reduced
under an obligation of increasing the paid
up capital, and that all these functions of
life, guarantee, marine, etc., be struck out
of the powers conferred by the charter.

HON. MR. POWER-I do not rise for the
Purpose of objecting to the second reading
of this Bill, but I wish to call attention to
the fact that this Bill has not been distri-
buted to members, and that leads me to
advert to what must have struck every
bon. inember of this House-to the very
unsatisfactory manner in which the print-
ing has been done this year. The Minutes
of one day's work are not laid on the desks
of members until a very short time before
the meeting of the House, and the Govern-
Ment and other Bills are far too long in
naking their way to us from the time they
are placed in the hands of the clerks. I
hope the hon. leader of the House, who is
more interested in the matter than any
?ne else, will try and see that this mischief
1s remedied in the future.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Perhaps there
are some special reasons why the business
cannot be conducted as promptly as here.
tofore.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I observed yester-
day, with reference to the Bills which I
brought under the notice of the House,
that they were not distributed until about
the time the House met, although they
were introduced on the previous Friday.
I brought the matter up before my friend
the Minister to-day, and he promised to
inquire into it and see that, if the fault had
been with the Department, no such delays
should in future occur. The Bills were in
type on Friday and might have been struck
off and distributed on Saturday afternoon
without any difficulty at all. The Minister
has promised to look into it, and if they
are in fault to put it right, and if not to
let me know who is to blame for the delay
in the printing. I am in hopes that there
will be no further delays of the kind.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-The Minutes
of Proceedings are behind hand, but there
is reason for it.

HoN. Ma. ABBOTT-I am told by the
Clerk that the Minutes are exceedingly
voluminous, and that in consequence of
the enornous number of names which
have to be set up it takes a longer time
than usual to have them printed. I do not
think that it will happen again.

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

The Senate adjourned at 4.25 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, June 4th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (J) " An Act for the relief of
Thomas Bristow." (Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (K) " An Act for the relief of
Isabella Tapley." (Mr. MeInnes, B.C.)

Bill (L) " An Act incorporating the
Incorporated Construction Company of
Canada." (Mr. Almon.)
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CUSTOM.S DUTIES ON CHURCH
ORNAMENTS.

ENQUIRY.

1-ON. MR. GIRARD inquired of the
Government:

Whether it is their intention, during the present
session, to amend the revenue laws so as to allow
the entry free of duty, into Manitoba, the North-West
Territories, Keewatin and the Mackenzie River Basin,
of church ornanients and other effects gratuitously
given for mission purposes?

Ie said: I shall not make much addition
to my enquiry as it appears on the Notice
Paper. I may remark, however, that my
question is not confined to the interests of
any special denomination. Hon. gentle-
men might, perhaps, understand, from the
terms in which it appears on the Paper,
that it affects particularly one nationality
or one religious interest. It is not so,
however; but we all claim that everything
that is given gratuitouslv for the advance-
ment of the church, in the shape of church
ornaments, should be exempt from duty.
We pay a large sum of money for the ad-
vancement of colonization. People who
enter into that distant North-West suffer
great inconvenience, and at times a good
deal of misery of every kind, and it appears
to me that they deserve some consider-
ation from the Government. My inquiry
applies particularly to articles sent from
Europe and other places gratuitously for
the use of the church. Duties are imposed
at the present time on such articles, and it
would only be just and right that they
should be placed upon the free list. It is
perhaps the first time that such a question
has been brought before this honourable
House, but it is one of justice, and if it is
not possible at the moment to give the re-
lief asked for, it is hoped that at no distant
time steps will be taken togrant this request
of the people who settle in the far North-
West, who have no other interest to serve
than the advancement of religion and
civilization.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-As I had the
honour of mentioning to my hon. friend
a moment ago privately, this is a kind
of question that it is not the practice
of the Government to answer. When
alterations in the tariff arc proposed they
are always kept private until they are de-
clared in the House, so that everybody has
the advantage of them, and I am, there-

fore, unfortunately unable to answer my
hon. friend's question.

SETTLEMENT OF ACCOUNTS BE-
TWEEN THE DOMINION AND

THE PROVINCES OF ON-
TARIO AND QUEBEC

BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittec of the Whole on Bill (E) " An Act
respecting the settlement of Accounts be-
tween the Dominion of Canada and the
Provinces of Ontario and Quebec, and
between the said Pro-ç inces."

(In the Committee.)

On the third clause,-

HoN. MR. POWER-Why is that thiid.
clause worded that way ? Would it not
be better to allow the arbitrators to decide
every question? It would probably save
doing things over twice. As the Bill
stands, if a constitutional question cones
up the arbitrators, who are to be three
judges of some superior court, I presume,
are estopped from unilertaking to deal
with it. Then this constitutional question
is referred to the Supreme Court of Canada.
and thence to the Judicial Committee of
the Privy Council, and then the award is
to be referred back to the arbitrators.
Would it not, be shorter to allow the arbi-
trators to settle the whole question, and
then, if theie is an appeal from their deci-
sion on the constitutional ground, let that
fact go before the Supreme Court, or the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council,
and avoid circumlocution ?

RoN. MR. ABBOTT-If it were in my
discretion to make the law as I thought
best, I think I should be of the opinion of
my hon. friend, that it would be better to
let them decide any constitutional question
and allow an appeal upon that, the same-
as any other question of law, but; as I ex-
plained when introducing the Bill, this
embodying an agreement which has been
come to by the representatives of the three
Governments, it cannot be altered.

HoN. MR. POWER-I had forgotten
about that.

HON. MR. DEBOUCHERVILLE, from
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the committee, reported the Bill with Province the Attorney-General could put
amendments, which were concurred in. it in motion at the expense of the public..

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

TRADE MARKS AND INDUSTRIAL
DESIGNS BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole upon Bill (F) "An
Act further to amend the Acts respecting
Trade Marks and Industrial Designs."

(In the Committee).

On the third clause,-

HoN. MR. LOUGHEED-Does thatmean
the Attorney-General of any Province ? If
it extends to the Attorneys-General of the
several Provinces a provision should be
made for the North-West Territories,
vhere no Attorney-General exists, that

Upon the infbrmation of the Lieutenant
Governor these proceedings shall be put
in motion. My attention has been directed
to sone analogous cases, where special
provision is necessary to meet the condi-
tions existing in the North-West. I would,
therefore, ruggest that the Lieutenant
Governor be enpowered to put the law in
motion, in the same way as the Attorney-
General of a Province can under this Bill.

1-ON. MR. ABBOTT-The objection of
My lion. friend would have been an excel-
lent one as against the law which stands
On the Statute-book ; but, for the express
purpose of avoiding that difficulty, power
1s given by this amending clause to anyone
who thinks himself aggrieved to take the
initiative, which he could not do under the
former Act. This amendment meets my
hon. friend's difficulty.

HON. MR. LOUGHEED-But the Pro-
vinces are given the advantage of the
Attorney-General being permitted to exer-
cise his discretion and put those proceed-
11gs in motion. There is no reason why
the Territories should not be placed in an
equally favourable position with the Pro-
vinees. The operation of this law in the
Territorieswould be to make it obligatory
on the individual, at his own expense, to
put this provision in motion, whereas in a

HON. MR. ABBOTT-No.

HoN. MR. LOUGHEED-Why should
not a governmental officer in the Terri-
tories be permitted to take the same pro-
ceedings as the Attorney-General of a
Province ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
will perceive thatin some of the Provinces
there is a similar law in effect, but in all
those cases the party who applies to the.
Attorney-General to put the law in motion
has to pay the expenses, and has to give-
security to the Attorney-General that the
costs will be paid and the Government of
the Province will not be put to expense.
That is the provision at present. That has
been found so cumbrous and troublesome
thatthis clause is suggested, and any indi-
vidual has the right to go direct to the
courts instead of going to the Attorney-
General, and giving bonds and getting the
Attorney-General to set the proceedings in
motion. Instead of going through that
circuitous process, lie has the privilege,.
under this clause, to do it directly by
applying to the courts. It was thought
best not to destroy or take away that
power which the Act did contain. There
was no particular reason for that, but the
main object of the clause was to let a
man do himself, by a straightforward
and inexpensive process, that which, by
the former law, he could not do except by
going to the public officer and giving secu-
rity for costs. If this were altered at alil,
in my opinion it should be to strike out
the words " Attorney-General " altogether;
but it was thought best not to do it, as the
occasion might possibly arise when it might
be necessary to have the Attorney-General
intervening.

HoN. MR. LOUGHIEED-My attention.
has been directed to matters of public con-
cern where the Attorney-General could
intervene in a province and initiate pro-
ceedings. One can easily imagine pro-
ceedings being of public interest where
they would not be of sufficient interest to.
Ihe individual to set the law in motion,.
and it is to meet such a state of tacts that
I have made the suggestion alluded to.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-But this clause only



Trade Marks and [SENATE] Indus rial Designs Bill.

regulates rights as between ianufacturers
and traders, and the words " Attorney-
General " really ought not to have been
in the Bill at all. We are following the
precedent England sets us in giving the
individual the right of proceeding.

HON. MR. POW ER-It occurs tome that
the objection taken by the hon. gentle-
man from Calgary is not altogether weil
founded. I would submit to the leader of
the House that the words " Attorney-
General " here inean the Minister of Jus-
tice-the Attorney-General of Canada.
Chapter 21 of the Revised Statutes is, " An
Act respecting the Department of Justice."
The first section of that Act says " that the
Minister of Justice shall ex officio bu Her
Majesty's Attorney-General of Canada,"
and it occurs to me that the natural inter-
pretation of the expression " Attorney-
General," occurring in a statute of Canada
without any reference to a province, would
be "Minister of Justice." If it is intended
to include the provincial officers as well,
then the Bill should say so.

THE CHAIRMAN-Shall the committee
report the Bill without amendment?

HON. MR. POWER - Does not the
Minister think it would be well to remove
any doubt that may exist about that?

HON. MR. KAULBACII-The Attorney-
General must mean the Minister of Justice,
because the Attorneys-General in the
various provinces have no rights in the
matters at all. It is a matter of Dominion
right-trade marks and designs.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
will see if anybody thinks that somebody
is robbling him of his trade mark, and
desires a remedy, he has only to take
it himself. My own opinion would be that
if it were desirable to amend the clause at
all I would strike out the words " on the
information of the Atto rney-General or,"
for there is really no reason for the inter-
vention of a public officer in a matter of
purely private concern. However, it is
there, and I see no objection to it, and I
would be disposed to let it go as it is.

HoN. MR. POWER-I do not wish to
make any captious objection, but I think
there is reason to believe that the expres-

sion " Attorney-General," occurring here,
means the Minister of Justice; if it does
not-if it is intended to mean the provin-
cial officers, the Bill ought to say so. I
have just read from tho Revised Statutes
of Canada to show that the " Attorney-
General of Canada" means the Minister of
Justice, and I think that is the officer with
whom to deal in this Bill.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-The Attorney-
General in a province has no right to
appear, as such, in any matter not coming
within the jurisdiction of the province.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-It is quite possible
my hon. friend may be right, but I do not
think it is worth holding back the Bill for
it. If I were going to amend the Bill at
all I would strike out the words " Attorney
General " altogether. However, it is pos-
sible that some occasion might arise in
which it may be proper for such an officer
to take the initiative. There is nothing in
the Interpretation Act, as I understand it,
which provides that the words " Attorney
General " shall mean the Minister of Jus-
tice, but I think the construction of this
clause is a matter of not much importance.

HON. MR. POWER-I should much pre-
fer that the Senate would send its legisla-
tion to the other branch of Parliament in
such condition that it cannot be amended,
than to send it down to them in such a
shape that they can make amendments to
it, which may be only trivial, but which
they are always pleased to make, and I
think the better way is not to give them a
chance.

HoN MR. ABBOTT-I think the words
"Attorney-General " are used in the Act
itself.

HON. MR. POWER-You substitute the
Attorney-General here for the Minister of
Agriculture.

HoN. MR. ROSS-I do not think the
argument of my hon. friend from Hali:ax
is a very good one. If the Commons must
necessarily amen 1 our Bills it is better to
leave them room for it; because it is hetter
to make the Bills perfect than to make
them imperfect if they must change them.

The clause was agreed to.
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H1ON. MR. OGILVIE, from the com-
mfittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment.

HoIN. MR. ABBOTT moved the third
reading of the Bill.

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

BILLS OF EXCHANGE ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

(In Comrmittee.)
The House resolved itself into a Commit-

tee of the Whole on Bill (B) "An Act to
amend the Bills of Exchange Act, 1890."

(In the Committee.)

On section 5,-

ION. MR. POWER-I do not feel alto-
gether convinced by the logic of the leader
of the House as to the merit of this clause.
The clause which stood in the Bill as it was
introduced in the other House last year,
the work of which this amendment was
intended to do, is as follows:-

" When a bill payable to order on demand is drawn
on a banker, and the banker on whom it is drawn
pays the bill in good faith and in the ordinary course
of business, it is not incumbent on the banker to show
that the endorsement of the payee or any subsequent
endorsement was made by or under the authority ofthe person whose endorsement it purports to be, and
the banker is deened to have paid the bill in due
course, although such endorsement has been forged or
Made without authority."

Now, I can see that there is no material
difference between the effect of the enact-
Tuent which both Houses declined to pass
last year and the amendment proposed by
this clause 5. The hon. leader of the House
told us that it was intended to provide for
the cases of banks chiefly-in fact, alto-
gether-that it was intended to put a bank
which paid the amount of a forged cheque
in the position of a holder in due course.
Any hon. gentleman who reads the amend-
Ment proposed by clause 5 and reads sec-
tion 60 of the English Act, which both
louses declined to take last year, will see

that they are substantially 'the same. I
have read the section in the English Act.
The clause in this Bill is :

" 2. If the drawee of a check bearing a forged en-
dorsement pays the amount thereof to a subsequent
endorser, or to the bearer thereof, he shall have the
rights of a holder in 41e course for the recovery back
of the amount so paid from any endorser who has

endorsed the saine subsequent to the forged endorse-
ment, as well as his legal recourse against the bearer
thereof as a transferrer by delivery ; the whole, how
ever, subject to the provisions and limitations con-
tained in the last preceding sub-section."

That means, I think, just about the same
thing as the provision in the English Act.
I am not undertaking to discuss now the
right or the wrong of the thing, but the
effect of this enactment will be that the
bank will have a remedy against every
endorser on a cheque bearing a forged
endorsement subsequent to the forged en-
dorsement. Then the bank has a remedy
against the person to whom the money has
been paid and every previous endorser up
to the forged endorsement. The man who
endorses immediately after the forged
endorsement pays his money for the
amount of the cheque, and he loses it.
Under this enactment he loses the money,
instead of the bank. I do not know of any
reason why a person to whom a cheque is
presented bearing a forged endorsement
should lose the money any more than the
bank. He bas no better means, probably,
of knowing that the endorsement is forged
than any subsequent endorser. Of course,
as the law now stands, the bank is not
placed in just as good a position as the
holder in due course, and the question is
whether we should make that change in
the bank's position.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The clause which
this House rejected last year has no bearing
on the clause now proposed. One bas no
bearing on the other and no relation to the
other. The clause which we rejected last
year relieved the bank from the respon-
sibility of paying a cheque which bore a
forged endorsement, and could hold the
maker of the cheque and charge it to his
account, notwithstanding that the person
to whom the cheque had been given and to
whose order it was payable had never en-
dorsed it. In other words, it proposed to
transfer from the bank the responsibility
for forged endorsements and to lay it upon
the maker of the cheque. That was the
practical object, as every banker in this
House understands, of the clause we threw
out last year, and a reference to ffansard
will show I am correct. We said here we
would not consent that a man should be
deprived of his money which he had de-
posited in the bank after the bank holding
his money having a valid voucher for the
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money so paid, and that a cheque made
payable to A with a forged endorsement
for somebody else was not a valid voucher.
That was the amendment of last year.
Now, this clause does not propose to
alter that at all. It does not pro-
pose to create any obligation as against
the endorser which ho is not under
already; because, although the law is
left as it is the bank might not be able to
corne against anyone but the person who
presented the cheque. Thatperson would
be entitled to go against the endorsers up
to the forged endorser, and make them
pay. It gives the bank the remedy which
it ought to have, because everybody else
bas it under similar circumstances, and it
prevents the duplication of actions to
recover the money so paid. It gives the
bank direct action against the endorser,
which the holder in due course has, and
it prevents the necessity for circuity of
action, which, under the law as it stands,
would have to be followed in order to
recover the money froin those who are
liable for it. Of course, it is no new doc-
trine in the law of bills of exchange and
promissory notes that a man who endorses
after a forged endorsement guarantees the
genuineness of that endorsement, or is
precluded froin condemning it-because by
endorsing a bill and passing it on he makes
himself responsible for it. It has been the
law ever since I have been at the bar, and
no doubt was settled many years before
that. It was the law, and is the law in
this statute, and there is really no change
created by this clause, except giving the
bank the right, under such circumstances
as those, which is allowed under similar
circumstances to every person who receives
and pays a cheque, promissory note or
bill.

HoN. MR. LOUGHEED-It appears to
me that there is an inconsistency in the
latter part of this paragraph, which reads
as follows:-

"The whole, however, subject to the provisions
and limitations contained in the last preceding sub-
section."

It is noticeable that the last sub-section
alluded to provides that notice of the
forgery shall be given by the drawer to
the drawee. If this clause in the proposed
Bill passes, no provision will be made for
notice to be given by the drawee to the
endorser of the forged endorsement, so

that that latter part, which appeared to
preserve certain rights, will be really
imperative so far as limitation of time is
concerned. That is one infirmity of this
particular clause, which would result as
follows : that the drawee might retain
this bill for a considerable time, without
giling notice to the endorser, against whom
he proposed to proceed, of the forged en-
dorbement. I think it should be so con-
structed as to cast upon the drawee the
obligation of giving notice of the forged
endorsement within a limited time, so that
the endorser might have necessary re-
course against the proper parties. I
might take this opportunity of saying that,
within my belief, this difficulty which
appears to be apprehended, as the leader
of the House has stated, by a certain
gentleman in Halifax, might be better met
by putting a broad interpretation, in the
interpretation clause, on the words " holder
in due course." With regard to the legal
construction which should be put on the
words " holder in due course," as has been
stated in regard to a cheque, the difficulty
could be easily met, and it would cover a
greater class of cases than this one par-
ticular class. It is quite possible that
other cases might arise other than those
mentioned in sub-section 2 of section 5.
I would direct the attention of the leader
of the bouse to the necessity of a limita-
tion of the time within which notice should
be given.

Ho.. Ma. ABBO TT-This does not
give any right at all against the drawer
of a cheque; the previous portion of the
Bill provides that there shall be no remedy
against the drawer where the endorsement
is forged.

HoN. MR. LOUGHEED-There is no
provision as to endorsement.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The drawer is not
interested in the matter at all, as far as I
can see. The clause the hon. gentleman
refers to was made for the purpose of fix-
ing a timne within which the drawer could
have his right of action, the drawee having
paid out his funds improperly. That is
the only object of the proviso. If the
drawer makes a cheque payable to A and
a forged endorsement is put on it, and the
bank pays out the money, the bank might
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exercise its remedy any time within six
years.

ION. MR. LOUGH EED-That is, against
the drawer.

IION. MR. ABBOTT-Yes. The drawer
could have taken his action against the
bank to make the bank refund the money
paid out for the cheque at any time
Within the limitation which prevails under
the Act. The first proposition was to des-
troy it altogether. As a compromise, this
clause was insertod, which gave a remedy
for a year; after that time the bank was
entitled to retain the charge which it had
made against the drawer; so that this
clause which I am now proposing does not
il, reality relate to that case at all.

HoN. MR. POWER-I think there is a
-great deal of confusion in the mind of the
leader of the House with respect to clause
2 4--what is now section 24 of the Bills and
Notes Act of 1890. That Bill came up to us
withoutthe provision which I have just read
from the English Act. The Bill, as intro-
duced in the other House by the Govern-
ment, did contain section 60 of the English
Act, which I have just read. That section,
after being discussed for some time, was
stricken out in the House of Commons and
the Bill came up to us without that section.
The hon. gentleman, therefore, is not right
in saying that we here undertook to make
amendments to a section which was not in
the Bill when it came here. There was a
good deal of discussion in connection with
section 24, and an amendment was pro-
posed, I think, by the hon. gentleman
from Victoria division, and we made an
amendment to the Bill which went down
to the other House, but which was not
accepted in whole there. They amended
Our amendment, and it came back to us,
and the proviso which has just been
read by the hon. gentleman from Cal-
gary was the amendment which we made
tO clause 24 of the Bill here. But the
point that I make is this, that the ob-
ject of this amendment is substantially
now the amendment proposed in clause 5
of this Bill, to insert into this Bill and
Notes Act section 60 of the English Act ;
and I contend that the hon. gentleman lias
not made it clear that that is not the case.
Of course, this amendment relieves the
banker from the liability, just as the Eng-

lish Act did, but it puts the loss, not upon
the drawer of the cheque, but upon one of
the endorsers. That is the substantial dif-
ference. I do not propose to undertake to
discuss whether that is right or wrong, but
I think the House ought to understand
clearly with regard to it.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I do not think
there was any confusion of ideas in my
mind about the matter. I think my hon.
friend has stated it very much as I have
stated it. This House was asked to insert
a clause in this Bill which was of the same
effect as clause 60 of the English Act-in
other words, under clause 60, if I had made
a cheque on the bank and my office boy
had undertaken to put the name of the
payee on it, the bank would have compelled
me to make good my account or accept a
discharge of the amount, though I might
have asked for it ten minutes after the
office boy had pocketed the money. This
House refused to put in that clause, and
the other House also refused; but the
bankers and other people interested repre-
sented that it was a great hardship that
they should be left in this position, that a
man whose cheque had been improperly
paid might come back five or six years
afterwards, after the possibility of discover-
ing the culprit or making anybody res-
ponsible for the cheque had vanished, and
compel the bank to repay the money taken
out of his account six years before. This
House, and the other House, thought this
was a clear grievance-that there ought to
be a limitation-that the bank ought to use
diligence and give notice of the forgery to
the maker of the cheque within a reason-
able time. We put it, I think, at less than
a year, but the other House made it a
year, and we accepted that amendment.
Now, what is there in common between
that clause and this clause? In the one
case they proposed to really impose on the
maker of the cheque a loss which he is not
responsible for in any shape or form-which
he had nothing to do with, and which had
occurred to him in consequence of a signa-
ture put on the cheque after he had signed
it, and of which he could know nothing.
That is what they proposed to do for the
benefit of the banks. That is what we
opposed and rejected. The Bill as it stands
provides that whatever a man does, know-
ing what had been done before him, he is
responsible for. Every endorser is respon-
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sible that his previous endorser is gen-
uine. It is so in favour of everybody. It
is the general law, and has been the law
from time immemorial. Unfortunately,
just by a mode of expression that is new in
this Act the payee of the cheque is
deprived of his recourse against those per-
sons who are undoubtedly liable. The en-
dorser after the forged endorser is ilable, and
always bas been liable. This amendment
does not propose to make him any more
liable than he was before. I tonly proposed
to give the right of action to the man who
is entitled to it-the man who has paid
the bill. Surely there is no analogy be-
tween that and giving aperson or bank that
pays the money the right of recovering
back the money from the persons who,
under the law, are responsible for it? Surely
there is no analogy between those two
cases. In one it would be an absolute rob-
bery almost-not in the legal acceptation
of the term-of the depositor whose money
is taken out of his account and paid to fill
an order which he never gave; in the other
case it is giving to the person who pays a
sum of money the right to recover from
those who are liable for it-that is the dis-
tinction between the two cases. It seems
to me a very clear one, and every legal and
equitable argument is in favour of passing
the Bill as it stands.

HON. MR. VIDAL-Do I understand the
hon. gentleman to press his amendment?

HoN. MR. POWER-No; only I wish
to have the matter understood.

The clause was adopted.
On the seventh clause,-

HON. MR. POWER-In cases where a
party goes into insolvency in this country,
though we have no bankruptcy law, is
there not something to be said in favour
of leaving him out?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-There is no official
in this country who can be served.

HoN. MR. POWER-The assignee in in-
solvency would not do?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-No.

The clause was adopted.

HON. MR. VIDAL, from the committee,
reported the Bill without amendment.

The Senate adjourned at 4.25 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, June 5th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (N) "An Act to incorporate the
Wiarton Southern Railway Company."
(Mr. MacInnes, Burlington).

Bill (M) "An Act to incorporate the
Rocky Mountain Railway and Coal Com-
pany." (Mr. Lougheed).

CUSTOMS RECEIPTS OF KEEWATIN
AND THE MACKENZIE RIVER

BASIN.

MOTION.

HoN. Ma. GIRARD moved:

That an humble Address be presented to His Excel-
lency the Governor General , praying that His Excel-
lency will cause to be laid before this House a state-
ment of all receipts in the unorganized territories of
Keewatin and the Mackenzie River Basin on account
of revenue under the Customs Act or otherwise, for
the last three years, and of the expenditure for public
purposes during the same period.

He said: When the question of the de-
velopment of that distant part of the
Dominion, known as the Mackenzie River
Basin, was before this House two ses-
sions ago, I understood that the Govern-
ment had decided to do as little as pos-
sible at present for that country. Since
then, I am glad to say, in looking at the
Estimates that have just been put before
us, I find that there is an appropriation of
$3,500 for the preliminary expenses in
connection with the Mackenzie River and
Peace River Indians. I am certainly very
glad of it. It is much more easy to obtain
a large sum of money at times from the
Government for such purposes than it is to
ask for a snall sum of money. Neverthe-
less, we have to provide for the poor people
who reside in that territory. They are
practically the remnant of the Indians of
the North-West. If we continue to force
the Indians backward by the advance of
civilization it will not be easy to force
them much further, because they will
necessarily find their limit near the Arctic
Sea. It is the duty of the Government to
provide for those people. They must be
prepared to receive the light of civiliza-
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tion. They cannot remain much longer
isolated, as they have been for many years.
They have of late years received assist-
ance from the inissionaries to live and
to learn how to live. That time has now
alnost ceased, and they will have to be
assisted by the Government. The peo-
ple are so poor that at least eleven
Months in the year they live on fish,
and fish only. Although the country
has immense natural resources they
have not as yet been developed, and if
not developed they cannot be taken advan-
tage 0f. It is well known that so long as
a country is inhabited only by Indians
there is not much to be expected of it ;
but when civilization has penetrated into
that wilderness, as it will shortly, there is
no doubt we will find an immense addition
to the wealth of the Dominion from that
part of the country, which is so great in
extent that it is nearly as large as British
India. It may be said that we have already
a vast area in this Dominion to develop
without attempting to do anything for
the present for the Mackenzie Basin; but
it is known to many of us that in certain
parts of the Mackenzie Basin are to be
found vast forests of valuable timber which
are only awaiting the axe of the lumber-
man to couvert them into a source of reve-
nue to the country. In parts of that terri-
tory gold is found in paying quantities,
and these mines only await development
to yield large returns to those who will go
in there and work them. In the rich val-
ley of the Peace River millions of bushels
of grain can be grown to supply other
parts of the world. It is not necessary to
remark that last year the Dominion pro-
fited largely by the crops we had in Mani-
toba and the North-West-more especially
by the crop in Manitoba. It was a poor
Year, and there was not much grain
Produced in other parts of the Domi-
nion, and if it had not been for the
surplus crops in Manitoba the people in
the eastern prdvinces would have been
gaying very large prices for produce.
While it is well known that the soil of the
Peace River country is very fertile, it may
be stated that it also contains the best
grazing land in the whole Dominion, and
it is in the interests of Canada to have that
country prepared as soon as possible for
the advance of civilization. The prelimin-
ary step is to assist those who are there
already. The time Las perhaps arrived

6

when there should be established in that
country industrial schools, where the In-
dians can be taught something and prepared
to underscand the benefits of civilization.
When the light of civilization penetrates
to that part of the country it will be an
important duty of the Government also to
provide in some measure a prohibitory
law against the introduction of strong drink
into that territory. We are familiar with
the sorrows and miseries it has pro-
duced in the older provinces. Petitions
from all parts of the country are now
before Parliament praying for the passing
of a prohibitory liquor law for the whole
Dominion. It is well understood that such
a law applied to a country inhabited by
Indians would save them from destruction,
because when an Indian has once formed
a taste for fire-water he immediately be-
comes the most reckless and the most
miserable man in the #rld. Under -the
circumstances, we cannot take too much
precaution to protect the Indians of the
Mackenzie River against the introduction
of intoxicating liquors into that territory.
It is the necessary accompauiment of civil-
ization, no doubt. Those who go into a
new country, bringing with them the light
of civilization, bring with them also the
bottle of death, and it is in distributing
that bottie they sow the seeds of all
those troubles, miseries and murders that
we hear of from time to time in pioneer
districts. Under these circumstances, I
will certainly insist on the Government
affording protection to those poor In-
dians of the Mackenzie River. It is
my impression, that as yet they know very
little of the use of alcoholic liquors.
The Hudson Bay Company have been care-
ful to prevent its introduction, and the In-
dians have obtained liquor only on rare
occasions. What I fear is, that those who
seek that country now for trading pur-
poses or for the hunting of furs or large
game will carry with them the curse of
the liquor traffic. As I have already said,
the population there is very poor, and any
money that may be derived from it in the
way of revenue from Customs should be
set apart lor the reliefoftthe Indians. Ihave
not been able to ascertain from the Public
Accounts what has been collected; under
such circumstances, I thought it was my
duty to ask for information with reference
to it, as I now do in my motion, and at the
same time to ascertain what has been ex-
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pended there for public purposes. I was
very glad to hear that some public moneys
had been appropriated during the past two
years to assist the Indians in getting im-
plements for tishing. I have letters with
me, which it is not necessary to communi-
cate to the House, expressing gratitude
towards the Dominion lor the assistance
that has been granted on behalf of the In-
dians. Thy could not understand how or
why they were so kindly treated, but I have
been ask by different parties interested
there to express the gratitude which they
feel for the assistance they have reccived.
I have to apologize to the House for tres-
passing upon their patience at such length
while speaking in a language which I so
imperfectly understand.

HON. MR. BOULTON-I would like to
ask.the hon. nem'ber from Provencher if
he is aware whether the treaty rights have
been extended to the Indians in that sec-
tion of the country yet ?

HON. MR. GIRARD-Certainly not in
the territories included in the Great Mac-
kenzie Basin and the Peace River valley.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-They are in Keewa-
tin.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Of course, I have
no objection whatever to my hon. friend's
motion. 1 hope it will pass, but I cannot
promise him, I fear, much information
under it as to revenue. I do not think
there are any returns from that territory
at all, and whatever may be contributed to
the revenue is probably indirectly by
duties paid by the Hudson Bay Company,
or by traders in that country. However,
my hon. friend the Minister of Customs
bas promised me to have the best investi-
gation made that he can in order to satisfy
my hon. friend.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I would
like to ask the hon. leader of the House
if the $3,500 placed in the Supplementary
Estimates for expenditure in the Mac-
kenzie River and Peace River districts is
the sum for entering into a treaty with the
non-treaty Indians in those regions ?

Supplementary Estimates are not before
the flouse, and I must enquire before I can
give an answer.

HoN. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-My hon.
friend from Manitoba referred to the
matter, and I thought the information
could be furnished.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I cannot answer
the question until the Supplementary
Estimates are before the House.

The motion was agieed to.

QUARANTINE REGULATIONS IN
THE UNITED STATES.

ENQUIRY.

HoN. MR. REESOR rose to enquire,-

As to the report now current, that the Government
of the United States have lately ordered that all sheep
and swine, shipped from Canada to the United States,
shall not be allowed to pass the Customs until they
have undergone a quarantine of fifteen days; and the
reasons vhy such quarantine has been ordered, and
what steps, if any, havep been taken by the Govern-
ment of Canada to remove the serious obstruction to
our trade.

He said: My enquiry relates to a matter
of very considerable importance to Canada.
In looking over the trade returns I find
that our total exports amount $96,749,140.
Out of that total export no less than
$53,000,000 go to the United States, so
that any interference with the trade with
that country would injure our commerce,
and especially the trade in agricultural
products.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-In common with
my hon. friend, the Government have seen
the report, and fully appreciating the great
importance to the country of this trade,
especially in sheep and lambs, not being
interfered with, they have applied to
Washington for the docuinents necessary
to inform themselves officially of the re-
port, and will immediately take steps to
bring about an arrangement that will be
satisfactory to our breeders.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-1 think my
hon. friend asks also with respect to swine.
Does the embargo extend to swine?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend HoN. MIR. ABBOTT-Yes. The report
must give notice of that enquiry, The is, that there is this embargo placed on
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both sheep and swine. I merely remarked grandizement, to the promotion of its
about sheep, because that is the most material prosperity, and to create in it
important item to us. the foundations for a great northern nation,

to rule over the northern baif of this con-
THIRD READING. tinent. We know that in the performance

"An ct o aendtheBui ofof that great work, and by bis manage-
Bill (B) ment under the grave responsibilities that

Exchange Act, 1890." (Mr. Abbott.) tell upon him as head of this country fbr
so many years, he built up for himself a

The Senate adjourned at 3.45 p.m. reputation as a public man, not only on this
continent but in England, scarcely second

- - to any statesman who bats sat in the Coun-
cils of the Empire. I myseif personally

THEknow, from the mouth of one of the fore-
THESENTE.most men aimongst English practical poli-

tical men, the permanent head of one of
Ottawa, Monday, June 8th, 1891. the most important departments of the

THE SPEAKER took the Chair a ivice in England, in what respect
o'clock. t 3 he was held there. cI speaking of our0 clock.lamented friend, he said: " You think in

Prayers and routine proceedings. your country Sir John Macdonald a great
man, no doubt, but I teli you what they

DEATH OFSIR JOHN A. MACDONALD. think of him here; they think of him
here as on a par, or, at ail events, scarcely

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-It is unnecessary second to the first statesmen in the British
for me to-day to make any formal announce- Empire." That -vas in the days of Disraeli,
ment to you of the event which bas filled of ladstone's prime, in the life of Lord
this Dominion with mourning. You ail John Russell, and many men vhose names
know that last Saturday night, the eminent 1 need not mention now. This was the
statesman who has long filled the foremost opinion of one of the men ii England best
place in the counsels of this country and a calculated from his position, and bis I)er-
not inferior place in the hearts ofits people, sonal character, to judge of the talents and
bas departed from us. His death bas not of the merits of a Colonial Minister. Dur-
Only filled this country with mourning, but ing ail bis work be distinguisbed himself
it bas been heard with strong feelings of by bis unswerving loyalty to British con-
regret and sympathy, by thousands of nection. He said himself, not long before
people who live beyond our borders, and bis death, "A British subjeet 1 will live
who know him only by his great reputa- and a British subject I will die; and he
tion--his continental reputation as a publie was bonoured by er Majesty with the
Man and a patriotic and able statesman. most im rtant distinctions ever conferred
I cannot trust myselfon this occasion, nO", uo olonialMinister. In all his public
indeed, would it perhaps be fitting, to enter life bis characteristics were those wbich
on any detailed description of bis career, we are taught, and I hope which we
but though that may not be appropriate ill neer forget, to admire and imitate.
on this occasion-though it could not, per- That is the statesman we have Iost.
haps, be dealt with as it ought on this But hon, gentlemen, we bave also lost
Occasion, yet hon. gentlemen well know the a friend who is enshrined in the bearts
e3xtent of the loss which we have sustained, of the %vbole people. No man pro-
and no doubt all parties concur in their.bably e'er lived wbo had so strongly
deep sense of that loss, to whatever race'with him the sympathies and the affections
or to whatever party they may belong. of tbe whole people; and though we have
Hon. gentlemen know, the whole country a people constituted as.ours is, divided by
knows that we bave to deplore the loss of race, divided by religion, divided by
a statesman of transcendent ability, who politics, yet, persowlly, be was the friend
devoted bis whole life and bis whole ener- of every mari in the country, and every
gies with singleness of purpose and with nan in the country in return regarded
success, to the building up of this great him with affection. Sir John Macdonald
Dominion-to its consolidation, to its ag- lived during the greater part of bis life

6j
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with unparalleled facilities for amassing
wealth, yet he died a comparatively poor
man. None of bis bitterest ene.nies, in
the greatest and most violent heat of the
most violent political debate, ever accused
him of using his personal power for his
personal advantage. These are the char-
acteristics of the man we have lost. I
know I speak in accordance with the feel-
ing of every man in this Senate, and of
nearly every man in the country, when I
say how much we regret and deplore his
loss and how great it is to us; and, more-
over, how deeply we sympathize, with all
our heaits, with those near and dear to
him in their bereavement. J cannot trust
myself to say more; but I wish to convey
to the Sonate that the Government of
which I have the honour to be a member,
the members of which are now only per-
forming their duties provisionally, has
determined to give to the late lamented
statesman a state funeral. It is proposed
that he should lie in state, with the assent
of this Senate, in the Senate room, during
to-morrow and until the following day,
and that then he should be transported to
Kingston, where, according to the terms
of his will, he desired to be buried. Means
will. be provided on Thursday morning for
hon. gentlemen to attend the fnueral at
Kingston and return the same day to
Ottawa. The cortege will leave the pre-
vious day for Kingston, where the body
will lie in state until the time of the funeral.

lION. Mr. SCOTT. The sad announce-
ment which was sent over the wires on
the night of Friday week, telling the
people of this broad Dominion that Sir
John Macdonald had been stricken down
and that his poriod of life on earth was
limited to, at most, a few days, caused
great sorrow throughout the entire Do-
minion. Men of all classes, of ail political
shades of thought, remembered only that
a man was passing away who had given
his life largely to tbe growth and develop-
ment of this young nation. To enumerate
the many acts of Sir John Macdonald of
which his country received the benefit,
would be to largely recount the history
of Canala for the last forty years. Com-
ing into public life soon after the union of
Upoer and Lower Canada, he, with many
other distinguished men of that day, did
much a id did all to allay the bitter feeling
that naturally arose at the period of the

union. The task of bringing together
Upper and Lower Canada, inhabited by
people who were not in harrmony either in
language, in religion, or in laws, was a
task of no ordinary difficulty. It required
men of broad and liberal views, men who
were tolerant of the feelings-prejudices, if
you will-of others, and Sir John Mac-
donald at that particular time performed a
most important task, discharged a most
important duty in cementing and uniting
the two Canadas. And when ag.un, in
1867, the new Dominion was born, Sir
John Macdonald impressed upon the con-
stitution of this country the same broad
and liberal views, the same tolerance of the
feelings, social and religious, of the min-
ority class of this country, that bas largely
contributed to the peace and welfare of
this Dominion. There were other men,
no doubt, who did their share, but to-day
we must recognize that Sir John Macdon-
ald did a large portion of the work that
was necessary at that time. The feelings
and passions that separated men politi-
cally at that day were not based on the
principles that prevail to-day. Now
it is largely questions of trade and
of Government ; in those days. the
separation arose from differences of race
and religion more largely than can be
appreciated by gentlemen not conversant
with the times I am speaking of. I have
said-and it is my duty to repeat it he.e
to-day, conversant as I was myself with
the incidents to which J am referring-
the minority class, in the Province of
Ontario at all events, owe largely to Sir
John Macdonald many of the benefits they
enjoy under our constitution. My bon.
friend bas referred to the fact that Sir
John Macdonald, although possessed of
abundant opportunities to enrich himself,
remained a poor man. It must be spoken
to his honour and to his credit that while
he was serving bis country he refused to
avail himself of the many chances that
were offered to him to accumulate wealtb.
H1e lived in an age, when 1 won't say the
aspiration of every man is to grow rich,
but it largely influences the conduct in life
of most of us, and it is very much to the
credit of the deceased statesman, that,
living during a period when men were
intent on creating wealth, he still remain-
ed poor. However much we may differ
from him politically, we are all willing, at
the present moment, to accord to him the
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distinguished attributes of character which
lie possessed to a marked derree. During
the last week, when lis life held by a
single thread, when political feeling was
husbed, men of ail shades of politics were
willing and ready to accord to him the
credit that was largely bis due as a public
statesman in the last forty odd years. Our
sympathies are due largely to Lady Mac-
donald in this the saddest hour of her life,and it must be a great consolation to ber
and to bis family to feel that the sentiment
throughout Canada is of such a warm
nature towards Sir John Macdonald-how,
rising above the political feelings of the
hour, all men are willing to credit him
with the possession of those high gifts
with which he was endowed, and to re-
cognize, whether they differed from him
in bis political views or not, and accord to
him with candour and frankness that he was
true to his country and that bis aspirations
were always in the right direction. It
will be a gratification hereafter, not only
to Lady Macdonald but to bis family, to
recognize that the sentiment of Canada
was so largely outspoken in favour of the
deceased statesman in this their sad time
of trial.

HON. MR. TASSE-Although it is custom-
ary, on such an occasion, to limit the
speeches to the leaders of both sides of the
HUouse, I ask the liberty, at the request of
a certain number of French Senators, +o
say a few words in the language of the race
of which the late lamented statesman was
the friend.

Je ne puis m'empêcher de m'assoôier
publiquement au deuil dans lequel la
nation tout entière est plongée et d'ap-
puyer les nobles paroles tombées des
bouches les plus autorisées de cette
Chambre. C'est le père de la patrie qui
vient de mourir, c'est notre plus grand
homme d'Etal,, c'est l'un des plus grands
hommes d'Etat du monde. Sa mort a
causé un émoi presque aussi profond à
l'étranger que sur la terre canadienne. Et
cela n'a pas lieu de surprendre, car l'illus-
tre défunt eût fait sa marque dans n'im-
porte quel pays, sur n'importe quel conti-
nent, le premier rôle seul lui convenait.
Sa Majesté la reine avait appris depuis
longtemps à le considérer comme l'un de
ses aviseurs les plus sûrs, les plus éclairés;
elle voulut lui conférer un honneur inouï
en l'admettant dans son propre conseil

privé, car elle comptait sur lui comme sur
l'un des liens les plus puissants pour
maintenir l'intégrité de l'empire. Aussi
chacun sait avec quel poignant intérêt,
espérant avec nous contre toute espérance,
elle a suivi sa terrible lutte contre le seul
ennemi qui pouvait le vaincre.

Si vis monumentum, circunspice. Si vous
voulez voir son monument, regardez autour
de vous, interrogez même les horizons les
plus éloignés. Regardez le grand oeuvre
de la Confédération, le merveilleux progrès
du pays depuis un demi-siècle, les vastes
espaces qu'il a ouverts à la civilisation ;
regardez les puissants facteurs de ce pro-
grès: la construction de l'Intercolonial et
du Pacifique, l'achèvement de nos canaux,
l'établissement d'une ligne de steamers
rapides sur la mer du Pacifique en atten-
dant qu'une autre sillonne l'Atlantique,
autant d'entreprises qui nous assurent la
route la plus courte pour les échanges de
trois continents et qui nous font marcher
à la conquête du commerce de l'univers.
Bref, son nom se lit partout sur les pages
admirables de nos lois comme sur toutes
les libertés que nous jouissons. Ce nom,
l'histoire va le graver en lettres ineffaça-
bles, et il sera répété avec amour et recon-
naissance tant qu'il y aura une vague pour
battre les bords du Saint-Laurent, tant que
le mont Macdonald dominera les Monta-
gnes Rocheuses, tant que l'étoile polaire
s'allumera au faîte de notre pays.

Puissent les pleurs de tout un peuple
adoucir en s'y mêlant les larmes de celle
qui depuis tant d'années a été sa dévouée
compagne, son autre lui-même. Puissent
surtout les prières qui s'élèvent de toutes
nos églises, le suivre là haut à la place que
Ciceron, dans l'immortel songe de Scipion,
dit être réservée aux hommes qui ont passé
leur vie à servir leur pays. Puissent aussi
ceux que la Reine appellera dans ses con-
seils s'inspirer de ses idées, de son patrio-
tisme, de son désintéressement, pour conti-
nuer son grand oeuvre, l'œuvre de l'édifica-
tioti de la patrie canadienne. Et parmi
ceux qui lui disent aujourd'hui un éternel
adieu, veuillez compter, honorables mes-
sieurs, au nombre des plus profondément
affligés, le million et demi de Canadiens-
français qui trouvèrent en lui loyauté et
justice.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I propose to ask
the House to adjourn out of respect to Sir
John's memory, and also to ask, perhaps,
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for an extended adjournment. Of course, this morning, wbat the arrangement was
the House will understand why such an te be, but 1 think it wouid be a pity te
adjournment is necessary. I understand disturb it on any question of this descrip-
that the Commons will adjourn until Tues- tien. I can assure the fouse that nething
day week, and it has been suggested here viii be done te disturb the convenience of
that our adjournment should be until Wed- members or officers of the buse. On the
nesday week, as being more convenient to contrary, the convenience of every efficer
members. 1, therefore, move that when the ef the fouse will be censidered, as far as
House adjourns to-day, it stand adjourned possible. 1 think seme persen bas been
until Wednesday week, at half-past eight. decided upon te carry eut the arrangement

fri beginning to eid.
HoN. MR. SCOTT-Before the question is

put, I would like to ask my hon. friend if he
is in a position to say who has been sent for
to form a new Government?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-No one as yet. I
think it is understood that no one will be
sent for until after the funeral.

HoN. MR. ALMON-When the House
meets on Tuesday week, the Commons will
be occupied for two or three days with polit-
ical discussions. Whoever is sent for to form
a new Government will be opposed, even if
he were the Archangel, and in the mean-
time we in the Senate will have no business
before us to occupy our time.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-My hon. friend
must be ignorant of the business before the
flouse. On this occasion I do not intend to
oppose any adjournment suggested by the
leader of the House. If the hon. gentleman
from Halifax had looked at the Order paper
he would have seen that thero are Orders
enough on it now to occupy us for three or
four days.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-There will be work
for us when we meet, because there is some
on the Order paper for us to-day, aud some
for subsequent days, and these will accu-
mulate until Wednesday week when we
meet at half-past eight. I presume I may
convey to my colleagues of the Senate, that
the House shall be used for the purposes of
the funeral ceremony.

HoN. MR. POWER-1 understand that
some question has arisen as to whose
charge the chamber shall be in for the
purposes of the funeral ceremony. I think
it should be in the charge of the officers of
this House.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I am unable to
say, not having been present in Council

The motion was agreed to, and the
Senate adjourned at 3:45 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, June 17th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 8.30
p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE SUPERINTENDENT OF THE
WELLAND CANAL.

MOTION.

HON. MR. McCALLUM moved-

That an humble Address be presented to His Ex-
cellency the Governor General ; praying that Ris
Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, a
stateinent and account showing the amount of money
received and taken in excess of what was just and

wper by William Ellis, Superintendent of the
Wlland Canal, if any, from the 29th day of Decem-

ber, 1879, until the 11th day of September, 1889; also,
a statement showing the amount of money paid back
by Mr. Ellis, if any, and date of payments, if any.
Further, a copy of the bond given as security by Mr.
Ellis. if any, to secure the payment of the money
taken in excess.

He said : No doubt many of you are
aware that this is not a new question. 1
brought it up last year and spoke about it.
It may be ancient history to some hon.
gentlemen; still, it will be found to be live
history in this country at this moment.
The Welland Canal is a very important
public work, and two sessions ago 1 moved
for, and this House recommended, the
appointment of a commission to examine
into the Welland Canal management. I
showed them that there vas gross mis-
management in the affairs of that important
public work. I showed at that time, in
speaking in this Chamber, that Mr. Ellis
had taken, as proved by sworn testimony,
amounts of money, contrary to the canal
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regulations, in various ways, to the extent
of $3,263.25, besides other amounts of public
moneys squandered and lost to the country,
aggregating $36,935. This is a serious
natter. By his fnismanagement the country
has lost this large ainount of money, and
after all this has been exposed, and after all
I have said in this House on the subject, I
see that Mr. Elis is managing the Welland
Canal to-day. Even the Commissioner,
in his report laid before this House,
states that this country is losing $20,000 a
year by the action of that gentleman:
still we find him continued in office. My
object in moving this motion is to find out
how much the Government have ascer-
tained that lie has taken. 1 see they 'are
making him disgorge some of his ill-gotten
gains that ho has got from the canal, and
I want to find out how much it is. In the
$36,935 there was an item for horse-hire
furnished by a Mr. Foster on the Welland
Canal. I could not get at the exact
amount taken by Mr. Ellis in that respect
at the time; but I put it down in the
estimate I laid before this House aproxi-
mately at $800. That is a very smal item
of the amount taken, and I want to see
how far I was correct. I could only get
at it approximately, for the reason that the
books were burned or destroyed, and I
could only follow it through the pay-lists
to get at the sum approximately. My
object now is to ascertain if ossible what
the amount really is. The Auditor
General's Report contains a letter showing
how the Government is dealing with this
matter. In-the report for 1888-89 he says,
in writing to the Department of Railways
and Canals:

" WELLAND CANAL.
"AUDIT OFFICE, OTTAWA, Sept. 11, 1889.

SR, --I notice in the August expenses for 'Welland
Canal-Repairs' a bill of 819.50 from Robert Foster,
of St. Catharinei,, for horse-hire for Mr. Ellis. The
Order in Council of 29th Dece1ner, 1879, allows Mr.
Ells $300 a year for travelling expenses. This should
cover horse-hire, as it does in the case of Mr. Conway.The overcharge on this head for 1888_89 amounts to
about 8247.50, and should be refunded. The $19-50 1
have subtracted from the application, in the mean-
time.

"I am, Sir, your obedient servant,
" J. L. McDOUGALL, A.G.

The Secy. Dept. Railways and Canals."

It will be seen by the letter I have read
from the Auditor General's Report that the
Government are compromising with this
gentleman-compromising with a public
officer in this 19th century. You can see

what an example is being set by the Gov-
ernment to the country. It is only the
other day we saw that in England an
officer of high standing had his name struck
off the rolls of the arrmy for cheating at
cards. I remember once reading a pamph-
let issued by a Colonel Titus in the tinfe of
Cromwell, in which lie advanced the theory
that killing was no murder. Is it to be
believed that in this country taking what
belongs to the Government is not consid-
ered stealing ? The sin is in being caught,
and then the guilty party is only asked to
make restitution. It will be seen by the
action of the Government that they do not
want to disturbMr. Ellis: theywantto let
him pay up by instalments ; they do not
want to inconvenience him at all, by mak-
ing him give up the money that he has
taken. The following letter is to be found
.at page 850 of the Auditor General's
Report:-

"AUDIT OFFICE, OrTAwA, Oct. 14, 1890.

"DEAR SIR,-I do not find that any answer has been
received to my letter of Sept. 11, 1889, concerning the
travelling expenses of Superintendent Ellis, o the
Welland Canal. This letter is shown on page E-22'
of my Report for 1888-89.

"Mr. Ellis should refund all the charges made for his
horse-hire from the time that he began to receive the
allowance of $300 a year to cover all his travelling
expenses.

"Please calculate the total over-payment, and
arrange with Mr. Ellis for a return of the amount by
the end of this nonth, as the accounts înust be closed
for the,printer.

I am, Sir, your obedient servant,
" J. L. McDOUGALL, A.G.

"The Secretary Railways and Canals."

Here is another letter:

"AUDIT OFFICE, OTTAWA, Dec. 15, 1890.

"SIR,-With reference to the over-payments to Mr.
Ellis, Superintendent of the Welland Canal, prior to
the fiscal year 1888-89, I beg to say that I have had an
unofficial letter fron Mr. Ellis, who complains of the
inconvenience which he finds in being kept out of the
whole of his salary until the over-payments have been
met. I have explained to him that I have no authority
to pass bis monthly salary while any portion of the
over-payments stands against him, unless on applica-
tion from your Department for modification.

IlMr. Ellis' salary for October was retained to cover
the over-payments subsequent to June 30, 1888; but
bis November salary was passed.

hI think that, on a statement from you that Mr.
Ellis is not likely to be disturbed in his position from
anything yet known to the Department, and on your
application to give him time for repayment by monthly
instalments of a substantial amount, naming it, I
would be justified in acquiescing in the application.

" You will understand that am not making any
suggestion as to the course which you nay think well
to adopt ; but it seemed to me that the information
given herein might assist in enabhing you to make a
ettlement with Mr. Eis wich would relieve him

from bis present anxiety, and in a manner wh-ich
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Parliament would consider, under the circumstances,
proper. 'I am, Sir, your obedient servant,

" J. L. McDOUGALL, A.G.
" The Secretary Railways and Canals."

In another letter from the Auditor General,
datd the 13th of January, 1891, he says:

" On taking up your letter of Deceniber 23, concern-
ing Mr. Ellis charges for horse-hire, I find that you
have overlooked the naning of a nionthly deduction,
suggested in ny letter of Decenber 15. I would like
the Department to fix a suin with which I could agree,
to enable the ratification to proceed without further
delay. The exact total to be cancelled can only be
obtained from the vouchers in your Department, as
we have returned to you everything of earlier date
than 1888--89.

"I am, Sir, your obedient servant.
"J. L. McDOUGALL, -4.6.

" The Secretary Railways and Canals."

Here is the Auditor General, appointed
to look after the public interest, corres-
ponding with the Superintendent of the
Welland Canal unofficially about the money
taken by Mr. Ellis from the public-sug-
gesting that it is inconvenient for him to
pay this money back! You sec how Mr.
Elis uses the Auditor General as an
agent, or rather, I may say, as a diplomat
in his behalf to effect some arrangement.
The Auditor General says he does not
make a suggestion, but he is making sug-
gestions all the time, and trying to relieve
Mr. Ellis of bis anxiety. I read the other
day of a man being sent to gaol for getting
a few crackers and cheese under false pre-
tences, butin dealing with this man who
bas taken thousands of the people's money
the Government want to relieve him of
his anxiety, and give him a chance to pay
back the money he took. That is the way
the law is administered at the present
time. I do not know what Parliament
may think of the proposed arrangement to
relieve Mr. Ellis of anxiety, but 1, for one,
do not think it a proper policy. Let us
see what reply the Auditor General got
from the Dopartment of Railways and
Canals. You heard my statement in the
House: I asked the Government cither to
dismiss those who had done wrong or to
publish the evidence. They said they had
iiot time to look into the matter. Well, I
was willing to give them time, and I have
not yet moved to have the evidence pub
lisbed, but I say I shall do so unless the
wrongdoers are dismissed from the public
service. Even the report of the Commis-
sioner, who did his best to shield them,
warrants their dismissal. The Department

of Railways and Canals, in reply to the
Auditor General, says:

" RAILWAYS AND CANALs DEPARTMENT,
" OTTTAwA, December 23, 1890.

"Si,-In reply to your letter of the 15th instant, I
an, by direction, to say it is not conteinplated to inter-
fere with the position held by Mr. Ellis, and that
tine nay be given to him to niake refund by ionthly
instalments of the amounts claimned from him.

" I an, Sir, your obedient servant,
" A. P. BRADLEY, Secy.

"The Auditor General."

Now, that is the way the case stands.
This is a small item of what bas been
proved, on sworn evidence, that this man
bas taken for his own use. I do not say
that he has taken the money, but he bas
taken the labour of individuals for his own
use and charged it to the Government. I
cai show by the evidence taken before the
Commissioner that this man paid the pub-
lie money for work done at his private
residence. The clerk and paymaster of
the Welland Canal proved tbat he paid out
some eight hundred odd dollars that the
country did not gèt anything for. Yet the
Government say they are not going to
disturb him. What did the leader of the
Government say when I first moved in this
matter. le said there would be a scarch-
ing investigation made, and if my charges
were true that the offenders would be
punished. Is this punishment-to give
them time to repay the money they have
taken from the people ? It cannot be said
that Mr. Ellis erred unconsciously; ho
knew the canal regulations, and be nust
have known what ho was doing. I did
not push for the evidence last year; I gave
the Government time, even when I knew
that the Commissioner's report showed a
loss to the country of $20,000 a year
through the mismanagement of the Wel-
litnd Canal. After trying all he could to
save Mr. Ellis, he had to report to that
effect ; yet Mr. Ellis continues at the head
of the Welland Canal. Why does the
Government that I have supported all my
life-that I am supporting now-persist
in this course? I have always said, and I
say now, that the Government have noth-
ing to conceal in this matter. Then
why shield this mai ? I say to them, if
you do not dismiss these people at once
from the public service, let us have the
evidence.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I only propose to
say that the Government have no objection
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whatever to the motion, and that the return
which my hon. friend asks for -will be
brought down immediately.

The motion was agreed to.

MINISTERIAL EXPLANATION.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-Before the Orders
of the Day are called, and having obtained
the requisite permission from His Excel-
lency, i desire to make a statement of the
proceedings that took place after the death
of the late lamented the Right Hon. Sir
John Macdonald. It was felt by His Excel-
lency that the state of public affairs did not
require that measures should be taken for
the formation of a new Cabinet before the
grave should have closed over the remains
of the, late lamented Premier, and before
the last honours had been paid to him. The
morning after the funeral, however, His
LExcellency, exercising his constitutional
right, applied to the Hon. Sir John
Thompson for his advice with regard to
the steps which should be taken for the
formation of a new Government. Later,
On the same day, by the advice of Sir John
Thompson, I was myself su mmoned by lis
Excellency, and, after consideration, I ac-
cepted on the following day the duty which
Ris Excellency desired me to assume. I
therefore communicated with my col-
leagues, and requesied their consent to
remnain in their respective offices, and with
their assent I submitted to His Excellency
my recommendation that they should be
continued in their present positions, of
which His Excellency was pleased to
approve, and he also sanctioned my assum-
lmig the departmental office of President of
the Council. The vacancy caused by the
death of the lamented Right Hon. Sir John
A. Macdonald bas not yet been filled, and
pending the appointment of a successor
the affairs of the Department of Railways
will be administered by a member of the
Cabinet.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-The Senate, I have
no doubt, will be very glad to hear that a
member of this Chamber bas been selected
by Ris Excellency to form an Administra-
tion. It has been very many year-s since
a Premier of Canada bas occupied a seat
in the Senate-I think twenty-five years,
or nearly that period.

HON. MR. MILLER--Never.

HON. MR. POWER-Not in the Senate.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I was referring to
the last days of the old Council of Canada,
when Sir Etienne Taché and Sir Narcisse
Belleau were members. It was just im-
mediately preceding Confederation. I
have no doubt we may hope now that
some important Government measures
will be introduced in the Senate, and that
probably we shall have the initiation of a
more considerable portion of the public
business. As my hon. friend knows, the
public are entitled, and Parliament should
always receive the fullest information
with reference to the formation of a Gov-
ernment. I notice, in making this state-
ment, the bon. gentleman informs us that
His Excellency had applied first to Sir
John Thompson for advice with respect to
the formation of the Government. I think
we ought to know whether Sir John
Thompson, when asked for his advice, was
called upon to become Premier, and if he
declined, and his reasons for declining, if
such is the fact. It is usual, when any
gentleman other than the one officially
selected bas been called upon, to state his
reasons for declining the honour. I also
note, what every bon. member must have
remarked, that in reference to one gentle-
man more particularly, it bas been stated
broadly and bas not been denied-and, in
fact, I see to-day in the Montreal lerald
that the interview to which I am about
to allude is declared, under a statutory
declaration, to be essentially true-that
the Hon. Mr. Chapleap stated in an inter-
view with a representative of the Montreal
Herald on Sunday last that in the event
of his going into the Administration he
had been promised by the late Premier
the position of Minister of Railways and
Canals, and that he would stand by his
rights. I notice that interview as pub-
lished bas not been officially contradicted.
It is furthermore stated that it was on the
distinct understanding tbat he would be
given the position of Minister of Railways
and Canals that he entered the Cabinet.
I think if that is a fact that Parliament is
entitled to know the real state of affairs.
It is quite usual, I know, in the Parlia-
ment of England, that the greatest frank-
ness prevails in making those statements,
and personal explanations are always given
on questions of that kind. More particu-
larly with reference to the first statement
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that my hon. friend adverted to, that Sir
John Thompson was first sent for, I think
we ought to be told whether he was called
on to form a Governnent. and if so, we
should be given bis ieasons for declining.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
is quite right in saying that Parliament is
entitled to full information on subjects
connected with the formation of the Gov-
ernment. With regard to his first question,
as to whether Sir John Thompson was
asked to form a Cabinet, and whether or
not he refused, I have to say that the state-
ment I have made already is strictly and
literally accurate. Sir John Thompson
was asked by His Excellency to advise in
respect of the formation of a Cabinet. I
might, perhaps, put my present statement
in precisely the same language in which it
was given elsewhere, which is the language
I have authority to use in respect of that
interview-that His Excellency, exercising
bis constitutional right, applied to Sir
John Thompson for his advice with respect
to the steps which should be taken for the
formation of a new Government. I not
only state accurately what took place, but
I believe I state all that took place. On
the other point, my hon. frieyd must not
expect me to give an official contradiction
to the reports of interviews, or so-called
interviews, which, appear in the news-
papers. I really cannot undertake to do
that, nor can I undertake to say what took
place on those occasions. Of course, my
hon. friend will understand that I have
already mentioned to the House all the
advice which the %inistry bas thought
proper to tender to His Excellency on the
subject of the formation of bis Cabinet,
and what advice the Ministry may give in
the future I am unable to disclose. It is
not constitutional that I shounld do so, nor
is it possible, unless I were a prophet, to
mention what advice the Cabinet may
hereafter give to His Excellency.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Then I assume that
no pledge bas been givein to Mi. Chapleau
that he will be Minister of Railways and
Canais at a future period ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I have already
told my hon. friend that I am unable to
state what advice the Government will
give to His Excellency on the subject. I
might go a step further, in reply to my

hon. friend with respect to this question,
by saying that the Cabinet have doter-
mined upon no special advice with respect
to any Minister, to bo given to His Excel-
lency on any future occasion.

HON. MR MILLER-As one of the
oldest members of the House, and as one
who has always been a strong advocate for
adequate Cabinet representation in this
Chamber, perhaps I may be permitted on
this occasion to offer my congratulations,
as well as the congratulations of the House,
to the distinguished gentleman who to-day
occupies the high position of Prime Minis-
ter of Canada. During the last three or
four years that that hon. gentleman lias
been a member of this House he as, by
his suavity of manter, by his ability, by lis
experience, and by his knowledge, eo con-
ducted the business of this Chamber that
lis leadership bas been an object of admir-
ation, not to one side of the flouse alone,
but to both sides of the Senate. I am
sure everyone must recognize that the
hon. gentleman, in assuming to-day the
onerous duties of the high position which
he occupies, felt that it was no small task
he was undertaking to step into the shoes
and follow in the footsteps of so illustrious
a statesman as bis predecessor. He must
have felt that he was assuming no small
duty indeed ; but i think that this House,
from its experience of that hon. gentleman,
must feel that if there is to-day a public
man in this country who is capable, from
bis knowledge, from bis tact, from bis
firmness, from bis ability, and from all
those high qualities necessary for the high
position to which he bas been called, that
that hon. gentleman possessed them in an
eminent degree. I am sure that he will
reflect credit upon that position as a mem-
ber of this House. I rise also to say one
word with regard to the House itself, and
to congratulate the Senate upon the posi-
tion which it occupies to-day before the
country. For some time past it bas been
a matter of complaint that this House has
not bad that representation in the Cabinet
to which, under the constitution, it is justly
entitled. I, myself, have always con-
tended that there should be at least three
Cabinet Ministers - three departmental
Ministers-in this Chamber, one repre-
senting the large Province of Ontario,
one representing the Province of Que-
bec, and one representing the other pro-
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vinces of the Confederation, whether of
the eastern or the western sections of the
Dominion. I think with such a representa-
tion we might be fairly satisfied. We have
to-day come as nearly as possible to what I
have always advocated as simple justice to
this House. We have two distinguished
Cabinet departmental Ministers, and a non-
departmental Minister, one of the depart-
nental Ministers being Premier of' the
Dominion. What I would desire myself
to see in addition, and what I have always
advocated, is that we should also have a
French Minister in this House. I have
aiways considered that it was justly due to
that large and important element in our
population that they should be fairly repre-
sented on the Treasury benches in this
House; but we all know that the fault, if
any can be complained of, does not fairly
lie against the Government, but against
that element itself in the popular branch
Vhich refuses to give up any one of its
representatives to occupy a seat in this
Hbouse. It is not a matter that the Gov-
ernment can control, for that element in
the popular branch thinks proper to retain
its full representation there, and it is there-
fore due to that regretable reason that we
have not the satisfaction and the pleasuro
of seeing a representative iii the Cabinet
speaking the French language on the floor
of the Senate. However, we have the
honour of seeing in the Chair of this House
a distinguished representative of that race,
and I am in a position to congratulate the
House on the fair representation in the
respects to which I have alluded that the
Senate now possesses in the government
of the country. I do not intend to trespass
on the patience of hon. gentlemen with
any remarks upon the constitutional right
of the Senate to a fair representation in the
Cabinet under the system on the model of
which our constitution has been framed-
the constitution of Great Britain; but it is
satisfactory to us to find the position in
vhich we are placed to-day, and to see

that when a great man was required for a
great emergency he was found within the
wvalls of this branch of Parliament.

HON. MR. POWER-I believe the usual
practice-not on occasions of this kind,
because occasions of this kind have never
arisen within the history of the Dominion-
but in cases where ministerial changes
have taken place-is that the discussion

should bc limited to the First Minister and
the leader of the Opposition. I think that
it is fortunate that on this occasion the rule,
which is not a very rigid one, has been
broken through by the hon. gentleman
from Richmond ; and I am sure that every
hon. member present has concurred in
almost everything that he has said, and it
is largely for the purpose of expressing my
own individual concurrence that I rise now.
There are some points as to which I do not
altogether concur with the hon. gentleman
from Richmond. The hon. gentleman has
stated with perfect correctness, and it has
been stated a great many times in this
House, that the Senate had not been fairly
dealt with by the Conservative Govern-
ment during the past few years. At first,
after Confederation, I understand that
there were five Ministers occupying seats
in this House. When I had the honour to
be appointed to the Senate-which is now
a regrettably long time ago-there were
two Ministers in this House, and that con-
tinued to be the rule for several years.
Then we got down to a single member of
the Cabinet holding a departmental office,
and after a while we ceased to have any de-
partmental officer in the Senate. Now, as
the hon. gentleman from Richmond has
stated, we have come into a fairly good
position again. We have two departmental
officers in the Senate and one gentleman a
member of the Cabinet without office. But
the hon. gentleman from Richmond did not
advert to the tact-and it was naturally not
to be expected that he would-that wedid
not owe that position of things to the Con-
servative party or to the Government. We
are delighted to see the Minister of Agri-
culture in this House. He is a gentleman
whom to know is to respect and to like,
and if we had to select another member
than the Premier to place upon the floor of
this Chamber, there is no member whom
we should prefer to the hon. Minister of
Agriculture; but our gratitude for that
hon. gentleman's appearance in the Senate
is not due to the Conservative party nor to
the Government : it is due to the electors
of London.

HON. GENTLEMEN-O! O!

HoN. MR. POWER-Hon. gentlemen
may say" O," but I state the fact. I look at
the thing from my point of view; and the
fact that we have now the Premier here is
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due to the circumstance that the Conserva- ment of the leader of this House to be
tive party found that their only safety was also the Premier will be to make people
in taking a gentleman who had a seat in look upon the Senate as being, not a place
the Senate to be their leader. i thinkthe where a number of elderly gentlemen come
Senate is very much to be congratulated. to take it easy in the latter end of their
There is a saying, a very familiar one, political lives, but a co-ordinate branch of
that all things come to those who wait. Parliament, equal in dignity, if not quite
The Senate may not be a very brilliant equal in importance, to the House of Com-
body in some respects, but it has great mons. I may be allowed to conclude with
staying powers; it has waited long enough, a few observations as tothe hon. gentleman
and it bas now got what it bas long felt who has been made leader. As to that hon.
that it was entitled to; and I hope it will gentleman's qualifications for the position
hold on to what it bas for a very long to which he bas been appointed, we here
time. Now, my own feeling as to the in the Senate have no question. The hon.
leader of this House being also the leader gentleman bas, during a long life, been
of the Government is rather of a mixed tried in a great many different capacities.
character. As a member of the Liberal 1 do not propose to speak of any of them
party, I am disposed to regret that so but one; but hon. gentlemen know that
skilftul and able a gentleman should be this Senate was led for many years with
selected to lead the Government whose singular skill and ability by a gentleman
downfall I am anxious to see at as early a of great natural talents, who passed half a
day as possible; and I think that as a lifetime in this House; and hon. gentle-
patriotie Canadian-and I may venture to men who were bere when Sir Alexander
hope I may cail myself that-I have also Campbell left the Senate will remember
cause to regret the bon. gentleman's ap- that the general feeling amongst the mem-
pointment, because I think it is in the bers of this House was that they could get
interests of the country that the policy no one who would take Sir Alexander
of the party which that hon. gentle- Campbell's place. I say thatwas the feel-
man leads, a policy injurious to the ing. The hon. gentleman was not ap-
country, should be overthrown as early pointed immediately on the retirement of
as possible; and the selection of so able Sir Alexander Campbell; but within a few
a leader of the party which bas adopted weeks after the appointment of the present
that unfortunate policy is likely to keep leader of this House bon. gentlemen felt
the policy alive longer than it would that they had been mistaken, and that a
otherwise endure. I speak now of my man had been found who was able, with a
feeling as a Canadian and as a Liberal. comparatively limited experience, to fill
As a member of the Senate I must express the position successfully which had been
my cordial sympathy with the views so long filled by Sir Alexander Campbell.
expressed by the hon. gentleman from The hon. gentleman who is now the leader
Richmond ; and I rej»ice that for the first of the Government is not a man who
time since Confederation the leader of the generally poses before the public to any
Government of Canada bas been selected very great extent; but he has done a great
from the Upper House. I quite agree also in deal of valuable work, and has done it in a
what the lion. gentleman from Ottawa bas quiet and unostentatious way. We know
stated, that more legislation of an important him now; we did not know him be-
character will probably originate in this fore he came; and, knowing him, we
House hereafter than herotofore. That is believe him capable of discharging the
a circumstance which is calculated to add to important duties of the office to which
the consequence and dignity ofthis flouse he is now appointed in such a way
in the eyes of the people of Canada; and as will surprise the people of the coun-
the mere fact that the leader of the Govern- try and will, I regret to say, delight
ment is in this House will tend in the same the Conservative section of the community.
direction. I do not think-itmay be that People outside will in a little while begin
I should not speak so plainly here-that to look upon the bon. leader ofthe Govern-
the position of the Senate in ite eyes of ment much as we now look upon the leader
the people of this country is so exalted of this flouse; and I may be allowed to
that it will not bear an addition to its express the belief, and also the hope, that
dignity. The general effect of the appoint- as long as th is country shall be afflicted by
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a Conservative Government-which I hope
will not be very long-that undoubted evil
may be mitigated by the fact that that
Government will be led by the hon. gentle-
man. I may add perhaps one or two
further words: as a Canadian-and I wish
to say nothing whatever which may be in
the slightest degree derogatory to gentle-
men who have not the honour of being
born in Canada,-as a Canadian I am
pleased that for the first time a native
Canadian has been appointed to lead
the Governmnt of this country. I do
flot mean to say that native Canadians
are better than their neighbours; but î
think it well to be able to show that we
can " raise " a leader in this country who
will be able to discharge the duties of the
office as well as any one who comes from
abroad. As to the hon. gentleman himself
I wish to make a remark which is perhaps
not altogether a remark to make on the
floor of this louse; but I think with regard
to the hon. gentleman himself it must be
gratifying to him to know that his appoint-
ment is so cordially received by those who
know him best, and also-which is per-
haps the most gratifying circumstn -ce-
that the appointment bas come to him, not
through any seeking or expectation of bis
own, but bas come " like Dian's kiss,
unasked, unsought "-the office bas come
to the man, the man bas not sought the
office; and that the hon. gentleman owes
his appointment solely to the fact that
those who knew him bestknew he was the
best man for the position.

HoN. MR. ALLAN-As my hon. friend
from Halifax bas said, this is rather an
unusual occasion in the Senate, and per-
haps we may be pardoned for departing
from the strict rule which, under ordinary
circumstances, would limit anything that
is said to the leader of the House and the
leader of the Opposition; and, after the
very graceful speech that has been made
by my bon. friend from Halifax it would
be impossible to say anything with regard
to the appointment of the leader of this
House to the high position of Prime Min-
ister which would have more force or be
more welcome to the House than the
remarks which bas just fallen from my
hon. friend's lips, and which have all tbe
more weight, coming as they do from him,
because they are so entirely sincere. But
I desire to say one or two words, as coming

from Ontario, to express the feeling which
I found existed there yesterday and the day
before, when the announcement was made
in the publiepress that the Hon. Mr.Abbott
had been called upon. by His Excellency
the Governor General to form an Admin-
istration and had consented to do so. The
feeling of' satisfaction which prevailed
very largely throughout Ontario on the
receipt of this intelligence was, I think,
mainly due Lo the belief that in the hon.
gentleman now called upon to become
the Premier of this Dominion we have
not only a man of great ability and ex-
perience, but one who possesses one of the
noblest characteristics of our lamented
leader Sir John A. Macdonald-of entire free-
dom from selfish or personal aims, and
who will endeavour to carry out the duties
of his high office with a sole regard to the
best irterests of the country. We ail
know that it is that which has so endearcd
the menory of the late illustrious states-
man to the people of Canada-the feeling
that he ,ought no personal or selfieh ends
-the feeling that with him the interest of
the coun-qy was the .first and pararaount
consideration ; and when I have seen in
gieat public assemblies men of all ranks
press foi-w- rd with enthusiasm to shake the
hand of a mau from whom they had never
received any favours or expected Lo receive
any favou- s, it was because they thoroughly
believed, as they expretsed it in homely
phrase, that "Johi A. wished to do and
would do whatever was best for the
interest of the country." I fcel that we
have now, in the hon. gentleman who fills
the high position of Prime Minister, a
gentleman who will on all occasions do
whatevez he believes is bestfor the country,
and with ability and tact. I think aiso
that we have reason to congratulate this
House on the fact that we have amongst
our members the gentleman who bas been
called upon by Her Majesty's representa-
tive to be the Premier of the country, and
one in whose hands we feel that the drties
of that high office are so safe. The Senate
will now be placed in a proper position
before the country, by having in this
Chamber Ministers of the Crown filling
responsible positions, and especially the
gentleman who is now the premier of' the
Dominion. We bave all felt that justice
bas not been done to the Senate in this
particular. When we recollect that at one
time, as the hon. gentleman from Halifax



Ministerial [SENATE] Explanation.

hag reminded us, we had four or five'
Ministers in this House, we have ail felt
that we were not treated with due consid-
eration when we were left subsequently
with only two Ministers of the Crown-
and for a considerable time without any
Minister holding a portfolio. I think it is
a matter on which we may ail congratulate
ourselves that this state of things no longer
exists, and I am sure it must be particu-
larly agreeable to the Premier to feel that
bis appointment is one that has given such
universal satisfaction on both public and
personal grounds, and bas been so warmly
welcomed by ail parties in this House.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-After the
pleasant words which have fallen from the
lips of hon. gentlemen on both sides it
would be very unwise for me to criticise
the present arrangement-much more so
when I considered, the very day our late
Premier died, that the best thing for His
Excellency the Governor General to do
under the circumstances was to send for
the leader of the Senate to form a Cabinet,
and if that hon. gentleman were to take in
as his colleagues the members of the old
Government, and go on with the business
of the country as usual, that it would be
acceptable to every member on both sides
of the House. Under such circumstances,
I have no desire to criticise what bas been
done up to the present, and if I rise now it
is more with a view to speak of the future
than of the present. The Administration
as it is before us to-day, though receiving
the approbation of this Ilouse, and of my-
self, I must say is not what constitutionally
it ought to be; but I admit that under the
circumstances it could not be made what it
ought to be. Hon.gentlemen will remember
the occasion, not so long ago, when, pressed
by myself, the leader of the Senate acknow-
ledged that until a member of this House
speaking the French language should
occupy a seat on the Treasury benches the
Government would not be formed accord-
ing to the spirit of the constitution.
Therefore, though I do not criticise the
arrangement of to-day, I hope that in the
future, wben the hon. gentleman who is
now Premier as well as leader of this
House, finds it necessary to make changes
in bis Cabinet, he will bear in mind the
view expressed by his predecessor, and
that he will do justice to ail, and especially
to that part which comes in the greatest

number from the Province that he hails
from himself.

Hob. MR. MACDONALD-On behalf
of the people of British Columbia, as well
as on my own behalf, I congratulate the
hon. leader of the flouse on being called to
the position of Premier. I feel convinced
that he will discharge the duties of that
high office with ability, prudence and tact.
Although we ail mourn the loss of the
great and noble man who was, unitil
recently, at the helm of the ship of state
for so many years, this is no time to look
backwards. We must look forward, and
rejoice that a man has been found who will
take bis place and steer the ship of state
clear of breakers, shoals and sands. I wish
the lion. gentleman ail the success that
can be attained in carrying on the Gov-
ernment of this country.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-I do not agree,
and never have agreed, with the senti-
ment that the Government of Canada
should be represented by sections. I
think it is about time that we got away
from that idea. The Government of
Canada should be chosen by the Premier
from the ablest of bis supporters, having
due regard and paying ail deference and
respect to the people who support that
Government. The lesson taught by the
late departed statesman was a grand and
noble sentiment of patriotism, apart from
what may be called parish politics. It
was to weld the people of Canada into a
solid whole, and govern the Dominion for
the benefit of one people. That lesson
will be taken up by the gentleman
who is now filling the position of
Premier so worthily. He was a stu-
dent in the saine school, and imbibed
the sentiments and views enunciated dur-
ing the last twenty-five years by bis great
leader since the birth of Confederation. I
hope that the Liberal Conservative party
will benefit by the lesson they have been
taught by their great leader, and that it
will not be lost on the Government of the
day-that they will be able to show a
united front in dealing with aIl questions
which concern the welfare of Canada, and
that they will guard the heritage which
the Right Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald be-
queathed to us. He died in the harness,
as it were, and left us a united country,
and he bas left us also the example of bis
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life-a life devoted to promoting the wel-
fare of the Dominion. It will not be lost
either by those of us who are soon to pass
away, or by the generations which are to
follow us. White haired men, like myself,
who knew and loved our great leader,
cannot forget the great services he ren-
dered to the country, his tact and pa-
tience and courtesy, ana with ail due res-
pect to those he has left behind him in the
public life of this country, many genera-
tions will rise and pass away before Canada
will see another Sir John A. Macdonald to
guide its destinies. But I hope that the
lesson he has taught us will be thorougly
learned by the younger men, and that they
will share the broad and generous senti-
ments which animated him, and which
made Sir John Macdonald's death as much
mourned in the halls of St. Stephens as
throughout the Dominion. The hon.
gentleman who has assumed the task of
forming a new Government will have the
satisfaction of knowing that so long as he
pursues the same wise and moderate course,
as long as he follows in the footsteps of
his illustrions predecessor, he will have no
reason to fear that a majority of the people
of Canada will faithfully adhere to his
administration, and ho may take for his
motto "Justice to all, malice towards none."

HoN. Mi. BOYD-On behalf of the Pro-
vince of New Brunswick, which I represent
here, and which, in the late election, sent
four-fifths of its representatives to support
the Government of Sir John Macdonald, I
desiro to express my gratification at the
choice that has been made in the selection
of the Premier ; and particularly on behalf
of the city of St. John, which expressed
its confidence in the Liberal Conservative
Administration,' by sending its entire re-
presentation I desire to congratulate him.
I venture to say to the hon. gentleman
who has been called upon to form the Gov-
ernment that he was the one of all I know
best fitted to take that position. When I
mentioned it to him, he said to me that his
health and years would prevent him taking
it. 1 am glad to find that he has given
up that idea, and decided to serve his
country, even.in the face ot these difficul-
culties. I am satisfied that we have now
something that will bring people more» to
the Senate and will show that the Upper
Ilouse is a really serviceable body to this
country. I hold in my hand to-night a

letter I just received from the late Gover-
nor General, Lord Lorne, in which he
expresses his great sorrow at the loss of
our late Premier, and I know that he will
be glad to find that so worthy a successor
has been appointed for he in the London
Times indicated him as the man. The
Marquis says in this letter that he hopes
Canada will go on in the path ot progress.
I know ho will feel satisfled that its pro-
gress and prosperity are assured when we
have such a leader for our Government
and suth able lieutenants as he bas in the
other House to assist him.

HoN. MR. ROSS (in French)-Although
it is not quite in accordance with custom
to prolong discussion on an occasion like
this, I whish to say a few words in French
on this subject. I desire to offer to the hon.
Premier my most sincere congratulations
on the mark of high confidence which has
been shown him, under the circumstances,
by the representative of the sovereign, and
also on the proof of the esteem in which
he is held in this House, as expressed by
ail who have spoken to-night on both sides.
The hon. gentleman has capacity, talent,
experience and natural aptitude for the
exalted position that ho has been called
upon to til]. We who have seen him from
day to day in this House, session after ses-
sion, have long since recognized and ap-
preciated his talents, and though he may
not be so well known to the public as he
is to us, they will soon learn to respect, as
we do, his ability and capacity. To be qua-
lified for such an exalted position, to bear
such a burden, it is necessary that one
should have an abundance of energy and
patriotism, and extraordinary tact in deal-
îng with men. Certainly, in this case the
representative of the sovereign has not
erred in the selection he has made. No
man could botter fill the position so long
held by our grand and beloved old chief.
I agree with those who have spoken, and I
am sure ail the representatives fromQuebec
share the confidence which has been ex-
pressed in our Premier this evening, and I
most sincerely thank those who have spoken
se generously and join most heartily in the
congratulatfbns they have showered upon
him.

HoN. MR. BOULTON-On behalf of the
Province of Manitoba, I could not let the
present opportunity pass without offering
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our congratnlations toour worthy Premier,
and also congratulating the Senate on the
honour that bas been conferred upon it,
and I may also add my congratulations to
the country and to the Conservative party.
I desire to emulate the remarks that were
made by the hon. member from Halifax ;
he bas spoken in as liberal and conscien-
tious manner, I believe, on the present
occasion, as the Liberal ideas that he repre-
sents will permit him. For my part, I
believe that the Senate is the guardian of
the liberties ofour people, and the mode in
which the Senate is appointed is the best
evidence of that fact. This House does not
always occupy the most dignified position
in the eyes of some of our countrymen,
judging from the criticisms that occa-
sionally appear in the publie press, but the
record of the Senate since Confederation is
sufficient to justify the remark I have made
and the character I have given to it. Com-
paring the appointment of members to this
House with the mode in which the election
of senators is made in the United States,
I think is quite sufficient justification of my
contention. In the neighbouring Republic
the Senate is an elective body; in Canada
it is an appointed body. Last year we
read that when Congress was elected
there was a very large Democratic major-
ity to represent the wishes of the people
in the House of Representatives, while
the elective Senate, which is also a party
organization, was largely Republican, and
endeavoured to defeat the will of the peo-
ple when questions came before it for ad-
judication. We know that the two import-
ant measures which were before Congress
last year were the Force Bill and the
Tariff Reform Bill, and although the wishes
of the peoplo were clearly expressed- at
the polis on the Force Bill, the Republican
majority in the Senate, in sympathy with
its party allegiance, endeavoured to place
this Bill upon the Statute-book, and it was
only by the physical endurance of one of
the senators that it was avoided. It is
with this illustration before us that I have
come to the conclusion that the Senate of
Canada is the guardian of the liberties
of the people, and that its powers could
not be used in a partizan, manner to
thwart the will of the people expressed
through their franchise. I think we are
to be congratulated on the fact that the
Premier has been selected f rom the Senate,
and that we have in this House also two

Ministers with portfolios. With these few
remarks, I wish, on behalf of'the Province
of Manitobft, to tender our sincere con-
gratulations to the Premier, and to wish
him long life and success in his exalted
sphere, and for the fact to which allusion
bas already been made, that le is the first
native-born Canadian to guide the destinies
of his country.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-At this late
hour of the evening,, many of us who would
like to have said something on the present
occasion feel that it would probably be
trespassing on the patience of the House
to do so. I believe that ail that has been
said by hon. gentlemen here to-night fully
expresses the sentiments of the House, and
that those who have not spoken feel as
intensely and sincerely ail the remarks
expressed in favour of the hon. member
who is Premier. For myself, thiuking pro-
bably there might be a vacancy, and that
a new Premier would be appointed, my
ideas at once went in favour of the gentle-
man who fills that position now. Ilooked
upon him as the man, above ail others,
from a variety ofreasons, best fitted to con-
duct the legislation of this House, and that
opinion was the result of the experience
we had *of him in the Senate. When le
first came to the Senate we almost thought
it was presumptious of him to come hero
as our leader, as if we had no one in the
Senate fit to lead the House; but, as bas
been stated by some hon. members, our opin-
ions very soon changed, and we felt, not
only was it a great credit to ourselves to
have him, but that his presence was almost
necessary for the proper conducting of the
legislation of this body. We appreciate
him probably beyond what the most san-
guine anticipated. I am sure my hon.
friend will pursue the course of bis distin-
guished predecessor. We are fully aware
that he has the same patriotism, and we
hope that the country will go on and pros-
per under his administration as fully as it
did under that of the great leader whose
death we mourn.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I am sure it will
not be within my lips to find fault with the
departure from the ordinary custom into
which this flouse has fallen this evening.
The remarks which have been made with
regard to the Senate I sympathize with
most cordially. I think it is an advantage
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to the Senate to have in it members of the
Cabinet who are able with authority to
communicate to this House the views and
the principles which actuate the Govern-
ment in carrying on the business of the
country. With reference to the number
of them, and with reference to the diminu-
tion in that number, and to the nature and
extent of the business which the Senate
has recently been doing, I think there is
much to be said and thought of that the
Senate has not yet fully considered. To
my mind, the Senate to some extent is in a
transition state. At first its functions were
not, perhaps, thoroughly well understood.
We had Ministers here who ruled over large
spending depaitments,and who were obliged
to seek their resources from the people by
the medium of deputies, or agents, or repre-
sentatives in the other House, not being
in a position to speak directly to those who
held the purse, and give the requisite infor-
mation as to what they proposed to do
with the money. I do not feel at all satisfied
that this House is the proper place for
those who rule over the great spend-
ing departments. I think that is very
doubtful, and that this House has func-
tions which have not yet been by any
means exercised to the utmost. It is, as
every one may see who has heard what
has been said this evening, free from all
rancorous party feeling; it is animated by
a desire for the progress and success of
the country, and altogether guided by a
wish to perform its duty in directing and
carrying forward legislation in the best
possible form in the interests of the country.
That seems to me to be recognized as one
of the truly important functions of the
Senate. It has the right of inquiry, like
the other House, and it has been using of
late that right of inquiry by prosecuting
investigation into matters of the greatest
importance to the country. That is an-
other of the important duties of the Sen-
ate, and one that can be exercised by us,
apart from the influence of that kind of
party feeling which must necessarily to
some extent, attach to almost every step
in a House largely governed by party
considerations. As to its legislation, we
have already on a former occasion discussed
that subject at considerable length and I
think every hon. mem ber has recognized
that this Houses possesses a wide field for
its labours in legislation. Its seats are
garnished by men from every profession
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and business in the Dominion, and from the
most experienced men among them in
every section of Canada, and if valuable
opinions on banking, law, and business of
all kinds, are required in any detail of
legislation-andtthey are invariably needed,
as everyone knows-they can be found on
the benches of this House, I venture to
say, in as great perfectio'n and efficiency as
in any assembly in this Dominion. It
appears to me, therefore, that with these
two great functions and others analogous
to them, this Senate bas plenty of work
before it. I never despaired of the Senate;
never thought there was any danger of its
functions not being appreciated by the
people, if it were only true to itself; and
what we have to do now, as I think we
are emerging from our state of transition,
is to prove to the people that we possess
powers equally important and exercise
them in a manner equally beneficial to the
country in our own departments to those
that are possessed and exercised by other
branches of the Legislature in theirs.

Now, with referepce to myself, I feel the
greatest difficulty in remarking at all upon
what bas been said by bon. gentlemen in
this House. I feel grateful to my hon.
friend from Halifax for the tribute-the
very kindly tribute which he paid to the
character, standing and ability of my
hon. friend the Minister of Agriculture,
and on this occasion I cannot stop to think
for a moment of the littie good-natured
criticism which he made on the motivo
which lie thinks led to my hon. friend
being in this House. That I dispense with
remarking upon, and I am glad to think
that my hon. friend is properly appreci-
ated. With regard to myself-and now I
come to the most delicate portion of what
I have to say-I would recall to the minds
of hon. gentlemen that about four years
ago, when I came here, I was entirely un-
acquainted, or nearly so, with the procedure
of the Senate, and was not intimately
known to a great many of its members.
I came here determined to do my duty as
far as it was possible for me to dq it, and
I have laboured in that direction as well as
I could during the time I have bad the
honour of occupying a seat in this House,
and of holding the high and honourable
position of leader for the Government here;
and hon. gentlemen, I wish you to know
at this moment, and to be persuaded, as it
is true, that I never aspired to, never
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looked for, never wished for, any position
higher than that which I occupied
p rior to the occasion of this discussion.

he kindly feeling, the unduly warm
appreciation which my small labours have
met with in this House, have won from
me a regard for the House and its mem-
bers, and its business, and reputation, that
would lead me and carry me to the great-
est extremity of my powers possible, in
order to further its reputation and its use-
fulness, and to assist my hon. friends in
this House, all of whom are always ready
to work in the same direction, in placing
it in the position before the country that
I think it deserves, and that it ought to
have and will have. But the position
which I to-night have the honour to occupy,
which is far beyond any hopes or aspira-
tions I ever had, and I am free to confess
beyond any merite I have (cries of no, no),
has come to me very much probably in
the nature of compromise. I am here very
much because I am not particularly ob-
noxious to anybody.

HoN. GENTLEMEN-No ; no.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT--§omething like the
principle on which it is reported some men
are selected as candidates for the Presi-
dency of the United States-it is not that
they are so able, it is not that they are so
wonderfully clever, or such great states-
men, but it is that they are harmless, and
have not made any enemies. 1 am inclined
to think that that sentiment has had a great
deal to do with the position in which I am
placed.

HoN. GENTLEMEN--No; no.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I do not feel at all
conscious of any ability to conduct the
affairs of this great country in the way that
they should be conducted, and I am ten
times more conscious of and ten times more
overwhelmed with the responsibility I
have assumed when I reflect on the great
man whose place I am supposed to fill in
this Government. However, I felt, as you
may suppose, greatly honoured in being
asked to undertako the task of forming a
Ministry, and although I assumed it with
reluctance, I tried to do it, as I try to do
everything to which I put my hand, to the
best of my ability and energy; and I shall
endeavour to continue to do my duty in

this position with all the ability and.in-
dustry, whatever it may be, that I possess.
That is all I can promise. I cannot pro-
mise that my services shall be of great ac-
count, or that I shall render great service
to my country. I can promise that my
whole strength of mind and talent, what-
ever it is, shall be devoted to its interests.
To the members of the Senate who have
spoken this evening, and who have over-
whelmed me with praise, which I cannot
claim to deserve, which I know I owe more
to their friendly feeling towards me than
to any merits I possess-to those members,
I can only say : hon. gentlemen, I thank
you most cordially and sincerely for the
kind sentiments you have been pleased to
express towards me, and my greatest hope,
in what little time is left me of my career,
is that I may be able to deserve them in
some small degree.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (L) "An Act to incorporate the In-
corporated Construction Company of Can-
ada." (Mr. Almon.)

Bill (M) "An Act to incorporate the
Rocky Mountain Railway and Coal Com-
pany." (Mr. Lougheed.)

Bil (N) " An Act to incorporate the
Wiarton Southern Railway Company."
(Mr. MacInnes, Burlirigton.)

Bill (C) "An act for the relief of Adam
Russworm." (Mr. Merner.)

The Senate adjourned at 10:15 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, June 18th, 1891.

TE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE GIREAT MACKENZIE BASIN.

MOTION.

HON. MR. GIRARD moved:
That a Select Committee, composed of the Honour-

able Messieurs Abbott, Bolduc, Kaulbach, McClelan,
Miller, Ogilvie, Montplaisir, Power and Girard, be
appointed a committee to take into consideration all
letters and documents which may be submitted to
them, relating to the subject of the enquiry niade in
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the session of 1888 by the Select Committee of the
Senate appointed to inquire as to the resources of the
Great Mackenzie River Basin, which have been
received by the Senate, or by the then chairman of
the said committee, the Honourable John Schultz,
at present Lieutenant-Governor of Manitoba, or by
any public department, since the date of the third
report of the said committee made on the second
day of May, 1888, and adopted by the Senate on the
11th May, 1888, and which are not included in the
said third report or in the appendices thereto ; to
report, with all convenient speed, as to the value of
the information, if any, given in the said letters and
documents, and as to what action should be taken
thereon in the public interest, in pursuance of the
following recommendation made in the said third
report, namely:-

"Your committee that desire this report be con-
sidered an interim one, and the estimates given to be
approximate, inasmuch as they are based upon evi-
dence received up to this date, and a final report can
only be made when answers shall have been received
to questions sent to officers of the Hudson's Bay
Company, missionaries, Arctic explorers and others,
now resident in, or who have visited parts of the
country within the scope of your committee's en-
quiry."

He said: Every member of this honour-
able House will remember that threo years
ago, when a committee was formed to
inquire into the resources of the Mackenzie
Basin, it was presided over by the gentle-
man who is now Lieutenant Governor of
the Province of Manitoba, and we all
remember what patriotism he displayed
on that occasion. He took the greatest
interest in the development of .our vast
territories, and especially that part of
Canada. It was understood, at the time,
that the report which was submitted to
and approved by this honourable House was
not a final report. It was understood that,
Owing to the vast extent of the Mackenzie
River country, it was impossible to get
replies to all the lists of questions sent out
to Hudson Bay officers, clergymen and
others living there, in time to submit them
to the House before the close of that
session, but that those documents would be
furnished at a later date to complete the
important work done at that time. From
one end of the Dominion to the other, the
gentleman who presided with so much
ability on that committee bas been con-
gratulated on the work he has done. If we
refer to the Journals of 1888 we find the
following in the report of the committee:-

" Your committee desire that this report be con-
sidered an interin one and the estimates given to be
approximate, inasmuch as they are based upon
evidence received up to this date, and a final report
can only be made when answers shall have been re-
ceived to questions sent to officers of the Hudson's
Bay Company, missionaries, Arctic explorers, and
others, now resident in, or who have visited parts of
the country within the scope of your committee's
enquiry."

7j

I understood that I was to continue the
work which had been so well inaugurated
by the gentleman who is to-day Lieute-
nant-Governor of Manitoba. It was with
that idea that I had the honour to come, on
different occasions, before the House, in
connection with this subject. In 1889 I
moved for the production of papers trans-
mitted up to that date by Hudson Bay
Company's officers and other parties, to
whom lists of questions had been sent in
accordance with the decision of the com-
mittee. A certain number of replies had
been received, which were submitted to
the House, but as there were other papers
expected we did not think proper at that
time to go any further. At the end of the
session, on a motion of mine, it was agreed
that all those papers should remain, until
further action, in the hands of our clerk.
This session I directed the attention of
the House, and especially of members
of the Government, to that important
part of the Dominion, urging that
it should not be neglected, but that
care should be taken to prevent in-
truders entering, either by way of the
Yukon River or some other route, and
taking possession of that country, because
in its isolated position a very small force
could take possession there, and it would
be difficult to dislodge them. It might be
necessary to expend a large sum of money,
in that event, to regain possession. It is
much easier to look after that country now
than it would be if any trouble of the kind
arose. I do notcomplain, because I under-
stand that during the present session the
Government intend to make a beginning in
the work of civilizing that part of the
country-that they propose to expend some
money for preliminary expenses to bring
it to the notice of the world. I think some
steps will be taken before many months to
survey a portion of the Mackenzie Basin
and to construct roads and make other im-
provements incidental to opening up a new
country. I have all along looked forward
to completing the report made threeyears
ago. I inquired for the papers which had
been received during the vacations of
1889 and 1890. This year I have been put
in possession of some papers which came
in the first instance from the gentleman who
bas always given so much care and attention
to that country - Lieutenant Governor
Schultz-and these documents of them-
selves are exceedingly valuable. With these
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papers and other information elicited by
the committee we will have a preliminary
history of that part of the country of a
most impartial kind. The facts are given
clearly and intelligibly. Some of them
relate to the Yukon River, a territory rich
in natural resources, and especially in
mineral wealth. The other part bas been
prepared by Bishop Bompas. I think that
these documents alone would be sufficient
justification for my request to have the
committee appointed. I do not propose to
incur any expense for taking the evidence;
I merely propose that the committee shall
carefully examine the papers that have
been sent in and decide whether they should
be recorded in the public documents of the
country. I have a decided opinion on the
subject myself, but I shall not say anyth ing
more about it. I prefer to leave the matter
in the hands of the committee.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-If this were a
a matter requiring any long consideration
I should ask to be relieved from serving on
the committee, but as my hon. friend says
the duty of the committee will be mainly
to examine the evidence already sent in,
and which was not in the possession ofthe
House when we made our report, I do not
think it will take much time, and I have
no objection to serve. When the com-
mittee was formed in the first instance it
sat a long time and took a great deal of
evidence, the result of which was not only
giatifying to the committee but must have
been of great interest to the country gene-
rally. Therefore, I think my hon. friend's
motion is in the right direction, and will
perfect a report which was certainly con-
sidered by the committee as incomplete
until replies were received to al[ the lists
of question sent out.

HON. MR. WARK-I would suggest to
the hon. mover that he bas selected half
his committee from the Maritime Provin-
Pes, the most remote from the Territories
in question, overlooking the senators from.
British Columbia and the North-West Ter-
ritories, who ought to be better acquaint-
ed with that remote country than other
gentlemen here. Would it not be well to
add some of them to the committee ?

HoN. MR. GIRARD-My only objection
to enlarging the committee is that it would
involve more time to do the work, and this

I would like to avoid, seeing that the ses
sion is so far advanced. I have no inten-
tion to take evidence. The sole object is
to examine the documents received since
the report was made in the session of 1888,
and to decide if they should be appended
to that report. In my opinion, they will
complete the report on the Great Mac-
kenzie Basin.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I understand my
hon. friend's view is to make use of the
information that he bas got, and to connect
it with the proceedings of those commit-
tees which we have had on former occa-
sions on this subject, and not to go into any
further investigation or incur any addi-
tional expense. That is avery praiseworthy
object, and it meets with my approval.
The hon. gentleman has named me as a
member of the committee. I will not
have time to attend to it, and I should like
to have Mr. Carling's name substituted for
mine, and also to add the name of'Mr.
Lougheed, who comes from the North-
West, and knows a great deal about the
Mackenzie River country, and is deeply
interested in it. I have no objection to
the committee with these changes.

HON. MR. GIRARD-When I drew up
the motion which appears on the Order
Paper it was after consulting the hon.
gentleman. At that time his responsibili-
ties were not so great as they are now; of
course, I have no objection to making the
change suggested.

The motign was amended and agreed to.

EXPERIMENTAL FARM BULLETINS.

INQUIRY.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE inquired:
Whether it is the intention of the Government to

have the reports, bulletins, etc., of the Central Ex-
perimental Farm published in the French language.

HoN. MR. CARLING-I may say to my
hon. friend that all reports and bulletins
issued by the Experimental Farm are in
both languages.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE-I received last
year and this year some of the bulletins,
none of which were iii French. I gave
them to my friends, some of whom do not
know a word of English, and I cannot
magine what use they are to them.

100
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.HoN. MR. CARLING-I can only assure
"'y hon. friend that these bulletins are
published in both languages, and have been
f'roi the very start. I will make inquiry,
and ascertain why French copies have not
been supplied.

SECOND READING.

Bill (I) "An Act for the relief of Mahala
Ellis." (Mr. Clemow).

FISHERMEN'S PROTECTION BILL.

SECOND READING.

ION. MR. POWER moved the second
reading of Bill (G) " An Act for better
securing the safety of certain Fishermen."
le said: It will not, I presume, be deemed
necessary that I should say much with
respect to this Bill. It was passed by this
iHouse the session before last by a very
large majority. Last session, having been
sonewhat amended in the Senate, it was
passed unanimously, and the Bill having
comnended itself on two occasion to the
good sense of the House, I do not think it
necessary to say much about it to-day.
One of the duties assumed by this Govern-
Ment is to protect the lives and the health
of the people throughout the country,
wherever that protection comes within the
jurisdiction of the Federal Parliament.
With respect to employés in factories, it
will be remembered that a measure was
introduced some years ago, but doubts
arose as to the jurisdiction of this Parlia-
Ment and the legislation was not com-
pleted. There is no doubt as to the right
of the Dominion Parliament to deal with
the subject matter of this Bill. Hon.
gentlemen who read the newspapers, of
the Maritime Provinces at any rate, are
aware that very frequently-as a rule, the
thing happens several times in a fishing
season-the dories going out from
schooners engaged in the Bank fishing are
lost in fogs, or at night get away from
their vessels, and in some cases never get
back to them, or reach the shore, and in
other cases are saved after being a con-
siderable time adrift. Hon. gentlemen
will see that this is a misfortune which
should be prevented if possible, and the first
requisite for the safety of the fishermen who
go in those boats is that each should have a
Compass, so that if she gets away in a fog

or at night from her vessel, knowing the
course she took away from the vessel her
crew will know the course by which to
return; or if the boat gets away from
the schooner to which she belongs, the
crew will be able to make for the nearest
land by the most direct course. There
can be no doubt as to the necessity for a
compass. In order to avoid the suffering
which the crews of those boats often
undergo it is necessary that they should
have a reasonable quantity of solid food
and drinking water in the boats with them.
The first clause of the Bill provides for a
compass, drinking water and solid food.
In order to pave the way for this work it
is necessary that thé owner of the vessel
should supply, when sending her out on
her voyage, the compasses necessary to
place in the boats; and by a very valuable
amendment made in this House last year
it was provided that in addition to the
compass the vessel should be supplied
with a fog-horn or trumget, in order to let
the crews of the boats know the position
of the schooner. The second clause of the
Bill provides that any owner of a vessel
who makes default in carrying out the
provisions of the first clause shall be
guilty of a contravention of the Fisheries
Act.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I do not know
that I shall just now oppose this Bill, but my
hon. friend has not told us why this measure
has come before us the third time. Evi-
dently it was lost in the other House. I
have opposed this Bill because it is useless
legisiation. We confined it to the deep-
sea fisheries, and made other important im-
provements, but I then felt, as I do now-
coming from a county where half of those
engaged in the deep-sea fisheries reside-
that such legislation is not required by the
intelligent men engaged in that important
industry. They know what is necessary
for their own protection and the successful
prosecution of their enterprise, and thiey
did all that my hon. friend asked for in
his first Bill, without any suggestion from
outsiders.

HoN. MR. POWER-Oh, no.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I state it from
my personal knowledge. I know that they
did all that my hon. friend required by his
first Bill, and in addition they did what my
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hon. friend added to his Bill at the sugges-
tion of myself and others-namely, carried
fog-horns. We bave a Department of
Marine and Fisheries, and it seems rather a
stigma on that Department to introduce
legislation like this, as if they were negli-
gent of their duties. Although I do not
oppose the Bill, I consider it unnecessary.
It is only encumbering the Statute-book,
and the grievances and losses which my
hon. friend has related have not occurred
to people from our province, but to people
engaged in the fisheries from Gloucester,
Cape Anne and other places in the United
States. Unfortunately, some of our people
go there, ard are involved in those acci-
dents, but that is the only way it affects
us. If my hon. friend could legislate for
the people there his Bill might be of some
importance; but, as it is, the measure is
utterly useless.

HON. MR. POWER-Just one word as
to the way the Bill comes back before us
again: The session before last this Bill
did not get down to the House of Commons
until it was too late to be dealt with there,
and not being a Government measure it
was dropped. Last session the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries was absent at Wash-
ington the greater part of the session, and
the Bill did not receive the consideration
it would have had if he had been there.
The hon. gentleman from Lunenburg says
that in his county all those who equip
vessels do so in the way that this Bill
requires. I do not wish to contradict him,
but I think I have read in the newspapers
accounts of dories from Lunenburg fishing
schooners whose crews have suffered for
want of the appliances mentioned in this
Bill. But even if all the outfitters of Lun-
enburg did their duty, there are others
in Nova Scotia and in other provinces who
neglect their duty; and if the people of
Lunenburg do what the Bill requires he
can have no objection to having the mer-
chants and fishermen of other counties
obliged to do their duty as well as those
of Lunenburg.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-My hon. friend
has shown his want of thorough knowledge
of the business. By this Bill the merchants
are not responsible; it is the owners. The
merchants have nothing to do but supply
the orders given by the captain of the
vessel, not the outfitter. In Lunenburg

the fishermen own their vessels, as a rule,
and the hon. gentleman from Alberton
(Mr. Howian) can tell him, from his know-
ledge of our fishermen who go down to
Prince Edward Island, that they are an
intelligent class of men, who are quite
capable of prosecuting their industry with
prudence and success, and who are not
likely to neglect any precautions that may
be necessary to secure the lives of their
crews and the success of the voyage.

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

The Senate adjourned at 3:45 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, June 19th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (O) "The Canada Divorce Act."
(Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (J) " An Act for the relief of Thomas
Bristow." (Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (K) " An Act for the relief of Isabel
Tapley." (Mr. McInnes, B.C.)

THIRD READING.

Bill (G) " An Act for better securing the
safety of certain Fishermen," passed
through a Committee of the Whole with-'
out amendment, and was then read the
third time and passed.

The Senate adjourned at 3.30 p.m.
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SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, 22nd June, 1891.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE HUDSON BAY ROUTE.

MoTIoN WITHDRAWN.

The notice of motion being called-

"That an humble Address be presented to Her
Most Gracious Majesty the Queen in Council ; show-
ing the advantages t at would accrue if the Parlia-
ment of Great Britain and Ireland would share in the
responsibility of developing the Hudson Bay route,
whereby the agricultural resources of Western Canada
will be stimulated in their development, to the mani-
fest ad vantage of the food supply of the population of
the British Isles."

Hon. Mr. BOULTON said : I ask per-
mission to withdraw this motion, which
bas been on the Order Papei for some time,
and in connection with its withdrawal J
wish to put on record the following cor-
respondence:
"(Private.)

EARNSCLIFFE,
OTTAwA, 19th May, 1891.

"My DEAR BoULToN,-I have your note of the 18th,
for which many thanks. It don't much affect your
Hudson B resolution. There is no chance of Her
Majesty's overnment makin any grant, and it is
bad polic to court a certain refusal.

"tours faithfully,

" (Sd.) JOHN A. MACDONALD.
"Senator Boulton."

I continued to press my views on the Pre-
mier, in a letter of the 28th, not knowing
that he was so unwell, and J received the
following letter two days after his funeral:

"OFFICE OF TEE MINISTER OF
"RAILWAYS AND CANALS, CANADA,

" OrrAwA, 12th June, 1891.
"My DEAR SIR,-On Friday, the 29th May, a few

hours before Sir John Macdonald was stricken down,
he dictated to me the enclosed letter in reply to yours
of the 28th ult. :

" You will, I am sure, pardon me for not having
sent it before, as I have no doubt that you can under-
stand the reason for the delay.

"Believe me,
"Yours faithfully,

JOSEPH POPE.
"The Hon. C. A. BOULTON,

" The Senate."

The letter which Mr. Pope enclosed was
as follows :-

"OFFIcE OF THE MINISTER OF
"RAILWAYS AND CANALS, CANADA,

" OTTAwa, 29th May, 1891.
"My DEAR SIR,-Sir John Macdonald, being un-

well, desires me to acknowledge the receipt of your

letter of the 28th inst., with reference to the question
of Imperial aid to the Hudson Bay Railway. Sir
John's opinion shortly is this, that it would be al
very well to press for fmperial aid if there were any
likelihood of its being obtained. In this case, how-
ever, it is certain to be refused, and such refusal might
prove an additional obstacle when things are more
advanced, and there are better chances of success.

"Believe me,
"Yours faithfully,

IlJOSEPH POPE.
"The Hon. C. A. BoULTON." ''

On the 26th of May last I read in the
notices of motion for the proceedings of
the House of Comnions that notice was
given by Sir John Macdonald on Friday
next for a Committee of the Whole to con-
sider the following resolution:-

" Resolved, That it is expedient, in order to en-
able the Winnipeg and Hudson's Bay Railway Com-
pany to construct a railway from the City of Winni-
peg to some point on the Saskatchewan River, to
enter into a contract with such company for the
transport of men, supplies, materials and mails for
twenty years, and to pay for such services during the
said tern $8,000 per annum, such payment to be com-
puted from the date of the completion of the said
railway.

I wish to draw the attention of this hon.
House to the fact that the last official act
of our late Premier was to put a notice on
the paper for the promotion of the Winni-
peg and Hudson Bay Railway; that one
of the last letters written with his own
hand, on the day ho is supposed to have
penned his last letter, was in connection
with the Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Rail-
way, and the last letter he dictated before
being stricken down was in connection
with the Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Rail-
way, one of those great public enterprises
with which his name bas been so indelibly
connected, and which add so much to the
prosperity of the country and contributes
to the vigorous flow of the people's trade.
In accordance with the idea that ho ex-
p ressed in his last letter, that it would be

tter te postpone this question until there
was a botter chance of success, I desire te
put all this correspondence on record as an
evidence that up to the last moment of his
life Sir John Macdonald was at work on
tho public questions of the country, and
ask permission te withdraw the rebolution,
which I hope te introduce on a more
favourable occasion.

The motion was a reed to, and the Order
of the Day was disch arged.

The Senate adjourned at 3.35 p.m.

103



Abolition of the [SENATE] Grand Jury Systen.

- SENATE.

Ottaua, Tuesday, June 23rd, 1891.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'cl ock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (P) "An Act for the punishmentof'
the offence generally termed Body Snatch-I
ing." (Mr. McMillan).

Bill (Q) " An Act to incorporate the
Manitoba and Assiniboia G:·and Junction
Railway Co." (Mr. Boulton).

CITIZENS' INSUIRANCE CO.'S BILL.

(Reported from Committee.)

HoN. MR. ALLAN, from the Select Com-
mittee on Banking and Commerce, repoirted
Bill (H) " An Act respecting the Citizens'
Insuradce Co.," with certain amendments.
He said : I might explain that in the Bill,
as it originally stood, the reduced capital
was fixed at $250,000, and it was thought
better, on the suggestion of the hon. gen-
tleman who had introduced the Bill, that
instead of $250,000, which was too small,
it should be made $400,000. That amend-
ment was accordingly made. It is the
only amendment that was made by the
Committee, and as it is in accordance with
better security, I hope it will meet with
the support of the House.

The report was adopted.

BODY SNATCIIING.

MOTION WITHDRAWN.

The notice of motion being read-
" To call the attention of this House and of the

Government, to the frequency of the commission of
the offence generally termed " Body Snatching," per-
petrated for the sole purpose of levying blackmail
upon relatives and others for the surrender of the
corpse so disinterred, and to the necessity of enacting
as early as convenient suitable legislation upon the
subject, whereby such offence may be declared to be
a felony, and the offenders, including all accessories
before and after the fact, liable to severe punishment."

HON. MR. McMILLEN said : In conse-
quence of the Bill I have just introduced
on this subject, with the permission of the
House, 1 beg to withdraw my motion.

The Order of the Day was accordingly
discharged.

ABOLITION OF THE GRAND JURY
SYSTEM.

MOTION.

ION. MR. GOWAN moved-

"That an humble Address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General, praying that His
Excellency will cause to be laid before this House
copies of all correspondence between the Department
of Justice and the judges in Canada charged with
judicial functions in criminal matters as well as the
Attorney General of each Province, respecting the
expediency of abolishing the functions of the grand
jury in relation to the administration of criminal
j lustice."'

He said: Hon. gentlemen will recollect
that the Session before last I called atten-
tion to the subject of grand juries, and
endeavoured to prove that they had sur-
vived their usefulness. My hon. friend,
now the Premier, was present on that
occasion, and I hoped that I had interested
him with the subject, for I had given a
good deal of attention to it, and I spoke
with the experience of some forty-one
years in the actual exercise of functions in
connection with the criminal law. How-
ever that may be, with that kind and
courteous consideration for others which
has won all our hearts, he was good enough
to make some rather extended observa-
tions on the subject. I was gratified, be-
cause I felt that I had at least impressed
our Premier, then the hon. leader of the
House, to some extent as to the necessity
foi' some enquiry, and I was gratified that
I had secured one step towards the attain-
ment of the object which I had in view. I
was glad to get some favourable expression
consistent with the position he occupied,
on the suggestion I had offered-at least
that enquiry should be made, and getting
it from such an able and experienced man
as my hon, and learned friend. The mat-
ter went in due course to the office of the
Minister of Justice, and laEt year a circu-
lar was issued by the Honourable Sir John
Thompson, addressed to all the judges in
Canada exercising criminal jurisdiction,
and to the Attorney General of each Pro-
vince of the Dominion, soliciting opinions
on the subject. Had thathon. gentleman,
(Sir John Thompson,) pronounced against
the measure, or thought proper to shelve
it, I would have almost felt that I was
mistaken in my view, even if I retained
my opinion, because I regard him not only
as a great lawyer, but as an able, far-seeing
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man, and I may, if a little aside of the
question, go a step further and say that I
believe him to be not merely a man of
broad views, but also one alive to securing
just and equal rights to all in our mixed
Community. Yes, I believe him to be
keenly desirous to secure just and equal
rights to all, without distinction or " par-
tial affection," within the limits of our
constitution, that constitution which binds
all our Provinces together, and which
llust be our guide in al] our legisIation.

That communication fiom the Minister of
Justice was received by the judges through-
out the country, and over 100 replies were
sent to the Department of Justice. These
replies are from some, and in fact nearly
all, leading legal minds in the country. I
have not gone over them, but a summary
that I obtained from the Department shows
that io less than fifty of those who sent in
answers are in favour of abolition, thirty-
nine against, ten doubtful, and two who
have declined to answer, so that on the
whole, as far as numbers are concerned, a
very considerable majority is in favour of
abolition, and a very respectable minority
against it. I bave not seen, and have not
analyzed what they said on the subject. I
have not been able to study the arguments
used, but I notice, taking the first three
'lames, Judge Taschereau, one of the ablest
lawyers in Canada, and a man who,
although of French origin, has produced
the very ablest book on criminal law now
in use-one that is a "vade mecum" in
every court in Canada-is the first of thoso
who are in favour of abolition. The next
is Mr. Justice Gwynne, also a very able
criminal lawyer, one who was engaged for
many years as Crown counsel, and after-
Wards sat for years on the bench of the
Superior Court of Ontario and now occu-
pies a place in the Supreme Court of the
Dominion. Then, there is Chancellor Boyd,
whom we in Upper Canada all know to be
a most eminent jurist. While on the other
side, taking the first three in the order
th at I received the list, I find that Attorney
General Mowat, Chief Justice Haggarty
and Sir Thomas Galt, all able men, hold
an opposite opinion, so far as I can make
out. Perhaps I was not so much surprised
with regard to one or two of the gentlemen
named, but I cetainly felt surprised when
I saw the name of Hon. Mr. Mowat, Attor-
ney General of Ontario, opposed to this
change; for he has been for many years

(and I have admired his conduct in taking
the course he did) a great law reformer,
and the obstacles in the way of justice
which "the wisdom of our ancestors " had
placed in his way-all these technical ab-
surdities, he bore down and toppled over
without the slightest hesitation. He was
most energetic in the way of reform-in
fact he was almost like a hippopotamus
rushing through a cane brake in his desire
to make direct and plain the path of ready
justice. When I see his views and the
arguments he uses I will perhaps be able
to appreciate the reasons why ho occupies
the position that he does. At present
all I can say is, I am somewhat sur-
prised that so able a man and so valuable
a man, as a law reformer, has taken the
view that he appears on this occasion, to
have taken. What I ask is that these
papers be produced, and the reason I ask
it is this: It is a very important question.
It very seriously touches the administra-
tion of justice, and here we find one hun-
dred men competent to form an opinion on
the subject-men exercised in the office of
justice, forming different opinions, some
fifty on one side and some thirty-nine on
on the other, while some are doubtful. I
have not gone into an analysis by provinces,
but I find that in most of the provinces the
judges are pretty equally divided, while in
my own province the majority of the judges
who have spoken on the subject is slightly
in favour of abolishing the system. Now,
while I admit, and I think, would claim,
that the greatest weight should be attached
to their opinions, I must admit also that
they are not infallible, and with the proper
material before them intelligent laymen
can as well dispose of such matters as per-
haps the most astute lawyer. The condi-
tion being this, that a large number are
for and a large number against,the majority,
however, being in favour of the abolition of
the grand jury, the material is there for
everyone capable of reasoning to form a
correct conclusion on the subject. I do not
intend to ask, nor do I expect immediate
action. I have the fullest confidence in
the men who control public affairs, and I
have no doubt that at the proper time they
will take action. I do not propose to fol-
low up this motion with any action this
session, nor perhaps later, if I should be
convinced that the reasoning is against
me, but what I want is this: that that
valuable contribution to the discussion
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should be within reach of every man, lay-
man as weil as lawyer, judges and attor-
neys-general-that it should be in the hands
of all, to enable everyone who takes an in-
terest in the subject to form an intelligent
opinion, and to enable me, who have taken
some pains on the subject, to get the views
of those who differ from me.

HON. MR. KAIULBACH. I do not think
we could well discuss this question until
we have the correspondence before us. I
remember some two or three years ago,
when my hon. friend brought the matter
before the House, I was very much im-
pressed with the force of his arguments,
and although I have always favoured the
liberty of the subject being protected as
far as possible by the grand jury, which
was at one time an excellent system, I feel
that the usefulness of that body has been
materially lessened of late, in my exper-
ience of criminal matters: therefore, I
shall be very anxious to see the correspon-
dence from those gentlemen who have been
addressed-judges of the courts having
charge of these matters, as well as attor-
neys-general-especially as I am not fully
convinced myself as to whether we should
or should not abolish the functions of the
grand jury, and I am very glad that my
hon. friend has moved for the correspon-
dence. I hope that on some future day
the hon. gentleman will bring up the mat-
ter in a manner in which it can be more
intelligently discussed than it can be at
the present moment.

per influence. I have seen it in cases that
have come before myself, and therefore I
congratulate the hon. member on bringing
this subject before the country. I am sat-
isfied that in this case, like most reforms
in the laws of our country, the more this
question is discussed the larger the major-
ity wili be in favour ofthe proposed change.

HON. MR. ABBOTT. I shall be very
glad, indeed, if the House adopts the Ad-
dress of my hon. friend. I only rise for
the purpose of saying that in view of the
great importance of the subject and its ex-
treme interest to all persons, I caused the
papers called for in this Address to be put
in progress of preparation some time ago,
and although it is somewhat voluminous I
hope to be able to lay it before the House
in a few days.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (36) " An Act respecting the GIrand
Trunk Railway Company of Canada." (Mr.
Vidal).

Bill (18) "An Act respecting the Niagara
and Grand Island Bridge Company." (Mr.
Clemow).

Bill (14) " An Act respecting certain
matters affecting the Administration of
Justice." (Mr. Abbott).

Bi (95) " An Act further to amend the
Act 36 Vic., Cap. 61, respecting the Trinity
House and larbour Commissioners of
Montreal." (Mr. Abbott).

HON. MR. BOTSFORD. I am very glad The Senate adjourned at 4.20 p m.
that the hon, gentleman has brought this
matter before Parliament. I may say that
I have a very decided opinion, from long
experience, that the course which he has
taken is one that will tend to improve the THE SENATE.
procedure in criminal prosecutions. I may Ottawa, Wednesday, June 15th, 1891.say-though it may seem singular, not be-
ing a lawyer-that I presided for some THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
twenty years in the Common Pleas in my o'clock.
own county, and I have seen many cases Prayers and routine proceedings.where justice has been defeated by the
operation of the system which was in force, THE LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT.and from that experience I drew the con-
clusion, before I resigned my office, that FIRST REPORT OF THE JOINT COMMITTEE OFthe system was one which ceased to be a
benetit in the administration of justice. I BOTH HOUsES.
have known some very glaring cases where THE SPEAKER presented to the House
justice was not administered in consequence the First Report of the Joint Committee of
either of ignorance, or prejudice, or impro- both Houses on the Library of Parliament,
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which was read by the Clerk at the Table,
as follows:

'JOINT COMMITTEE OF THE LIBRARY OF
PARLIAMENT.

" FIRST REPORT.

"The Joint Committee on the Library of Parlia-
ment beg leave to present their First Report, as
follows:-

" The Committee met at 11 a. m. on Saturday, June
20th, in the rooms of the Speaker of the House of
Commons.

" The Report of the Librarians wasread and adopted.
It was ordered that the Government be requested to
p urchase three hundred copies of second edition of

ourinot's Parliamentary Practice and Procedure
when the same is issued.

" It was ordered also that the Government be re-
quested to place the sum of $2,000 in the Estimates
for the purchase of copies, to that amount, of the
second edition of Todd's Parliamentary Government
in the Colonies, the said sum having been voted on a
former occasion, but diverted by consent of the House
to procure copies of the second volume of Todd's
Parliamentary Government in England.

" A sub-committee, consisting of the hon. the
Speaker of the Senate Hon. Mr. De Boucherville, Hon.
Mr. Poirier, Hon. G. W. Allan, and Mr. Davin, M. P.,
was appointed to consider the purchase of certain
French books offered to the committee by Mr.
Audette, of Montreal.

"A sub-committee, consisting of Hon. Mr. McCle-
lan, Mr. Scriver and Mr. Desjardins, of L'Islet, was
appointed to audit the Library accounts.

" The Seaker of the Senate and the Speaker of the
House of Uommons were requested to advise with the
Minister of Public Works regarding the introduction
of the electric light into the Library.

" The committee then adjourned."

HoN. MR. SCOTT-It is not the usual
practice to discuss the report of a com-
mittee on its presentation, but as the
leader of the House was not present at
the meeting of the committee, Idesire to
inform him that a general opinion-in fact,
a unanimous opinion-was expressed in
the committee that the Government should
purchase the works referred to in the
report-that is, Mr. Bourinot's forthcoming
edition of his work on Parliamentary
Practice and Procedure, and the forthcom-
ing second edition of Todd's work on Par-
liamentary Government in the Colonies. In
fact, the publication of the latter depends
largely on whether the Government will
contribute the $2,000 referred to in the
report. The Library Committee, some
years ago, reported on the desirability of
aiding the publication of M.c. Todd's work,
and the report was adopted. Subsequently,
Mr. Todd published his work in England,
and the money was diverted by the consent
of the House to procure copies of the
second volume of Todd's Parliamentary
Government in England. In view of the

fact that the edition of Parliamentary
Government in the Colonies is now of
particular importance, inasmuch as it deals
with many of the questions coming before
the courts for adefinition of the dividing line
existing between the powers of the Federal
and Provincial authorities, it was thought
desirable that a number of copies should
be obtained. This was more particularly
adverted to from the fact that the House
of Commons now contains so large a num-
ber of new members-upwards of eighty
gentlemen, who are not provided with
copies of the former edition. The new
edition, I am informed, contains a very con-
siderable amount of new matter, particu-
larly with reference to questions that come
before the courts as to the jurisdiction of
the Provincial and Federal authorities.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I presume it is
not the intention to press the adoption of
the report to-day. I need not say I am
quite aware of the value and importance
of Mr. Todd's book, but the subject refer-
red to in the report bas not yet come
under my observation. 1 presume we shal
await the action of the other House on the
report before adopting it here, and I there-
fore move that the report be taken into
consideration on Thursday of next week.

The motion was agreed to.

THIRD READING.

Bill (H) " An Act respecting the Citizen's
Insurance Company." (Mr. Abbott.)

THE PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.

SECOND REPORT OF THE JOINT COMMITTEE
ADOPTED.

HON. MR. READ moved the adoption of
the second report of the Joint Committee
of both Houses on the Printing of Parlia-
ment.

HON. MR. POWER-As a rule, there is
not any discussion upon the reports of
Joint Committees in this House, or very
little ; but I think that the first paragraph
of this report deserves some consideration.
It reads as follows

" On thereference from the House of Commons, they
recommend that 250,000 copies of the report of 1890,
by Professor W. Saunders, on Ex primental Farm
Work ; also, one hundred thousand (100,000) copies of
Professor Robertson's Report on airying in con-
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nection with the Experimental Farms; and also, a not reprint the work here. There are
Canadian edition of fifty thousand (50,000) copies of
the report of the " Tenant Farin Delegates of 1890,
on their observations in Canada,' for distribution. five-and tbey will make a voluminous
Ten per cent. to the honourable the Senators, and work when taker togee
the balance to the menibers of the House of Commons ;
to be done up singly, and marked 'mailed free be reprnted or if it is to be done, it should
ready for use by the members as ehrly as possible, be printed in England. A notice to recon-
either during the session or the recess, by mail, as may sider this partiular paragraph of the
be expedient. report was given in the committee; and it

Hon. gentlemen will see that that para- strikes me that the better plan would be
graph involves a very considerable expen- to adopt the report, omitting this first
diture. Professor Saunders' Report in paragraph.
connection with the Experimental Farm
is one of considerable iength, and the com- iLION. MRt. MILLER-Ve catinot amend
mittee recommend the pritng and mailing a report of a Committee of both ruses.
separateiy of 250,000 copies, and of 100,000
copies of Professor Robertson's Report on Hof. Mit. POWER-Then I think the
dairying, and also a Canadian edition of better way wouild be to defer the adoption
50.000 copies of the Report of the Tenant of the report until the committee shal
Farm Delegates. Lt will be observed, with have met again. This paragraph of the
respect to this paragraph, thut it provides report was carried, I think, by a majority
that Parliament shall assume anr expense of one in the committee; and as it involves
which 1 think ought to be borne by the considerable expenditure we should ot
Department of Agriculture. If it is desir- hasten to adopt it.
able that these reports should be distri-f
buted in the large nuinbers indicated by HON. MR. MIL-LBAC-Although it
the committee, that is a work which I may involve considerable expenditure, I
think should be done by the Depart- consider the importance of that report so
ment which issues the reports, in which great that any reasonable expenditure to
case the expense would be charged to circulate it should be provide for. Whether
the Department, as in should properly it should be printed in England or here, I
bo, and not to the printing of Parliament. do not know which would be the better or
That remark a lies to the three reports. more economical way. I have casually
The number of l rofessorSaunders' eport looked ovei that report, and I think it must
which is recommended to be printed and impress everbody hat looks over it as
distributed is excessive. Probably 100,000 it bas me-that it is careully prepared,
copies would be quite sufficient for ail pur- that the Tenant Farmr ielegates have spent
poses. Then, with respect to the Report a good deal of time and taken a great deal
of the Tenant Farm Delegates, of1890, that of trouble in getting accurate information
report bas been printed in England at the on the resources f our country,and Ithink
expense of the Department of Agriculture. we should feel indebted to the Minister

understand front the hon. Min ister that of Agriculture for bringing, such men over
his Department bas caused to be printed hereasthepeople in England will place fuit
in Engiand 800,000 copies of the report. reliance on the report they make. My opi.

on, gentlemen know that the work, being nion, is that the number of copies asked by
stereotyped, can be printed if copies are the committee is hardly large enough. lt
requibed ir this country, at a much less does not make much difference whether the
cowt is England from the plates than they expense is borne by the Departent of
can be printed bere. If the Department Agriculture or by Parliament, as it ail
bas exhausted the whole 800,000 edition co des out of the revenues of the eountry
in the oldcountry DteMinister mighthcause in the end. It is desirabie that we should
to be printed there another 50,000 copies spread as much as possible a knowledge of
for distribution in Canada. The primary the resources of our country amongst the
objeet, of course, in the distribution of nations of the world. Lt is desirable that
the reports of these farm delegates, is to we should populate our great North-West,
induce persons in the old country to the resources of which are practically un-
emigrate to Canada. Lt is not intended to known, and there is no doubt that our
induce people in one portion of Canada to greatest development in the future must
remove to another; therefore, we should be in that direction. From what I know
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of that country, its richness is beyond
almost anything we can conceive. In fact,
the agriculturist has only to tickle the soil
and nature, in the most ready manner,
laughs with the abundance of its harvest.
It must eventually be the home of a great
and prosperous people. I do hope that
the House will adopt the report of the
committee, and I regret that the number
of copies recommended for distribution
should be so small.

HON. MR. READ-When this matter
was up in the committee there was consi-
derable discussion upon it, and there was
a consensus of opinion that no literature
could be distributed in this country with
such great benefit as these reports of Pro-
fessor Saunders and Professor Robertson.
I speak from my own experience when I
say that the information that they convey
is of a most valuable character. It is
information derived from exneriments
which no private individual has the time
or ability to undertake himself. They
should be in every farmer's bouse and
available to every one. They are not very
voluminous, and the cost of printing them,
will not be excessive. They furnish infor-
mation about early and late sowing of dif-
ferent kinds of grain, showing the results
of experiments that have been conducted
here. Everybody does not know that if
he misses a week he loses 30 per cent. of
grain, and if he misses a fortnight he loses
50 per cent. in his returns. Most farmers
know that the returns are not so good, but
they do not know the extent of their loss.
It was the general opinion of the senators
present that they did not require so many
of these reports as the members of the
Commons did. Some said they had a
whole waggon-load at home that they had
not distributed. I do not say that all the
senators are as negligent as that. I am
possibly lazy myself, and do not take the
trouble to distribute these reports as I
ought to do. But the members of the
House of Commons who represent agri.
cultural constituencies all said they wanted
these reports. As for gentlemen who live
in cities, they know nothing about them.
and care less.

HoN. Ma. BELLEROSE-I agree with
the hon. gentleman as to the importance
of these reports, but the more importan
they are the more I am disposed to de
mand that they be translated into French

HON. MR. READ-The usual proportion
will be in French.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE--I see that even
the report which is submitted to us to-day
for oui approval is not before us, and it is
difficult for us to say whether we should
sanction or oppose it. I have seen it in
English, but not in French-my own lan-
guage. If the report of the committee is
only in English I have good reason to
suspect that we shall not have these valu-
able reports published in French.

HON. MR. McCLELAN-The publication
of the reports of Profs. Saunders and
Robertson would, I think, be of very great
service, and I quite agree with the chair-
man of the committee, that the unanimous
opinion of the Printing Committee was
that both reports would be of very great
value. If we have an Experimental Farm,
which necessarily entails a good deal of
expense, it must be of essential importance
to the agricultural part of the community
that the results of the experiments should
be clearly and fully laid before them, and
therefore I think the committee was quite
cordial in making tbat recommendation;
but the Chairman of the Committee has
rather misapprehended the principal ob-
jection made by the senior member from
Halifax, with regard to this recommenda-
tion, relating more particularly to the
re-printing of the report of the Ten-
ant Farmer Delegates. That, perhaps, is
an unnecessary exense, inasmuch as it
is being prnted in England for circulation,
where it is exceedingly applicable, and
where its circulation would seem to be very
necessary to attain the object intended-
that is to say, to bring people from other
countries. It certainly cannot be intended
that the circulation of this voluminous
report would be of any advantage ln the
older provinces of the Dominion. It is no
advantage; it is a disadvantage,rather,that
the people of the older provinces should be
influenced by the circulation of this litera-
ture to leave their homes to imove to another
portion of the Dominion. That is not the
object of this expenditure, I am quite sure.
Then, another point made by my hon. friend
from Halifax was, if it was necessary to
circulate this sort of literature within the

t precincts of the Dominion, whether it would
- not be very much cheaper to get what

copies we require from the English edition
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rather than have the report re-printed in
Canada. It seems to me that the point was
well taken, and that the committee erred
in the recommendation they made.

HoN. MR. LOUGHEED-As a iember
of the committee, and therefore one of
those who are responsible for the recom-
mendation contained in that report, I
desire to say a few words on this subject.
I may say the matter was very fully dis-
cussed in the committee. Over an hour
was taken in the consideration of this par-
ticular clause, and it was fully threshed
out. In regard to the contention urged
by the hon. member from Halifax, I might
rather accuse him of indulging in special
pleading with regard to this particular
inatter. He has pursued two particular
tacks in-relation to it, one of which was
the responsibility to be assumed by the
Department of Agriculture and the other
that the printing of the report is entirely
unnecessary. I apprehend, if the Depart-
ment of Agriculture submitted to this
honourable body an estimate for the print-
ing of this particular report, my hon. friend
from Halifax would be the very first to
object to that estimate. The object is, that
these reports should not be printed, and
particularly the report made by the Tenant
Farmers' delegation. Hon. gentlemen ap-
pear to be apprehensive to some extent
that an injustice will be done to the older
provinces by reason of re-printing that
report. To those who have not perused
this report, I may say that very particular
care has been paid in the preparation
of it to present the advantages of the
older provinces for English settlers,
and if the North-West were in any way
selfish in that particular matter they
would not urge the printing of this report,
as particular stress is laid upon the advisa-
bility of English settlers, who can afford
to do so, settling in the older provinces
instead of emigrating to the North-West
Territories. Certainly, that consideration
is given in this report to the older pro-
vinces which cannot fail to be flattering
and advantageous to them. I beg to sub-
mit to this House that literature of this
kind is very desirable at present. The
nation to the south of us, not only through
its State Governments, but also through
large landed corporations, has spent large
sums in the publication and distribution of
that important class of literature. I have

perused carefully the various reports issued
by the Department of Agriculture in rela-
tion to our North-West country, stating
the general resources of Canada and show-
ing the suitability of our lands for settle-
ment, and I say unhesitatingly that no
class of literature bas been issued that is
of so important a nature as these particular
reports. They have been prepared by gen-
tlemen who were entirelydisinterested, in
a material way, in this country. They
had no prejudices, nor had they local
interests to serve. They examined this
country carefully and they have reported
thereon. Consequently, in the distribution
of their reports, not only in Canada but in
Europe, those who care to read them will
give that attention to the statements con-
tained in them that they are entitled to
receive. They will rely on a report coming
from an entirely disinterested and a com-
petent source, which, I may say, is an
extremely difficult thing to obtain in the
preparation of reports, particularly with
regard to new countries. I would say this
in support of the committee's report, that
they took into consideration the recom-
mendation made by the Committee ou
Agriculture and Immigration. That com-
mittee, selected by the flouse of Com-
mons to make inquiry into these impor-
tant subjects, recommended to the Com-
mittee on Prinl.ing that 300,000 copies of
Prof. Saunders' report and 100,000 copies
of Prof. Robertson's report, and a Cana-
dian edition of the Tenant Farmers' report
should beprinted, of which the Committee
on Printing should assume the responsi-
bility. W hile we are not absolutely bound
to carry out the recommendation of that
particular committee, we are bound to
give it a certain amount of attention, in
view of the fact that they specially
examined into this matter and, after
solemn consideration, submitted a report
to the flouse of Commons, and that House,
after solemn deliberation, referred the
report to the Printing Committee. I say,
therefore, it came to the Printing Commit-
tee endorsed by tvo very important
bodies, namely, the Committee on Agricul-
ture and Immigration and the flouse of
Commons; and hence, we are justified in
carrying out the recommendation of that
cÔmmittee and of the House, merely de-
creasing the number of copies of Prof.
Saunders' report to 250,000, instead of
300,000. I think it is to the advantage of
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the Dominion generally that this report
should receive the endorsation of the
Senate, and that this literature should be
printed and have the widest distribution
Ipossible.

ION. MR. ALMON-In this case I must
agree entirely with wh at bas fallen from the
senior member fromi Halifax. I think the
number of copies recommended was far
more than we required for circulation.
Although I agree with those who consider
that this is very necessary literature, I
think we are going too far in expense in
ordering more copies than will be cirlu-
lated. Tf any one of us were to ask himself
what becomes of all the copies he gets, and
how much of this literature is merley
lumber in his house, I think if ho would
answer the question conscientiously he
would agree with me that he receives far
too many. We are under great obliga-
tions to the present Government for having
reduced the duty on sugar, but the reduc-
tion in the revenue must be met, they say,
by economy in other directions. I wish
they had reduced the duty on cornmeal,
which is an unmanufactured article. Last
year the Government modified the duty on
pork, iii the interest of our lumbermen. In
Prince Edward Island, where potatoes are
frequently exported, to sell at 20 cents a
bushel at Halifax, (and they are even
cheaper in the Island), any one can see how
pork could be raised cheaply there if corn-
meal were admitted free of duty. It may
be said that this is extraneous, but it is not ;
we are called upon to exercise economy to
meet a reduction in the revenue, and saving
might be effected by reducing the number
of copies of these reports for circulation.
If one-half of the number of copies ordered
are issued there will still be more issued
than the number now circulated.

HON. Mr. READ-I wish to explain to
the bon. member from Delanaudière that I
will see that the French edition is printed
as soon as possible.

HON. MR. BOULTON-I may be par-
doned for saying a word or two in con-
nection with the subject before this House,
coming as I do from the North-West, where
we are anxious to do all we can to promote
immigration. The Minister of Agriculture
has performed some very valuable services
to the country indeed in promoting experi-
mental farms both here and in the North-

West, and also in the appointment of a
Dairy Commissioner, and extending an in-
vitation to agricultural delegates to visit
this country and report upon it from one
end to the other. Now, t he value of those
services is not in the fact of the visits
being paid, or the experimental farms
being established, but in the dissemination
of the results of experiments and investi-
gations among the farmers of the country.
That can only be done by the circulation
of these reports, which have been so care-
fully and intelligently prepared for the
purpose, and the proportion of the cost to
the country of printing these reports is
very small indeed compared with the cost
of establishing the experimental farms
themselves. They would lose, I venture
to say, one-half their value if the farmers
and the people of the country were not
made acquainted with all the information
that the professors are able to distribute.
It bas been said that, the tax having been
taken off sugar, we should, therefore, exer-
cise greater economy. I quite agree with
the hon. gentleman who says so, but we
have all heard the story of the Irishman
who landed at New York and grumbled at
the price of bread. He said it cost him
four pence for a loaf in New York that he
could get for two pence in Ireland; but
when he was asked why he didn't stay
where bread was cheaper, ho replied that
he couldn't get the two pence to buy a loaf.
There is no use having cheap sugar if the
farmers cannot make enough monoy to
buy at the reduced price. With regard to
the distribution of these pamphlets, I con-
cur in the opinion that a more intelligent
plan might be adopted. to spread them
amongst the people. It is no easy matter
for members of this House to have to make
out lists and distribute those documents.
What I would be inclined to do would be
to take the voters' lists of the municipalities
in the district where I am interested, and
send them to Professor Saunders, with a
request that he would send copies of these
reports to each resident farmer in that
district. If necessary, he could have
printed on the cover "with the compli-
ments" of the member representing the
district, or his initials might be attaohed
to the document, to show the source from
which it comes. Too gr at pains cannot
be taken in distributing as widely as possi-
ble the valuable information collected at
the expense of the country.
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HON. MR. SCOTT-The main point made reports. I know that they re
by the senior member from Halifax has with a great deal of pleasure :
not been answered-that is, with reference me that they had read the rep
to the 50,000 copies of the Tenant Farmer great deal of profit. We cann
Delegates' Report. He says-and I have the idea of what is best in far
no doubt it is the fact-that a very large than through those agricultu
edition has been issued in England, and Of one thing I am sure-the,
that the plates are stereotyped. If so, read. Sometimes I had to gi
why get out a special edition in Canada ? farmers who could not read. I
The cost must be very much less to get I asked if they had not sons o
the report issued on the other side, and it who could read, and suggeste
would relieve the House if the hon. gentle- should get their children to rea
man would say that the cost of printing for them. Some of them tol
the report in Canada will be no greater wards that they had done so a
than the cost of printing it on the other pleased-that they had derived
side of the Atlantic, and it would pro- of information from them, whi
bably relieve us a great deal more if we useful hereafter in their agric
knew that the printing was to be done at suits. Taking ail these facts
the Government Printing House, and iot deration, ve cannot spend th
sent to a private concern, as some of those the people better than in the
reports have been. With reference to the of this valuable infbrmation to
reports of ProfessorSaunders and Professor Wc cannot expect that muc
Robertson, I quite agree with all that has be donc by scnding these
been said about them in this Chamber- large quantities to the offices
that they are invaluable-and it is most im- tieren; but merchants, milici
portant that they should reach the people engaged in business can spread
for whom they are intended. The great cast amongstthe farmers,ifth
difficulty is that they are not read by the if they are ail of the same opini
people for whom they are intended. The theywili be quite wiliing to do
fault lies with ourselves, probably, as much not mmd if 1 had a cartioad oftl
as anybody else, but the information which 1would trytodistributethewi
is supplied by the Experimental Farm If they are sent to any one
reports, and by the gentleman at the head miii, ro farmer shouid leav
of the Dairy Department, is much needed without having one of the
in the country. With reference to the distributed fulIy ten bushels;
50,000 copies of the Tenant Farmers Dele- sac lis of them, and I know th
gates' Reports, it would relieve us al] if we wouid contain three busheis, f
were told that the cost of printing them buted the whole of them durir
on this side of the Atlantic would not be Lot us give the farmers ait the
greater than the cost of printing them in we can that will lead to a bett
England; if it is to cost more to have them farming, dairying and fruit-
done here, I think the report should be we do so the country wili rea
printed on the other side of the Atlantic. WV should do ail in our powe

our farmers becoming r
1ON1q. MR. FLIT-I riss to givue my looking across the ne to bi

supportto the motion nowbefore us. During than. Let us try and ke
the recess, between dast session and my home, and we cannot aco
retura to Ottawa this year, 1 was constanthy object better than by giving
distributing reports issued by the Depart- information as is furnished by
ment ofAgriculture, and I found no trouble ment of Agriculture in these r
in doing so. I had a very large number of
those reports sent me. If evcly other 11ON. MR. ALLAN.-I had
member had as many I know he must of meeting several mmilbers o
have had something to do to distribute Farmers' delegation when th
them. I gave them oniyto personsngaged in this country, and I have
in farming, in cheese-making and fruit- with a great deal of picasure
growing, and I took evory pains to inform which has been publisbhed.
them of the obiect in distributind those from Ontario I a ture I easi
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has been said already with respect to those
delegates-that they have done ample jus.
tice to that province. In fact, one of the
chief objects they seem to have had in
view was to point out to emigrants from

iEngland the advantages which the older
provinces possessed for obtaining com-
fortable homes, and those who can pur-
chase farms in the older provinces are
recommended to settle there rather than go
to the North-West. I join most heartily
in what has been said with respect to the
advantage of giving the widest possible
circulation to these reports issued from the
Experimental Farm, and especially those
of Prof. Saunders and Prof. Robertson.
I have done my best in times past to give
them the utmost circulation in the country,
wherever I have had the opportunity of do-
ing so, although I am afraid i have been my-
self, like others, notas diligent as I ought to
have been in making every effort to give
them as wide a circulation as possible. I do
not know whether the ingenious expedient
suggested by my hon. friend on my right
should not be adopted to advantage by
other hon. gentlemen-that is, of giving
them to the keepers of toil-houses to throw
them into the waggons of farmers as they
pass through the toll-gates. What may
be gained by the circulation of a large
number of copies of the Tenant Farm Dele-
gates' Report in this country I cannot see.
On reading it, it appeared to me the great
advantage of thatireport isits setting forth
before the people of England the induce-
ments which Canada presents for immi-
gration. That is information we hardly
require so much amongst ourselves, and
that js the only hesitation I have with
regard to this report-why it should be
necessary to circulate such a number of
copies, which seemas to me is much more
intended for information for people on the
other side of the water than for peopl
amongst ourselves.

HoN. MiR. CARLING--It is very grati
fying to me, as head of the Department o]
Agriculture, to know that the reports ol
ProfessorSaunders and Professor Robertson
have been so highly spoken of in this hon.
ourable House. They are reports of the
Department of Agriculture, and such re
ports, as the reports of any other Depart.
ment, are limited as to number. Last yeai
the Agricultural Committee ofthe House oi
Commonsa very large committee, num ber

8

ing 100, reccommended that 100,000 copies
of' Professor Saunders' Report be printed
and distributed amongst the members of
the House of Commons and the senators,
for distribution in the rural districts. That
was donc, and they were so much appre-
ciated by the people in the cou ntry that an
increased demana has been made upon the
members of the Senate and of the Commons,
and on Professor Saunders and myself, for
copies of the report. We were unable to
supply the demand. This year the com-
nittee considered the matter as to how

many should be printed of the present re-
port, and, by a unanimous vote, it was re-
commended that 300,000 be printed for
distribution, in the same way that they w'ere
distributed last year; but I believe the
committee have reduced the number from
300,000, which was originally recom-
mended, to 250,000. The demand for
these reports, as I have already men-
tioned, is very gi-eat, and it is most
gratifying to know that the agricul-
turists of Canada appreciate what has been
done in the way of experiments at the dif-
ferent experimental farms in the Dominion.
It is pretty well known, I believe, that in
addition to the Central Farn at Ottawa
there are four branch farms, one at Nap-
pan, in the Province of Nova Scotia; one
at Brandon, Man.; one at Indian Head,
N.W.T., and one at Agassiz, B. C. ; and I
believe that the farms at those different
stations are very acceptable to the people,
and the experiments that are there being
carried out are very much appreciated-
so much so, that the demand for the reports
of these experiments is increasing every
day. I think it has been already men-
tioned that no information can be distri-
buted amongst the agriculturists of Can-
ada thatwill be of more advantage to them
than the reports that have been made by
Prof. Saunders, which are reports not only
of experiments made at the Ott:awa farm,
but at the foui- branch farms in the differ-
ent Provinces 1 have already nentioned.

f As to the report of Prof. Robertson, the
House will know that we are about to es-
tablish experimental dairy stations. Pi-of.
Robertson is one of the most expert dairy-
men, I believe, in the Dominion, and his

- reports are very much valued. Last
- year he paid a visit to the different pro-

vinces-to Prince Edward Island, the
f Maritime Provinces, to Quebec, Ontario,
- and the North-West; and I believe that
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during the time he was away he delivered
sixty-two a«dresses to a large number of
agriculturists, which were very much
appreciated, and since that time they have
demanded from us as many reports as pos-
sible. In addition to these reports, bulle-
tins are distributed to all parts of the
Dominion, and any member of the House
of Commons, and any gentleman in this
House that will give a list of the names of
parties in bis particular locality who would
like to receive these reports, they are regu-
larly sent to them by post, free. Under
an arrangement with the Postmaster
General all matter sent from the Experi-
mental Farm, and all correspondence with
the Farm, are carried free, so that toa man
living in Victoria, B.C., or in Prince
Edward Island, the Farm is as easy of access
as to the man who is living in the county
of Carleton. These are advantages which
are very much appreciated by the people
in the different Provinces. The advantage
to the country of establishing experi-
mental dairy stations I think will be
very great, andý will be highly appreciated
by the community generally. We have a
good market in Great Britain. I think
there is no country that sells anything
like the quantity of cheese in that market
that Canada does, and I believe the cheese
of Canada is considered the very best that
is imported into Great Britain. Our butter
does not stand as high in the English
market as our cheese, and we think, by
experiments that are being made, and in-
structions that are being given and will
be given, that we shall be able to produce
as good a quality of butter in Canada as
can be made in any part of the world. At
the present time Denmark supplies the
largest portion of butter that is imported
into Great Britan. A few years ago that
country was not able to export any quantity
to Great Britain, but now the article they
produce is so superior in quality that it

as a greater demand in the English market
than any other butter that is exported; and
Professor Roberston, with his knowledge
and skill, thinks that Canada can produce
as good, if not a better article, and that
we can supply the British market with
butter equal to that of any other country.
With regard to the Tenant Farm Delegates'
reports, it is very gratifying to know that
they have been so much appreciated, not
only in this country, but in Great Britain.
Some 800,000 of those reports have been

published in Great Britain and distributed
far and wide, and there is not a newspaper
of any prominence in Great Britain that
has not favourably commented on them-
so much so, that we have correspondence
coming to us and going to the High Com-
missioner every day, asking for further
information about Canada, and I believe
that Canada, at the present time, never
stood so high. and information respecting
it was never so much sought for as at
present. A large number of our young
Canadians have been going from Canada to
the United States, and I think it is very
important thateverything that can be done
should be done to prevent them leaving our
country, instead of going to our Great
North-West. We have a magnificent coun-
try. and I believe it only wants to be known
to be appreciated, and it only needs to be
thoroughly known by our young people to
induce them to adopt the North-West as
their future home in preference to going
to a foreign country. A large quantity of
literature has been published with regard
to the North-West by the Government and
by people living in Manitoba and the North-
West, but as the Tenant Farm Delegates
were disinterested parties, who came out
here for the purpose of giving an unbiassed
opinion, and as the opinion they have given
has been so much appreciated and looked
upon as truthful and reliable, our friends
in Canada think it would be wise to distri-
bute a number of those reports in the
Dominion. The cost cannot be very great,
and anything we can do to educate our
people up to a knowledge of the resources
of our own country, instead of allowing
their minds to be diverted to those of foreign
countries, would be well-expended money.

HoN. MR. PERLEY-I highly approve
of the expenditure that is to be made in
the matter of printing the reports of Prof.
Saunders and Prof. Robertson, and of the
Tenant Fari Delegates who visited our
country last year. i believe that a certain
sum of money can be devoted to no better
use than printing the report of these dele-
gates. I had the pleasure of meeting some
of these gentlemen at myown place in the
North-West. I found that all I met of
them were intelligent, practical farmers.
I took my team and other teams and drove
a number of those gentlemen over a large
portion of the country, and in the evenings
conversed with them on what they had
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seen in the different sections that they had
driven through during the course of the
day. I found them to be thoioughly prac-
tical farmers-not of the ordinary class,
but of an extraordinary class. They were
ail experts, if I may use the term, in the
different branches of agriculture in which
they wore engaged. They were large
farmers in their country. They were keen
judges of horses, cattle and stock of ail
kinds, and understood ail about it, and the
opinion that they expressed to me, 1 know,
if distributed in the old country as it is in
the reports that they have made, must be
invaluable to people forming an opinion of
a country to which they desire to emigrate.
Not only that, but the opinions of such men,
as they are successful farmers-one of them
I think had 1,800 acres on a farm in the old
country-would be invaluable. This gen-
tleman visited my place and spoke of the
North-West in comparison with the agri-
cultural capabilities of the old country
He said he had never yet seen a country
so adapted to agriculture and the raising
of stock as the North-West Territories
were. He also said that for dairying there
was no better country, and he spoke from
his knowledge of the business, as he had
100 cows on his farm. He asked me the
percentage of butter fat that a given quan-
tity of' milk would produce on my farm,
which I was able to give him, because I
was in the dairy business myself, and gave
him a test made by a young Englishman
who was in my employ, and he said that
the milk there made a better butter test
than the milk on farms in England. He
rermained with me over a day, and the
opinion of this gentleman, and his col-
leagues, versed in agriculture and selected
because of their eminent fitness for the
position of delegates, would be, to my
mind, invaluable on such a subject. We
know that men are often selected as
emigration agents because of political
influence. These delegates were not
selected by that standard at ail; they
were selected because of their eminent fit-
ness to discharge the duty that was
imposed upon them-because their report
and their opinion would bevalued by their
fellow-countrymen who had confidence in
their fair and impartial judgment. I
notice that the report of these gentlemen
is impartial; they were prepared to set
forth the disadvantages as well as the ad-
vantages which they found in this country,

8j

and I am sure there is no way in which a
certain amount of money could be expend-
ed more advantageously, not only in the
interests of the North-West, but in the
interests of the whole of Canada, than in
printing and distributing the interesting
reports made by these gentlemen. It
would have a beneficial effect in this
way: when we see scientific men-because
there are more scientific men farming on
a large scale in the mother country than
in Canada-coming out to Canada, we
know from their high standing in their
own country that they are men competent
to give an opinion, and when they report
favourably on the resources of our country
it will have its effect on the young men
of Canada who are inclined to seek their
fortunes abroad. I do not know of any
other expenditure of the Department that
will produce better' results for it than the
money expended for the printing and dis-
tributing of these reports, not only in the
old country, but among our Canadian boys,
thereby giving them a knowledge of their
own Dominion, which many of them, I am
sorry to say, do not possess at the present
time. Having been personally with those de-
legates a day or two, and talked with them,
I am convinced that they are competent
men, intelligent men, who were able to tell
me a great deal that has been very valuable
to me-men thoroughly conversant with
the principles of agriculture, and I contend
that the report of such men is of far more
value than the report of any emigration
agent who may have been appointed
because of his political influence.

HoN. MR. GOWAN-I entirely agree in
ail that has been said, and so well said by
my hon. friend from Quinté division, and
other gentlemen, with regard to the value
of this literature and the importance of
widely distributing it. With regard to the
reports of the Tenant Farm Delegates, to
which the Minister of Agriculture has
referred, I must say that I think it is the
most important of ail these reports to be
distributed-at least, in Ontario, and for
this reason : we know that our part of the
country is flooded with foreign reports
from foreign corporations recommending
in the strongest terms lands in the neigh-
bouring Republic; and I think it therefore
exceedingly important that the evidence
of those delegates should also be before the
public, so that they may have the bane and
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antidote both before them for this foreign
matter that is being distributed amongst
our people. It has been remarked that it
is not desirable to encourage settlers in
the country to leave the older provinces
and go to the new. My experience is, that
that bas not been the effect of the distribu-
tion of such literature; but young men, na-
turally restles and anxious to botter their
condition, look around them to see where
they can better themselves, and they get
hold of this foreign literature, which pic-
tures the United States as a land flowing
with milk and honey. If their attention
is called to a report of the Department of
Agriculture they look upon it as an inter-
ested report, and they do not give the
same attention to it as they would to such
a report as that of independent delegates,
who examined and reported for themselves.
With regard to the facilities for distribu-
tion and the mode of distribution, I found
not the least difficulty in placing, and
well placing, every copy I received. In
my part of the country, twice a year
over fifty of the representatives of the
people elected annually, reeves and de-
puty re2ves, assemble in council, and
my mode of distribution is to send at once
to them copies of what I receive for distri-
bution, and they are read, prized and
valued, to my certain knowledge. I shall
therefore most heartily support the recom-
mendation made in the report and will
vote for its adoption.

HON. MR. DEVER-I thought there was
a misconception or a desire to create a
misconception in this House of the object
and intention of gentlemen who may pos-
sibly criticise this report. There seems to
be a desire on the part of certain gentle-
men to make it appear that hon. members
are opposed to these reports and to the
information that they contain. I do not
know of any one gentleman in this House
who is not imost anxious that these reports
shall be spread broadcast in every part of
the world where they will do most good.
There was a difference of opinion in the
committee, and it was there stated that
reports are sometimes sent abroad and not
distributed, or distributed in places where
they did no good. Certain gentlemen gave
instances where there had been large mail
bags of reports such as this sent to gen-
tlemen in cities where they had no facili-
ties for distributing them amongst farmers,

and these mail bags and their contents
were allowed to remain in the coach-house
or outhouse untouched, thus defeating the
object which Parliament had in view in
sending them out. Certain gentlemen
hold that the Minister of Agriculture is the
proper medium to distribute this literature
amongst the people where they would
do most good. Another suggestion was,
that because this report had been printed
in Great Britain that a great saving
could be affected by having the number
now sought to be printed struck off thei e
again. There was. seemingly, no gentle-
man on the committee who understood
these several points, and there seemed to
be an expression of opinion that reference
should be made to the Minister ofAgricul-
tare for this information. I listened with
a great desire to hear from the Minister a
decision on those points, but I must say
that while ho eulogized, a, we all do, the
matter contained in these several reports
-and there is no gentleman in the country
who had read the report of the Tenant Farm
Delegates that should not feel proud of the
country of which he owns a part-we did
not get the information that I expected.
I read the report of these delegates myself
with the greatest delight, and until then I
did not realize that we had such a country.
While we desire to distribute this infbrm-
ation amongst the people as widely as pos-
sible, we desire also to do it in the most
economical way. A good deal has been
said on this point, and on the other points
I have mentioned, but I fail to see that they
have been answered-whether it is botter
to have an edition printed from the stereo-
type plates in England, or whether it is
the Minister of Agriculture who should see
that the reports are distributed wisely and
economically, and whether they should
not ho distributed in the other countries,
where tbey would do most good, and not,
in the provinces of the Dominion, to disturb
the minds of our young mon and excite
in them a desire to remove from one por-
tion of the country to the other.

HoN. MR. O'DONOHOE-With regard
to the reports themselves and their con-
tents, there seems to be only one opinion
about their utility ; but to my mind the
weakness is in the system of distribution.
Now, gentlemen living in the cities and
towns of Canada have been receiving large
packets of this kind of literature. They
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have not distributed the -whole of them. I
know that large sacks of them are often
sent to persons who do not distribute
them. My hon. friend on my right says
he knows cases of the kind also. The
object of this publication is lost if their
distribution is not procured. That is the
great point of value-the distribution. Is
the present system of distribution the best
that can be adopted? You send sacks of
reports to gentlemen living in the cities
and towns that are never circulated. Will
hon. gentlemen sit down, or get some one
to sit down for them and address all these
pamphlets and send them to the post
offices ? In the first place, it is impossible,
for no one can know all the farmers to
whom he should send them, and those
documents are complete waste to the
extent that they are notdistributed. Now,
our post offices are scattered everywhere
over the land. Why not make our own
officers, the postmasters. agents for the
distribution of this literature ? Then its
distribution will be ensured. Everyone
calls at the post office, and the postmasters
can hand out these reports and pamphlets.
Such distribution would be valuable.

HON. MR. MILLER-With reference to
the suggestion to which we have just
listened, I may say that it is the course
that I adopted myself with regard to the
books and reports sent to me. I sent them
to the principal post office, with a request
that they would forward a certain number
to the smaller post offices for distribution
where they would do most good.

HoN. Ma. CARLING-I think that the
distribution in the House of Commons has
been very successfut. The members have
these reports sent to them during the
session. Last year the reports were
rather late-were not printed until after
the House had risen-and the members of
this committee I believe, are anxious that
these reports should be printed in time for
distribution while the Hiouse is still in ses-
sion. If hon. gentlemen of the Senate
would give a list of names to the Depart-
ment, or to the Chief Director of the
Experimental Farm, of prominent farmers
in their constituencies to whom they
would like to have these reports sent, we
would take care to see that they were all
properly addressed and forwarded. There
can be no difficulty about the distribution.

It may not have been so well done, per-
haps, in the Senate as in another place,
where the members come from their con-
stituents and have a list of all the voters
in their constituencies, or of the prominent
agricultur'alists at least. There they have
not only distributed the documents sent to
them, but they have sent letter after letter
to me to try and get city representa-
tives, or senators who may not wish to
use them, to let them have these reports,
so that they might have them to distribute
in the rural constituencies. If senators
would give lists of prominent gentlemen in
the counties from which they come, with
post office addresses, and tell us the reports
they would like to have sent, I will under-
take to have them forwarded. I am sure
there is no difficulty in the other House,
and there would be no difficulty in the
Senate if it was done in this way.

HoN. Ma. POWER-Perhaps the hon.
Minister will -ive the information asked
for by the hon. gentleman from Ottawa
and myself with respect to the printing of
the Tenant Farmers' Delegates' reports in
England and here ?

HON. MR. CARLING-One of the chief
objects in having the report printed here
is to have it distributed before the close of
the session. I think that the type bas been
distributed in England.

HoN. Ma. POWER-The book has beei
stereotyped.

HoN. MR. CARLING-I know that re-
ports here have been stereotyped, but I do
not know if they are in England; very pro-
bably they are. I think if the reports
were to be printed in England it would
cause a delay, and they would not be here
until very long after the session, and the
distribution would not be so good as if
they were printed in time to put them
into the hands of members for distribution
before the prorogation of Parliament.

HON. MR. MILLER-By some omission,
it appears the report was not printed in
the French editions of the Jurnas. Now,
that is a very important objection which
bas been taken by the hon. gentleman from
Delanaudière. If it is made an objection,
of course the report would require to
stand over until another day. If it is not
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made an objection, it would be as well to
bave the report adopted, in view of the
desirability of getting the issue out as soon
as possible.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I will not
make an objection to having the report
adopted to-day, only I wish it to be un-
derstood that the reports mentioned shall
be published in both languages.

HoN. MR. CARLING-Certainly, they
will be.

HON. MR. VIDAL-There is a well-un-
derstood rule that all such reports shall be
printed in both languages in certain pro-
portions. With regard to the distribution
of these documents, like my hon. friend
from Barrie I have availed myself of the
county councils. In all the Provinces,
where we have such institutions, the
county councils have members scattered
all over the municipalities who are ex-
tremely interested in supplying their own
immediate constitutents with literature of
that kind. They are plcase i to do it, and
I have availed myself, as my hon. friend
bas done, of that means of distributing the
numerous documents sent to me since last
session. That is a very feasible and
available plan. Under the instructions of
the Printing Committee, these documents
now come to us wrapped up, all ready for
sending by post, and we have this session
added another item, which will aid in the
distribution-we have ordered that those
covers shall be stamped so that the post-
masters will know that they are Parlia-
mentary reports, and will send them
free. A difficulty bad arisen in some
post offices, the postmasters thinking
that unless a member wrote bis name
on them they could not be sent free,
and to do that with several hundreds of
them was a serious task. To obviate that,
we bave decided to have wrappers stamped
in such a way as to ensure their passing
free through the post office. The post-
master where I live did not require me to
p ut my name on the documents I sent.

e knew me, and was aware of the fact
that they were Parliamentary documents,
and with that knowledge he would not
ask me to be at the trouble of initialing
all the documents I sent by post; but I
took the opportunity of the reeves being
in session in our town to distri bute a large

number ot them, coming, as they were
obliged to come, to the office I occupied
there as county treasurer, where I had an
opportunity of seeing them all. I think
the documents are of the value set forth by
several who have spoken. I have listened
attentively to what has been said about
the cost of printing and the suggestion of
getting the stereotyped edition from
England as a matter of economy, but when
we remember that it is the House of Com-
mons that deals with mor.ey matters and
incurs expense, and that we do not, as a
general rule, interfere when they say that
such an expenditure is desirable, we can
have no objection to the recommendation
of the committee. We may feel it neces-
sary to interfere when some principle is
involved, where this House should use its
influence and authority to attack anything
they think wrong, but I do not think that
a matter involving the expenditure of even
a few hundred dollars in carrying out
what bas been recommended-almost
ordered, you may say-by the House of
Commons, is one where we should inter-
fere.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-It must be
quite evident, from the remarks of bon.
gentlemen, that the system pursued in the
past with respect to the distribution of
these reports bas not been satisfactory,
and that the number issued on former
occasions--which number, I believe, was
100,000-is quite sufficient if the present
system is pursued; but it has occurred to
me during this discussion that a better
system could be adopted-that the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, uider whose control
and jurisdiction the experimental farms
are, should get the list of the Dominion
voters and send a copy of these reports to
every farmer throughout the Dominion.
Hon. gentlemen may smile at that, but
I do not think it would increase the
number asked for, or the number recom-
mended, in the first place, to the com-
mittee. I am speaking now subject
to correction, but I do not think we
have, according to the last census,
over half a million of farmers in the Do-
minion, and should there be one or two
hundred thousand copies more asked for
than ii recommended in this report, and
one sent to every farmer in the Dominion,
there could be no earthly excuse for them
to say then that they we not supplied with
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ail the information furnished by the De-
partment, or that they failed to derive all
the benefits accruing from the establish-
ment of the Central Experimental Farm
and its branches. A great deal of trouble
and anxiety would be removed from the
members of the other flouse, and from
members of the Senate, and at the same
tine an even and general distribution of
this literature would be made to the farm-
ing community throughout the whole
Dominion. I offer this suggestion, and I
think its adoption would be a great relief
to members of both Houses and even to the
Minister of Agriculture himself.

HoN. MR. VIDAL-Surely it would re-
quire a considerable addition to the staff
of any department to distribute such a
mass of documents, and five hundred thou-
sand would not not be enough to reach
every farmer. To send that many copies
would require the employment of an ad-
ditional staff, besides depriving us and our
fellow legislators of the pleasure of supply-
ing those who are interested with those
documents.

am glad, indeed, to hear that there is
some probability that Canada will take the
position that she ought to occupy as a
country exporting butter. I do not know
any reason why Canada should not do as
well in that respect as Denmark and Hol-
land, which now control the London mar-
ket. I approve of what bas been done in
sending Prof. Robertson out to enlighten
the country on the subject of dairy farm-
ing. Those are steps in the right direction,
foi- which the Minister deserves the com-
mendation of Parliament. As I say, I did
not question the value of the reports at
all. I simply deaIt with the method of dis-
tribution, and the means adopted to print
the reports. The suggestion made by the
hon. member from New Westminster, in
which I entirely concur, is deserving of
the consideration of the Minister of
Agriculture. It may be that it would
involve a littie additional work to some
of the existing clerks of the Depart-
ment; possibly, it might require the
addition of some two or three or four
clerks. That is not a very serious mat-
ter. I think, as as a rule, the Goverinment
are rather pleased to have an excuse to

HoN. MR. POWER-Inasmuch as the find something for more of their support-
few observations which I ma<1e with re- ers to do, and the necessity for threc or
spect to the adoption of this report have four clerks wouid fot be a ve-y serious
led to an almost universal chorus of ap- objection to adopting that mode of distri-
proval of the action of the hon. Minister of bution. There is an objection, whieh bas
Agriculture, and inasmuch as those re- fot been indicated by any previous speaker,
marks have also given hon. gentlemen in to the prement method of printing and dis-
all parts of the House an opportunity of ex- tribution. The Minister did not tell us
pressing valuable opinions on the ques- how many copies of this report were dis-
tion of these reports, perhaps the House tributedbytheDepartment; butunderthe
will pardon me if I say a few words now, presentsystem the probabilitiesare that the
even though I am slightly out of order. I members send copies of the reports to those
did not deal with the question of the value who receive them from the Department.
of those reports at all. I did not attempt to The Department is in a better position
question it,and I am happy to be able to add than any member or ail members to kilow
my tribute to the statements made by other how many copies of any report are needed
hon. gentlemen as to the very considerable for distribution, and they have greater
value of those reports, and particularly as facilities foi the distribution. I think there-
to their value as litei-ature intended to fore that the distribution should be made
promote immigration. Of the reports of the by the Department, and the cost of printing
Tenant Faîmeîfs' Delegates, there is no the reports sould be charged to the De-
doubt that those reports are just the kind partent. The Minister will have no diffi-
of liteiature which is caiculated to lead in- culty whatever in getting a very liberal
telligent farmers to core to this country vote from the ouse of Commons for doing
to setle; and I arn glad to hear f-om the work of that character. Thn, unde the
Ministe- the good effehts that the reports present system these reports are set up
are already meeting-at leastl gathe- that and printed in the report of the Depart-
from what pe said. I did not ques- ment and distributed iii that way: the
tion the value of the reports mf type is distribnted,'and then the reports
Pi-of. Saunders or Pfof. aRobertson. I have to be set up again at great additioel
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expense and printed under the instrue- HON. MR. POWER-The Minister may
tions of Parliament.. We would save the inot have intended to make it, but the state-
second setting of the type and a large ment was made in the hearing of ail of us,
expenditure by adopting the system indi- and the same argument was used in the
cated by the hon. member from New committee. It is a rather singular argu-
Westminster. I hope the Premier, as well -ment tocomefromConservatives, vho have
as the Minister of Agriculture, will be kind always contended that our young men did
enough to give a little consideration to the fot go to the United States, that the as-
suggestion made by the hon. member. sertion that they did was a base Grit
Hon. gentlemen have spoken as though ealumny.
there were no question in the minds
of the committee as to the proper course HON. MR. KAULBACI-I wish to say
to be pursued. The fact is, that some one word with regard to the distribution
gentlemen were of the opinion that they ofthese reports. 1 do not agree with the
motion to adopt that part of the re-
port was defeated in the committee; if
carried at ail it was by a majority of only
one. Another hon. gentleman says that it
is a matter for the House ofCommons-that
if the House of Cc mmons desire to have
these reports printed in such numbers it is
not ourconcern. The majoritywhichdecided
iii favourof the printing of the reports was
made up ofthe senators. A majority of the
members from the House of Commons
were opposed to it-that is, the report of
of the Tenant Farmers' Delegates. There
is another circumstance which the Minister
mentioned, and some other hon. gentie-
man also, that foreign corporations were
distributing literature with a view of induc-
ing our young men to leave Canada and to
settle in other countries. I should lilke to
know. I have not the information myseif,
whether our own great corporations-we
have two great railway corporations in
this eountry-I should like to know
wheihe. they are making the efforts whicb
I think they ought to put forth to cou nter-
act the efforts of these foreign corporations
and to induce settlers to come from Europe
and settle here, or to induce people who
choose to leave one part of the Dominion
to go and settie in another part of it.
There was another argument used in favour
of printing and distributing this report of
the Tenant Farmers'Delegates--that large
iiumbers of our Canadian young men were
going to the United States I was surpris-
ed to hear that statement made.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-Who made it?

HON. MR. POWER-It was made by the
Minister and by another hon. gentleman.

HoN. MR. CARLING-I think the hon.
gentleman misunderstood me.

suggestion made by the hon. member from
New Westminster, endorsed by the senior
member from Halifax, thatthe proper way
would be to distribute them from the De-
partment. I approve of the way that it is
done now, that is, by members of the two
Houses. Every member knows the im-
portant farmers in his own county. As
far as we ourselves are concerned, ten per
cent. is all that is left to us. I knowwhat
comes to me I take particular care of; I
see that every one of these documents is
sent to some person who will be glad to
get it. Probably I know more about my
own county than other senators know of
theirs, butI am not aware ofany instance
in which these reports are piled up in
waggon-houses. I would be sorry to hear
of any gentleman who would allow the
reports sent to him to be treated in that
way. I did not hear any one speak about
our young men going to the United States;
the only remark of that kind that I heard
was one that fell from the hon. member
from St. John. Ie suggested that the
circulation of the Tenant Farmers' report
might have the effect of disturbing the
minds of people living in the older Pro-
vinces and leading them to settle in
the North-West. That only shows the
value of the report. There are people in
every province who are not content, no
matter where they are, but want to go
further west; this literature, instead of
leading them to emigrate to the United
States, would attract them to our own
North-West, where there are comfortable
homes for all who wish to go there.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-If I may be per-
mitted to say a word or two before the
motion is put, I would like to do so with
respect to this question of distribution.
Hitherto all papers of this description and
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character issued by Parliament have been
distributed, as I understand it, by dividing
them amongst the inembers and sending a
certain number to the members of each
Iouse in the expectation that these gen-

tlemen would distribute them judiciously
amongst the people whom they know in
their electoral counties or districts, and
that process, I think, has been reasonably
successful. It is one which costs nothing;
it is one which I venture to say-having
been a inember myseif of the House of
Commons for years-is extremely inter-
esting to the members themselves, who
have direct relations with their constitu-
ents, who know them, and who can select
from amongst them those men who are
best qualified to inake the best use of
the literature which they get, and who
take care that the number, which is
linited, is so distributed as to produce
the best results amongst the most in-
telligent classes of the constituencies.
That, I may say with confidence, is the
result of the present mode of distribution
in the House of Commons, and I will not
do this House the injustice, and I will not
allow it to be assumed, that members ofthis
House will, when they receive literature
Of a valuable character.allow it to be relega-
ted to outhouses or to be destroyed or lost
to the public, rather than take the trouble
of sending it to the people in their districts,
or even to county councils, and other public
places from which it will reach the public.
That process, I firmly believe, is as effectual
a process, even as respects the Senate, as
any other that can be devised, because if we
Were to send these papers to postmasters,
many of whom are engaged in ail kinds of
occupations in the country-who are under
no obligation to distribute these reports
amongst the people, because they are not
obliged to do it and are not paid for it-
they would not probably do it, and the pro-
bability is that the reports of the Tenant
Farn Delegates, which are of incalcul-
able value, and the reports of Professors
Saunders and Robertson which are of
equal value in another direction, will
be found papering pounds of sugar and
parcels of tobacco and tea instead of being
read by the farmers in those localities.
The idea of taking the voters' lists
and sending a copy of the report to
each voter who is a farmer, presents diffi-
culties which my lion. friend from British
Columbia did not realize when he suggested

it. In the first place " farmer " is not pre-
cisely the qualification for a voter, and in
many cases he is scarcely mentioned as a
voter. The proprietor is a voter; the
tenant is a voter and the tarmer's son, 80
that the clerk in a Government office read-
ing over the list of voters would be unable
to distinguish in a large proportion of the
lists whether a man that he finds on the
list is a barber, a mechanic or a man hav-
ing anything to do with farming. I am
ashamed to confess my ignorance of the
number that appears on the voters' lists,
but they range from 3,000 to 4,000 to a con-
stituency, which would bring us up to the
number ofa million in ail the constituencies
and th is report, if carried, does not authorize
the printing of more than one-third of that
number and I think the precautions which
we would take to distribute them by divid-
ing them amono-st the representatives of the
people in bothouses-for I will maintain
that we are representatives of the people
as much as the other House, only appoint-
ed in another manner-and relying with
confidence upon the disposition of these
gentlemen to convey this information as it
is intended they shall do to all the people
within the reach of thcir pens and their
posts, I think that mode of doing it is a
very effectuai and very inexpensive way.
There might be a more pertfect way dis-
covered, but none that would not cost a
great deal of money and I doubt if it would
be any more effectual. I must say that the
remarks of the hon. gentleman from Halifax
on the report of the Tenant Farm Dele-
gates were perfectly justifiable. He did
not in any respect, as he observed, dispute
the value of these reports. The Minister
has explained that the object of printing
the report here instead of in England is
that it may be printed and distributed
by members before the House rises,
which is a very important feature, and I
think it is agood reason for printing it here.
Moreover the price is smaIl-I fancy four
or five cents a number will print them, so
that the difference in printing them here
and printing them in England will not be
very great. There is one point about the
translation of the report of Prof. Saunders,
which we think as much of in Lower
Canada as they do elsewhere, but which
has not yet been distributed amongst our
fellow-citizens of French origin in Quebec;
and I was asked that the decision of this
flouse should not be taken on this report
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until our friends ascertained the action of
the other House on this matter. Some of
the French-speaking members have been
generous enough to say that they do not
wish to delay the adoption of the report foi
that purpose, and the Minister of Agricul-
ture has undertaken to say that there shall
not be any delay in distributing the report
in their own language at as early a date as
possible.

HON. MR. PROWSE-I think the infor-
mation given to the House that there are
large numbers of these reports not distri-
buted to the farmers is very limited indeed.
It may possibly happen that gentlemen
residing in the large cities may be at a loss
to know to whon to send these reports,
and I would suggest to any gentleman who
finds a difficulty in that way if he would
drop a lino to the Minister of Agriculture
declining to accept them for distribution
it would enable the Minister to add to the
list of those who come from agricultural
districts, and who would only be too happy
to distribute them themselves.

HON. MR. POWER-I do not see the
point of that, inasmuch as these reports
are not to be distributed by the Minister
of Agriculture at all.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.
Bill (37) " An Act to amend the Act

respecting the New Brunswick Railway
Company." (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.)

Bdl (51) " An Act to incorporate the
Vancouver Dock and Ship Building Com-
pany." (Mr. Macdonald, Victoria.)

Bill (62) " An Act to enable the Victoria
and North American Railway Company to
run a ferry between Beecher's Bay in
British Columbiaand a point on the Straits
of Fuca within the United States of
America." (Mr. Macdonald, Victoria.)

Bill (97) " An Act to amend the Acts
respecting the granting of a subsidy to
the Chignecto Marine Transport Railway
Company (Limited)." (Mir. Abbott.)

Bill (38) " An Act respecting the Central
Counties Railway Company." (Mr. Mc-
Millan.)

COLLINGWOOD AND BAY OF
QUINTÉ RAILWAY CO.'S BILL.

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE.

Bill (47) " An Act to amend an Act to

incorporate the Collingwood and Bay of
Quinté Railway Company," wasi ntroduced.

HoN. Mr. ALLAN moved that the Bill
be referred to the Committee on Standing
Orders and Private Bills. He explained
that no petition had been presented to the
Sonate for this Bill, and it was therefore
necessary that it should go to the Com-
mittee on Standing Orders and Private
Bills.

The motion was agreed to.

The Sonate adjourned at 5:15 P.M.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, June 25th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

ROCKY MOUNTAINS RAILWAY AND
COAL CO.'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HoN. MR. VIDAL, from the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours,
reported Bill (N) " An Act to incorporate
the Rocky Mountains Railway and Coal
Company," with certain amendments.

He said: The amendments which have
been made are merely to correct an omis-
sion in the original copy. A name was
erroneously taken out and another put in.
Another error was the insertion of a word
which was omittod in copying the Act.

HON. MR. LOUGHEED moved that the
amendments be concurred in.

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

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (R) "An Act respecting certain
Feminine Qffenders in the Province of
Nova Scotia." (Mr. Power).

Bill (23) " An Act respecting the E. B.
Eddy Manufacturing Company, and to
change its name to " The E. B. Eddy
Company." (MIr. Clemow).

Bill (25) " An Act to revive and amend
the Act to incorporate the Medicine Hat
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Railway and Coal Company." (Mr. Loug-
heed).

Bill (26) " An Act to incorporate the
Pembroke Lumber Company." (Mr. Cle-
Inow).

Bill (27) " An Act to authorize the Lon-
don and Canadian Loan and Agency Com-
pany (Limited) to issue Debenture Stock."
(Mr. McKindsey).
. Bill (28) "An Act to amend the Act to
Ilmcorporate the Empire Printing and
Publishing Company (Limited)." (Mr.
Sanford).

Bill (41) " An Act to amend the Act
mrcorporating the Canadian Power Com-
pany." (Mr. Clemow).

Bill (24) " An Act to incorporate the
McKay Milling Company." (Mr. Clemow).

DISCRIMINATION AGAINST THE
MOTHER COUNTRY.

MOTION WITHDRAWN.

HoN. Mz. BOULTON rose to move-

That in the opinion of this honourable House, no
treaty of reciprocity that may be negotiated with the
Govenîment of the United States, should contain any
provision obliging Canada, directly or indirectly, to
impose duties upon any articles included in such
treaty which would discriminate against their impor-
tation fron the United Kingdom, or any other
oountry.

He said: I beg to ask permission of th is
honourable House to withdraw my motion,
Since I gave notice on Monday last that I
would bring this motion before the House
for discussion to-day some correspondence
has been placed on the Table with regard
to reciprocity negotiations which are to
take place next October, and in view of
the tenor of that correspondence I feel it
would be inadvisable to discuss this motion
formally as I have it before the House
to-day.

The motion was agreed to, and the Order
of the Day was discharged.

PROHIBITORY LIQUOR LAW.

MoTIoN.

HoN. MR. VIDAL moved:
That the Honourable Messieurs Allan, Girard,

Lewin, Lougheed, McClellan, Macdonald (B.C.),
Macdonald (P.E.I.), Miller, Murphy, Pelletier,
Power, Scott, Stevens and Vidai be appointed a
Select Committee to examine and report upon all
petitions presented to this House, praying for, or
relating to, the enactment of a law to prohibit the
manufacture, importation, or sale of all intoxicating

liquors, for use as beverages ; and to reconmend such
action to be taken thereon by the Senate as the said
Committee may beem expedient."

He said : In asking your attention to
the motion which I have placed on the
Order Paper, I may say that I am mimply
followiig i he 'precedent which was acted
upon by this House in the years 1874,
1875, 1876 and 1877 when petitions
for the same object for which the
petitions lately presented to us pray
were brought to this House in
numbers amounting to many hundreds.
Ou each of these years it was thought
desirable and proper to refer those peti-
tions to a committee of this House, that
they might examine and report upon them,
which was accordingly done. 1 am, there-
fore, following a precedent which was well
established,in asking the appointment of
the committee named in my notice of
motion. The petitions already received
by this House are over 2,900 in number;
they come from all parts of the Dominion,
from the fathest east to the furthest west;
they are signed by all classes of the com-
munity, and they are certainly represent-
ntive petitions, bringing to our notice the
very general demand for the passage of
this prohibitory legisiation. I think it is
due to ourselves, as well as to the petitioners,
that respect should be paid to these peti-
tions; and to say, after they are presented
here, coming from such a source and
in such numbers, that they are to be
shelved in pigeon-holes and no notice
taken of then, would be a reproach
to this House that the Senate would
not be able to withstand. I think it is
due to ourselves that the petitions should
be received with respect, and attention paid
to them, but whether we can do anything
to accomplish the end they have in view
is quite another thing. The House will
see that it is well to ask for this committee,
in order to show that it does pay respect
to those petitions that come to it from
people who place confidence in ouir interest
in and in our desire to promote the well-
being of the country. I do not say a word
about what kind of report the committee
may likely bring in. On former occasions
the committee brought in a report mainly,
though not entirely, satisfactory to those
who had presented the petitions. I may
say that 1 have a two-folia object in view
in asking that this committee be appointed:
first, to manifest to those who have ap-
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proaehed the House in this way that country should
we acknowledge their right to be heard, House will also
that we receive their requests with not confined my
respect, and that we pay attention to tlemen who hav
them, and that we take such steps as in favour of prohi
are in our power to examine into the names of oppone
matter, in order that we may act intelli- When the commit
gently and, as far as possible, in favour of matter it will, I
the object for which these petitions are that this House c
sent to us; secondly, that I may elicit an the views of the v(
expression of opinion from the members It is, perhaps, scai
of this House on the great question of pro- trespass upon the
hibition itself. I trust that this committee, any further remai
if the House sees fit to adopt my motion ence to this matte
and appoint it, will present a report of action of the oth
some kind, and on the presentation of that think it is both
report there will be afforded ample oppor- that I should at
tunity for the discussion of the whole that has been tak
question. When the report of that coin- men in this ous
mittee comes before us it is highly pro- tookingto me asa
bable that there will be divergence of aud I have been
opinion as to the action it may see fit to many inquiries a
recommend, and Qan will be the time to action proposed t
express our views of prohibition, and I have no authority
hope we may have as profitable and inter- myseif, but persor
esting a discussion on the subject in this in saying that I t
House as they had in the other Chamber; the other flouse h
but I do not desire to say a single word forward that has
about the general question of prohibition, of prohibition for
its advantages or disadvantages, on this is, that the appoin
occasion. It is due to these hon. gentle- mission 18 really a
men whose naimes I have taken the to the roquest of
liberty of inserting in my motion that actmentof a pioh
I should apologize for not having taken at present be do
the precaution of asking their permis- ho a most desira
sion to do so, and requesting them to sary step, that P
serve on the committee. The fact is, 1 nished wth auth
believed that every hon. member of this tion on these in
flouse is ready to fulfil his obligations as should act intelli
a senator, and when called upon to dis- remomhered that
eharge this particular duty I thought this kind-an Ad
theie would be no reluctance or hesitation changes in the
on his part. I would like much that my oxisting interests
hon. friends, instead of looking upon it as vinces and munie
an order of the House that they shall act on Dominion-shoul
this committee, would regard it as a per- care and with a
sonal request from myself that they should ledge of the res
meet and talk over this important matter, where similar en
and suggest what is the best course this in other countrie
flouse can take with respect to it. What- in myjudgment t
ever the result of such consultation may taken, instead of
be, I think it is at least very desirable attempt to burk
that some action should be taken by this regarded as a ste
House with reference to the petitions that taken honestly in
have been presented to us. The gentlemen of the interests o
whose names I have proposed for the com. tion. fon.gentlo
mittee have been selected from every in the rosolution
province, in order that ail sections of the the appointment

be represented. The
observe that I have
selection to those gen-

e heretofore pronounced
bition, but have inserted
nts to such legislation.
tee meets to discuss this
hope, suggest something
an do towards meeting
ry numerous petitioners.

rcely proper that I should
time of tbe Senate with
rks at presentwith refer-
r, but on account of the
er Chamber yesterday I
desirable and excusable
least refer to the action
en, as many hon. gentle-
e and many outside are
prominent prohibitonist,
besieged with a great

s to my opinion on the
be taken. Of course, I
to speak for anyone but
ally, I have no hesitation
hink the action taken in
as been the greatest step
been taken for the cause
many years. My opinion
tment of this Royal Com-
n acceding,to some extent,
the petitioners for the en-
ibitory law,as far as it can
ne. It appears to me to
ble, I might say a noces-
irliament should be fur-
ntic and reliable informa-
atters, in order that it
gently. Then it must be
the framing of an Act of
making very important

country, affecting many
and the revenues of pro-

ipalities as well as of the
d be done with very great
n accurate and full know-
ults of such legislation
actments have been passed
s and places Therefore,
he action which has been
being looked upon as an
the question, should be

p felt to be necessary, and
advance,for the promotion
fthe country in this direc-
men willobservetwo words
which has been passed for
of the commission, which,
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in my judgment, would never have been
inserted had it been intended to adopt that
means to shelve the question. If that had
been the intention, why would the Minis-
ter of Finance have put in the words
" without delay " ? Does not the fact of
his inserting in the beginning of his reso-
lution that " without delay " the commis-
sion should be appointed and information
obtained show that it is not the intention
of the Government to shelve the question?
In my judgment, it is an honest expression
of a very reasonable and rational desir-e to
acquire full, authentic and trustworthy
information on the matters connected with
this kind of legislation. which it is desirable
to secure before one could frame a satis-
factory prohibitory Bill. Had the whole
Parliament been pledged to prohibition I
eau scarcely conceive thut it would venture
to enact a law during the present session
to cone into immediate or early operation
without having obtained first the informa-
tion which this commission is to be ap-
pointed to obtain. Consequently, instead
of temperance people feeling aggrieved at
the action of the House, in my judgment
Parliament has gone as far towards grant-
ing the request that has been made as it
could go under present circumstances. I
have gone a littie beyond the object I had
in view in making the motion I placed on
the Notice Paper, but in my position, stand-
ing as I do at the head of the prohibitory
allianpe, although not authorized to speak
for itI think it is desirable, and no more
than just, that I should express my views
with refetence to the action which has
been taken.

ION. IMR. POWER-I see that the hon
gentleman has been good enough to place
my name upon this proposed committee
therefore, I have the right to say a worc
on the subject of his resolution. If th
bon. gentleman had moved his resolutior
yesterday I should have had no objection
to serve on the committee. I am not j

rohibitionist, and I suppose never shal
b ; at the same time, I think the petition
coming in such numbers to our Chambe
from all classes of society and from person
of ail denominations and all parts of thi
Dominion are, as a rule, the expression o
the honest convictions of those who sigi
them, and as such deserve to be treate
with due consideration by the Senate
But [ am a littie surprised, after the actio

taken by the other House at the instance
of the Government, that the bon. gentle-
man should persist to-day in moving his
resolution, which recommends a policy
different from that laid down in the reso-
lution passed by the House of Commons.
What object can we attain by solemnly
appointing a committee here to con-
sider these petitions, when the Com-
mons bas resolved to appoint a Royal
Commission to consider the whole question
of the liquor traffic and prohibition in
their effects on the revenue and otherwise ?
Considering that we are now almost at the
beginning of the month of July, and that
the Senate is likely to have a good deal to
do during that very warm month, and
inasmuch as the Government have appa-
rently with the entire approval, and, I
should say from the language used by the
hon. gentleman after conference with the
hon. member from Sarnia, the bon.
gentleman proposes to deal with the
matter in a way different from what they
propose. That being the case, why should
we interfere with the Government now ?
I think it is better to leave the matter in
the hands of the Government, and I am
the more surprised at the hon. gentleman
persisting in his motion, as he bas told us,
as one who knew whereof he spoke, that
the resolution of the Minister of Finance
is an honest effort to settle the question
and to do what the friends of prohibition
desire. If the hon. gentleman was con-
sulted with respect to that resolution and
is in the inmost secrets of the Govern-
ment, thon he is perhaps in a posi-
tion to say that it is an hunest resolution
or an honest attempt to meet the views of
the prohibitionists ; unless the bon. gentle-
man is in a position to say that, ho bas no
authority to say that a motion made by
one party in another place is an honest
effort to settle the question and meet the

i views of the petitioners; and when we con-
sider the well-known views of many of the

a gentlemen who voted for it, 1 am very
1 much disposed to doubt the statement of
s my hon. friend from Sarnia, that that mo-.
r tion expressed the views of the honest
s friends of prohibition. As to the report
e of the commission coming up in a short
f time and action being taken immediately,
i we shall sec when we are called upon to
d act; but I feel that under the circumstances
i. our action can lead to no good, and for
n myselfindividually, as I happen to be on a
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number of rather important committees, and influence of the numerous petitions
I would ask the hon. gentleman to omit that have been presented to take the course
my iiame from the list of a committee he points out, and I think that bis remarks
which I feel cannot do any important work. in reference to the resolution passed in the

House of Commons are just and equitable,
HoN. MR. VIDAL-I may be perimitted arid,,with thoso I represent on that ques-

to explain to the hon. gentleman that I am tion, I would give it my hearty support.
only expressing my own opinion. I em-
phatically stated that I did not speak with HoN. MR. ALLAN-I confess that I felt
any authority at all. It is my personal somewhat dismayed when I found my tiame
opinion. 1 have had no conversation and placed on that committee by the hon.
no communication, and no knowledge gentleman from Sarnia, and that feeling
whatever of what was designed to be was not at all lessened by the announce-
introduced in the other House. I merely ment of the number of petitions sent in to
saw it for the first time in the newspapers, this House, and which, under the. resolu-
but I think my bon. friend, even on the tion, we are expected to examine and
reasons which he bas mentioned, need not report upon ; but I feel that thesè
press his request that bis name be with- petitions are bound to be received with
drawn from the committee. I would like due respect and consideration by this
to have it appear on the record, and I House, because, no doubt, they do repre-
would like to have the benefit of bis coun- sent the opinions of a very large number
sel and advice in coming to any decision of the community which are honestly
we may arrive at. One object I have in and conscientiously entertained by them,
view is to show proper respect to the per- and I do not think they should be ignored
sons who have sent in these petitions. It orreceived with indifference by the Senate.
wouldbemostdiscourteoustothesepetition- Moreover, this question is of too much
ers to take no notice of them, and I think importance to be treated with disrespect,
it is due to them that the utmost respect levity or indifference. I am not a pro-
should be shown to their petitions by this hibitionist, and, like my bon. friend from
House. Whatever the report of the commit- Halifax, I do not think I am likely to be;
tee may be, it is likely to bring on an import- and the hon. gentleman from Sarnia knows,
ant discussion in this Chamber, and to bring with respect to previous votes in this
out the views of the members. I trust the House, which have been takeii on the Scott
hon. gentlemen will not persist in with- Act and other measures of that kind, that
drawing bis name. He might not attend I have always refrained from voting
all the meetings, but I would like it to against them, on the principle that if a
appear that he is invited and wished to be large number of citizens think that such
there. His advice is exceedingly valuable. legislation is really the way by which the
In many instances he points out to us mat- frightful evils arising from intenperance
ters which 'escape the attention of others, would be best remediedI,forone,wasalways
and I should be very sorry if, in following willing to give it a fair trial. But I also hold
the course he has indicated, he declines to a very strong opinion that any legislation
serve on the committee, if be bas time and of this kind, to be effective, cannot go in
can do so without personal inconvenience. advance of the conscience of the people.

Unless the community themselves are im-
HON. MR. POWER-As the hon. gentle- pressed with the feeling that a measure is

man's resolution is more or less a censure a right and proper one, we legislate in vain.
on the Government, I would suggest that It will only lead, in my judgment, to law-
the leader of the Government should move lessness and a great deal of immorality,
an amendment, leaving the matter where and will be productive of more mischief
the Government have put it. than good. I do not object to my name

being placed on this committee, because I
HON. MR. MURPHY-As the wisdom of quite share the feeling expressed by my

the course of the bon. gentleman from Sar- bon. friend, and I desire, as far as this
nia is in question, I think he bas taken the House is concerned, that we should show
only rational course that could be taken every respect to those petitioners, though
in this House. It is quite in keepingwith I do not see what more we can do. Look-
.the dignity of the Huase and the weight ing at the resolution adopted by the other
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louse, that it is desirable before proceed-
ing with any legislation on this question
to obtain every information we can on the
subject, and the bearing that such legisla-
tion is likely to have on the business and
revenues of the country, I do not see that
the Senate can recommend any course in
advance of the information sought to be
obtained by the proposed commission. I
hope my hon. friend from Halifax will
change his mind, and give us the benefit of
his advice and counsel on the committee.

HON. MR. McCLELAN-As I have been
named by the hon. gentleman from Sarnia
on this committee, I may say I entirely
coincide with the remarks of the hon. gen-
tleman if this committee is intended simply
to be an act of courtesy to that numerous

cated that the country was ripe for prohi-
bition, in supporting the action of the
Government, that it is necessary to go into
an extensive and costly investigation, by
means of a Royal Commission, to show
whether a prohibitory liquor law is re-
quired or not.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I did not speak for
the Alliance; I spoke my personal senti-
ments.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I do not rise
to express any opinion about the con-
mittee, but I think from the number of
petitions coming to this House it is due to
the petitioners themselves that the com-
mittee should be appointed.

body of petitioners who are. praying for HON. MR. ABBOTT-I think I under-
the passage of a prohibitory law; and the stand the spirit in which ry hon. friend's
duty of the committee will be simply con- motion is made. We have received'an im-
fined to examining these petitions and mense number of petitions in this liuse,
reporting their numbers, which do not ap- as well as in the other liuse, in faveur of
pear on our journals. In so far as that prohibition, and the Government have
goes it may be a very proper mark of taken a step which they thought the most
respect to so large and intelligent a body judicious and the most proper under the
as have made this prayer. Nevertheless, circumstances, and not, I think, as my hon.
I fail to see any practical object that can friend from Hopewell said, in direct con-
be attained by it at this stage of the ses- travention of the prayer ot those petitions.
sion in a further investigation of this|In one sense, perhaps-in what one might
question by this House, for the very rea- call an immaterial sense-it is a contraven-
son mentioned by the hon. gentleman from tion of the prayer of these petitions, inas-
Halifax, that the matter has been already much as it does not assent to them alto-
taken up and passed upon in the other gether in their entirety-that is, to pass a
House, and the appointment of a com- prohibition law immediately, during the
inission has been authorized. It is not present Parliament, which is quite another
at all likely that the Government will affair. The power of doing that is not
undertake to initiate any new policy abrogated by the appointr.ient of the com-
for this year, and the policy they mission to inquire into the circum-
have introduced is entirely and com- stances which should guide them in decid-
pletely in conflict with the prayer of ing whether they should pass it or not.
these petitioners. Therefore, I do not see In point of fact, it is as if we had been
what possible object we are going to gain asked by a large section of the people to
by appointing a committee to investigate pass a prohibitory law, and the Gov'ern-
and make a report on the petitions. The ment has said we do not refuse to pass it, but
petitioners themselves pray that this Par- we propose to informourselves a little better
liament will " forthwith " enaet a prohi- before we decide w ether we shall pass it

bitory law, and after atl these years, in or not. That coul not be said to be a
which so many of us have been claiming contravention of the prayer of the people,
that it was the duty of the Government, but a step towards the attainment of that
and it was to the advantage of the country, object, if its circumstances should be found
and that it was what the people from one on investigation to be such as to justify it.
end of the Dominion to the other desire, I understood my hon. friend's motion to
that prohibitory legislation should be be rather to enable us to express, in some
enacted,I cannotunderstand thelogie of the form to be determined by that committee,
position taken by the hon.gentleman from to the people who have sent those peti-
Sarnia, who has so long and so ably advo- tions to us, our sense of their importance,
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our sense of the grave consideration which Owners, who represent that the prepara-
they desire, and so prevent those petition- lion of machinery or appliances for
ers from supposing that when they coie the consumption of this sawdust on
before this House with requests that they the spot would ho very expensive and very
consider to be for the benefit (À the whole difficut-in fact, wouid expose their entire
people we do not, as has been sometimes plant to the danger of flue, and would lu-
expressed with regard to these very peti- volve many other inconveniences. I have
tions, put then in the waste paper basket not bad much opportunitymyselfof inves-
and take no further notice of them. We tigating this matter, but it appears to ho
do give them a serions consideration, and the general opinion of my coleagues, in so
we seek to do all we can, consistently with fai as I have gone into the question, that
what we believe to be the welfare of the the exception which prevails in favour of
whole country, to meet the prayer of these the Ottawa river ought to bo abrogated,
petitions. That,'I understood from my and 1 wouid ask my bon. friend to with-
hon. friend's remarks, to be the main objeet draw his Bil for this year, in order that the
of the present motion. I would just ask miii owners may not be too suddenly, by
my hon. friend to give us in Lower Canada force, compelled to make changes which
a little more representation on this com- wouid be very expensive and inconvenlent.
mittee-if he would put on my hon. friend My hon. friend bas been good enough on
Mr. Ross, for instance; and I should like that considenuion to agree to witbdraw bis
also ho would put one of my colleagues Bil for this year, with the understanding, as
on this list, say Mr. Carling, and I would far as I can say sucl an understanding car
he glad to see the motion pass. o arrived at beforehand, that his measure

wil receive the assistance of this wovedtn-
HON. MR. VIDAL-With the permission ment, ifit should be in powe , in th year

of the Huse I shail ho giad indeed to add to come. 1 hope the very good friends of
the names of Mr. Carling and Mi% dRoss to ours, and othes who are affected by this
my committee. announcement, te ii take notice also how

The motion vas agreed to. lar they an avoid the evil consequences
which might foiow their being suddenly

T11E SAWDUST BILL. comI)OlICd to enter upon an entirely ctif-
tirent course of action with regard to their

WITHDRAWN. business, rhich is of courseoneof the mostfar portant in the whole contry, and whiah

The Ottaer rivtheoughtbeingecabregated

I have the geatest desire to foster and
Second reading (Bill D) An Act to amend chapter encourage and have the greatest objection

91 of the Rivised Statutes of Canada, intituled: "cAn to embarrassing c any way.
Act re'specting the protection of Navigable Waters.
(Honourable Mr. Clexnow.) HoN. MR. KAULBACn-d think my

iION. 31R. ABBOTT said: With refMrence hon. friend p somised us some two or three
to my hon. friend's motion, for the second years go that this impedient to navigation
reading of this Bill, we have hiad tbis matter and to the fisheries would he, atleast in part,
Up before us on sevoufal occasions, and there obviated. Speaing more ur the interest
is no doubt il is one of very considerabie of' the Province of Nova Scotia, the iaw
importance. There have been various re- there bas been strigently enfoiced, even
ports made with reference to the efect w of against nils with a sing e saw, and tho
alowing the sawdust from the Ottawa mii owners there regard with a great deai
mis to pass mb the river, and I must say of jealousy the fat that bore, within sight
thete is a diversity f opinion aboutit. oftheLegislature, this immense evil, which
However, there seem.s to be a strong opi- bas not only destroyed the fisheries but
mon, a stronger opinion, in fact, in the seriously impeded navigation, is permitted,
direction that Ibis sawdust is ijuring the whie the smal saw milis on the streama
river, injuring the navigation, and aiso in- in their province, which do comparativeiy
juring the ii of the fsh, which is, of course, ittie barm, should ho probibited from
important to the people along the margin aving the same priviege.
of the river as a means of C iva, ihood in
many cases. 1B have had some represen- HON. M. CLEMOW-I may ho permit-
tations made to se on bhaf of the miii ted to say, after the announcement made
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by the Premier, that J shall accede to his t
request on this occasion, but in doing so I
congratulate the Senate on being instru-
mental in redressing a grievance that bas
been allowed to exist for many years. In t
1885, as you are aware, a committee was
appointed by this Senate to take evidence
on this very important subject. They did
so, and reported conclusively that the j
effect of this nuisance was such as to
require immediate action on the part of the
Government. At that time, of course, it was
not expected that the Government would
take immediate action, because I admit
that there are very serious interests invol-
ved; but we were told from time to time
that in the future a certain action would be
taken. I brought the subject before the
Senate, from year to year, except last
session, when a Bill was introduced in the
Lower House by the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries, to carry out the object I had
in view. J thought that was perfectly
satisfactory, and J therefore had no further
concera in the matter. But seeing that it
was not enacted, I considered it was my
duty, in the interests of the people of the
country, that J should introduce the Bill
now before the House, and if the Premier
had not made the declaration we have had
to-day I certainly should have invoked
the feeling of the House on the question.
Uinder the circumstances, I do not consider
it necessary for me to deal at any great
length on the fact that this grievance bas
been allowed to exist for so many years,
and is continued even to the present day.
I know that it is possible to abolish the
nuisance-it is only a matter of a small
expenditure-and that the mill owners arc
rnaking arrangements at present by which
they can remove the sawdust and make it
a source ofrevenue to the country in a few
years. It bas hitherto contaminated our
waters ; it bas destroyed all our fish, and its
disadvantages are so apparent that I think
the Senate can take credit to themselves for
having been the means of remedying this
g reat evil that bas been allowed to exist

for so many years. If the Senate bas done
no other service to the country but this
one I think they would deserve the thanks
of the community, and I have no doubt
they will receive them, particularly when
a measure is introduced next year by the
leader of the Government to abolish this
long-standing nuisance. Only the other
day a child at Rockliffe was drowned in

9

the river because of the quantity of mill
refuse floating on the surface of the water.
Last winter an explosion took place in the
bottom of the river of such a character
bat, to, my knowledge, some 300 children
would have been lost had it occurred a
short time before it did. In view of these
circumstances, I think we are perfectly
ustified in insisting that the evil should be
lone away with. Of course, notice should
be given to the mill men. They have had
notice from year to year, and last year
they had notice from the hon. Minister of
Marine and Fisheries that they had only
one year to perfect their arrangements,
and I do not think they require more;
still, I am willing to wait another year,
with the full knowledge that my hon.
friend, the leader of the Government, will
carry out the promise that he has given us
on this occasion.

HON. MR. POIRIER-I cordially con-
gratulate my hon. friend from Rideau
division on having introduced this Bill,
and having obtained from the leader of
the Government the promise that we have
just heard. J must state that, before leav-
ing hoime for this session, several parties,
riparian owners from the counties of West-
moreland and Kent, came to me with
requisitions and asked me to do all in my
power to have that clause of the Act re-
pealed which is aimed at by the Bill now
before the House. The abuses which are
complained of are worse in New Bruns-
wick, I believe, than in any other place,
because very few, if any, of the water
mills burn their refuse. It is practically
all thrown into the river, with the inevit-
able result that our fisheries are being
destroyed, and in many of the rivers they
are actually gone. Salmon fishing, for ex-
ample, which was at one time very pros-
perous in Kent and Westmoreland, bas
ceased to exist. I congratulate my bon.
friend, and without making any more re-
marks on this question, I hope that due
notice will be given to the mill owners,
and that it will be taken by them into
serious consideration. Notice bas been
given from time to time, but it bas never
been acted upon. The mili owners have
taken it as notice pro forma, and although
promising, time after time, within my
knowledge, to change their system of dis-
posing of the rubbish from their mills,
nothing bas been done. I do not see why
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we should, on the one hand, spend large
sums of money (as, for instance, last year
over $39,000 for artificial breeding or
hatching of fish), if, on the other hand,
the very waters in which these fish are to
be deposited are polluted and poisoned by
mill refuse. I believe that that is not true
economy, and we might just as well wrestle
with the question now as later on. i hope,
therefore, and I am very sure that the
word of the bon. leader will be carried out,
and that this abuse will be done away with
as effectively as law and legislation can do
it in the next forthcoming year.

HoN. MR. POWER-I am glad to ob-
serve that the faith of the member for
Rideau division in the promises of the
Government is more robust than that
of my hon. friend from Lunenburg, who
has very properly called the attention
of the hon. gentleman who introduced this
Bill to the fact that promises, almost like
the promises which have been made by
the Premier to-day, wero made on previous
occasions, and have not, to use a phrase
sometimes heard in another place, been
implemented. I should suggest to the
hon. gentleman from Rideau division, and
also to the hon. leader of the Government,
that there is another method of arriving
at the same end, which ought to be more
satisfactory to the hon. gentleman from
Rideau division and would certainly be
more satisfactory to the hon. gentleman
from Lunenburg-that is, that the Bill
should pass with a provision that it should
not corne into operation until the lst of
July, 1892. That will give the mill owners
all the notice they can possibly ask for, and
it will guarantee to my hon. friend that
that which he wishes will be done. I
should liko to call the attention of my hon.
friend to the fact that even though the
pledge given to-day by the Premier is a
pledge which would be carried out if this
Government rëmained in power, it is
barely possible •

HON. MR. CLEMOW-But it is very
improbable.

loN. MR. POWER-it is barely pos.
sible that before the time indicated by the
hon. Premier some other gentleman might
be Premier, who would not feel himself
bound by a pledge given by the leader of
this Governrment. If the hon, gentleman

from Rideau division is wise in lis day
and generation he will, while there is a
Premier in this House, and one who is
favourable to his view, do better to get lis
Bill through with the trifling amendment
that I have suggested. There is another
reason why some decided action should be
taken. The hon. gentleman from Lunen-
burg rather left the House under the im-
pression that this provision, forbidding the
running of sawdust into rivers, was carried
out in the Province of Nova Scotia. My
experience has been the same as that of
the hon. member from Shediac. In cer-
tain rivers in Nova Scotia the law is
carried out ; as to certain other rivers it
is not carried out. There is a very im-
portant river in Lunenburg, on which very
considerable mills are situated, and the
owners of those mills were known to be
very decided opponents of the Govern-
ment ; so far as I know, that is the only
important river in Nova Scotia where the
law has been carried out. Now, I think
that is a condition of things that should
be stopped as soon as possible, and I regret
that the hon. gentleman is not going to
push his measure.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I think my hon.
friend's information on this subject is not
altogether accurate. The clause in the
Bill which my hon. friend from RIdeau
division proposes to repeal is one which
permits the Government, by Order in
Council, to make an exception in favour of
any specified river, or part of a river, as
to the necessity of preventing sawdust
running into the river. Now, I do not
know whether there are any other' Orders
in Council than that which is applicable
to the Ottawa river, but I am certain that
there are very few; and [ to-day h eard fron
my hon. friend, the Minister ofMarine and
Fisheries, in whose particular department
the matter is, that he was engaged fre-
quently in seeing to the enforcement of
this law, and that he was doing so vigor-
ously everywhere, notwithstanding con-
stant remonstrances from the mill owners
and from the representatives of their
counties in Parliament-that he was con-
stantly engaged in enforcing this law
throughout lis own province, which is the
one that my lon. friend refers to. I think,
probably, that my hon. friend would find,
on a close examination of the facts, that
while there may be exceptions where,
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from some accidental or temporary reason,
the law may not be for the moment
enforced, 1 can assure him, if he will have
the goodness to inform the Government, or
me, of any case where the law is violated,
where no Order in Council exists relieving
the millowners from the obligation of
obeying the Act, that it shal be enforced,
and that promptly and peremptorily. My
hon. friend from Rideau division has been
moderate in being satisfied with the pro-
posal I made to him as regards this Bill.
My hon. friend from Halifax will perceive
that if his suggestion were adopted it
would have the effect of destroying this
exception wherever it exists. I do not
know where it exists-I have not had
time to investigate that. I imagine that
my hon. friend froin Rideau division had
not investigated it. He first had his atten-
tion directed particularly to the Ottawa
river, and his Bill was intended, no doubt,
to remedy the difficulty that exists here. 1
think, therefore, he was right in being sat-
isfied with the assurance I gave him as
respects the Ottawa difficulty, and if there
be other places where there is an Order in
Council of that description which ought to
be repealed, it seems to me it will be time
enough, on the merits of that case, to deal
with that particular case, as we shall do
on its merits.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I only rise for
the purpose of answering one remark that
was made by the hon. gentleman from
Halifax. He is right as far as the La Have
river is concerned, but the clause which
the Bill was intended to repeal was in-
serted by the Government of the party of
which my hon. friend is so strong a sup-
porter. I am very glad to know that that
legislation was not in the interest of his
party, se far as that stream, at all events,
is concerned.

to throw obstructions in their way, where
no advantage could be derived from it.
That is so far as my observation extends;
but I may say, and I am following in the
same train as the remarks of my hon.
friend from Acadie, that the general oper-
ation of the Fisheries Law in its application
to fishing strearns, bas not been a very good
one-that is to say, the regulations bave
not been strictly enforced. A very general
complaint exists throughout the country
that the rivers formerly frequented by fish,
to an extent that made them valuable fish-
eries to the inhabitents in the locality, have
become destroyed as fishing rivers-the
fish have been driven away from thom,
and although there has been a very large
expenditure made by the Government in
the last fifteen or twenty years in main-
taining fisheries officials, no practical ad-
vantago has been. derived from that expen-
diture. Although a large amount has
been spent for the propagation of fish and
the protection of the fisheries, the fish, in-
stead of having increased in these rivers,
have been driven away, and the fisheries
have been destroyed. It seems almost im-
possible for the Government-I speak now
of all Governments-to enforce the regula-
tions arising, not from an increase of the
number of lumbermen, but mainly because
their political influence is more concen-
trated and they are better able to bring it
to bear on the Government, the conse-
quence being that the interest of the lum-
bermen is better served in that way than
the interest of the people.

HON. MR. CLEMOW-I feel very thank-
ful that there has been such an expression
of opinion by a great majority of the mem-
bers of the Senate in favour of reducing
the evil of which the people of this coun-
try have had te complain for so many years.
Feeling. as I do the greatest confidence
in tbe Government-greater than the

HoN. MR. McCLELAN-So far as New hon. member frein Halifax las expressed
Brunswick is concerned, there are some -and beiieving tbat tbey will carry eut
streams which I think have been exempted the phedge they have given on this occa-
by Order in Council, and se far as my ob- sien, I will net press the Bil. I have
servation has extended, they have been every confidence in tben, and I venture te
properly exempted. They are not rivers run the risk of the Government being dis-
or streams which had fish in them, or piaced byanyotler for the nextfiveyears.
streams frequented by fish, and therefore therefore meve that the Orderof tle Day
the mill refuse was no impediment to the be discbarged, and the Bill be witldrawn.
fish, and there was no use or object in the
Government or Parliament obstructing the HON. MR. POWER-The hon. leader of
lumbermen: it wouid be a waste of money the Government said that bis cotleague

ho.mme rmHliaia xrse
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was doing his best to carry out the law
for the protection of rivers. This Act was
passed in the year 1875, I think, and it is
rather singular that only now the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries is beginning to
take decided steps towards carrying out
its provisions. I know the law has not
been enforced on most of the rivers of
Nova Scotia, and the hon. leader said he
did not know of any Order in Couneil other
than that respecting the Ottawa. Then, it
means that the Government of which the
hon. gentleman is the leader, and the pre-
ceding Government, have not been en-
forcing the law. Where their friends are
interested they have allowed the law to
remain a dead letter, and have only en-
forced it where the mili owners were
unfriendly to the Government.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I an sorry to have
to say, twice on the same day, that my hon.
friend is not quite accurate. I did not say
that my colleague was beginning to enforce
the law.

HON. MR. POWER-The hon. gentle-
man said he was enforcing it.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I said that he was
constantly engaged in enforcing the law.
If I had thought that any meaning could
be attached to my words, according.to my
interpretation of them, that would lead my
hon. friend to suppose that the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries had only now begun
to enforce the law, I would have made it
plainer, by stating that he was always
engaged in enforcing the law. The state-
ment made to me to-day was not a state-
ment of what had been done for a time, or
what was to be done in the future, but
simply a statement that be was engaged in
honouring complaints to him of infractions
of the law, and his attention was constantly
being called to infractions of the law in the
Lower Provinces, which he was constantly
and peremptorily stopping as he went
along. My hou. friend must not under-
stand me as intimating that my hon. col-
league was only now beginning to protect
those rivers, because that was not what I
intAnded to say, and I do not think it is
what I did say exactly. My hon. friend
made a remark on another point which I
did not quite catch.

HoN. MR. POWER-I said that there
was a distinction-that the law was enfor-

ced only, so far as I know, where the miill
owners were hostile to the Government,
or largely so.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The hon. gentle-
man said that I was not aware, or that the
Government were not aware, of there being
any other Orders in Couneil than the one
relating to the Ottawa river. Now, I think
what I conveyed-what I intended to
convey, at all events-was that I did not
know what other Orders in Council of'this
description there were throughout the
country, and I made that my reason for
not proposing that my hon. friend should
pass this Bill, which entirely repeals the
whole clause, with the intention that it
should come into force next year, because
I could not tell, on the instant, what Orders
in Council there were, some of which,
according to my hon. friend from Hopewell,
were properly made and should be enforced.
So the inference that my hon. friend drew
from both circumstances was incorrect.
He is not justified in saying, from anything
I stated, that the Government were only
enforcing the law against their opponents.
The Government are enforcing the law,
according to the statement made by my
hon. colleague, the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries, against letting sawdust run into
the rivers, in all cases broughtunder their
notice, which are not exempt by Order in
Council.

HoN. MR. SNOWBALL-I am glad to
'learn that the Government are about to
take decided action in remedying what
must be admitted by all is a serious griev-
ance to those who have business in fishing
waters. The Miramichi River is one of the
most important of the lumbering as well as
of the tishing rivers in the Dominion. Until
some twenty-five years ago all the sawdust
from the mills on that river* was thrown
into the water, but that was done away
with. Such regulations were made by the
Local Government, previous to Confedera-
tion, as not only restricted the quantity of
rubbish thrown into the river, but pro-
tected the fisheries, which were fast being
destroyed. That regulation was carried out
with more or less vigour previous to Con-
federation. The mill owners saw the im-
portance of the measure and agreed with
the Government in remedying the evil.
The regulations were carried out so faith-
fully on the part of the mill owners that on
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the main river, where we have more saw-
ing powers than there are on the Ottawa,
there is not one shovelful of sawdust
thrown into the river. This has been
brought about largely by the people them-
selves. On the smaller rivers the regula-
tions are not carried out so faithfully,
although they are to a large extent. When
attention is called to any infractions of the
law these lumbermen ask: "Why should
small, one-horse mills like ours be stopped
when, if we go to Ottawa and look down
upon the prettiest scene that can be found
in the whole Dominion of Canada, you
will see the river covered with sawdust,
and no attempt is made to stop the practice
of throwing it into the river?" We
bring strangers to the Capital, and show
them the beautiful grounds, and the
hills across the river. We show them the
falls, but you can hardly find any part of
the river below the falls that is not covered
with sawdust and mill refuse. It is a
disgrace that right under the Parliament
building, right in the face of the Govern-
ment, this evil bas been allowed to exist
to the present day. Some steps should be
taken to put an end to the nuisance, and I
am delighted to hear the Prime Minister
say that some action in that direction is to
be taken at once. My hon. friend from
New Brunswick says-and I am sorry to
disagree with a colleague from my own
Province-that there are some rivers in
New Brunswick where the throwing of
sawdust into the water is not an evil, as
there are no fish there. Now, there is not
a river in New Brunswick where fish have
not resorted to, and if there are none to be
found, there now it is simply because of
the sawdust. That proper regulations
should exist and be enforced, and that the
rivers should be stocked with fish, is a
matter of vital importance to the Dominion.
I have made other notes, but possibly 1
have covered as much ground as I should
at present, and I merely desire to express
my pleasure to find that the Government
will take prompt steps to remedy this saw-
dust evil.

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

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (Q) " An Act to incorporate the
Manitoba and Assiniboia Grand Junction
R.ailway Company." (Mr. Boultor.)

Bill (18) " An Act respecting the
Niagara Grand Island Bridge Company."
(Mr. Clemow.)

GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY CO'S.
BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. VIDAL moved the second
reading of Bill (36) "An Act respecting
the Grand Trunk Railway Company of
Canada."

He said: In moving the second read-
ing of this Bill I have very little ex-
planation to make. It is simply to give
the company the right to change the
location of one of their lines a few miles
further east. There is no other object in
the Bill.

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

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
readingof Bill (14) "An Act with respect
to certain matters affecting the Adminis-
tration of Justice."

He said: This is a Bill which bas been
agreed upon with the Attorney General of
Ontario for the purpose of regulariz'ng
proceedings in connection with the holding
of trials, commissions of assize, and the
jurisdiction of the county court judge and
the like. The first clause makes clear the
jurisdiction of the county judge over any
territory which the Local Legislature may
add to the territory for which e was
appointed. The appointment being made
by the Federal Parliament, a question
appears to have arisen in the minds of the
Attorney General and of our own Minister
of Justice as to how far the jurisdiction of
that county judge could extend over the
portion of territory afterwards annexed to
the original county by the Local Govern-
ment, and it is to make it clear that the
jurisdiction shall extend over that territory
that the first clause is framed. The second
and third clauses have reference to a simi-
lar question of a possible conflict of justice,
the object of the Bill being to make it per-
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fectly clear that certain lines of action
with regard to county court judges and
their jurisdiction, hitherto generally fol-
lowed throughout Ontario, nay be made,
beyond any possibility of question,
legal and constitutional. As I say, the
clauses have been settled with the Attor-
ney General, and Lhey are satisfactory to
both Governments. The fourth clause has
reference to the holding of commissions of
assize, and it is intended for a very similar
purpose-to make it plain as to the hold-
ing of assize by judicial officers appointed
prior to the passing of the British North
America Act, or by the Governor in Coun-
cil, or by any other competent authority.
The confirmation of proceedings in the
Local Legislature applies, of course, to
judges under the jurisdiction of this Par-
liament. With respect to the others, the
matter stands as it stood before. The fifth
clause has reference to fees in provincial
courts. It makes the jurisdiction of the
provincial courts and the establishment of
fees simple and plain, so that there can be
no longer any question on those subjects.
These are ail explanatory, and introduce
no new system, but confirm what has pre-
vailed before and been found to work well.

HON. MR. KAULBACH--I am very glad
that the suggestion has been adopted;
although it comes from Ontario, it affects
the whole of Canada. It is a suggestion
that I intended to make myself to the
Minister of Justice. We find a difficulty
in Nova Scotia: we find that in case a
county court judge, whether through sick-
ness or other cause, is unable to attend
his court, he cannot call in a judge from
another district. That inconvenience will
be avoided by this enactment. There is
another object. The provincial Govern-
ments need not confine county court judges
to their districts, but can make them, if
they think proper, circuit judges, to go to
any part of the Province. I believe that
to be truly in the interest of the proper
adminstration of justice. Very often a
county court judge, when contined to a
small locality, gets cramped in his ideas,
and does not give that satisfaction which 1
believe he would give to the province had
they jurisdiction and could send a judge to
any district in the province.

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

MONTREAL HARBOUR COMMIS-
SIONERS' ACT.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (95) " An Act further to
amend the Act 36 Vic., Chap. 61, respect-
ing the Trinity House and Harbour Com-
missioners of Montreal."

He said: This is to adapt the present
system of election of members of the Har-
bour» Commission to the new state of things
in the harbour of Montreal. It is specially
with regard to the representation of the
shipping class. Formerly the votes of the
shippiig class for the election of those
members wero proportionate to the amount
of harbour dues they paid. At present
there are no harbour dues, and therefore
no one votes, and no one is qualified to
vote for the representativeof the shipping
interest. This Bill alters the qualification,
and makes it proportionate to the quantity
of tonnage of each shipping house. It
gives to each shipping house the same
number of votes as if they were regulated
by the amount of barbour dues that they
wer-e to pay. It is only substituting
another measure of voting-power for one
which existed before, but it does not dis-
tarb the influence or position of the various
shipping houses in their election of a re-
presentative to the harbour board. That
is the only alteration caused by the Bill.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I would ask
my hon. friend is this changed by the
annual report given in of the amount of
shipping ? Does it fluctuate in proportion
to the amount of shipping registered at the
registry office ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I think the elec-
tion takes place every year-I am not sure
as to the period ; but the qualification of
each shipping house changes in proportion
to the shipping registered. The shipping
is registered, and the amount appears in
the annual report.

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

The Senate adjourned at 4:45 p.m.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, June 26th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

AN ADJOURNMENT.
MOTION.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved that when
the House adjourns this day it do stand
adjourned until Tuesday, the 30th inst., at 3
o'clock in the afternoon.

le said: Monday being a statutory
holiday, I have given notice of a motion
that we adjourn until Tuesday next. Of
course, I know that Wednesday is also a
holiday, and I thought it probable that the
Hlouse would have tome remarks to make
on that fact. I should like to know what
the House wishes to do.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I suppose my
hon. friend, the leader of the House, is
courting an extension of time by his
remarks. If he thinks that the businest
of the House would justify a u adjournmens
until Thursday, the hon. gentleman has
only to say so, and [ shall not opposeit ;
otherwise, I object to so long an adjourn-
ment. Looking at the Orders of the Day
for next Tuesday, there is an immense
amount of work to be done: but if the
leader of the House will take it upon
himself to say that the public business will
not suffer byan adjournment until Thursday
I shall not make any opposition.

HON. MR. MILLER-Will the House of
Commons meet on Wednesday?

HON. MR. ABBOTT--No.

HloN. MR. MILLER--Then I should not
Oppose adjourning over until Thursday if it
is the desire of the House.

HoN. MR. READ--It would be better to
adjourn untill Thursday, so that members
who do not live in the distant provinces
may be able to go home for a couple of
days. The publie business cannot suffer
by the loss of a single day, and that is all
that an adjournment until Thursday would
involve. We have not had an evening sitting
yet, and we could easily make up the slight
loss of time by sitting after recess. It

would not injure our health.

HoN. MR. OGILVIE-Would the hon.
leader amend his motion, and make it an
adjournment until Thursday?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
from Lunenburg talks of courting an exten-
sion of the adjournment: I desire to do
what the House prefers. We have not a
surplusage of work; we can get through
with what is on the Order Paper, though I
have no doubt it will rapidly increase. It
occurs to me as being a rather unnecessary
amount of trouble to give hon. members to
ask them to remain here from Friday night
until Thursday afternoon for one sitting
the House.

HoN. MR. READ-I would suggest that
the adjournment be until Thursday next,
at 8 o'clock in the evening.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I do not like an
adjournment to 8 o'clock in the evening.
We have that long list of Bills for Tuesday
next, and there will be more by Thursday.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-Say Thursday, at
3 o'clock.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-If the House pre-
fers, I will amend my motion to read until
Thursday, at 3 o'clock.

HON. MR. DEVER-I feel sorry to see
a portion of the House so selfish; if they
want to go home, why not give the mem-
bers from the Maritime Provinces a chance
to go home, too ?

The motion was amended to read "until
Thursday, the 2nd of July, at 3 o'clock in
the afternoon," and as amended agreed to.

SECOND READINGS. ,

Bill (37) " An Act to amend the Act
respecting the New Brunswick Railway
Company." (Mr. Howlan, in the absence
of Mr. Vidal.)

Bill (62) "An Act to enable the Vic-
toria and North American Railway Com-
pany to run a Ferry between Beecher Bay,
in British Columbia, and a point on the
Straits of Fuca, within the United States
of America. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)
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VANCOUVER DOCK AND
BUILDING CO.'S BILL.

SHIP-

SECOND READING.

lION. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.) moved
the second reading of Bill (51) "An Act
to incorporate the Vancouver Dock and
Ship-Building Company." (Mr. McInnes,
B.C.)

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.).-Before
this Bill is read a second time, I desire to
call the attention of the House to the fact
that we have a graving dock and dry dock
at Esquimalt, B.C.-a dock that has cost
altogether $1,250,000, of which sum the
Dominion bas contributed over three quar-
ters of a million of dollars. It is admitted
to be one of the best dry docks in the
world, and is capable of accommodating
the largest ships afloat.
controt and jurisdiction
Government, and for the
I am happy to say that
tributing quite a little
revenue. But I find by
of this Bill, in the last

It is under the
of the Dominion
last year or two

it lias been con-
to the public

the third section
clause it states:

" And the undertaking hereby authorized
is declared to be a work for the general
advantage of Canada," thereby plainly
indicating that this is not to be an enter-
prise of a private character. I will also
refer hon. gentlemen to the 10th clause of
the Bill, which reads as follows:-

" The Company may receive from any Government
or from any person, or body corporate, municipal or
politic, who may have power to make or grant the
same, in aid of the construction, equipment and main-
tenance of the said dock and yards, grants of land,
premises, loans, gifts of money, gurantees and other
securities for money, and hold and alienate the same.

I think it is only fair for me to mention
to the House, before this Bill is referred to
the Committee on Railways and Canals,
that when it is up before that body I will
move that the words "other than the
Domininion Government" shall be inserted
in the 10th clause. I think it would be
very unfair that the Dominion should be
called upon-and it is quite evident from
the construction of that clause that it is
the intention of the company to call upon
the Dominion here-to grant a large sub-
sidy towards that enterprise. In order to
prevent that, I intend to move at the pro-
per time that the words I have just mon-
tioned shall be inserted, because it would
be unfair to subsidize another graving,

dock which would be within 75 miles of
the existing work, and with which it would
be in direct competition. I thought it only
fair to call the attention of the House and
of the members of the Railway Committee,
who will have charge of this Bill, to the fact
that if I fail to have these words inserted
in the 10th clause, and the last two lines
of the 3rd clause stricken ont in the com-
mittee, I shall move on the third reading
of the Bill that these amendments be made.

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

CHIGNECTO MARINE TRANSPORT
RAILWAY COS'. BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (97) " An Act to amend the
Act respecting the granting of a subsidy
to the Chignecto Marine Transport Rail-
way Company (Limited).

He said: This is a Bill to extend the
time for the completion of the Chignecto
Marine Transport Railway. I imagine it
is not necessary for nie to enter upon the
details of this enterprise. It lias been
several times before the House. In
addition to having been chartered, the
time has been extended; the agreement has
been executed, as the House knows,
between the Government and the com-
pany; thework has been pioceeded with
to a very large extent, and it is a very
heavy work indeed, involving an immense
deal of labour and material; but the
time which is fixed by the contract
and by the last Act for the completion
of it has not been found sufficient ; and
the company ask for an extension of time
until the 1st of July, 1893, instead of the
lst ofJuly, 1890. The work which has been
donc on this enterprise seems to be suffi-
ciently large to justify the consideration
by this House and of Parliament of the
request which this company makes for the
extension of its time. It is nothing new
in the construction of great works that
those who undertake them should not be
able to finish them within the time fixed
by their first contract or charter, and it has
been generally adopted as a rule in this
House that where a bonâ fide effort to com-
plete a work is shown and established by
a reasonable amount of progress the
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House has not been unwilling to grant a
reasonable delay to enable them to finish
the undertaking that has been begun. In
this particular case I hold in my hand a
nemo. of the amount of work which has
actually been done. I may say that ail the
steel rails required for the railway have
been delivered. The steel rails are of a very
heavy class, required to carry these immese
weights, weighing 110 lbs. to the yard,just about twice the weight of almost the
highemt class of ordinary railway rails.
There are twelve and one-half miles of
the track laid, out of seventeen. Nearly
ail the sleepers, very heavy sleepers-7 x
12, which is much larger than the or-
dinary sleeper-are delivered ; and the
broken stone, etc., about seven miles of
it have been executed, and of the exca-
vation there are nearly two million cubie
yards finished, and only about one-fourth
Of a million to do. Of the masonry,
there are 1,400 cubic yards finished and
39,000 to be donc. The value of the cut
stone delivered for the masonry, and not
yet put into the work, amouunts to about
$60,000. There are a number of other
details, with which I will not trouble this
House, showing the extent to which these
contractors have carried on the work,
the bond fides and enterprise which they
have shown in constructing it, as far
as it bas gone. The total amount of
work actually completed on this railway
to date is £615,000 sterling, over $3,-
000,000, leaving to complete the work
Only about half that amount, £314,000
sterling, the total amount of the con-
tract being about £930,000; so that the
company has actually expended over three
millions of dollars in practical work, not
in promotion expenses or matters of that
kind, for here we have before us all the
details of the actual work and materials
furnished by them. They ask no further
concession from Parliament, beyond the
remission of the penalty which they would
incur by not completing the work; and I
do not understand that as a rule Parlia-
ment desires to make money out of penal-
ties. As a rule, they would enforce the
penalty for non-completion of the contract ;
but where it is thonght that men have
donc their best to do all that is needed and
all that is asked from them and required
Of them, and where, in point of fact, the
Government has suffered no loss for the
nOn-completion of their work, I think a

case would not be made out for the demand
by the Government for the penalty. It
seems to me that we are to a great degree
bound in good faith to give these contrac-
tors the opportunity of completing this
work. I do not sec very well how we
could refuse them. I think the refusal to
allow men who have spent three millions
of dollars to spend $50,000 more would
work very unfortunately on our enterprises
when we apply to England to borrow
money to finish them with; and I think it
would be an extremely hard measure to
mete out to these contractors to say that,
not having completed their work within
the precise time mentioned in the contract
they should be mulet of so large a sum of
money as they have invested in it. Under
the circumstances, it seems to me that we
should do as the House of Commons has
done, and extend the time for the comple-
tion of this work and remit the penalty.

HoN. Ma. POWER-I do not rise for
the purpose of opposing the motion of the
leader of the Government, because I cannot
help feeling, as the hon. gentleman has
said, that the faith of the country is
pledged to this undertaking, and the
gentlemen who have charge of it have
given the best evidence of their good faith
in spending the large sum of money which
they have spent on the undertaking. I
have never been a believer in the utility of
the work, and I never thought it was a
scheme which should receive the immense
subsidy from the Government of this
country which it is to receive when com-
pleted ; but that is a matter as to which my
views were not shared by the majority of
this House or a majority of the other
House. That being the case, I think there
would be no justification, perhaps, in our
undertaking now to stop the further pro-
gress of the work. I rise rather for the
purpose of saying I hope that in future,
when hon. gentlemen here and gentlemen
in other places undertake to show that the
province of Nova Scotia, or the Maritime
Provinces, have received an undue
amount of public money for enterprises
within their borders, that it will not be
claimed that this Chignecto Ship Railway
subsidy should be charged to the Lower
Provinces. It was not asked for by them,
or by any number of their representatives.
It is not believed in by the people of the
Lower Provinces, except by a very limited
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number, I think, and it would be, therefore,
most unfair to hold that the money which
the Government, for reasons known to
themselves, chose to promise to this com-
pany should be considered as a charge
against the Lower Provinces. It is a charge
against the Government of the day, and
not against the Maritime Provinces.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-If the antici-
pations of the promoters of this work are
realized it is going to be a commercial suc-
cess, and, if so, it will be no expense on
the country at all, though I have never had
very great faith in the interprise.

HoN. MR. ALMON-170,000 a year on
the country no expense at all ?

HON. Mi. KAULBACH-No; it is only a
guaranitee of 7 per cent. on the capital
expended, but in any case it will pay more
than $170,000 a year. We are gainers, at all
events, by the delay asked for in this Bill,
because we are not called upon to pay the
money until the work is completed; and I
am sure, considering the amount done, and
well done, as I believe it bas been, we can
give the extensiòn of time that is asked
for.

HON. MR. ALMON-I rise, not to oppose
the motion of the leader of the Hlouse, for
I feel it would be no use. I have already
discharged the duty which I owe to the
Province of Nova Scotia and towards the
people in England who have advanced their
money for this work, by moving, as I did
in the year 1886, that this grant be disal-
lowed. The hon. leader has said that it
is usual to grant an extension of time in
cases like this: I think it is a custom
" more honoured in the breach than in the
observance." If you enter into a contract
with a mason to build a bouse for you, and
he fails to complete it within the specified
time, and you are caused inconvenience
through bis failure, you mulet him accord-
ingly. I am astonished at my hon. friend
from Lunenburg, although he is generally
erratic, when he says that an agreement to
pay $170,000 per annum for twenty years
is not a charge upon the country. I think
we will find out that it is a serious charge,
and when we consider the reduction in
taxation, and the number of articles from
which the duty should be removed if we
could afford it, Ithink he will regret having

voted for this measure. But if we do not
consider our own country, do we not owe
a duty to the persons in England who are
advancing the money ? This Bill has
passed the Lower House, and if it passes
the Senate also people abroad will. be
beguiled into investing their money in
this enterprise in consequence of our en-
dorsement. I know it is not intended as a
joke, but it reads like one, where it says
that when the enterprise pays 7½ per cent.
the Government will be let off. It is a
very good joke; but should we have a joke
on a subject of this kind ? In the pro-
vince to which I have the honour to be-
long we once sanctioned a wild-cat scheme
called the Shubenacadie Canal. Persons
in England were beguiled into investing
their money in it, the House of Assembly
having agreed to pay the interest on
£20,000 in aid of the enterprise for twenty
years. That time expired, and the canal
was not completed, and the persons in
England who had invested-widows and
others, who could ill-afford to lose their
money-lost their all. Everyone thought
they were very foolish to invest in such a
scheme, but the English newspapers were
filled with abuse of Nova Scotia, because
the House of Assembly had led those peo-
ple into the investmnent. Now, instead of
passing this Bill and leading English capi-
talists into putting their money into this
ship railway, when I believe two-
thirds of the hon. gentlemen present do not
think it is a paying investment, we should
discourage the project. The engineer is no
doubt a man of great talent and energy, as
is shown by his success in getting people
to invest their money in the enterprise; but
it can never pay. The only trade they can
ever secure on that ship railway is that
between Prince Edward Island and St.John,
which consists of a few cargoes of potatoes
and a number of barrels of oysters-that
is all the trade that can possibly go that
way, and for that we are asked to pay
$170,000 per annum for twenty years. I do
not want to pose as a prophet, but I predict
that in the course of three years we shall
be called upon for money to enable this
company to finish that work. If after
three years are up that is not the case you
can cast it up to me that I was wrong.
When in three years time you find this
work a melancholy ruin you will remem-
ber that I prophesied it would be a failure.
When I opposed the grant in aid of this
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project the hon. member from Lunen-
urg spoke very favourably of my motion

but voted against it. That reminds me of a
Story told in Halfax about a member who
represented King's county in the House
of Assembly, a Mr. Hall. He was elected
as a Conservative, but was a littie annoyed
because be was not taken into the Govern-
ment. He always spoke in favour of Mr.
Howe, but voted with the Conservatives.
Mr. Ilowe said to him: " Hall, you are divi-
ded: you speak in favour of the Opposition
but sit on the Government bonches; there-
fore, we have your head, and Mr. Johnson
has got the other end, and I think Mr. John-
son has got the best of you."

HON. MR. AULBACH-My hon. friend
lias not interpreted my remarks correctly.
I do not know what i said some years ago
on this subject, but I never stated that the
Ship canal was a ruinous enterprise. I
May have said that I had no faith in it,
but the project of the Baie Verte Canal was
urged strongly by Sir Charles Tupper, and
this is a substitute for it. I have not the
sanguine expectation of it that its promo-
ters have, but I believe the ship railway
will do a large amount of work. As an
engineering scheme it will, no doubt, be a
success. My hon. friend from Halifax is
the last man who ought, as a Canadian, to
belittle this work and hamper those who
have invested their money in it. If it
should be a loss to them, and the country
should be called upon to contribute any
portion of the guaranteed interest, my hon.
friend is one of those who should be held
responsible for it, because he bas denounced
the work before the experiment bas had a
fair trial. No member of this House knows
less of the resources of this country and
the benefits that have accrued from in-
Creased facilities for trade than the junior
mnember from Halifax. I do not think that
the ship raiiway will be of great advantage
to Nova Scotia, but I hope it may be a
financial success; and if everybody knows
as well as I do the worth of my hon.
friend's opinions on financial matters I am
sure very little credence will be attached
to any statement that he has made here
to-day.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-Those who in-
Vested their money in this great work
satisfied themselves as to its feasibility
and practicability before doing so. If I

understand the matter right, this is a
substitute for a work promised at the
time of Confederation, when a large
amount of money was to have been spent
on the canals of Canada. It was decided
then to construet the Baie Verte Canal.
The gentleman who represented Nova
Scotia at the great conference which met
at Quebec brought up this matter. This
Chignecto ship railway is a substitute for
the canal. Those who represented Nova
Scotia in those days were distinguished
men-quite as distinguished as the two
hon. gentlemen frm Halifax-men of
high standing and repute throughout the
country, and who have aided materially
in building up the Dominion by their
great talents. One of them is a member
of this House, though le is not present
to-day. I refer to the hon. senator from
Amherst (Mr. Diekey). He said, with
regard to this matter:-

"This project which has been very uiuch talked
about was entered upon as a substitute for the well-
known Baie Verte Canal. That was an undertaking
which was agitated in the Provinces of New Brunswick,
Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island for half a
century. It received the sanction of every Governor
and every military commander to whom is was
referred during the whole of that period, and it
became one of those things that had to be done."

There is the opinion of one of our own
senators. Now we come to the opinion of
Sir Charles Tupper, and I am sure no one
in this House will deny that his opinions
are entitled to the greatest respect. fie
states:

" It has been shown that there is a tonnage on the
Bay of Fundy and Gulf ports of something like 2,687,-
550 tons, entering and leaving those ports, which
would receive the advantage of this work. Then
there is the (American) fishing fleet of-not less than
600 vessels, and who can estimate the value to the
country at large of having the means of crossing from
the Gulf of St. Lawrence to the Bay of Fundy by
means of this ship railway, enabling vessels to carry
two cargoes and make two voyages f rom Boston to the
Gulf for every one by the existing mode of navigation.
It would not only afford access to the large American
fleet of fishing vessels that would be passing across
tke isthmus to the fishing grounds, but our own
fishermen would be able, by obtaining access to the
American ports, to carry on their business with a
vigour and success which are impossible at present.
It is estimated that there would le a traffic of 600,-
000 tons."

Ifyou take the tonnage passing between the
Gulf ports of New Brunswick, Nova Scotia,
Prince Edward Island and Quebec, you will
find that thei'e is nearly eight millions
of tons of shipping that might use this
particular railway. If you examine the
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opinions expressed by gentlemen skilled
in finance and in publie works of this kind,
who have paid some attention to the sub-
ject, and on whose opinions the money bas
been avanced in England, I could multiply
columnsof reports favourable, notonly to its
financial features, but also demonstrating
the feasibility of the work from an engi-
neering point of view. Now that these
people have spent thr<e millions of dollars
on this project it surely is not for us to
say that they should not have an oppor-
tunity to complete their great work. As
for the practicability and value of the
work,1 am not among those who condenin
it. I think it will be a woik of some
service. I do not wish to weary the louse
with quotations from speeches and reports
taken from various authorities and issued
by commercial and other prominent bodies
in various parts of the Dominion. I could
read extracts which would convince any
unprejudiced mind of the prfect practi-
cability of the enterprise, but there are gen-
tlemen here whose opinions on this subject
are on record, and who, from their practical
knowledge of the project, are able to show
that it is not such a wonderful waste of'
money, and certainly not a vork which
should be regarded as in any way a loss
to the Dominion. Once it is established
there is no doubt that its traffic will in-
crease. Can you find any part of Canada
where you have even an ordinary ferry
that did nQt originate with a scow, to be
replaced by a steamboat, and then, with
increased traffic, by two steamboats ? We
remember in the Maritime Provinces,
when they were advocating the Western
Extension fiom St. John to Boston, we
were told it was a completely useless ex-
penditure-that there was a steamboat
running to Boston twice a week and that
that was sufficient. What do we find now?
Two lines of steamers running, one steamer
every day, including Sundays, and two lines
of railways. Not long ago we were told
that if the Canadian Pacific Railwav was
built through to the Maritime Provinces
there would be nothing for the Inter-
colonial Railway to do; yet the road
was built, and both lines are busy. It
is so with all avenues of trade in a young
country: the more we have of them the
better for the people. I have heard the
remark made that a ship w6uld be injured
if it were carried across the isthmus on
this railway. We have the best engineering

authorities to say that that is not so. I
have great respect for the authorities that
are quoted from in this pamphlet that I
hold in my hand, and I confess I have not
sufficient knowledge on the subject to be
able to dispute any statement they make.
The ship railway we are told may injure
Halifax, but why should it be the case?
There was a time when we had no railway
running from Halifax to St. John, and
there were those who said that to construct
one would be a waste of money. Now
the.re are four lines between these two
cities, two of the Intercolonial Railway,
one of the Grand Trunk Railway and one
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and all of
them find traffic. The experience in
the neighbouring country has been the
same as ours-the more avenues for
commerce the better for the country.
In this case it is useless to be con-
tinually telling the people of England
that they will be robbed of their money.
British capitalists do not invest their
money without knowing where they are
putting it. They sent the best experts
they could find, not only in England but
in the United States and Canada, and
these gentlemen made reports, with the
result that capital was subscribed and the
work was begun. It would be very unjust
on the part ot this Parliament, after an
expenditure of three millions of dollars on
the work, to step in and prevent its com-
pletion. Every word that we say here will
be read in England, and will carry more or
less weight, and hon. gentlemen should be
careful how they make statements calcu-
lated to excite distrust in this project. We
heard similar statements about the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway. How often we were
told that the project was only a midsummer
madness; yet we find it in operation to-day,
with its stock quoted at 81¾ in the
markets of the world. It is a proof that
people may be mistaken about an enter-
prise of this kind in a new country. If
the American fishing fleet can use this
ship railway it will enable them to take
fresh fish to the markets of the United
States to an extent that is impossible
while they have to go the long round-
about way through the Straits of Canso.
It will benefit Nova Scotia as well as
Prince Edward Island and New Bruns-
wick; it is an important work, and will
greatly aid in the development of the
resources of the Maritime Provinces.



Chignecto Marine Transport [JUNE 26, 1891] Railway Cos.' Bill. 141

HON. MR. WARK-As this is a Nova
Scotia work, I was willing, after the able
ianner in which the Premier introduced

the subject, to leave it to the Nova Scotia
people themselves; but the hon. gentleman
from Alberton (Mr. Howlan) bas referred
to New Brunswick. It is not a New
Brunswick work, but our province will
derive some benefit from its construction.
It will be much more convenient for our
fishermen, as well as those on the other
Bide of the Bay of Fundy, to use this ship
railway than to sail round the coast of
Nova Scotia. We can get to the fishing
grounds sooner by the new route. Besides,
we have building stone and other things to
export, which could be shipped more con-
veniently by this route than by sailing
round thç coast of Nova Scotia. The long
route prevents the development of these
industries. I do not care to hear the
Maritime provinces spoken of in connec-
tion with such expenditures. The ex-
p enditures are all in Nova Scotia. New

runswick and Prince Edward Island have
very little benefit from them; the vast ex-
penditure for railways is in Nova Scotia.

HON. MR. POWER-All in Cumberland,
nearly.

HON. MR. WARK-They are all in Nova
Scotia; we have nothing to do with them,
and I hope we will not be charged with
them.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-It is not fair
to call this railway a Nova Scotia enter-
prise, because it touches New Brunswick at
one etid, and is only three-quarters of a
mnile from the boundary between the two
provinces at the other end.

HON. MR. BOULTON-The objection of
the hon. member from Halifax was more
particularly directed to the fact that the
expenditure upon this ship railroad might
some day be charged against the Province
of Nova Scotia. I think it is a mistake to
cry out before any one is hurt; it will be
quite time enough to raise a point like that
when the charge is made that a useless
public work bas been palmed off on the
Province of Nova Scotia. The work has
been undertaken, and it is most desirable
that it should be carried to completion. I
am inclined to think that it may turn out
to be one of those experiments that we

have shown such energy and enterprise in
attempting in the construction of public
works which have turned out so ad-
mirably and have been so beneficial to the
country, and this work, which is abso-
lutely thefirst of its kind, if successful, as
I hope and believe it will be, will add
another laurel to the brow of Canada-a
brow that bas been so frequently adorned
with laurels won by successful enter-
prises. The city of Toronto bas got
its eye on this ship railroad, and its
people are hoping some day to bring the
trade and traffic of the upper lakes in their
direction by the construction of a similar
line. If this experiment should be success-
ful the people of Toronto will be justified
in inquiring how far it is practicable to,
connect Lake Ontario with Lake Huron
by similar means. I am one of those who
believe that it is to the advantage of this
country to attract capital for the promo-
tionof these great enterprises by judiciously
assisting them. It is just possible that
the Dominion may not be called upon to
expend one dollar of the money guaranteed.
If the enterprise becomes profitable no
expenditure of public money will be neces-
sary; if it is not profitable it will be put
down as one of those mistakes which can-
not always be avoided, but which will not
debar us from making further efforts in
the development of new channels of trade.
The leader of the Government bas stated
that it would be most inadvisable to refuse
an extension of time for the completion of
this enterprise in the interest of capital,
which seeks investment in such enter-
prises, and I shall therefore support the
measure.

HON. MR. POIRIER (in French)-I
wish to say a few words on this subject,
because this ship railway touches the
county where I reside, and because I have
some degree of familiarity with the subject,
and I wish to remove some misappre-
hension which exists. The public are
generally under the impression that this
enterprise will be for all time a burden on
the treasury of the Dominion. The
estimate of the cost of the original project,
the Baie Verte Canal, was about five
millions of dollars. It was an old idea,
which originated prior to Confederation,
and was revived some sixteen years ago. The
Government of Mr. Mackenzie was disposed
to give five millions of dollars for the con-
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struction of the Baie Verte Canal, to unite
the waters of the Gulf of St. Lawrence with
those of the Bay of Fundy. In 1874 and
1875 a vote was placed in the Estimates
for the purpose, but since then circum-
stances have changed, and a new view of
the question is taken. This railway is not
a local enterprise. lt is debtined to benefit
the Province of Quebec almost as much as
the Lower Provinces. It has received the
approval of such important bodies as the
Board of Trade of Montreal, the Board of
Trade of Quebec, the Toronto Board of
Trade, as well as the Chamber of Commerce
ofSt. John. Now, what does theGovernment
undertake todoinconnection with thisenter-
prise? It simply guarantees the interest
on the investment for twenty years, to the
extent of $170,000 a year, which, being
capitalized, represents a capital of about
82,300,000. But the Government do not
guarantee to furnish this amount; they
simply engage that the interest will be
paid on this sum. If the enterprise suc-
ceds, then the Government will not be
called upon to pay anything. If the enter-
prise pays, for instance, 7 per cent., which
is the amount fixed, immediately upon the
construction of the road, the Government
will not be called upon to pay anything.
But suppose the Government have to pay
the interest for any portion of the twenty
years: the Act specifies that the moment
the company earn over 7 per cent. per
annum they must refund to the Govern-
ment every dollar they have received.
Taking the maximum amount that the
Government may be called upon to pay, it
will represent interest on a capital of
$2,300,000, while the probability is that
the enterprise will not cost the Govern-
ment anything at all. To illustrate the
probabilities that the enterprisewillsucceed
finally I may remind the House that of the
eight milions of tons registered in the Gulf
ports, 10 per cent. would probably pass by
this route, and at 50 cents per ton that
would represent the amount of the interest
guranteed. Last year the tonnage passing
through the Strait of Canso alone was
two million tons: it is more than probable
that the whole ofthat shipping would pass
by way of the Chignecto Railway, and there
is every probability that the enterprise
will be successful. Let us take the expe-
rience of other enterprises as an illustra-
tion of what we may expect. Take the
Suez Canal: The first year the total tonnage

passing through that canal was 435,000
tons; in four years after it was 8,000,000
tons. Last year I believe it was, 12,000,000
tons. Look at the Sault Ste. Marie Canal.
The first year the tonnage was 400,000 tons;
last year it was over 10,000,000 tons. When
we take into consideration the fact that this
ship railway will shorten the distance
between the St. Lawrence ports and the
Atlantic seaboard cities of the United
States by nearly 400 miles, we can realize
how likely the project is to succeed and
what an immense advantage it will be in the
exportation of perishable goods. Not only
does it shorten the distance, but it dimi-
nishes the danger of the voyage. The
navigation of the Strait of Canso and
north of Cape Breton in the fall is exceed-
ingly dangerous, so dangerous that the
insurance companies refuse at that season
of the year to insure vessels which navigate
those waters. I think it would be bad
policy to refuse this extension of time to
a company that has shown such good
faith, a company which lias already spent
three millions of dollars of its own capital
on the enterprise, without demanding one
cent of assistance from the Government-
a company which at their own expense will
complete the work if they are not ob-
structed. The company have to ask for
this extension through no fault of their
own. The difficulties in which Baring
Bros. and other English companies, became
invelved affected the enterprise. That they
have been able to continue their work
shows that English capitalists have confi-
dence in this project, especially in view of
the fact that the Government of Canada
has invested nothing in the work. The
road has been graded, the rails have been
laid, and more than two-thirds of the work
is done. To refuse now to this company
the extension asked for would be something
unprecedented in the history of our legis-
lation. I hope that the Bill will pass, not
only because it is proposed by the Premier,
but because it is for the general advantage
of the Dominion, and particularly of the
Province of Quebec.

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

SECOND READING.

Bill (38) " An Act respecting the Central
Counties Railway Campany. (Mr. M.cMil-
lan.)
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BODY SNATCHING BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON, MR. MCMILLAN moved the
Second reading of Bill (P) " An Act for
the punishment of the offence generally
termed Body Snatching."

He said: This Bill is introduced in order
toprovidea punishment for body snatchi ng,
and I may state that the reason which
prompted me to introduce this Bill was
the unfortunate occurrence that took place
in the county to which I belong, where
the body of the ex-representative of the
county of Glengarry, Mr. Purcell, was
stolen from its resting place in a grave-
yard on the banks of the St. Lawrence.
If it were possible for friends and relatives
of a deceased person to resist the tempta-
tion of offering rewards for the recovery
of bodies so disinterred I believe that
the crime would not be likely to increase,
but we cannot realize what we might
be obliged to do ourselves were our
immediate relatives so dealt with, and the
chances are that when wealthy men, like
our late friend, Mr. Purcell, die and are
buried, such cases may occur again to
induce their relatives to pay out large
sums of money. I may say, in antici ation
of the adoption of this Bill, that I do not
wish to interfere with the anatomy laws
in the different provinces, and in order to
avoid any clash with such laws in exist-
ence it is my intention to refer this Bill
to a special committee composed of gen-
tlemen from the different provinces of
the Dominion, so that they may present
the Bill perhaps in better shape before
this House for the third reading. With
that object in view, and with the know-
ledge that we have no law on our Statute-
books to-day by which parties guilty of
this offence can be punished. I have
introduced this mesure, and I hope it
will receive its second reading.

ION. MR.. KAULBACH-I fully approve
of this Bill. I think if it is referred to a
select committee certain improvements
imight be made to it that would make it
more effective. I remember some years
ago, in my position as prosecuting offleer,
it was my duty to prosecute some parties
for an offence, not of so grave a nature as
this, but the offence of exhuming a body,

and I do not think the punishment awarded
was sufficient. I think the prosecution
was under the common law, and it was not
the offence which this Bill is intended to
meet.

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

HON. MR. MoMILLAN moved that the
Bill be referred to a special committee,
composed of Hon. Messrs. Kaulbach, Loug-
heed, McInnes, B.C., Girard, Howlan,
Almon, Paquet, Ogilvie, Sullivan, McKind-
sey, Snowball and the mover.

The motion was agreed to.

ALBION MINES BANK BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

Bill (113) "An Act with respect to the
Albion Mines Savings Bank," was intro-
duced and read the first time.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-This Bill, and ano-
ther which I hope to present to the House
shortly, represent an extension of the
charters of two small banks, one in Prince
Edward Island and one in Nova Scotia.
They are both in the same position. The
charters of these banks expire on the 30th
of this month, and we must, if possible, ex-
tend them before that day arrives; other-
wise, 1 do not know what difficulty may
follow. There is nothing in the Bills which
does anything more, as I understand it,
than merely extend their charters as they
exist. They are very small banks. The
one now under discussion is a small savings
bank, used chiefly by miners, and there
can be no objection, I think, to its charter
being extended.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Better let the Bill
be read at length at the Table.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I propose to take
all its stages now, and this evening the De-
puty of His Excellency will be here to sanc-
tion it. The House proposes to adjourn
until after the first of July, and we must in
the meantime provide that this Bill shall
receive His Excellency's assent before the
30th inst.

HoN. MR. POWER.-It can be passed
under suspension of the rule.
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HON. Ma. ABBOTT moved the suspen-
sion of the 41st Rule of the House, in so far
as it relates to this Bill, and that the Bill
be now read the second time.

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

The House resolved itself into
mittee of the Whole on the Bill.

the Bill

a Com-

(In the Committee.)

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I think it right
to mention to the committee that this
Bill seems to go a littlefurther than i have
stated. I understood it was merely a Bill
to extend the charter. The first clause
does extend the charter, but it seems it is
also in contemplation to transfer over or
amalgamate this bank with some other
institution, in order to get rid of the incon-
sistency of so small a bank existing under
our system.

HON. MR. MAcINNES (Burlington), from
the committee, reported the Bill without
amendment.

The report was adopted, and the Bill
was then read the third time and passed.

THE FARMERS' BANK OF IRUSTICO
BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

Bill (40) "An Act respecting the
Farmers' Bank of.Rustico," was introduced
and read the first time.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-This Bill is the
one I mentioned when asking for the second
reading of the Bill that bas just passed. It
makes certain provisions similar to those
contained in the other Bill, the object being
to get these two little banks ont of exist-
ence. This bank bas the right to issue
notes, and this Bill takes away that right
gradually, so that the whole of its notes
will disappear in time, and then the bank
will be transferred or amalgamated with
another institution, the same as the other
bank I have already referred to.

The Bill was then passed through allits
stages, under suspension of the rule, read
the third time, and passed.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (43) "An Act further to amend
Chapter 11 of the Revised Statutes, inti-
tuled: 'An Act respecting the Senate and
House of Commons.'" (Mr. Power.)

Bill (55) " An Act to incorporate the
Atikokan Iron Range Railway Company."
(Mr. Maclnnes, Burlington.)

Bill (57) " An Act to incorporate the
Buffalo Lake and Battleford Coal and Iron
Railway Company." (Mr. Read, Quinté.)

Bill (67) "An Act respecting the Vic-
toria, Saanich and New Westminister Rail-
way Company." (Mr. Scott.)

Bill (58) "An Act to incorporate the
Whirlpool Bridge Company." (Mr. McCal-
lum.)

Bill (64) " An Act respecting the Berlin
and Canadian Pacifie Junction Railway
Company." (Mr. Merner.)

Bill (68) " An Act to revive and amend
the Act to incorporate the Red Deer Valley
Railway and Coal Company." (Mr. Loug-
heed.)

HON. Mi. ABBOTT moved that the
House do adjourn during pleasure.

He said: I expect the representative of
His Excellency will be here at any moment
to give the Royal Assent to these Bills.

At 5 p.m. the House adjourned during
pleasure.

BILLS ASSENTED TO.

The Speakei- informed the House that he
had been notified by the Secretary of His
Excellency the Governor General that the
Honourable Sir William Johnstone Ritchie,
acting as Deputy to His Excellency the
Governor General, would proceed to the
Senate Chamber, this day, at 8 o'clock p.m.,
for the purpose of giving assent to two
Bills passed by the Senate and House of
Commons during the present Session.

Hon. Sir William Johnstone Ritchie,
Knight, Chief Justice of the Supreme
Court of Canada, Deputy Goveinor, being
seated on the Throne,-

The Speaker commanded the Gentleman
Usher of the Black Rod to proceed to the
House of Commons and acquaint that
House: "l It is the Deputy Governor's de-
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sire that they attend him immediately in
this House."

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

read the titles of the Bills to be passed
severally, as follows:-

An Act with respect to the Albion Mines Savings
Bank.

An Act respecting the Farmers' Bank of Rustico.

To these Bills the Royal Assent was
Pronounced by the Clerk of the Senate, in
the words following: "In Her Majesty's
name, His Honour the Deputy of His Ex-
cellency the Governor General doth assent
to these Bills."

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

The Senate adjourned at 8:30 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, July 2nd, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the
o'clock.

Chair at 3

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE DIVORCE BILL.

WlTHDRAWN. •

HON. Ma.MACDONALD (B.C.) moved
the second reading of Bill (O) " An Act
respecting Divorce." He said: Hon. gen-
tlemen may remember early in the session,
when the Divorce Committee was named,
I took exception to the present system of
dealing with the question of divorce as
being uncertain in its operation and
always hindering the ends of justice. In
order to give practical shape to these
views I have ventured-perhaps rashly-
to introduce this Bill relating to divorce.
I am fully conscious of the strong oppo-
sition to be met with on this question from
hon. gentlemen who, from religious train-
Ing, prejadice, or other causes, disapprove
of divorce. To these hon. gentlemen I
would say, we have an acknowledged
system of divorce now. Why not attack
that, and bring it into harmony with their

10

views ? Why give a quasi consent to the
present imperfect system, and withhold
full consent from a more perfect and
effective one, such as I now propose ? I
would ask these hon. gentlemen who are
opposed to divorce-is it fair or just, this
being a duty and function devolving on
senators as a whole, and not exempting
any particular denomination, to cast the
whole of this work on senators of other
denominations ? If such proceedings are
bad and degrading to our class, they are
the same to every class. This alone is a
very good reason, for removing this pro-
cedure from Parliament, for its members
are unequally placed in the performance of
this duty. It is perfectly certain-owing to
the weakness and depravity of human
nature-that divorce will be granted.
That being an incontrovertible fact, I
maintain that we ought to have the best
tribunal possible for hearing and deciding
questions of such vast importance. What-
ever our religious scruples may be, and
however worthy of consideration, it would
be a dangerous principle to concede to
allow them to interfere with the free course
of law and justice. Such scruples should
not be allowed to stand in the way
of the enacting of laws for the good
government of the subject, relief from
injury and abuses, and the regulation of
affairs touching social life. It is also in-
controvertible that religious precepts and
example are not sufficient to control
humanity in the paths of virtue and
honesty, and that the strong arm of the
secular law is necessary. I therefore say
again : have the best law, and the best
tribunal for dealing witb social as well as
other questions. It will, no doubt, be said
that the present parliamentary system, by
reason of expense and intricate formula,
deters many from applying for divorce.
Is such an argument sound, and are its
logical consequences desirable; or is it
fallacious and injurious to society? 1
think the latter, decidedly. If there is
adultery on the part of either party, is it
proper, is it desirable to- keep the man or
woman legally bound in such imp:1re, de-
grading immorality? Who will say that
it is? Who will say that relief should not
be granted to the injured party ? Is an
innocent young man or woman to be for-
ever branded with a degrading mark of
inferiority and depravity ? Are we for-
ever to crush manhood and womanly
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rights, and not give them simple justice?
It may be said that giving the courts
jurisdiction in such matters will increase
the number of divorces. Such a contention
is not in accordance with the experience,
and data we have. In Nova Scotia, where
the courts exorcise jurisdiction in divorce,
in twenty-two years thirty-two decrees
issued. In New Brunswick, where a similar
law prevails, forty decrees issued in twenty-
two years-abouttwo a year-and one never
hears of these cases. They are conducted
quietly and properly. I have nostatistics
with reference to England, but have to
acknowledge that divorces have increased
in that country within the last two years.
In Belgium, where the Code Napoleon is in
force, under which divorces and separa-
tions may be granted, the numbers have
been, in the last ten years, twenty-five in a
hundred thousand couples. In France,
where separation only prevails, the num-
bers have been thirty-five in ahundredthou-
sand, showing 50 per cent. more separa-
tions in France than divorces in Belgium.
In Bavaria, where there is legal restraint
on improvident marriages, the increase
in illegitimate children is very great;
and such is certain to be the effect of
preventing re-marriage : it will lead
to immorality and adultery. I will no
doubt be told to look at the number of
divorces in the United States and the ease
with which they are had. I fully agree
that the number is appalling, and that
divorces are too easily obtained; but the
reasons are obvious. There are too many
causes for which divorces can be had-in
some States as many as thirty causes, and
in no State less than ten; whereas, this Bill
limits the causes to two. Another reason
for divorces in that country as well as in
this is early marriages-boys and girls of
sixteen and twenty years of age marry-
ing, without knowing their own minds
or having the means to live-so that,
the comparison of a country in which
divorce can be had for any one of thirty
causes will not hold good as against a
country where divorce can only be had
for two causes. I will now give a short
description of the provisions of the Bill :
By the British North America Act of 1867
the subjects of marriage and divorce are
vested in the Parliament of Canada. Par-
liament may delegate to a court of justice
any of its functions; it may create a court
of original jurisdiction-for instance, the

Exchequer Court, Maritime Court, &c.-or
it may confer jurisdiction upon any exist-
ing provincial court to deal with anything
which may be the subject of its own legis-
lation--for instancýe, the trial of election
petitions under the provisions of the
Controverted Elections Act. (See Revised
Statutes of Canada, cap. 9). This Bill bas
been drafted on the lines of the Contro-
verted Elections Act. As the Act does
not contemplate the constitution of another
court it cannot be objected that the pro-
posal to transfer the granting of divorces
from Parliament will involvo the country
in additional expense. It confers jurisdic-
tion upon courts now in existence and now
being paid for by the country. No extra
officials are required. It extends to the
other portions of the Dominion a form of
tribunal for matrimonial relief which has
existed for a long time in Nova Scotia
and New Brunswick. The manner
in which divorce has been dealt with
by the courts in these Provinces
appears to afford great satisfaction to
the community and secures them against
the objectionable publicity of our parlia-
mentary system. As the Civil Code in the
Province of Quebec provides for separation
of husband and wife for specific causes, it
bas been deemed inadvisable to apply this
Bill to that Province. In the Provinces of
Ontario, Manitoba and the North-West
Territories no relief whatever can be
obtained in matters matrimonial, except by
an application to Parliament. The Bill
includes Prince Edward Island, because, by
the present state of the law there, applica-
tions for divorce must, in the first instance,
be made to the Lieutenant-Governor in
Council. Ie may authorize the Chief Jus-
tice of the court to preside in his place. The
effect of this Act would be to render prac-
tice uniform with the legal procedures
generally. In British Columbia there is a
conflict of opinion among the judges as to
whether the Supreme Court of that Province
haî;jurisdiction to decree divorce. With a
view to settling the point, it is thought desir-
able to name that province as one of those
to which this Act should apply. It is pro-
posed that until the judges of the several
courts make rules specially relating to
divorce, the rules and practice now in force
in these courts shall apply to all proceed-
ings under this Act, and where there are no
rules applicable that the principles and
practice of the English Divorce Court shall
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apply. In practice, therefore, the applicant
Will begin bis action for a divorce, like any
other in the Superior Court of bis province,
and go through the same form of pleadings,
and the judge will hear the evidence, and
deal with it on his regular assize circuit.
An appeal lies to the full bench of such
Supreme Court, and provision is made for
appeal to the Supreme Court of Canada,
thus following the same procedure as
prevails in Nova Scotia and New Bruns-
wick. Power is given to the court to
refuse relief if, in the opinion of the
court, the petitioner has connived at the
adultery of the other party, or has con-
doned the adultery. or is in collusion
With the respondent. Unreasonable delay,
cruelty and desertion are also grounds for
refusing relief. As incidents to divorce,
Power is given the court to grant alimony,direct settlements for the support of the
Wife, and to deal with the custody of
children of the marriage in question.
These, briefly, are the provisions of the
Bill, of which I now move the second
reading.

H1ON. MR. O'DONOHOE-I do not wish
now to discuss the merits of the Bill, but
I.erely to call the attention of my hon.

friend to a provision of the British North
America Act, in which the construction
and maintenance of courts are exclusively
given to the provinces. My hon. friend
las not touched that, in speaking of his

Bihi

H1ON. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Be-
cause we do not create a new court. The
courts are already in existence, each court
With its staff of officials.

IION. MR. O'DONOHIOE-You will find
that the distribution of powers gives the
administration of justice to the province,
including the constitution and maintenance
and organization of provincial courts, both
civit and criminal jurisdiction, and includ-
ing procedure in civil matters; and I say
it is not competent for ny hon. friend to
bring in a Bill here for the constitution of
a provincial court, and although he says
the courts are already in existence, it is
constituting a court for a different pur-
Pose from any for which those courts were
Organized. I say it is beyond the power
of this Parliament to organize a court for
such a purpose.

1o

HoN. MR. GOWAN -I asked my hon.
friend if he would kindly put off the dis-
cussion of bis Bill until a later day. I
wished to prepare some full and extensive
observations embracing the whole subject
in its mauy aspects. Perhaps it was un-
reasonable for me to a.sk him to do so, as
it was put off once or twice before, and I
merely mention the fact to explain that in
consequence of other engagements it was
impossible for me to come properly pre-
pared to discuss this matter. I am the less
concerned, however, as my hon. friend has
told me that he does not desire to press
the Bill beyond the second reading this
session. The subject is too important to
rush forward without a full and complete
discussion. I am not prepared to enter
exhaustively into the subject. I must,
nevertheless, say a few words.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Move the adjourn-
ment of the debate.

HoN. Ma. GOWAN-No ; I desire to say
only a very few words. In the session of
1888 two hon. gentlemen in another place,
the Hon. Mr. Jones and the Hon. Mr. Davis,
moved that steps should be taken to remove
from Parliament the duty of granting
divorce. Upon that occasion the hon.
Premier, who is now no more-that great
statesman, that man of lofty aspirations
and high aims-expressed himself-and
I presume spoke for the Government of
the day-and what that sagacious and far-
seeing statesman said I will read to the
House:

" Sir John A. Macdonald said that he was opposed
to a divorce court, because if one were established the
number of applications would greatly increase. That
had been the experience of England : and of those
who once strongly supported the establishment of the
Divorce Court and the transfer of the trial of divorces
from the legislature to the court, very many had
seriously repented their advocacy of that measure,
because the number of divorces, the corruption of
society, and the number of collusive trials are increasing
to the annually increasing degradation of the public
mind. He preferred our system, which offers very
considerable impediments to the granting of divorces,
to the systems which prevail elsewhere.'
I had an opportunity of seeing an early
report of what the right hon. gentleman
said, and I took occasion, I think it was the
following day, to state what my deliberate
convictions were with regard to the
establishment of a court of divorce. What
I then thought, and the opinions that i
then expressed, I still hold to and maintain.
I endeavoured to show that the proceedings
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by private Bill for divorce, designed like
other Bills to attain its completion in an
Act of Parliament, to a certain extent
bears some analogy to a suit in the court
of justice, but it is not merely a proceeding
between party and party, though the
primary immediate operation of the parti-
cular law will be upon them. It is not a
mere civil proceeding; the Act dissolves
the marriage of the parties ; it also punishes
the matrimonial crime committed by one
of them. It may in a sense be said
to be a proceeding in rem, the res being
the marriage. Indeed, I would say it is
neither contractual nor purely penal, the
operation being, in respect to the marriage
status of the parties, a divine ordinance as
well as a domestic regulation, which the
law has sanctioned and has the power to
regulate and control under the constitution.
And these considerations must be kept
in view in a question whether it is expe-
dient to change the present legislative
mode of dealing with divorce and commit
the subject to be wholly dealt with by a
court of judicature, constituted for the
special purpose. Let me take a glance at
both.

In entertaining applications for divorce
and making a law to set the parties free
to marry again-changing their status-
Parliament can properly bring in view
considerations of expediency or public ad-
vantage. A court of justice is necessarily
restrained within fixed limits, and its pro-
cedure controlled by fixed rules, in matters
assigned to it for adjudication between
party and party.

Parliament would be making a law., and
the supreme power of the State (within
constitutional limits, of course) would
have to consider what would most tend to
the public good. The courts but expound
and administer law which Parliament
enacts.

The point is forcibly put by a learned
writer on the sources of law; the functions
of the legislator are in reality not legal
but moral. With him the primary enquiry
is, what ought to be ? And he only enquires
what is, to suit his provisions to the law,
already in force. With the lawyer, on the
other hand, what is, is always the primary
enquiry, and there his enquiry stops.

'Tis true, applications for divorce have
always been based upon a specific charge,
and the facts necessary to support that
charge established by satisfactory evi-

dence, and so far the proceeding is quasi
judicial. Inquisition is made and the truth
or falsity of the facts alleged determined,
and to that extent theie is an analogy to
the proceedings of a court. But whether,
by reason of the facts proved, the prayer
of the petitioner should be granted, opens
considerations for Parliament which could
not be pernitted to judges when called
upon to pronounce what the judgment
should be.

Further, in criminal cases the Executive
may be called upon to decide whether, in
view of all the facts and circumstances,
the judgment of the court should be car-
ried in effect or modified.

Now, Parliament may be said to unite
in itself all these three duties and func-
tions. It decides whether the charges are
proved, whether they constitute such a
case as should entitle the parties to a
special Act for relief, and what relief, if
any, should be granted to the party, in
view of all the circumstances; and Parlia-
ment may, and ought always, to have in
regard, not merely the question as it
effects the parties, but the effect in relation
to morals and good order-the effect which
the passing a particular law might have
upon the well-being of the community.
Parliament, as the supreme power, has its
duties and responsibilities, and cannot com-
promise the well-being of society which
has been entrusted to it under the consti-
tution.

These are the considerations which
brought me to the conclusion that, in the
present aspect of the question, any delega-
tion of the power respecting divorce would
be inexpedient.

I am one of those who think that the
grave, deliberate utterances of that great
man who has passed away should be held
almost as canon by those who respect his
memory, and I for one am prepared to
ahide by the opinion he then expressed.
I do not proceed to criticize the Bill that
has been introduced by my hon. friend,
because he is not desirous of seeking more
than a second reading for it this session;
but I must say that, looking at it in the
rapid manner I was obliged to do, in
consequence of other engagements, I think
it is susceptible of many objections. In
the first place, and my particular objection
is this: if the principle upon which the
Bill is founded be sound, why not apply it
universally? Why say that certain sec-
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tions of Canada should have the benefit of
the measure and other sections should
not? Why say that parties who have
no conscientious scruples against divorce
in Lower Canada should be excluded
fron having the benefit of the measure.
There is another objection which occursto
me, and I hope, if my hon. friend brings it
UP again, he will consider it if he thinks
m'y observations entitled to consideration.
It is this : he proposes to delegate to the
several tribunals all over the country the
right to deal with these cases, but he pro-
vides no uniform procedure. Now, those
Who have had any experience in the busi-
ness of the courts know how impossible it
is to secure anything like unitormity of
results without a uniform procedure that
Would bind all alike. If he had provided
that the Supreme Court should lay down
a course of procedure; if he had provided
that there should be a functionary author-
ized to lay down rules that should be bind-
Ing upon al], we might hope for uniformity
of procedure; but leaving it to separate tri-
bunals to establish .modes of procedure,
each for itself, would, to my mind, be pro-
ductive of great confusion, and a man in
one province would not know how the
law is administered in another. Apart
fron the question of procedure, it
1à very important that a uniform law
should prevail all over the country in re-
spect to so important a matter as the sep-
aration of man and wife. Does my hon.
friend, or any hon. gentleman who has
experience of the administration of the
law, hope for any uniformity with five or
six distinct tribunals operating under
different sources? If there is not uni-
formuity there is uncertainty, and the pro-
fessional man in one province would be
Unable to advise what course should be
taken in another province or what would be
the probable result f rom certain facts being
submitted to a tribunal. I do not desire
to enter into any ininute criticism of the
Bi l l, but from the hasty reading that I
gave it, these objections occur to it, and I
think they are fatal objections. The hon.
gentleman alluded to a divorce court ex-
isting in British Columbia. As a matter
of fact, it exists, but it is a creature of
judicial construction and a divided court,
I have examined the opinions that were
given on both sides, and in my humble
judgment the matter is in a very dubious
state, and the time will come when this

Parliament may be appealed to to validate
the existence of that court, which now
owes its sole existence to judicial construc-
tion.

This is a subject which I do not care to
dwell upon, as judges differ on it, and the
profession' are not agreed on the question
either, there is argument pro and con as to
the question of the constitution of the
court in British Columbia; I may say that
at best it is a creature of judical con-
struction-not a statutory creation-it is
a jurisdiction which the judges have
dccided that they themselves possess. I
will not occupy the House.with any more
remarks. I cannot see that it would be
wise or in the interests of morality to
establish a divorce court, and I repeat what
I said before: it would take very strong
argument to convince me that the deli-
berate utterances of our great' and saga-
cious statesman should be set aside.

HoN. MRt. POWER-1 do not think it
would be courteous to the hon. gentleman
who has introduced this Bill, and I do not
think it would be altogether becoming to
the Senate, to dispose of a measure which
proposes to make so very serious a change
in the mode of transacting business upon
a very important matter, if this question
were allowed to be put without any further
discussion. i do not propose to say very
much about it. It is hardly nocessary to
state at the outset that I am not in favour
of the Bill. I do not think the measure
has come to the House in the very best
way. When the confederation of the pro-
vinces was being dicussed this matter of
granting divorces was deliberately placed
in the position in which we have had it by
the conference at Quebec and the subse-
quent conference in London ; and if the ex-
perience of the last twenty-four years has
been such as to indicate that a serious mis-
take was made by those conferences in leav-
ing the granting of divorces with the Parlia-
ment of Canada, then we should have some
evidence of that fact further than the
evidence which has been supplied to the
House to-day, and if there is a necessity
for making so important a change I think
it is a change which should be intro-
duced by the Government of the country.
They are charged with the general interests
of the country; and I think upon aweighty
matter of this kind, on which a deliberate
conclusion was come to by a gatheringlike
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the Confedeation conference, that the
Govei nment are the only body who should
introduce a measure looking towards a
change of this sort. So far with respect
to the mode in which the matter bas come
before the House, I do not think the hon.
introducer of the Bill has given us sufficient
evidence to show that the country is se-
riously suffering in any way from the want
of a measure of this kind. The hon.
gentleman simply gives us to understand
that after carefully balancing in his own
mind the advantages of the present system
and what he conceived would be the advan-
tages of the system which he proposes, he
thinks the preponderance of advantage
would be with the system which lie desires
to introduce. It is very difficult to prophesy.
It may be that there is a good deal f force ir.
the reasons which the hon. gentleman bas
given, and he may have apparently good
grounds for thinking that the new system
would work better ; but it may be found,
notwithstanding, that if the new system
were adopted it would work very much
worse than the present system. I notice
that the bon. gentleman, while telling
us that the number of divorces had not
been very largely increased in the Lower
Provinces by the introduction of a divorce
court, forgot to say that the Lower Provin-
ces were an exceptional part of the coun-
try. I am quite sure that niy hon. friend
from Lunenburg will agree with me in
thinking that in the matter of morals they
ouglht to be, and are, in advance of other
parts of the country; and conclusions can-
not be drawn from what happens in the
Maritime Provinces as to what would
happen in the rest of the Dominion. The
hon. gentleman did not lay much stress on
the case of England. That, I think, was a
precodent that ought to have more weight
with this Parliament than the experience
of two or three small provinces. In
England the effect of taking the granting
of divorces away from Parliament and
committing it to the courts has been to
increase the number of divorçes one hun-
dred-fold. There were comparatively few
divorces granted by Parliament.-I im-
agine not very many more than wegrant
here-and now the divorces are counted
every year by hundreds, and there is not
only mischief done by the publication
of the details of these divorces (which
the hon. gentleman says he would not pro-
pose to allow in this country) but the more

important mischief which the hon. gentle-
man has left out of sight altogether, that
people would begin to regard the marriage
tie as something less sacred than it was
formerly considered. The fewer divorces
are granted the better, and any hon. gen-
tleman can see that it is important that
people who enter into the contract of
matrimony should realize the solemnity of
the action which they are about taking.
If, when a man or woman enters into the
contract of matrimony, he or she feels that
if, after the lapse of three or four years, the
contract does not turn out satisfactorily,
it will be easy to get a divorce at trifling
expense and that all that is necessary to get
that divorce is to commit adultery, then
you are taking away the sacredness and
solemnity from the tie in a very great
degree and offering a sort of premium
to people to enter into matrimony without
sufficient consideration for what they are
doing. If people who are about being mar-
ried realize that they are marrying " for
better for worse," and in the old language
which, I regret to say, ii not as common
now as it used to be, realizing that what
God has joined together no man should put
asunder, they will be more careful about
entering into thecontract, and, having en-
tered into it, they will be more careful as
to carrying out its obligations. I do not
think that the bon. gentleman dealt with
that question at all, and that is really the
most important consideration involved in
his proposition. As it is now, foi 999 peo-
ple out of every 1,000 in the great Provin-
ces of Quebec and Ontario and in the Prov-
ince of Manitob.. people marry " for better
for worse "-marry until one or the other
dies; because the difficulty and expense
involved in securing a pai liamentray disso-
lution of marriage practically puts the di-
vorce out of the reach of the great bulk of
the population. That may be a little unfair,
but I think that the benefit which is there-
by conferred upon society is much greater
than the slight injustice which is done to
the poorer members of the community.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-What
about the immorality?

HoN. MR. POWER-The hon. gentle-
man speaks of the possibility of immoral-
ity. I fail to see how morality is in any
way to be advanced by rendering divorce
easily procured. The experience in the
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United States, to which the hon. gentle-
Man refers, where divorce is so absurdly
easy-at least, in most of the States-has
Inot been that this facility to get divorce
has promoted morality. Canada may not
be just as moral as she ought to be, but I
think Canada, in the matter of domestic
life, wili compare favourably with the
United States, or any section of that
country; and I am afraid that if the hon.
gentleman hasno better argument than that,
he will hardly succeed in convincing the
Iouse that we should change the system.
Which bas existed here since Confedera-
tion. That is the principal point I wish
to make. There are one or two minor
points to which the hon. gentleman re-
feried, and which it may be desirable to
notice. Speaking of the members of this
Hlouse who happen to belong to the denom-
ination of which I am a member, the hon.
gentleman ratber found fault with their
not taking a share in the work of the
divorce committee. I feel, for one,
that while I should much sooner have
nothing to do with those cases, still, if the
duty were imposed upon me, rather than
have a divorce court instituted, I should
be prepared to do my duty as a member of
the flouse in connection with those suits;
because, after all, it bas been in a great
many cases the duty of judges belonging
to the church of which I am a member to
deal with questions of divorce, and they
have administered the law as they have
found it. At the same tine, I am not
aware that any difficulty has been found
in securing, up to the present time, com-
fllittees on divorce without placing on
those committees members who have an
Objection to handling the subject. I had
not prepared to say anything on this sub-
eet, but I have made the only point which

thought it very desirable to try to make;
and I hope that some hon. gentleman who
has given the subject more consideration
than I will continue the discussion. It
Would be very unfortunate that so import-
ant a subject as this should be disposed of
by the House without at least a reasonable
attempt at discussion.

IION. MR. KAULBACH-Probably it is
jlust as well, since the matter bas come up
now, that it should be further considered.
I do not agree with my hon. friend from
Toronto, who thought that Parliament
could not delegate its powers to the courts.

I think it has ample power to delegate this
subject to an existing court without
creating a court. I do not agree altogether
with the view of the hon. member from
Halifax, that the present mode of inquiry
in cases of divorce is satisfactory. As far
as my kno'wledge goes, and I have had an
experience of many years, it bas not been
quite satisfactory in its character. Divorces
have been given here which, if the cases
had gone before a court of law, would not
have been granted. I think, also, that the
committee which takes the evidence and
reports upon it might have been formed in
a manner that would probably have given
more satisfaction than the present mode of
construction. There are gentlemen in this
House who, although they are opposed to
relegating this subject of divorce to a
court, yet shrink from being members of
that committee, because it is not a pleasant
duty to perform. I know I have applied
to gentlemen that I thought were emi-
nently fitted to act on that committee, and
they declined to serve. Such a state of
things is very unsatisfactory. Apart from
any other consideration, I believe the
ablest judicial minds in the House should
be selected for that committee. While I
feel that the working of the present system
bas not been altogether satisfactory, and
that divorces have been given which should
not have been granted,and while Irecognize
the convenience to applicants of having
such cases dealt with by the courts, yet I
cannot, feeling as I do the importance of
this subject, vote for any measure which
would leave divorce to be deaIt with by the
courts. I believe that to make divorce
easy is to increase immorality. Instead
of diminishing the number of applications
I believe it would greatly increase them,
and as I look upon marriage very much
as a sacred tie, and consider that it should
not be severed without the greatest consi-
deration, I cannot approve of giving to
the courts a jurisdiction which would have
a tendency to weaken that tie. I admire
the Roman Catholic church for the stand
it has taken on this subject. By that
denomination marriage is viewed as a tie
which lasts for life. The church to which
I belong, and to which my hon. friend
from British Columbia also belongs, regards
it as a tie not easily to be severed. In fact,
the sentiment in our church is so adverse
to divorce that there is an abhorrence to
marrying persons who have been divorced.



The Divorce [SE NATEJ Bill.

To give the subject of divorce to the courts
would be to increase the publicity of the
proceedings, and thereby promote immo-
rality.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-How
about Nova Scotia ?

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-We have very
few cases of divorce there. As the hon.
member from Halifax says, we are a very
moral people there, and consider the mar-
riage tie so sacred that very few cases
come up; but when they do, the news-
papers take every opportunity to give the
details to the public. In the United States,
in 1885, there were 24,000 divorce cases,
and the number bas been steadily increas-
ing, until now the divorces reach about
40,000 a year. We know what the result
of lax divorce laws in that country has
been. The greater the facilities for divorce
the greater will be the number of divorces
applied for. It bas had that effect, and it
will always have that effect, and therefore
I am opposed to increasing the facilities
for procuring divorce. If divorce is neces-
sary it should be for only the one great
offence of adultery. I see that my hon.
friend in his Bill adds to that another
cause-that of desertion. He proposes to
go much further than we in this House
have been disposed to go. I am strongly
of the opinion that even where divorce is
granted for the one cause recognized by
this House, no right should be given to the
parties to marry again. I believe that in
nine-tenths of the cases -that arise people
have married withoutconsidering the sacred-
ness of the marriage tie and when they have
fallen out on some subject, divorce being
easily obtained, they have allowed their
affections to centre elsewhere, and have
applied for divorce, with the idea of mar-
rying again. If divorce is to be granted
at all it should only be for such an offence
as renders the relations of man and wife
degrading, and there is but one court
which should have the right to deal with
the subject, the highest court in the land-
Parliament-and although I do not approve
of the present construction of the com-
mittee, we have the matter in our own
hands, and the public generally are satis-
fied to let it rest with us. There is no
danger, so long as this Parliament deals
with divorce, of allowing a divorce for
any offence but the one now recognized as

sufficient. But if this Bill deserved a favour-
able consideration, I would like to know
why my hon. friend would treat the Pro-
vince of Quebec differently from Ontario?
In both provinces separation from bed and
board can be procured, and if it is desi-
rable to grant divorce through the courts,
there is -no reason why Protestants in
Quebec should be treated differently from
Protestants in Ontario. I repeat, I am
opposed to granting increased facilities
for divorce. .Let people understand that
they should be careful how they enter
into married relations, and that when they
marry the tic is for life.

HoN. MR. ALLAN-I quite concur in
what has been said by the hon. member
fromi Halifax, that the subject before the
House is one of too much importance to
allow a vote to be taken sub silentio, and
nothing said about it to show that the
House takes an interest in the matter. I,
unfortunately, am in this predicament, that
I did not know, until J looked over the
Orders of the Day, that this Bill was coming
up for the second reading to-day, and
therefore I am not prepared to speak at
any length with respect toit. J thoroughly
appreciate the motives which led my hon.
friend from British Columbia to bring the
subject before the House, because I know
he bas long held very strong opinions on
the subject of divorce cases being dealt
with by Parliament. Doubtless there are
certain disadvantages attending that
course. It may happen, sometimes, that
upon committees of the House gentlemen
may be placed whose legal knowledge is
not of that character to fit them best to
act in a judicial capacity, and then,
again, unfortunately, there may be other
influences at work in a popular assemblage
which may sway the minds of the com-
mittee by other considerations than those
of the strict justice and rights of the case.
That it is impossible to avoid, but I think,
great as those disadvantages may be, they
would be more than counterbalanced by the
evil which would follow from the establish-
ment of a divorce court in this country.
We all know that in the present age the
sacredness of the marriage tie has been
attacked, and in many cases people have
endeavoured to bring it down to the level of
a mere civil contract, apart from any divine
sanction at all. Holding, as I do, very
strong views to the contrary, I cannot look
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upon anything that would bave the effect
Of lessening the sacredness attached to the
marriage tie without very great repug-
iance. I look, too, across the border to the
United States, and I see there, in many
States of the Union, what a lamentable
condition of things exists with respect
to this very important matter. I do
not think any person cai reasonably doubt
that one cause which bas led to that is the
extraordinary facilities held out there for
People who have entered into the marriage
Contract to separate on the slightest pre-
text. Once a divorce court is established
here we have nothing to assure us that from
One thing it may not lead on to another,
Until, from mere incompatibility of temper
or other slight cause, parties may seek
redress from the court and the marriage
tie be dissolved. Another thing which I
feel very strongly is this: I now under-
Stand, from something which fell from my
hon. friend, that he does not intend to press
this Bill beyond a second reading, but 1
Confess I feel far more repugnance in let-
ting it go to a second reading, because we
afirm the principle of a Bill if we consent
to the second reading, and 1, for one,
should be most strongly opposed to any-
thing of that kind, or to its being supposed
that, by allowing the second reading
to go without opposition. I in any way
Sanction or commit myself to the prin-
ciple of the Bill. I do not propose
to take up the time of the House by
Speaking at length on the subject, because
I was not aware that the Bill would come
before the House to-day. This is a subject
On which I feel strongly, and on which I
think I have it in my power to show, if
time permitted, that we in Canada are very
'fiuch better off as we are at present and
mauch better able to conserve the purity of
domestic life by providing as few facilities
aM possible for granting divorces, instead of
11ncreasing the facilities. As a Canadian,
I infinitely prefer to see the present state
Of things continue rather than the system
proposed by this Bill. I hope that my bon.
friend, when he elicits the opinions of other
tembers of the House, will be content for

the present with the expression of opinions
We have had. If ho persists in moving the
Second reading of the Bill I am disposed to
test the feeling of the House by moving
that this Bill be not now read the second
tirne, but that it be read the second time
this day six months.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-As my bon. friend,
I understand, does not propose to press his
motion for the second reading of the Bill,
it may not perhaps be necessary to call
for a vote just now. I had some conversa-
tion with my hon. friend before the meet-
ing of the House, and I understood from
hin that after eliciting some discussion
his intention was to withdraw the Bill,
because in his opinion it bas not come to
the House at such a period of the session,
or in such circumstances, as to justify the
expectation that it could be got through
the other House this year. If I under-
stood my hon. friend correctly, that might
terminate the discussion at once.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B. C.)-On
account of the late period of the session I
intend to withdraw the Bill. Even though
it were to pass this House, it is too late to
have any chance of passing the other
House this year, and with the permission
of the Senate I beg to withdraw the Bill.

The Bill was withdrawn.

THE GREAT MACKENZIE BASIN.

MOTION.

HON. MR. GIRAIRD moved the adoption
of the first report of the Select Committee
on documents relating to the Great Mac-
kenzie Basin. Ho said : This report is a
continuationof-one made to this House three
years ago by a committee appointed at
that time, of which the Hon. Mr. Schultz,
now Lieutenant Governor of Manitoba,
was the chairman, We remember with
what interest the report of that committee
was received, not only in Canada, but
throughout the civilized world. It was a
report which furnished a great deal of im-
portant information, showing the enorm-
ous resources of the Great Mackenzie
Basin. It was understood at the time that,
owing to the vast extent of that territory
and the difficulties of communication, it
was impossible to receive replies to ail the
lists of enquiries sent out. These lists
have been addressed to employés of the
Hudson Bay Company, to missionaries and
to others living in that remote part of the
Dominion, and replies could not he received
in time to include them in the report to
which I have referred. These replies bave
ail been received, and are now in our pos-
session. They certainly deserve a good
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deal of attention. I have one from Bishop parted with. The documents that were sub-
Bompas, who lives in the Mackenzie Basin, mitted to the comînittee, sore ten or twelve
and he gives a great deal of valuable infor- in number, coming from parties occupy-
mation which cannot be obtained else- ing high positions, three of them from
where. He not only speaks of the valuable bishops and several from Hudson Bay
mines and forests and the varied resources Company officiais, have received the
of the Great Mackenzie Basin, but also offers serions consideration of the committee,
suggestions as to what should be done in the who have unanimously arrived at the
near future f9r the development of that conclusion that they would be a very
country. I think all the answers of Bishop valuable addition to the information
Bompas will be highly appreciated by every already received fron that country. I ask
one of us, and that we will find in that do- the adoption of the report of the commit-
cument a great deal of information which tee, which reconmends the printing ofthe
must necessarily have an important effect information we have acquired. I think it
amongst the nations of Europe as to the would be a very valuable addition to the
value of our great Dominion. It will report made three years ago by the Select
bring before the world, from time to time, Committee of this buse on the resources
the importance of our country, which is ofthe Great Mackenzie Basin.
as yet scarcely understood even by our- The motion was agreed to.
selves. We will in time, however, become
familiarized with the resources we have in
our North-West, and will see that it is to
our interest to do our best to keep that SECOND READING.
country, if not absolutely for ourselves,
for our children at all events, because it The Orderof the Dayhaving beencalied,
will, in the early future, certainly have to
receive more attention from the Govern-was referred the Bi
ment than it receives to-day. The sug-ntituled: "An Act for the relief of Mahala Ellis,"
gestion in that document from Bishop togethex with the evidence taken before the said
Bompas is that civilization should be pro- mmittee.
moted in that far country by the establish- HON. MR. GOWAN said: I propose to
ment of two model schools for the instruc- say as littie as possible with regard to the
tion of the Indians. Model sehools are detailst of the evidence in this case, and in
aready established in different partws of the other cases that wi l be submitted to
the Dominion. We have one at St.Boniface; this House. Whatever care we may take
one near St. Paul and some ini the North- in securing the inviolable secrecy of the
West Territories, and every one who reads evidence takon before the committee, it is
the reports of those institutions must ad- impossible to do so with respect to the

iit that they are the very best means of debates, and therefore think it is my duty
introdacing civilization amongst the In- to say as little as rnay be in respect to
dians. It has been ascetained thatbsepar- each case that may come before us. In
ation of the children from the parents is this case, the facts set forth in the Bih were
absolutely necessary if we ish to get the psroved to the satisfaction of the committee.
best resuits from these industrial schools. f will ot go into the details of the case,
So long as the children are lcft with their because the whole of the evidence is printed,
paronts they cannot advance much in the and every hon, gentleman who deire to
arts of civilization, but it has been proved pass upon this rmeasure mut have read
beyond dispute that once theyaro separated and considored it; therefore, it wicl not be
from their parents and placed in charge of necessary for me to go into the details.
teachers they begin to wearn with gratify- Suffice it to say, that the evidene dis-
ing rapidity, and they are as readily taught closed to us a ruined life, an unfaithf l
as many of' the children of white parents husband, a wife foully contaminated, and
throughout the Dominion. The Gvern- crueltyofamostheinouscharacter. In this
ment cannot too earnestly take into con- case, both the petitioner and the rospondent
sideration the educationof the Indians, foi were represented by counsel, and the fullet
the time has corne when we should return opportunity was given for examination and
to them some of the advantages whih they cross-e xami nation by coun sel. I was not
should receive for the domain that they havCe aware, until towards the close of the exa-
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mnination, that the respondent was present
and I think he was specially invited to give
evidence if he wished, and he declined.
The facts are so fully set forth in the evi-
dence, and are of so painful a character,
that I will not dwell upon them, and do not
propose to do so. Before I sit down, I
mlight mention that since the report was
agreed upon it has been intimated to me
that there was some misunderstanding bot-
ween counsel with regard to one ot the
clauses of the Bill-that which gives the
Custody of the children to the mother. I am
told that both parties are willingthat that clause shouldt be eliminated on
the third reading of the Bill. If so, I per-
sonally have no objection, but I offer every
objection to having the Bill referred back,
because our committee reported upon the
evidence before it, and every word that we
report on-every allegation that is made
iln the Bill-there was evidence before us
ample to support it.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I shall not
detain the House by saying anything
beyond what the chairman of the com
mlittee has stated. I approve of that
clause giving the custody of the children
to the mother being eliminated from the
Bill. I rise, however, more especially for
this purpose: on every divorce committee
I have objected to the Senate, or to a com-
mnittee of the Senate, taking into consider-
ation questions of alimony or the custody
of the children. I believe these are
mfatters of civil right, which the provincial
courts have jurisdiction over, and we ough t
lot to interfere with them. There was
One case, the Campbell case, to which I
Objected, because we gave the custody of
the children and alimony to the wife.
The reason why I consented to this clause
remaining in the Bill in this case is, that
both parties were represented by counsel,
and no objection having been raised at the
time, I did not consider it wise to force
either party into another court to obtain
redress or to obtain rights which we could
give them, and which both parties seemed
Satistied with at the time. I object to
taking from the courts the question of
ahmony or custody of children, and I have
Objected and will object to any such Bill
passing, unless it is with the consent of

oth petitioner and respondent.

HIo«. MR. MoINNES (B.C.)-I am very

sorry that the hon. gentlemen who moved
and seconded the adoption of this report
have not given the House some reason why
they asked that this particular portion of the
report be expunged and that the control
of the children should be left in the hands
of the respondent. I read the evidence, as
I suppose nearly every hon. gentleman
has read it, and more disgusting and revolt-
ing evidence has probably never been
adduced betore a divorce committee in
Canada; and judging from the acts that
were proven to the satisfaction of the
committee, and I believe to the satisfaction
of every hon. gentleman who has read the
evidence, I consider that man is not in a
position, or ought not to be placed in a
position, to assume the custody of those
children. A man guilty of the abominable
acts, extending over a series of years, which
he bas been guilty of, is not the proper
person to have the chargo of young chil-
dien, and I think it would be an outrage
to allow it. I cannot understand how his
feeling should in any sense be taken into
consideration. The man has proved him-
self to be a perfect monster. 1, for one,
certainly will not consent to thut change
in the report. I believe that the control
of the children ought to be left with the
mother, who has proved herself, as far as
the evidence goes, to be a virtuous woman,
and a good, faithful and affectionate
mother.

HON. MR.KAULBACH-She asks for it.

HoN. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I do not
know that she ever asked to have control
of them, but it is ber Bill, and the natural
inference is that she desires to have the
control of these children.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I am sorry that I
fail to make myself understood. I do not
propose that there should be any modifica-
tion of the report. The report is fully and
entirely justified by the evidence ; but I
may say that it came to my knowledge
that there is some misunderstanding bet-
ween counsel as to the proper place in
which a claim might be advanced for the
custody of the children remaining with
the husband ; and I said that, so far as I
was personally concerned, at another
stage, at the third reading of the Bill, I
would not personally object to that clause
being struck out, because the children are
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now in the custody of the mother, and I
do not believe that there is any court of
justice in existence that, upon the face of
the facts presented to us, would withdraw
those children fron the custody of the
mother and hand them over to the father.

HoN. MR. OGILVIE-I hope the report
will be adopted without striking out that
clause.

HON. MR. MILLER-The striking out
of the clause does not come in on the pre-
sent motion at all, but on the third reading
of the Bill.

HoN. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-The hon.
gentleman from Barrie says that, on con-
sultation with counsel on both sides, it was
admitted that they had power to appeal to
the legal tribunals.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I have nothing to
do with that ; that rests with the House.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.) - Why
should we leave this woman to be dragged
into a court of justice by this unmerciful
and unmanly man ? I believe in placing
the woman beyond the reach of any more
of the vile attacks of that man, and instead
of amending the Bill on the third reading,
I believe it should be adopted as it is.

The motion was agreed to, and the report
was adopted.

HoN. MR. CLEMOW moved the third
reading of the Bill. He said: I may say
that I cordially agree with what bas been
said by the previous speaker. The evi-
dence is conclusive, and there is no doubt
in my mind that the petitioner is entitled
to the relief asked for. It bas been truly
said that the question bas arisen as regards
the clause of the Bill giving the right to
the wife to have custody of the children. In
1885 that point was fully discussed and
settled in this House in another case. I
refer to the Evans case, page 366 of the
report. The then leader of the House. took
strong ground that, inasmuch as the courts
of Ontario had jurisdiction in this matter,
the Senate should not interfere. It is not
the intention of this Bill that the custody
of the children should be given to the re-
spondent. That is left entirely to the dis-
cretion of the courts hereafter. Owing to

a misunderstanding on the part of the
counsel at the time of the hearing of the
case, he neglected to ask the committee to
eliminate that clause fron the Bill,
and, that being the case, it is only fair
to have the matter brought before the
House, as the House bas the power to
do so. It lias been decided in the Evans
case, and I do not see why we should not
follow the same precedent in this case. If
the courts decide that the wife should have
the custody of the children it will be so;
in the meantime, we have nothing to do
with it-we remain quiescent, and let that,
question be settled by a legal tribunal
when the proper time arrives.

HON. MR. LOUGHEED-I would like to
ask the hon. gentleman from Rideau
division if the petitioner in this case bas
consented to the elimination of the clause
of the Bill ?

HON. MR. CLEMOW-Yes.

HoN. MR. McCALLUM-I am a young
member of this House, but my under-
standing of the powers of this Senate is,
that we can dissolve marriage, but we do
not undertake to declare what is to be
done with the children. I believe that to
be within the jurisdiction of the courts.
When we dissolve a marriage our duty
ends, and it is for the courts to say who
shall have the custody of the children.
Therefore, I move that the Bill be not
now read the third time, but that it be
amended by striking out from and inclu-
sive of the word " that," in line 12, down
to and inclusive of the word "from," in
line 16; and from and inclusive of the
word " and " where it occurs secondly in
line 19, to and inclusive of the word

" children," in line 20; also, that section 3
of the said Bill be struck out.

HoN. MR. MILLER-It is really impos-
sible to say from the reading of that amend-
ment how far it goes. One would require
to compare it with the clause of the Bill to
see what alteration it would make. This is
a private Bill, and a motion of that kind
cannot be moved without notice.

HoN. MR. POWER-The hon. gentleman
from Rideau division very properly stated
that this question had been before the
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Rouse on a previous occasion, and the
circumstances under which it came before
this House on that occasion were such as
to establish a precedent, and a very import-
ant ote. It was in the Evans divorce case
in 1885. Sir Alexander Campbell was at
that time leader of this House, and also
Minister of Justice. He had given a good
deal of attention to the question of divorce
generally, and he had given particular
attention to this case, because he mentioied,
when the Bill was at an early stage, that
he proposed to deal with this question that
we are dealing with now at a later stage of
the Bill; and when the Bill came up for
the third reading the hon. gentleman
said :

" There is in that Bill a clause to which my hon.
friend who has charge of it drew attention at the
second reading-that is, the clause providing for the
care of the child. I think it would be wiser for us
not to pass a Bill containing such a provision. We
have done so on one or two occasions, and perhaps we
have the power. By stretching the argument a little,
it may be held that it is one of the incidents of the
Power of granting a div rce. I find in England, when
the House of Lords dealt with the question of divorce,
that they were very chary about making any such
Provision-that they confined themselves to the
divorce itself. Whatever reason may have existed in
England for that I think exists more strongly here,
because the several provinces have different laws in
regard to the custody of children, and we would be
dealing with a question on which we are much less
informed than a court of law is when it comes to con-
Sider such a subject."

I do not know that it would be necessary
to say anything more than simply to read
these weighty words of the predecessor of
the hon. leader of the Government; but
there is the fact that this wife has now the
custody of the children, and those children
cannot be taken away from her without an
order from the court; and, as has been
Stated by the hon. gentleman from Barrie,
no court would, under the circumstances
of the case, give an order to take the
children away from the mother. Then,
the third clause of the Bil, which is pro-
posed to be stricken out, reads in this
Way-I direct the attenion of hon. gentle-
men to the exact language of this clause:

"3. The said Mahala Ellis shall have the permanent
custody and sole and absolute control of the persons
of her said children, Charles Quirk Hardy El is and
Matthew Cain Ellis, without any right of interference
whatsoever on the part of the said Charles Shuttleworth
Ellis.

The latter part of the clause is unobjec-
tionable, but hon. gentlemen will see that
Mrs. Ellis is given the right by this Bill to

marry again. The probabilities are that
she will marry again. I think, as a rule,
when people come here looking for divorce
it is with a view of mari ying again,and gen-
erally with some particular person in view.
It may be that the person with whom Mrs.
Ellis marries again may be discovered to
be not the sort ofperson who makes a good
guardian for those children ; and if we pass
this third clause in the absolute language
in which it is expressed here she shahl
have the permanent custody and sole and
absolute coitrol of them. It may be that
the interests of those children may suifer
by-and-bye, because it will not be in
the power of a court in Ontario to
remove them from the custody of the
person who, perhaps, under the circum-
stances, might not be the proper person to
have such control. I do not think it will
injure the children to leave them where
they are at present, and we should not do
anything which might have the effect of
preventing a court in Ontario from dealing
with the custody of' the children later on.
The portion of the preamble to which the
first part of the amendment of the hon.
gentleman from Monck relates is that
which refers to the children. In the
Evans case the Minister of Justice sug-
gested to the hon. gentleman from Barrie
that he had better have the third clause
stricken out, and that was accordingly
done, with the consent of the promoter of
the Bill. As 1 understand it, in this case
the promoter of the Bill consente to the
striking out of the clause.

HON. MR. GOWAN-In view of the facts,
the& committee thought it better to report
the Bill as it was introduced, with the
usual clauses. In four or five cases similar
clauses were inserted-in the Lyons case,
in the Riddell case and in the Hart case
and in one or two others such clauses were
inserted in the Bill. In the case to which
my hon. friend, who has charge of the Bill,
alludes, that was ordered, for reasons then
considered sufficient, to be stricken out.
Now, the striking out of this clause does
not take the children out of the custody of
the mother. If it had that effect I would
be disposed to resist it; but it has not. It
gives the father leave to appeal to the
courts, if he can make out a case entitling
him, afteryears and years of correct living,
to the custody of his children. I do not at
all advocate the elimination of that clause,
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and under the circumstances, inasmuch as
there was a sort of understanding between
counsel, I believe the matter should be
debated, and this is the proper place to
debate it, and I do not object on that ground ;
but I certainly would object if I thought,
under the present circumstances, the chil-
dren would go to the father.

HoN. MR. KAULBACII-I support the
amendment of my hon. friend for the
reasons I gave when I spoke on the evi-
dence, that I was under the impression
that both parties, by themselves and by
their solicitors, approved of the Bill passing
in the way in which it was brought before
us. Had not that been the case, I would
have objected to the Bill being reported as
it was, because I do not think that Parlia-
ment should take into consideration at all
the question of the maintenance of the
children, or of the wife, or the custody of
the children. I think that we should not
deal with such questions here. Let us deal
with the question of divorce, and let the
courts, which have a better opportunity of
eliciting the facts, and a better opportunity
of coming to a correct judgment on the
matter than the Senate, deal with those
matters. Let us leave to the courts which
have jurisdiction in those matters the
questions of alimony and the custody of
the children.

HoN. MR. LOUGHEED--As I support
the amendment of my hon. friend for
Monck, I desire to say a word with respect
to why I do so. I may say, on hearing this
case in the committee, I was strongly in
favour of giving the petitioner in this case
the custody and control of the children,
but on second consideration, and on being
informed of the fact that the petitioner
and respondent had considered the matter

between thernselves in its various aspects
as it presented itself to them, we must
naturally come to the conclusion, and I have
done so myself, that they are better aware
of the best course to pursue than we can
be here. They are better aware of the
circumstances which invest this case, and
which surround both families in respect to
these children, than we can possibly be. It
is not therefore out of consideration for
the respondent in this case-for I think
words are not sufficiently strong to express
our censure and condemnation of the

course pursued by him-but entirely out
of consideration for the petitioner and chil-
dren, for I must come to the conclusion that
if she consented to this, knowing perfectly
well that the sympathy of this honourable
body would be in favour of giving ber abso-
lute control of the children-if she has
come to the conclusion that the Bill should
remain in the form suggested by the
amendment, I am of opinion the Bill should
be passed in this particular way. There
are considerations, no doubt, involved in
the education and maintenance of those
children to whieh they have given due
weight and which we cannot consider. I
think, therefore, under this consideration
we should support the amendment. I may
say that I am not in favour of the principle
propounded by the hon. member from
Lunenburg, that we should not exercise
what might be termed jurisdiction in res-
pect to the custody of the children. We
know that the tendency of practice now is
in courts of justice that there should be
finality in disposing of all questions in issue
upon the one trial. We know that the
current of authority at the present time is
that there should be a final adjustment at
one hearing of any case, and I see no
reason why this principle should not
permeate legislation as well as litigation.
I am therefore entirely in favour of dealing
with matters of this nature to a final con-
clusion; but in this case, out of pure consi-
deration for this petitioner upon the circum-
stances stated, I support the amendment.
Permit me to say that there are five of six
authorities in which this honourable body
have already dealt with the custody of chil-
dren. Someof them have been referred to by
my hon. friend from Barrie : I refer to the
Lyons case in 1878, the Campbell case in
1879, the Riddell case in 1887, the Mor-
rison case in 1888, and the Hart case in
1888. In all those Bills the petitioner in
each case received the custody of the
children in question, and I therefore sup-
port this amendment, not in acknow-
ledgment of the principle laid down by the
hon. member from Lunenburg, that we
should not deal with this subject, but purely
out of consideration for the petitioner and
children upon the grounds stated.

HoN. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-From what
bas fallen from the last speaker and from
the hon. member from Barrie, I am more
confirmed than ever in the opinion that it
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is the proper course to leave the children manent arrangementn
in the possession of the mother. The we are certainly placin
hon. gentleman from Calgary and the hon. the position that, shoul
Tmember from Barrie, to obtain support for few years that it would
the amendment, have referred to over half to have them placed ur
a dozen cases where the Senate has not vent it by this legislati
seen fit to interfere with the children ; but
I would ask these hon. gentlemen if they HoN. MR. McINNES
have read the evidence that was adduced
before the different committees in those HoN. MR. VIDAL-
'cases ? This case is entirely different, and but it appears to me th
I challenge any hon. gentleman here to of Canada enacts that
show a simtlar case to the one that we are remain in the custody
flow discussing. Iii the othercases, while the courts of Ontaro ould
Mlen were highly immoral, they neyer dis- take them away from
plaYed a particle of the brutality that this circumstances, e al d
refPobdent did, judging from the evidence the amend ment.
as reported, and in my judgment the re-
Spondent in this case bas no humanity in HoN. MR. ABBOTT
his bosom-certainly he displaved none to discuss the measure
towards his wife; and I think itis reason- there is a view which h
able to assume that ho would not display than once about it th
any charity o hueranity towards his forcibly indeed. We a]
Chldren. I see no good reason why she the relief ot Mahala El
should not have possession of her children, to have been some misi

or why she should be exposed to annoyance whether, as a part of
from hier unnatural husband. If she is as Elis claired to have t
affectionate ns most mothers are, she will children. It appeart
bave the greatest consideraion for the counsel for the pettioh

Welfare of he offspring. If at any time fori the respondent,
this man should reform, or any of his in reality, this was a c
relatives should endeavour to get posses- Ellis did not desire to p
siOn of those children to bing them up appea to have desire
Properly and educate theni, I a certain manent custody of her
8fe would be only too willing to comply in hier custody at this
With such a suggestion; buttodeprive er of both boys, both young

ethe control of ber children would be some- time may shortly com
thing that the Sonate would probably re- maintenance and brin
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we are told, and no one disputes the fact,
that she consents to the removal of those
words from the Bill. The effect of that
removal will not be to give the custody of
the children to the husband, as my hon.
friend appears to think, or take the custody
from ber; it leaves them where they are
now, which the evidence shows to be with
the woman. But it leaves it in the bounds
of possibility that at some future day the
husb,%nd may become such a person as the
courts will trust with the bringing up, the
control and education of these children,
and it may be that this same woman
may be perfectly willing that the courts
should do so. She expresses her willing-
ness now to leave the door open for
such a case as that. Surely, in coming to
the relief of Mahala Ellis we should not
deny her that opportunity of relief which
leaves the dooir open to release her from
the burdens of the maintenance, education
and care of two growing boys, who may
become, and become very soon, too strong
for her, who may take their control into
their own hands in spite of ber, and who
may need the strong hand of a father to
control them, rather than the weaker rule
of a mother. For my part, I would be
disposed to leave this door open: I would
be disposed to do what, in fact, the striking
out of those words will do-leave it to the
courts to say at any future time whether
this man should have the custody of the
children; and I would allow the courts, if
they thought he was better fitted to con-
trol them than the mother, to say so, and
I would have perfect confidence in the de-
cision that they might arrive at. As matters
stand now, it is utterly impossible that
any court in the world should give the
custody of the children to this man. That
any court may be in a position to do so in
ten years is something that I am not in a
position to deny, and that I would always
hope for.

The amendment was agreed to on a
division, and the Bill was then read the
third time, as amended, and passed.

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE
BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
itmtee of the whole on Bill (14) " An Act
with respect to certain matters affecting
the Administration of Justice."

(In the Committee.)

On the second clause,-

HoN. MR. POWER said: There is one
provision in this Bill which I consider a
little too sweeping. It is as follows; " and
without any such order the judge of any
courty court may perform any judicial
duties in any county or district in the
province on being requested so to do by
the county court judge to whom the duty
for any reason belongs." It appears to me
that that is rather a sweeping power to
give. It permits any county court judge,
of his own mere motion, to request any
other judge to discharge his duties. I think
there should be some limitation to that
power. It occurs to me that some
such qualifying words as these might be
added, " where any such judge is disquali-
fied, incapacitated or excused from acting."

HoN. MR. GOWAN-One or two pro-
vincial Acts have been passed authorizing
local judges to take business in other coun-
ties in case of the illness of another judge,
or under other circumstances, when the
public interests require the duties of a
judge to be filled. An Act was passed in
Ontario authorizing that to be done. Some
question arose with regard to the validity
of the Act, whether it was constitutional
to pass it or not, and a very strong opinion
prevailed that, at all events in criminal
matters, a judge of another county could
not act in a county where his services
were required, unless under the authority
of the Parliament of Canada. I do not know
what the history ofthis proposed legislation
is, but I am rather inclined to think we
are passing this Bill at the instance of the
Provincial Government, to give effect and
validity to Acts that they have passed,
which I think are almost identical, if not
identical, in words, with the proposed
enactment in this Bill.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
from Barrie is quite right. This Bill is
from end to end almost entirely drawn for
the purpose of confirming the jurisdiction
which has been assumed in local Acts over
the various subjects which are referred to
in this clause. The terms of it have been
settled with the Attorney, General for
Ontario in order to meet the cases exactly
as they stand, and in some instances it is,
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as my hon. friend says, a reproduction
verbatim of the local law, with a view to
removing any possible doubt as to the
jurisdiction of the Local Legislature.

IoN. MR. POWER-That may or may
not be, but it does not affect the principle,
if one may call it so, of this particular
provision. As I understand this provision,
You give the judge of each county court a
sort of roving commission to go over the
province.

1ION. MR. SCOTT -Not necessarily;
Only at the instance of another judge.

.ION. MR. POWER-Why should the
judges of two districts, rather remote from
One another, or whether remote or close
if One of them simply wants to go fishing
Or something of that sort, be allowed to
hand his business over to another judge?
If he is incapacitated, disqualified or
legally excused, then another judge should
be allowed to act. I do not suppose any
serious difficulty would arise from this
provision.

HON. MR. MILLER-I am quite pre-
Pared to hear the hon. gentleman say that
'ne does not make any serious argument in
favour of his contention, and I think it
Would be difficult for him to do so after
the explanations given by the hon. member
frora Barrie and the leader of the House.
?Or my own part, if there were anything
behind the Bill (such as would appear to
be accOrding to the explanations we have
heard), I cannot see any objection to
gîving to the judges of the county court
the discretion which this clause con-
fers on them. We all know that the
Judges of the county courts are men
Of high standing and character, faithful in
the discharge of their duties, open to public
dr ticism and subject to removal for anyereliction of duty, and, therefore, I think
We have them under sufficient restraint
and obligation not to be afraid that they
Will do anything inconsistent with their
high position. Lt may happen that a judge
tfay get suddenly sick and tind it convenientto call in the judge nearest to him, without
getting any authority from the Governor
in Couneil, or any authority such as is con-
I dinplated by the other clauses of the Bill.1 do not see why he should not have that
Power, or if, as a matter of convenience, ail

judge decided to absent himself from his
district for a week or a fortnight, I do not
see why an aet which should come under
the judgment of two judges should not be
safely left in their hands. I see no reason
whatever to amend the clause, and, there-
fore, I am disposed to support the Bill as it
stands.

HON. MR. GOWAN-My hon. friend who
has just spoken is quite right; the cou.nty
judges in Ontario sit in four or five distinct
tribunals; the County Court, Surrogate
Court, Criminal Court and the Sessions,
and they perform a number ofother duties
in aid of the Superior Courts. It frequently
happens that they are engaged in a case,
perhaps delegated to them by the Superior
Court, that fully occupies their time, while
the business of their own court requires
their attention, and it is very convenient
to call in another judge-perhaps a judge
in an adjoining county; but the public
service may require in certain cases that
they be compelied to corne in, and I think
the ,rovision is just as it was in the pro-
vincial Act and I cannot see any possible
objection to it.

The clause was agreed to.

HoN. MR. MASSON, from the Commit
tee, reported the Bill without amendment.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the third
reading of the Bill.

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

HARBOUR COMMISSIONERS OF
MONTREAL BILL.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on (Bill 95) An Act
further to amend the Act 36 Victoria,
chap. 61, respecting the Trinity House and
Harbour Commissioners of Montreal.

(In the Committee.)

On the 5th clause,-

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Since this Bill
was introduced there bas arisen a neces-
sity for some further legislation for
the Harbour Commissioners of Montreal.
There bas been, for the last three or four
years, a plan discussed for the enlarge-
ment of the harbour and for the erection
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of a permanent dyke for the preven-
tion of floods, which have frequently,
in past years, desolated a part of the
city. Arrangements in connection with
these improvements were not completed
until very recently, and it is only
within the last three or four days that
a plan by which the means for making
these improvements could be raised was
agreed upon. The city of Montreal has
voted one million of dollars towards the
plan for the completion of the harbour,
which plan has been carefully examined
by the Government engineer. and bas
been approved. A great many plans were
proposed, and a great deal of discussion
took place. They were thoroughly consi-
dered, not only by the engineers of the
harbour, but also by the engineers of the
Public Works Department, and the plan
which bas been reached meets with the
approbation of everybody, apparently. The
Harbour Commissioners raise one million
of dollars in addition to the million dollars
furnished by tho city of Montreal; and,
I suppose, the House is aware that it is no
new thing for the Harbour Commissioners
of Montreal to borrow money for the
enlargement of the harbour. They have
done it in past years. They have a revenue
amply sufficient to meet the interest
on the amount they require, and have a
very considerable margin. Their revenue
last year, notwithstanding the abolition of
harbour dues, was $60,000 over and above
what little debt they now owe; and they
have therefore sufficient money to pay the
interest on the million dollars that they
desire to borrow. The legislation neces-
sary simply consists of a short clause
authorizing them to borrow that sum. The
mode of borrowing, the security of the
provisions respecting the loan form part
of their Acts of incorporation for a great
many years past, and require no addition
and no amendment. The limitation of the
sum to be borrowed is the only thing
necessary at present, and I propose to ask
the House to allow me to put into this Bill
a clause authorizing them to borrow the
million dollars required, and limit the
interest to not more than 4 per cent. per
annum. Their credit is so good in the
markets of the world that tbey can get any
amount of money at that rate. I, therefore,
move that the following be added to the
Bill as a 5th clause:-

The Harbour Commissioners of Montreal may
borrow one million dollars or its equivalent in pounds
sterling, for the urpose of constructing, extending
and improving the wharves, structures and other
accommodation in the harbour of Montreal in such
manner as they deemn best calculated to facilitate
trade and increase the convenience and utility of the
said harbour; and they may borrov the said amount
in Canada or elsewhere, in such suns, for such number
of years, and at such rates of interest, not exceeding
four per cent. per annum as they find expedient, and
in the manner provided by, and subject to, the Acts
relating to the Harbour Commissioners of Montreal
with respect to nioneys thereby authorized to be bor-
rowed by them.

I shall ask the House to take the third
reading of the Bill some time next week,
so that every bon. gentleman may have
ample time to consider the new clause so
that it may be fully discussed.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-What is the present
debt of the Harbour Commission?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-1 could not state
at present the exact debt, but the total
interest is, I think, about $80,000 a year.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Is there any of it
guaranteed ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-None of it-not a
dollar.

HON. MR. WARK, from the committee,
reported the Bill as amended.

SECOND READINGS.

The following Bills were read the second
time without debate:-

Bill (23) " An Act respecting the E. B.
Eddy Manufacturing Company, and to
change the name to 'The E. B. Eddy
Company."' (M.r. Clemow.)

Bill (25) " An Act to revive and amend
the Act to incorp'orate the Medicine Hat
Railway and Coal Company." (Mr.
Lougheed.)

Bill (28) " An Act to amend the Act to
incorporate the Empire Printing and Pub-
lishing Company." (Mr. Power.)

Bill (41) " An Act to amend the Act in-
corporating the Canadian Power Com-
pany." (Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (27) " An Act to authorize the Lon-
don and Canadian Loan and Agency Com-
pany (Limited) to issue Debenture Stock."
(Mr. McKindsey.)
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PEMBROKE LUMBER CO.'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. CLEMOW moved the second
reading of Bill (26) " An Act to incor-
porate the Pembroke Lumber Company-"

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

HON. MR. CLEMOW moved that the
Bill be referred to the Committee on Stand-
ing Orders and Private Bills.

HoN. Ma. MILLER-The Bill should go
to the Committee on Banking and Com-
mlerce.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I think we ought
to arrive at some principle about referring
Bills. The question is apparently whether
a manufacturing company's Bill, which
this is undoubtedly, should be referred to
the Committee on Private Bills, or the
Committee on Banking and Commerce. A
Manufacturing company asking privileges
of various important kinds, I think,deserves
the consideration of one of the largest
corimittees, and I think it does come
strictly and literally within the term
"banking and commerce," so that we had
better adopt the principle that manufac-
turing companies' Bills should be sent to
the Committee on Banking and Commerce.

HON. MR. POWER-I think the Com-
littee on Banking and Commerce pay

More attention to the details of such mat-
ters than the Private Bills Committee do.

The motion was agreed to.

McKAY MILLING CO.'S BILL.
SECOND READING.

HON. Ma. CLEMOW moved the second
reading of Bill (24) " An Act to'incorporate
the McKay Milling Company." He said:

is a Bill to incorporate a company

now doing a very large business at Ottawa
and they are obliged to ask for an Act of
incorporation to facilitate carrying on
their Operations, which I am glad to see is
largely on the increase.

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

HON. MR. CLEMOW moved that the
Bill be referred to the Committee on
Banking and Commerce.

11

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I think the Bill
should go to the Private Bills Committee.
The mere formation of a manufacturing
company would not take it out of the
category of private Bills, unless the com-
pany propose to issue debentures or bonds,
which is, I think, a test as to which com-
mittee the Bill should go to.

HoN. MR. MILLER-I do not agree
with the reasoning of the hon. gentleman
from Ottawa. I think if the Bill made
provision for the issuing of debentures or
bonds or stock it would come under the
definition of banking; but as a manufactu-
ring company I do not see why it should
not come under the designation of com-
merce, and therefore would be properly
sent to the Committee on Banking and
Commerce. These Bills very often contain
special clauses which come more properly
within the purview of the Committee on
Private Bills, but I do not think we are
going far astray by laying down the rule
which is now laid down by the Prime
Minister,that where a Bill·contemplates any
interference with commerce it had better
be referred to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Commerce than to the Private
Bills Committee.

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

FEMININE OFFENDERS IN NOVA
SCOTIA BILL.

ORDER OF THE DAY DISCHARGED.

The Order of the Day being called-" Se-
cond reading Bill (R), An Act respecting
certain feminine offenders in the Province
of Nova Scotia."

HoN. MR. MILLER said: This Bill is a
new Bill, containing novel provisions. I
have not had an opportunity of seeing it
until a few moments ago, when it was laid
on my desk. That is not a compliance
with the rule which requires a Bill to be
distributed before it is read the second
time. I think the hon. gentleman from
Halifax should not object to postponing
the second reading of it until some day
next week. Certainly he cannot expect
the House to go on with the second read-
ing of a Bill of so novel a character with-
out members having an opportunity of
reading it. I presume it bas been dis-
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tributed to all the members at the same
time that it was to me-since we took our
seats-and it would be simply an impossi-
bility for any member to attend properly
to the business that has been transacted by
the House to-day and at the saine time
read this Bill and make himself familiar
with the principles of it.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I was about to ask
my hon. friend, only having seen the Bill
within the last hour, if he would not put
off the second reading until next Tuesday.

HoN. MR. POWER-I have no special
objection to doing so,but I wish to say just
one word: there are no novel provisions in
this Bill. Every provision in the measure
is to be found in the Revised Statutes of
Canada, some with respect to the Indus-
trial School in Halifax, and the others re-
specting the And'rew Mercer Reformatory
of Toronto. The Bill bas been submitted
to the Department of Justice, and approved
by the Minister of Justice, and as the
session is getting on, and the Bill bas to
go to the other flouse, I will move that
the Order of the Day be discharged, and
that the Bill be read the second time on
Monday next.

The motion was agreed to, and the Order
of the Day was discharged.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (47) " An Act to amend the Act to
incorporate the Collingwood and Bay of
Quinté Railway Company." (Mr. Allan.)

Bill (55) " An Act to incorporate the
Atikokan Iron Range Railway Company."
(Mr. Maclnnes, Burlington.)

Bill (57) "An Act to incorporate the
Buffalo Lake and Battleford Railway, Coal
and Iron Company." (Mr. Read, Quinté.)

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (73) " An Act respecting the South
Ontario Pacifie Railway Company." (Mr.
MacInnes, Burlington.)

Bill (46) " An Act respecting the South
Western Railway Company." (Mr. Mac-
Innes, Burlington.)

Bill (74) " An Act further to amend the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Act of 1889."
(Mr. Scott.)

Bill (48) " Act to incorporate the Mani-
toba Life Assurance Company." (Mr.
Girard.)

Bill (65) " An Act respecting the Mon-
treal and Ottawa Railway Company."
(MIr. Tassé.)

Bill (72) "An Act to incorporate the
Peterboro', Sudbury and Sault Ste. Marie
Railway Company." (Mr. Flint.)

Bill (39) " An Act respecting the Mari-
time Chemical Pulp Company (Limited)'
and to change the name thereof to 'The
Maritime Sulphite Fibre Company, (Lim-
ited)," (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.)

Bill (66) "An Act to confirm a lease
made between the Guelph Railway June-
tion Com pany and the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company, and for other purposes.
(Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.)

Bill (75) " An Act respecting the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway Company. (Mr. Scott.)

Bill (76) " A n Act to amend an Act to
authorize and to provide for the winding-
up of the Pictou Bank." (Mr. Kaulbach.)

The Senate adjurned at 6:05 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, July 3rd, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

INCORPORATED CONSTRUCTION
COMPANY OF CANADA BILL.

THIRD READING.

BON. MR. ALLAN, from the Committee
on Banking and Commerce, reported Bill
(L) "An Act to incorporate the Incor-
porated Construe tion Company of Canada,"
with certain amendments. He said: I may
briefly explain the nature of the alteration.
The first is in the clause declaring what
the capital stock of the company shall be.
Originally it stood at $100,000; the com-
mittee increased it to $250,000. Then, in
the notice which should be addressed to
the several shareholders calling any meet-
ing, the number of days was fixed at ten.
It bas been altered to twenty by the com-
mittee. The distance which the company
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can construct and build tramways was'
originally 3 miles. This bas been increased
to 5 miles. The clause in the end prevents
the company from exercising their powers
under this Bill when they would clash with
any provincial legislation.

HON. MR. ALMON moved that the
anendments be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
"vas then read the third time and passed

WIARTON SOUTHERN RAILWAY
CO'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

ION. MR. VIDAL, from the Committee
On Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours,reported Bill (N) " An Act to incorporate
the Wiarton Southern Railway Company,"
With certain amendments. He said: AI-
though the changes made in the Bill are
lnumerous, they are really of no particular

consequence, beyond tþe fact that they
enable two companies which have been
sOmewhat antagonistic to join together,
forining one company, and slightly change
the route of part of the road. No objection
seeni to have been raised to it, and the
cOlTmittee thought it wise to embody the
changes in the Bill.

HION. MR. MACINNES (Burlington)
IIOved that the amendments be concurredIn.

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

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (36) " An Act respecting the Grand
runk Railway Company, of Canada."

(Mr. Vidal.)
Bill (18) "An Act respecting the Nia-

gara and Grand Island Bridge Company."
(Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.)

Bill (Q) "An Act to incorpoiate the
Manitoba and Assiniboia Grand Junction
Railway Company." (Mr. Boulton.)
I (37) "An Act respecting the New

runswick Railway Company." (Mr.
nues, Burlington.)

ill (62) "An Act to énable the Victoria
and North American Railway Company, to9u a feriy between Becher Bay, in British
Cohumbia, and a point on the Straits of

Fuca, within the United States of America"
(Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)

VANCOUVER DOCK AND SHIP-
BUILDING CO'S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. VIDAL, from the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours,
reported Bill (51) " An Act to incorporate
the Vancouver Dock and Ship-Building
Company," with an amendment.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-The
amendment is for the purpose of securing
the creditors of the company. I move that
it be now concurred in.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I would
request that this Bill be not taken into
consideration before Monday next.

HON. MR. VIDAL-Unless the hon.
gentleman bas some particular reason for
opposing the Bill, it would be a pity to
delay the third reading.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-As I stated
at the second reading, I intend to move an
amendment, of which I have not had an
opportunity of giving notice yet.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-It is
very late in the session now, and if the Bill
is delayed it may not pass at all. I hope
my hon. friend will not press his objec-
tion.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I will
withdraw my objection to the considera-
tion of the report, but I shall object to the
third reading of the Bill to-day.

HON. MR. VIDAL-This is merely the
insertion of a clause, which is very common
in connection with borrowing powers, for
the protection of the creditors.

HON. MR. POWER-If the hon. gentle-
man from New Westminster objects, the
report cannot be considered to-day, because
it has not been printed yet and the report
must stand over until Tuesday.

HON. MR. MACDONALD
fias withdrawn that objection.

(B.C.)-He
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HON. MR. POWER-Then, if ho has done
so, the technical objection to his amend-
ment should be withdrawn, too.

The motion was agreed to.

HoN MR. MACDONALD (B.C.) moved
the third reading of the Bill.

HoN. MR. MoINNES (B.C.)-To the
third reading of the Bill I object; it should
not be taken into consideration until
Tuesday next.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-It would be a pity,
if it could be avoided, to put off the third
reading of the Bill until Tuesday, because
on Wednesday it is probable that all the
Bills will be assented to. I know nothing
about this Bill, but, perhaps, in the interest
of the progress of business, the third
reading might be taken on Monday next.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-Monday
will do.

The third reading of the Bill was fixed
for Monday next.

CENTRAL COUNTIES RAILWAY
CO'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. VIDAL, from the Committee
of Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours,
reported Bill (38) " An Act respecting the
Central Counties Railway Company," with
amendments. He said : Perhaps the House
will dispense with the reading of the
amendments. I can state the full meaning
and substance of them. The proposition is
to divide a road, already existing and hav-
ing its chartur, into five sections, in order
that they may be dealt with separately,
especially with respect to the borrowing
and bonding powers. The only amend-
ments to the Bill are verbal, to bring the
clauses into harmony.

HON. MR. McMILLAN moved that the
amendments be concurred in.

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

SENATE AND HOUSE OF COMMONS
BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. POWER moved the second
reading of Bill (43) "An Act further to

amend cap. 11 of the Revised Statutes, in-
tituled: 'An Act respecting the Senate and
House of Commons.'" He said: I do not
remember now how this Bill came to be in
my charge, but there is no harm in it, and I
presume there will be no objection to its
passing a second reading. The essential
part of the Bill is in the last few words:
" but no such allowance shall be made for
travelling outside of Canada." It appears
that in a recent session some member of
the House of Commons charged travelling
fées trom a point outside of the Dominion
to Ottawa, and it was felt in the House of
Commons that that was not the intention
of the law. This Bill is simply to amend
the Act so as to carry out the intention of
Parliament.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I think the prin-
ciple of the Bill is a very good one, and I
entirely concur in it, and shall give my
assistance to my hon. friend, if necessary,
to pass the measure; but there is still an
amendment which should be made. The
language of the Bill is that no such allow-
ance shall be made for travelling outside
of Canada. There is a certain section of
our people who do.travel outside of Canada
in order to reach Ottawa by the nearest
mail route-those who cross the nerthern
part of Maine-and I would suggest to my
hon. friend that it may be necessary to
amend the clause by inserting such words
as "except in journeying from one point
in Canada to another point in Canada."

HON. MR. MILLER-I think the Bill
is a very proper one, but during the last
quarter of a century there has been only one
case reported which would justify the call-
ing for the passage of such an enactment.
That was, I think, last year, in the case of a
member of the House of Commons charg-
ing travelling expenses to Ottawa from
the old country. But there is another
amfibiguity in this Act which I am surprised
did not receive the attention of the other
branch of Parlianent when the Bill was be-
fore it-that is, that under the legal cons-
truction of the Indemnity Act it is possible
for member to come here and sit for two or
three days in a session and to draw a very
large sum of money for such attendance-
that is, by calcula ting the days of adjourn-
ment, which are counted as sitting days,
they overrun the thirty-one days, and they
therefore become entitled to the $1,000,
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deducting the actual sitting days on which
they were absent. I think this is an ambigu-
ity in the Act of much more consequence
than the one that is now being corrected
by this Bill. I do not intend to move in
the direction of changing the law as it
stands at present, but I am surprised that
this bas been overlooked in the Hlouse of
Commons. Perhaps this Bill may not go
to his Excellency the Governor General
for assent, as it is anticipated in many
quarters that there will be many more
Substantial amendments made to the In-
demnity Act, and they may all be included
in one Bill.

11ON. MR. HOWLAN-This Bill bears
hardly on the members from Prince Ed-
Ward Island. It requires the mileage to
be reckoned by the nearest mail route.
Often we have to go to Georgetown and
take the steamer to get to Pictou. If the
steamer cannot cross we have to come
back to Charlottetown, and then cross the
straits, and then when we get to Moncton
We would be compelled to stay in Moncton
Until such time as we can get the Canadian
Pacifie Railway. So far as we are con-
cerned, there are times that it is almost
an inpossibility to reach Ottawa by the
shortest mail route. The shortest mail
route might be 1,200 miles, while a member
WOuld be compelled to travel 1,500 miles.

HIoN. MR. POWER-Do you pay all the
Way ?

HON. MR. HOWLAN-You can come
fron Halifax at all seasons of the year, and
froIn all places on the mainland at all
seasons of the year, but you cannot do so
fron Prince Edward Island by the shortest
'Mail route. lt is out of the question.
You have got to take the first mode of
cnveyance that you can get across the
Straits, whether it is the shortest mail
route or not.

HON. MR. McINNES (B. C.)-Will notthat difficulty be all obviated when you get
the tunnel across the straits ?

HON. MR. HOWLAN-No doubt it will.
arn very glad my hon. friend bas re-

mainded me of that, and when the tunnel
question comes before the House I shall
be very glad to get his assistance.

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

VICTORIA, SAANICHANDNEW WEST-
MINSTER RAILWAY CO.'S BILL.

SECOND READING POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day being called for
the second reading of Bill (67) " An Act
respecting the Victoria, Saanich and New
Westminster Railway Company."

HoN. MR. SCOTT said: I am informed
that no petition bas been presented to this
House for this Bill; consequently, I move
that the Order of the Day be discharged,
and that the said Bill be referred to the
Committee on Standing Orders and Private
Bills. I took charge of it the other day
when it came up from the other Chamber,
because no other bon. gentleman seemed
willing to take it.

HON. MR. MCINNES (B. C.)-Does the
Bill ask for anything elseexcept an exten-
sion of time ?

HON. MR. SCOTT-I am quite unaware
of the contents of the Bill. 1'have not seen
it, but whether it is limited to the clause
my hon. friend speaks of or not, it will
have to go before the Private Bills Com-
mittee.

The motion was agreed to, and the Order
of the Day was discharged.

WHIRLPOOL BRIDGE CO.'S BILL.
SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. MCCALLUM moved the sec-
ond reading of Bill (58) " An Act to incor-
porate the Whirpool Bridge Company." He
said: This is a Bill to charter a com-
pany to build another bridge across the
INiagara River near the Whirlpool.

HON. MR. ALLAN-Might I ask
hon. gentleman if the only object of
Bill is to build a bridge ?

the
the

HON. MR. McCALLUM-To build a
bridge, and they ask also for power to build
an electric railway, which is no longer
than 6 miles.

HON. MR. ALLAN-I presume that is
to build a railway under the cliff from the
Whirlpool up to Niagara Falls.
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HON. MR. McCALLUM-The Bill says
they want to connect with electric railways
in the United States and Canada.

HON. MR. ALLAN-It being a private
Bill, there is no objection to its being read
the second time. As 1 understand the Bill),
it is not merely for the construction of a
bridge, but to construct a railway under
the cliff from the Whirlpool on our side to
the Park, and if that is the case I for one
would be disposed to object to such a mea-
sure, for it would destroy the beauty of
the scenery, and it would be a great pity
that any such road should be built.

HON. MR. McCALLUM-That is not the
intention at all. The intention is to com-
mence at the Whirlpool below the Falls and
to cross to the United States, and give the
people another opportunity of crossing the
nver.

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

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (64) "An Act respecting the Berlin
and Canadian Pacifie Junction Railway
Company." (Mr. Merner.)

Bill (69) " An Act to revive and amend
the Act to incorporate the Red Deer
Valley Railway and Coal Company." (Mr.
Lougheed.)

THE LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT.

CONSIDERATION OF THE REPORT POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day being called,-
"Consideration of the first report of the
Joint Committee of both Houses on the
Library of Parliament."

HoN. MR. ABBOTT said: I do not exact-
ly know why this was put in my name.
My hon. friend from Toronto (Mr. Allan)
usually takes an interest in that committee
and presents the report; but since it is in
my name, I may say that I am not aware
that the report has been adopted by the
House of Commons yet, and as it deals
prineipally with money matters it is im-
portant that we should know what the
House of Commons does with it. It is
usual to wait for the decision of the Com-
mons before we proceed, in order that we
may know the views they take. Of course,

we are not bound by them, but we derive
some information, at all events, from the
course they take. The recommendations
of the report are principally for money,
and for a sum of considerable amount, and
I would rather that the House would post-
pone the consideration of this until we
hear a little more about it from the
Commons.

The consideration of the report was
postponed until Tuesday next.

THE RUSSWORM DIVORCE BILL

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. GOWAN moved the adoption
of the Eighth Report of the Select Com-
mittee on Divorce, to whom was referred
Bill (C) "An Act for the relief of Adam
Russworm," together with the evidence
taken before the said committee. He
said: This is a report upon the case of
Adam Russworm, who seeks a divorce from
lis wife on the grounds of desertion and
adultery. The petitioner and the respond-
ent belong to the same denomination, both
were Canadian born and lived in the same
neighbourhood. Both were members of the
German Lutheran church. The petitioner
was in comfortable circumstances and they
lived happily together for years. Unfor-
tunately for him, he was induced to leave
bis farm and take charge of a tavern. His
wife accompanied him, and was brought in
contact with a man whom she probably
would not have known had she remained
on the farn. The petitioner and the
respondent had seven children. After liv-
ing some time at this botel the wife made
some pretence which induced her husband
to believe that she desired to visit friends,
and she left him. She remained away for
a considerable time. He made efforts to
get her back, sending her money to puy
her way home, but after a time he heard
rumours affecting her, and upon further
inquiry discovered that she was living in
a state of adultery with a man whose
acquaintance she made at petitioner's
tavern. Further inquiry confirmed the
reports he had heard, and the matter was
cormpletely settled by a letter that lie had
received from bis wife, informing him that
she was in the family-way by a man with
whom she was living. There is full proof
of the adultery, and all the facts set forth
in the Bill are sustained in evidence. I do
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not deem it necessary to go any further
into this unpleasant and painful case.

The motion was agreed to on a division,
and the Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

THE BRISTOW DIVORCE BILL.

THIRD READING.

loN. MR. GOWAN moved the adoption
of the Ninth Report of the Select Committee
on Divorce,to whom was referred Bill (J)
"An Act for the relief of Thomas Bristow,
together with the evidence taken before
the said committee. He said: This, I am
sorry to say, is another petitioner be-
longing to the farming class, Thomas Bris-
tow, who seeks a divorce from bis wife on
the ground of adultery. They were mar-
ried in 1882, and lived happily enough
tOgether until 1886, when she was con-
stantly absent from home. Sometimes she
told him where she went to ; other times
she refused, stating that it was none of his
business. Finally she deserted him, and
Went to several places, employing herself
at some work or other, he in the mean-
time making every effort to induce her to
return. Friends on both sides interfered,
but without success, and he discovered, in
1890, that she was not merely living in
adulterous connection with a man, but had
actually gone through the ceremony of
mfarriage with him under her maiden name.
Ail the facts set forth in the Bill were
established in evidence , the committee
Were unanimous, and we reported the case
accordingly.

IION. MR. KAULBACH-I think it is
hardly necessary for me to make any
explanation after the lucid manner in
which my hon. friend, the chairman of
the committee, bas set forth the case be-
fore the House. It is to be remarked in
this case, as in ail others, that the pre-
amble says generally that the object of this
divorce is to enable the petitioner to marry
again. I do not believe that a divorce
should be granted for that purpose. It is
a Primciple which I, for one, do not con-
sider right. I think the divorce should be
granted in this case, but not for the reasons
cOntainled in the petition and the preamble
Of the Bill, which merely state that it is
for the purpose of enabling the petitioner
bo Iarry again.

The motion was agreed to.

HoN. MR. CLEMOW-After the explana-
tions made by the chairman of the com-
mittee and the bon. member from Lunen-
burg, it is not necessary to deal with the
evidence in this case. That evidence is
of such a character as to satisfy every rea-
sonable mind that the divorce sbould be
granted. I move the third reading of the
Bill.

The motion was agreed to on a division,
and the Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

THE TAPLEY DIVORCE BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. GOWAN moved the adoption
of the Tenth Report of the Select Committee
on Divorce, to whom was referred Bill
(K) " An Act for the relief of Isabel
Tapley," together with the evidence taken
before the said committee. He said :
This, I am glad to say, is the last of the
divorce cases that have come before us
this session. The evidence in this case
shows a woman entitled to the relief that
she asks. She was married in 1884, and
lived some time with her husband, some-
what unhappily, in consequence of bis mis-
conduct and criminal acts, and endeavoured
to support herself in a respectable way
during the time that he was in gaol. The
respondent was present at the time of the
examination and cross-examined the wit-
nesses, as hon. gentlemen will see. He,
during the time that they were living
together, made most infamous proposals to
her to keep a house of ill-fame or a house of
assignation, which was indignantly re-
fused. She has been ever since supporting
herself, and now occapies a respectable
position as matron of an institution in the
city of Hamilton. Al the facts of the
case, as set forth in the Bill, were made
out, and the woman, by the evidence before
us, appears to be fully entitled to the
relief she claims.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-In this case
the adultery is proved beyond any question,
but as regards the attempt to keep a house
of- assignation, I think the evidence is very
uncertain. The respondent was there him-
self, and did not attempt to give evidence
or contradict in any way by witnesses the
evidence of adultery.
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The motion was agreed to on a division,
and the Bill was then read the third time,
and passed.

THE CHIGNECTO MARINE RAILWAY
CO.'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (97) " An Act
to amend the Act respecting the granting
of a Subsidy to the Chignecto Marine
Transport Railway Company (Limited)."

(In the Committee).
On the first clause,- .

HoN. MR. SCOTT said: This is a very
unpretentious Bill of three clauses; but
it means a good deal to the people of
this country. I suppose it is quite useless
to talk of throwing in any opposition, and
not in accordance with the practice we
have adopted in recent years. After we
are committed to an expenditure, when
two or three years have passed the statute
of limitation prevails and wo cannot take
exception to the project. It was very ex-
traordinary to hear hon. gentlemen from.
Nova Scotia disclaiming that this was a
charge that should be laid to the account
of that province. 1t seems to be pretty
.generally repudiated by the people of
Nova Scotia that it is a work for the
parti-ular benefit of that province. It is
evidently for somebody's particular benefit,
but whether it is to be a success or not is
problematical. I am not here to deny that
it may be a success, but I think, for the
purposes of an experiment, it was a very
serious matter for the Dominion of Canada
to assume a responsibility of about four
millions of dollars, for that is what it
amounts to at 4 per cent. for twenty
years. I think the money might have
been much more prudently expended
for Nova Scotia; and, in a country like
Canada, it was a monstrous proposition
that we should be called upon to make an
experiment for the rest of the world, be-
cause in no part of the world does such a
work exist. It excites a good deal of
attention in scientific papers, and from.
time to time we see the feasibility or non-
feasibility of it commented upon. I only
rise for the purpose of calling attention to
the enormous expense involved in what
may be a problematic experiment. Even

though it were a success, hon. gentlemen
who know something about it assure me
that there would not be tonnage enough
passing over it to pay anything like the
$170,000 a year guaranteed. It is a work
that cannot be used during the winter
season. It will only be available about
seven months of the year, and it is a most
regrettable circumstance that we should
saddle the people of this country with a
huge expenditure of that kind, simply
that individuals may have an opportunity
of testing whether it is feasible to carry a
vessel on a railway. That is practically
what it is. Some ship-builders maintain
that the strain will be too great, and that
evern a vessel without a cargo would be
injured in being carried over this railway
line. On those technical questions I have
no opinion at al]. The one point on which
I do feel positive is, that it was a very silly
and improper expenditure for us to under-
take, until we had known that such an
experiment would be necessarily a success.
If it were proved to be a necessary and
useful work, and were a success, I should
not have a word to say ; but one cannot help
being reminded that reports were afloat
when this was first made a charge on the
public revenue that it was done to serve
a political purpose in the counties where
the expenditure should take place. We
have had a good deal of that from time to
time in thjs country before. Expendi-
tures have been made in a locality simply
to help the election of a member. Itwould
be a good deal better to pension off the
constituents than to waste money in that
way. There are other public works of
the kind that I have in view at the present
moment, and it is a very serious matter,
our public debt assuming the proportions
it does, that we do not discriminate more
and proceed with greater caution when we
assume liabilities of this kind. When this
company asked for a charter ten years ago
they did not seek any aid; they simply
wanted a charter to try the experiment
themselves; but finding no one willing to
put money into it unless the Dominion
would guarantec the interest upon the
investment, influential gentlemen were
able to induce the Government of
the country to guarantee this large
sum, equal to a capital account of $4,000,-
000. It would be improper, Parlia-
ment having sanctioned it, to repudiate
the enterprise, although the company

170



The Chignecto Marine [JULY 3, 1891] Railway Cos.' Bill.

have failed to carry out the conditions
Under which the contract was made and
ask now for an extension of two years. I
suppose now, in the nature of things, we
have to grant it, but there is no doubt that
the credit of the company now is entirely
based upon the 4 per cent. they are to get
on their money from the Parliament of
Canada. The probability is that that
amount w ili construct the whole work;
Probably not a dollar of private capital
Will be in the enterprise, and the people of
Canada are simply asked to try an experi-
Ment which may or may not be useful in
the future. If it were feasible,one would have
thought that such an experiment would
have been tried across the Isthmus of
Darien, where it would affect the commerce
of the whole world; but it is in a very
srnall and comparatively unimportant sec-
tion of the world; it is costing a large
anount of money, and its advantages are
doubtful.

HoN. MR. WARK-When the subject of
Confederation was under discussion the
Intercolonial Railway was laid down as a
work which had to be constructed ; and
in connection with that there was much
said about the expenditure for canals.
There was to be a large amount expended
in Ontario on canals. and it was under-
stood that the Baie Verte Canal was to
cone in as an offset to these-and that
there was to be an expenditure made in
constructing that work. It was supposed
then that the Baie Verte Canal would cost
between seven and eight millions of dollars.
That scheme was abandoned, and this is a
Substitute for it. This is expected to do
the work, and to cost only about one-half
the amount. The parties who are engaged
in it have expended a large amount of
nIoney already, and have asked the Govern-
Ment for nothing, and will not ask the
Government for anything until the work
"3 completed. It may be somewhat sur-
Prising that the representatives from Nova
Scotia take so little interest in the scheme;
but they are not interested. They have
a direct course, both to the south and
into the Gulf, and do not require to
Use this railway; but if ships from
Ontario wish to go south they require
either to go over this marine railway
or they have to go clean around Cape
Breton and Nova Scotia. It is the same
With fishing vessels from the Bay of Fundy

and from New England. They could make
two voyages for the one they could make to
go round Nova Scotia. When they can sail
up the Bay of Fundy and be transported
into the St. Lawrence with so little time
and expense, as compared with the voyage
round, it will be a great saving to them.
Therefore, I do not think it is a question
for the representatives of Ontario to raise
objections on. I hope, therefore, that no
objections will be made to the Bill in this
House, when it has already passed the
other Chamber.

HoN. MR. DEVER-We cannot say if
this enterprise will be a failure or not. I
presume it will take scientific men to
decide that at present; but it is universally
held by practical men that it will be a suc-
cess. Ever since Confederation it has been
held by aIl Governments, even by the Mac-
kenzie Government, that the Baie Verte
Canal should be constructed through this
neck of land, and if I mistake not there
was half a million dollars put in the Esti-
mates for one or two years for that purpose.
At any rate, to get rid of the scheme there
was a commission appointed, and I think
there was a division between the members
of that commission, one portion of the
committee reporting in favour of it and
one against it.

HON. MR. POWER-The portion that
voted for it was the man who lived on the
Isthmus.

HfoN. MR. DEVER-It was known then
that it was a scheme to get clear of this
obligation, if possible; still, the Government
under Mr. Mackenzie always maintained
and his party maintained that this canal
should be constructed.

HON. MR. SCOTT-No; they opposed it,
and refused assent to it.

HON. MR. POWER-They never con-
sented to it.

HON. MR. DEVER-I think it is in
accordance with the terms of Confederation
that there should be some connection across
this neck of land, and I think the Bill should
receive the support of this House.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-My hon. friend
from Fredericton is wrong with regard to
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vessels of Nova Scotia having to go round!justified by any legisiative body. Under
Cape Breton. Whenever vessels can use the provisions of the Bil which was passed
the ship railway they can go through the by Parliament, capitalists in England have
Straits of Canso. I think that hon. gentle- expended over tbree millions of dollars in
man should abstain from making any constructing this work. They have met
adverse criticism of this measure at this witb engineering difficulties which took a
time of day, for whatever is said against it longer time than was anticipated to over-
must be prejudicial to the enterprise, and core and finish the contract. 1 can give
if it proves a failure will involve us in the you one illustration of it from personal
payment of a large sum of money. If the knowledge. In constructing the Intercolo-
railway is a success it will cost us nothing. niai iailway between St. John and Moncton
If there is a deficiency in the 7 per cent. that -it vas then called the Eastern Extension-
is all we have to make up. I an not one of the engineers met with a srall pond not
those persons who are sanguine about the more than 250 feet in width, which it was
commercial resuts of this scheme, but I necessary to pass over, and the construc-
think the gentlemen who have investi- tion of that portion of the road cost some
gated the subject and made large invest- $40,000 in consequence of the depth of the
ments of money in it are not tools. Tbey water and the softness of the bottor.
seecn to have great faith in the future of What have this comparty do.e? They
this country and the enterprise in which have passed over and conpleted in their
they have kmbarked. As regards the com- undertaking a la e a mile in length similar
merce that will p-ss over that railway, no in character to this, and they have by engi-
man in this use can venture to predict neering skill and by the expenditure of an
vhat its volume ay be. The Suez Canal enormous amount of money made a per-
oas ot expected dus aw to i the traffic manent ay over this lake. Tbey have

that it bas carried. This work is chiefiy made arrangements also to turn a river
inter-esting to New Br-unswick and Onta- from its bed, in order to make a straight

o, so that any remarks that are made to ne for this work. Lnder such eircum-
the effect that it is a Nova Scotia enter- stances, it is surely but reasonable that the
prise are far from the fact. parties who have spent their oii money-

not one dollar bas been expended out of
HON. Ma. BOTSFORD-This is the the Dominion treasury-shou!d be allowed

foutth time that this question bas cone time to complete this important work.
before the Legislatue and bas been appro-S th e and ON. MR. SCOTT-t is on our credit

what its volume may be. The SuezCnal

by this Senate. What does the Bit ask they are raising that oney. They are
it asks no appropriation of publi money;d .aising it On the faith of this Parliament.
it simply asks, under the ciricustanes of
the peculiar magnitude of the work aandt ION. MR. BOTSFORD-Te roneyabas
the engieeing difficulties with which the been advanced by capitalists in England
company met, that an extension oftfime be upon the faith of'the Parliament of Canada,
given to finish its construction. I can and not one dollar will be paid out ofthe
hardly realize that in the present position Dominion funds unless the work is co-
of this scheme hon, gentlemen are really pleted by the promoters of it and put into
serious in objecting to the passing of this successful operation.
Bi I.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Unless it fails
Ho. MnoR. POWEr-No one is objecting to pay 7 per cent. interest.

to it.
HION. MR. BOTSFOIID-I do not think,

MON. MR. SCOTT-No one as objected under the circumstances, it is necessary to
to it. dwell on this question ; there connot be

any doubt that the Senate is bound to
HON. MR. BOTSFOiRD-The Parliament pass this Bil.

of the Dominion is pledged to these parties
to assist tbem as far as possible. and it HONs. MR. POWER-I think the hon.
W(uld be a bruch of trust-in my oplin tion entleman foron Sackville misappreended
a breach of confidence that could hardly bh the observations of mny on. friend from
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Ottawa. I did not understand the hon.
gentleman from Ottawa to oppose the
Passing of this measure. On the contrary,
f think he said he did not think there was
any object in opposing it--that it was not
the right time to oppose it. I do not think,
however, with all respect to the hon. gen-
tleman from Sackville, that it would bc
any breach of trust or of faith either,
strictly speaking, if Parliament were to
decline to extend the time now. These
people came before Parliament. They said
they were prepared to construct this work
within a certain time, and they agreed to
do the work within that time, and in the
third Act passed by Parliament on their
behalf there was a provision of a penalty
for non-completion of the work. Now the
company owe the Dominion of Canada
to-day $60,000, for they are in default for
twelve months,at the rate of $5,000 a month
Penalty. This Bill asks us to remit that
arnount. If we do not enforce that claim
against the company we are perfectly jus-
tified in saying: " We have given you, up
to the present time, everything you asked
for; you have not carried out the agree-
Ment which you proposed yourself, and we
do lot propose to carry it on any longer."
The Government would be well justified in
taking that course, particularly as it is
known to every part of the Dominion that
the work is one not likely to prove of any
par ticular benefit to any part of thecountry.
.he hon. gentleman from Lunenburg says
it is not of any value to Nova Scotia. The
hon. gentleman from Sackville, from his
Own residence, can sec the line of the rail-
way. It may be an interesting feature of
the landscape there, but I do not think it
Will ever benefit his district, any more than
it Will benefit the remainder of the Lower
Provinces. I am surprised that the member
from St. John should undertake to state
that the Government of Mr. Mackenzie, up
to the time they left office, continued to be
Pledged tothe construction oftheBaie Verte
Canal. The hon. gentleman will remember
that a commission was appointed toinquire
into that question, that the majority of
that commission reported adversely to the
scheme, and very properly so, and that the
scheme was abandoned by the Government.
Mr. Lawrence reported in favour of it. and
the other two commissioners reported
against it. This scheme is one that I fail
to see can be of benefit to any part of the
country. It may be a little advantage to,

American fishermen who are trying to get
home in the fall of the year, but I doubt
if they will use it very much.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-The hon. gen-
tleman seems to think that I am influenced
in my advocacy of this scheme because I
own land near the railway.

HON. MR. POWER-I did not refer to
the hon. gentleman owning land there. I
said it was a feature of the landscape. -

ION. MR. BOTSFORD-The hon. gen-
tleman is entirely mistaken, and so is the
hon. gentleman from Ottawa, when they
say that only New Brunswick is interested
in it; the members from Nova Scotia, and
particularly the hon. gentleman from Hal-
ifax, are opposed to it. If the House does
its duty to these English capitalists who
have expended so large an amount of
money it will pass this Bill, and the work
will redound to the honour and credit
of the country as being the first scheme of
the kind to be completed in the history
ofthe world. The whole Dominion will
be benefited by it. Hon. members take a
very pessimistic view of this question.
They do not understand it; they have
not been there. They do not know any-
thing at all about the trade and commerce
which is now carried on in the Gulf, the
River St. Lawrence and the Bay of Fundy.

HON. MR. ALMON-When something
could be done to oppose this scheme, whein
it first appeared before the House, although
it was an outrage to my political feelings
to oppose the Government, I deemed it my
duty on that occasion to break loose from
my party and vote against this work. I
am not in the habit of shooting dead In-
dians, and therefore shall say nothing more
about it; but I think that that railway will
be like the Neebing hotel, which my hon.
friend from Ottawa can tell you more
about than I can, and which was a laughing-
stock to everybody.

HON. MR. SCOTT-That was a small
matter of some $4,000.

HON. MR. McCLELAN-I may say
that so far as the expenditure of money is
concerned this is wholly a Nova Scotia
affair. So far as it is a scientific expori-
ment, it is a matter in which the Dominion
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and perhaps the whole world is concerned.,
Lt may be that the world will gain as
much by this experiment as Nova Sco-
tia. So fair as I am informed about
the progress of the scheme, it is being
prosecuted in the most substantial man-
ner, and the company is doing work,
which cannot be criticized, in so far as
attaining the end for which they are
working. The masonry is very perfect, and
everything is done in the most thorough
inanner, with a view, I have no doubt, of
making the experiment, as the hon. gentle-
man from Sackville calls it, a success. I am
inclined to think it will be a scientific suc-
cess. I have no doubt that the railway will
be completed and that vessels will be car-
ried over it. As to how far the trade of the
Bay of Fundy during the summer months
will be promoted by it, is a question yet
to be decided, and it can only be decided
on the completion of the work; but, as an
experiment showing to the world that 17 or
18 miles of marine railway can be built
and operated for the transportation of
ships, it is something upon which the
eyes of the whole world are looking with
considerable interest; because, whether
this work becomes eminently useful or
not, certainly, if it be a successful exper-
iment the same thing will, no doubt, be
tried in other parts of the world, where
commerce will be more largely benefited.
This whole discussion would have been
much more appropriate on the second
reading of the BiII than in committee, but
I scarcely think that this House, (although,
as the hon. gentleman from Halifax has
stated, it will be perfectly competent for
the Legislature to refuse to pass it, because
the contract has been broken by the pro-
moters) will throw out this Bill. It is not
according to the customary usage of Par-
liament. We know that railway charters
have been extended time and again, when
the time for completion has been found too
limited, and I have no doubt the same
policy will be adopted in this case.

HON. Mit. ABBOTT-I do not propose
to say much about this matter, because I
suppose, in point of fact, the necessity for
discussing its merits has gone over. We
can no longer be expected to take it up as
if it were a new thing, and discuss the
chances of its success or the advantages of
the scheme, as, no doubt, they were dis-
cussed at the time the Bill was passed for

the purpose of enabling this railway to be
built. But, as remarks have been made
depreciatory of the work, and in a manner
which would lead one who had not exam-
ined the subject closely to suppose that
there was really nothing to be said for the
work, I think two or three facts and figures
respecting it may be stated advantageously
to the House. It is true that this railway
is more or less of an experiment, but I
observe that skilled engineers, skilled ship-
builders, men who have been accustomed
to the bandling of ships, both loaded and
light, in dry docks, and in constructions of
that description, where ships have to be
taken bodily out of the water by means of
a short railway, perhaps only a few hundred
feet or yards long, or by mechanical ap-
pliances, and in many instances by the
water itself, it has not been found, ac-
cording to. their. experience, that the
lifting of them out of the water by
mechanical appliances, if it is properly
done, strains or injures the vessel in any
appreciable degree-that, so far as one can
judge from the reported opinions of engi-
neers, is not a danger to be feared or con-
templated as an objection to this enterprise.
Hon. gentlemen will also remember that
until this experiment is demonstrated to
be a success no charge is iiicurred by the
Dominion treasury. It is only when the
railway bas been completed and success-
fully operated that the liability to the
Dominion for this $170,000 a year com-
mences. Until then we are liable for
nothing. The Government has not spent
a dollar upon the work as yet. As the
hon. gentleman from Ottawa correctly
says, the money has been raised on the
credit of this undertaking, and it has been
raised amongst men who have studied more
or less the probabilities of the success of
the undertaking. It is not likely that men
would put up the four millions of dollars
that are required for this work without
having considered whether it is likely to
succeed or not; and those who advanced
their money had before their eyes the con-
dition in our grant, that none of this
$170,000 a year, upon the strength of
which they have advanced the money
and taken the bonds of this company, would
be paid unless the undertaking is a success.
They therefore, no doubt, satisfied them-
selves that it would be a success or they
would not have advanced the money. It
does seem to me that the probabilities of
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its being a success in every sense, not only
in so far as the carrying of ships across
the isthmus is concerned (because, as far
as that goes, it is a mere effort of engineer-
ing which I have no doubt whatever can
be made a success, and which I fancy no
one doubts can be made a success)-but
the traffie to be benefited by it is very
large indeed. It has been spoken of as
contemptible-that it consisted of a few
fishing vessels that wanted to get a shorter
route to their destination in the United
States; but it is not so. The trade between
the Bay of Fundy and the Gulf of St. Law-
rence is large. I see by reports which are
published, and which I presume are cor-
rect, that in one year about 195,000 tons
passed through the Straits of Canso, which,
if this railway proves to be a success, and
if it is run on commercial principles so as
to make it worth while for a vessel to save
two or three hundred miles of open ocean
transit by the passage of seventeen miles
of railway-if it is so worked as to make
that worth while, there is evidently plenty
of traffic there for a railwav to make it
pay. These were the only points I desired
to bring before the House, in order that it
inight not appear as if very little could be
said for the existence or usefulness of this
railway or for the prudence of the Govern-
Ment, or rather the Parliament which
authorized this advance, for it is Parlia-
Ment of course which did it. I did not
desire that it should appear that nothing
Could be said on the merits of the under-
taking or the prudence of the assistance
Which the Parliament of Canada decided
to give it.

The clause was adopted.

On the second clause,-

HoN. MR. LOUGHEED-Does this
clause contemplate the relief of this com-
pany from the imposition of a penalty
after the expiration of the time given in
the first clause ? I see the construction of
this clause will bear that interpretation,
that absolute immunity is given them from
any penalty hereafter, even though they
nay not complete the work by the date

of the extended time. I see by the old
-Act the principle of a penalty is recog-
Iized, and I wish to know if the Govern-
Ment contemplate absolutely relieving this
conpany from a penalty in the event of
the work not being completed by 1893?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I understand that
the penalty from which this clause is to
relieve the company is the penalty of so
much a month for not completing the rail-
way during these two years.

HON. MR. LOUGHEED-That is the
only section of the Act, so far as I under-
stand, which imposes a penalty.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-Yes.

HoN. MR. LOUGHEED-Therefore, the
company is entirely relieved from the
penalty in case the work is not completed
by 1893.

HoN. MR. VIDAL-Does not my hon.
friend think it penalty enough if they get
no money at all?

HON. MR. LOUGHEED-I am not
objecting to it. I say the Government, in
granting the charter, recognized the pro-
priety of imposing a penalty. Now they
adopt a different principle.

lHoN. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
will see that the circumstances now are
entirely different. When the original Act
was passed no work had been done. Now
it is more in the interest of these people,
probably, than anyone else, that this road
should be completed. I do not understand
that the Government does intend to impose
a penalty for the non-completion of the
railway by 1893, and it does not seem to
me to be necessary under the circum-
stances.

The clause was adopted.

HON. MR. PELLETIER, from the coin-
mittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment, and it was then read the third time
and passed.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (78) "An Act to confirm an Agree-
ment between the Shuswap and Okana-
gon iRailway Company and the Canadian

acific Railway Company, and to grant
further powers to the Shuswap and Okana-
gon Railway Company." (Mr. McInnes,
B.C.)

The Senate adjourned at 5:05 p.m.

17_d5



Vancouver Dock and [SENATE] Ship-Buildinq Co's. Bill.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, July 6th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (24) "An Act to incorporate the
McKay Milling Company." (Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (27) "An Act to authorize the Lon-
don and Canadian Loan and Agency Com-
pany (Limited) to issue Debenture Stock."
(Mr. McKindsey.)

Bill (26) "An Act to incorporate the
Pembroke Lumber Company." (Mr. Cle-
mow.)

Bill (23) "An Act respecting the E. B.
Eddy Manufacturing Com pany, and to
change its name to The E. B. Eddy Com-
pany." (Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (28) "An Act to amend the Act to in-
corporate the Empire Printing and Publish-
ingCompany (Limited)." (Mr. Sanford.)

Bill (4) " An Act respecting the Cana-
dian Power Company." (Mr. MacInnes,
Burlington.)

TYLE VICE-ADMIRALTY COURT.

MOTION WITHDRAWN.

The notice of motion being call«ed,-

That an humble Address be presented to His Ex-
cellency the Governor General ; praying that he will
be pleased to cause to be laid before this House, a sta-
tement showing the number of cases decided in each
of the years 1888, 1889 and 1890, in the ,Vice-Admir-
alty Courts at Halifax, St. John, Quebec and Char-
lottetown, respectively.

HON. MR. POWER said: As the greater
portion of the information asked for by
this resolution has, since the notice was
put on the Paper, been furnished by the
Department of Justice, I do not think it
desirable or necessary to proceed with the
motion, and I therefore ask leave to with-
draw it.

The motion was withdrawn.

VANCOUVER DOCK AND SHIP-
BUILDING CO.'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HoN. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.) moved
the third reading of Bill (51) "An Act to

incorporate the Vancouver Dock and Ship-
Building Company."

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-It may
appear somewhat strange to some hon. gen-
tlemen that I should ask that this Bill be
amended in such a way as to prevent
pressure being brought on the Government
by the actual promoters of the measure to
such an extent that in a moment of weak-
ness that they might yield to a demand for
a quarter or half a million of dollars to be
granted to a purely local and private
enterprise. It may appear strange that
I should take a position by which the
expenditure of a quarter or half a million
of dollars of Federal money should be pre-
vented in my province. However, befo'e
I resume my seat I will, I think, amply
ustify myself in the eyes of the House
and of the country. That portion of the
Bill that relates to ship-building meets
with my cordial support. British Colum-
bia is admirably adapted for ship-building
-- in fact, I know of no country that offers
so many advantages for that enterprise
as the Pacifie province. AIl the mate-
rials necessary for the construction of
iron and wooden ships are to be found
in the greatest abundance and of the
very best quality. Undoubtedly, in the
not very distant future British Columbia
will become one of the greatest ship-build-
ing countries in the world, and prove no
mean rival to the world-renowned Clyde.
I am, and always have been, opposed to
the principle of subsidizing private enter-
prises, such as that contemplated in the
present Bill, no matter whether it applied
to my own province or any of the other
provinces of the Dominion. Enterprises
which cannot be unmistakeably shown to
be for the general advantage of the pro-
vince or for the Dominion I claim ougbt
not to receive any assistance from the
Federal Government. A large Federal
grant is plainly indicated in the third and
tenth sections of this Bill, and in my judg-
ment such a grant would be wholly unjus-
tifiable. It is generally conceded that we
have one of the largest and best dry docks
in the world, capable of accommodating the
largest ships, and accessible at all seasons
of the year. Since it was constructed,
however, I understand that it has not
been in use more than a quarter, or at
most one-third of the time, showing that
there is no public necessity for a second
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dry dock in our province at present, or
for a considerable time to comle. In saying
this, I do not wish hon. gentlemen to
think that our province is not pros-
perous. British Columbia is prosperous,
and I believe will continue to prosper, and
that, too, in a much greater degree than
any other portion of the Dominion. Her
Climate and varied resources are certain to
produce that effect. My reason for arriv-
Ing at a conclusion that a second dry dock
in British Columbia is not required at the
present time is largely due to the impor-
tant information to be found in a supple-
ment of the annual report of the Marine
Department for 1890. At page 73 of that
report the following pertinent information

iuli be found: total number of vessels in
the Dominion, 6.991, of' which British
Columbia contributes 196-or one thirty-
fifth ; total number of steamers, 1,364 ;
Of that inmber British Columbia contri-
butes 12, or one-eleventh, a very respect-
able number indeed. She contributes one
thirty-fifth on the number of vessels and
One-eleventh of the number of steamers in
the Dominion. The total tonnage of the
Dominion-that is, all sailing vessels as
well as steamers-is 1,024,974. Of that
tonnage, British Columbia furnishes 16,024
tons, or one sixty-thirl part of the
entire tonnage of Canada. It is only
fair for me hore to mention, however,
that during the present year the tonnage
of Oui steamers has been increased, or will
be increased, probably to the extent of ten
thousand tons, owing to the addition ofthe
Canadian Pacific Railway three Empresses.
I think two of them have already arrived,
anld I take it for granted they will be re-
gistered in our province. Even including
these steamers-and I presume the aggre-
gate tonnage of these will not be more than
10,000 tons at most-we will run up our
tonnage to only about 26,000 or 27,000
tons, or one-fortieth part of the entire ton-

oage of the Dominion. Now, up to the
Present time all but a sixty-third part of
the tonnage of Canada has been accommo-
dated by two dry docks, one in Halifax
and the other in Quebec. The Kingston
dry dock, I understand, is not yet completed
and has not been used, or if' used at ail,
?1nly to a very little extent. If I am astray
in this particular I hope some hon. gen-
tiernan will put me right. If three dry
docks in eastern Canada, representing, as I
have shown, over 60 tons for every one in

12

the Pacific province, is enough, I ask
what necessity is there for two in British
Columbia to accommodate one-sixtieth
of' the entire tonnage of our country?
Again, I will call attention to another very
important fact in connection with the three
dry docks in Eastern Canada, viz, that
they are several hundred miles apart, one
being in Nova Scotia, another in Quebee,
and another in Ontario. Owing to the
great distance between these docks, I have
no doubt great difficulties are frequently
experienced, and probably losses sus-
tained, in bringing disabled vessels to
them. In British Columbia, however, no
such difficulties can arise. The location of
the proposed dry dock is within 75 miles
of the Esquimalt dry dock. All the ship-
ping in British Columbia is owned by the
people living in the four principal ports of
the province, viz., Victoria, New West-
minster, Vancouver and Nanaimo, all
within a radius of 75 miles of the graving
dock at Esquimalt. Every ship entering
and leaving the province passes within
a mile or a mile and a-half of the Esquimalt
dry dock, and the navigation between the
ports I have just named is not interrupted
by ice or any other obstacles during ail
seasons, and is generally so smnooth that
an Indian canoe can with perfect safety
glide over the boson of these serene
waters every day of the year. When
this Bill was before the Railway Committee
of our House a few days ago an ardent
advocate of a second dry dock in British
Columbia tried hard to justify his position,
on the ground that ndarly three years ago
one of Her Majesty's warships, while
conveying His Excellency the Governor
General from Victoria to Vancouverduring
a dense fog, ran on partially submerged
rocks and was very badly damaged; she
was taken to the dry dock, and, it is true,
occupied the dock for a very considerable
time, but during the whole time that she
was there I never heard any complaints
by shippers or ship-owners-I never heard
that our shipping sustained any particu-
lar loss in consequence of the dock being
occupied so long by this war ship. Con-
sequently, that claim has little force to
sustain the contention that we should
have a second dock in British Colum-
bia. The reason, I understand, why this
war ship occupied the dockfor such a length
a time was that some of the material neces-
sary for the repairs made on her had to be
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brought from England-that is my inform-
ation. If I am wrong, I hope my col-
league from Victoria will put me right ;
but my information is derived from such a
source that I cannot for a moment question
it. As a general thing, we have from two
to four British war ships in our waters, and
I believe a preference is given them when-
ever they require to be docked, and I pre-
sume, although I do not know it for a f'act,
that the same preference is given to Her
Majesty's war ships in the Ilalifax and Que-
bec docks ; so that, although Esquimalt is
the rendezvous for the British navy in the
northern Pacifie I do not think that it
would increase the demands on the dry
dock there any more than the British ships
of war would in Halifax or Quebec. The
Esquimalt dock bas cost this country over
three-quarters of a million dollars. It is
under the control of the Dominion Govern-
ment, all the revenues derived from it go
into the Dominion treasury, and I contend
that the Government should not aid in
the construction of another, which would
materially decrease the revenue derived
from the present one, especially as there
is no public necessity for a second
dock, as I hope I have made sufficiently
plain to bon. gentlemen present. We
have many public enterprises in our west-
ern province that would be of the greatest
possible advantage to the whole of British
Columbia, and indirectly to the Dominion,
that I claim should be subsidized. and
liberally subsidized, by the Government.
For instance, a charter was obtained some
time ago for the consti uction of a railroad
from some point on the Canadian Pacifie
Railway near Ashcroft to the great centre
of our goid fields in Cariboo. I can con-
ceive ofno work that the amount of money
contemplated to be given to this new dry
dock could be of more use to than this line
-the money could not be better applied
than aiding the local company in building
that railroad into Cariboo, thereby opening
up the untold mineral wealth ot that por-
tion of our Province. I may also mention
a couple of other railway Bills that have
just passed this House, viz., the Becher
Bay and Port Crescent Railway, and the
Victoria, Saanich and New Westminster
Railway. These three railway enterprises
I believe,* in all fairness, ought to be
subsidized, and largely subsidized, by the
Dominion Government. I claim that there
are very few railways in Canada that have

received public aid that are so deserving
of it as these three that I have mentioned.
I believe I am speaking in the truc inte-
rests of my province when I ask the House
to amend the Bill in the manner that I
have indicated in the amendment of which
I have given notice. If ihe Dominion
Government eau spare any money let it
be applied towards enterprises that are of
a purely public nature, and which will
benefit the whole province, and not a few
private individuals. I therefore move that
the Bill be not now read the third time, but
that it be amended by adding the following
words: "other than the Dominion Govern-
ment," after the word " Government," in
the first line of the tenth section.

HoN. MR. VIDAL-As chairman of the
committee who recommended this Bill to
the favorable consideration of this House, I
think it my duty to call attention to some
of the matters connected with the state-
ments which have just been made by my
hon. friend from New Westminster. I may
remark that a good deal of what he bas
said would have been much more appro-
priate had there been a measure before
the Senate proposing that a Government
grant should be made to this enterprise ;
but I do not see any wisdon in crossing
the bridge miles betore you corne to it. It
will be quite time, I think, to take up the
discussion of the question as to the pro-
priety or impropriety of a public grant to
that company when the proposition comes
befores us to make it, and not till then. In
the meantime, I may say that there are two
very decided objections, in my mind, to
the adoption of the proposed amendment.
In the tirst place, it is quite conceivable
that circumstances might arise where it
might be the bounden duty of the exist-
ing Government to aid tliat enterprise, sup-
posing it to be going on, or perhaps even
completed. Lt is casily conceivable by us
that a serious accident might occur to one
of Her Majesty's vessels and to one of
the vessels in which the Dominion of
Canada, is greatly interested, plying
on the Pacific Ocean, and it is quite pos-
sible that the Esquimait dock, although
affording such abundant accommodation-
ample accommodation, apparently-might
be occupied by somç other vessel at such a
time ; and should we tic up the bands of the
Government, and say that in the event ofits
being impossible to make use of the Esqui-
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malt dock no other dock should get public
Imoney, no matter where it might be. For
a period of nine months, we are told, the
dock was occupied by a British war vessel;
is not that a suggestion that a time may
Occur when it would be the bounden duty,
of the Government to aid this enterprise.
But in the meantine, it is not necessary to
suppose that it should ever be granted. On
that account, I think the insertion of the
amendment would be very improper. But
there is anothor and still more important
reason which would influence me to say it
would be unwise to make the amendment.
Prom whom and by whom could such a
grant be made to that enterprise ? It could
only be made by Parliament, and surely it
lmust occur to every member that Parlia-
ment having power to make that grant has
Power to amend the Act.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-They would
have to come to Parliament to ask for an
amendment, though.

ION. MR. VIDAL-But Parliament
could make the amendment, and therefore
it is most unwise to insert such an amend-
ment in the Bill. It would be perfectly
inoperative to accomplish what the hon.
gentleman proposes to us as the reason for
its insertion. It could not prevent such a
grant being made if, in the judgment of
the Ministry of the day, such a grant was
proper, and it received the support of Par-
iament. It is quite clear that the inser-
tion of these words would have no possible
effect, because they could very easily be
taken out. On these grounds, the amend-
ment is unnecessary, and the committee
were perfectly justified in making the
recommendation that the Bill should be
passed as it was presented to them.

ION. Mr. OGILVIE-I would not say a
Word on this Bill were it not for the fact
that the hon. gentleman from New West-
minster remarked that an ardent supporter
of this measure had made certain state-
monts. I am very glad to be informed that
I was an ardent supporter of the Bill, but
I never knew anything about the measure
until it came up in the committee the
Other day, and I thought the amendment
vhich the hon. gentleman proposes was so

Unheard of and so new to me that it was
perfectly unnecessary. I have been ai

squimalt myself, and have seen the dock. I
12J

was told on the best authority that for nine
months, or very nearly that time, the dock
had been occupied by one of Her Majesty's
vessels. If' a dock is necessary at all on
that coast, then a similar accident may
render a second dock necessary. Such a
line of argument as we have heard here
to-day is entirely new to me--that if the
dock was not wanted during that time it
was proof positive that another dock is not
likely to be necessary. Then we had a
very long and laboured argument to
show how wrong it would be for us to
subsidise this enterprise. There is not a
word in the Bill about a subsidy; none is
asked for, and it is entirely unprecedented
to object to granting an Act of incorpora-
tion to a number of gentlemen who want
to undertake such an enterprise. I know
from gentlemen who live in British
Columbia that a second dock is considered
a very desirable thing to have there, and I
cannot understand why a member from
that Province should offer opposition to,
this clause. The only ground there could
be for it is, that he considers we might
have a Government in power who would
be unfit to attend to their own business,
and he wishes to restrict them; but, as
my hon. friend from Sarnia bas stated,
that restriction could be overcome. A
more unnecessary amendment I nover
heard of, and L hope the Bill will pass as
it has been reported from the committee.

HoN. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-I give
the hon. gentleman from New Westminster
credit for ti-ying to guard the public
treasury, but this Bill does not ask for
money at all, and it will be time enough
to discuss the question of a money grant
when it is asked for. The company seek
incorporation now-hereafter they may or
may not ask for a grant. L have been
instructed by the promoter of the Bill in
another place not to accept any amend-
ment and to press for the passage of the
Bill as it is.

HON. Ma. SCOTT-If my hon. friend
from New Westminster says it is an in-
struction to the promoter of this Bill not to
acceptof anyamendment,it leadsone rather
to the impression that it is proposed in
the future to ask the Government of the
country for a subsidy for this dry dock.
That is the natural inference that one
draws from the circumstance. My hon.
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friend opposite, who is chairman of the
committee to whom this Bill was referred,
tells us that it is a very extraordinary
motion to make, and that it is quite time
enough to consider this subject when the
Goverrnment of this country propose to aid
it with a subsidy. My experience in this
House is, that however much we nay
originally oppose a proposition that at a
future period involves the expenditure of
public money, when the Government, the
present Government, more particuarly,
bas decided for reasons of its own to grant
a subsidy under such a proposition, this
House quietly and tacitly accepts it. I
venture to assert that if at the time the
Chignecto Marine Transport Railway Com-
pany asked for a charter, and did not
couple with that charter a proposition to
obtain a subsidy from the Government of
this country, if any gentleman, fearing
they would do so, had ventured to intro-
duce a negative proposition this House
would have accepted it. I ventured to
say to this House, some two years ago,
when the Hudson Bay Railway Com-
pany's charter expired, and an effort
was made to get it renewed, and the House
discussed the question as to whether the
route was feasible or whether it was wise
to incorporate the company and endorse
the project then before the English capi-
talists, a very general conelusion was
arrived at that it was not wise, and it was
only after some pressure was brought to
bear on the House that the charter was
renewed. Now, it is proposed to grant a
subsidy of $80,000, from the beginning of
that railway for a period of twenty years;
and J bave no doubt that when that sub-
sidy comes up for discussion in this Hiouse
a large proportion of the gentlemen of the
Senate will vote in favour of it. That is a
parallel case to the present one. At the
present time no subsidy is asked. The
hon. gentleman on my left says that if the
Government of the country have money to
expend there are nany more laudable
purposes for which money can be ex-
pended than in aiding this dry dock ; and
I think it is very proper for him to call
the attention of the House to the Bill, and
at all events introduce such an amendment
that the company cannot, without repeal-
ing the clause, obtain a subsidy from the
Federal Parliament. The experience of
all of us is that subsidies are obtained
under particular pressure. Just before an

election comes round bas been found to be
a very favourable period for pushing such
claims, and if we were to take the dates at
which subsidies have been granted to such
projects during the last ten or twelve
years you would find a considerable num-
ber of them dated just before the elections.
Would it not be wise and proper for mem-
bers of this House to relieve the Govern-
ment of the embarrassing position in which
they would be placed should the subsidy
be asked at some future time for the con-
struction of this dry dock ? My hon.
friend opposite smiles. I have no doubt we
may take it as an indication that he does
not propose to follow that policy; but he
takes up the Government of this country
professedly to follow out the policy of
those who preceded him. and although I
have great confidence in his discretion and
judgment not to grant subsidies that will
unduly increase the public debt of the
country, yet I think it is weil to surround
hima with some checks and some safe-
guards, so that when a proposition is made
to subsidise such a scheme as this, pointing
to the statutes he can show that the Senate
bas indicated that such companies shall
not be pensioners on the treasury of this
country. My hon. friend's proposition is,
perhaps, sonewhat unusual, because when
a charter is granted the public are ima-
pressed with the belief that the company
is going to obtain a subsidy. It is only
after the charter is granted that the pro-
moters come to Parliament and put pres-
sure on the Government to grant a subsidy.
I believe, with my hon. friend on my left,
that if subsidies are to be granted by the
Government there are other schemes far
more desirable than the present one.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I am surprised
at the hon. gentleman from British Col-
umbia taking exception to a projecit which
must be for the material benefit of his
provinee. It is evident that he is fearful
of the Government being influenced by
pressure from a certain company. He bas
not named the company, but we all under-
stand what company he means. My hon.
friend admits that the time will come when
it will be necessary to have another dry
dock in British Columbia. I have great
faith in the future of that country; I
believe that the time will be very short
when this dry dock will be necessary. Dry
docks are not built in a day, and by the



Vancouver Dock and [JULY 6, 1891] Ship-Building Co's Bill. 18

time this dock is completed I am in hopes
that the increased trade of British Col-
umbia will justify the promoters in carry-
ing out this project. We must hope also
that we have not such a weak Goveriment
that they can be at any time influenced by
the pressure of an election. If it is a
popular move that a subsidy should be
granted to this enterprise it is only proper
that it should be given, and the Govern-
ment will not, even before an election,
promise moiey or grant subsidies unless
it is a popular move and iri the interestsof
the public. Therefore, iny hon. friend nas
shown by his own argument that the grant-
ing of such a subsidy by the Government
at such a time would be becau.se it was a
popular move. My hon. friend thinks that
-British Columbia bas large ship-buliding
interests. Probably it is not as gicat in
that respect as Nova Scotia, where we have
a ton of shipping for each man, woman and
child in the Province.

HoN. MR. MoINNES (B.C.)-We have
More in British Columbia according to
population thanyou have.

ION. MR. KAULBACH-That may be,
and ifthe tradeofBritishColumbia increases
in ihe next few years in the same ratio
that it has the last year it will not be longbefore the tonnage and commerce of Bri-
tish Columbia will be as groat as that of
any other province. The argument was
before the committee, and it was stated
by the chairman, that the dock now in
British Columbia was for nine months of the
year monopolized for the use of one ship.

HoN. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I think I
am in a position to say, with considerable
authority, that the time occupied by that
ship in the dock did not amount to one
half of nine months; that during the time
she was in, in order to accommodate others,
When she was partially repaired she was
taken out and other ships were allowed to
go in, and after they came out she went
back to ber berth.

IION. MR. KAULBACH -If that was
done it was because of the courtesy of the
naval authorities and their desire to ac-
commodate other vessels. Wo know they
have control of that dock, and if for iiiiie
months of the year it can be used by the
navy to the exclusion of other vessels

what will be our position ? The Canadian
Pacific Railway is at the bottom of the
whole thing. There is a certain malig-
nancy against the company shown, that
they might be favoured by this Bill. rhat
seems to be the feeling of some hon. gen-
tlemen.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-Be kind
enough to give the name of the hon. gen-
tleman ?

HoN. MR KAULBACII-I do not want
to be personal.

lION. MIR. McINNES (B.C.)-I do not
want to be severe with the hon. gen-
tleman, but i submit that the insinuations
he makes are not in order. I think he is
making a taxing speech,and I claim that
it is the duty of the House to protect
itself against these unfounded insinuations,
and I ask the ruling of the Speaker.

HoN. MR. MILLER-State thie words ?

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-The words
are " malignancy of some hon. gentlemen
against the Canadian Pacifie Railway." I
never mentioned the Canadian Pacifie
IRailway, but I am evidently the gentleman
he refers to, and I hope the hon. gentle-
man will cease his insinuations, and will
confine himself to the matter before the
House.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-The argu-
ments of the hon. gentleman have been
refuted by the hon. gentleman himself.
We know that the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way bas done much to enhance the credit
and fame of the Dominion of Canada.

HoN. MR. POWER-I rise to a question
oforder. The hon. gentleman is not talk-
ing to the question before the House at
all; we are not discussing the Canadian
Pacific Railway.

HON. MR. OUILVIE-I wonder that the
hon. gentleman did not get up before, for
the hon. gentleman from New Westminster
was a great deal more out of order in dis-
cussing his motion than any other gentle-
man in this debate.

11oN. MR. KAULBACH-We have no
greater opponent of the Canadian Pacific
Railway and its progress and-
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IoN. Ma. POWER-I insist that the
hon. gentleman is out of order. The ques-
tion before the House is the amendment of
the hon. gentleman from New Westminster,
which bas nothing to do with the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway; consequently, the
hon. gentleman is out of order, and I ask
for the decision of the Speaker.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I will speak
to the question of order. I believe I am
fairly within the subject of the present dis-
cussion. I am talking of the Canadian
Pacific Railway with regard to the devel-
opnent of the trade and commerce of
British Columbia. The hon. gentle-
man from New Westminster studiously
avoided mentioning the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, because he knew that he would
rather imperil his argument and make it
less effective than it would otherwise be.
But the hon. gentleman knows that the
Canadian Pacifie Railway has three steam-
ers on the route to Japan, China and Brit-
ish Columbia. If anything were to happen
those steamers, and the dock at Esquimalt
were closed to them by one of Her Majesty's
ships requiring it, what position would we
be in ? We look to that trade as being con-
tinuous, and we want to keep it so. The
whole of Canada would be in a terrible
plight if that trade should in any way be
obstructed or delayed in consequence of
vessels on the Pacifie coast not having the
advantage of a dry dock. I contend that
not only ourselves, but England, Japan,
China and Australia, would be affected by
the want of a dry dock there, and our
trade would be materially injured in
competition with the ships of the United
States. Although this Bill does not pro-
vide thatthere shall be any subsidygranted
by the Government, if it is intended at
any time to grant such a subsidy we will
meet the subject when it comes before us.
If British capitalists are inclined to invest
their money in this enterprise I see no
reason why they should not be allowed to
do so, when it is in the general interests of
Canada. This project is not for British
Columbia alohe, but for the Empire, and it
is no wonder that the hon. gentleman from
New Westminster apologized for bis re-
marks, when he said that it was strange
that lie, coming from British Columbia,
should oppose this enterprise in the way ho
did. I admit it was strange and remark-
able, and called for the remark I made,

that there must be some other design and
object in the opposition of my hon. friend
other than to guard the revenues of the
country. I feel strongly for British Col-
umbia, and I believe the trade and com-
merce of that Province will pro-
gress rapidly. I am surprised at my
hon. friend, coming as ho does from
that province, doing anything that might
cripple what we anticipate in the future
to be an important portion of the com-
merce of Canada. My hon. friend talks a
great deal of what lie knows of the requi-
rements of that province. Why, he has
been almost a stranger to that province,
until within the last year, for sone years
past, and I do not think lie can speak with
much more authority for British Columbia
than I can, who live at the other side of
the Dominion. I do not think that any-
thing I said in my remarks to-day can
justify my hon. friend in making the
objections lie bas done. I did not refer to
him personally, but lie felt that he himself
was the person to whom my remarks must
apply. I believe that dock ought to be
built. We sent six vessels out from Nova
Scotia last year to the Pacifie coast, and
ship-carpenters to build other ships, and if
the people who have embarked in this
enterprise for the building of a dry dock
believe it is for the general interests of
Canada I am sure any effort of my hon.
friend to thwart the efforts of this com-
pany will not find support in this House.

lRoN. MR. MASSON-1 would ask the
House what is the intention of the com-
pany in inserting in their Bill the words
" The company may receive from any
Government or from any person, or body
corporate or politic, who may have power
to make or grant the same, in aid of' the
construction, equipment and maintenance
of the said dock and yards, grants of land,
premises, loans, gifts of money, guarantees
and other securities for noney, and hold
and alienate the saine," if there is no inten-
tion of doing so ? It will lead to a mis-
apprehension. People are already begin-
ning to believe that there is a provision
made to get money from the Government
in this way. It is not by inserting this
clause in the Bill that the company can
obtain money from any Government.
Supposing these words were not in
the Bill at all, surely hon. gentle-
men will not say that the company could
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not be subsidized by the Government ?
The objection to the clause is that in the
rninds of those who become shareholders
they will have the impression that the
Goveirnment is to subsidize the company,
and I would ask if it is not misleading ?

1ION. Ma. MACDONALD (B.C.)-The
municipality of Vancouver are granting
$100,000 to this company, and they get
Power to take this money under this
charter.

HoN. MR. MILLER-I think it would
be far better tor the hon. gentleman who
has charge of this Bill to consent to have
the clause in question stricken out alto-
gether than to have it amended as suggested
by the hon. gentleman from New West-
minster. I myself have another objection,
besides those stated, to the amendment of
m1y hon. friend on my left. The amend-
ment has been criticized as strange and
unheard of. I am inclined to go a little
further, and to consider it in the light of an
unconstitutional amendment. What is the
nature of that amendment ? It is to con-
trol the Dominion Government from grant-
ing a sum of money to this company if it
thinks proper to do so. Under our consti-
tution the initiation of money votes is
given to the otherbranch of the Legislature
in a regular form, on the recommendation
of His Excellency, and we cannot interfere
With that initiation. We cannot prevent
the Dominion Government from initiating
a money vote in the House of Commons
for a subsidy to this company if they
think proper, and they would treat our
anendment as mere verbiage. It would
lot control them. We have no right to

interfei-o with them in a matter of that
kind. If I might so express myself, it is
negatively controling the initiation of a
grant for this purpose, which I do not
think is within the tunctions of this House.
I do not know if, upon further reflection, I
Would adhere to this opinion ; but it occuri
to my mind on the spur of' the moment,
and without having the opportunity of
looking into it. As to the merits of the
Bill itself, I cannot see why British
Columbia requires another graving dock.
If, however, a conpany can be got to
build such a dock I cannot see why we
should make any objection to it. In Nova
Scotia, a province known as the largest
ship-building country in the world in

proportion to its population, we have never
had a graving dock until a year or two
ago. In Quebec it is only a year or two
ago since they had a graving dock, and in
Ontario it is only within a year they have
had a graving dock. I do not think, there-
fore, that there is any probality of another
graving dock being required in British
Columbia for some time to come. The fact
that during one year since the Esquimalt
dock was built it was occupied the greater
portion of the season by one vessel is not an
indication that the dock will be often so
used; therefore,I do not sec any necessity for
any further graving docks for so smali a
shipping trade as British Columbia at the
present time. If, however, capital can be
found to come from England or otherwise
for such an enterprise I cannot see any
objection to it. One guarantee that the
Government will not be too ready to grant
a subsidy to this company is the fact that
they are in duty bound to the public to
consider the matter carefully before subsi-
dizing a second graving dock in British
Columbia, and if I were interested in the
new dock I would feel that the conipany
would have a pretty hard road to travel
before they would get the Government to
come before Parliament and ask Parlia-
ment to grant such a subsidy, after we
have spent three-quarters of a million of
dollars in giving to British Columbia a
magnificent dock in the very infancy of
that province, when the old provinces of
the Dominion, with twenty or thirty times
as much shipping, have had no such facili-
ties until within the last year or so. While
these are my opinions, because I consider
the amendment strange and enheard of,
and because I consider it somewhat un-
constitutional, I shall oppose it.

HoN. MR. McCALLUM-As 1 under-
stand the matter, the hon. gentleman from
New Westminster is not opposed to build-
ing the dock at ail, ho merely lays down
a doctrine that no Government of this
Dominion for all time shall assist that
enterprise. Fancy for a moment this
Chamber binding all Governments of Can-
ada for all time to come. We have respon-
sible government in this country, and if
the Government do wrong the people will
punish them. We have known them to
be punished formerly. There is no need
to go over old affairs; we remember the
Fort Frances Lock, the Neebing Hotel, and
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such enterprises as that, and how the
Government were punished for them; but
when it is said that one dock is enough for
British Columbia, the people who are
going to build it are the best judges of its
necessity. The shipping interests of the
Pacific coast are increasing very rapidly.
If hon. gentlemen think for a moment,
those who know anything about mar-
ine affairs must be aware that when
a vessel makes a trip or two to China
and Japan she ought to be docked and have
ber bottom scraped. I think there is suffi-
tient shipping employed on our Pacific
coast now to utilize two docks; and I ven-
ture to say that at the ratio the shipping
on that coast is increasing, in less than five
years another dry dock will be requircd.
As long as the company is not asking us
to do anything but to pass this Bill I do
not see why the Senate should interfere.
We would be a laughing stock before the
world if we were to assert, as we would be
doing by adopting this amendment, that
we shall bind ihe Government of the c un-
try for all time to come not to subsidize
this company. The hon. gentleman him-
self admits that the dry dock is a necessity
when he says that the Bill should pass.
He is anxious in that respect, but he wants
to bind the Government not to give any
assistance towards the dock. If it is a
valuable enterprise, as I believe it is, no
doubt when the time comes the Govern-
ment will assist it if necessary.

HoN. H1R. DEVER-I wish to say that
though my name has been used as secon-
ding the amendment, I have no sympathy
with it. I am in favour of building railroads,
graving docks and other public works
throughout this country,wherever they are
supposed to be wanted. If any company
of gentlemen wish to invest their capital,
for public enterprises of this kind I do not
see why we should put an obstruction in
their way, or in the way of the Govern-
ment, or of any future Government of this
country, or even ofourselves in the Senate.
A day may come when we will be called
upon to give a subsidy to this enterprise,
and would it be wise to tie our hands in
such a manner that we could not exercise
our judgrment as to the propriety of doing
so ? For that reason, I have no sympathy
at all with the amendment.

HON. Mr. BELLEROSE-When I came

into the House to-day I muet admit that
I hardly knew how I should vote on this
amendment, but the arguments advanced
on both sides have convinced me that the
tenth clause should not be in the Bill at all,
and at the conclusion of my remarks i
propose to move that it be expunged. It
has been said that because a ship of war
occupied the dock at Esquimalt for nine
months it was absolutely necessary to
have a second dock on the Pacific coast,
and that that would be ain induceient to
the Government to help the work later on.
If that is so, I ask for Halifax and Quebec
asecond dry dock. But the argument has
no force ; it may happen very oflen that a
dry dock is oceupied by a ship and that
another one may want to use it. In that
case, each ship has to take its turn. The
expenditure required for the construction
of a dry dock is so great that it cannot be
expected that every part of the coast will be
furnished with two dry docks to meet ex-
ceptional cases; so there is no force in that
argument at al], and that being so, the ques-
tion arises why should this tenth clause be
there at all, giving the company power to
receive aid from the Government ? As the
hon.gentleman from New West minstersaid,
,uch a clause is unnecessary, because if it is
stricken out the Government may grant
and the company receive public money: so
what is the use of it ? The only purpose
that I can sec in putting it there is to
induce the public at large to take stock in
the company, with the hope that the
Government will approve of it by-and-bye
and help to pay for its construction. When
the Government have gone to such ex pense
in building a dry doek at Esquimalt I do
not think it would be wise to give public
aid to a competingwork. An hon. gentle-
man on this side of the Chamber said that
we are under responsible Government, and
why tic our hands? I do not see that we
are doing so if the amendnent is carried.
Two years hence the Government could
grant money, and if the House of Coin-
mons votes an appropriation in aid of the
work the Senate will sanction the appro-
priation ; so it is no argument, and iL has
been the practice with me that when a
case is not supported by anything better
than specious argument it bas no validity
with me. I cannot see the advantage of
the tenth clause, and I therefore, in amend-
ment to the amendment, move that the
tenth clause be stiuck out altogether.
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HON. MR. BOULTON-This is a work
of national importance, and it will not do
to dismiss the subject hastily. The hon.
leader of the Opposition bas advanced the
idea that it would have been wise to have
With held the renewal of the charter of the
Hudson Bay Railway Company, lest public
aid should be given to a work which he
considers impracticable,and he bas opposed
an extension of time for the construction
of the Chignecto Marine Railway on the
sane principle. The principle that he
lays down is not a wise one. The hon.
gentleman from Delanaudière bas moved
an amendment to obliterate the tenth clause
altogether. The object of that clause, it
appear's to me, was this: the prornoters of
the dry dock have corne to the Dominion
Parliament for a charter, and they wish
also to have power to receive aid from the
Provincial Government or, if necessary,
from the city of Vancouver, and they wish
to promote their enterprise by utilizing
all the forces that are interested in the
promotion of a work of this kind.
Ithink it would be a mistake to
adopt either of these amendments :
the effect would be to prevent the company
having access to the Federal or Provincial
Government or 'the city of Vancouver for
assistance if they desired it. I think we
can depend on the intelligence of the people
of Canada to place in power such Govern-
rnents as will best promote the interests of
the country, and it would be a mistake for
us to tie the hands of any Government in
the future, when we find people of enter-
Prise on the Pacific coast prepared to
Undertake a public work which I regard
as one of' national importance. We have
JUst started a line of steamships to connect
With China and Japan, and I am told that
the dock which bas been built at Esquimalt
la not long enough for the Canadian Pacific
Railway steamers of that line. I do not
know if the statement is correct.

HON. MR. POWER--No.

ION. Ma. BOJLTON-We know that
Esquimalt and Nanaimo are headquarters
for the British navy, and British war ships
O.ceupy the dry dock for a portion of the
time. We know that in addition to the line
of steamships connecting Vancouver with
Japan, a line communicating with Austra-
lia will also, I hope, soon be established;
and we know that the occan trade from

Vancouver is only in its infancy. For these
rea-ons, if we can induce capitalists to in-
ve.st their money in this country in such a
way as to promote the trade and commerce
of the Dominion it would be a mistake for
us to put any obstruction iii their way, for
fear that in doing so the Govern ment night
favour the/Canadian Pacifie Railway Com-
pany or the promoters of this onterprise.

HoN. MR. MIL LER-Would my hon.
friend from Delanaudière permit me to
suggest that the vote should be taken on
the first amendment, and then his motion
could be moved.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-- am willing.

HoN. Ma. PROWSE-I am rather in-
clined to support the amendment to the
amendrnent.

HON. MR. MILLER-It is withdrawn
for the present.

HON. Ma. PROWSE-I an not disposed
to support the amendment of the hon. gen-
tleman from New Westminster, because I
think it would be injurious to the enter-
prise, without effecting any good purpose
whatever. It appears from the second
clause that it is contemplated to float this
stock in Great Britain. The head office,
it is anticipated, will be at London, and no
doubt the insertion of this tenth clause is
for the purpose of assisting to boom that
stock on the English market, and the effect
of adopting the amendment of the hon.
gentleman from New Westminster would
be an intimation to the people of Great
Britain that no support need be expected
for this work from the Dominion of Canada.
I think that would be injurious to the com-
pany ; while, on the other hand, the tenth
clause as it stands in the Bill, might possi-
bly be injurious to Canada. It is of the
first importance to this country that our
credit should be good in England, and that
pet tschemes shail not be tloated to get
money from capitalists to be spent here
for no good purpose, because it would have
the effect of injuring our credit in the
future. It appears to me there is no noces-
sity for the tenth clause in the Bill. There
is nothing to prevent the company receiv-
ing any gift or subsidy that this Parliament,
or the Legislature of British Columbia,
or any municipality may grant; therefore,
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I an disposed to support the proposition contemporaniously with the dry dock at
of the hon. gentleman from Delanaudière. Esquimait. That is the only dry dock in

the Lower Provinces, and there is no loud
HON. Mi. POWER-Onewould imagine, eau for another dry dock in the Maritime

from some af' the remarks. made by hon. Provinces.
gentlemen who have spoken against the
amendiment of the hon. menber from New lION. MR. DEVER-Yes; there is at
Westminster, that it was to the effect that St. John.
no further dry dock should be built in
British Columbia. I do not understand the HoN. MR. POWER-i know that at
hon. gentleman to lay down any such doc- St. John they vant to have an expenditure
trine as that. He simply takes the ground of haif a million dollars; but the shipping
that the Government of Canada having in- inteuest does not cali loudly foi another
vested three-quarters of a million dollars dry dock.
in a dry dock at Esquinalt, it would be
an exceedingly unw:se and unbusiness-like HoN. MR. DEVEII-Yes; at St. John.
thing of the Government of Canada to pro-
pose to make a grant now, or at an early HON. Mi. POWER-How a vessel that
day, to an undertaking which is intended got into dîstress on the ocean could ever
to cut the throat of the Government work. make ber way into St. John I cannot see.
That is the fact of the miatter. I think the One eau undcrstnd hov i vessel Uould
hon. gentleman's proposition is a perfectly make ber vay to but it voul be
business-like and rcasonable one. It is ail difficult to explain how she would get to
very well for hon. gontlem en to say: " Oh, St. John.
well, but you can trust the Government."
I have nearly as much confidence as any HON. MR. IOWLAN-Halifax barbour
other staunch Liberal in the present Gov- might be frozen over.
ernment ; but feeling as friendly as I can to
thom,I cannot help thinking that they need HON. MR. POWER-That happens once
just as much as other people to remember in about every fifteen years. As a matter of
that partoftheLord'sPrayer whichaskstht fact, about ten times :s much tonnage
we be not led into temptation. and I think it enters ani cleaus at Halifax as at ail the
it just as well to remove the temptation, ports ot'Britsh Coluibia, and the single
even from virtuous gentlemen like the dry dock at Halifax is not kept busy ail
members of the present Government. Lt the lime. on. gentlemen ialize, there
has been alleged that it will be time enough fore, how mach substance there is in the
to deat with this inatter when the com- allegalion that another drv dock is called
pany ask for noney, but really the coin- for in British Columbia. When a dry dock
pany are looking for money now. They is loudly called for on the Pacifie coast
ask for power to get the money, and that then, under this measure, %Çith the amend-
indicates that they expect to get it ; and ment proposed by the hon, gentleman trom
if they (o not get the rnoney from us, New Westminster, the dry dock will be
they will take this charter to the old built with a subsidy trom Vancouver ad
country and croate the impression on the probably a subsidy from the Provincial
minds of investors there that they are to Government; but there is no reason at ail
get the money from Canada. It has been why, at this hour of the Cay, we should
the rule always, where the power to get undertake tho risk ot spending a large
money bas beet given, the money, under sum ofnioney therenot only unncessarily,
political pressure, lias been got. If there is but with the resait of rendering useless
not in the minds of the Government the the large outlay which ve have already
sense of future favours there niay be gra- madeon the existingdock. Some bon.gentle-
titude for past favours. The hon. gentle- meî have said that the Government are
man from Aima division gave us to under- not likely to do anything as unwise as that.
stand that the second dock -was being What did they do in the case of the Short
loudly called for by the business of British Line? We constucted the Intercoloniai
Columbia. Now, that was a very wild Railway at a cost oftorty-tùur or forty-five
statenent, I venture to say. There is a dry million. ofdollarsand theysubsidizedano-
dock ii liali'fax, whichvas constructcd j the linoatan expenseof$3,500,ante to make
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the Government railway almost useless,and tieman from New Westminster is wise and
the result is, that now there is annually a perfectly proper.
loss in running the Government railway
of half a million dollars. In Nova Scotia, HoN. MR. GIRARD-The discussion has
what is called, ironically, I presume, the taken such a range that I may be allowed
Short Lino from Oxford to New Glasgow to express an opinion on the subject before
was constructed at large expense to take us. 1 do not approve of the amendment of
away business from the Intercolonial Rail- the hon, gentleman from New Westmin-
way, and this sort of thing is going on all ster; I look at it as being, if not a want of
the time. The hon. gentleman from Sheil confidence in the Goverment, ut least as
River tells us-and I understand it is going very injurions to thein, and if such a pro-
to be done, too-that the Government pro- vision we'e included in the Bil it would
pose to spend a large sum of money on a have no effeet whatever, because it rests
project in theNorth-West which, if success- with the Government to use the public
ful, will only have the effect of injuring money to aid great enterprises, whieh are
the business of the Canadian Pacifie Rail- developing the resources of the country.
way and injuring the eastern part of the The company to be incorporated by this
Dominion. Bil is prepared to spend a large sum of

money, and iiatur-ally will expect aid from
HoN. MR. BOULTON-And helping the the local authorities and the Dominion

farmers of the North-West. Government. Parliament, in passilgsuch
a Bill. to a cer-tain extent takes a share of

HoN. MR. POWER-Inasmuch as the responsibility fo' the worl to be donc
amendnent of the hon. member from New there, and may expect to be -'alled upon by
Westminster does not propose to deprive the company fo' assistance. To adopt the
this country of anything that it has a right am ndment would in my opinion, be con-
tc, but simply says that we should protect trai'y to the constitution ; certainly, it
the Government from the temptation to would involve a want of confidence in the
which they might be exposed, I propose Government, and would be injurious, not
tO vote for it. The hon. gentleman from only to the members of this Government,
Lunenburg said that he had more confi- but to their successors also. The Govern-
(lence in Br'itish Columbia than the hon. ment is responsible for the proper admin-
gentleman from New Westminster. Now, istration ot publie affaii's, and they are
I do not think the hon. gentleman from accountable to Pait.ment for the manner
Lunenburg shows his confidence in the in which they expend the public revenue.
Proper way, because if he had the right Under the cicumstances, if I a togive
kind of confidence in the great future of advice to the hon. gentleman trom New
British Columbia ho would feel that if a Westminister, 1 would say, if ho has any
dry dock was absolutely necessary to the regard for his friends, ho should withdraw
business of that province local enter-pri>e the ameudment and lot the Bill pass; but
Would be able to construet it. Dry docks if ho will fot do so, foi' my part, mueh as
i other parts of the world are not built 1 should like to romain on good termsvith
by Government, but by private or local him, I shah do ry duty and vote against
enterprise. The Dominion of Canada hav- the amendmont.
ing seen that a dry dock was constructed
at Esquimalt, supplying the needs of the HON. Ma. IOWLAN-I have not satis-
Pacifie coast, as far as these needs exist flod myselfthat the last amendment is in
now ; having aided in the construction of order. No notice of it has been given, and
a dry dock at IRalifax; having spent an it is a welI-understood rule of' Parliament
immense sum of money in the construction that notice must be given of any amend-
Of a dry dock atQuebec, and beinginvolved mont to a Bil at the thiîd reading. I ask
in the expenditure of a considerable sum the i'uling of the Speaker on the last
for the construction of a dry dock at Kings- amendment on another point: it takes
ton for the lake navigation, has done its away the provision in tho Bil fo' receiving
duty. If any other dry docks are required aid f'oin tho municipulity ot Vancouver.
they ought to be built by private or local
enterprise, and I think the principle laid HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I have nover
clOWn in the amendment of the ton. gen krosn an instance in which it has been
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held that notice must be given of an
amendment to an amendment.

HoN. MR. MILLER-Did I not under-
stand my hon. friend to say that he would
allow the amendment to the amendment
to stand for the present ? It might save
a good deal of time to let the division be
taken on the amendment of which notice
bas been given.

HoN. MR. MASSON-The amendment
to the amendment can only be allowed to
stand by unanimous consent, and I con-
sider it only right that it should be voted
on fiist in its regular order.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-I should like to
have the decision of the Speaker on the
question I have raised. This last motion,
so far from being an amendment to the
anendment, is a substantive motion, be-
cause it takes away one of the powers of
the Bill.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-It seems to me the
sub-amendment is out of ordor, for this
reason: I understand, in the first place,
that there must be a notice given of a sub-
stantive motion to a Bill at this stage.
That being the case, my hon. friend oppo-
site gave notice of an amendment by which
ho proposed to insert a few words which
would change the puiport of the clause.
Now, my hon. fr'iend from Delanaudière
moves, by a sub-amendment, to strike out
the whole of the clause. The first amend-
ment will only affect the power of the
conpany to take money from the Govern-
ment; the sub-amendment will affect the
power of the company to take money from
anybody in respect to whom the power
would be granted if this clause were
pas>ed. While it is quite true that a sub-
amendment will be in order without notice,
it niust be relevant to the amendment; but
this in reality is a substantive motion,
which has no bearing whatever on the
amendment. I subinit that the sub-amend-
ment is out oforder, because it is not rele-
vant to the motion in amendment to which
it purports to be a sub-amendment, and be-
cause it is in fact a substantive motion.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE--I-t is quite
common to move an amendment to an
amendnent without notice, and the reason
is, that one may have no idea of anending

a Bill until he sees an amendment pro-
posed, and that forces him to propose a
further modification. Now, the amend-
ment of the hon. gentleman opposite is to
strike out sone words and add others. I
say, no; it would be an injury to our Gov-
ernment, and I say further, the clause is
not necessary and should be stricken out.
I could not give notice of my amendment
until I knew that my hon. friend opposite
would move his. I know enough of the
practice of Parliament to know that there
is no rule which applies to sub-amend-
monts. Thero are rules for amendments
but not for amendment to amendments.

HON. MR. MILLER-I do not care to
add anything to what has been said by the
hon. Prime Minister with regard to the
question cf order. He bas put the case so
succinctly that I do not think it requires
any additional argument. I agree with
him on both grounds. I look upon this
last amendment as a substantive motion,
and that is the reason why I suggested to
my hon. friend that it should be put sepa-
rately, which could only be done with the
consent of the House, of course. The rule
makes no distinction with regard to amend-
monts, whether they are amendments or
sub-amendmonts, and therefore the hon.
gentleman's motion comes under the rule
relative to amendments. Now, his motion
is not relevant to the amendment. The
amendment of the hon. gentleman froin
New Westminster is merely to add a few
words to the clause; the sub-amendment
proposes to strike out the whole clause. I
can see no relevancy at all in that as an
amendment to the motion of the lion.
gentleman fr'om New Westminster. Besi-
des, it is a substantive amendment, notice
of which could easily have been given at
the same time.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-No.

HoN. MR. MILLE R-The motion of my
hon. friend is to striko out the tenth clause.
When my hon. friend from New Westmins-
toi' gave notice that ho was going to amend
the clause by adding certain woids to it,
the hon. gentleman from Delanaudière
should have given notice that he would
move to striike it out. I think the argu-
ment of the hon. leader of the Govern-
mont is unanswerable on both points.
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HON. Mi. McINNES (B.C.)-The hon.
gentleman fromi Richmond has scarcely
stated the case fairly. le says that when
I gave notice of my motion, if it did not
meet the approval of my hon. friend oppo-
site he could have given notice of his sub-
amendment. But I only gave notice on Fri-
day last, and the rule of the House re-
quires that there should be one clear sit-
ting day between the presentation of the
report of the committee and the second
eading of the Bill. Under the strict rules

of the Ilouse the third rcading of this
Bill should not be until to-morrow, but I
waived that objection at the request of the
Premier. Now, my lion. friend from Dela-
naudiòre could not have had time to give
notice. Even if he had given notice imme-
diately after I gave mine there still would
lave been an objection, and a very valid
Objection, that the notice was not sufficient,
a sittiig day not having intervened.

IIoN. MR. BELLEROSE-You will find
no authority which ment ions a rule apply-
ing to sub-amendmnents. Common sense
says that you must wait until you see
what the amendment is before you can
imove a sub-amendment. Now, I only
rea( my hon. friend's notice of motion this
morning. low could I have given notice
of mny amendment ? Common sense shows
that there cannot be a rule for giving
notice of an amendmnent to an amendment
because the necessity of it cannot be fore-
seen. I loave the niatter in the hands of
the Speaker.

IIoN. MR. DEBOUCIIERVILLE-There
is another question that ought to be
(lecided. The hon. gentleman from Rich-
mond has raised the question of the con-
Rtitutionality of this amendment. This is
certainly a question of order, and it ought
to be decided at once ; tlheretore, I think I
Um right in asking a ruling on the point
raised by the hon. gentleman, if the amend-
mient by the hon. member from New
Westminster is constitutional ?

IION. MR. MASSON-Does not the hon.
gentleman think, the motion having been
Put by the Speaker and having been ac-
knowledged by the House, that the first
motion has passed as being in order ? It
Must have been so, becauso the hon. gentle-
man from Delanaudièro could not have
tmoved a sub-amendment if the other had

R

been before the House; consequently, the
tacit consent of the House has disproved
the point of order raised by the hon. gentl e-
man, and leaves only one point of order
to be considered, and that is the one that
was raised subsequently.

HON. MR. BEBOUCHERVILLE-That
would be taking advantage of the House.
This is a very important question, and are
we going to pass a measure which is con-
sidered by one of the ablest constitutional
lawyers in this Ilouse as unconstitutional ?
We ought to decide that question first. If
the majority of the H1ouse believe that this
amendment is not constitutional, certainly
we ought not adopt it ; and I think that is
what my hon. friend says-that the amend-
ment is not constitutional.

IIoN. MR. OGILVIE-There is another
thing that we ought to do at once, and that
is, the lion. Speaker-than whom a botter
we cannot have in the Chair-says that he
bas no power, that he is in the hands of
the House. There is not a member of this
Ilouse, I believe, who does not know very
well that the hon. gentleman from New
Westminster, in proposing this motion,
was out of order at least three-quarters of
the time he was talking. He was talking
about subsidies. There is no word in this
Bill asking for a subsidy from the Dom-
inion, and he was continuously talking
about that. If that is the case,whether it
be the written or the unwritten law, thero
should be some way by which a gentle-
man who is totally out of order and talks
out of order for some time should be
brought to order.

HON. MR. MILLER-Perhaps it may be
well to have an understanding on this
question at once. I had my doubt, but not
a very stropg opinion, on the constitution-
ality of the question raised, for I had not
time to consider it; and I do not think it
would be fair to call upon the Speaker to
rule, on such short notice, on as important
a Point as that. I do not think there is
any need for getting such a decision; it
can be decided by a vote, if the hon. gen-
tleman will permit.

HioN. MR. MASSON-1 do not think it
is really in the public interest; and we
must decide whether the clause shall re-
main part of the Bill.
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HON. MR. MILLER-We might take
the decision of the Chair on the relevancy
of the amendment to the amendment.

HoN. MR. POWER-With respect to the
last question of order that was raised, I
shall say one word-thit is, respecting
the constitutionality of the amendment.

IIoN. MR. SCOTT-That question is not
up now.

HON. MR. POWER-As to ou:- right to
deal with a pr-ivate Bill in this way, we do
not propose to impose any tax on the sub-
ject, but we propose to renove the possi-
bility of any tax being put on the subject.
I do not think that will be found to be
beyond our right, and if I am wrong, and
if it is so held, I do not think the Senate is
the place in which such a question should
be raised. If the House of Commons
think we have exceeded our rights, then
the question should be raised there; but I
do not think the Senate should undertake
to deny its jurisdiction itself.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-We have asked for
the ruling of the Speaker whether it is
constitutional to move that amendment or
not.

TIE SPEAKER-The question submit-
ted to the Chair is whether the sub-amend-
ment moved by the Hon. Mr. Bellerose is
in order. Under rule 14 of this Chamber
" one intermediate day's notice, in wri ting,
must be given of all motions deemed
special." According to parliamentary prac-
tice only verbal amendinents may be made
to a private Bill at its third reading (8
May, pp. 816-831), unless, of course, a
special notice has been given of the amend-
ment. Now, the notice which has been
given is merely to add to the tenth section
of the Bill, after the word "Government,"
in the first line of the said clause, the
words "other than the Dominion Govern-
ment;" so that this notice covers only the
grants which would be made to the com-
pany by the Government of Canada; and
no motion relating to the grants made by
other Governments can be made. As to
the question raised by Hon. Mr. Bellerose,
that any sub amendment can be moved
when notice is given of an amendment, I
cannot adopt that view. The sub-amend-
ment is really an amendment, and cannot

R

be put without notice, except when it
relates to some of the points covered by
the notice. I find that the sub-amendment
is to deprive the company of their right to
receive grants, not only from this Govern-
ment, but from other Governments, muni-
cipalities, corporations and persons, so that
it is going a great deal further than the
enaetment involved in the amendment;
and I believe the sub-amendment therefore
is not relevant to the question raised by
the amendment. It is really a new amend-
ment, and cannot come in as an amendment
to the amend ment, and I therefore rule
that it is not in order.

The Rouse divided on the amendment,
which was lost on the following division:-

CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.

Armand,
Bellerose,
DeBlois,
Grant,
Lewin,
McClelan,
McInnes (Victoria),

Pâquet,
Ptlletier,
Power,
Reesor,
Scott,
Stevens,
Wark.-14.

NON-CONTENTS :

Abbott,
Allan,
Almon,
Bolduc,
Botsford,
Boucherville, de,
Boulton,
Carling,
Casgrain,
Chaffers,
Clemow,
Cochrane,
Dever,
Flint,
Girard,
Glasier,
Gowan,
Howv1an,
Kaulbach,
McCallui,
Macdonald (C.B.),

Hon. Messrs.

McKay,
McKindsey,
McMillan,
Macdonald (Victoria),
MacInnes (Burlington),
Masson,
Merner,
Miller,
Montgomery,
Montplaisir,
Murphy,
Odell,
Ogilvie,
Perley,
Prowse,
Read (Quinté),
Reid (Cariboo),
Sanford,
Smith,
Tassé,
Vidal.-42.

The main motion was then carried on a
division, and the Bill was read the third
lime and passed.

FEMININE OFFENDERS IN NOVA
SCOTIA BILL.

SECOND READING POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day being called for
the second reading of Bill (R) " An Act re-
specting certain Feminine offenders in the
Province of Nova Scotia."
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lION. MR. MILLER-The Bill bas not
yet been distributed in Fiench.

ION. MR. POWER-If the hon. gentle-
Ian from Richmond claims to be a French

member, I can see some point in his objec-
tion.

iION. MR. MILLER-I have an equal
ight to call for a French copy of the Bill

asaFrench member, underthe 133rd article
of the Constitution.

lIoN. Mi. POWER-If the hon. gentle-
imian is serious in his opposition to the
second reading, I move that the Order of
the Day be discharged, and that the Bil
be read the second time to-morrow. It
was a very small point for the bon. gen-
tleman to raise.

IlON. MR. MILLER-What does the
hon. gentleman say?

11ON. MR. POWER-I said it was a
very small point-an exceedingly small
one.

HoN. MR. MILLER-I do not think the
bon. gentleman's lai)guage is parliamen-
tary. I have a right to insist on a rule,
and I do ,o.

HON. MR. POWER-And I have the
right to say that it is a small point, aid it
is one.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Order of the Day vas discharged.

SECOND REA DING.

Bill (46) " An Act respecting the South-
Wester.n Railway Company." (Mr. Mac-
bunes, Burlington.)

Bill (65) " An Act respecting the Mon-
treal and Ottawa Railway Company." (Mr.
Tassa.)

Bill (72) "An Act to incorpoiate the
Peterbor.o', Sudbury and Sault Ste. Marie
Railway Company." (Mi. Flint.)

Bill (66) "An Act to confirm a ]ease
Made between the Guelph Junction Rail-
Way and the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company, and for other purposes." (Mr.
Macinnes, Burlington.)

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY ACT,
1889, AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. Mr. SCOTT moved the second read-
ing of Bill (74) " An Act further to amend
tho Canadian Pacifie Railway Act, 1889."
He said: This is to authorize the issue of
what is know as consolidated debenture
stock for the purpose of taking up the bonds
and debentures of certain railways that are
being built by the company on the original
plan of issuing debentures. It is found
now that debenture stock is much sought
foir iii England in preference to terainable
bonds; therefore the company, following
up the provisions of the Act of 1889, ask
power to issue debentures for the railways
mentioned in the Bill. The obligations of
these companies are to be taken up, and
debenture stock issued and made a charge
upon the whole line, and the railways in
question are to become part of the Pacifie
Railway systen.

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

CANADIAN PACIF[C RAILWAY CO.'S
BILL.

sECiND READING.

IloN. MR. SCOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (75): "An Act respecting
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Conpany."
le said: This Bill consists ot two clauses.
The first aut horizes the company to acquire
by purchase any railway which has the
authority of the Parliament of Canada to
sell the same to the Candian Pacifie Rail-
way. The second clause authorizes the
company from time to time to sell and con-
vey, free from incumbrance, such of its
surplus lands as it thinks fit, the proceeds
to be applied to the acquisition of rolling
stock or other equipments for the com-
pany's railway, or to such permanent
improvements of its line as the company
deems expedient, etc.

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

PICTOU BANK WINDING-UP BILL.
SECOND READING.

IION. MR. KAULBACH moved the
second reading of Bill (76) " An Act to
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amend an Act to authorize and provide for
the winding-up of the Pictou Bank." He
said: This Bill is to continue the charter of
this bank for the purpose of winding up the
bank, and for that purpose only, as no
other transaction is to be done by the
company, excep>t such as is necessary for
the purpose of winding up its affairs.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bi!l
was read the second time.

BILLS INTRODUCED.
Bill (60) " An Act respecting the Lake

Erie, Essex and Detroit River Railway
Company, and to change the name thereof
to the Lake Erie and Detroit River Rail-
way Company." (Mr. Allan.)

Bill (86) "An Act to incorporate the
Brighton, Warkworth and Norwood Rail-
way Company." (Mr. Howlan.)

The Senate adjourned at 5.35 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, July 7th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.

HoN. MR. MILLER-Before the Orders
of the Day are called, I wish to direct
attention to the unsatisfactory character
of the printing of papers for this branch of
Parliament. It has been a matter of com-
plaint from the earliest days of the present
session that the Debates have not been in
until three or four days after their taking
place in this Chamber, and a similar com-
plaint has frequently been made with
regard to our Minutes. They have gen-
erally been unreasonably late. Now, to-day,
I had occasion to ask, in the forenoon, for
the Minutes, but could not get them: even
at two o'clock they were not to be had.
Shortly after two a copy vas sent to my
room. It seems that a short time before
that hour the French edition was distri-
buted, but the English copy, for some
reason, is always behind the other, and the

French copy itself is late. The reason of
this I cannot understand, and I wish some
officer of the House, either the Speaker, or
some member of the Government, would
take it in hand, for really it is becoming a
very serious inconvenience. The printing
is being done in a very unsatisfactory
manner this session.

HON. MR. KAULBACH--At 2.30 p.m.
to-day I inquired for the Orders of the
Day, but they were not distributed and
were not on our desks. It is a matter of
great importance to members to know
what business is to be before the House,
otherwise the Order Paper is of no use at
all to us. We should have an opportunity
to think over the subjects to come before
us and prepare ourselves to take part in
any discussion that may arise upon them.

MONTREAL HARBOUR COMMIS-
SIONERS BILL.

THIRD READING.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the adoption
of the report of' the Comainittee of the
Whole House on Bill (95) " An Act further
to amend the Act 36 Vic., chap. 61, respect-
ing the Trinity Fouse and Harbour Coni-
missioiers of Montreal."

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

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS OF THE
SENATE.

MOTION.

HoN. MR. READ (Quinté) moved the
adoption of the third report of the Select
Committee on Contingent Accounts of the
Senate.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I should. feel
gratified if the House would allow some
further consideration to this report in
connection with the several other ques-
tions that arise in consequence of the
lamentable death of our former assistant
clerk, Mr. Adamson. There are two re-
ports before us on that subject, one refer-
ring to the widow, and this one, which
provides for two change- proposed to be
made in consequence of' his death. It is
pretty obvious that if there are changes
to be made, as I suppose there must be, it
is better that they should be the result of
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a consideration of the whole subject, not
onl1y with reference to one or two mem-
bers of the staff, but also with reference
to other members of the staff, from
vhom already I have had applications

in an informal and indirect way, for
increase of salaries. I must say, also,
that it appears to me, at first sight, that
the increases which are given to the
two gentlemen mentioned in this report
are very large. One of them increased
from $2,200 to $2,800. That gentleman I
think bas done the duty of two clerks this
session, and ho certainly is entitled to an
incerease of salary and to any improvement
In bis rank, to which the death of Mr.
Adamson would entitie him, In that I
entirely concur, but I do think that the
1ncrease is too great, and I am not quite sure
that the gentleman himself would urge
that the full amountof this increase should
be allowed. As respects the other gentle-
TnanMr. Stephen,there is a similar increase

'there ; his salary is moved up from $1,600
to $2,200, an advance of $600, about 40 per
cent. on bis income. Well, I think that is too
mu uch. Undoubtedly, when there is a
vacancy created in the staff in this or in
any other maner it is to the interest of the
Bouse as well as the staff that they should
have their proper promotions, as f1ar as it
's possible to give them, considering their
fitness ; but I think that this rate is too
sPeedy, too rapid. It is too great a leap
from $1,600 to $2,200, or $2,200 to $2,800,
and I am in hopes that the committee
Will, at ail events, allow the subject to be
again discussed. I had not the pleasure of
being at that meeting of the committee ;
I Was not aware that these important mat-
ters were to be discussed there, or I should
have endeavoured to be present. Perhans it
rmight not have been very easy; still I
Would have endeavoured to be there, and I
Would ho glad if the House would concur
inl referring back this report. I propose to
ask the same indulgence to-moirow, that
these reports, dealing with matters con-
nected with the death of Mr. Adamson, be
referred back, in order that there may be
an Opportunity to take up and discuss the
Whole question in committee, in such a waythat every one can have his say, and that
We can really try to hit upon something
that will be at once just to the employés
and fair and economical towards the coun-
try. I move, in amendment to my hon.
friend's motion, that this report be referred

13

back to the Committee on Contingencies
for further consideration of the whole
question.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-Whilst we might
be ready to let the report go back-[ speak
for myself, at all events, as one member of
the committee-so as to take up the ques-
tion with regard to the remuneration of
the two gentlemen referred to, I think it is
hardly fair to the committee that tho
whole question should go back to be re-
opened. If I understand it, these gentlemen
have a right to the positions given them
by the committee. If the salaries are too
high the report might be sent back for
the purpose of arranging the salaries, but
it would not be just to the committee that
the whole question should be re-opened.

HON. MR. MCINNES (B.C.)-I am very
glad to hear the expression of opinion from
our worthy Premier with respect to the
salaries of the two gentlemen who have
been promoted by the unfortunate death
of Mr. Adamson. When the question was
before the committee I took precisely the
same position that lie now assumes in this
House. Several hon. gentlemen claimed
that the salary went with the position: 1
took an entirely different view. I held
that it was altogether too sudden a rise
from $2,200 to $2,800 in the case of Mr.
Boucher, and in the case of Mr. Stephen
from $1,600 to $2,200, and I moved in the
committee myself (and my motion was
only defeated by a very narrow majority)
that Mr. Boucher's salary should be in-
creased from $2,200 to $2,500 and Mr.
Stephen from $1,600 to $2,000. HIad the
hon. leader of the Bouse and of the Gov-
ernment not moved in this direction, I in-
tended to have moved that that portion at
least of the report ho referred back to the
Committee on Contingent Accounts, to ho
changed to meet my views.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I felt that
perhaps we might have gone through this
session without making any changes at all,
thereby saving some money for the Senate.
Some two years ago we felt disposed to
think that the expenses of the Senate were
very large, and we got a fit of economy,
which, it seems, bas not lasted- very long.
I agree with the hon. the Premier that to
raise gentlemen by promotion to the full
maximum salary at once is not wise or
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right. I believe that the salaries are ail to the industrial shools for boys. The
too large. Further than that, I cannot see principal object of this Bil is to allow girls
why we need have three officials at our who are convicted before the police magis-
Table. I have asked the question of seve- trate of Halifax to be sentenced to this
ral gentleman who, I presumed, knew rcformatory.insteadofbeingsenttoprison
better than myself, why the House of to consort witl oldprisoners. Ido notthink
Commons should have only two officers at, that it iieeds any argument to show that
their table while we have three. I ar that is a desirable thing. It is expected, 
under the impression that we have more may say, that in about another year a
than we require-at least, I know of no Protestant institution wiit apply for a
reason why we should have so many, and similar 4ct to allow Protestant girls to be
I hope when the report goes back that the sentenced to confinement there, instead of
committee will consider whether there is being sent to the city prison, as they are at
any reason why we should have one more present. I may mention that the clauses
clerk at our Table than the House of Com- o tle Bil are ail iranscripts of sections in
mons have at theirs. existing Acts. They are taken either from

The amendment was agreed to. the Act respecting the St. Patrick's Home,or from the Act respecting the Mercer

SECONDeformatory. f course, there are certain
SECON IREAINGS.verbal changes that may be desirabie, but

Bill (73) " An Act res ecting the South they can be made in committee. I do fot
Bih(73 think any hon, gentleman can object to the

Ontario Pacifie Railway Company." (Mr. piinciple of the Bil.
MacInnes, Burlington.)

to the inutra scol foAos h

Bi () n iA ct respecting tne Mari- oN. MR. MILLER-I.do not intend to
time Pulp Company, (Limited), and totirn Pup Cmpay, Limted, ad toppose the second reading of the Bill, but
change the name thereof' to 'The Mari-chneth ae hroft Th ai-j~consider it necessary to offer an observa-
time Sulphite Fibre Company, (Limited).' tion or two on its character before itgoes to
(Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.) the committee. There are someamendments

Bill (78) " An Act to confirm an Agree- which will have to bu made in committee.
ment between the Shuswap and Okanagon I stated the other day, before I had an
Railway Company and the Canadian Paci- opportunity of reading this Bil, that it
fic Railway Company." (Mr. McInnes, contailed some unusual clauses, clauses
B.C.) whicl 1 tlought were not to be found in

Bill (69) " An Act respecting the the general iaws of the Dominion. My
Victoria, Saanich and New Westminster hon. friend from Halifax fiatly contra-
Raiiway Company." (Mr. MacdonaldN B.C.) dicted me, and told me that the clauses

wvere merely transcri pt from statutes
FEMININE OFFENDEoS IN NOVA already inexistence in te provinces of the

SCOTIA BILL. Dominion. My hon. friend ias reiterated
SECOND READING. that assertion just now, and I can only

assure the huse that I dilfer from him
HON. MR. POWEIR-moved the second totalty with regard to that statement. The

reading of Bil (R) "An Act respecting Bil before the ouse is intended to impe-
certain feminine offenders in the Province!f ment and utilize the crirninai iaw of the
of Nova Scotia." He said: This is a Bill country for sectarian uses and purposes,
to the principe of whicw there can be no possibly, aIthough I do not thin fo, for
objection. At Hlifax there are now two proselytizig furposes. I flot say that
reformatories for maies, the Protestant it is but it may possibly be used for sucl
Industrial swhool, to which Protestant boys purposes, and in that respect it differs from
are sentenced by the police court at every Act on our statute book in relation
Hlifax, and the St. Patrick's Roman to institutions of this character, excepting
Cathlihi Industriai school, to whicli Ro- i one or two Acts relating to the Province
man Catholie boys are sentenced. During of Nova Scotia, towhich i sha have occa-
the pres.nt year the Local Legisiature of sion to refer before I take my seat. I do
Nova Scotia have incorporated the Sisters not think this legisiation is atogether in
of the Good Shepherd, whio propose to unison wit n te spirit whicb pervades this
condu t an institution for girls similar to Dominion just now.
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The implementing of the criminal law
for this purpose is not in harmony with
the spirit prevailing amongst the people
of the Dominion at the present day, and i
think that legislation of this character has
done a great deal already to provoke irri-
tation and create difficulties in various
parts of the Dominion. Now, with regard
to the Mercer Act, which has been alluded
to by my hon. friend from Halifax, the
law in relation to which I have under
may hand, in that Act there is no at-
tempt at a sectarian claim or interference,
or a desire for interference on the part of
that institution; and to show the House
how much in error the hon. introducer of
Ibis Bill is when he states that the object
of his measure is to place the institution
of the Good Shepherds in Halifax on the
same footing as the Mercer Reformatory,
I will read what the law says with regard
to the latter institution. The first clause
of this Bill is professedly the saine as that
in the Mercer Act, but I will show to the
IUouse really how different it is. The 31st
clause of the Act says:-

" Every court in the Province of Ontario before
which any female is convicted of an offenie against
the laws of Canada, punishable by imprisonment in
the common gaol for the tern of two months, or for a
longer time, may sentence such females to imprison-
mfent in the Andrew Mercer (Ontario) Reformatory for
fenales, instead of the common gaol of the county or
Judicial district where the offence was committed or
was tried."

There is nothing here about Roman
Catholie, Protestant, Church of England,
IMethodist or Presbyterian; and in that
respect the first clause of the Bill before
is completely differs from this clause of
the Mercer Act. What does it say:

"1. From and after the publication in the Royal
Gazette of Nova Scotia of a proclamiation issued by
he Lieutenant-Governor of Nova Scotia, declaring

that such Reformatory and Industrial Refuge have
been made ready for the confinement of prisoners,
every judge, stipendiary magistrate or magistrate in
such province before whoin any woman or girl, heing
a Roman Catholic above the age of sixteen, is convicted
of an offence against the laws of Canada, punishable

y imfprisonment in a city prison or common gaol for
the term of two months or for any longer tim-, may
sentence such woman or girl to imprisoninent in the
Good Shepherd Reformatory, instead of the city
Prison or common gaol."

ow, I ask any hon. member if it is fair,
if it is dealing frankly with the House, to
fay that that clause which I have just read
18 similar to the clause in the general
statutes of the Dominion which has refier-
anee to the Mercer institution ? There is

13J

nothing at all of a religious or sectarian
complexion in the general law. The whole
tenor of the Bill before us is evidently of a
religious and sectarian complexion, and, as
I said just now, it is utilizing the criminal
law of the Country for sectarian purposes,
and possibly for proselytizing purposes. I
am not disposed to give that power to any
private corporation or institution whatever,
whether Catholic or Protestant. I think
we had better keep those distinctions out of
Bills of this character if we desire peace and
harmony to prevail i the mixed com-
munities of the Dominion 1 approve of
reformatory for a certain class of unhard-
ened criminals and am glad to see them
established by the efforts of private
individuals, but I do not care to give
them the legal sanction or power
contemplated in this Bill. Now, the se-
cond clause of this Bill is presumed to be
a copy of the 32nd clause of chapter 183 of
the statutes; but it contains the same mo-
difications with regard t'o Roman Catholic
girls as are contained in the first clause. The
whole spirit of this proposed legislation is,
I repeat,.of a sectarian character, and its
object is to give this institution of the Good
Shepherds, in Halifax, the control of these
females through the operation and through
the employment of the statute law. I may
say, with regard to the law as it exists in
Nova Scotia, it is different from the laws
iu any other portion of the Dominion.
Such laws do not exist in any other por-
tion of the Dominion as the Bill in my
hands, or as the laws which have been
passed through this Parliament in connec-
tion with the Province of Nova Scotia on
this subject, and I am going to point out
to the House the danger there is in pass-
ing such legislation. The law in regard
to the Protestant Institution in Halifax
was passed without much notice. It is
a very harmless institution, without very
much of a religions character, and I
think certainly not anything of a prose-
lytizing character that was established in
Halifax for Protestant boys. The friends
came here, and got an Act of incorpora-
tion. That Act was made the ground-
work for getting a sweeping sectarian
Act for the Roman Catholie institutions of
Halifax, and this has made a precedent
for getting this Bill. What will be the
result ? We may have these Acts ap-
plying to Nova Scotia cited as precedenLs
for similar legislation applying to Ontario,
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Manitoba, and all other provinces. There
is danger, therefore, of allowing precedents
of this kind to get on the statute-book. I
do not intend to go more fully into this
matter, but I desire to point out to those
who will more properly take hold of my
objection in this House and see that this
legislation does not go too far, the danger of
it. I have sounded a note of warning, and
it is for gentlemen who feel more strongly
on ihis matter th an I do to take it up and ex-
ercise a proper vigilance as to the charac-
ter this legislation will assume when it
leaves this Chamber.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I have read
the Bill through, and while I thoroughly
agree with the hon. gentleman from Hali-
fax that it is of a sectarian character, I
do not agree with the hon. gentleman from
Richmond that it is of a proselytizing
character.

HoN. MR. MILLER. I did not say it
was; I said it might be.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I an sure that
anybody who bas any regard for the chil-
dren of Roman Catholics could sea no ob-
jection to their being brought up in a
reformatory under the management of tea-
chers of their own religion. In Nova Scotia
the Roman Catholic children are taught in
their own schools, and other denominations
have their own schools, and I do not see,
that if the Roman Catholics regard it as
right and proper to have their children
taught their own religion in such institu-
tions as this Bill bas reference to that they
should not have the privilege of doing so.
There are several pages of this Bill, how-
ever, which my hon. friend will have to
explain before I can approve of it in its
details. I cannot see why it is to apply to
women and children over sixteen years of
age, and that no others under that age can
be sent to that reformatory.

HON. MR. POWER-It is not. If the
bon. gentleman will look at clause 9 of the
Bill he will see that it provides for younger
girls.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I think, if I
read this Bill right, it only confines it to
persons convicted who are over sixteen
years of age. They may be taken from
gaols if they are younger than that. My

experience bas been that there is a feeling
against sending girls to gaol-it is repug-
nant to any man to send a girl to gaol. I
know of persons who should have been
brought to justice, but there was a feeling
that if information were laid against them
they would have to be sent to penitentiary
or to a common gaol, and that prevented a
prosecution. If there had been any provi-
sion to reform such offenders justice would
have been done to the community and to the
parties themselves, but for want of an insti-
tution like this the parties were allowed
to go on in their iniquitous practices. I
know that a judge on circuit two years ago
said that if a gaol was a place where a pris-
oner could be instructed how to earn bis
living honestly, he would have sentenced
an offender to gaol, but in default of such
an institution he had to send him to a
penitentiary. - The very fact that the gaol
was not a proper place for disciplining a
child, or improving his morals, or training
him to some industry, rendered it neeossary
to send him to a pentientiary. That I
think is a strong reason why an institution
of this kind should be established. I do
not think that the inspection provided for
by this Bill is quite sufficient. There are
also other things which my hon. friend
who bas charge of the Bill, will have to
explain before the Bill meets with my ap-
proval, though I approve of the general
piinci ple of the measure. It is approved
of in Nova Scotia; it is confined to that
province, and I cannot see that it bas any
iendency, or that it cat be utilized to
proselytize persons confined in the insti-
tution.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B. C.)-
I think any asylum or refuge of a
a private character is dangerous where the
question of economy comes in, and this
remark applies to institutions connected
with all churches and all denominations.
When the question of economy arises, as
we have read over and over again, the
children are exposed to the danger of being
badly fed, badly clad and treated like
slaves. From all parts of the world we
have that evidence with regard to private
institutions. It is not so in the case of
publie reformatories. There is not the
same regard for economy, and the children
have a chance of being better treated and
subjected to less severe work, because their
labour is not utilized to produce a revenue
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for the institution. In this Bill, without
sPeaking of proselytizing, there is a clause
Which, to my mind, condemns the whole
Ineasure. It shows how narrow and sec-
tarian the Bill is. Clause 13 provides that
if any respectable and trustworthy person,
being a Roman Catholic, is willing to un-
dertake the charge of any girl committed
to the institution, the girl may be bound
for a term of years. It provides that an
lnmate of the institution can only be sent
to live with a Roman Catholie. I hope
the Ilouse will not go back to the spirit of
the middle ages and allow a clause of that
kind to become the law of the land. The
Bill is most illiberal, and whatever denomi-
nation brings in a measure of this kind, I
shall oppose any such legislation.

ION. MR. ALLAN-As my name has
en used in connection with the Bill as

seconder, I should like to say a few words
in reference to it. When I was asked to
second the Bill in the first instance I
looked upon it almost as a matter of form,
but afterwards I had an opportunity of
Perusing the Bill and asking questions in
reference to it. This question of the im-
Prisonment of young people, boys or girls,
18 One which has attracted a great deal of
attention and consideration in Ontario
recently. Commissions have sat for some
time in Ontario, charged with the duty of
taking evidence with regard to the whole
question of the management of prisons and
the punishment-of juvenile offenders, and
therqj is one point on which all seem to be
agreed-that there could not be a more
irjurious course to take with respect to
these young people than sentencing them,
sometimes for comparatively trifling
Offences, to the common gaol. Invariably
they come out of those places worse than
they Went in. They lost their self-respect
and fell lower in the social scale. Instead
Of tending to reform them, it was lowering
their whole moral character. The con-
viCtion is strengthened that in all such
ctses it is most desirable to send those
jUvenile offenders to some reformatory or
industrial school. In Ontario, as hon.
gentlemen are aware, there are several of
those institutions, some of which have been
already alluded tQ, such as the Andrew
liercer Reformatory, the Industrial School
at Miimico, and others of a like character.

lunderstood (perhaps I was wrong) when
Wareading the Bill that at present there

are no institutions in Nova Scotia like the
Andrew Mercer Reformatory to which
magistrates are authorized by law to send
offenders who might otherwise be con-
demned to different terms of imprison-
ment in the common gaol.

HoN. Ma. POWER-There are no such
institutions in Nova Scotia.

HoN. MR. ALLAN-Therefore, so long
as no such institution existed it appeared
to me that it would be infinitely botter to
empower a magistate to send a young
offender, a girl, particularly, to an institu-
tion like this named in the Bill, than to
send her to the common gaol-infinitely
better in every possible way. My hon.
friend from Richmond spoke of the danger
of proselytizing ; he should know very
much more about institutions of that kind
than I do, but it was the last thing that
suggested itself to me, because I presumed
that no one would be sent there that did
not already belong to the Roman Catholic
faith, and I think the Bill expressly states
that. With regard to the details of the
measure, I do not desire to be com-
mitted in any way; but taking it broadly
as it stands before us, it appears to
me that if there are certain Roman
Catholic institutions in Nova Scotia
where people belonging to that faith
can be sent, it is a thousand times botter
that they should be confined there than in
a common gaol; and as for the
evils to which my hon. friend
from British Columbia has alluded,
I cannot conceive it possible that children
could be ill-treated in the manner he des-
cribes in an institution like this, which is
open to inspection. As I said before,
I seconded the Bill as a matter of courtesy,
and I am not bound to the details, but on
the general principle, so long as there are
no public institutions to which these young
people can be committed, I think it is pro-
ferable to send them to an institution liko
this than to the com mon gaol, and therefore
the principle of the Bill is one that I
heartily endorse.

HON. MR. PROWSE-I think the intro-
duction of this question is calculated to
engender a great deal of trouble to this
Dominion in the future. The Bill appears
harmless, perhaps, at first sight, or may
be considered beneficial at the present
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time, seeing that in Halifax there is no
suitable place where offenders of this des-
cription can be taken care of and reformed ;
but it appears to me the correct view
to take is this-that where an offender
violates the rules and tenets of thechurch,
the church bas a perfect right to impose
penalties for such offences; but where
people break the laws of the country, the
makers of these laws should provide refor-
matoriesinwhich to confine them, and keep
them entirely clear of churches. In older
times, in the dark ages, when an offence
was committed against the country the
church handed the culprit over to the
civil authorities for punishment; but in
this Bill, instead of history repeating itself,
the civil authorities hand over the culprit
to the church for punishment or reforma-
tion. I think it will produce evils in the
future if such legislation is enacted, and
will prove injurious to the peace and pros-
perity of this country. I shall feel it my
duty to vote against the Bill.

HON. MR. GlRARD-I cannot agree with
the hon. gentleman from Prince Edward Is-
land that it would be injurious to the State to
adopt the principle of this Bill. Let us see
what will be the obligations of the institu-
tion which is to take charge of these poor
girls who have offended against the law
·and who must be punished and reformed.
There is certainly no place where there is
so good a chance to reform them as in an
institution of this kind. The 11th clause
of the Bill states what the sisters under-
take to do. It is as follows.:-

" The sisters of the Good Shepherd shall be bound
to teach and instruct each girl so sentenced and de-
tained in the Industrial Refuge as aforesaid in reading
and writing, and in arithmetic to the end of simple
proportion, and also to teach each such girl such one
of the trades or occupations which are, from time to
time, taught in such refuge, as such sisters deeni mnost
adapted to her capabilities."

It is not a question of religion at all; it
is a very important duty that they under-
take to discharge. Institutions similar to
this exist in other parts of the Dominion
and are doing a great deal of good. I see
nothing extraordinary in the provisions of
the Bill. i should be sorry if I thought
we were retrograding instead of advanc-
ing. We have to provide for these poor
girls, and there is no way by which we can
reform them better than by sending them
to such an asylum as the one provided for

n this Bill. We know the consequences
of sending such offenders to gaol: they
become abandoned and a charge on society.
[f they go to an institution like this refor-
matory they may be restored to thoir
parents, and instead of dishonouring may
become a credit to their families. I shall
support the Bill before the House with
pleasure, and I hope it will become law.

HoN. MR. McMILLAN-Has this insti-
tution received aid from the Province or
from the city of Halifax ?

HoN. MR. POWER-Not yet.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I am much im-
pressed by what fell from my hon. friend
from Richmond, and I sympathize largely
and fully in his broad and patriotic views.
At the same time, I hope the bouse will
give a second reading to this Bill, for it is
quite evident that the object of the mover
is of a benevolent and philanthropie char-
acter. I feel bound to give him the benefit
of an experience that I had some years ago
in Ireiand. Owing to the kindness of the
prison inspectors I was enabled to visit
some of the leading prisons in that country,
and amongst others one commonly called
"the prison without walls," near Kilmain-
ham, entirely managed and conducted by
ladies of some religious order, and I was
all through it, and had an opportunity of
seeing every part of the building and all
the work in which the convicts were en-
gaged. The objection bas been made, I
know, that women are not the best custo-
dians for criminals, and that things are
not as well managed as they would be
under the superintendence of men; but
speaking of that institution and the admir-
able way in which everything was man-
aged, I caniot use too strong language. I
must, from my observation there, believe
that women are quite as capable of manag-
ing institutions of that kind as men for
the purposes indicated in the Bill, and
I hope that the Bill will be read
the second time. There are a good
many clauses in it that seem to inter-
fere very much with the general law
of the land-the first, fourth, sixth and
twelfth appear to me to.interfere perhaps
unnecessarily with the general law. It is
true that in the 16th clause there is a pro-
vision subjecting this institution to Gov-
ernment inspection, but il is not desirable,
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I think, to alter the general law to suit any
particular institution. I will vote for the
second reading of the Bill. My hon. friend
is always very astute, I know in looking,
Over every measure introduced, and is very
Careful in his criticisms, particularly in the
vay of Bills that come from this side of the
Hlouse, and is very careful that everything
should be right in our Bills-to a letter
and to a dot. I venture to suggest for his
consideration that he has given a very
unfortunate name to his Bill. He has called
it '' An Act respecting feminine offenders."
Feminine, I always understood, was having
a nature befitting a female, that it was a
characteristic, and I would suggest to him
very respectfully to reconsider the word
"ferninine." Perhaps his perceptions of
delicacy are very vivid, and he would even
scrupule to call the leg of the table a leg,
as We are told is the case in some parts of
the United States, yet I would suggest that
" female " offenders would be a more appro-
priate term.

HON. MR. SCOTT-We all recognize
that the spirit of the age now prompts
Imagistrates and judges to seek to reform
criminals rather than punish them, exéept
Inl the cases of very hardened criminals,
Whose liberty ought to be taken away from
them; and nowadays prisoners are very
often allowed to go on what is called
ticket-of-leave. Judgment is suspended,
hoping that the offender may reform. This
-1ill seems to be entirely in that direction.
The order of Good Shepherds is established
for the very purpose of reforming females ;
that is their special mission over the world.
An institution of that kind exists in this
city, and it has accomplished a great deal
of good-so much good that it is largely
sUpported, not alone by the Catholics ofthe
Place, but by Protestants also, more largely,
Perhaps, than by Catholics. It receives aid
from the Provincial Govornment, and it is
Pratically used for the very purpose for
wehich this Bill purposes to authorize the
Judges of Nova Scotia to send girls to the
Good Shepherds. There is no law here
authorizing it, but women who have fallen
from virtue (and I assume that it is to reach
that class, more particularly than anyother,
nlot women who commit forgery, larceny,
robbery. or any high crime, but those
offences'that are more particularly pointed
against morality)-the common thing in
this city is,in such cases, for the stipendiary

magistrate to ask: " Wiil you go to the
Good Shepherds or shall 1 send you to gaol ?
You have an opportunity to reform. If
you go there you are made to work, and you
may recover your good character after
twelve months or longer that may be
imposed;" and without the recognition of
law at all, the very principle of this Bill is
being carried out in effect, in the city of
Ottawa in that particular way. If the
prisoner accused really desires to be
reformed-if she has any moral tendency
at all-the choice may be in favour of being
sent under the control of the Good
Shepherds, and I assume, that this Bill
would work very much on the same lines
Of course, it altogether rests with thejudge,
stipendiary magistrate or other officiaL
who tries the party, and we must in those
cases give them a very wide latitude as to
what they think is best in each case, be-
cause the judge who is trying the criminal
is in the best possible position to say what
kind of punishment is best adapted under
the circumstances. Ought the party
accused to be deprived absolutely of his or
her liberty ? Is he or she so incorrigible,
that confinement in the penitentiary or
common gaol is the only punishment appli-
cable; If the offendei- is a -Roman Catholic
girl she cannot be placed in a better insti-
tution than under the care of the Good Shep-
herds, who are noted for the success with
which they conduct these reformatories.
Theirwhole object in life isto reformfemales
who have gone astray, and I suppose in this
establishment in Ottawa to-day there are
two or three hundred femalesgoing through
the various stages of reform ; and when a
girl has reformed, and the institution is
satisfied that she desires to live a virtuous
and proper life for the future, she may be
apprenticed out to some responsible person
who will look after her for twelve months
or longer, and it is an institution very
much favoured in that way by those who
have experience in this mode of reform,
inasmuch as its tendency is wholly in the
direction of the reformation rather than
the punishment of the criminal. We find
that in Nova Scotia provision is made for
a reformatory for boys, and it has been
thought wiser down there that boys of the
two faiths should be kept assunder and
sent to reformatorios looked after by the
two different religions. The Act of 1886
provides:

" Whenever any boy who is a Protestant and a
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minor, apparently under the age of 16 yeays, is con-
victed before the police court in the city of Halifax
for any offence for which, by law, he is liable to im-
prisonment, the police court or stipendiary magistrate
may sentence such boy to be detained in the Halifax
Industrial School for any term not exceeding 5 years,
and not less than two years," &c.

Then there is the Halifax Reformatory
sehool for boys of the Roman Catholie
fui th. The provision of the Act is as fol-
lows:-

"As soon as the proclamation has been issued by the
Lieutenant Governor of Nova Scotia declaring that a
reformatory, orphanage, industrial school or home
for boys of the Roman Catholic faith has been
established in the county of Halifax and naade ready
for the confinement of prisoners, any boy, who is a
Roman Catholic and apparently under the age of
sixteen years, who is convicted before the police court
of the city of Halifax, or before a stipendiary magis-
trate for such city, for any offence for which by law
he is liable to imprisonment without hard labour, may
be sentenced by such police court or stipendiary magis-
trate to be detained n such home, whether situated
in such city or elsewhere in such county, for any
term not exceeding five years, as to such police court
or stipendiary magistrate appears proper.'

This is an Act of the Parliament of Canada,
part of its criminal law, and it appears
that Parliament in its wisdom thought
proper to encourage or invite legislation
for the establishment of such reformatories.
It was thouglit that such institutions would
be useful and ought to be encouraged, and
if they were organized magistrates would
have authority to send criminals to them.
If we are going to reform criminals it is
not by sending them away to institutions
where they cannot be taught religion that
it will be done. They must have some
religious instruction if they are to be
reformed; and if you send them to an
institution where you have all classes and
all religions, what is the effect ? When
you have the clergy of the different deno-
minations quarrelling amongst themselves
you have a subject for scandal amongst
the criminals themselves as to what is true
religion. The simple and proper way is
to send those criminals to where they will
be taught the religion of the church to
which they belong, to place them under
the influence of teachers of the faith
in which they were born, and where
their morals can be best attended
to. Reform can only be secured under
religious training, and that training can
only be given in institutions under the
charge of a religious body. Experience
has proved that where the people of any
religious denomination undertake the re-
formation of the younger members of their

flock they succeed in doing it; but to send
them to the common gaol, bas the worst pos-
sible effect on theirmorals in after years,and
we bear the judges from all parts of the
Dominion exclaiming against the Govern-
ment for not providing proper institutions
where juvenile criminals eau be taken care
of. Sending them to gaol to associate with
old offenders means the contaminating of
their moral life. They are huddled together
with creatures of the lowest class, and the
consequence is that the prisoner comes out
of the gaol a very much worse member of
society than when he was sent there, and
the tendency al[ over this country-all
over this continent, and in every civilized
land-is to establish reformatories (not
gaols) to make people better, to improve
their morals, to purify them, to take them
out of the slough in which they bave been
living and make of theni better members
of the community, rather than to punish
them. Judges are so.much impressed with
that view of the inatter that they have asked
the Legislature of the country to give them
power to say what ought to be done with
such offenders. A person commits a crime
which renders him liable to be sent to peni-
tentiary for five years. The judge says no;
this is a first offence; I will allow the ac-
cused to go. I will call him up, lecture
him, and appeal to his sense of honour not
to repeat his offence, and say to him that
society is willing to trust him once more,
but to be carefuI and not repeat his offence.
I am not prepared to abide by ail the clauses
of this bill, because I have not looked
at it, but I think that the principle is one
which is sound and good, that it appeals
to the judgment of this House, and it will
be contrary to the spirit of the age not toact
in conformity with the propositions con-
tained in this measure.

HoN. MR. POWER.-I may say that pro-
bably the criticisn of the hon. gentleman
from Barrie on the title of the Bill is well
founded, and it can be inquired into in com-
mittee.

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

THIRD READINGS.

The following bills were reported from
the Committee on Railways,Telegraphs and
Harbours, and read the third time, and
passed:-
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Bill (25) " An Act to revive and amend
the Act to incorporate the Medicine Hat
1Railway and Coal Company." (Mr. Loug-
heed.)
. Bill (47) " An Act to amend an Act to
Inecorporate the Collingwood and Bay of
Quinté Railway Company." (Mr. Allan.)

Bill (57) "An Act to incorporate the
Buffalo Lake and Battleford Railway Coal
and Iron Company." (Mr. Read, Quinté.)

Bill (64) " An Act respecting the Berlin
and Canadian Pacifie Junction Railway
Company." (Mr. Merneir.)

Bill (68) " An Act to revive and amend
the Act to incorporate the Red Deer
Valley Railway and Coal Company."
(Mr. Lougheed.)

ATIKOKAN IRON RANGE RAILWAY
CO.'S BILL.

SECOND READING.
HoN. MR. VIDAL, from the Committee

On Railway's Telegraphs and Harbours
reported BiIl (55) " An A ct to incorporate
the Atikokan Iron Range Railway Compa-
ny" with an amendment. He said: T he
amendment consists simply in the striking
Out the words " at Fort William," the place
where the line crosses the river Kamin-
istiquia. It was thought better to strike
out those words, not desiring to locate the
exact place where the line would cross.

HON. MR. MAcINNES (Burlington)
noved that the report be adopted.

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

THE WHIRLPOOL BRIDGE CO.'S BILL.
DEFEATED IN COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. VIDAL, from the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours,
r'eported Bill (58) " An Act to incorporate
the Whirlpool Bridge Company" The com-
mfittee recommended as follows:--" That
the preamble of the said Bill has not been
proved to their satisfaction, and your com-
maittee have arrived at such decision on the
ground that the passing of the said Bill
Would be against the public interest."

HoN. MR. VIDAL moved the adoption
of the report.

iION. Mr. McCALLUM-I would like to
rnove that the fees be refunded, all except
the amount for the cost of printinig.

HON. MR. VIDAL-The money was paid
in the other House.

HON. MR. McCALLUM-How are they
to know in the other House ?

HoN. MR. MILLER-If the Bill origi-
nated in the other House we have nothing
to do with the fees.

HON. MR. ABBOTT- Should we not
send a message to the other House to show
that we find that the preamble of this Bill
has not been proven ?

HON. MR. SCOTT-The promoters of
the Bill will find it out soon enough,

HON. MR. MILLER-If the Bill origi-
nated in this House, and the money was
paid to) the Clerk of our House, then the
motion would b in order to refund the
fees; but when a Bill originates in the
House of Commons we have no control
over the money.

HON. MR. McCALLUM-We could cer-
tainly recommend that the money be
refunded, except what was paid for the
printing.

HoN. MR. VIDAL-It is quite unusual
to do it.

The motion was agreed to, and the report
was adopted.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (94) " An Act respecting the
Kingston, Smith's Falls and Ottawa Rail-
way Company." (Mr. Sullivan.)

lBill (93) " An. Act to incorporate the
Ontario and New York Bridge Company."
(Mr. MacInnes. Burlington.)

Bill (69) " An Act to confirm an Inden-
ture made between the New Brunswick
Railway Company and the Canadian Pa-
cifie Railway Company." (Mr. MacInnes,
Burlington.)

Bill (90) " An Act to revive and amend
an Act to incorporate the Cobourg,
Northumberland and Pacifie Railway Com-
pany." (Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (89) " An Act to incorporate the
Kingston and Pontiac Railway Company."
(Mr. McCallum.)

The Senate adjourned at 4:50 p.m.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, July Sth, 1891.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.
Bill (46) " An Act respecting the South

Western Railway Company." (Mr. Mac-
Ines, Burlington.)

Bill (74) " An Act further to amend the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Act, 1889."
(Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.)

Bill (65) " An Act respecting the Mon-
treal and Ottawa Railway Company."-
(Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (66) " An Act to confirm a lease
made between the Guelph Junction Rail-
way Company and the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company, and for other pur-
poses." (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.)

Bill (72) " An Act to incorporate the
Peterboro', Sudbury and Sault Ste. Marie
Railway Company." (Mr. Flint.)

Bill (75) " An Act respecting the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway Company." (Mr.
Scott.)

THE BODY-SNATCHING BILL.
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

HoN. MR. MCMILLAN, from the Select
committee apointed to consider Bill (P)
" An Act for the punishment of the offence
generally termed Body-snatching," re-
ported the same with amendments, and
moved that the report be taken into con-
sideration on Monday next. He said: I
may state that the special committee to
whom this Bill was referred had two
meetings, and upon both occasions they
went into the subject most thoroughly,
and I think that the result of the report,
as presented to the House, will show how
thoroughly they did their work. To these
gentlemen and to the Law Clerk is due the
credit of presenting it in such an improved
and, I hope, acceptable form to the House.

The motion was agreed to.

SCHOOL GRANTS IN T HE NORTH
WEST TERRITORIES.

INQUIRY.

HoN. MR. GIRARD rose to inquire,-
Whether it is the intention of the Government, if,

in view of any changes that may be made respecting

the school grants of the North-West Territories, to
provide specially for the encouragement and support
of the schools existing outside of the orgamzed
districts of the North-West Territories ?

He said: I wish to correct an error in
a speech which I had occasion to make
recently in refercuce to the North-West.
I was under the impression at the time
that the Government was giving absolutely
nothing in aid of the schools in the unor-
ganized territories. I understand, since
then, that a certain appropriation has been
made to assist the schools in that country.
The first gentleman to introduce such a
measure was the present Minister of the
Interior, the Hon. Mr. Dewdney. While
he was Lieutenant Governor of the North-
West Territories he was the first to make
an appropriation for the schools. not only
in the territories under bis administration,
but also in that unorganized country known
as the Mackenzie River district. That
appropriation was submitted to and ap-
proved by the Goverument here, and this
aid bas been given ever since to all the
schools inexistence in the North-West. Now
that a new organization of the North-West
Territories is likely to be made, a portion
of this grant may be dropped. In the
North-West Territories the appropriation
bas been divided in accordance with the
surveys made. It could not bc made to the
unorganized territories, they not having
been surveyed; but assistance was given
to these latter institutions from time to
time, and they were absolutely under the
laws of the North-West Territories. I have
been told that it will be impossible to
make a division in the same way. I think
an appropriation of some hundreds of dol-
lars was made, without anv distinction of
creed or nationality, to the schools in the
district to which I have referred. Being
afraid that important part of the Domi-
nion would be forgotten in the new arran-
gement, I took the liberty to put this
question on the paper, with a view of as-
certaining the intention of the Govern-
ment in respect to this question. The
schools are open, not only to Indians, but
also to balf-breeds, and to the few white
people there. They are specially for
the Indians and half-breeds, and unless
the Government give assistance to train
these people they will remain in a
state of barbarism. Mr. Dewdney made a
good beginning in pressing upon the
Government to make an allowance for the
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maintenance of those schools, and I hope,
and have no doubt, that the present
Government will follow up this firet step
in the right direction. With the well
known liberality of the leader of the House
and of the Government, I should be sur-
prised if he did not continue that liberal
policy, and I hope in future arrangements
Which may be made that unorganized
territory will not be forgotten, and that it
will continue to receive the small assis-
tance that has been extended to it up to the
present time.

ION. MR. ABBOTT-As my hon. friend
correctly stated,therehasbeen agrant made
for some years past for these schools, and
it is not the intention of the Government
to make any change in that grant. They
Propose to continue it.

AN EXPORT DUTY ON SAW LOGS.

INQUIRY.

H1ON. MR. FLINT rose to inquire,-

Whether it is the intention of the Government to
again impose an export duty on saw logs and timber
taken from Canada to the United States to be manu-
factured into lumber?

He said: In rising to address you at the
present time, I think the matter to which
I am about to call attention is of great im-
p ortance to the country, and I trust this

ouse will hear me patiently. Some
twenty years or more ago I took up the
question of the exportation of saw logs
and timber to the United States, duty free,
in order to have it thoroughly ventilated,
and to have an export duty put on for
the protection of our mills. Along the
]Bay of Quinté, at Trenton, Belleville and
Shannonville, logs were brought down by
the Americans, and sold, by people who
got them out, to the Americans, to the in-
Jury of our milis, and they wvere rafted and
taken over to Oswego, a distance of 110

.Miles; and I showed conclusively on that
Occasion that the slabs, edgings and butt
ends of the loge, together with the saw-
dust, paid all the expenses of transporta-
tion from Canada to Oswego. Some said
it was very curious indeed-how could saw-
dust pay anything? It was used for fuel,
for bedding for horses, and for packing
various kinds of goods. At all events, an
exportduty was put on by the Government.
Last year I believe it was taken off, for

what reason I do not know. I trust we shall
find out in the end how it came to be taken
off and the Americans were again allowed
to take away our timber free of duty. I
make this statement now, and I will show
you from a western paper what the timber
which was taken from this country last year
in one section alone would amount to when
manufactured into lumber. It was only last
year that the duty was taken off. Since
then there was taken by N. Holland,
of the Sagi-naw Lumber Company, 30,000,-
000 feet; by J. W.Heney & Sons, Saginaw,
20,000,000 feet; by Silbey & Barringer,
Saginaw, 20,000,000 feet; by Algers &
Smith, Lake Huron, to Detroit and
Lake Erie points, 80,000,000 feet lum-
ber. Taking that together, we have
150,000,000 feet. Now, let us make a
calculation, and see how many logs that
took, and as an old lumberman I have a
good idea on the subject. We always cal-
culate that 5 standard logs will make 1,000
feet of lumber. At that rate, 750,000 saw
logs were exported to make that quantity
of lumber. At 4 3tandard logs to the tree,
that would make 187,500 trees. In the part
of the country where I lumbered it was
very difficult to get 4 standard logs out of a
tree. We calculated that instead of getting
a 20-inch log at the small end, which would
be called a standard, we would get 18
inches all through ; so that while it would
make 187,500 trees, if the logs were all
first rate, at 4 to the tree, I calculate that
it would take about 200,000 trees in order
to make this quantity of lumber. When
we add to that the waste of other timber
in cutting down that large number of trees,
and what would naturally be left in the
woods, it would be a large amount, and
this timber has gone to the United States
ta be manufactured into lumber there since
the duty has been taken off. It is said
that the Americans have taken off $1 of
the duty that was on sawn lumber. That
is no benefit to us: we do not pay the duty.
Some gentlemen think we have to pay the
duty; don't I have to pay the duty
on the cloth that is in my coat when I buy
it in Canada ? And if I had to pay it in the
United States I would have to pay the
duty in that country. There is no sech
thiig as our paying the duty on what we
send to the States. They pay it there,
and I have yet to learn from some other
source that lumber has brought any more
to the Canadians, as a general thing, for
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their taking off that duty. At all events,
there is $150,000 of duty which bas been
lost to the Government, allowing $1 per
1,000 feet. Having mentioned that much
im connection with the quantity of timber,
trees, and so on, I would say now, ir refer-
once to our own mills-what encourage-
ment have our men of means to build large
inills to manufacture the timber in that
part of the country into lumber ? None at
ail. I certainly, as an old lumberman,
would not think of putting one dollar into
a mill to manufacture lumber while the
Americans have such a large advantage,
for which they give us nothing in return.
What have they to give in return for our
timber? They have nothing. Timber is
very different from everthing else we have
to sell. When it is once cut down it is
gone, particularly pine-gone forever. If
you undertake to plant a pine grove you
may live to see a small tree. I have
seen pines that were planted 40 years
ago that would not make more than
a log 15 inches in diameter, and only
two logs to the tree. That would not
pay this country. HLogs, sheep, and other
agricultural produce can be produced from
year to year, but the timber, when it is
once cut, i- gone forever. Therefore, it is
a loss to this country. I eau assure hon.
gentlemen that some lumber which could
have been got for $6 or $7 fifteen years ago
cannot now be bought in Belleville, or even
the back country,thirty or forty miles from
Belleville, for $12 or $14 now, on account
of the scarcity of timber. At the time
that the Anericans took away our timber
they took enough to have supplied our
mills for another four years with saw logs.
If they are going to take away our timber
what will our mills have to do ? The
Americans will not eut their own timber,
if they can get ours for nothing. The con-
sequence is, we will soon run short. The
vast amount of timber here that I have
mentioned, representing at least 200,000
trees eut every year, makes a big hole in
the wilderness, and in a very short time
there will be no timber of any consequence
for anybody to eut. It is injurious to
our mills, which make generally, notwith-
standing all the difficulties under which
they labour, about a dollar and a-half on
every thousand they eut, independent of
the loss of the logs and the duties payable
to the Government on their logs. So you
see what the country loses. Our mills

cannot compete with theirs,because we have
to pay from a dollar to a dollar and a-half
a thousand for shipping our lumber to the
United States, while they are getting really,
in the way I have mentioned, the timber
for nothing,when they are taking it in logs.
Not only our millers, but our labouring men
suffer. Do we wish to keep our people in
this country, or do we wish to drive them
to the United States, in order to get employ-
ment; because under their law now, if
people go there to work they must take the
oath of allegiance and become American
citizeus,and consequently they are lost to us
for good. Our object should be to keep our
labouring men amongst us, and in order to
do that we should endeavor to keep the very
thing which will retain our labouring popu-
lation in the country. iNot only our
labouring men, but all our people suffer by
it, because what the labouring men do not
get cannot circulate amongst the mer-
chants and public generally. The loss to
the country is complete, and therefore I
think it is nothing but reasonable that an
export duty should be put on equal to the
emergency. I know that a commission is
to sit at Washington to deal with the
question of reciprocity. I do not believe
in reciprocity myself. I have seen enough
of it, and I believe we would do better, as
a general thing, to mind our own buEiness
and let them mind theirs. That is the view
I entertain now, and the view I have
entertained for a long time. When the
old reciprocity treaty was abrogated I
realized on my lumber 82 per thousand
more than I had made during the whole
time that the treaty was in existence.
It shows, at least, that the treaty was
no particular benefit to us. If they
want anything from us, let us be
willing to give it to them at a fair price,
and if we want anything frdm the Ameri-
cans, we can get it in the same way. I
believe, as firmly as I believe that I stand
here, that had I in 1852, when I started
my large steam mill in Belleville, taken a
trip to Liverpool and London and estab-
lished agencies there to sell my lumber, 1.
would have made a large sum of money,
instead of losing over $100,000. If reci-
procity is ever brought about-and I do
not believe it will be--they will get the
advantage, and I trust that thoso who are
going there will be as wide awake as our
neighbours. You watch a Yankee when
he i making a bai'gain: if it is a good one
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for him he is whittling towards himself,
and when he is making a bad one he is
vhittling from him. I saw that years ago
when I was watching them trying to make
a bargain. Idesirethatourlumbershould
be saved for our mills, and not only for our
mills, but also for the benefit of our
labourers, and not have them driven out
of the country and become citizens of the
United States. If we cannot give them
labour they will go where they can find
it, and if they go to the United States
they must become American citizens or
they cannot get work. I was reading an
account of a man who went there without
taking his tools with him. They would not
let him come back to get them. No-he
Tmust stay there and become naturalized
and buy bis tools there, of course. I
brought up this question to-day to get
Some information from the Government in
respect to it. I have no desire to hamper
them in any way in respect to a recipro-
City treaty, but if they will just be of my
opinion, and of the opinion of those who
have studied this question very carefully,
they will be very cautious how they pro-
ceed. They will watch the direction in
Which the Americans are whittling, at all
events. I have no idea that a reciprocity
treaty will be made, for unless our neigh-
bours will get decidedly the best of us they
'will have nothing to do with us. They
have an idea that they will coerce us into
their union, but God forbid that we should
ever have anything to do with them in
that way.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I do not think
that this is the proper time to for any
lengthy debate on this question. but we
inust be all thankful to my hon. friend for
having brought this subject before the
House. He never rises in his place but what
he has something of importance to bring
before us, and his reasons and his conclu-
sions seem always correct, and he gener-
ally has the House with him. I must say
that when I heaid of this export duty
having been taken off saw logs i was very
mfuch surprised. Our present leader was
not, of course, responsible for that act.
Re was not then leading the Government,
but I thought then, as I do now, that it was
a most unwise policy. The United States
are getting short in their supply of timber,
their forests are becoming depleted, and
their timber reserves are confined to cer-

tain small sections, and if they can delude
)ur people into depleting our forests t.o
supply the raw material for American
mills and workmEn they will make every
effort to do so. Of course, it is a very wise
policy on the part of the United States, but
it is a policy that would be suicidai for our
people to adopt. It is a policy that does
not meet with any encouragement in Nova
Scotia. In my province, our people first
looked upon the removal of $1 a thousand
from the duty on pine lumber as a boon;
but they found that that was not sufficient
to obtain for them the United States mar-
kets-in fact,when the duty was taken off,
in certain localities we had the logs sawn
into lumber in the United States and
brought back and sold in competition with
ours, and both political parties in Nova
Scotia are now opposed to the repeal of the
export duties on logs. If the leader of the
Government cannot tell us why the export
duty was taken off saw logs I hope he
will be in a position to inform us that it is
to be re-imposed, as its removal certainly
has not worked in the interests of Canada.
I cannot say anything more than my
hon. friend has said on the subject, bis
remarks have been so cogent and so much
to the point.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
who put this question alluded to the nego-
tiations which are about to take place be-
tween this country and the United States
on the trade question, and I am sure that
he will find it a sufficient reason for my
answering that these negotiations are ex-
pected, and that it is not the intention of
the Government at this moment to make
any change in matters of this description
pending these negotiations.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Nor at any other
time.

SENATE AND HOUSE OF COMMONS
BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (43) " An Act
further th amend Chap. 11 of the Revised
Statutes, intituled: ' An Act respecting
the Senate and House of Commons.'"

(In the Committee.)
On the lst clause.-
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HON. MR. POWER-This clause differs
from the existing section of chap. Il of
the Revised Statutes only in the addition
of the words, " but no such allowance
shall be made for travelling outside of
Canada." This addition -was made, I be-
lieve, for the purpose of preventing the
recurrence of a case which took place last
session. It was pointed out by the bon.
leader of the Government, when the Bill
was at its second reading, that, without a
slight amendment, the Bill might prevent
members from the lower provinces from
making use of the Short Line in coming to
Parliament; and in order to avoid that
difficulty I beg to move to amend the
clause by adding the following words,
suggested by the bon. leader of the
Government: " Except from one point in
Canada to another by any direct route."

HoN. MR. VIDAL-Before the amend-
ment is adopted I would ask the attention to
an amendment which suggests itself to me
as being preferable to that which has
already been made and the one proposed to
be added to it-whether it would not be
better to strike out that amendment that
has been added, and simply to insert after
the word " residence," in the ninth line,
the words " in Canada."

HON. MR. POWER-I think that is really
the best suggestion.

HON. MR. MILLER-I do not think the
clause requires any amendment at all.

HON. MR. DEBOUCHERVILLE-Sup-
pose we provide that unless a member
resides in Canada he is to have no mileage
at all ?

HON. MR. VIDAL-1 think it would be
well to provide that if a man is to be a
representative in the. Canadian Legislature
that he should reside in Canada. With
respect to computing the mileage by the
most direct route, it might, at times, be
inconvenient. A member might find it
convenient to come to Ottawa by a round-
about route, and would not get his mileage
at all.

HON. MR. POWER-He would get his
mileage computed on the most direct
route.

HoN. MR. MLLLER-I think the clause
is very well as it is. It not only meets
one objection, but it meets all of the
objections. It necessitates a member's
residence being in Canada, and I think in
that way it meets the objection which has
been stated, that a member should not be
allowed to live outside of the Dominion,
and it meets also the question of comput-
ing mileage.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The hon. gentle-
man bas forgotten that to insert the words
suggested by either of the hon. gentlemen
who spoke last would be to create a new
disqualification for a member of Parlia-
ment. It is an important question. It is
quite possible that a member, in the strict
legal sense of the phrase, might not have
his residence in Canada, or might not have
a domicile in Canada. He might have a
temporary residence outside of Canada, as
in the case referred to, and it seems to me
that it would be a little hard to disqualify a
man for membership by reason of a tem-
porary or accidentai cirumstance of that
kind. The object of this amendment is: sup-
posing that a man may be a temporary
resident outside of Canada, he shall not
collect mileage for the distance that he
travels outside of Canada in coming to
Parliament, which is an object that every-
body would agree to ; but I am not pre-
pared to say what the effect of the disqua-
lification of a member who does not reside
in Canada would be. For the moment, I
think we had better content ourselves with
this clause, which remedies an evil which
has actually occurred and may possibly
occur again, and leave the question ofqua-
lificatioti as it is for the present.

HON. MR. MILLER.-There is this to be
said: the law would not, as it stands now,
affect the senators, because a senator is
obliged to reside in his own province, but
it might affect members of the House of
Comnmons, and if they thought proper to
send us a Bill of this kind1 do not know
why we should hesitate to pass it.

HON. MR. DEVER-Would it not affect
senators coming to Parliament from the
Lower Provinces, and passing through the
State of Maine ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The object of the
amendment is to prevent it affecting mem-
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bers coming from the lower provinces CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS OF THE
through the State of Maine. SENATE.

HON. MR. MILLER-Does the hon. lea-
der of the House think the amendment of
the hon. gentleman from Halifax neces-
sary ?

HoN. MR. POWER-It is really an
amendment suggested by the Minister ot
Justice.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-It was suggested
by the Minister of Justice that members
of Parliament coming through a foreign
country, as some of our members from the
lower provinces have to do in passing
through Maine, might be prejudicially
affected by it, and it was thought better to
put in this amendment to avoid any doubt.

The amendment was agreed to.

HON. MR. McCLELAN, from the com-
mittee, reported the Bill as amended.

The report was adopted, and the amend-
ment was concurred in.

THE PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.

THIRD REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ADOPTED.

IloN. MR. READ moved the adoption of
the Third Report of the Joint Committee of
both Houses on the Printing of Parliament.
HIe said : This report recommends that
Mr. Whillock be employed permanently in
the distribution office, as he was not pro-
vided for as recommended last year. The
Committee also recommend that fifty
Copies of the papers relating to the exten-
s'on and development of trade between the
United States and the Dominion of Canada
be placed at the disposal of the Library ;
also fifty copies of the Behring Sea papers.
They also recommend that 12,000 copies
Of the report of the commissioner repre-
senting Canada at Jamaica be printed.
They recommend also the printing of the
report of the Select Committee of the
Senate appointed to inquire into the
resourcos of the Great Mackenzie River
Basin, 5,000 copies for distribution.

The motion was agreed to, and the
report was adopted.

SECOND REPORT.

HON. MR. READ moved the adoption of
the Second Report of the Select Committee
on the contingent accounts of the Senate.
He said: The recommendation of this re-
port is based on the action taken on the
death of the late Mr. Fennings Taylor on
the 5th May, 1882, as follows:-

" Your committee have heard with much regret of
the death of Fennings Taylor, Esquire, Deputy Clerk
of your honourable House, and desire to place on
record their high appreciation of his long and faithful
service, in consideration of which your comnittee
recommend that a sum equal to one year's salary of
the office held by him be paid to his widow."

In 1885 there was a standing order of
the House, which it would be perhaps as
well for me to read. It is in these words:

" Your committee recommend that the Clerk of
the Senate be authorized to pay, from the day of the
decease of any officer, clerk or servant of the Senate,
on the permanent list, a gratuity of two months' pay
of such oflicer, clerk or servant, to his widow or
orphaned children."

That standing order was amended last
year by adding, in certain cases, thait the
payment should be made to other relatives
of a deceased officer of this House if he had
not children or a widow, but had a sister
or aunt, or some one depending on him,
and this two months' gratuity has been paid
by the Clerk, so that whatever action the
House may chose to take in this matter
may be taken into consideration.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-J do not desire to
argue this question to-day, because it has
been suggested by some friend of the reci-
pient of this vote that if the matter were
put over for a few days some amicable so-
lution might be reached; but 1 would point
out to my hon. friend that thisvote to-day
is two months' salary more than was voted
to Mrs. Fennings Taylor. What was voted
to Mrs. Taylor was twelve months' salary,
but this vote to Mrs. Adamson would be
fourteen months' salary. I understand that
the standing order of 1885 was passed for
the express purpose of putting an end to
solicitation aid discrimination that fol-
lowed any misfortune to any member of
the staff, and it was sought to establish a
uniform rate, which, I believe, has been
universally adhered to, and is now the
standing rule in all the departments and in
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the other House. I am not aware of any
instance in which it has been varied from,
either in the departments or in the other
House. There may be s6me, but I do not
know of any. I would ask, in conformity
with the suggestion made to me, to let
this report stand over until Monday for
consideration.

HON. MR. MILLER-I may say, as a
member of the committee, that the com-
mitee was not aware at the time that this
report was made that Mrs. Adamson had
received the salary for these two months.
I presume, if we had been aware of that the
report would have been modified accord-
ingly.

HON. MR. POWER-If there is to be a
discussion in connection with this matter,
does not the leader of the House think
that it might more properly take place in
the committee than in the House?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-Yes; I proposed
that yesterday, butit was suggested that
probably we might come to a conclusion
which would render any discussion unneces-
sary, and that it would be passed at once;
but if a discussion is necessary I would
press the suggestion that I made yeRterday,
that it should be sent to the committee to
be discussed there.

HON. MR. MILLER-Sending a report
back to a committee implies a disagree-
ment with the action of the committee,
and I think it would be just as well to let
the report stand over, as suggested by the
leader of the Government, until iMonday.

HON. MR. VIDAL-It appears very
desirable to send it back to the committee
for this reason-because, if any change is
made in the report here it will be a more
direct censure than sending it back to the
committee.

HoN. MR. MILLER-There is some
force in that. I would ask that the report
be allcwed to stand over until Monday.

HON. MR. POWER-There is one point
which should be borne in mind in con-
sidering this question, that the decoased
officer had been for over forty years in the
service of the House before that standing
order was passed.

The report was allowed to stand over
until Monday.

LAKE ERIE AND DETROIT RIVER
RAILWAY CO.'S BILL.

REFERRED TO THE COMMITTEE ON STANDING
ORDERS.

The Order of the Day being called,-
Second reading of Bill (60) " An Act
respecting the Lake Erie, Essex and Detroit
River Railway Company, and to change
the name thereof to 'The Lake Erie and
Detroit River Railway Company.'"

HON. MR. ALLAN said: When I moved
that the Bill be rend the second time to-
day, I was not aware that no petition had
been presented to the House. I therefore
move that the Order of the Day be dis-
charged, and that the Bill be referred to
the Committee on Standing Orders and
Private Bills.

HoN. MR. 3MILLER-The chairman of
the Standing Orders Committee is in his
place, and I wish to bring to his notice,
and to the notice of the House, what is
going to be the result ultimately of a
course which has been adopted on two or
three occasions this session, and has just
now been suggested by the hon. member
from Toronto. If this course can be
adopted of sending a Bill, after its first
reading, to the Committee on Standing
Orders, to be reported on by that commit-
tee without a petition, we will soon have
no petitions presented at all, and the prac.
tice will become general. There will
cease to be any necessity for a petition.
In two or three cases which have occurred
this. session the Standing Orders Com-
mittee reported recommending a suspen-
sion of the rule. I do not say that it is
improper to refer a Bill, for which there
bas been no petition, to the Committee on
Standing Orders, but there ought to be
exceptional circumstances to justify such
action, and these circumstances ought to
be given to the House. There ought to
be something to justify the action of the
House in pursuing an exceptional course.
Hon. members ought to understand that
if the House is asked to pursue an excep-
tional course with respect to a particular
Bill we ought to have the reasons for it.

HON. MR. K AUL BA CH-Is not the fact
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of sending it back to the committee agood be discharged, and the said Bill be referred
reason for suspending the rule? to the Committee on Standing Orders and

Private Bills.
HON. MR. ALLAN-I have neither rea-

Son nor excuse for seuding the Bill to the HoN. MR. MILLER-The House will
Committee on Standing Orders. I have perceive the opportuneness of the remarks
simply followed what bas been the practice 1 made just now. The pratice is becoming
in this flouse on similar occasions, and common. Two cases of the same character
Which practice the House bas followed; have occurred on the one day. I think it
but I am perfectly free to say that, ai- should be well understood that the House
though I do not wish my particular Bill to will not, unless there are good reasons
be made an example of, I do think it would shown for doing so, permit these Bills to
be a very excellent thing indeed if it were be referred to the committee. The House
iade known that if hon. gentlemen who should iot permit its rules to be disre-

are interested in having legislation through garded in this way.
this House do not take the trouble to go
through the proper forms and present HON. MR. GIRARD-The Committee
Petitions, as they are bound in ail respects on Standing Orders and Private Bills is
in this House to do, I should be very much in the hands of the House: the remarks
inclined to urge that in those cases the which have just been made will naturally
Bill should not be allowed to pass at ail receive serious consideration. For my part,
unless there were some special reasons' having the hononr to be chairman of that
given why it was not possible to present L committee, I regret sometimes that too
Petition. To illustrate the casual way in great liberality bas been extended in some
Which that sort of thing is done: in this cases; but at the same time, we had to fol-
very case, after the Bill was handed to me low precedent more or less. We have tried
and after I had moved that the second to get infbrmation and explanations as far
reading take place to-day, the gentleman as possible ; perhaps we have been too in.
in the House of Commons who requested dulgent, but now that we have an expres-
nie to take charge of it wrote me a note sion of opinion from the House it will be
enclosing the petition, and said he believed easier for the committee to take a decided
the petition had not been piresented in this stand. Either this practice must end, oi
Rouse. Therefore, I say that people should the rule will have to be modified. For my
be given to understand that if they do not part, I will give the most serious conside
present their petitions their Bills will not ration to the remarks which have been
be allowed to pass. made here to-day, and if in any case thE

rules have been departed from our repor
The motion was agreed to. will be accompanied by such explanationf

as will justify its adoption by the House
BRIGIBTON,WARKWORTH AND NOIR-

WOOD RAILWAY CO.'S BILL. HON. MR. KAULBACH - The hon
member from Richmond says that unles

REFERRED TO THE COMMITTEE ON sTAND- some cogent reasons are given for suspend
ING ORDERS. ing the rule of the House these Bill

The Order of the Day being called,-Se- should not be referred back to the com
cOnd reading Bill (86) " An act to incor- mittee; but how is the House to know
P(-rate the Brighton, Warkworth and Nor- those reasons, unless we send the Bill t
Wood Railway Company." the committee to be reported upon ?

ON. M said: This Bill HON. MR. MILLER-I do not object t

Stan.MR. MCCALLI M sa i : s Bil the House doing so, but what I desire itands in precisey the same position as the that reasons should be given to the Hous
One which bas just been referred to the for such action.Standing Orders Committee. But this Ican
Say, the petition for this Bill was mislaid in HON. MR. ALLAN-My hon. friend'
SOnoe way. It bas been for some time in question is very easily answered : it wil

be for the Committee on Standing Order
the hands of Mr. Soutter upstairs, and to say whethor there is good ground fo
therefore I move that the Order of the Day letting the Bill pass.
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HON. MR. POWER-There is this thing
to be borne in mind with respect to the,
present cuse : if the petition did not come.
here it was not through any fault of the
promoter of the Bill; and 1 think, con-
sidering that there have been some thou-
sands of petitions on the prohibition ques-
tion in the office of the Senate to which
this was sent, it is not to be wondered at
that one petition has ione astray. The
wonder is, rather, that more have not gone
astray.

HoN. MR. VIDAL-I am afraid that the
practice which we are proposing to follow
is one that is likely to result in confusion.
The rule of the House is perfectly clear
and distinct: when a Bill comes to us from
the House of Commons which is not based
on a petition no further step beyond the
first reading can be taken on ituntil it bas
gone to the Private Bills Committee, to be
reported on as to the petition. It appears
to me that there is a liability that this
mistake may be made-that if it is referred
to the committee without instructions
they may treat it in the ordinary way, as
if it had been introduced on a petition.
Therefore, if it is considered necessary to
refer a Bill by motion to the Private Bills
Committec the ground for doing so should
be stated-that the petition has not been
presented. There is a liability to deal
with it as an ordinary Bill if that is not
stated.

HON. MR. ALLAN-The Bill is referred
to them as the Standing Orders Commit-
tee,and not as the Private Bills Committee.
In the case of the Bill which I moved be
referred back to the committee, when the
Bill came in the first instance, had I been
aware of the fact that no petition was pre-
sented it would have gone, as a matter of
course, to the Private Bills Committee.

IioN. MR. MILLER-When the Bill
came before the House it should have
regularly gone to the Standing Orders
Committee; but an irregular step was
taken, and to get over that irregular step
it is now necessary to move that the Order
of the Day be discharged, and that the Bill
be sent to the committee. This motion
is rendered necessary by the irregular step
already taken. What I contend for is this:
that when such a course is intended suffi-
cient reason should be given to the House

for referring the Bill to the Standing
Orders Committee and for the non-presen-
tation of the petition and for non-compli-
ance with the rules of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

A SUPPLY BILL.
FIRST READING.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (137) " An Act for
granting to Her Majesty certain sums of
money required for defraying certain
expenses of the Public Service for the finan-
cial years ending respectively the 30th of
June, 1891, and the 30th of June, 1892, and
for other purposes relating to the Public
Service."

The Bill was read the first time.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I suppose hon.
gentlemen are familiar with the fact that
this is a partial Supply Bill, which has
been passed by agreement in the other
House. I move that it be read the second
time to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

ALBERTA RAILWAY AND COAL
CO.'S BILL.

FIRST READING.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (16) " An Act to
amend the Acts relating to the Alberta
Railway and Coal Company."

The Bill was read the first time.

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved that the Bill
be read the second time to-morrow.

HON. MR. POWER-The Bill cannot be
read to-morrow ; it cannot be read the
second time before Friday.

HoN. MR. OGILVIE-The rule requires
only one intermediate day.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-The practice is
that each reading of the Bill shall take
place on a separate day.

HON. MR. MILLER-The rule says that
the Bill shall be read on three separate
days.

The motion was agreed to.
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Bill (80) " An Act respecting the To-
ronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Railway
Company." (Mr. Sanford).

The Senate adjourned at 4:45 p.m.

, TIHE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, 9th July, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock, p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (67) " An Act respecting the Vic-
toria, Saanich and New Westminster Rail-
Way Company." (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)

Bill (78) " An Act to confirm an Agree-
rnent between the Shuswap and Okanagon
Rai lway Company and the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company, and to confer further
p-owers on the Shuswap and Okanagon
Railway Company." (Mr. McInnes, B.C.)

Bill (73) " An Act respecting the South
Ontario Pacifie Railway Company." (Mr.
Vidai, in the absence of Mr. MacInnes,
Burlington.)

Bill (43) " An Act further to amend cap.
Il of the Revised Statutes, intituled: 'An
Act respecting the Senate and House of
Commons."' (Mr. Power.)

PEMININE OFFENDERS IN NOVA
SCOTIA BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
inittee of the Whole on Bill (R) " An Act
respecting certain Feminine offenders in
the Province of Nova Scotia."

(In the Committee.)

On the lst clause,-

RIoN. MR. GOWAN-I must say that I
Iegret the introduction of special legis-
lation with regard to reformatories, homes
and refuges. I think it would be much
botter to leave it to the care of the State,
and that all should be put under one gene-
Itl regulation; at the same time, I recog-
nize the existence of such institutions in

14J

the several provinces and of legislation
relating to them in the Dominion statutes,
and I fear the matter has gone too far to
hark back. Under these circumstances, I
am prepared to give a fair consideration
to the Bill introduced by my hon. friend
from Halifax, for I quite recognize that
the promoters of the Bill are animated by
the most benevolent purposes. There are
a great many points in this measure to
which I shall advert as the Bill proceeds.
The measure is framed in a sort o mosaic;
it is taken, for the most part, with very
many alterations from statutes which are
already in existence. The spirit in which
this Bill was framed by my hon. friend from
Halifax I think is quite apparent when
one reads the very opening words. He had
adopted new and strange terms through-
out the Bill in various places. It may be
as a matter of taste or it may be with some
other object. In the very opening ho
speaks of " feminine " offenders in the Pro-
vince of Nova Scotia. I cannot really
understand why my hon. friend uses that
term.

HON. MR. POWER-I admitted yesterday
that my hon. friend's criticism on the title
of the Bill was quite correct, and I was
prepared to alter it, so I hope my hon.
friend will not dwell upon a point on which
we are agreed.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I will not dwell on
that, but it gives the key note to the alter-
ations throughout. I would be surprised
if my hon. friend adhered to that term,
because if we adopted it we should be
making ourselves a laughing stock
wherever the English language is spoken.
In the United States it is said that a cer-
tain preacher once observed that heaven
was filled with a large majority of ladies
while the gentlemen were in a minority.
My hon. friend's term is of that character,
while a translation of it is altogether
impossible. The French edition does not
give it; if translated at all it should be
translated as an Act respecting delicate
offenders, or elegant offenders, or an
Act respecting the tender sex offenders-
something of that kind should have been
introduced if it was properly translated,
and if my hon. friend would translate it
into latin he would find the same difficulty.
I merely mention that because it gives the
key note to many of the alterations that
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my hon. friend has undertaken to make in
the laws on the face of the Statute-book
with respect to the provisions that are
contained in this Bill. Now the preamble
of the Bill says:

" Whereas the sisters of the Good Shepherds at Hal-
ifax, a corporation constituted by an Act of the Legis-
lature of the Province of Nova Scotia, passed during
the present year, having established in the city of
Halifax, in the said province, a reformatory for
wonien and girls, under the name of the Good
Shepherd Reformatory, and an industrial refuge for
girls under the name of the Good Shepherd Industrial
Refuge. '

I assume that this is the fact, but we have
no evidence of it, and I quite admit that if
the Act cannot be brought into effect until
after the publication in the Royal Gazette
of Nova Scotia of the proclamation issued
by the Lieutenant Governor of that prov-
ince, the Lieutenant Governor would prob-
ably see that as a matter of fact the insti-
tion alleged does exist. It may exist, but
we have no proof that it does, and the
preamble to the first section, which we are
now considering, would cover that ground.
Assuming that to be the fact and assuming
that the first clause would sufficiently
establish that fact, I would have no objec-
tion myself to this clause. Can my hon.
friend give me any light as to whether that
fact is established or not?

HoN. MR. POWER-The institution has
been established for some months. I have
visited it myself, and I am perfectly aware
that it is in existence; but as the hon.
gentleman who bas just taken his seat bas
very properly stated, inasmuch as this Act
does not go into operation until the Lieu-
tenant-Governor of Nova Scotia has been
satisfied that the institution has been
opened and is in proper working condi-
tion, and has issued a proclamation to that
effect, no difficulty could arise, even if the
institution was not aiready in existence.
With respect to the first clause, the hon.
gentleman says he does not see any objec-
tion to it, but it may be just as wel l to cal]
attention to the fact that the wording of
the first clause, as to the proclamation, is
taken f rom an .Act passed by this Parlia.
ment in 1884, with respect to the Halifax
Reformatory School for boys of the Roman
Catholic faith, and the substance of the
clause is the same as that first section.
Section 65 of chap. 183 of the Revised
Statutes is also almost identical with
section 31 respecting the Andrew Mer-

cer Reformatory for females. I stated at
the second reading of this Bill, that all
of the clauses in it were to be found in
existing Dominion Statutes, and the lan-
guage I used was that they were either to
be found in the Act respecting the Andrew
Mercer Reformatory, or in Acts respecting
the Halifax Industrial Schools. The hon.
gentleman will observe that there was
something said as to a possible-abuse of
this Act; but it will be seen that no girl
can be sentenced to this institution who is
not a Roman Catholic, so that there does
not seem to be any opening for prosely,
tism.

The clause was agreed to.

On the second clause,--

HoN. MR. GOWAN-This second clause
appears to be taken, so far as I can see,
and i have the advantage of getting a note
from my hon. friend on the subject, from
the 32nd clause of the Act, chapter 183,
and I would ask my hon. friend why he
departs from the language used and ap-
proved of by the most eminent jurists-
language hitherto used throughout all our
criminal statutes? We certainly cannot
distinguish between convicts, whether they
are Jew or Gentile, whether Roman Ca-
tholic or Protestants. My hon. friend
may, perhaps, desire to deal delicately with
Roman Catholie convicts, but I do not sce
why he should change the terms that are
used in statutes already in existence. He
employs here the language: " Any woman
or girl " instead of " Any female," which
is used throughout the other statutes. It
is not merely a matter of taste, but it is an
objectionable thing to have a variety of
terms apply to the same thing used in stat-
utes. It always gives ritse to objection, and I
do not see why my hon. friend has departed
from custom in adopting a term which is
not known on the face of the Statute-book,
and which such jurists as Stephen and
MacCauley and others have sanctioned.
Then there is another and still more mate-
rial objection to this in my mind. The
latter part of the clause reads: " And such
woman or girl shall thereupon be impri-
soned in such reformatory for the residue
of the said term, and shall be subject to all
rules and regulations of the reformatory."
That, no doubt, is copied from sec. 32,
but the clause from which it is taken refers
to rules made by authority and sanctioned
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by authority. We do not know what the
rules of this institution may be with regard
to the time of work, wi th regard to dietary
or with regard to discipline. We know
nothing of that; and it is more important
for this reason that sec. 6 provides that
the prisoners and those confined in the
refor.matory shall. be subject to all the
rIules and regulations and discipline thereof
"Until the term for which she has been
sentenced is completed, or until she is
Otherwise discharged in due course of
law; " and by another Act, I think sec. 17,
the provisions of the second section of*
chap. 37 of the Statutes of Canada for 1890
are applied. Now, sec. 6 subjects the con-
victs to all rules, and sec. 17, by adopting
this Act of 1890 of the Parliament of
Canada, makes it a misdemeanour to in-
fringe the rules. The Act of Parliament
that is adapted and applied to this Act
that is the Act of 1890, chap. 937, provides:

" Every one who, being sentenced to or imprisoned
. detained in or being ordered to be detained in an
Industrial refuge, home, or industrial school by reasonOf incorrigible or vicious conduct, or, with reference
to the general discipline of the institution, is beyond
ýhe control of the officer in charge of such institution
s "uilty of a misdemeanour and may be deait with,"

oW I hesitate to accept a provision of
that kind, which makes the infringement
Of rIules of which we have no information
Whatever a misdemeanour. I think it would
be a very dangerous thing to adopt that.
The rules and regulations referred to in
the Act from which this clause in the Bill
wfas taken, section 32 of cap. 183, were
known and approved of by the proper
officer, and I think it would be a very un-
Safe thing for us to adopt the clause as it
stands, without knowing something of the
rules and regulations, and subjecting these
rIles and regulations to some proper au-
thority, as the present inspectors or the
Government. I think it would be a very
tinsafe thing to say that we are to adopt
rIules of which we know nothing and make
the infringement of these rules a mis-
deneanour.

lION. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.) - I
hOld in my hand a report issued by the
Government of Ontario, of a commission
aPpointed by them to inquire into the re-
foriatories, and it comes in very à-propos
at this time. They specially recommend
that children should not be committed to
reformatories only as a last resource.

The remarks made by the Commission
appointed by the Government of Ontario,
are very important. We know that chil-
dren sent to reformatory institutions may
be enslaved, worked hard on poor fare,
badly clad and harshly treated. I do not
propose to ask the committee to rise, as
there are other clauses of the Bill which I
wish to speak to.

HON. MR. GOWAN-To separate these
two questions, might I ask my hon. friend
if lie would consent to strike out the
words " woman and girl," and substitute
" female," in the second clause, making it in
accordance with the Act from which it is
copied.

HoN. MR. POWER-The hon. gentleman
once made some remark with regard to my
tendency to minuteness of criticism. I do
not think I ever heard a better specimen
of what the hon. gentleman calls " minute-
ness of criticism " than he bas given to
this clause. If my hon. friend turns to
the statutes he will find a number of them
where the term " woman and girl " occurs.

HION. MR. GOWAN-Why did you pro-
fess to copy this clause from the other ?
If the hon. gentleman professed to adopt
the language of the clause of the other Act,
why not follow it.

HON. MR. POWER-I am not under
cross-examination. The hon. gentleman has
no right to cross-examine me as to where
I got the language from. I have stated,
however, that I got the language substan-
tially from section 32 of cap. 183 of the
]Revised Statutes, as any hon. gentleman
can see on turning to it. Now, the hon.
gentleman has discovered that whereas
that section in the Mercer Act used the
word " female," I should not use the term
" woman or girl" in this Bill. It is
only a matter of taste, but the expressions
" woman " and "girl " are both used in the
criminal law, and for my part I think
the term "woman or girl" is a much
better expression thah female, which may
describe a dog or other animal. The
hon. gentleman also said something about
the regulations: he said that we were
approving of regulations which we did
not know of. If it is thought desirable
by the committee that those regula-
tions should be submitted to the Gov-

213



Feminine Offenders in [SENATE] .Nova Scotia Bill.

ernor in Council before going into oper-
ation I do not think there should be
any serious objection to it; but as a matter
of fact, we have passed two or three Acts
with respect to other institutions, which
did not have any such requirement
as that. The section of the Act of
last year to which the hon. gentleman
refers applies, amongst other institutions,
to the Catholic Reformatory for boys in
the city of Halifax, and there is no pro-
vision in the Act respecting that institu-
tion that the regulations shall be submitted
to anyone for approval. The danger of
abuse under this legislation is, I think,
rather imaginary than otherwise. If hon.
gentlemen will look a littie further on in
the Bill they will find that the institution
is to be at ail times open to inspection by
any persons appointed by the Governor in
Council to inspect the same. As a matter
of fact, the institution is open for inspec-
tion at ail times to any lady or.gentleman
who may choose to go there-all are wel-
come to go through it. It is situated in a
public place in the city of Halifax, and it
is open to inspection by anybody at ail
times. I do not know that there is any
necessity for saying anything more about
this, but hon. gentlemen may not per-
haps have noticed that there are two
institutions conprised in this measure.
The hon. gentleman from Lunenburg said
something about the second clause-that it
limited the persons who should be sent to
this institution to women, and girls above
16 years of age. I would direct his atten-
tion to the fact that the first clause deals
with a reformatory, an institution for
women over 16 years of age; the clauses
from 9 to 13 deal with the industrial
refuge, which is an institution for girls
under 16.

HON. MR. GOWAN-The hon. gentle-
man scarcely appreciates my position. My
question to him was not in the way of
cross-examination, but was asked in a
friendly spirit, for I do not desire to op-
pose this measure by any means, but I
desire to have it properly corrected. The
point I wish to make is this : that while
the words which are in this Bill may be
found in other statutes, they are not found
in the statutes pari materia.

HON. MR. POWER-If the hon, gentle-
man will look at section 65 and section 61

with respect to the Halifax Protestant
school he will find that the male offenders
are called " boys."

HON. MR. GOWAN-I am speaking ofthe
general rule in chap. 183, and it certainly
does not harmonize with that, and my hon.
friend knows as a professional man the
difficulties that are generated by using
different terms applying to the same sub-
jects, and if it is only a matter of taste I
do not see why he should object to the
substituting for the words he bas altered
from this clause the word " female."

HoN.MR. POWER-I think that the Act
that I have quoted to the hon. gentleman
dealing with another institution in Nova
Scotia uses the word " boy." The hon.
gentleman quotes from the Ontario Act,
which uses the word female.

HON. MR. GOWAN-It is not an Ontario
Act; it is a statute of the Dominion.

HON. MR. POWER-The hon. gentle-
man apparently cannot understand my
English, which I am afraid is not as plain
as it should be. I have quoted to the hon.
gentleman the language used in the
Dominion statutes passed within the last
few years. The term "boy" is used as apply-
ing to institutions in Nova Scotia; the
term "male" is used as applying to institu-
tions in Ontario. It is a matter of choice,
and if I happen to prefer the terminology
used in the legislation for the lower
provinces, the bon. gentleman should not
object.

HON. MR. VIDAL-1 think this very
nice question between females and girls
should be decided rather in favour of the
contention of my bon. friend from Halifax.
He is certainly correct that we should use
the term "boy " or " girl, " instead of the
adjective "female. " These rules and regu-
lations should be subject to some proper
supervision. I think there should be some
amendment to that.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Perhaps the better
way would be to strike out the words alto-
gether, because the Government takes the
authority to inspect, and if anything
wrong is being done the inspector would
have authority to right it ; whereas, I do
see an objection to having the rules and
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regulations made binding upon the inmates
of this reformatory, without our knowing
What they are. To make them subject to
the ruling of the Governor in Council
seems to me to be more elaborate than is
necessary. They are simply domestie rules,
I suppose, to keep order, and so on, and
harmless rules of that kind no one would
attempt to interfere with. If anything
improper occurred the Government in-
Spector would have power to act, and it
Would be better, I think, to leave out alto-
gether the words " subject to al[ the rules
Und regulations of the reformatory, " at
the end of the second clause.

HoN. MR. POWER-That is the lan-
guage used in the Ontario Act, and it does
not do any harm.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I do not insist on
ther being struck out, but they should
either be struck out or the rules should be
subject to the approval of the Governor in
Council.

HON. MR. POWER-Certainly, that can
be inserted further on. I may mention
that before this Bill was read the second
time it was inspected by the Deputy
Minister of Justice. I do not know whether
the Minister himself looked at it or not,but the Deputy Minister inspected and
approved of it; so I feel safe in going on
With it.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I feel so strongly
that these words shoild be changed that I
iove that the words " woman or girl, " in
the first line of the second clause, be struck
out, and the word "female, " inserted in
leu. thereof.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-If my hon.
friend could show that " female " was more
expressive than " woman or girl " I would
approve of the change, but " female " need
flot necessarily apply to a human being at
ail.

HON. MR. GOWAN-My hon. friend
nay desire to have Roman Catholie con-
Viets called iii that way, but I do not think
that there should be any distinction be-
tween convicts, whether they are Turks,
Jews, Protestants or Catholics.

HoN. MB. POWER-The Act respecting

the Protestant Industrial School of Halifax
uses the term "boy," so my hon. friend
does not score the point which. he thinks
he does.

The amendement was declared lost.

HoN. MR. GOWAN-It is in the second
clause of the Bill that contains the provi-
sion with regard to the rules and regula-
tions of the reformatory, and certainly I
would be obliged to vote against the Bill
altogether, except either the suggestion of
the hon. First Minister was taken, or it was
left to some competent authority to approve
of the rules and regulations.

HON. MR. POWER-I have already
stated that there is no objection, so far as
I am concerned, at all events, to having a
clause inserted in the latter part of the Bill
to provide that the rules and regulations
shall be subject to the approval of the
Governor in Council.

The clause was adopted.

On the 9th clause,-

HoN. MR. GOWAN-This appears to be
taken from section 65, and a very material
alteration is made. The reformatory for
Catholic boys I think only covers the case
of boys committed by the police magis-
trateatHalifax. This clause makes itgen-
eral. It includes convicts from all parts
of Nova Scotia, and it is the more impor-
tant because under clause 10 the munici-
pality may be called upon to contribute
$60 for each convict. It seems unfair to
make the city contribute to the support of
convicts taken from all parts of the pro-
vince.

HoN. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Sec-
tion 9 provides for the commitmeut of girls
to the reformatory only on condition that
the consent of the superintendent is ob-
tained, and that consent is based upon the
payment of $60 per head for each inmate.
The hon. gentleman in charge of the Bill
told us that this was entirely a Roman
Catholic measure.

HoN. MR. POWER-Yes.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-When
you. come to clause 13 you find that when
an inmate of this institution is to be
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apprenticed to trade or domestie service
it is only with a Roman Catholic that she
can be placed, while the municipality is
taxed for the support of the girl !

HoN. MR. POWER-I think the House
must be struck with the courteous and
sympathetie way in which the hon. gen-
tieman from Victoria has spoken of this
provision. The hon. member from Barrie
is quite right in saying that the language
of the clause is different from that of the
original section 65, but if he will turn to
chapter 37 of the Acts of last year he will
find that the Governinent here introduced
an amendment to the Acts with respect
to the two industrial schools in Halifax,
authorizing the committal of boys from all
parts of the Province to these institutions
-that is, the feeling grew in the Pro-
vince of Nova Scotia that it was desirable
that the benefits of these institutions, the
Protestant Industrial School and the
Catholic Industrial School, should not be
limited to the city of Halifax, in which
they both happen to be situated. The Lo-
cal Legislature passed an Act authorizing
the diffèrent municipalities, if they chose,
to make provision for the payment of a
certain sum for the support of prisoners
from the different municipalities in these
two institutions, and this Parliament, fol-
lowing in the wake of the action of the
Local Legislature, last year authorized the
magistrates administering the criminal law
in the Province of Nova Scotia to sentence
any boy who was a Protestant to the Pro-
testant Industrial School; and the munici-
pality may make provision for the pay-
ment of that amount for tho maintenance
of tho offender in the institution. The
language of this ninth clause of the Bill is
intended to meet the altered condition of
things, and is exactly the same as the
law relating to the Protestant and the
Catholic Industrial Schools for boys in
Halifax. The city of Halifax is author-
ized by legislation-adopted in the
first instance by the City Council, re-
presenting the citizens, and enacted by
the Local Legislature-to pay a sum of $60
each for a certain number of youthful of-
fenders in the existing reformatory schools.
Under their own legislation the City
Council of Halifax practially now pay
$60 apiece for 20 boys in the Protestant
Industrial School and for 20 boys in the
Catholic Industrial School. This Bill does

not make any provision with respect to
that at all. If the Local Legislature and
the City of Halifax choose to enter into an
arrangement with the proprietors of this
institution for the support of children
there, that dIoes not concern us materially,
as long as the school is open to inspection
by our officers.

HON. MR. VIDAL-Does not this all
show the impropriety and difficulty of
having those sectarian institutions ? They
should belong to the country generally.
Dealing with the Bill, I do not think that
the argument of my hon. friend is quite
convincing; it is not the city of Halifax
alone that is dealt with. If it were, it
would be simplified greatly; but, as it is
here, it is any municipality in Nova Scotia,
and it does not seem fair that any munici-
pality in the province should have imposed
on it the charge of $60 a year for every
Catholie offender sent to this institution.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Tho legislation
with regard to the St. Patrick's Home is
nearly verbatim the same as the clause my
hon. friend bas put in this Bill. A boy
cannot' be sentenced to that reformatory
unless provision has been made by the
municipality in which such conviction was
had for the support of the boy at the rate
of $60 per annum. That is the provision
in sec. 10, only it is a little wider, because
girls may be committed to this institution
without payment, if the Superior consents
to it.

HoN. MR. POWER-Several girls have
been taken into the Home for whom
nothing has been paid.

HoN. MR. CLEMOW-It appears to me
that $60 per inmate is a high price to pay.
You can keep prisoners in a gaol for about
7 cents a day. ln these institutions the in-
mates work, and the institution makes as
much from their labour as will keep them.

HON. MR. BOULTON-I think we have
come to the clauses in the Bill which are
to a certain extent a stumbling-block in
my mind. Claus'e 9 provides that a girl
may be placed for five years in this refor-
matory, and that for the care of that girl
during a period of five years the institution
shall receive $60 per annum from the muni-
cipality wherein the offence was com-
mitted.
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HoN. MR.POWER-The hon. gentleman interest of the people at large. More than
should look further on, and he will see that that, I think that a charitable institution
that is subject to legislation by the muni- should not seek to get public money to
cipality. promote its charitable objects. I am

acquainted with a very largo charity
HON. MR. SCOTT-They need not do it indeed in England, the Barnardo Homes.

if they do not like it. Dr. Barnardo bas a branch institution in
my part of the country, called the Barnardo

HON. MR. BOULTON-I think we should Industrial Farm. That institution collects
treat those criminals as wards of the a large amount of money and uses it for
country, and when legislation is sought in reclaiming waifs and strays.
this House we should look at the question
from that standpoint, and not from the
standpoint of' legislation that places them HON.
Under private control. 1 maintain that
these children are the wards of the coun- HON Mr. BOUL
try, and that in passing a Bill of this kind TON-No fr proe
we are to a certain extent abrogating our titiog purp se J ha e hard t
Power and our duties in regard to them. insit that r.That is ot
I think that sectional legislation of this He pirit move it. Dr B a ds
kind, which embraces a great public ques- Hom coles mone andpcs o wanf
tion, should not be brought before the dstrays from ihe s of Lodo and
Dominion Parliament, but that we should disti'butesthem n re tey re
deal with criminals as a whole, and not pro c
With those only which belong to separate Vicious lives, but in doing se ho doos not
denominations. The Bill should be caro- soek aid fom the country-it is charity
fully considered and brought in by the from first to last. It is by charitable feel-
Goverument itself when publie opinion iha p
demanded it. The position in which the projecttheseinstitutionsand those who sub-
passage of this Bill will place us is this: scribe and support them are roved. J
it will establish a precedent which I do think that a charitable institution ceases to
lot think it is wise to establish. It the deserve the name whon it receives net only

]Roman Catholics are pormitted to subsi- remuneration for the keep of those sent te
dize a private institution of that kind in the institution, but also gets the benefit of
Nova Scotia, the Methodist or Church of their labour for five years. For these
IEngland people would be at liberty to sub- reasons, I think it is well for us, before we
sidize in the same way an institution of permitan extension of the principle of the
their own in some other part of the country. legislation sougt foi bore, that we should
Igive creditto the hon. member from Halifax consider ail these matters carefully.
for the purest motives in bringing thie
question before the House. I give credil HON. MR. SCOTT-What is the hon.
to the charitable instincts and objects of gentleman going to do with these unfor-
the institution which is the subject of the tunate women in Nova Scotia that can be
prosent Bill, but the difficulties that we improvcd by reform? Is it not botter to
have to contend with are not those of the establish a reformatory sucb as this and
raioment-it is what legislation of this kind confine tbem there than to lot them go to
leads to-what position will it place this gaol? Ifwe wero prepared te establish a
COuntry in half a century hence, when the reformatory which could be kept up, such
growth of those institutions will have a place as these people could be sent to
become so great that they will almost for moral improvement, I grant there 18
Control the country in respect to the dis- some foice in the hon. gentleman's argu-
Posal of criminals, and instead of having ment; but the practical meaning of bis
public institutions of which the country observation is that there shaîl be no refor-
rnay be proud, a number of private insti- matton of these girls. The womeu whoso
tutions, inefficiently managed, may be the morals miglt be regenorated are to be
result. It is most important that a question left, forsooth, to lower in the social scale,
of this kind should be carefully considered because the hon, gentleman bas a myth
and dealt with by the Govei'nment in the that ho cannot master.
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HON. MR. BOULTON-I think the
people in this Dominion are sufficiently
intelligent to deal with questions of this
kind, which are essientially broad public
questions, without leaving it to the religious
sects. They are quite competent to look
after the waifs and strays of the country,
and it is their duty to do so. It has not
been shown that there is any public
demand for legislation of this kind. The
judges have themselves, in many cases,
voluntarily consigned some of those con-
victed girls to the care of such institutions
as this. I just draw the line there.
Where a number of us choose to band our-
selves together, and for the love of our
fellow-creatures contribute towards the
improvement of unfortunate people, it is
a matter which should be dealt with by
ourselves, without calling on the public for
assistance. That is a true charity, but it
ceases to be a charity when there is em-
olument attached to the work and the
public are taxed for its support, as is sought
to be done by this Bill.

HON. MR. SCOTT-It is purely optional
with the municipalities.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH - My hon.
friend's remarks would have been more
appropriate at the second reading of the
Bill, when the principle was fully dis-
cussed and approved of. Now, this is a
question purely affecting Halifax, and also
the Province of Nova Scotia to some extent.
If the people of Halifax think proper to
devote their funds to this purpose, and the
Legislature of the province approve of it,
I do not see why my hon. freind should find
fault with the principle of the Bill at this
stage. The principle is not a new oee: it
bas been adopted in legislation here and
also in Nova Scotia. To attack the principle
of the Bill at this stage seems unfair.

HON. MR. GOWAN-1 quite accept my
hon. friend's explanation, so far as I am
personally concerned, as satisfactory, with
respect to the ninth clause, but I would ask
him why he has brought in these words at
the end of the clause: "not less than two
years?" That limita the discretion of the
magistrate. In the clause from which he
copied it there are no such words. Now,
there is a very material distinction be-
tween the term "not more than five" and
"not less than two." That means that the

magistrate must sentence to at least two
years. I should like to have some explana-
tion.

HoN. MR. POWER-I am only too de-
lighted to give the hon. gentleman the
information. If he will turn to chap. 37
of the Acts of 1890, page 245 of the volume,
he will find this with respect to the Hali-
fax Protestant Industrial School, section
61: that the stipendiary magistrate, justice
or judge, may sentence "such boy to be
detained in the Halifax Industrial School
for any term not exceeding five and not
less than two years." If the hon. gentle-
man is not satisfied with that

HON. MR. GOWAN-I am satisfied.

HON. MR. POWER-Perhaps some other
hon. gentlemen are not satisfied, and, may
think there is an unfair discrimination
made. I therefore ask them to look at
section 36 of the Act of last year, and they
will find that an exactly similar provision
is made with respect to the St. Patrick's
Home.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I think the minimum
term of imprisonment should always be
left with the judge. Itis a principle which
is day by day gaining force.

HON. MR. POWER-This applies to girls
under 16 only.

HON. MR. SCOTT-The legislation of
last year on a question of that kind is not
a precedent that we are bound to follow. I
would be opposed to any limit of the dis-
cretion of the magistrate, who is the best
judge of the punishment that ought to be
imposed. The tendency of all laws now is
to widen the discretion of the judge and
give him most ample power. You may
limit him as to the extreme penalty to be
imposed, but I do not think you ought to
take from him the right of minimizing the
punishment as he may see fit.

HON. MR. PROWSE-It appears to me
that the provisions in this Bill are not
calculated to reach the class of offenders
that the promoters of the Bill desire to
benefit-that is, the class of offenders most
susceptible of improvement. For instance,
children or young persons, and grown
people as well, commit a trifling offence
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and are brought before a magistrate and
Sentenced to a short imprisonment of a
few days. What is to be done with such
Offenders? They are sent to gaol. There
is no way of sending such persons to a
reformatory; this Bill only provides for
such offenders as, in the judgment of a
court, deserve to be imprisoned for two
nionths. I do not wish to discuss the
principle of the Bill. I expressed my
Views on the second reading. I think it is
legislating in a wrong direction-danger-
ous legislation. It is placing the Govern-
Ment in the hands of a church, and I do
not care whether that church is Roman
Catholic or Protestant, I consider it un-
wise. The best way is to keep separate
as far as possible the functions of State
and Church.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I think there is
some little misconception about the nature
of these clauses. I do not understand that
this clause restricts the judge or compels
him to impose, as a minimum punishuent,
inprisonment for two years. This institu-
tion having been formed, if the judge
choses to send a person there the convic-
tion of that person must be for at least
two years. There is no use in sending a
Child there to remain for a shorter term,
but if the judge does not think the offence
One requiring two years' imprisonment
lie does not send the offender there. There
is no use in sending a child to an indus-
trial school for less than two years.

ION. MR. SCOTT-We all understand
that.

HoN. Mr. ABBOTT-So I do not think
the discretion of the judge is limited. Now,
as to the money payment : it must be
Observed that that provision is purely
VOluntary; the municipality may or may
flot think the institution a useful one for
the reformation of criminals. If they think
it is useful, and they wish criminals to be
sent there, they make provision of $60
apiece for as many criminals as they choose
to send there, and the judge may sentence
the number provided for to that institution,
but there is no obligation on the munici-
pality to do it unless they like. This pro-
vision is made with reference to several
Other institutions, both for Protestants and
Catholics, in Nova Scotia. I do not see
that there can be any objection to allowing

people, if they voluntarily do so, to have
persons who seem likely to become crim-
inals for life sent to an institution of this
kind, if they choose to pay for it. It would
be better, perhaps, if we could all agree to
believe alike and send criminals together
to a reformatory; but it must be remem-,
bered that it is not every body of people
who will, in the first place, establish an
institution of this kind, and who will
devote their lives to the management and
improvement of the people who are com-
mitted to it, and if there are any people,
of any church, who choose to do that, they
undoubtedly offer a public benefit. If they
offer that public benefit on terms which a
municipality in their neighbourhood thinks
reasonable, and the municipality makes
provision for sending a certain number of
offenders there, I do not see what objec-
tion there can be to allowing that munlici-
pality to do so. It is on these grounds
that the Government have already passed
similar statutes referring w other industrial
schools and reformatories, some of them Ca-
tholie and some of them Protestant. There
does not seem to be any distinction in the
statutes that have been passed as to the
religion or the church to which the people
belong who establish these reformatories;
they seem to welcome the offer of any res-
pectable body to take charge of childien
of their own church and reform them, and
they are willing that the municipalities to
which the offender belongs should have
the right, if it chooses, to make provision
for the maintenance of such children in
those institutions. It seems to nie that
this is rather a beneficent purpose, and I
think it is for the public advantage that it
should be encouraged.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I make no objec-
tion whatever, so far as I am concerned,
to the tenth section ; I think it is a desirable
one. I wish simply to say, in connection
with the previous one, that I steadily
adhere to my view. Suppose the case of a
young criminal, deserving of some slight
punishment, I think it would be a cruel
thing to tend that child to gaol for six
months. According to this clause as it
now stands, if she is sent to the reforma-
tory at all it must be for two years at
least, and that punishment might be greater
than the child deserved. I therefore move
that these words, "and not less than two
years, " be struck out.
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HoN. MR. KAULBACH-If the object
is to reform the person accused it cannot
be done in a short time; besides that, there
are tickets-of-leave issued for good conduct,
by which the criminal may be put out under
supervision, and if she behave herself she
will not come back again to the institution.

IIoN. MR. POWER-The hon. gentleman
is quite right; there is a provision later
on in the Bill under which, after a child has
been in the institution six months and bas
conducted herself properly, she may be let
out under a ticket-of-leave with the con-
sent of the magistrate who sentenced ber.
I do not presume to add anything to the
admirable speech of the First Minister, but
I desire to say a few words in reply to the
hon. gentleman from Shell River. He
said that true charity was the charity
that gave without any return. I presume
that is a sentiment in which we all con-
cur ; but the hon. gentleman will see
that the ladies who control this institu-
tion are poor. Whatever means they
have they get by voluntary contribu-
tions from the people in the city of Hali-
fax. The hon. gentleman must see that
the means at their disposal must therefore
be very limited, and the number of prison-
ers that they can take gratuitously must
be very small; so that, if the benefits of the
institution are to be extended it must be
by some such machinery as that indicated
in the Bill, and of which the hon. Premier
bas spoken-that the municipality who
wish to have their juvenile criminals sent
to an institution of this sort may contribute
so much, and in that way the usefulness of
the institution is extended. There are
several girls now at the institution for
which this legislation is intended, for
whose support the Sisters receive nothing
at all.

The clause was agreed to.

On the 11th clause,-

HON. MR. VIDAL-I think it is a mistake
to retain in this eleventh clause, as it is in
the preamble of the Bill, the words " the
Sisters of the Good Shepherd."

HoN. Mi. GOWAN-Why not say the
governing body of the refuge?

HoN. MR. VIDAL-That would do.

HoN. MR. POWER-1 have no objection
to accept the hon. gentleman's suggestion,
and will move that the tenth Une of page 3
be amended, by striking out the words
" Sisters of the Good Shepherd," and
inserting in lieu thereof the words " the
superintendent or superior of the indus-
trial refuge," shall be bound to teach and
instruct, etc.

HON. Mi. ABBOTT-You do not intend
that the superintendent or superior shall
herself teach these children ?

HON. MR. MASSON-The clause is a
great deal better as it is.

HON. MR. VIDAL-The name of the
corporation is, one " The Good Shepherd
Reformatory," and the other " The Good
Shepherd Refuge."

1-oN. MR. MASSON-The community
that keeps the two institutions is the Sis-
ters of the Good Shepherd. Would it not
be better to say that " the said institution
is bound to teach, instruct," &c.

HON. MR. POWER-I think the clause
is better as it is, without amendment.

The clause was agreed to.
On the 12th clause,-

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-As regards
the fourth sub-section, if an inmate of the
institution, who was out on a ticket-of-
leave, was brought back for forfeiting ber
ticket-of-leave, should it not be left to the
discretion of the magistrate to say whether
she should be returned to the reformatory
or sent to the common gaol?

HoN. MR. POWER-There is a provision
in the sixteenth clause,that if any offender
become incorrigible she may, on a certi-
ticate of the superintendent or superior,
be removed to a penitentiary, as provided
in the Penitentiary Act.

The clause was agreed to.

On the 13th clause,-

HON. MR. MACDONALD-I would like
to ask the hon. gentleman from Halifax if
there is a similar clause in the Act re-
specting the Protestant refuge, to provide
for the apprenticeship of an inmate to
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trade or domestie service with a Protestant?
This clause provides that nobody but a
Roman Catholic shall be allowed to obtain
a child out of this reformatory. I think
the House would consider it reasonable,
where ail parties contribute to the keeping
of thtis institution, that a respectable person
of any denomination should be able to get
a child out of the refuge. I therefore
move that the words " being a Roman
Catholic " be struck out of the clause.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I think that it
would not be fair to a child who is recog-
lized as a Roman Catholic, and sent to

this institution because she is a Roman
Catholic, that it should be in the power of
the institution to apprentice her out to a
person who is not a Catholic. I think the
spirit of the whole Bill would be frus-
trated to allow a Roman Catholic child
to be apprenticed out where her principles
and her morals will be subject to the influ-
ence of persons of another religion.

HoN. MR. GOWAN-My hon. friend
from Victoria will see that none but Ro-
Inan Catholic girls and women can be sent
to this institution.

HoN. MR. MACDONALD-Where all
parties contribute to their support, they
should be bòund out to the service of any
respectable or trustworthy person who is
willing to take charge of them.

HON. MR. MASSON-An hon. gentle-
man spoke of proselytism in connection
with this institution. I think this would
be proselytism of the worst character. I
would have an objection to sending a child
to a State school, where no religion is
taught; but I would certainly have the
greatest objection to have a Protestant
child of, say 12 years of age, apprenticed to
a Roman Catholic. On the other hand, I
would have the strongest objection to ap-
p renticing a Roman Catholie child to a

Protestant family. It would defeat the
object of this Bill, and it would be far
better to abandon it altogether and estab-
lish a refuge where there shall be no reli-
gion taught. In this case the child placed
in this institution is a Roman Catholic
child, and must be a Roman Catholic child
to be sent there ; and to place such a child
in a Protestant family would be the worst
kind of proselytism.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I think it would be
a very unwise thing to restrict the ap-
prenticing of such girls to Roman Catho-
lics. I know that a daughter of my own
has been keeping house for a number of
years, and has had a number of servant
girls, and she bas never had any but Roman
Catholic girls, and there has been no
attempt to proselytize them.

HON. MR. MASSON-A Roman Catholic
gir going into a Protestant bouse, or a
Protestant girl going to a Roman Catholie
house, can leave it on fifteen days' notice;
but these girls are to be apprenticed, and
it is a different thing.

HON. MR. VIDAL-Only with the ap-
proval of the persons in whose charge they
are.

The amendment was declared lost on a
division.

The clause was then agreed to.

On the 16th clause,-

HON. MR. KAULBACH-It seems to
me that this clause is an unjust clause, for
it provides that if anyoffender detained in
the reformatory or refuge becomes in-
corrigible she may be removed to a peni-
tentiary. I think many of the offences for
which these girls are sent to the reforma-
tory or refuge are not of such a nature as
would subject them to imprisonment in the
penitentiary; but simply because the re-
formatory itself has not the desired effect,
that the child should be sent to a peniten-
tiary, where the original offence would
only have caused her to be sent to the
common gaol, is rather an injustice.

HON. MR. GOWAN-My hon.friend will
see that clause 79 of cap. 183 is identical
with this. I really see no objection to it.

HON. MR. CLEMOW-This removal to
the penitentiary is to be done on a certifi-
cate of the superintendent or superior. I
think there should be something more
than that. Such power should not be left
merely in the hands of the superior; it
should be subject to supervision in some
other way. I think it is giving too much
power to the superintendent or superior,
no matter of what institution.
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HON. MR. VIDAL-I did not know that
the fifteenth clause had been passed, and I
was going to point out that the provision
that is made here for inspection, which is
to be by an officer appointed by the
Governor in Council at Ottawa, would be
better done by an officer appointed by the
Lieutenant Governor in Council of Nova
Scotia.

HoN. MR. POWER-The Bill before the
committec is in a large degree a transcript
of the local Act under which this institu-
tion was incorporated, and that local Act
contained a provision that the institution
shall be inspected by an officer appointed
by the Lieut. Governor in Council. Strictly
speaking, we have no right to prescribe to
the Local Legislature and Government
what they shall do, and they have already
provided for this inspection.

The clause was agreed to.

Returning to the 16th clause,-

HON. MR. SCOTT-I think it would be
better to amend this clause, and provide
that the transfer to the penitentiary shall
be on a certificate, as provided by section
49 of the Penitentiary Act.

HON. MR. ROSS, from the committee,
reported the Bill with an amendment,
which was concurred in.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (94) " An Act respecting the Kings-
ton, Smith's Falls and Ottawa Railway
Company." (Mr. Sullivan.)

Bill (93) "An Act to incorporate the
Ontario and New York Bridge Company."
(Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.)

Bill (69) " An Act to confirm an Inden-
ture made between the New Brunswick
Railway Company and the Canadian Paci-
fic Railway Company." (Mr. MacInnes,
Burlington.)

Bill (90) " An Act to revive and amend
the Act to incorporate the Cobourg, Nor-
thumberland and Pacifie Railway Com-
pany." (Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (89) "An Act to incorporate the
Kingston and Pontiac RailwayCompany."
(Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (16) " An Act to amend the Act
relating to the Alberta Railway and Coal
Company." (Mr. Ogilvie.)

Bill (80) "An Act respecting the To-
ronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Railway Com.
pany." (Mr. Sanford.)

A SUPPLY BILL.

SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

HON, MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (127) "An Act forgranting
to Her Majesty certain sums of money re-
quired for defraying certain expenses of
the Public Service, for the financial years
ending respectively the 30th June, 1891,
and the 30th June, 1892, and for other pur-
poses relating to the Public Service." He
said : As I stated yesterday, this Bill,
which is not in fact the Supply Bill for
the year, but a Bill for an integral portion
of the necessary supply, was passed in the
other House by agreement on both sides,
in order to make provision for the needs
of the Government. It appropriates about
$4,500,000, the sum being apportioned over
the several branches ofthe public service, as
the Supply Bill will be when it comes be-
fore us in its entirety. This Bill appropri-
ates about one-tenth of the amount that is
to be voted.

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

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the suspen-
sion of the 41st Rule, so far as it relates to
thisBill. He said: As thelDeputy Governor
will come down to-morrow for the purpose
of sanctioning these Bills, it is, of course,
of essential importance to get this Bill
passed to-day.

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

PICTOU BANK WINDING-UP BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. ALLAN, from the Committee
on Banking and Commerce, reported Bill
(76) " An Act to amend the Act to autho-
rize and provide for the winding-up of the
Pictou Bank," witb amendments. He
said: I may explain that the Bank of
Pictou obtained an Act authorizing it
to be wound up in 1887, and it was appa-
rently thought that the business would be
wound up before the expiration of the
bank charters on the lst of July, 1891. The
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Bill is introduced merely to continue the
charter to wind up the bank, and these
ainendments have been inserted to cover
the interval between the 1st of July, 1891,
which is now past, and the final passing
Of the Bill, and therefore, as they are solely
for that purpose, I should think there is
no reason why the Bill should not be now
re2d the third time.

HON. MR. KAULBACH moved
the amendments be concurred in.

that

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
Was then read the third tirne and passed.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (70) " An Act
Buffalo and Fort Erie
(Mr. McCallum.)

to incorporate the
Bridge Company."

Bill (29) "An Act to incorporate the
Miontreal and Atlantic Railway Company,
and for other purposes." (Mr. Scott.)

Bill (107) " An Act to incorporate the
Burrard Inlet and Westminster Valley
lRailway Conpany." (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)

Bill (87) " An Act to revive and amend
the Act to incorparate the Quebec Bridge
Company." (Mr. Bellerose.)

Bill (88) " An Act to incorporate the
St. Catharines and Merriton Bridge Com-
pany." (Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (91) " An Act to revive and amend
the Act to enable the City of Winnipeg to
utilize the Assiniboine River Water-
Power." (Mr. Lougheed.)

The Senate adjourned at 5:30 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, July 10th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

The House adjourned during pleasure.

The House was resumed.

BILLS ASSENTED TO.

The Honourable Sir William Johnstone
-Ritchie, Knight, Chief Justice of the Su-
preme Court of Canada, Deputy Governor,
being seated on the Throne,-

The Honourable the Speaker command-
ed the Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod
to proceed to the flouse of Commons and
acquaint that House: " It is the Deputy
Governor's desire that they attend him im-
mediately in this House; "

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

read the tities of the Bills to be passed
severally as follows:--

An Act respecting fishing vessels of the United
States of Anerica.

An Act respecting the Canada and Michigan Tun-
nel Company.

An Act respecting the River St. Clair Railway
Bridge and Tunnel Company.

An Act respecting the Lake Temiscamingue Coloni-
zation Railway Company.

An Act further to amend the Act respecting Trade
Marks and Industrial Designs.

An Act respecting the Settlernent of Accounts be-
tween the Dominion of Canada and the Provinces of
Ontario and Quebec and between the said Provinces.

An Act for the settlement of certain questions be-
tween the Governmients of Canada and Ontario re-
specting Indian Lands.

An Act with respect to certain matter, affecting the
Administration of Justice.

An Act respecting the Grand Trunk Railway Com-
pany of Canada.

An Act respecting the Niagara Grand Island Bridge
Company.

An Act to amend the Act respecting the New
Brunswick Railway Coiftpany.

An Act to enable the Victoria and North Anerican
Railway Company to run a Ferry between Becher
Bay in British Columbia and a point on the Straits of
Fuca within the United States of America. e

An Act to amend the Acts respecting the granting
of a subsidy to the Chignecto Marine Transport Rail-
way Company (Limited).

An Act to amend the Act to incorporate the Empire
Printing and Publishing Conpany (Limited).

An Act to amend the Act incorporating the Cana-
dian Power Company.

An Act to authorize th? London and Canadian
Loan and Agency Company (Limited) to issue Deben-
ture Stock.

An Act to incorporate the McKay Milling Com-
pany.

An Act to incorporate the Pembroke Lumber Com-
pany.

An Act respecting the E. B. Eddy Manufacturing
Company, and to change the naine to " The E. B.
Eddy Company."

An Act to revive and amend the Act to incorporate
the Medicine Hat Railway and Coal Company.

An Act to amend the Act to incorporate the Col-
lingwood and Bay of Quinté Railway Company.

An Act to incorporate the Buffalo Lake and Battle-
ford Railway, Coal and Iron Company.

An Act respecting the Berlin and Canadian Pacifie
Junction Railway Company.

An Act to revive and amend the Act to incorporate
the Red Deer Valley Railway and Coal Cornpany.

An Act respecting the South-Western Railway
Company.

An Act further to amend " The Canadian Pacifie
Railway Act, 1889."

An Act respecting the Montreal and Ottawa Rail-
way Company.

ÂnAct to confirm a lease made between the Guelph
Junction Railway Company and the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company, and for other purposes.
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An Act to incorporate the Peterborough, Sudbury
and Sault Ste. Marie Railway Company.

An Act respecting the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company.

An Act respecting the Victoria, Saanich and New
Westminster Railway Company.

An Act to confirm an Agreement between the
Shuswap and Okanagon Railway Company and the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company, and to grant
further powers to the Shuswap and Okanagon Rail-
way Company.

An Act respecting the South Ontario Pacific Rail-
way Company.

An Act respecting the Central Counties Railway
Company.

An Act further to amîend the Act thirty-sixth Vic-
toria, chapter sixty-one, respecting the Trinity flouse
and Harbour Cominmissioners of Montreal.

To these Bills the Royal Assent was pro-
nounced by the Clerk of the Senate in the
words following:-

"In Her Majesty's name, His Honour the Deputy
of His Excellency the Governor General doth assent
to these Bills."

Then the Ilonourable the Speaker of the
House of Commons addressed His Honour
the Deputy Governor as follows:-

"MAY IT PLEASE YOUR HONOUR:
" The Commons of Canada have voted the Sup-

plies required to enable the Government to defray
the expenses of the Public Service.

" In the name of the Coihmons, I present to Your
Honour the following Bill :-
'An Act for granting to Her Majesty certain sums of

Money required for defraying certain expenses of
the Public Service, for the financial years ending
respectively the .30th June, 1891, and the 30th June,
1892, and for other purposes relating to the Public
Service.'

To this Bill the Clerk of this House, by
lis Honour's command, did thereupon
say:

" In Her Majesty's name, His Honour, the Deputy
of His Excellency the Governor General, thanks Her
Loyal Subjects, accepts their benevolence, and assents
to this Bill."

The Deputy Governor was pleased to
retire, and

The House of Commons withdrew.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (61) " An Act respecting the St.
Catharines and Niagara Central Railway
Company." (Mr. Sanford.)

Bill (102) " An Act respecting the
Ontario and Qu'Appelle Land Company
(Limited)." (Mr. Perley.)

Bill (79) " An Act respecting the Cana-
dian Land and Investment Company (Li-
mited)." (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.)

Bill (13) " An Act to provide for the

exercise of Admiralty jurisdiction within
Canada, in accordance with the Colonial
Courts of Admiralty Act, 1890." (Mr.
Abbott.)

Bill (50) " An Act to incorporate the
Steam Boiler and Plate Glass Insurance
Company of Canada." (Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (77) " An Act respecting the Ontario
and Rainy River Railway Company." (Mr.
Girard.)

Bill (96) " An Act amalgamating the
Ottawa and Parry Sound Railway Com-
pany, and the Ottawa, Arnprior and Ren-
frew Railway Company. under the name
of the Ottawa, Arnprior and Parry Sound
Railway Company." (Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (92) "An Act to incorporate the
Anglo-Canadian Electric Storage and Sup-
ply Company." (Mr. Clemow.)

FEMININE OFFENDERS IN NOVA
SCOTIA BILL.

THIRD READING.

The Order of the Day being called,-
Third reading Bill (R) " An Act respecting
certain Feminine offenders in the Province
of Nova Scotia."

HON. Ma. POWER said: It was under-
stood that the title of this Bill was to be
amended; that was overlooked in the
committee yesterday. It was also under-
stood that a clause was to be inserted in
the Bill providing that the rules and regu-
lations of the institution should be submit-
ted to the Governor in Council. I there-
fore move that the said Bill be not now
read the third time, but that it be again
committed to a Committee of the Whole
House, witi instructions to amend the
same.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I made a
suggestion to ny hon. friend yesterday
with regard to the sixteenth clause, which
provides that where an inmate becomes
refractory in this refuge she can be
brought before a magistrate and sentenced
to penitentiary. I thought that was not
proper, because the original offence was
not such as to justify a sentence to the
penitentiary because a person was refrac-
tory. I thought that the punishment
should not be greater than the original
offence merited. My hon. friend has
referred me to the Penitentiary Act, but
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that does not cover a case of this kind;
that refers to a place where felons go. To
me, this clause appears to be not quite
satisfactory.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I observe that my
hon. friend's motion instructs the Commit-
tee of the Whole to amend the Bill in a
certain way. I do not altogether like the
form of my hon. friend's clause with refer-
ence to the rules and regulations. It seems
to me to leave the matter entirely open to
the society to submit the rules or not.

HoN. MR. POWER-It says "shall be
subinitted."

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It leaves to the
Society the option to administer and put
in force those rules before they are ap-
proved by the Governor in Council. The
clause I suggested yesterday was that no
rule or regulation shall have any force or
effect until approved by the Governor in
Council. The clause that my hon. friend
suggests is to the effect that the rules shall
be submitted to the Governor in Council
and may be approved or rejected by him,
but it does not follow that they may not
be administered in the mean time. At all
events, it is not clear, and I think it would
be better to make it clear that no rules or
regulations shall have force unless they
are approved of.

HON. MR. POWER-My hon. friend will
see that inasmuch as there are prisoners
in the institution, you want to make some
provision for the interim between now and
the time that the Governor in Council
deals with the rules. The amendment
says that the rules shall be submitted to
the Governor in Council : it may be said
" within a certain time after the passing
Of the Act," but the hon. gentleman will
see that it is better to say that they shall
be submitted, and that meanwhile the rules
Which govern the institution now should
have force.

HoN. Mi. ABBOTT-I do not understand
Under the law that there can be any per-
Sons there now. The Bill authorizes pri-
soners to be conmitted there.

HoN. MR. POWER-I thought I had
6xplained that,notwithstanding the absence
of any legislation, the stipendiary magis-
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trate had sent some prisoners to the insti-
tution.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-That seems a very
strange state of things, and one which I do
not think would be sanctioned, or should
be sanctioned, that a magistrate should
take upon himself, without any authority,
to send a prisoner to an unauthorized
place.

HON. MR. POWER-We have been told
it has been done in Ottawa in the same
way.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
will perceive that his clause is so framed
that it will allow rules to be enforced
before they are approved by the Governor
in Council. It might be that ruiles would
be enforced for months, which after
examination by the Governor in Council
would be found so objectionable that they
would be rejected. I think it would be a
lesser inconvenience to say that the rules
should be approved before they were put
in force.

HON. MR. POWER-It ought to meet
the difficulty to provide that the rules
must be submitted to the Governor in
Council within a month from the passing
of this Act.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Had not my hon.
friend better send the Bill back to the
Committee, and let us diseuss it there in
the regular way.

HoN. Ma. POWER-A number of hon.
gentlemen have gone away who did not
wish to have a general discussion on the
Bill in their absence

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The amendment
my hon. friend proposes does not meet my
objection at all. He proposes to make the
clause read that within two months from
the passing of this Act the rules and regu-
lations hereinbefore mentioned and refer-
red to shall be submitted for approval of
the Governor in Council. They would
probably be submitted within two months,
and might lie before the Governor in
Council a year, and yet they would be
enforceable for the whole of that term,
though they might be found to be very
objectionable.
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HoN. MR. POWER-It appears to me
the hon. gentleman is unreasonable. How
can the people who are in charge of this
institution compel the Governer in Council
to act promptly ? If the regulations are
submitted to the Governor in Council then
the heads of the institution have done their
duty, and if the Governor in Council do
not do their duty it is not the fault of the
institution.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My objection is a
radical one. I object to any body of people
having the right to make rules and regula-
tions for prisoners that are not first sub-
mitted to proper authority for their ap-
proval. My hon. friend thinks there should
be a time previous to the sanctionirg of
the rules and regulations within which
they might be enforced. I think a month
would be quite enough for that, and they
would know that if those rules were not
sanctioned within a month they would be
inoperative or set aside, as the case might
be; but as it now stands, there would
be no hurry, no obligation-it would not
be a matter of baste at all, and the
law would sanction these rules being en-
forced for any length of time without any
examination or approval whatever by the
proper authorities. I think that would be
a bad system. I have no doubt whatever
that if the clause were amended in the
other form, that the rules now in existence
may be enforced for a month, and that
after that period no rule shail have any
force until approved by the Governor in
Council, no inconvenience could possibly
result, and we would have a proper state
of things existing in the institution-that
is to say, that the rules to which the pri-
soners are to be spibmitted would be known,
and they would be approved by proper
authority. I must persist in the objection
1 make to my hon. friend's amendement,
and would ask that ho shall put it in a
form that will remove my objection, or
that he will send the matter down to the
committee open, in order that it nay there
be discussed in the usual way.

w
to
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form my hon. friend what bas been done,
but I presume that all the rules would be
made known to the prisoners in some form.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-There
would be no use in having rules unless they
were open to the prisoners.

HON. MR. KA.ULBACH-May I ask my
bon. friend if it is the intention to permit
the sending a woman or girl who proves
to be incorrigible in the reformatory to
the penitentiary on the certificate of the
superintendent ?

H-ON. MR. ABBOTT-I understand that
that is following a precedent already set
in the Revised Statutes.

HON. MR. KAULBACI-It is not exact-
ly following it, for if the original offence
was of such a character as would notjustify
the prisoner being sent to the penitentiary
why should the superintendent of this
institution have the power, if she becomes
incorrigible in the reformatory, of sending
her to the penitentiary ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I understand that
this offence would not justify an extension
of the woman or girl's imprisonment by
being transferred to the penitentary. This
is merely permission to substitute the
penitentiary for the reformatory in case
the woman or girl does not benefit by
being in the reformatory. This is already
done under a law on the Statute-book.
The attention of the Minister of Justice
was called to that matter, and it was
thought that there was no such difference
betweea a case under this Bill and one
under existing Acts as would justify a
departure from the rule which Parliament
bas already sanctioned.

HON. MR. POWER moved that the Bill
be referred back to the Committee of the
Whole, with instructions to amend the Bill
as follows
jAfter the expiration of two months from the passing
of this Act, no buch rule shall have any force or effect

HoN. MR. MACDONALD (B. C.)-I until approved by the Governor in Council.
ould like to ask the Premier if it is eus- The motion was agreed to.
mary to have such rules and regulations (In the Committee.)
pen to the prisoners, where they can be
en and understood ? HoN. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend's

amendment would appear to confine the
HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I am unable to in- operation of this clause to rules and regula-
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tions made under section 15, and there are
no rules and regulations referred to in it.

ION. MR. POWER--No; to any rules or
regulations mentioned in the Act.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Then, wvhy does
My hon. friend add this amendment tosec-
tion 15 ? Why not make it a separate
clause?

HON. MR. POWER-Simply because I
thought section 15 was a good place to
insert it, as it provides for the inspection,
and I thought it would do to provide for
the rules there also.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-If the word " such"
is struck out it will do very well.

HoN. MR. POWER-I cannot see why
the word " such " should be struck out, for
Parliament would then undertake to say
that there shail be no rule in the institu-
tion. The institution has a local charter,
and there are rules existing there now;
and as long as the rules which govern the
risoners under the early sections of the
ill are not in force, unless by the consent

of the Governor in Couincil, I do not see
why any question should be raised about
Other rules.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It is really only a
verbal criticism, but I do not see the object
Of putting in the word "such " at al]. No
'ules are spoken of in section 15.

HON. MR. POWER-The expression used
in the amendment I now propose is "the
r'ules hereinbefore mentioned."

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I have no objection
to it in that form.

The amendment was agreed to.

HON. MR. HOWLAN, from the commit-
tee, reported the Bill as amended.

The amendments were concurred in, and
the Bill was read the third time and passed.

The Senate adjourned at 4:45 p.m.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, July 13th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READING.

Bill (39) " An Act respecting the Mari-
time Chemical Pulp Company (Limited),
and to change the name thereof to the
Maritime Sulphite Fibre Company." (Mr.
Allan, in the absence of Mir. MacInnes,
Burlington.)

MONTREAL AND ATLANTIC RAIL-
WAY CO.'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. SCOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (29) " An Act to incorpor-
ate the Montreal and Atlantic Railway
Company, and for other purposes."

HON. MR. POWER-I do not rise for
the purpose of opposing the second reading
of the Bill, but 1 wish to call attention to
the fact that representations have been
made to hon. members in this House by
some of the creditors of the South Eastern
Railway Company. This Bill proposes to
incorporate the bondholders of the South
Eastern Railway Company and to vest all
the property of the South Eastern Railway
Company in the bondholders. As the Bill
was introduced in the other House, under
its operation certain creditors of the line,
who had done work for the company,
would be deprived of any remedy. I
understand that the evil bas been partially
rernoved by the Railway Committee of the
other House, and i trust that if anything
more remains to be done it will be attended
to in the Railway Committee of the Senate.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-If my hon. friend
will look at the 13th clause he will find
that provision is made that suits now
pending between the trustees and the
creditors will not be affected by this Bill.
The measure will receive careful attention
in the Railway Committee.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time.
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OTTAWA AND PARRY SOUND RAIL-
WAY CO.'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. CLEMOW moved the second
reading of Bill (96) "An Act amalgama-
ting the Ottawa and ParrySound Railway
Company and the Ottawa, Arnprior and
Renfrew Railway Co, under the name of
" The Ottawa, Arnprior and Parry Sound
Railway Co." He said: This is a Bill to
amalgamate the Ottawa, Arnprior and
Renfrew Railway Company and the Ottawa
and Parry Sound Railway Company, and
empower them to construct a line to Parry
Sound. It will pass through a country
rich in minerals and timber, and admirably
suited for agricultural purposes. It will
be a great benefit to this part of the coun-
try, and will shorten the distance between
Lake Huron and the sea coast.

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

ANGLO-CANADIAN ELECTRIC STOR-
AGE AND SUPPLY CO.'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

ION. MR. CLEMOW moved the second
reading of Bill (92) "An Act to incor-
porate the Anglo-Canadian Electric Stor-
age and Supply Company." H1e said:
This is an Act of incorporation desired by
certain gentlemen for the introduction of
the storage battery in this country. If it
should be a success, as I believe it will be,
a great change will be brought about in the
electrical processes of the whole world.
Experiments have been made in England
by experts, and I am quite confident that
this new system to be introduced under
this legislation will be a success. In a
very short time we will have one of the
batteries in this city and be able to test it
fully. Its success will be of immense
importance, and among the advantages to
result from it is the fact that it will pre-
vent the necessity of erecting poles and
stretching wires in the streets.

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

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (70) " An Act to incorporate the
Buffalo and Fort Erie Bridge Company."
(Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (107) " An Act to incorporate the
Burrard Inieu and Westminster Valley
Railway Company." (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)

Bill (60) " An Act respecting the Lake
Erie, E-sex and Detroit River Railway
Company, and to change the name thereof
to 'The Lake Erie and Detroit River Rail-
way Company."' (Mr. Allan.)

Bill (86) "An Act to incorporate the
Brighton, Warkworth and Norwood Rail-
way Company." (Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (88) "An Act to incorporale the
St. Catharines and Morritton Bridge Com-
pany." (Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (87) " An Act to revive and amend
the Act to incorporate the Quebec Biidge
Company." (Mr. Bellerose.)

Bill (91) " An Act to revive and amend
the Act to enable the City of Winnipeg to
utilize the Assiniboine River Water Power."
(Mr. Lougheed.)

Bill (61) "An Act respecting the St.
Catharines and Niagara Central Railway
Company." (Mr. McKindsey.)

Bill (102) " An Act respecting the
Ontario and Qu Appelle Land Company."
(Mr. Perley.) '

The Senate adourned at 3:45 p.n.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, July 14th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD IREADINGS.

HoN. MR. VIDAL, from the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours,
reported the following Bills, which were
read the third time, and passed without
debate:-

Bill (16) " An Act to amend the Acts
relating to the Alberta Railway and Coal
Company." (Mr. McMillan.)

Bill (80) " An Act respecting the Toronto,
Hamilton and Buffalo Railway Company."
(Mr. McKindsey.)

Bill (89) "An Act to incorporate the
Kingston and Pontiac Railway Company."
(Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (90) "An Act to revive and amend
the Act to incorporate the Cobourg,
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Northumberland and Pacific Railway Com-
Pany." (Mr. M1cCallum.)

Bill (6.) " An Act to confirm an Inden-
ture made between the New Brunswick
]Rai lway Company and the Canadian Pacifie
IRailway Company." (Mir. Scott.)

Bill (93) "An Act to incorporate the
Ontario and New York Bridge Company."
(34r. MaclInnes, Burlington.)

Bill (94) " An Act respecting the King-
ston, Smith's Falls and Ottawa Railway
Compány." (Mr. Sullivan.)

ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION IN
CANADA.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (13) " An Act to provide for
the exercise of Admiralty jurisdiction
Within Canada, in accordance with 'The
Colonial Courts of Admiralty Act, 1890.'"
Re said: This is a Bill for the purpose
Of establishing an Admiralty Court heiye
upon a different footing from that which
has up to the present time prevailed. The
business has been done in the country
heretofore under the Imperial Act of 1863,
but recently an Act has been passed by
the Imperial Parliament making provision
for the exercise of admiralty jurisdiction
in the colonies, by which it is, in effect,
Provided that the Legislature of any Bri-
tish possession may, by statute, declare
any court of unlimited civil juridiction to
be vested with this admiralty jurisliction,
Which heretofore was vested, in most of
the provinces, in judges appointed by the
Itnperial Government, butin the Province
Of Ontario was transacted by the Maritime
Court, a local court established under leg-
islation introduced somewhere about 1875
or 1876. This Bill is to give the Court of
1xchequer. as the court of unlimited civil
juirisdiction in this Dominion, which is
to perform the admiralty business,
admiralty jurisdiction throughout the
hominion, including Ontario. We have
alr'eady judges in most of the provinces
having jurisdiction. In Quebec, Nova Sco-
tia, New Bruuswick, Prince Edward Island
and British Columbia we had, up to the
first of this month, judges possessng admi-
ralty jurisdiction. Now, we propose to
take power to substitute for those judges
the Exchequer Court and its judges, and
for that purpose it will be necessary to

appoint judges of the Exchequer Court in
the admiralty jurisdiction, and that is
practically declaring that the admiralty
jurisdiction of the country will be exercised
by a court which is our own court, esta-
blished under our own laws and governed
by ourselves, and it will be assimilated in
its jurisdiction, in its origin and in its
practice in all the provinces. The arrange-
ments which have been made, I think, will
be satisfactory to the House when we
come to discuss them in Committe of the
Whole; but at present, in reality, 1 state
the whole principle of the Bill when I ex-
plain, as I have done, that its object is to
place the admiralty jurisdiction in the
whole of Canada under our own courts.

HoN. MR. POWER-I do not think that
it would be desirable that a Bill as impor-
tant in its operation as this measure should
be allowed to pass without some further
observations than have fallen from the hon.
leader of the Government. He stated cor-
rectly that this Bill has been in a certain
sense rendered necessary by the passing last
year of the Colonial Court of Admiralty Act
by the Imperial Parliament, but the hon.
gentleman did not state exactly what the
effect of that legislation would be in case
we passed no Act here. I say the Act has
been in a certain sense rendered necessary;
but it is not absolutely necessary at all,
because under the wording of the English
Act of last year, if no legislation takes place
in Canada the Suprene Courts of the various
provinces would have concurrent juris-
diction in Admiralty with the Exchequer
Court. The language used in the Englislh
Act is that if no such declaration is in force
in a possession, that is, if there is no
such legislation as this which is now pro-
posed, any court which has therein ori-
ginal unlimited civil jurisdiction shall
be a Court of Admiralty; and the Act
defines what unlimited civil jurisdiction is.
Section 15 of the Act says that the expres-
sion " unlimited civil jurisdiction " means
civil jurisdiction unlimited as to the value
of the subject matter at issue or as to the
amount that may be claimed or recovered.
So that, if we did not pass this Bill we should
have the Supreme Courts of the various
provinces entitled to transact the admiralty
business,and probablythe ExchequerCourt
as well. Ithink that itwasthe duty of the
leader of the Government (if he will excuse
me for saying so) to have shown to the
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IHouse that the system which he proposes
would work better than the system which
has been in operation in the past, and which
is, practically, in most cases, that the work
is done by the existing courts. He should
have pointed out some reason for being
dissatistied with the way in which the
business has has been transacted in the past.
Now, 1 do not think that the hon. gentle-
man can do that. It was not alleged in
the House of Commons, when this measure
was under discussion, that the existing
courts had failed to do their work su-
tisfactorily in any particular, and one
would have supposed that if it was the case
the other House would have been informed
of the fact; so that we have the fact that
up to the present time the work has been
done satisfactorily by the courts which
have been transacting the business, and we
have the furthor fact that those courts
could go on and continue Io transact the
business. Now, I think the hon. gentle-
man should have said a little more than
he did to show that it was either necessary
or desirable that the exclusive jurisdiction
should be vested in the Exchequer Court.
There are certain reasons why the juris-
diction should not be transferred. In the
first place, the Exchequer Court is a court
with only one judge, and he cannot be
ubiquitous. I understand that the judge
has already more to do than almost any of
the judges of the Supreme Courts of the
Lower Provinces: I cannot speak of course
for the High Court of Justice of Ontario,
or the Court of Queen's Bench in Quebec or
the Supreme Courts of ManitobaorBritish
Columbia; but I know, as far as regards
the Supreme Courts of the Lower Provin-
ces, that the judges of these courts at the
present time are not as busy as the judge of
the Exchequer Court is; so that there is no
argument of convenience in giving the
work to the Exchequer Court judge. And
although the Exchequer Court is a court
of unlimited civil jurisdiction in one sense,
it is not in another. It is intended not to
deal with questions arising between citi-
zen and citizen : the court bas been
created for the exclusive purpose of deal-
ing with questions arising between the
Government and other parties. Now, I
think there has not been any reason shown
why the general scheme of the Exchequer
Court Act should be departed from in
connection with admiralty business ; and
when we look at the amount of business

which is transacted in the Admiralty
Courts it will become clearer that thereis
no necessity for a change in the existing
mode of doing business and for the machi-
nery which will be involved ultimately in
carrying the Bill that is now before the
House into operation. I have before me a
statement supplied by the Department
of Justice, which I propose to quote
to a certain extent. I take the returns
of caus s instituted in the several i
Vice-Admiralty Courts during the years
1888, 1889 and 1890. In the Vièe-Admi-
ralty Court of Quebec there were in 1888
ten causes instituted, in 1889 there were
six causes, and in 1890 six causes. That is,
altogether in three years there were twenty-
two causes, an average of about seven causes
a year.In the Vice-Admiralty Court at Hali-
fax there were instituted in 1888 ten causes,
in 1889 eight causes, and in 1890 seventeen
causes. That is, altogether in three years,
thirty-five causes, or nearly twelve a year.
There is more business done apparently in
the Vice-Admiralty Court at Halifax than
at Quebec, or in any other court. There
is no return appaiently from the Vice-
Admiralty Court at St. John for the year
1890; but in 1888 there were four causes
instituted in that court, and in 1889
there were five causes. The return
from Prince Edward Island is as follows:
In the three years, from 1888 to 1890,
both included, five causes were instituted,
and three causes decided in the court
at Charlottetown. That is at the rate
of one cause a year. In dealing with
this measure, with its very considerable
complications and the elaborate mu-
chinery which it contemplates at a later
day, we must bear in miLd the amount of
admiralty business which is being trans-
acted. I notice, looking back to the time
before 1888, that in the three preceding
years the amount of work was at least as
large as in the years for which I have
given the returns; and there does not seem
to be any special reason for supposing that
there wiil be any considerable increase in
the work of these Admiralty Courts
in the future. When we consider the small
amount of business-that is, as regards the
iumber of causes-and when we consider
also the fact that there has been no com-
plaint made of the manner in which the
courts now administering the admiralty
law have done thoir work, there has not
been a sufficiently strong case made out
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for the establishment of this new court,
because it practically will come to that.
That is one reason, or perhaps two reasons
why the Bill should not pass in its present
form. Another reason is this, that this meas-
ure runs contrary to the general tendency
of legislation in this country and elsewhere.
The tendency in England, in the United
States and in Canada, of lato years, has
been towards a unification of courts and
the assimilation of the procedure in diffe-
rent cases. In England, in 1875, the old
distinctions between the courts of law and
the courts of equity, and between the
Exchequer Court, the Court of Queen's
Bench and the Court of Common Pleas,
Were done away with, and while the pro-
cedure was not materially altered, thejuris-
diction in admiralty cases was handed
Over to the High Court of Justice. In the
United States the system is the same : all
the important work to which the federal
law applies is transacted either in the
tnited States Supreme Court or in the
Circuit Court, or in the District Courts,
Which are practically branches of the
United States Supreme Court, and every-
body knows that in Canada we are
inoving in the same direction. In the
Province of Ontario the old distinctions
between the Chancery Court and the
court of common law have been done away
With, and the distinctions between the
Queen's Bench and the Common Pleas
have been practically done away with, too.
Now, while that is the general course, both
in this country and elsewhere, we have the
Government, at this time of day, intro-
ducing a measure here which is running
directly contrary to the course of things
both here and elsewhere. I have already
stated that the courts which now do the
business appear to be doing it well enough,
and although the work in, the case of New
Brunswick, is done by a County Court
judge, still we might so legislate that the
vork should be done there by the County

Court judge who does it now, or we might
legislate that the Supreme Court of New
Brunswick should do it.The Supreme Court
Of New Brunswick is not overworked any
nlore than the Supreme Court of Nova
Scotia. In Ontario the business might be
left as it is; and, in fact, this Bill actually
intends, so the Minister of Justice stated
in the other Chamber, that the work shall
continue for the present, at any rate to
be done by the judges who are doing

it now, and this machinery, rather ela-
borate machinery, that is provided for
now is with a view of something that
may happen in the future. He might
well enough wait until the time comes to
provide for the future, and not now at-
tempt to provide for cases that may never
arise. It appears that there is something
in the mind of the Government which indi-
cates that at somo future day they may
extend the Exchequer Court. My humble
opinion has been always that it was a mis-
take constituting the Exchequer Court a
separate court from the Supreme Court. I
think it would have been better to have
added a judge to the Supreme Court and
given him special Echequer jurisdiction;
and then we should have avoided the un-
necessary machinery which we have, and
the registrars, clerks, &c., which we have
provided for the Exchequer Court. As to
the question whether this work should be
left in the hands of the courts whici have
been doing the business, or transferred it
to the new court, I have to say that the
argument is all in favour of leaving the
business where it has been done, to the
courts which are in the different provinces,
where the people are familiar with them
and prefer them to any new court. Then,
with respect to the appeal which is provi-
ded for by this measure, it does not seem to
me to be altogether satistactory. There is
an appeal to the Exchequor Court judge.
That is the one appeal that the Bill pro-
vided for when it was introduced into the
other Chamber ; but owing to the very
vigourous criticism directed at the Bill in
the Commons very considerable moditica-
tions have been made in it, and it has natu-
rally been considerably modified. The
Minister of Justice, when he saw that the
criticism was justifiable, as a rule respected
it,and he has modified his Bill in accordance
with the criticism. At presentthereisan
alternative appeal. A party dissatisfied
with the judgment of a single judge sitting
in the province can appeal to the Exche
quer Court judge sitting here at Ottawa, or
can appeal to the Supreme Court at Ottawa.
It must strike one at once that an appeal
to the Exchequer Court judge would
not be satisfactory. Take, for instance,
the Province of Nova Scotia, with
which I happen to be somewhat more
familiar than the other provinces. There
the admiralty business is now transac-
ted by the Chief Justice ofthe Supreme
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Couit. Before that gentleman went on the
bench of the Supreme Court be had a good
deal of admiralty practice. He has been
trying at the rate, I suppose, of some
dozen cases a year for nine or ten years;
consequently, he is pretty familar with the
practice and the substantive law of admi-
ralty; and under this Bill it is proposed
that a party dissatisfied with hisjudgment
shall have the right to appeal to the
Exchequer Court here at Ottawa. Now, I
have the highest respect for the judge of
the Exchequer Court, and I think he his
doing his work very well ; but, as I under-
stand, the judge of the Exchequer Court
bere has never tried an admiralty suit in
his life, and one can see at once that
an appeal from a judge familiar with
admiralty business to a single judge, who
has never tried an admiralty case in his
life, is not a satisfactory appeal; and in
most cases the consequence would be an
appeal to the Supreme Court at Ottawa.
Hon. geitlemen know that that court
moves very slowly, and that prosecuting
and appeal at Ottawa is a very expensive,
business, and in a great many cases it
would practically be a denial of justice to
oblige the appellant, if he was not a rich
man, and if the amount at issue was not
very large, to come to Ottawa; and it
seems to me that the more natural and
better appeal would be to the full bench of
the Provincial Supreme Court. If a judge
of the Provincial Supreme Court gives a
decision which is objectionable to either
litigant, and felt not to be good law, the
natural course would be to appeal to the
full bench of the Provincial Supreme
Court, which is close at hand, and which
can be reached without difficulty and with-
out great expense. This Bill contains
some provisions for making new districts
and appointing new judges and provid-
ing new registrars and other machinery.
Now, the memorandum which I have
received from the Department of Justice,
the gist of which I have given to
the House, shows how little reason
there is for any multiplication of admir-
alty courts. As a matter of fact, the
admiralty courts which we have now have
almost nothing to do in the way of busi-
ness, and the idea of establishing additional
courts with additional registrars and other
machinery is one which Parliament should
not recognize, and which I know the
country would not favour. I think that

the process of amending this Bill was
carried to a very considerable distance in
the other Chamber, and that,perhaps, when
the hon. leader of the Government comes
to consider the objections which have been
made to certain parts of the measure in
the other Chamber as well as those that are
made here he may be induced to so modify
the measure that it will leave the admiralty
business where I think common sense and
economy and practical convenience indi-
cate that it should be left-either with the
courts that have it now, or with the
Supreme Courts of the aifferent provinces.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-This Bill is a
consequence, ai it has beeii said by the
Premier, of the Imperial Act passed last
year, which gives jurisdiction in all admi-
ralty cases-an extended jurisdiction be-
yond what we formerly had.

HON. MIR. POWER-No.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Yes; extended
jurisdiction by this very Bill, and power
to do so under that Act. Now, if we did
not excerise that power tendered to us,
the functions and all the powers would re-
main in the provincial courts over matters
which we, under the British North Ame-
rica Act, have within our exclusive juris-
diction. Therefore, I say we should be re-
creant to our duty bere to hand over to
courts of provincial constitution business
which certainly belongs to the Parliament
of Canada and can only be controlled under
the jursidiction of the Parliament of Can-
ada. I think there is a great deal of force
in some of the remarks of the hon.
gentleman from Halifax in regard to the
construction of those courts, and whether.
while we hold the jurisdiction within our-
selves,it might notbeexercised toalarge de-
greeby the courts that atpresenthave thatju-
risdiction. I agree with my hon. friend that
an appeal from one of the judges of the Su-
preme Court of the Province to the whole
bench of the Supreme Court there would
be less expensive and more satisfactory to
litigants, because we know in Nova Scotia
that not only members of the bar but the
courts themselves are familiar with the
questions with arise probably more fre-
quently than any other questions that come
before the courts in general ; therefore, I
think myself if this appeal should be givei
from the decision of a judge of the Supreme
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Court to the whole bench, and an appeal
from that tribunal, if necessary, to the
Supreme Court of Canada, it would be more
Satisfactory and less expensive than the
Present proposition ; because, as my hon.
friend says, an appeal from the judgment
Of, say the Chief Justice at Halifax, a man
trained to this profession, having a large
Practice in this bpecial business and long
experience on the bench, to a judge who bas
T1ot had similar training and experience,
Would seem to me to be giving an appeal
to a court whose judgment would not
Probably be as satisfactory to the litigants
as the judgment ofthe court that originally
tried it. But that is obviated, as my hon.
friend says, by the clause which allows an
alternative appeal either to the Exchequer
Court or to the Supreme Court at Ottawa.
Therefore, so far this Bill is improved ; but,
as 1 said before, I think that we in Nova
Scotia having thisjurisdiction there already
and exercising it in the way we do, it is
mllore satisfactory and less expensive to
litigants. Then in Nova Scotia, as my hon.
friend says, we have in the last three years
a8 inany cases as all the rest of the Dom-
nlion of Canada put together.

HoN. Ma. ABBOTT-No.

IION. MR. POWER-I did not say that.

H1ON. MR. KAUL BACH-We had thirty-
five cases in Nova Scotia the last three
Years and the others together were only
thirty-five. I think there were only twenty-
tvo in Quebec, nine in New Brunswick and
three decided in Prince Edward Island.

IION. MR. ABBOTT-There were nine-
teen in New Brunswick.

'ION. MR. KAULBACH-Then it stands
thirty-five in Nova Scotia to forty-five all
Over the rest of the Dominion of Canada.

foN. MR. POWER-There is no return
for 1890 from New Brunswick in this
statement.

IION MR. KAULBACII-I consider the

tilverment has done right in introducings Bill, and we should not leave this busi-Tness in the hands of any court constituted
Ulder provincial legislation. The whole
latter involved is a matter which is dele-

gated to us in the British North America
Act, and I think it would be unwise if, by
want of action on our part, we should
allow it to be transferred to the provincial
courts, over which we have no jurisdiction
as regards rules and regulations.

HoN. Mr. ABBOTT-I was very glad
to hear my bon. friend from Halifax state
his approbation of the tendency towards
the unification of' our courts and assimi-
lation of procedure; but I was a little sur-
prised at the application he made of his
views on that subject. My bon. friend
said the business heretofore has been fairly
well done. That I do not wish to dispute.
It is very possible and very probable it
has; I do not at all events desire to dispute
that; but he said it bas been done by the
existing courts of the different provinces.
Now, my hon. friend is mistaken in that,
I think. I am under the impression,
although I did not anticipate his objection
and bad not time to enquire into the matter
closely, that the Maritime Court at Quebec,
which bas the largest businessexcept that
of Nova Scotia, is presided over by Mr.
Irvine, who is not ajudge of any local court,
and that no provincial court bas any-
thing to do whatever with the admiralty
business of Quebec. In Ontario, it is
true, it is a local court, but it is not one
of the ordinary local courts that does the
maritime business; it is a court created by
special statute, which is called the Maritime
Court, and it is not one of the ordinary
courts oftlie country, except in this sense,
that it bas been created by statute, and
bas existed in the country some ten or
twelve years. At all events, at presentwe
have this position : the maritime business
of the country is done in Nova Scotia, New
Brunswick, British Columbia and Prince
Edward Island by different courts-in
Nova Scotia, for instance, by the judges
who are not of the highest standing in the
country-by county court judges; in the
other Maritime Provinces, I think, by
courts having original jurisdiction of the
highest class; in Quebec, by a judge ap-
pointed by Imperial authority and under
an Imperial law; in Ontario, by a Mari-
time Court created to do maritime busi-
ness. I think I may fairly take issue with
my bon. friend on this first proposition
that this business bas hitherto be done by
the existing courts-by the ordinary courts,
rather ; that is the way he puts it.
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HoN. MR. POWER-I suggested that
that is the way it should be done.

HoN. Mr. ABBOTT-I understood my
hon. friend to state that. I will not con-
tradict him, but I am inclined to think
that he conveyed to us the idea that we
were creating a new court in contradis-
tinction to the old courts that had hitherto
done ail this business; and I answer that
by saying it is not the fact-that the
business has not heretofore been done
by the ordinary courts, but there has been
an extraordinary divergence in respect to
the courts, the business being partially
done by the ordinary courts and partially
doue by a court created expressly for the
purpose, and in the case of the Province
of Quebec by a gentleman who is not a
judge of any ordinary court, but who prac-
tices his profession, except at such times as
he is sitting as a judge in the Maritime
Court. That objection may be fairly met
by this Bill. This Act wiil create but one
jurisdiction for the entire Dominion. It
will do what my hon. friend wishes to be
donc: it will unify the courts and it will
assimilate the procedure. The whole of
the maritime business of the Dominion
will be performed by the judges of the
Exchequer Court, not by the judge of the
Exchequer Court at Ottawa, but by persons
who are appointed as judges of the Exche-
quer Court in the various places where the
business requires to be done. The busi-
ness will be donc under the law respect-
ing maritime mattei s, which is, practically,
almost an international law, and which is
similar everywhere and which will not be
derived from the Legislature of the pro-
vince. The rules will be made for the Ex-
chequer Court and will be uniform in ail
the provinces: and inasmuch as we bave
ail the cases tried by one court, we will
have the procedure settled by that court,
instead of being open to changes by any
local court, as at present it is. At ail
events, it is liable, ab it stands, to diver-
gence of procedure, which would not be
the case when one court makes ail the
ruies for the conducting of the business. I
think, therefore, I inay venture to assert
that the objection of my hon. friend
is entirely met by this Bill, and instead of
altering the system for the worse, accord-
ing to his own view, it is altering it ma-
terially for the better, according to his
own view. The hon. gentleman from

Halifax would give us to understand also
that this Bill is creating or authorizing
the creation of a number of new districts.
That was one of my hon. friend's last
objections-that we were going to create
a lot of new districts, and presumably that
we are going to increase the expense. I
find on reference to the Act that the dis-
tricts are fixed by the Act. It is true they
may be altered, but there is no intention
to increase the number of districts to be
found in the Act.

HoN. MR. POWER-If my hon. friend
will look at the sub-section of clause 5.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I will look first,
if my hon. friend will permit me, at sec-
tion 17 of the Bill, which provides as fol-
lows:-

" Until otherwise provided by the Governor in Coun-
cil, the following provinces shall each constitute an
admiralty district, for the purposes of this Act, and
a registry of the Exchequer Court on its admiralty
side shall be established and maintained within such
districts at the places following, that is to say -

" (a.) The Province of Quebec shall constitute the
district of Quebec, with a registry at the city of
Quebec ;

" (b.) The Province of Nova Scotia shall constitute
the district of Nova Scotia, with a registry at the city
of Halifax;

" (c.) The Province of New Brunswick shall con-
stitute the district of New Brunswick, with a registry
at the city of St. John ;

" (d.) TÉhe Province of Prince Edward Island shall
constitute the district of Prince Edward Island, with
a registry at the city of Charlottetown ; and

" (e.) The Province of British Columbia shall con-
stitute the district of British Columbia, with a registry
at the city of Victoria."

It is perfectly true, as my hon. friend
says, that the sub-section of section 5 gives
the power to the Governor in Council to
change the limits of the admiralty districts,
to create new districts and to assign to
any district a name and a place of register,
but no intention appears by the Bill to
multiply the number of districts. It is a
provision whicb one would suppose must
necessarily be in such an Act, since we
have to deal with large provinces, which
are increasing, some of which have agreat
many seaports, where it is possible that
judicial conveniences may be required; but
there is nothing to indicate that it is the
intention of the Parliament or the Govern-
ment to increase the number of these dis-
tricts. On the contrary, so far as the Act
defines the districts, they are the same as
those which now exist. My hon. friend
makes another objection with regard to
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the appealt. It is possible that for some
0f the provinces, or some places, a more
convenient appeal might be found than
that which the Bill gives. That is quite
Possible: no system is perfect, I fancy,
and it is peculiarly difficult where the pro-
vinces ditfer so naterially as to the constitu-
tion of their courts. Oine grcat object in
creating a court of appeal is to do what
riY hon. friend was advocating just now,
Or at least to act in that direction-to as-
similate the jurisprudence. What kind of
Jurisprudence would we have if each pro-
ýince had a court of appeal, as to admi-
ralty jurisdiction, of its own ? Has not my
hon. friend objected to the judge of the
1Exchequer Court as not being trained in
the system of maritime law ? What kind
Of assimilation could be expected in our
courts if every province had a court of
appeal, to which cases could be taken from
the Exchequer Court ?

HON. MR. POWER-I did not contem-
Plate taking appeals from the Exchequer
Court.

lION. MR. ABBOTT-The Exchequer
Court is an admiralty court.

I11oN. MR. POWER-My suggestion was
that if the business were done by single
Judges of the Supreme Courts of the pro-
Vinces the appeal would naturally be to
the full benches of these courts.

lIoN. MR. ABBOTT-That is precisely
What I am contending.

'IoN. MR. POWER-My hon. friend
sPOke of the Exchequer Court judge; I did
fot say that.

HRoN. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
stated where the appeal ought to be-that
istead of the appeal being, as provided by

this Bill, to the judge of the Exchoquer
Court, or the Supreme Court, I understand
that naturally my hon. friend would prefer
(and he states it now) the court of appeal
to be the Supreme Court of each province.
11Y argument is just as good against the
Proposition of my hon. friend, in the waye now states it, as it was against the
Other form. [t does not matter to what
Court the case goes, it is quite clear
the administration of the law would bedifferent in each province. The jurisprud-

ence would be different in every one of these
provinces, and a man would take his
remedy where he thought he could find a
jurisprudence that would suit him best.
Of course, there is some restriction as to
where the case should be taken, but there
is also some latitude as to that : a man
might take his case to where the juris-
prudence would suit him best. Now, we
have the assimilation for which my hon.
friend contends by the system adopted
here. The appeals go practically to the
same court: the saine court, at ail events,
is the ultimate arbiter on every case that
comes up-the Supreme Court. By that
means we will have an established system
of jurisprudence, which will be known by
its published reports, to which every one
can apply, and which possesses ail the
advantage of a settled system of law. I
think, thorefore, the inconvenience, what-
ever it may be, that is suffered by a
litigant being obliged to go a littie further
than he otherwise would for his appeal,
is more than compensated by the fact that
we shall get our appeals decided upon by
a competent court-I do not deny the
competency of the other courts-at all
events, by the highest court of the land,
and we shall have a settled application of
maritime law to maritime cases. My hon.
friend did not speak directly of the differ-
ence as to expense between the two sys-
tems, but on that I should like to say a
word before I leave the subject. The
intention, as may be known by a reference
to the project which is being introduced in
the other House with regard to the pay of
these judges, is, in the first place, to take
the judges who have been hitherto doing
the business. They will do the business
still, only they wili do it under the name
ofjudges of the Admiralty Court, instead of
chief justices of other courts, or any other
name. These judges are at present paid
partially by fees-some of them by fees
and some by salary. There is a total ab-
sence of the assimilation which my hon.
friend likes with regard to their pay. Mr.
Irvine, who is judge at Quebec, a member of
no court, gets $2,000 a year without any
fees. Thejudges of the courts in Nova Sco-
tia, New Brunswick and Prince Edward
Island get $600 a year each, and get fees in
addition, which, to my mind, is a very bad
principle. The Maritime Court judges get
$600 each and no fees, so that in Quebec we
pay more than three times as much in salary
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as anywhere else. In three of the provinces
we pay fees which, in my opinion, is an
objectionable lino of action, and in the Mari-
time Court we pay $600 with ro fees. Now
we propose to do away with this system of
fees. As soon as Mr. Irvine vacates his
office the salary of the judge at Quebec,
who will be one of the Superior Court
judges there most probably, will be $1,000
instead of $2,000. In New Brunswick and
Nova Scotia, where they now get $600 and
fees, which amount to over $1,000 in some
cases, they will get $1,000 without any
fees. In Prince Edward Island, where now
$600 and fees are paid, they will get $800.
In the Maritime Court they will get
$1,000; in British Columbia they will get
$600. That is an arrangement which in
reality will put the establishmenton a more
economical and a proper footing, where
there is that assimilation which my hon.
friend desires, and it will abolish the
system of fees. I claim, therefore, for this
Bill, the merit of placing the jurisdiction
over maritime matters in the hands of our
own court, of the only court in the
Dominion that could possibly take it. I
claim that by so doing we shal get our sys-
tem and practice and jurisprudence assimi-
lated, that we shall be under the control
of set rules, made expressly for those
courts by the court itself, and that the
whole matter will be placed on an orderly
and sensible footing, so that it can be con-
trolled from the headquarters of the
Dominion where it belongs. It will be a
court administering the law within
the jurisdiction of the Dominion in
respect to matters which, if they are
within our jurisdiction at all, are within
the jurisdiction of the Dominion, rather
than under isolated courts, having no con-
nection with each other and administering
the maritime law according to their own
lights and views, without the slightest
reference to each other. I do not claim
that the Bill is perfect, but it is certainly
an improvement on the existing system.

HON. MR. POWER-I wish to call the
attention of the hon.gentleman to the fact
that he made a slight error in connection
with the fees of the judges. le stated, as
one of the elements which would produce
greater economy in the administration
under the new law, that the local judge of
the district of Quebec was to be paid
$1,000. He is now paid $2,000, and I find

in the resolutions introduced by the
Minister of Justice in the other House
that the salary is to remain at $2,000.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I said that wben
Mr. Irvine's office was vacated the salary
would be reduced to $1,000.

HON. MR. POWER-These resolutions
introduced by the Minister of Justice make
no mention of that. Nothing of the kind
was mentioned in the discussion in the
other Chamber. The hon. gentleman
apparently misapprehended what I said
about the assimilation of procedure. I do
not pretend to speak about the Province
of Ontario. I do not know much about
the practice of the Maritime Court in
Ontario, but the hon. gentleman is perfectly
aware that in all the other provinces at the
present time the procedure is identical-
it is the procedure prescribed by the
Imperial authorities for the Vice-Admir-
alty Courts. There is a book of practice
to be used in the Vice-Admiralty Courts
and the procedure is identical. I claim,
and I understood as a matter of course,
that this Government, in taking charge of
the admiralty business would issue Orders
in Council or rules of court, or whatever
they might be, providing for the same sort
of procedure as now exists in the variou3
Vice-Admiralty Courts, or, at any rate, a
procedure somewhat similar to that, so
that there is not very much difference
between us as to the question of assimi-
lation of the procedure. 1 spoke of
unification of the courts and the as-
similation of procedure with reterence
rather to the litigants in various courts.
My view is, and it has been the practice
in England and the United States and down
in Nova Scotia, where we have introduced
the system, to have one high court, instead
of two or three courts. The idea is, that
whatever injury the subject suffers from
and seeks a remedy for should be dealt
with by the same court. He bas not to
go to one court for a remedy for one kind
of grievance and to another court for a
remedy for another kind of grievance. If
the admiralty jurisdiction was vested in
the Supreme Court of Nova Scotia, say,
then the litigant who had a claim which
was, properly speaking, an admiralty
claim, would go with that claim
to the same court to which he went in
every other case. Now, the hon. gentleman
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tOok the ground that we must have
a Dominion court if we wish our jurispru-
dence to be harmonious. Take the Bills
Of Exchange Act passed last year. Acting
on1 the principle laid down now, we should
have courts al[ over the country, established
by the Dominion, for the purpose of secur-
Ing similarity of jurisprudence and pro-
cedure as to bills of exchange; but
the Parliament thought it was doing
quite enough when it assimilated the law,
feeling, no doubt, that as the ultimate court
of appeal was the same, the Supreme Court
here in Ottawa, the law might safely be
left to the local courts to administer. I
anke exactly the same view with respect

to the admirnlty business: as long as the
law is the same and the procedure laid down
the same, and the ultimate court of appeal
here at Ottawa is the same, the jurisprud-
ence is safe enough to be assimilated, and
the great balance of conven ience, as I think
I Pointed out, on the ground of economy
and promptness, and other grounds, is with
the local courts. Now, the hon. gentleman
sPoke about the new districts. If it was
Inot contemplated to create those new dis-
tricts i do not see why clause 5 should be
Put in the Bill; and I notice in the debate in
the other House the Minister of Justice
adrnitted an intention to establish new
districts before long.

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

I1ON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the Bill
be referred to a Committee of the Whole
10use to-morrow. He said: I should have
euggested a later date, but we have prac-
tieaily nothing to do to-morrow, and I do
1ot know that we are likely to have speci-
ally anything to do for some time to come.
'Uhe business of the other House is inter-
rupted by a long debate-of course, on a
"'ost important subject-and it seems to
be desirable that that debate should go on
and be terminated, in order that we may
get to the ordinary business of the country.
f that should be the line of action adoptedther-e I do not sce thut for the next few

hays we shall have much to do here. We
have got through practically all our pri-
t ate Bills, or shall have got through tbem.
tO-rnorrow, with very few exceptions, and
1 therefore ask the House to consider this
]i1l in committee to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (79) "An Act respecting the
Canadian Land and Investmeiit Company
(Limited)."- (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.)

Bill- (50) " An Act to incorporate the
Steam Boiler and Plate Glass Insurance
Company of Canada." (Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (77) " An Act respecting the
Ontario and Rainy River Railway Com-
pany." (Mr. Gitard.)

ROCKY MOUNTAIN RAILWAY AND
COAL CO.'S BILL.

cOMMONS AMENDMENTS ADOPTED.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons to return Bill (N) " An Act
to incorporate the Rocky Mountain Rail-
way and Coal Company," with certain
amendiments.

HON. MR. LOUGHEED moved that the
amendments be concurred in.

HoN. MR. BOTSFORD-Would it not be
better to mové that the amendments be
taken into consideration to-morrow, as we
have not had an opportunity of knowing
what they are.

HON. MR. LOUGHEED-I might ex-
plain that the amenduients made by the
Commons in no way interfere with the
substance of the Bill. One of the principal
amendments has been to confine the acqui-
sition of mineral lands by the company to
a limited quantity. That omission was ap-
parent when the Bill went to the com-
mittee. There was no particular amount
mentioned, consequently the Railway Com-
mittee in the Commons limited the acqui-
sition of coal lands to 10,000 acres. The
other amendment defined more particu-
larly one of the terminal points of the road.
The Bill as it passed in this House pro-
vided that the road should run to a certain
general point. A more defined point is
fixed. The other amendment changes the
date of the geneial meeting. I believe the
Commons committee have adopted some
uniform system by which the first general
meetings of companies are fixed for a par-
ticular date, so that none of the amend-
ments made by the Commons are of very
substantial importance, and they in no way
affect the Bill in any vital manner.

The motion was agreed to, and the
amendements were concurred in.
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A VISIT TO THE EXPERIMENTAL
FARM.

HON. MR. CARLING extended a cordial
invitation to the members of the Sonate to
visit the Experimental Farm to-morrow.

The Senate adjourned at 4:50 p. m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, July 15th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

The following Bills, reported from the
Committee on Railwa3 s, Telegraphs and
Hlarbours, without amendments, were read
the third time and passed:_

Bill (70) " An Act to incorporate the
Buffalo and Fort Erie Bridge Company."
(Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (107) "An Act to incorporate the
Burrard Inlet and Westminster Valley
Railway Company." (Mr. Macdonald,
B.C.)

Bill (60) " An Act respecting the Lake
Erie, Essex and Detroit River Railway
Company, and to change the name thereof
to 'The Lake Erie and Detroit River
Railway Company.'" (Mr. Allan.)

Bill (86) " An Act to incorporate the
Brighton, Warkworth and Norwood Rail-
way Company." (Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (91) " An Act to revive and amend
the Act to enable the City of Winnipeg to
utilize the Assiniboine River water power."
(Mr. Lougheed.)

Bill (61) " An Act respecting the St.
Catharines and Niagara Centril Railway
Conpany." (Mr. McKindsey.)

Bill (96) " An Act to amalgamate the
Ottawa and Parry Sound Railway Com-
parny and the Ottawa, Arnprior and Ren-
frew Railway Company, under the name,
of 'The Ottawa, Arnprior and Parry Sound
Railway Company.'" (Mr. Clemow.)

to provide for the exercise of Admiralty
jurisdiction within Canada, in aocordance
with the 'Colonial Courts of Admiralty
Act.'»

(In the Committee.)

On the 6th clause,-

HoN. MR. POWER-I think that there
might be an improvement made in this
clause. It provides that, the Governor in
Council mayfrom time to time appoint any
judge of a Superior or County Court, or any
barrister ofnot less than seven years'stand-
ing, to be a local judge in admiralty of
Exchequer Court in and for any admiralty
district; and every such local judge of ad-
miralty shall hold office during good be-
haviour, but shall be removed by the Gov-
ernor General on address of the Senate and
House of Commons, and such judge shall
be designated a local judge in admiralty
of the Exchequer Court. As this clause
originally stood, the judge was appointed
durng pleasure. It is considerably im-
proved by substituting the words " during
good behaviour," but I think there is
another change that would be an improve-
ment. The statisties which I gave yester-
day show quite clearly that there is not
sufficient business in any province of the
Dominion to employ the time of ajudge, and
consequently 1 think this power to appoint
any barrister of not less than seven years'
standing should be stricken out of the Bill.
There is a saving clause later on in the
Bill, which preserves the rights of all the
existing judges, so that the judge of the
Vice-Admiralty Court at Quebec would not
suffer if this were stricken out. I do not
think a gentleman should be appointed as
judge of the Admiralty who is not already
a judge, for the reason that there is not
work enough to keep a judge busy one-
twelfth of the year, and there would be no
object in appointing a barrister to the
position; therefore, I move that these
words be stricken out in the 28th and 29th
lines : " any barrister of not less than seven
years standing."

TT~.... ~ TrATTTT~Ar1TT r -1- -
IoN. UR. nAUJDAUn-t a1o not see

ADMIRALTY JIRISDICTION IN that rny hon. friend is going to improve
CANAI)A BILL. the Bill in that respect, for there are many
THIRD READING. barristers who could fulfil the functions of

. this Admiralty Court as well as any ofthe
The House resolved itself into a Com- judges of the County Court. There is

mitte of the Whole on Bill (13) " An Act nothing to be gained by the amendment.
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It is not improving the Bill, as far as con-
Venience is concerned, and I think it is
giving the government scope for the selec-
tion of a proper person to fill the situation
if the clause is left as it is.

IoN. MR. DEVER-I do not see why
the Government should be compelled to
confine themselves to the judges existing
at present. Certainly a selection might be
Made from the bar that would be more
suitable than some of the judges, and as
n0 hardship could be done by it to the
judge I cannot see that the amendment is
flecessary. I have the pleasure of know-
lng some of the judges who act as Admir-
alty judges at present, and I do not think
that this clause as it stands would inter-
fere with them.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It seems to me that
this would be unduly restricting the powers
of the Government. There may be a rea-
son why, in a particular place, where the
jldge might be fully occupied, or other
reasOns of many kinds, which would pre-
vent the judge on the spot from taking the
duties of the Admiralty Court, and I can-
lot see why, in the case of an exigency
arising which, in the opinion of the Gov-
ernment, would justify the appointment
Of another person, they should be pre-
Vented from appointing a barrister to take
this duty. It is very obvious, from the
tenor of the Bill and from the assurances
that have been given, and from the salaries
that have been paid, that it is the inten-
tiOn to utilize the judges as they are at
Present. It is quite plain that if it is
practicable, and if it is consistent with the
Publie service that the judge on the spot
should do the duty, he will be appointed
to do it ; but if from any cause it should
nOt be practicable or expedient that the
Judge on the spot should be appointed to
this duty, I really do not see why the
Government are to be prohibited from ap-
POinting anybody else. That would seem
to ne to be a provision clearly injurious
tO the public service, or one which might
become injurious to the public service in
the circumstances I refer to. Every im-
aginable probability is that the person who
does the duty will be a judge, and not a
lawyer acting independently as a judge,
because there is not enough money to pay
the salary of a lawyer as a judge under
Ordinary circumstances. 1 think the
clause should remain as it is.

HON. MR. POWER-The hon. gentleman
as a rule is remarkably clear and forcible,
but I do not think hc has been as clear as
usual on this particular point; and I am
not much surprised, because I think it was
only yesterday that the hon. gentleman
animadverted on the fact that the gentle-
man who acted as judge in the Vice-
Admiralty Court in Quebec was not ajudge,
that he was a barrister who practised in
the other courts beside other barristers.
That is not a desirable state of things. It
is better that the judge of the Vice-
Admiralty Court should not practice beside
other barristers in other courts. There
is no difficulty in finding judges, because
the hon. gentleman said there is no imme-
diate intention of creating new districts or
appointing new Admiralty judges; and in
Quebec, Halifax, Charlottetown and
Toronto there are a great many judges to
choose from, and even though some one
particular judge should be obnoxious to
the Government, there will be no difficulty
in getting a judge who will not be obnoxious
to them. The fact that the salary is not
sufficient to pay for the services of a
professional man is a reason why appoint-
ments should be limited to judges; there
cani be no harm done by taking this power
away from the Government, and I think
it is better that they should not retain it.
It is better that the gentleman who acts
as judge in the Admiralty Court should
not be a practising barrister in the other
courts. That system has not been found
to work well anywhere.

The amendment was declared lost on a
division, and the clause was adopted.

On the 9th clause,-

HON. MR. POWER-I think the hon.
gentleman should give us information as
to the meaning of this clause. It does not
seem to be perfectly clear.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-1 do not see any
difficulty about it. Would the hon. gen-
tleman point out what difficulty he finds
in it ?

HON. MR. POWER-Under this Bill the
judge of the Exchequer Court possesses
certain appellate jurisdiction, and this
clause, if we are to construe it literally,
would give to the local judge in admiralty
appellate jurisdiction as well as otherjuris-
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diction. It gives him all the jurisdiction
of the Exchequer Court.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I do not think that
construction could be possibly put upon it.
Clause 3 declares that the Exchequer Court
shall be, within Canada, a colonial Court
of Admiralty, and, as such, shall exercise
al[ the jurisdiction, powers and authorities
conferred by this Act. Here is a definition
of the court and a statement that the juris-
diction shall be exercised by the Exchequer
Court. Section 6 provides for the appoint-
ment of judges, and clause 9 that those
judges shall have all the jurisdiction of a
judge of the Exchequer Court in respect
to the admiralty jurisdiction. The appel-
late jurisdiction and the admiralty juris-
diction, I take it, are two different things.
The judge is given the ordinary jurisdic-
tion of the Admiralty Court.

The clause was adopted.

On the 11th clause,-

HON. MR. POWER said: I see that the
Government retain the power of appoint-
ing surrogates during pleasure, a power
which they gave up as regarded the judges
themselves. I do not see that there should
be any distinction between the surrogate
judges and the principal judges.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It is an inferior
and almost purely executive appointment:
the surrogate judge takes evidence, etc.
I do not see why such a judge, if he neg-
lects his duty, should not be removable at
pleasure.

The clause was adopted.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN, from the com-
mittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the Bill
be now read the third time.

HoN. MR SCOTT--T notice~ that the

he doos not live. Ie is considered a very
superior judge, and has given great satis-
faction. Making Toronto the headquar-
ters of the court might involve a change
that would operate against his being con-
tinued.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I quite agree with
my hon. friend that Judge Sinclair is a
valuable judge, and I believe there is no
intention to disturb him. Moreover, I
think there must be a clear understanding
with Judge Sinclair about going to To-
ronto, or we should have heard to the con-
trary. There is not the slightest intention
of removing him.

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

The House was adjourned during plea-
sure.

After some time the House was resumed.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (119) " An Act respecting a certain
Agreement therein mentioned with the
Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Railway Com-
pany." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (82) " An Act respecting the Baie
des Chaleurs Railway Company." (Mr.
Masson, in the absence of Mr. Ogilvie.)

Bill (120) " An Act respecting the Salis-
bury and Harvey Railway Company."
(Mr. Wark.)

Bill (52) " An Act to incorporate the
Macleod Irrigation Company." (Mr.
Lougheed.)

The Senate adjourned at 5:12 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, July 16th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

judge of the Maritime Court in Ontario is,
by this Bill, made the judge of the Admir- Prayers and routine proceedings.
alty Court, with his headquarters at THIRD READINGS.
Toronto. Is it proposed to make any
change? Judge Sinclair, of St. Catharines, Bill (77) " An Act respecting the Ontario
is the judge now. I see that it is proposed and Rainy River Railway Company."-
to transfer his court tô Toronto, where (Mr. Girard.)
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Bill (88) "An Act to incorporate the
St. Catharines and American Bridge Com-
Pany."-(Mr-. McKindsey.)

Bill (87) " An Act to revive and amend
the Act to incorporate the Quebec Bridge
COmpany."-(Mr. Bellerose.)

.Bill (102) "An Act respecting the Onta-
riO and Qu'Appelle Land Company, Limit-
ed."--(Mr. Perley.)

Bill (92) "An Act to incorporate the
Atglo-Canadian Electric Storage and
Supply Company."-(Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (50) "An Act to incorporate the
Steam-Boiler and Plate Glass Insurance
Comipany of Canada."-(Mr. Kindsey.)

Bill (79) " An Act respecting the Cana-
dian Land and Investment Company,
Limited."-(Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.)

AN ADJOURNMENT.

The notice of motion having been called
"" That when this Flouse adjourns on

Thursday, the 16th inst., it do stand ad-
JOurned until Taesday, the 11th day of
Augist next, at eight o'clock in the even-
ing,"

. RFION. MR. DEVER said: It is not my
fitention to go on with my motion to-day.
I intend to substitute another.

EoN. MR. KAULBACH-We would like
to know if this motion is withdrawn ?

1HoN. MR. VIDAL-It is hardly fair to
atny hon. gentleman who has prepared an
a4nendment to that motion that it should
be withdrawn.

d 1ON. MR. ALMON-It cannot be with-
drawn without the consent of the House,
aid I am opposed to its withdrawal.

TU.. SPAKE D th h11 1,

on the paper in some way. The House is
not in possession of what his substituted
motion contains.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-The hon.
gentleman has a perfect right togive notice
of a motion, and when the time comes for
moving it he lias a right to withdraw it if
he thinks fit.

The motion was withdrawn.

DANISH IMMIGRATION.

HON. MR. BOULTON-Before the
Orders of the Day are called, I wish to
draw the attention of the Premier to the
following notice in the Montreal Gazette:-

"Mr. Charles Meyer, President of the Danish
Society of Ottawa, has written to Sir John Thompson
asking that the Government take steps to prevent the
introduction of Danish criininals into Canada, it being
understood that the Penitentiary Relief Society of
that country is now shipping certain undesirable
characters to this country.

I think the thanks of the country are due
to Mr. Charles Meyer for calling publie
attention to these undesirable immigrants.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I cannot say
whether there is really any such intention,
nor do I know of the communication which
is said to have been addressed to Sir John
Thompson, but I will make enquiry and
be prepared to give my hon. friend any
information on the subject that I can obtain.

THE PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT.

The Order of the Day being called-
"Second reading Bill (119) An Act re-
specting a certain agreement therein men-
tion with the Winnipeg and Hudson Bay
Railway Company,"

HY 'i PO E idT nbeM t ihr lisN. Ri. na b: hattllhas
her ask to withdraw his motion ? not been distributed.

IloN. MR. ABBOTT-I do not under-
staid that the motion has been made. The
hon. gentleman gave notice that he would
1iake a motion, but he does not move it.

l 1 oN. Mit. Mc1NNES-The hon. gentle-
lan from St. John has handed in another
rotion, and it is only fair to the House
that we should know what it is. He can-
'lot put another notice on the Orders of
the Day unless he disposes of the one now

16

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
Order of the Day be discharged, and that
the second reading of the Bill be fixed for
to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

IoN. MR. POWER-There is a general
impression amongst the members of the
House that it is proposed to adjourn to-
morrow for some time.
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HON. MR. ABBOTT-My intention was HON. MR. KAULBACH-It is a littie
to move for an adjournment to-morrow, foo lato now to raise the point of order.
under the supposition that we would have The objection should have been taken at
our business 'inished, but unless we have the time.
the business that is now before us com-
pleted I do not think it would be prudent HON. Ma. ALMON.-I opposed the with-
to adjourn. This Bill is an important drawal of the motion ut the timo and ap-
measure, requiring discussion; if we had pealed to the Speaker. I tbought the
gone on with it to-day we might have been motion having been Ilaced on the paper it
able to adjourn to-morrow. was the propetty of the ouse and fot of

the member who placed it there, and I
HoN. MR. POWER-Perhaps the bon.

gentleman would give us some idea of the
length of time for which the adjournment
will be ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It depends on when
it would begin. My idea of this adjourn-
ment was that we should be guided by the
work we had to do, and as long as we had
any work to do we should not adjourn. I
was under the impression yesterday that
the work before us would be ready for to-
day and could be finished by to-morrow
evening, but I am a little afraid now that
it will not be.

HON. MR. PERLEY-Why could not
this Hudson Bay Railway Bill be allowed
to stand over for a few days ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I do not think it
would be a good principle for us to adjourn
in the middle of the session with unfinished
work before us.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-There is really no
private business to come up for some time,
and it seeins to me that this Hudson Bay
Railway Bill might stand over during the
recess. It is a very important measure
which should not be rushed through the
House, and I think we are fairly entitled
to have it stand over until after the ad-
journment.

HON. MR. PERLEY-I am a strong sup-
porter of this Hudson Bay Railway Bill,
and would like to be bore when it is before
the House, but I am going home to-night.

HON. MR. ALMON-I opposed the with-
drawal of the motion placed on the paper
by the hon. gentleman from St. John. I
rise to ascertain whether it was in order'
for the hon. gentleman to drop bis motion
when I opposed it ?

thorefore rise to a question of order: I
want to know whether that motion is not
still before the House?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-With reference to
what my hon. friend from Ottawa said, I
agree with him that this Hudson Bay
Railway Bill is important and is not a
measure to be rusbed through the House,
but I do not call it rushing a Bill through
the House if we debate it thoroughly and
come to a conclusion upon it. My inten-
tion was, if the Bill gave rise to so much
discussion that we could not get through
with it to-morrow, to decide then, taking
the whole state of the business into con-
sideration, whether we should adjourn or
not. With reference to the question of
order raised by the bon. member from
Halifax, the hon. member from St. John
gave notice that he would make a motion
to adjourn the House until the 16th of
August. When that notice was called and
he had the opportunity of making bis
motion, he declined to do so and dropped
bis notice. There was nothing in the pos-
session of the House at all, and he had a
perfect right to drop his notice, which he
did and gave another.

HON. MR. PERLEY-I should have
liked to see the Sonate adjourn over next
week and a day or two of the week follow-
ing, but I do not think we should indulge
ii long adjournments because we do not
know what may turn up at a late period
of the session. It would be a great con-
venience to members who live at a distance
from the Capital to be able to go home
and attend to their business. The session
this year bas been called at a most incon-
venient season, and though I am deeply
interested in this Hudson Bay Railway
Bill-not personally, but as a public mea-
sure-I have made my arrangements to go
home to-night, and I must go. I think
there is no great rush about it, the matter
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bas been before the country for half a
dozen years, and I think. it could be safely
left over for a few days and discussed when
we return to the Capital.

HoN. MR. ALLAN-With reference to
the motion of the hon. gentleman f rom St.
John, the rule is that when a motion has
been made it is in the possession of the
House and cannot be withdrawn without
the consent of the House, but if there is
Only a notice on the paper of a motion
that has not been put to the Flouse, and
the member who has given the notice
chooses to drop or withdraw it, there is
naothing to prevent him from doing so.

HON. MR. BOULTON-With regard to
the proposition of the hon. gentleman from
Ottawa to postpone the consider-ation of
the Hudson Bay Railway Bill, I may say
it is a question of paramount interest to
the people in the west. They are all
watching with the greatest anxiety for the
Passage of this Bill, so that active steps can
be taken for the promotion of this great
Work. For that reason I do not think it
would be wise to adjourn for our own con-
Venience, leaving a Bill of that importance
on the paper.

HON MR. FLINT-I am opposed to
these adjournments, and I think if any one
Wishes to attend to his private business he
should do so without asking the Senate
to adjourn for his convenience.

HON. MR. DEVER-As the statement
has been made that pressure was brought
to bear on me to drop the motion of which
I have given notice, I wish to say that that
is not the case. The fact is, when I gave

Iy notice I was not aware that there was
such a conflict of opinion as to the length
of time the Flouse should adjourn. Besides,
in a conversation with the leader of the
GOvernment I found that such a long ad-
Journment would not be in the public in-
terest-that there were some important
measures to come up which we should be
here to attend to. I concurred in his
Opinion that we could have the adjourn.
"lent next week as well as now. I wish it
to be understood that in dropping the no.
tiee I acted solely on my own judgment
and not under pressure from any source.

16J

THE RULES OF THE SENATE.

HoN. MR. WARK-I have listened to a
debate for a considerable time on a ques-
tion that is not before the House. There
is some apology for such a debate, foir the
rules of the House are out of print, but it
gives me an opportunity of calling the at-
tention of your Honours to the tact that
these rules should be reprinted and, per-
haps, amended, and I would suggest that
the present Speaker and the ex-Speakers
of this House, Mr. Botsford, Mr. Allan and
Mr. Miller, who are ail well acquainted
with the rules, should be a Committee to
revise and, if necessary, to make such
alterations in them as are desirable, and
have a new edition of them printed.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The reprinting of
the rules is a very necessary thing, no
doubt, but the amendment of them is a
somewhat important question, and I think
my hon. friend had better give notice of
motion, and then we will consider how it
is best to be done. The hon. gentleman
mentioned the subject to me yesterday,
but I was not aware that he was going to
bring it before the House to-day and I did
not consider the matter.

HON. MR. WARK-Let it be considered
as a notice of motion.

HoN. MR. POWER-I think the hon.
gentleman has done a good service in
bringing this matter before the Flouse.
Our rules need amendment somewhat.
They need to be made clearer in some
respects, but if a Committee is appointed
to do that work, it should be done well.
There is no use in doing it in a cursory
or prefunctory manner, and it occurs to
me that at this stage of the session it will
be somewbat difficult to get a Committee
to give that time and attention to it that
the importance of the subject requires. [
think that at the opening of the session
would be a better time to appoint such a
Committee.

The Senate adjourned at 4.15 p.m.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, July 17th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS OF THE
SENATE.

SECOND REPORT REFERRED BACK TO CoM-
MITTEE.

HoN. MR. READ (Quinté) moved the
adoption of the Second Report of the
Select Committee on the Contingent Ac-
counts of the Senate. He said: The
report recommends that a sum equal to
one year's salary of the office beld by the
late James Adamson, Assistant Clerk of the
Senate, be paid to his widow.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I think there is
sone kind of an understanding arrived at
about what should be done in respect to
this report. Some of the friends of Mr.
Adamson, who were speaking to me about
it, were satisfied with the suggestion I
made to them, that I would undertake that
a thousand dollars would be put in the Es-
timates for Mrs. Adamson and that she
should retain the two months' salary that
she bas already received.

HON. MR. POWER-The report can be
referred back to the committee and the
proposition discussed there better than
here.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I move in amend-
ment that the report of the committee be
referred back for further consideration.

The amendment was agreed to.

HUDSON BAY RAILWAY CO.'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (119) " An Act respecting
a certain Agreement therein mentioned
with the Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Rail-
way Compar.y." He said: This is a Bill
authorizing an arrangement with the Win-
nipeg and Hudson Bay Railway Company
similar to arrangements that have been
made with other companies for the open-

ing up of the North-West Territories.
The road runs in a north-westerly direc-
tion from Winnipeg to the Saskatchewan
River, and is about 300 miles in length.
As in the case of the Long Lake Railway
Company and the Calgary and Edmonton
Railway Company, it is proposed that an
agreement should be entered into between
the Government and the company by
which the Government will pay to the
company for twenty year's an annual sumi of
880,000, which is to cover all the services
that the company may be called upon to
render to the Government during that
time, such as the carriage of mails, sup-
plies, police, and so on. The Government
reserve in their own hands one-third of
the land grant as security that-the amount
to be earned will pay off this annual sub-
sidy-to cover, in fact, any deficiency that
may occur between the prices paid for
services rendered and the annual subsidy
promised. The rates will be fixed for a
certain term of years by agreement be-
tween the Government and the company
after the company commences operation.
This is exactly the arrangemeet that bas
twice passed through this House with re-
erence to the two other companies. 1
presume the House is familiar with the
transactions, and it is unnecessary to go
more into detail than I bave done. The
road opens up a magnificent country to
cultivation and colonization, and in all res-
pects possesses merits equally great with
other roads that have already been bene-
fited in this manner by the Government.

HON. MR. SCOTT-As explained by the
leader of the Government, this road is pro-
posed to be subsidized by Parliament with
a payment of $80,000 per year, professedly
for the transport of men, supplies, mate-
rials and mails for the next twenty years
after the road bas been completed; and be
has referred to similar legislation adopted
by Parliament in reference to two other
roads. He mentioned the Qu'Appelle and
Long Lake Road, whose objective point is
Prince Albert, and which runs through a
tolerably good country, to a point in the
North-West where there is a considerable
settlement. The other road to which the
hon. gentleman bas referred is the Calgary
and EdmontonRailway,whichruns through
a country that is tolerably well known,
Edmonton, the objective point in the north,
being a centre for the last hundred years
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for a considerable business done by the
Hudson Bay Company. The main differ-
ence between those two roads and the line
in question is that the latter has no parti-
cular objective point but the crossing of the
river. There is no settlement in that part
of the country, there are no mails or mate-
rials to be carried by the railway, and there
is no money to be earned by that line. It
runs alongside of two very tine waterways,
Lake Winnipeg on the east side and Lake
Manitoba on the west side, for a certain
distance if it crosses at the narrows of Lake
Manitoba; or if it runs to the objective
point in the north it passes on the east side
of Làke Winnipegoosis, so that it differs
materially from the other two roads to
which the hon. gentleman bas alluded, in-
asmuch as Prince Albert, a growing town,
was almost inaccessible, and so was Edmon-
ton, except by the old-fashioned trains used
in theNorth-West. Alongside of this pro-
posed road, however, there is a fine system
of navigation on Lake Winnipeg, where,
for the last 150 years. vessels of one kind
or another have carried supplies for the
Hudson Bay Company.

HlON. MR. BOULTON-Where to?

HoN. MR. SCOTT-To Grand Rapids.

HoN. MR. BOULTON-And where then?

HoN. MR.SCOTT-Distributing supplies

for the Hudson Bay Company along the
Saskatchewan.

HON. MR. BOULTON-Exactly; and to
Hudson Bay.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-And to Hudson Bay,
which is the objective point of my hon.
friend's ambition for this railway, but
Which he is not likely to reach very soon.
That is the present condition of affairs. I
venture to say, without fear of successful
contradiction, that there are no settiers to
be served, no mails to be carried, that
there has never been any material carried
thîough this country, because there is no
Objective point, as I said just now, and, if
there was, the waters of the lakes on one
side or the other furnish nature's best
channel of communication in that country.
1 happened yesterday to meet a gentleman
Who has just come from Grand Rapids. I

did not ask him in a confidential way, and
therefore I do not hesitate to use the
information that I obtained. I turned th,
conversation on this subject. I had met
him some fifteen years ago when he was
here before; he is head of the post at that
point. I said: " Are there 500 settlers to

e served in the part of the country that
this road is to traverse ?" He smiled and
said: "No." 1 said: "Are there 100 ?"
He said: "Perhaps there might be."

floN. Ma. BOULTON-Where is that?

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Between a point
forty miles north from Winnipeg and
Grand Rapids. The character of the coun-
try can be seen by reference to the last
published map of the Dominion. I under-
stand from the discussion in another place
that some reference-was made to the pos-
sibility of the railway crossing at the nar-
rows, but·the Government would not un-
dertake that it would. It was asserted
that at Lake Dauphin there was a settle-
ment and good land, but no one would
undertake that the road would cross there,
because it was part of the Hudson Bay
Railway Company's line. They would
rather it took the shortest line originally
laid down on the Government maps. I am
glad to hear the leader of the Government
say that the route passes through a magni-
ficent country. Now, my hon. friend
should go back to the records of fifteen
years ago, when Mr. Mackenzie laid out
the road just through this portion crossing
at the narrows of Lake Manitoba. It was
then represented by bon. gentlemen, who
were then on the other side of the House
that that country was all muskeg, and Mr.
Mackenzie said: " I knew it was inferior
land, but my object in building the Canadian
Pacifie Railway is to obtain the shortest
route, and after passing the narrows it is
almost a direct line to Battleford." On the
faith that that was the line, settlers did go
into that country, and we know that Battie-
ford now is a pretty large town, the centre
ofa settled district without any railway faci-
lities; and if it was desired to favour the
opening up of a railway simply for coloni-
zation purposes that would be a route that
would be chosen, because people were led
to settie there fifteen years ago on the
faith that it was the route of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway. In 1878 one of the first
acts of the incoming Administration was
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to denounce the route for the railway pro-
posed by Mr. Mackenzie; and they diverted
it south from Selkirk to Winnipeg, and
then ran the line due west from Winnipeg.
It was represented that on the Mackenzie
route they could not get the telegraph
poles to stand up-that there was not soil
enough to hold the poles. My hon. friend
from Rideau division laughs. I think he
has a minute recolleetion of the statements
made on the platforms and elsewhere in
1877, 1878, 1879, that that country at the
narrows of Lake Manitoba was all muskeg.
I am delighted to hear to-day that it is
magnificent land for one hundred miles
out, following the line proposed by Mr
Mackenzie that the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way should follow. The expenditure from
Selkirk north-west was abandoned, how-
ever, and my hon. friend will see on the
map the crook in the line where the cross-
ing of the Red River at Selkirk was made
and the line was diverted to Winnipeg, and
then started westward. It will be
rather gratifying to Mr. Mackenzie to be
told that in the view of the present Gov-
ernment the land at the narrows of Lake
Manitoba and north of it is magnificent.
If it is magnificent land and fit for coloniza-
tion purposes, why is it that for hundreds o-
miles-yes,thousands of miles-to the north-
west, away on to Edmonton, settlers have
gone ; and yet, although the distance is
comparatively short, in this district referred
to, north of Winnipeg, there are no settlers
-on that neck of land between Lake
Winnipeg and Lake Winnipegoosis.
Probably the attacks made in 1877-78 by
the members of the then Opposition in this
House, and in the other Chamber, on Mr.
Mackenzie's line, were somewhat correct;
but the route was not laid through that
section of the country by Mr. Mackenzie
because he considered it was superior land ;
but it was Mr. Mackenzie's idea that it
would be an advantage to construet the line
by the shortest route, and he did not consult
the views and wishes of the city of Win-
nipeg, and consequently offended a good
many people. He did not consult the
political atmosphere at the time when he
located his road south of Lake Winnipegoo-
sis. The Government should furnish the
House with an estimate of what it would
cost the country to send up " men, supplies,
materials and mails for twenty years " by
this proposed route. I doubt if one
hundred dollars worth of mail matter has

been carried up in that direction since the
country was settled. Any mail matter
that is carried for that district is taken by
Lake Winnipeg up to Grand Narrows.
This Bill is supported by hon. gentlemen
fi om two standpoints. One, the standpoint
of the hon. gentleman from Marquette and
his friends, I believe, that it is goiing to
cheapen the transportation of grain to the
great seaboard on the other side, that it
is going to be a short route to the grain
market for the North-West. I can quite
appreciate their anxiety to obtain such a
route if practicable. I think their judg-
ment is at fault in their intense desire to
see that route in existence. The other
section, whose judgment cannot follow
the ardour of the hon. gentleman and
those who follow him in support of the
through project from Hudson Bay to
Liverpool, have supported it on the ground
that it is a colonization road. I am quite
prepared to support any colonization road
in the North-West that is going to open up
that country, although I think we have
already shown our fairness to the people of
the North-West by taxing the people of the
older colonies to the extent of $100,000,000
to promote colonization in our western
territories. But if we are going to build
colonization roads, then show us the terri-
tory that is capable of being colonized. I
would say, favour tirst the country where
settlers have gone in. I dare say myhon.
friend will be able to give us some report.
I know that a report was made some nine
or ten years ago, stating that this is a very
fair country, but until surveys have been
made and settlers have gone in we can
have no reliable data to form an opinion
on. There are probably good patches of
land and probably, as alleged in 1886-87, a
good deal of muskeg, because it is naturally
a marshy country. The waters of Lake
Winnipegoosis are shallow, and in high
water overflow a good deal of the land, as
it is a flat, level country, although not a
prairie. If Parliament is asked to support
a colonization scheme Parliament ought
to be given the information that woild
satisfy it that a colonization road would be
of some value to somebody. My own con-
clusions in connection with this road are,
that the value of it will be only to the
promoters, and to no one else. I certainly
think it is a serious matter for the Parlia-
ment of Canada to say that certain gentle-
men for some reasons or other, but which
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reasons are very powerful in times of
election, shall be favoured with this extra-
ordinary grant, equal to $2,000,0t 0. It is
4 per cent. on $2,000,000 of money, because
the faith of Canada will be pledged to that.
I do not suppose the company will have
mauch difficulty in raising $2,000,000 on the
proposition submitted in this littie Bill. It is
in round figuires4, at all events, $1,600,000 of
actual cash. Now, so much for the road if
it is to be used as a colonization road; but
from the argument that I have heard ad-
Vanced, and because it is giving it to a rail-
Way whose objective point is the Hudson
Bay, there can be no doubt whatever that
the promotors of this road view it entirely
from the standpoint of its through con-
struction to the waters of Hudson Bay, as
has been discussed over and over again in
this Chamber and elsewhere. When we
have this proposition before us we cannot
omit looking at the questio nof the feasibi-
lity of the Hudson Bay route, and I think
We have a good deal of evidence on that
point. From time to time the question bas
come up in this House. I was in hope it
Would come up in a different shape a few
days ago, when probably hon. gentlemen
Would have felt more free to discuss a vote
1 on the question. The hon. member from
.larquette had a notice on the Paper invit-
Ing the aid of the British Government to
this enterprise. After having it there for
some time he, on the advice of a prudent
friend, withdrew the motion. He was
in1forred that the British Government
Would not look with favour on it-- that they
had some knowledge of the navigation of
fludson Bay and Strait and they were
satisfied that it was not a navigable section
Of the world. It was not th rough its waters,
at all events, that western produce could be
brought cheaply to European markets. In
connection with this, I desire to refer hon.
gentlemen more particularly to the answer
given by the Secretary of the Navy when
this question came up in the British House
0f Commons in 1884. When the question
Was discussed as to whether it would be
ýracticable to navigate Hudson Strait and

ay, Mr. A. S. Hill asked the following
question of the Government :-

" In the British House of Commons, Mr. A. S. Hill,
C., asked the Secretary of the Admiralty whether,

havmig regard to the great importance attaching to
te practicability of a route through the Hudsontraits to thegrain-growing districts of the North-

West, Her Majesty's Government would assist in
thi8 research by placing one or more vessels of the

Royal Navy at such stations and for such periods as
might enable a report to be made upon the number of
days during the year for which route is available.
Mr. Campbell-Bannerman (Secretary of the Navy)
replied: 'We are in possession of information der-
ived from the experience of a century and a-half as to
the limited season of the year for navigating Hudson
Strait. This experience has proved that the strait is
so hampered with fixed and floating ice as not to be
free for secure navigation for more than an average
of seven or eight weeks in the year, confined between
July and September. The open time varies consider-
ably from year to year, for although the strait is
occasionally open by the middle of July, it has been
found closed until the middleof August, and is rarely
free after September. It would be an arduous and,
to some extent, a dangerous service for one or more of
Her Majesty's ships to be placed in this inhospitable
region for a season to watch the movement of the ice :
and the observations of many years would be neces-
sary in order to come to a safe conclusion. The Go-
vernment are, therefore, not prepared to undertake
the duties suggested by my hon. friend, although they
fully appreciate the importance of the subject. '

That is the view taken by the Secretary
of the Navy, representing the Imperial
Government, on fhis question.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-What year
was that?

HoN. MR. SCOTT-In 1884.

HON. MR. POWER-Then we had sur-
veys after that.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Yes; we had surveys
after that. When this question was first
mooted, I think it was twelve years ago,
my hon. friend, now no more, Senator
Ryan, from Montreal, brought the subject
before Parliament. He was the first one
in this House to call attention to the possi-
bility of navigating Hudson Straits and
Hudson Bay, and he became, after read-
ing up the reports and what information
he could obtain, very enthusiastic on it.
The subject was brought up in this House,
but it was not very generally supported-in
fact it was pooh-poohed as being an imprac-
ticable scheme. I would like to refer hon.
gentlemen to the opinions of the expert
whom we sent specially to enquire into
that subject, Lieut. Gordon. I think it
cost this country a-quarter of a million
of dollars to test this question. I may say
that the friends of the project believed he
would be a very excellent officer to make
the report, while the Government rather
impressed him with the belief, froma the
instructions he received, that it was desired
ho should report favourably if he could; and,
therefore, he is not an unwilling witness
in giving his opinion and judgment on this
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question. I will just quote trom the con- 14th July, here is an extract from his
cluding paragraph of bis instructions of journal:
22nd June, 1886:

"It is desirable that you should proceed to the
mouth of Hudson Straits with as little delay as pos-
sible, so as to avail yourself of the very first feasible
opportunity to make the passage through. If you are
prevented from at once entering the straits, you will
occupy your time in taking accurate observations of
the extent and condition of the ice, the prevailing
winds and the currents at its mouth."

Now, the instructions conclude with these
words:

" You will bear in mind that it is the wish of the
Department to demonstrate as far as possible the
navigability of the straits for purposes of commerce,
in point of time and facility, and anything that will
conduce to that end, the Department relies upon you
to do the limit of the means placed at your disposal.'

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-Who
gave thoso instructions ?

HoN. MR. SCOTT-The then Minister of
Marine and Fisheries, the Hon. Mr. Foster.
So that it will be evident that ut ah events
ho was impressed with the belief that he
was to take as favourable a view of the
feasibility of navigation through Hudson
Bay and Strait as the opportunities pre-
8enting themselves would admit. He says
himself, in the very opening of bis diary:

"We commenced this voyage with every hope of
making an early and successful passage of Hudson
Straits, as the news from Newfoundland was that the
ice had left the Labrador coast, and that the season,
so far as the mbvements of the ice were concerned,
was an unusually early one. Our subsequent expe-
rience showed that certainly all along the Labrador
coast, and to a less extent,in Hudson Straits, the
season was earlier than last year."

Now, we will take from his diary what
he encountered at points. I will not detain
the House with any lengthy extracts from
his report, but on account of the im-
portance of this question I think we
should thoroughly understand what we
are about:

On Sunday, 4th July, about 3 a.m., arrived off
Gulch Cape, and found the bay between this promon- It will be admitted that, with the experience ex-
tory and White Bear Cape full of tighly-packed, heavy tending te conturies, which the Hudson Bay Company
ice, through which it would have been impossible to have, if it were possible for them to get their slips
force the ship. I was, therefore, reluctantly compelled in earlier they would endeavour to do su, inasmuch
to abandon the attempt to call at the Nachvak Post, as the detentiun of une of their ships over a winter in
and, heading the ship out to the eastward, found com- the bay entails loss of markets, more or less undue
paratively clear water about fifteen miles off the land, wear and tear of vessel, and the addition and expense
when course was altered to the northward, for the of wages and maintenance of the crew. 1 have ex-
entrance of Hudson Straits." amined the record of 116 consecutive arrivais at York

factery and find that the average date is 4th Sep-
Then he goes on to describe the ice that he tember. 0f the 116, 48 arrived in August; earliest
met as beig from five o twelve feet date, 6th August. The latest arrivai was the 7thmtknas. Thging o to the l t an Octhber, on which occasion the ship wintered in the

the bay ent il os of m r t more or 

bay.l
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" Ice continues heavy, and I here quote from my
journal of the 14th the opinion there written, which
subseqient events only tended to confirm :-'The ice
met with to-night, in my opinion, settles the question
of the practieability of the navigation of the straits;
up to this date, at any rate, the straits are not navig-
able for this season, because no ordinary ship that
could be used as a freight carrier, even if strengthened
to meet the ice, could have stood the pounding which
the ship has had this afternoon.' "

That is the evidence of the witness who
went there prepared to report favourably,
in a vessel constructed for the purpose,
and not a vessel constructed for carrying
grain. fe says:

" From the 11 th to 19th July the ice covered the
straits from 'Emma Island ' to Cape Digges, and
through this 200 miles we worked, every time the ice
opened gaining something, if only half a mile. Much
of this ice was heavy, old ice, and of such a nature
that no ordinary steamer which could be used as a
freight carrier, even if strengthened and sheathed for
ice, could, in niy opinion, have passed through this
time without injury."

Every sentence you read seems to con-
firm the concluding fact of bis report, that
it is absolutely impossible, except under
circumstances that may happen once in
eight or ten years, to expect any vessel to
enter Hudson Bay without encountering
the ice before the month of August. The
average of 116 trips made by the Hudson
Bay Company's vessels to that region, I
think, brings it somewhere to about the first
week in September. I think this is the
average. The Hudson Bay Company are
the only people, except occasional whalers,
that have gone in t here. For years and
years the company bas sent vessels in
there. Their object was to get their
vessel in as early as possible, so that
she could return the same year. The
furs stored at the Hudson Bay depots
were kept packed ready to be shipped as
soon as the vessel arrived, and no detention
was allowed, so as to ensure returns the
same season. He quotes their experience:
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And yet that is the navigation that this
House is asked to favour-of which this
Ilouse is asked to say to the world, " We
believe in it." We are asked to say to the
capitalists on the other side of the Atlan-
tic: " We think this is a good project ; we
endorse it, and therefore you ought to put
your money into it. We at all events aid
it by giving a cash bonus equal to interest
on two millions of dollars for twentyyears."
That is practically what we say to the out-
side world. In reference to the use of
steam, he says that ho is of the opinion that
it will not lengthen the season of navi-
gation. Then a point, which is not often
adverted to, is that the compass is per-
fectly useless in Hudson Bay. Ho says :

"The tidal currents in Hudson Strait add very
eonsiderably to the risks of navigation. These cur-
Xents vary in velocity from three to six knots per
hour, and the uncertainty of this effect on shi has
already been pointed out in the case of the ''ury'
and ' Hecla.' I have myself, when fast in the ice in
thick weather, tried the ground log, and have inade
'Out apparently the rate and direction in which we
Were being carried, but in almost every instance,
When we began to haul in the line, it fouled some spur
of ice beneath, and weights and hne together would
be lost.

" Further, in an iron ship any severe concussion
'changes the magnetic condition of the ship ; hence,
When working through ice constant changes would be
taking place in the ship's attraction,and,consequently,
in the compass errors.

" I am further of opinion that in an iron ship,
naking the voyage between, say Liverpool and
Iudson Bay, on arrival off the western end of the
Straits the compass will not work.

S'Altogether, I consider the navigation of Hudson
Straits as being more than ordinarily difficult, with
shores inb >spitable and bleak, presenting such a pic-
ture of loneliness and aesolation that it takes some
tilne to get accustomed to it. The only safety in
thick weather lies in the constant use of the lead and
keeping a bright look-out, as the dead-reckoning is
frequently in error to a considerable extent."

Now, that is his final conclusion. I ask
hon. gentlemen, on that testimony, which
we must consider worthy of credence,
taken by an unbiassed witness, under in-
structions from this Government to make
the best report he could in favour of the
project that had so many friends and sup-
Porters in the North-West, to Parliament,
is it proper that Parliament should go on
Year by year favouring the project of a rail-
Way to Hudson Bay ? We have not only fa-
voured it, but we have done so to a much
greater degree than in the case of any
Ordinary enterprise that has come before
Parliament for support and assistance. The
Charter was first asked for in 1880. In
that year we gave a charter to the Winni-
Peg and Hudson Bay Railway and Steam-

ship Company, and we also gave the Nelson
Valley Railway and Transportation Com-
pany a charter. People got excited over it,
and thought it would be a short route to
Europe and that there was a bonanza in it.
We gave both companies .charters, and in
each case the capital stock was two millions
of dollars and the terms of incorporation
were extremely favourable. I will.refer to
some of the clauses, and show that wegave
to those companies terms that we do not
often give to railways. In 1883 the two
companies amalgamated ; and, strange to
say, although the two were to go over the
same road, the capital doubled. Each was
to build a road with a capital of two mil-
lions of dollars, and the effectof having only
one company was to increase the capital
stock to four millions of dollars. It appears
that although the two companies amal-
gamated, the Nelson River Company
wanted, evidently, to get some money out
of it, and they came to Parliament the
second year and asked to be let out. So we
went through the farce of letting them out.
They said at the same time that they had
a claim of $10,970 against the Winnipeg
and Hudson Bay Railway Company, and
they asked Parliament to sanction their
right to make the Hudson Bay Railway
Company pay this money, and so we did.
We allowed them to gouot-they had only
to be relieved of their stock-and they
made this a condition, that their claim
hould be a debt owed by the Hudson Bay
Railway Company. Parliament seems to
have been impressed in those early days
with the idea that it was a mythical
scheme, and let them have what they
asked. Section 8 of the Act of 1884 al-
lowed them to divide up $200,000 of stock
without paying money for it. Professedly
it was put down to developing the route-
a pretty general terin. It spoke of sur-
veys and other expenses " developing the
route," for which .they were at liberty to
allot $200,000. In 1886 they came back
to Parliament, having unîder the former
Acts been allowed to issue bonds to the
extent of $20,000 a mile, and asked to be
allowed to issue bonds to the extent of
$25,000 a mile. Well, we granted that.
We also granted them this privilege, that
those bonds could be issued on a contract,
although the road was not built. Ordi-
narily, we compel companies to have some-
thing to show before they issue bonds, and
the bonds are not considered of much
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value until there is something done; but HON. MR. ABBOTT-The contract is fot
this company had this extraordinary pri- drawn.
vilege-the moment they made a contract
they could then issue bonds. In 1887 they HON. MR. SCOTT-The statement in the
came back for somefurther amendment, and other Chamber was that the Governmet
then they asked that their capital be had seen, or had in their possession, the
altered frod four millions of dollars-to contract for the building of this particular
what ? To fifteen millions of dollars, and section of the railway at $11,000 a mile.
the shares are to be paid up only where
value is received, but " at such prices and HON. MR. ABBOTT-That is the price
on such conditions as the company by for the roadbed and railway. They esti-
by-law may determine." So the company mate the entire cost for rolling stock and
by by-law might determine that a share, everything at $15,000 a mile.
the par value of which is $100, may be
given to A, B or C for $1. It professed HON. MR. SCOTT-If we take the cost
that they should only be issued for value, of the whole road al $15,000 a mile (and
but at the same timo the value was to be that is allowing a liberal sur fcr the
fixed by the company. That section, equipment), the whole 750 miles would not
allowing $200,000 to be allotted towards cost more than $11,250,000, while the
the development of this route, was con- money arising fror the land grants would
tinued in the new Bill. Now, if this road be equal to $17,000,000, so that if the road
was a good scheme there should be plenty had any credit at ail, if it were a project
of money to be had to float it. It has that would attract capital, you could induce
already been on the English market, 1 the moneyed men of Great Britain o
believe, and has been hawked there for Germany to look at it favourably, and
some years. One would think if there was one would say that it could 'eadily be
any merit in it that capital could be pro- constructed with that handisome land
cured. If it had the value in it that its pro- subsidy and the $1,500,000 aid from
moters say ithas-if it is going to cheapen Manitoba. Yet with ail that, and the
the rate oftransport from thegrain-growing special clauses that are contained in the
country of the North-West to the European several Acts of Parliament, they have
markets, no further aid would be needed. been unable to flout this, scheme, and
Now, what are the subsidies? 0f course, they come back to us once more and
distances I ar unable to give. I have ask us to give them a sum equan to two
assumed the length of the ne to be 750 millions oadollars, being interest at four
miles; it may be 800, or less. I under- per cent, on that amount for twenty years.
stand the Federal bonus in Manitoba, where ct is rather a bold proposition, and one
probably the distance would be 200 miles, that Parliarent should hesitate before
5 6,400 acres ofH land per mile, making acquiescing in. The Senate is to-day

1,280,000 acres of land for the distance ir placed in a peculiarly happy position.
that Province; outmside of Manitoba the Ordinarily, when money Bisll rne from
bonuseis 12,000 acres per mile. Calling the the other House, we are tied up, because
distance 750 miles, the total acreage is in the Supply Bi there is a long series of

o,880,000 acres. That is beautiful land items to which this t use can have no
which 1 arn so glad to heur, is to be found objection, although there are some they
in thut country. That surely could not be might ike to stike out; nd as a uld the
rated as worth Ie4s than $2 an acre, which principle adopted by the Senate is not to
would made in value the lunds m15,760,000. interfere with the Supply Bi. We have
But in addition to thatb the Province of an oppottunity now of exercising a wise
Manitoba has already passed a statute discretion. If we to-day were to throw
makingagiftto therodtwhen it is finiswed out this Btr 1 ac quite sure that the
to fludson Bay, of 81,500,000. Thatwill tovenment would not resign or feel in the
be over $17,000,000 thut this road would smllest degree embarrssed. Lt is not a
be receiving, wholly apart from what is to Governwment projet; it is a credit offredn to
be granted to-day. I understnnd-L sup- a company fgentlemen who ar d promoting
pose my hon. friend has it hore-that the this 'ailway. In my opinion this railway
company have a contruct actually for the is vot deserving of anyfrther support,
building of thi road ut 11,000 a mile? and if we do not believe that the entire
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Project is a sound and proper one for the
people of Canada to be saddled with it is
Our duty te throw out the Bill. I think
it would relieve the Government of great
embarrassment if we exercised that wise
discretion. We owe a duty to the people
te exercise a sound and independent judg-
Ment on this occasion, when we can do
so without embarrassing the Government,
Whose friends are numerous in this House.
I know they are sensitive about repri-
manding the âlinistry ; here is an oppor-
tunity for them to act in the publie interest,
because if we were all living in the palace
Of truth, and spoke what we thought, we
Would recognize that the defeat of this
measure would be a great relief te this or
any other Administration. The Bill is not
in the public interest, and it is promoted
by a few speculators, who have gone
tOo far and had their fingers burnt
With a project that cannot be floated
Without assistance from the country. I
ask the Senate whether $80,000 a year for
twenty years could not be more prudently
sPent in the interest of the people of
Uanada than in constructing a road through
that uninhabited country lying between
the waters of Lake Winnipeg and Lake
M&anitoba? If you want to favour pro-
JeCts in the North-West, there is the North-
West Central Railway, which is seeking
aid, and whose objective point is Battle-
ford. The line runs through a magnificent
country already peopled. Give that pro-
ject this aid and you will be doing some

Ood to the whole country, but I do not
hesitate to say that you do not favour any-
body, locally, in the North-West, when you
ufndertake to subsidize this Hudson Bay

ailway. You favour only those who
look ultimately to the navigation of Hud-
Son Bay. After the evidence I have given
You from this report of Lieut. Gordon, I
ask you whether you are prepared te say,
notwithstanding all that testimony, net-
Withstanding the declaration in the British
euse of Commons of the Secretary of the

Navythatthisrouteisimpracticable,simply
be cause the Government have brought this
Bill that it must pass and become law
Without having a single merit. I say the
Senate of Canada have a glorious oppor-
tunity on the present occasion to show
that they can rise above political feeling.In the other House votes have te be given
8iMply because it is party against party;

ere we are supposea te be removed from

the trammels that affect party men, and we
can vote independently. We can show to
the people of Canada that it is fortunate
for the country that there is a Senate when
a measure of this kind comes up. If we
lose this opportunity we can never claim
that the Senate is the safeguard of the
people when a speculator has bis hands in
the public purse. 'If the Senate does not
intervene now and stand between the pro-
moters of the Bill and the public treasury
we can never say again that it is the
bulwark of the people. Let this oppor-
tunity pass unimproved and you may
never have such another. You cannot
interfere with the Supply Bill, but you
can with this measure, which proposes
te saddle a burden, net only upon our-
selves, but upon posterity. For twenty
long years this annual subsidy is to be
paid out. My hon. friend says if it is net
earned it-will be a tax on the land grant.
He knows as well asI do that it will never
be earned ; there is no material from which
a revenue can be derived; and, furthermore,
when we pass the Bill the pronoters of
this railway will be authorized to mort-
gage that subsidy. The Bill says, " and
may permit the company to assign the
same by way of security for any bonds or
securities issued by the company in respect
te the undertaking." The moment the
Royal Assent is given te that Bill it will be
beyond our power te control the security.
The promoters of the railway, whoever
they are, can go into the market and say :
We have Canada tied up to the equivalent
of two millions of dollars. We can float
two millions of dollars in bonds whi,h have
twenty years to run,and wehavea land grant
beyond that. On the faith of that clause,
the very day after the Royal Assent is given
the credit of Canada is pledged to that large
amount. Now, I say it is not fair, just or
honest te those who are te come after us,
unless we are conscientiously convinced
that this is a sound and prudent measure
and one whicb would meet the approval of
ail honest and right-thinking men through-
out the Dominion, te saddle the country
with this burden. Let me ask anyone
coming from the older provinces could
he find 100 ratespayers among those he
represents who, having given this subject
any reasonable consideration, would say
that the Bill is a wise or proper measure
under the. circumstances ? If we had an
overflowing treasury the case might be
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different. If we wanted to squander our
money, as they do on the other side-if we
wished to keep up a protective policy and
get rid of our revenue, those who believe in
such a policy might feel justified in spend-
ing the money. That was the argument
used at Washington in support of otherwise
indefensible measures-that the revenue
was beyond the needs of the country and
must be disposed of. But their case is dif-
forent from ours. Our debt is swelling up
year by year, and theirs is going down
steadily, until now it is very little more than
twice ours. Theirs is a littie over six hun-
dred millions, and ours is rapidly coming up
to three hundred millions. We are not
justified, therefore, unless we are convinced
that it is a good measure, in passing this Bill.
Our object is, no doubt, a wise and proper
one, to increase the value of the wheat
fields of the west. How can we best do
it ? By increasing the facilities for com-
munication by the older channels. We
know they are safe and reliable. To-day a
vessel can load at Port Arthur, Duluth or
Chicago, and land her cargo in Liverpool.
There is to-day a vessel on the Atlantic
that was built on Lake Superior, that took
her cargo of wheat there, and is now testing
the question whether a whale-back vessel-
a steel vessel built in the form of a cigar,
which the waves wash over-is suited for
crossing the Atlantic. She is now on her
way across the Atlantic. Mariners believe
that the experiment will be an entire suc-
cess. That, alone, will decrease the cost
of* transporting grain to Europe. What
we ought to do is to expend money in en-
larging our canais. We are building a big
canal at Sault Ste. Marie, which is going
to take larger vessels thain the Welland or
the St. Lawrence canals: ail our canais
should be built to the dimensions of the
one at the Sault. We have deepened the
channel up to Montreal from the east; let
us enlarge our canals and bring down the
freight rates. Let us bring the carrying
of wheat from the North-West to Liver-
pool down to 6 or 7 cents a bushel. Then
we will have accomplished something use-
fui. Any money that we have to spare
ought to be spent in a direction from
which good results will follow. Every
time we deepen a canal and enlarge a lock
in this country it bas the etfect of cheap-
ening freight. It is perfectly proper that
we should, if need be, strain the credit of
this country to cheapen the transportation

of grain from the North-West, and we can
best do so by enlarging the channels that
now exist. Here is a magnificent water-
way at the very foot of this bill. Years
ago people thought that that was the true
route from the west to the seaboard. It
would shorten the distance two or three
hundred miles.

HON. MR. CLEKOW-Seven hundred
miles.

HON. MR. SCOTT-i wish to be within
the mark. The saving is variously esti-
mated. It would be over three hundred
miles of a saving compared with the route
now taken by the lakes. A series of short
canals would bring the navigation of Lake
Huron in a straight line to the city of
Montreal. There is no doubt it is the
safest and best navigation. Under ordi-
nary conditions, if the country were not
engaged in carrying out other projects,
that would be the true route to take; be-
cause that, no doubt, would cheapen
freights between the interior of the
country and tide water more than any
other route that could be named. Now,
there is another point in this pecu-
liar Bill. Last Session, when they came
here asking for an amendment, their char-
ter was running out. Hon. gentlemen
will recollect the hesitation there was in
this House to revive this charter. Many
hon. gentlemen felt that it was a relief to
let it drop, and it was only after consider-
able pressure that we consented to the
measure: How was the charter amended?
It was, I think, by limiting the time to
four years for reaching the crossing of
the Saskatchewan; but it said nothing
about the rest of the line, and on looking
over the statute hastily to-day the con-
clusion I have reached is, that they
are not limited as to the construction of
the line from thatpoint beyond-that they
have forever and a-day to build beyond
that point. It was a very short Bill, but
it repealed the clause which limited the
time for the construction of the whole rail-
way, :and in lieu of it adopted a provision
that the railway should be finished to the
crossing of the Saskatchewan in four years,
by June, 1890. The conclusion I came to
hastily was that the effect would be to
allow them to go on forever with this
charter. Under these circumstances, 1
will not further detain the House. There
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is a good deal more that might be said, my own knowledge, becatise it is in the
but no doubt other bon. gentlemen constituency that I have the honour of re-
Will speak on the subject, and I may 1 presenting, ibat the statemonts the hon.
on a future occasion make some further gentleman bas made witl regard t) the
remarks why this Bill, if it should pass the character of that country i re completoly
second reading, should not finally pass this without fouiadation. When 1 went mb
Ilouse. I move, therefore, that the Bill tht country some years ago Nvo had a most
be not now read the second time, but that unusual flood, such a flood as had fot oc-
it be read the second time this day six curred in the country since 1826, and when
Months. I was wending my way westward with my

yoke of cattie and miy family I had to
ION. MR. BOULTON-The leader of wade for miles and miles up to my knees

the Opposition bas taken the position in in water in order to overcome the inter-
discussing this question that I think he vening distance in the low botton lands
Might have been called to order upon in tbat are now bright and sbining with
cOntinuing his remarks, because I do not golden grain. This flood only lasted one
think that the position that the Govern- or two years, and it was only one of those
ment bas brought this question before the unusual convulsions of nature that occa-
Blouse in justifies his entering into the sional take place, and was not characteristic
zealous and earnest opposition to the of the territory. I wiIl explain 10 hon.
Bludson .Bay route per se, and it gives gentlemen the ebaracter of the eountry
me the idea that there is a justification for in wbich I reside. The country rises
the charge that bas already been made, from the sea in certain steppes towards
that some members of the Liberal party the Rocky Mountains. At Winnipeg it is
are opposing the development of the Hud- only 700 feet above tbe level ofthe sea and
son Bay route lest their political efforts at Calgary it rises in steppes to 4,000 feet
to divert the trade to the south should above the level of the sea. The districts
'ueet with opposition by the successful round tbe city of Winnipeg bordering on
development of the route to the north. the Red River and Lakes Winnipeg and

Manitoba are bottom lands, wbicb, ac-
Som HoN. GENTLEMAN-Hear, bear. cording to the geological information we

bave obtained, has been tbe bottom of a
IION. MR. BOULTON-The bon. gentle- great lake, and tbe soil of the prairie from

n'an may laugh, and the bon. member for tbe west and soutb bus been wasbed downN'ew Westminster, who assists him in oppo- and deposited there in a great mass of ricl
ing this resolution, may laugh also, but day loam to several feet in deptb, which

there may be more truth in the story that makes tbat section of tbe Province of
has started than appears on the surface. Manitoba so renowned for its grain-grow-
we are not here on the present occasion, ing and for agriculture in genoral. This
however, to discuss the merits of the Hud- bottom land commences to rise a trifle at
80 Bay ioute or its demerits; we are bere Portage la Prairie, about 60 miles west of
for the purpose of discussing the question the city of Winnipeg, and many hon. gen-
Of assisting a section of the country that tlemen know that Portage la -Prairie is
has already been partially settled, and in tbe most renowned district of the Nortb
developing the resources that exist there. West for wheat-growing. In the smal
Trhe leader of the Opposition has given us district of tbîee or four townsbips sur-
a characteristic speech, which frequently rounding Portage la Prairie there is mar-
comes from his mouth, with regard to the keted m one million to a million and a-
eharacter of thé country, and on this occa- baîf bushels of wheat every year.
8i0n apparently the bottoni bas fallen outof it altogether, because he says the tele- HON. Mi. POWER-Tbe hon, gentleman
graph poles could not find bottom when is describing a country tbrough whicb this
the telegraph line was placed there. That road is not to pass.
s sample of the remarks we frequently
hear from the sane source and which have HON. MR. BOJLTON-I am telling bon.been 80 practically belied by the people gentlemen wbat Portage la Prairie is,
thho have gone there and have developed because exactly the same clasa of country
the prairies of Canada. I mav sav from exit west ofLake WinnineLoosis and north
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of Lake Manitoba. It is a section of the
same bottom land, which rises to a plain
in that northern district. There is a tract
of country called Gilbert plains, only thirty
miles from where I reside, which will be-
come as celebrated for the production of
wheat as the plains of Portage la Prairie.
In this particular section of the country
there is already a large settlement. I can-
not speak from any reliable authority, but
1 believe there are at least 1,000 settlers in
that district.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Where?

HON. MR. BOULTON-Where this rail-
way is going to.

HON. Mr. SCOTT-I will give my
authority for the statement I made-the
factor of the Hudson Bay Company says
there are not 100 people settled there.

HON. MR. BOULTON-The district
he speaks ofis east of that.

HON. MR. SCOTT-ie speaks of the
district between Lake Winnipegoosis and
Lake Winnipeg, and that is where this
proposed railway runs.

HON. MR. BOULTON-The road is
going to the west of Lake Manitoba.

HON. MR. SCOTT-No; it is not going
west of Lake Manitoba. That is denied.

HoN. MR. BOULTON-That is where
the route is going. i have it from the
president of the company that it is intended
togo over the narrows of Lake Manitoba,
and through the Dauphin Lake district.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-There is a good
country in the Dauphin Lake district, but
the road is not to go there.

HON. MR. BOULTON-The president
of the company informs me that that is
the route they will adopt, and it is the
characteristic of that section of the country
that I am speaking of. You are also
speaking of the route that the Hon. Mr.
Mackenzie had surveyed when you speak,
of the place where you say the tolegraph
poles sank out of sight.

HON. MR. SCOTT-That was about the
narrows of Lake Manitoba.

HoN. MR. BOULTON-This is the char-
acter of the country, and even if the road
went between Lake Winnipegoosis and
Lake Manitoba, which I hope it will not, it
would still bring this district I am speaking
of within measurable distance of railway
communication, within 20 miles of railway
communication, instead of 60 or 65 miles, as
it is at present. But in speaking of the
character of the country, I am referring at
present to the land west of Lake Manitoba
and Lake Winnipegosis.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-The railway will not
go west of Lake Manitoba. If it crosses
anywhere it must cross at the north end of
Lake Manitoba.

HON. MR. BOULTON-On Mr. Mac-
kenzie's survey, which is the route it is
going to take. The Government have the
power to say which route it will take, and
when the surveyors come to place all the
information before the Government, I feel
satisfied the right route will be selected.

HoN. Mat. SCOTT-Up to the narrows.
But it is not proposed to cro ss the nar-
rows ; it purposes to go then north to
Grand Narrows.

HoN. MR. BOULTON--I am satisfied that
they will cross, and I have the assurance
of the president of the com pany that they
intend to do so.

HoN. MR. SCOT r-Have you the au-
thority to so assure Parliament ?

HoN. MR. BOULTON-No; I did not ask
them for that authority. I have it only
for my own information. My hon. friend
seems a little put out because there is a
portion of the railway that goes over a
tract of country that does not answer the
description of it that he has given to this
House.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I gave a description
of the route as laid down on the map
and I quoted a description given by the
Conservatives in 1878-79, when they con-
demned Mr. Mackenzie for going there.

HON. MR. BOULTON-With regard to
that section of the country, there is not a
doubt in my mind that the people who live
there have got a fine grain-growing dis-
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trict. It is peculiarly so from the faet that
it bas never been known to be affected by
the frosts. It is lying to the east of the
Porcupine Hills and the Riding Mountains,
and there seems to be a shelter there that
protects the grain from frost. Settlers
who bave been there for the last six or
seven years have never yet had their grain
touched with frost, in consequence of the
shelter, and the proximity of the lakes
affects the district by drawing the frost
away from the soil to the water. In
addition to that, there are valuable mineral
deposits at the foot of Lake Winnipegosis
which this road must pass within a short
distance of, in the shape of salt springs,
Which the Hudson Bay Company used for
years as a source of supply when the cost
of transporting heavy freight across the
continent was so difficult. There is a mine
Of wealth which will be developed there,
and which will now prove a source of sup-
ply to the people of the North-West when
this railway is built In addition to that,
there is valuable timber in the Riding
Mountains, Porcupine Hills and Duck
Mountains. These three mountains are
Covered with a fine growth of timber-oak,
spruce and smaller timbers, and the rail-
road will pass within a reasonable distance
'of these forests, and a fine timber district
Will be developed. The trees that are
standing there are more liable to be burned
than the timber in Ontario, and goodness
knows it is bad enough down here;
but in the west, on account of the timber
bands being surrounded by prairie, the
prairie fires encroach upon the timber
Year after year, and gradually burn into
thern, and it is only a question of time,
4as the country becomes occupied, when the
timiber will be destroyed altogether. It
Yfay be fairly estimated that there is from
at thousand to fifteen hundred millions feet
Of lumber in the tract of country I am
Speaking of. Hon. gentlemen know how
valuable it is to the country to have that
timlIber taken out, and have the money and
!abour expended in the country in prepar-
lng it for the market, instead of having it
burned up. The construction of the rail-
Way will bring that timber into the mar-
ket and will develop a trade of consider-
able value to the whole country. In
addition to this, there are minerals ofecon-
Olic value. A coal oil well bas been dis-
ýovered, and some machinery bas been putin, and they succeeded in getting a certain

amount of coal oil, on the east side otthe Rid-
ding Mountainswithin tenmilesof theroute
of this railway-it will be twenty miles if
the road runs east of the lake and ten
miles if it goes west of it. Some gentle.
men subscribed five thousand dollars and
took in machinery to develop this coal oil
deposit, but like many other enterprises in
this country, the capital was too small,
and they had no more to put in, and
the enterprise failed for want of cap-
ital, and not for want of resources. In
addition to that, s pecimens of coal have
been found in the Duck Mountains. Geo-
logists tell me that it will not amount to
anything there, but I mention the fact to
show that in addition to grain-growing
there is a great deal of mineral wealth,
great timber wealth and great fishirig
wealth in the districts under consideration.
That is the tract of country that this road
is to develop and I leave it to the sense of
this House if it is not worth our while to
make an effort to assist in developing it.

HON. MR. SCOTT-In reference to the
locality, this Bill was in charge of the Mi-
nister of the Interior in the other House,
and the question was put to him directly:

" Can the hon. Minister give us some assurance
that the road will pass some point not further north
than the narrows of Lake Manitoba?

"Mit. DEWDNEY-I am not in a position to
make that promise.

" Do you think you will be in a position to do so
before the third reading?

"'I am afraid not."'

HON. MR. BOULTON-That may be.
It is quite pôssible that they have that
option, but that they intend to go across
the narrows of Lake Manitoba I believe to
be the case. Now, there is another point
that I would refer to, with regard to the
grain-growing. Hon. gentlemen know
perfectly well that a settier sixty-five
miles away from railway communication
is of no value to the country. fe cannot
distribute his produce. He can grow enough
for himself and his family to eat, and he
can struggle on without railway facilities;
he can drive an odd beast down 65 miles to
a market and sell it, but that does not de-
velop to its fullest extent his capabilities in
that great country for producing wealth
and distributing it. A man puts in 50
acres of grain, and reaps 20 bushles to
the acre. That is a thousand bushels that
he produces, and after the farmer bas got
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bis price for a bushel of wheat, whatever develop the capabilities of the great
it may be, he sends it down to the east and Canadian Pacifie Railway as a through
buys his boots and shoes, his groceries, bis route-which it bas proved to be-and a
agricultural macbinery,etc.-thatis,under work which has aroused the admiration of
our present commercial policy. Of course, the whole world, for the energies the people
if we were to change our policy and divert of Canada have put forth in order to span
our trade to the south, then that grain the continent and create a bond of union
would go to the United States and find its between the Atiantic and the Paciflc. It
market there, and the money for it would was in that way the Government got rid
be expended there; but under the present of the monopoly clause of the Canadian
condition of affairs this money comes east. Paciflc Raiiway Act, and secured the
Without railway facilities that farmer eau- expenditure of flfteen millions of dollars in
not send his produce east, and the country the country, which was shared in by every-
loses the value of bis labour year after body-and what bas it cost the country?
year. I can assure hon. gentlemen that It bas fot cost the country one solitary
thereisatractofcountryalongthe route pro- penny, simply because the Government
posed for this railway that is capable of took as seeurity the subsidies they had to
supporting a very large number of settlers. payto the Canadian Pacifie Railway in the
I do not care whether it is bn the west shapeofthei rmailcarriage, and the subsidie
side of Lake Winnipegosis or whether it they gave them to develop Canadian trade
is between the lakes, if it goes between the on the Pacifie Ocean, and whatever other
two lakes it wiPl bring railway communi- securities they had that they were enabled
cation nearer to the section of country to pledge tho Government took. On this
have described, perhaps notas near as set- the company raised ta money, and spent
tlers wouid like it to go, but grain can be it and improved thc facilities for the trade
exported without tob much sacrifice and of the Dominion, and it bas not cost the
toc great Ioss to the settiers who raise it. people a penny. This is a subsidy of the
With regard to the subsidy that the bon. same sbaracter. As as already been
leader of the Opposition lias so earnestly mentioned by tbe bon, leader of the
appeaied to this tuse to vote down, I Opposition, the Casgaiy and Edmonton
tbink I can show that the country is not toalway was assisted in that way, and
going to be ruined by granting assistance of the road to Prince Albert was assised
tiskind. wisb topoint outtat the ame in that way. This is another road
remarks were beard when the question of paralleling those two in tbe same direc-
monopoly that the Province of Manitobaand tion, and it cannot secure the capital
the North-WestTerr-itoi-ieswere struggling upoù the mente of the land grant alone,
under was brougit before Pariament, and because capital is taking al the risk in
when theywanted togetidoftatmonopoly goingintothat country, wbicb is, compara-
the Govecrnment, in order to sist tIc peo- tively speaking, unoccupied, and na de-
pie, devised a means by whih tbey could do veoping it and opening it up for sette-
away with it, not only in he Province of ment. Therefore, capital bas to be encour.
Manitoba, but by whic they could do away ged in some way or other, and tbe Govern-
with it west of tlanioba, west ofthe Rocky ment have adopted thie meann i. order
Mountains, with justice to ail partie con- to help that section of the country.
cerngd, as it was weigbing down the The subsidy of giving $80,00O a year
energies of tI people of the Nort - for twenty yeas, and the Government
West. The monopo y was removed by take as security whatever they may have
mean similar to those wbic he Gov- to pay for any mail subsidies or anMy a nov-
ernment are adopting at the present ernment work bat the raiiway may be
moment in order to stimulate the efforts caied upon te perform, ail of whicb is
of tei promoters of thi raiway. Tey chared up against dois $80,00O a year.
loaned to te Canadian Pacifie Railway, or Sho 1 tI resources of the country
rwher guaranteed the interest on fifteen not develop sufficient to Rnaboe the
millions of dollars, wich money was to be railway to meet the charges that wil be
expended in improving a ts railway, in incurred on this $80,00 a year, ten
constructing those steamers that are the balance is to e secured by the
beping to establish our trade beîween and grant wohiv- te Government ha
China and Japan and thi country, and to given te railway; and notwitbetanding the-
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character that the leader of the Opposition
has given to the land in another place, he
has again described it as being worth $2
an acre, in order to make a point, and
by his own showing there can be no
question about its being sufficient security
for the $80,000 ' year, or whatever
portion of it may remain unpaid when it
is.completed at the end of twenty years.
Take 6,400 acres to the mile, at $2 an
aere, that is $12,800 per mile. That gives
three million six hundred thousand dollars
wo:rth of land, which, along with the mail
S lbbidies and other subsidies, will be ample
security to prevent the people of eastern
Canada having to put their hands into
their pockets for a dollar. The people of
Canada are lending their name and credit
in order to assist in developing that sec-
tion of our great country; and I say, hon.
gentlemen, that the people of Canada are
acting wisely when they assist with their
credit,which,thank Godby the wise policy
Of the Government and the industry and
Wisdom of the people themselves, stands
high throughout the world. There is no
country whose credit does stand higher,
and, therefore, when Canada lends her
credit to the promotion of any enterprise
this is a guarantee that it will be carried
On. Therefore, I say that the people
Of Canada are wise in giving aid to
this enterprise, because the lending of
that credit will attract some six or seven
Millions of dollars to be expended in that
part of the Dominion. That money will

e paid partially for rails, partially for
grading, for building station houses, and
for labour of all kinds, and will be distri-
buted throughout the length and breadth
of Canada. In thatway you are assisting,
not only in developing that section of the
country by improving the facilities for
communication-you are not only assisting
to place a population there whose inidustry
Will swell the revenue of the country by
mnoro than $80,000 a year, but by the
expenditure of capital in a useful public
Work you are piomoting the prosperity
Of all. The hon. leader of the Opposi-
tion has spoken about the one hundred
Millions of dollars that the country
bas spent in the western districts of Can-
ada, and of the manner in which the people
Of the eastern provinces have taxed them-
selves to develop that country and build up
these enterprises. While I do not dispar-
age for One moment the liberality and enter-
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prise of the people of Canada in developing
that country, I do not allow that it has
altogether been without return. When they
commenced that expenditure in 1877 or
1878 the revenue of the country was only
about twenty-one millions of dollars; from
that amount it has increased to thirty-nine
millions of dollars, and that increase has
been largely due to the expenditure in the
North-West and the development of the
resources of the Dominion. If the same
enterprise is shown and the same efforts
are put forth in still further developing
that country-and it will take a century,
or perhaps two centuries, to complete its
development-in ten years the revenue of
the Dominion will be seventy or eighty
millions of dollars, and the people of Canada
will, by the increase of income, increase
their credit and increase their dignity in
the eyes of the world, even though they
should add to the present debt, As
long as the population which has to
contribute increases the revenue will
grow steadily, and if the revenue is
judiciously and economically expended
on public works for the development of
the resources of the country there need be
no hesitation about supporting an enter-
prise like th is. That is my reply to the
point that the hon. gentleman attempted to
make in regard to the charge on the rev-
enue. He dealt very largely, in his re-
marks, on the subject of the Hudson Bay
route. As I said before, that is not a ques-
tion that is before the House to-day. When
the time comes for the consideration of the
subject we can then deai with it on its
merits. AlU I can say with regard to the
remarks he read of the Secretary of the
Adniralty and others, who have no confi-
dence in the feasibility of that route, is
this: the Library contains early books con-
demning the North-West Territories, and
the very terms that we have heard to-day
with regard to the Hudson Bay route
were used by the hon. gentleman himself
and the party he represents in speaking of
a large portion of our North-West that is
now open to settlement.

HoN. MR. POWER-Never !

HON. MR. BOULTON-The hon. gentle
man has done it to-day.

HoN. MR. POWER-Excuse me; he
quoted the remarks of your friends.
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HON. MR. BOULTON-He referred to
the statement that the surveyors sent out
by the Mackenzie Government reported
that they could find no bottom for the tele-
graph poles as a fact.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I said that was the
statement made by the o pponents of the
Mackenzie Government, tat that part of
the country was all a muskeg.

HON. MR. BOULTON-The North-West
Territories have been condemned by con-
mittees in years gone by, formed for the
purpose of reporting upon its facilities for
grain-growing and for settlement. As a
rule, those statements were quite as bad as
any the hon. gentleman has made to-day
about the Hudson Bay route, and have
been proved to be as valueless. However,
when the question of the Hudson Bay
route comes up it will be time enough to
discuss that question. I had the honour
last year to address the House on the sub-
ject, and I do not propose to weary you
with any statistics with regard to it this
session. The road referred to in this Bill
is looked upon with a great deal of anxiety
by the people in the constituency of Mar-
quette, the population north of Portage
la Prairie and the people of the city of
Winnipeg, because its construction will add
another line to those which contribute to
the trade of that growing centre as well
as other centres with which it will con-
nect. It will be another means of attract-
ing immigration and increasing the pros-
perity of Winnipeg. The progress and
prosperity of Winnipeg is just as dear to
this House as that of any city in Canada,
and the people who already reside in that
northern country, to the number of at least
one thousand

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Not in the country
that this road is to pass through !

HoN. MR. BOULTON-In that section
of country which this railway will serve.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Does the hon. gen-
tleman pretend to say that there are a
thousand people in the country between
those two lakes?

HoN. MR. BOULTON-There are on
the opposite side of Lake Manitoba.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I ask the hon.
gentleman is the statement that I made
correct, that it is not really inhabited after
you pass the first forty miles north of
Winnipeg.

HoN. MR. BOULTON-I am speaking
of the people on the west side of the lake.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I am not speaking
of them, because this road, we are told,will
not go by the narrows.

HON. MR. BOU LTON-T hat population
is within twenty miles of this road, where
ver it goes.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I take the statement
of the Minister who introduced the Bill,
that the road is not to go by the narrows.

HON. MR. BOULTON-All that the
Minister said was that they had liberty to
go whichever way they liked. They
could either go between the lakes or cross
at the narrows. When the surveyors
locate the line of that railroad I am per-
fectly convinced that they will cross at the
narrows of Lake Manitoba and run through
the Lake Dauphin district, and that if it
should be necessary the people in the Lake
Dauphin district will give a bonus of a
hundred thousand dollars to secure that
railway rather than lose it, such is their
anxiety to secure it. The leader of the
Opposition has asked this House to throw
out this Bill. He has been as earnest and
zealous in his efforts to defeat it as though
the fate of the Government depended upon
it. I ask you, as a representative from
that section, on behalf of the people who
resido there, and who are to be benefited
by the construction of this road, and who
are entitled to the sympathy of this House,
to assist them with this enterprise, which
will add to the prosperity of Canada as a
whole, and especially of those who live in
that part of Manitoba.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Is it reasonable that
the promoters of a railway should come
here and ask us for a grant, without locating
their line or saying where it is to rua?
I have shown on the map the location of
the line as we are led to believe it is to be
constructed, and the hon. gentleman says
it is not going to run there.
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HoN. MR. BOULTON-It is to run to
the Saskatchewan River. If it is to go by
the narrows of Lake Manitoba the Govern-
Ment are in possession of full information
as to the character of that part of the
country. If it goes between the lakes,
although the levels have not been taken
we know it is a perfectly level country.
The distance between the lakes is about
thirty miles, and the country is a perfect
level, so that there was no need for any
advanced surveys. Of course, surveys on
the other side of the lake were necessary
in order to test the grades as they rise in
the mountains, but the country between
the lakes is so level that a preliminary
survey is unnecessary. The Act which
Created the company gives the Government
POwer to locate the route, and I feel sure
there will be enough influence in the Lake
iauphin district to insure its location when
It becomes a question.

IoN. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-It was not
MY intention to say anything at this stage
Of the Bill, but as the hon. gentleman has
insisted upon the House accepting it as a
Measure for the construction of a railroad
form Winnipeg to the Saskatchewan River,
I desire to call the attention of the House
and of himself to the fact that he holds a
very different view from that of many of
his colleagues in the other Chamber coming
from the North-West and from Manitoba.
When the Bill was under discussion in the
Conimons the member from Selkirk, Mr.
baly, expressed himselt as follows:-

'' This resolution before the House does not, in my
tion, commit this country to building the whole of

the Hudson Bay Railway. It is simply a colonization
rilway for 250 miles from the main line of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway into the northern
territory. The motion of the hon. Minister is
Inerely to the effect that the same aid should be
given to that portion of the Hudson Bay Railway
that was given to the Calgary and Edmonton Railwayand to the Prince Albert Railway. I take it that

uhe estion of the feasibility of the whole line
anrd the navigability of the straits had nothing
Whatever to do with the question now before the

latue. I
t will be observed that up to this stage

Of' Mr. Daly's speech he takes precisely
the sane line of argument that the last
s eaker (Mr. Boulton) takes in this House.

.ut as Mr. Daly proceeds lie warms to
hS subject; he flatly contradicts himself; he
favours us with a glimpse into the true in-
Wardness of a scheme which, if we give it
the authority of law, is certain to bring rmin
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to all who invest their money in it, and
discredit on our Government and country.
Mr. Daly says :

"So far as the speech of the hon. member for Sim-
coe (Mr. Spohn) is concerned, the hon. gentleman
must remember that the House is committed to the
Hudson Bay Railway as a through scheme, that the
Parliament of Canada gave to tie scheme a land
grant of 6,400 acres per mile within the limits of
Manitoba and 12,800 acres per mile outside, and so,
no matter what arguments may be advanced, Parlia-
ment is committed to the whole scheme."

Mr. Denison, member for West Toronto,
gives his views on the subject as follows:

"From the very first I have always had strong views
on this question of assisting the construction of a
railway to Hudson Bay, and whether the outiet to
the sea can be used or not is really after all, to my
mind, a secondary consideration."

HON MR. BOULTON-To the extent
of 12,800 a mile, outside of the Saskatche-
wan River.

HoN. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-So it seems
it is " a secondary consideration," in the
opinion of this gentleman, whether the
Hudson Straits are navigable or not, so
long as the road is extended to the bay
itself a most extraordinary statement for
anyone to make, because if that bay were
open all the year round what earthly use
would it be if vessels could not pass in and
out. Further on he says:
• "We all know that for 200 years back the Hudson
Bay Company have been sending their steamers there
every yoar."I

I was under the impression that steam
navigation began only back some 50 years.
That gentleman continued to enlighten the
Commons in the following manner:-

"From that district up to Hudson Bay it is practi-
cally a terra incognita; people know very little about
it, but with the expenditure of this sum of mone the
people of Canada can have access to that inlan sea,
and will be able to know whether the fisheries are as
productive as they are reported. We will be able to
see also whether the forests are capable of develop-
ment in the way of timber limits, etc."

le does not care whether it pays or not,
and says

"Even supposing that this does not turn out as good
a route as we shouid ho>e, still it will develop that
great inland sea, and will permit the Canadian people,
who have an adventurous turn of mind, to prospect
that country and to fish on the seas."

He wants the road built by adventurous
persons for the benefit of enterprising tim-
ber limit speculators and all that that
means. The member for Assiniboia, Mr.
Davin, discusses it fairly and squarely as
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the Hudson Bay sheme. He said he has
a buoyant mind and looks at the bright
side. He says:

" It is possible that we will see ships from Halifax
coasting around to the Hudson Bay to take that grain
to the city my friend is interested in. My hon. friend
is laughing; he facetiously says, " in ice boats." Sir,
when this is completed you will have infallibly many
and many a cargo of grain taken from Churchill or
from Port Nelson, whichever happens to be the place
ultiniately adopted, right round through those straits,
right down by the coast into the very port of Halifax."

I have quoted these remarks to show that
it is the intention of the promoters of this
Bill, not only to build the line to Saskat-
chewan, but to extend it to Hudson Bay,
and that part of the argument of the hon.
gentleman from Shell River must neces-
sarily fall to the ground. Even as a
colonization road, I think that the hon.
leader of the Opposition bas made it per-
fectly plain that there is no earthly use in
constructing the road at present. In my
judgment, and from my knowledge of the
North-West, I would say that we have
built too many roads there, with the result
that settlement has spread over too large
an area. The hon. gentleman referred to
Portage la Prairie, but he did not inform
the House that that settlement, one of the
most prosperous and densely-peopled dis-
tricts in the North-West Territories, was
there before the construction of a railroad,
simply because it is in the heart of
the best agricultural country to be
found in Manitoba or the North-West.
If the section of country through which
ibis projected railway is intended to
pass was anything like as fertile and
as well adapted for the growth of cere-
ais and stock, a very large population
would have settled there long ere this.
The very fact, as the hon. gentleman from
Ottawa stated in his opening remarks, that
as far baek as 1878 and 1879, when the
Government were making surveys for the
Canadian Pacific Railway, that it attracted
a large number of settlers along that route
and that the settlement bas not increased,
is evidence undeniable that the country is
not a desirable one to open up while we
have other portions of the country ready
for settlement. In view of the history of
this road and the extraordinary powers
sought by this Bill, I look upon it in the
same light as the South Sea Bubble, and I
think that I can challenge any man to
show in the history of the empire any other
Bill so suspicious as the one that we are

now discussing. I will have more to say
on the subject when the Bill is befoie the
House for the third reading.

HoN. MR. ALMON-1 wish to explain
my reasons for the vote I propose to give
against this Bill. If the measure is de-
feated, I know that it will not affect the
Government. I took a similar position
when the Salisbury Railway Bill was be-
fore this House, and I do not think the
Minister who introduced it was heart-
broken when it was defeated : certainly
we have not heard anything more about
the measure since. This is a suspiciois
Bill; but I cannot agree with the hon. gen-
tieman who says that we have had nothing
like it before. I think it bears a strong
resemblance to the Chignecto Marine Rail-
way Bill. This measure contains a pro-
vision that the mails shall be carried free:
it sounds very like the provision in the
Chignecto Bill that, after the enterprise
yielded a dividend of 7î per cent. the
Government should share in the profits of
working the enterprise. I think these fea-
tures of the two measures are suspiciously
alike. If the Chignecto Railway Bill
could be introduced here again I think we
should certainly reject it. Having that
experience before us, why should we pass
a similar Bill now ? I do not always agree
with the leader of the Opposition in his
figures, because they are often erratic.
He says this railway will cost the country
two millions of dollars. I say it will cost
us more. If you grant this subsidy you
will hardly dare to refuse assistance to the
p rojected sub-way under the Straits of
No rthîumberland, or to refuse to grant
$400,000 to extend the Intercolonial Rail-
way into the city of Halifax, since the city
bas asked for it. In all seriousness, is it
not an evil in this country that we should
be subjected to such great taxation? Is it
not hampering trade ? Can we go on
aiding colonization railways which pass
through such a country as this between
lake Winnipeg and Lake Manitoba? There
are other parts of the country which need
colonization railways, and the more we
open up the North-West the more will we
lessen the value of land already open for
settlement. I daresay many of you re-
member a story about the return ofColum-
bus fron the newly-discovered continent of
America. One of his sailors went into a
jeweller's shop with an amethyst and asked
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what was the value of it. A large sum without any return, and without any pre
was mentioned, because it was a rare gem. spect of return for a very long time.
The sailor remarked: " I have a barrel of think it is desirable that thîs thing should
them." Well, "said thejeweller," then it be stopped, particularly as the Govern-
is worth nothing, because there are so ment have declared that their policy is to
inany of them." In the same way, the lands be the same as that of the late Govern-
in the North-West will not increase in ment. We know what the policy of the
value if we keep opening up other portions late Government was in the North-West.
of the country for settlement. We are ruin- We know that tbey disposed of wbat was
ing ourselves by throwing more land on the supposed to be large tracts of Dominion
market than the people can utilize. If 1 lands, and which proved aferwards to be-
thought any great calamity would happen long to the Province of Ontario-50,OO
to the Goverment (and it would certainly acres in some cases for about $5,000, and
be great if it should defeat those who are after the courts decided that these lands
there now, and a still greater pity to put belonged to the Province of Ontario the
the Opposition in their places), to defeat same lands that had been previously sold
this measure, I should hesitate before for $5,000 could be sold for $50,00. Until
Voting against it; but, as it will not hurt we get a Government that dares to assert
them, my feeling on the subject is that 1 a different policy in the management of
Imust vote against the Bill. the ands in the North-West we should

stop giving further subsidies to railways
HoN. MR. REESOR-I should be sorry in that direction, and we should stop also

to vote against any measure that would aiding local railways in the ea8tern pro-
tend fairly and reasonably to develop the vinces. Lt is time the Goverament should
North-West, but we have gone on at such look into the matter themselves and see
a length incurring heavy debts, not only the propriety of changing their policy in
On1 behaib of the North-West, but in the this respect.
eastern provinces, that I think it is time to
call a halt. Although we have no wardebt,
like our neighbours on the other side of
the line, yet our provincial and our federal
debts together are more than twice as
mluch per capita as the debt of the United
States and tho State debt. Under these
Circumstances, I think it should be clearly
Shown that this road is absolutely necessary
for the development of the country. The
complaint throughout Manitoba and a
large part of the North-West now is, that
for many miles on either side of the rail-
Ways already constructed there are no
settiers, that the lands have got into the
hands of railway companies and specula-
tors and they are held unsettled, and we
know not how long they may so remain
Unsettled. Is it right that the Govern-
Ient of Canada should continue to incur

additional liabilities to develop that coun-
try while so much of the land remains
'Unsettled, with a view to inducing settlers
to go into remote districts? These large
grant8 of land upon the very road that we
now propose to aid will get into the hands
of the railway company, and they will
hold them at a pretty high price, and
require the Government of Canada, the
guarantors of certain bonds amounting to
a considerable sum, to pay $80,000 a year

HON. MR. VIDAL-It may naturally be
supposed that I approach the consideration
of this Bill with a very decided inclination
to accept of it, if I can see it at all worthy
of acceptance. I should be inclined also
to overlook some slight things in it that
are contrary to my views; but I cannot see
it my duty, after all I have heard, to
support this measure. I had been hoping
that some hon. member, generally support-
ing the policy of the Government in this
House, would enter on a defence of this
project and give us some reasons why this
Bill should be favourably received and
dealt with. It must have been remarked
by all hon. members that our Premier, in
introducing the Bill,gave us no information;
he said very little indeed about any reason
for its adoption by this Iouse beyond one,
that it was a colonization road. In
approaching the consideration of this Bill
we have to discharge a very serious and
important duty. The grant of 880,000 a
a year is no trifle for this Dominion. It is
a matter that may well be considered, when
we remember the principal which it re-
presents, and when we know the present
condition of the country, and when we
see how a sum like this could be so
much better expended in other directions,
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by which the interests of the country strike the Sackatchewan; but we have not
and the settlement of its lands might a shadow of information on that. 3y hon.
be very greatly facilitated. I feel that friend bas not even told us at what point
I am called upon to vote on a matter of the Sackatchewan it is proposed the
which I scarcely understand, guided only road shah cross. Ail we know is by the
by the Acts of incorporation, and by a map laid before us, that the road passes
map which has been laid upon our Table through a section of the country uninha-
and in the committee room. A glance at that bited, and offering no inducement foi settie-
map to me is sufficient to show the absur- ment, such as is offered by roads that we
dity of calling this scheme a colonization have already assisted. Myhon.fîiendispoke
road. To where does it go ? Who are to of similar grants being made to roads trom
settle in the vicinity of that line ? A nar- Regina north, and other railways. I hoid
row tract of land which, if every acre of that there is no comparison bctween those
it were settled, would not justify such an projects. One goes through a country which
expenditure in order to settle it; nor is it is being rapidly settled, showing tlat it is a
at the present moment occupied. My hon. wise policy to aid such ronds by grnnting
friend has been asked as to the settlement themassistanceofthisnature; butlhold that
of it, and we can hardly get anything out neither of the two ronds referred to by the
of him in that respect; but my impres- hon, gentleman can be with propriety com-
sion is, that north of the 40 miles that have pared for a moment with the proposai to
been constructed there is no settlement up construct this road between these two lakes
to the Grand Rapids. As to the coloniza- as a colonization road. I cannot flnd in
tion features of the road as laid down upon my own mmd that there is not some occuit
the map, and which I take it is the only reaon, something which bas not been
guide by which this Flouse can be influ- advanced here, for this seheme being pro-
enced at present, itis all very well for my moted. it may be in the interest of mdi-
hon. friend to say that the road is not viduals, but 1 feel there is something that
going where it is represented to go-that I ought to know and which bas not been
it is going into a fine tract of land, capable brought out. There bas not been sufficient,
of settlement. How do we know it is in my mmd, to show why this liberal grant
going there? should be made t this seheme, situated as

the road is, and having no dlaim upon
HON. MR. BOULTON-I have just the public treasury. I ar not disposed

spoken to the president of the company, to enter upon the question of the Hud-
and have ascertained from him that thA son Bay route. My own conviction is,
Act provides that the Government shall that this railway is part and par-
approve of the location of the line. The cet of that scheme, and that it is
Government bas the power to say that it with a view to aiding that road and
shall go to the west of Lake Winnipegoosis getting English capital to build it; there-
or to the east. fore, it is for us to consider whether, by

our giving aid to it, we are not misleading
HON. MR. VlDAL-I do not see that that capitalists in England, who look to us and

meets my objection at al]. The point I ely upon our judgment in stating it i8 a
want to know is, whether any decision has proper grant to be made, by which those
been arrived at by authority that the line is interested in the Hudso a route wil
to go west of Lake Winnipegoosis, through have a grand opportunity of spending two
the fertile lands ? If it bas been, surely we millions of dollars which we become res-
ought to be furnished here with informa- ponsible foi in constructing a road, the
tion as to the precise location of that road. feasibility and desirability of which has
We ought to know whether it goes along been questioned in this fouse. Hitherto
the lake, within perhaps a mile or a quarter theSenatebasdoncnothin toinduceinves-
of a mile of the water, or back from the tors to take stock in tha road; conse-
lake through the fertile district. We oughît quently, they cannot say now that we are
to have information on this point. If it is refusing to core to their assistance. We
to be a colonization road, constructed sim- bave not advocated that 'oad as being of
ply for the purpose of promoting coloniza- service to Canada, and the staterents that
tion and settlement of the land, surely we have been made in regard to it and itsought to know at what point it 18 going to practicabiity are not suci as to render it
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safe for us to take it into consideration at
all. We are dealing with the proposition
to subsidise this road as a colonization road,
and nothing has been shown to me that it
is desirable or right to sanction this mea-
sure, and therefore I shall vote for the
amendment.

HON. MR. SNOWBALL-I can hardly
say that I am prepared to enter upon a
discussion of this matter to-day, but I am
sorry to hear the promoters of the Bill
stating that it is not so much the object of
the scheme to go to the Hudson Bay
as to make this railway a colonization
road. My early associations have been
more with the sea than with the land;
consequently, I feel a great interest
in that vast expanse of water that is
located almost in the centre of this
great Dominion. These associations were
largely in Newfoundland, where I had in-
tercourse with the fishermen that plied
their vocation on the Labrador coast and
followed the fish as far north as Hudson
Strait. The stories that I heard in my
youth of the fabulous wealth in these
waters naturally centred my interest in
the debate that was likely to arise on this
subject. I felt that this immense inland
sea, with its vast fisheries, must be a source
of wealth far in excess of the wealth of the
land contained in the western territory
now to be opened up. My idea of the
comparative wealth of land and water is
that one acre of well-stocked fishing
Waters is worth 100-I would go so far as
1,000-acres of land. One would require
to live by the sea to realize the wealth that
is contained in its waters. We read that
On the coast of Norway fishing vessels pro-
Secuting their business in those waters
a few years ago, and possibly even to the
present time this may exist, their anchors
do not reach the bottom, but rest on the
backs of immense schools of fish.

HON. MR. SCOTT-A big fish story !!

HON. MR. SNOWBALL-It may be a
big fish story, but you will not be troubled
With fish stories on the waters of the Ottawa
River, underneath these buildings. How-
ever, I can tell you a fish story quite as
good as that.

HoN. MR. ALMON-Jonah's story ?

HON. MR. SNOWBALL-Within half a

mile of my house there is a square mile of
the Miramichi River that produced in 24
hours during the fishing season 100 tons
of fish. The area of water is about the
same as that between the Rideau Falls
and the Chaudière. Of course, I do not say
that can be done overy day of the year, for
people are not permitted to fish excepting
in the proper season, and have now to fish
further down the bay. In the water em-
braced in the Hudson Bay, over a quarter
of a million of square miles, we have a
vast fishing ground that has never been
disturbed, and from every information we
have available, it contains a vast amount of
wealth, and a food supply that is required
for the people of this Dominion. These
waters could not be botter situated for the
convenience of the people of our western
territory, and as some hon. members said,
we need not care whether the Hudson
Straits are navigable or not. My idea is,
that the waters of the Hudson Bay lie so
much further to the south of the strait,
if it is an open sea, no better thing can
be done in the interest of our vast western
country than to build a railway, making
the route as short as possible to the Hud-
son Bay, and opening up to the inhabitants
of that country, and to the large popula-
tion that it must have in the early future,
a way to that sea, where they can develop
the wealth that no doubt is hidden there.
In reference to the land and agricul-
tural resources, enough has been said
by those who are more acquainted with
that section of the country than I am;
I only speak of this scheme i rom the stand-
point of the wealth contained in such
a vast body of salt water. and I believe
that if this company have the resources
which appear from what is stated here,
having such a large land grant, and such a
guarantee ftrom t'he Dominion, and other
resources, if they are able to build that
road it will develop trade to a vast ex-
tent. We need not expect the country to
be settled in a short time, nor do I antici-
pate that the Hudson Bay will be fished
so very soon; but until there is a railway
extended up to it you cannot fish those
waters to advantage. As soon as there is
a railway there to bring the fish within
700 or 800 miles of'the heart of the conti-
nent it will find its market there. I might
inform hon. gentlemen that the fish taken
in front of my residenceon the Miramichi
are shipped to Boston and New York at
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the rate of 8 or 10 tons a day, average, for
most of the year, and are sent as far west
as Chicago. If this railway were built
fish from the Hudson Bay would find a
market all through the west and far south
of the boundary line. The waters of the
Hudson Bay, we are told on good authority,
contain all classes of fish, from salmon to
codfish, and there must be an amount of
wealth contained there that I would like
to see developed. and which the large popu-
lation that is likely to settle in the North-
West will find of immense value. in the
early future the surplus population of the
countries of Europe must find a home in
the western portion of Canada, and in a
congenial northern climate, and we may
look forward to a much larger proportion
of this immigration than we have hereto-
fore received, as the lands of the United
States are fast being taken up by settlers.
Unless something further can be stated
against this Bill, my present feeling is that
I am bound to support it.

HON. MR. HOWLAN moved the ad-
journment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

SECOND READING.

Bill (52) " An Act to incorporate the
Macleod Irrigation Company." (Mr. Loug-
heed.)

INCORPORATED CONSTRUCTION
CO.'S BILL.

COMMoNS AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

HON. MR. ALMON moved concurrence
in the amendments made in the flouse of
Commons to Bill (L) "An Act to incor-
porate the Incorporated Construction Com-
pany of Canada." He said: This is a Bill
which was sent down to the House of
Com mons and returned with several amend-
ments. Most of them are merely verbal,
but there are some curtailing the powers
of the company. On consulting with the
promoters of the Bill, they are perfectly
satisfied to take it with their powers
lessened.

The motion was agreed to.

CHATSWORTH, GEORGIAN BAY AND
LAKE HURON RAILWAY CO.'S

BILL.

COMMONS AMENDMENTs CONCURRED IN.

HON. MR. MAcINNES (Burlington)
moved concurrence in the amendments
made by the louse of Commons to Bill
(N) "An Act to incorporate the Chats-
worth, Georgian Bay and Lake Huron
Railway Company." He said: The amend-
ments are simply verbal, with the excep-
tion of two, which I will mention. The
capital stock of the company is increased
from $100,000 to $250,000, and the power
to issue bonds and debentures or other
securities to the extent of $20,000 instead
of $10,000 a mile. These are the only
amendments of any consequence.

HON. MR. POWER-With respect to
one of the amendments there can be no
objection, but I think the other amendment,
which proposes to increase the bonding
powers of the company from $10,000 to
$20,000 a mile. is objectionable. I do not
think it was established before the. com-
mittee of the Senate that this was a diffi-
cult road to build, or that it would be an
expensive road to construct, and I regret
that the House of Commons should have
doubled the amount of the bonding power.
I think that $15,000 at the outside would
be sufficient. I am not going to oppose
the measure, but I should like to hear f rom
the hon. gentleman himself, who was pre-
sent at the meeting of the Senate Railway
Committee, where we flxed the bonding
power at $10,000, what reason there is for
the, as I thinkunreasonably large increase.

HoN. MR. MACINNES (Burlington)-
When the Bill was sent to me it was in the
crudest form possible, so that the amend-
ments made in our own committee were
made at my suggestion; but wit h reference
to the section to be traversed by the line, I
am acquainted with it myself, and I know
that it is a difficult country, and I think
that $20,000 a mile is not too large.

HON. MR. POWER-That is satisfactory.

The motion was agreed o.
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MANITOBA AND ASSINIBOIA
GRAND JUNCTION RAIL-

WAY CO.S BILL.

COMMONS AMENDMENTs CONCURRED IN.

HON. MR. BOULTON moved concur-
rence in the amendments made by the
House of Commons to Bill (Q) " An Act to
incorporate the Manitoba and Assiniboia
Grand Junction Railway Company."

HON. MR. POWER-I have not examined
the amendments very carefully, but I see
in this Bill the House of Commons have
altered a provision which our committee
deliberately inserted in the Bill. As it was
presented to our committee, the Bill autho-
rized the issue of bonds to the extent of
$20,000 a mile. The Railway Committee
of this House, having been informed that
that country was not a very difficult one,
deliberately decided to limit that power to
$15,000 a mile. Now Ifind that the House
of Commons committee have reversed the
decision of' our committee, and fixed the
bonding power at 820,000 a mile. In such
a country as that is generally understood
to be, level and fertile, $15,000 a mile is
the outside bonding power that ought to
be given to a railway company, and I think
that we should not accept that particular
amendment.

HON. MR. BOULTON-When the Senate
amended the Bill as it was first introduced
I consented to have the bonding power
reduced from $20,000 to $15,000 a mile,
thinking that that was the limit that was
generally made. Afterwards I spoke to
some hon, gentlemen, and they said, of
course if there were any bridges the bond-
Ing powers would be increased.Asthe House
Of Commons were amending the Bill,I asked
Permission myself to have that changed
back to $20,000 a mile, because there are
Many large rivers and expensive crossings
On the line. It starts from iRegina and
crosses the Qu'Appelle River, and a few
mailes further on crosses a creek with a deep
valley. A fow miles further on it crosses
Little Cut Arm Creek, and there are many
valleys running into the Qu'Appelle River
tuat the line must cross. Then it comes
tO the Assiniboine River, which it crosses,
then the Valley River, and one or two
.rivers in the neighbourhood of Lake Dau-
phin.

1
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HON. MR. KAULBACH-If my hon.
friend had given this explanation before
the committee of the Senate that amend-
ment would not have been passed. I was
present, and I thought my lion. friend very
easily conceded the reduction of the amount
from $20,000 to $15,000. At the time, I
asked my hon. friend about it, and I did
not think he attached much importance to
the bridges; but I am sure, from the expla-
nation that he bas made, that the House
will concur in the Commons amendments.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.
Bill (173) " An Act to revive and amend

the Act to incorporate the Oshawa Railway
and Navigation Companyand to change the
namo thereof to the Oshawa Railway Com-
pany." (Mr. Sullivan.)

Bill (121) " An Act to amend an Act
incorporating the Montreal Bridge Com-
pany." (Mr. DeBoucherville.)

Bill (84) "An Act respecting the Saskat-
chewan Railway and Mining Company."
(Mr. Lougheed.)

Bill (124) " An Act further to amend
the Act to incorporate the Great Eastern
Railway Company." (Mr. DeBoucherville.)

AN ADJOURNMENT.
MOTION.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-We have practi-
cally got through all the work before us,
except the Winnipeg and Hudson Bay
Railway Company's Bill, and I do not see
any probability for a few days of having
more business sent to us from the House of
Commons, as the Budget debate is going on,
and all parties seem disposed to adhere to
that until it is finished. I therefore move
that when the House adjourus to-day it
stands adjourned untill Wednesday,the 29th
inst., at 8.30 p.m.

HON. MR. KAULBACH -I object to
this, as I do to all these adjournments, and
I regret that the leader of the Govern-
ment has yielded to the pressure of mem-
bers who are anxious to get home to attend
to their private business. I could raise an
objection to this motion that we have had
no notice, but as there seems a general
desire to adjourn I shall not do so.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 6 o'clock.



The Late [SENATE] Senator Odell.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, July 29th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 8.30 p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE LATE SENATOR ODELL.

HoN. Mt. SCOTT.-Before the Orders
of the Day are called, I think it would be
but right and proper that the attention of
this House sh6uld be called to the sad
death that has occurred since we last met
in this Chamber. The hon. gentleman
who was then occuoying his seat in this
House, in apparently ordinary health, is
no longer bore. I think it would be quite
proper that this House should avail itself
of the first opportunity to express its deep
regret at the sudden death of oui' kind
friend, and its sympathy for bis family.
Senator Odell did not take a very active
part in the debates of this Chamber, but
he was a gentleman who, on the commit-
tees, gave us the full benefit of his excel-
lent judgment. A man of a quiet, kindly
nature, ho had no enemies; ho was be-
loved, I believe, by everyone in this House
who knew him. He had lived to a very
good age, but he had, up to the time he
left us a few days ago, the full possession
of all his faculties, and it is with very
great regret I am sure that we feel his
absence this evening. I rose to make these
remarks, seeing that the leader of the
House was not in his place, and I am sure
I have merely anticipated what ho would
have done and what I have no doubt ho
will cordially join in, now that he bas
arrived.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT -I feel myself
indebted to my hon. friend opposite for
taking the initative in my absence in
expressing the regret which, I am sure,
every member of this House feels at the sud-
den and awful death of our late colleague,
Mr. Odell. He was one of the first mem-
bers of this fouse; he was a respected
member of the Legislative Council of New
Brunswick, before ho became a momber of
the Senate. He had endeared himself to
every on here by his kindly disposition,
bis gentlemanly and unpretentious man-
ners, and the consideration that ho showed

for all his colleagues in the House. I am
sure 1 only express the feelings of this
House when I say that we deeply sym-
pathize with his family in their bereave-
ment; that we regret the loss of our hon.
colleague, and that we desire-I am sure
I speak the sentiments of the House when
I say so-to express these sentiments of
regret and sympathy with his family which
my hon. friend opposite has so feelingly
referred to.

HON. MR. WARK-1 might just remark,
coming, as I do, from New Brunswick, that
Senator Odel and I were together 16 years
in the Legislative Council of that province
and that we were here together for nearly
24 years. I always found him a most
amiable man, who gave offence to no one.
He was anxious to do his duty, and I am
satisfied he did not leave an enemy behind
him when he was taken away from us. I
regret exceedingly to see him no longer
among us.

HON. MR. DEVER-It is but fit and
pr oper that 1, as one of the members from
New Brunswick, should say a word upon
the unexpected death of our late friend.
The Hon. Mr. Odell was a gentleman born
and brought up in the Province of New
Brunswick, where he and his forefathers
were well known. He came of a highly
respectable family-men who held very
prominent positions in their country. Mr.
Odell himself was not forgotten by his
country. He held honourable positions
before ho came into this Senate. He was
always known as a man of retiring dispo-
sition and kindly nature, honorable in his
transactions and respected by everybody
that knew him. It was with the greatest
feelings of regret that I heard of his unex-
pected death, and I am sure that that
feeling was shared in New Brunswick,
where, perhaps, ho was better known than
here. He was a gentleman well worthy
of the position he occupied in the Senate.
I sympathize deeply with his family, and I
am sorry that I cannot go more fully into
the honourable career of the late senator
and his forefathers in New Brunswick.
However. hon. members may see by rele-
rence to the " Parliamentary Companion "
that ho was a man who always held an
honourable and prominent position
amongst his fellows.
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BAIE DES CHALEURS RAILWAY
CO.'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. OGILVIE moved the second
reading of Bill (82) " An Act respecting
the Baie des Chaleurs Railway Company."

HON. MR. POWER-It is not customary
to make observations at the second read-
ing of a private Bill, but this, although in
one sense a private Bill, bas a public as-
pect, which requires that a little more
should be said at the second reading than
is customary, and I regret that the hon.
gentleman in charge of this measure did
not give the House a little more informa-
tion when making his motion. Probably
he will be kind enough to do so later on.
It appears from the evidence elicited in an
enquiry which bas taken place before a
committee of the other Chamber that the
Baie des Chaleurs Railway Company, con-
posed, I regret to say, very largely of
members of the two Houses of Parlia-
ment, received at one time and another
something like $900,000 of public money.
A very large amount, I think some $600,-
000, was received from the Government
of Canada, a considerable sum from the
Government of Quebec, and some, I believe,
from municipalities of Canada through
which the railway was to pass. That was
the evidence given; probably, when other
evidence is furnished it may be shown
that the sum received was noc quite so
large. I am not prepared to say as to that.
Then, it was further alleged that the work
done upon the railway does not represent,
anything like the total of the amount
received from the various sources which I
have indicated. It is alleged that the
Wvrk done upon the railway would not
represent more than half a million dollars.
Of course, it is possible that the hon.
gentleman in charge of the Bill will be in
a position to show that that is not the case
and that the public money which this
Company received at various times bas
been all expended on the road, and that it
18 all there in the Baie des Chaleurs Rail-
Way; but the evidence given in another
Place went to show that at the outside
flot more than -5 of the public money
voted and given to this company has found
its way into the company's road. Now, if
these statements made in another place are
to be taken as prim2 facie evidence of the

truth, I think that it would be only proper
that when this company comes before
Parliament asking for additional powers,
or for an extension of the powers which
the company now bas, we should be satis-
fied either that the statements made in the
place to which I have alluded were erro-
neous, or that the company upon whom we
are now asked to confer the powers shown
in this Bill is not the same company, or, at
least, is not composed of the same members,
as the company which contrived to do
away with so very considerable a sum of
public money, and I presume that the hon.
gentleman will be in a position to give the
House the information.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I can give very
little information about the Bill, because I
am in the same position as many other
members of this House, I presume, in
regard to Bills that come from the House
of Commons-we do not enter into details
until the Bill is before the Railway Com-
mittee. This I can say, however, that I
do not think-though I am not sure-that
the company ask for additional powers.
They simply want the same powers that
they had under their Quebec charter.
They want a Dominion charter instead
of a Quebec charter. I do know,
however, that this company has no
connection with the other company, except-
ing that they bought out the rights of the
bankrupt company, and are prepared to go
on and build the road, and pay all just
claims against the railway. That is about
all the information I can give, and if the
Bill is read the second time and referred
to the Railway Committee I will see that
some one is there to give any desired in-
formation to the committee.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Not only bas a con-
siderable sum of money been diverted to
very improper channels in the construction
of this railway, but, what is very much
worse, some three or four hundred men,
earning from $1 to $1.25 a day, were credi-
tors of the company in sums of $10 to $100
or $200. Some of them had been out of
their pay for six months, and were obliged
to seek support from charitable sources in
order to reach their homes. The company
threw them on the contractor, Mr. Mac-
Farlane. The contractor is a bankrupt,
owing, as I am instructed, to the policy of
the railway. In any legislation provision
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should be made that ail moneys actually
due to employés, no matter whether due
by Mr. MacFarlane or others, should be
paid. I was entrusted with a petition,
some time ago, from these poor men, and I
addressed a letter to the Secretary of State,
calling attention to the circumstances, and
asking that, if any further subsidy should
be voted, it should be withheld until these
labourers were paid. They were men who
depended entirely upon their daily work,
and they had been turned adrift with con-
siderable sums owing them. I am aware
that a portion of the amount was subse-
quently paid by the Quebec Government.
Whoever takes up this charter should be
required to pay the labourers actually em-
ployed in the building of the road.

HoN. Ma. OGILVIE-I think I can as-
sure the hon. leader of the Opposition that
the presont company had nothing what-
ever to do with that, and they are prepared
(and if their reputation in the pastis worth
anything, it wiIl be an assurance to him),
not only to pay for everything that will go
on under their own management, but also
to pay all just claims that can be presented
against the management of the road in the
past.

HON. MR. SCOTT-That is a very inde-
finite statement. Those claims may not
be against the company but against sub-
contractors. I maintain that Parliament
should not allow this Bill to pass unless it
contains a provision that every man who
worked on that road, no matter for whom,
shall be paid ; and I give notice that, if
necessary, 1 will nove that such a clause
be inserted in the Bill.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-If I understand
the gentleman that told me about it to-day,
that is the intention of the company.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I understand,
though I have no authentic information on
the subject, that ample money to pay
these labourers, and to pay many other
debts of the company also, has been retained
by the Quebec Government, and it has
been represented to me by the promotors
of this Bill and by other parties interested
that the Quebec Government have now a
very large sum of money, reaching the
hundreds of thousands, which is retained
expressly for the purpose of paying these

debts. In the committee probably that
will be shown.

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

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (48) " An Act to incorporate the
Manitoba Life Assurance Company." (Mr.
Perley.)

Bill (121) " An Act to amend an Act to
incorporate the Montreal Bridge Com-
pany." (Mr. DeBoucherville.)

Bill (84) " An Act respecting the Saskat-
chewan Railway and Mining Company."
(Mr. Perley.)

Bill (124) " An Act further to amend an
Act to incorporate the Great Eastern Rail-
way Company." (Mr. DeBoucherville.)

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (30) "An Act to confer on the
Commissioner of Patents certain powers
for the relief of Jay Spencer Corbin."
(Mr. McMillan.)

Bill (135) "An Act further to amend
the Act respecting the London Life In-
surance Company." (Mr. McKindsey.)

Bill (15) " An Act to amend the Act for
the prevention and suppression of Combina-
tions formed in restraint of Trade." (Mr.
McCallum.)

Bill (136) "An Act to incorporate the
Inverness Railway and Mining Company."
(Mr. Almon.)

THE ELECTORAL FRANCHISE ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

FIRsT READING.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (145) "An Act
further to amend the Electoral Franchise
Act."

The Bill was read the first time.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The main object of
this Bill is to protract the closing of the
lists, which ought to be completed by the
lst of August, and which it is desired to
have fifteen days more to fully complete.
I mention this, because I would like to
have the measure sanctioned by the lst of
August, and I would ask my hon. friends
opposite (any of them who desire to look
at the Bill) to do me the favour to look at
it between now and to-morrow, because I
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wish to have it put through all its stages,
so as to have the Deputy Governor sanction
it, as well as other Bills which have reached
the final stage, before the lst of August. I
move that the Bill be read the second time
to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 9:15 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, July 30th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BRITISH COLUMBIA PENITEN-
TIA RY.
MOTION.

BoN. MR. McINNES (B.C.) moved:
That an humble Address be pr -sented to His Excel-

lency the Governor General; praying that is Excel-
lency will cause to be laid before this House, a de.
tailed copy of accepted tender - giving estimated
quantity, price per unit, and amount of all drugs and
medicines to be supplied the British Columbia Peni-
tentiary, by McPherson & Thompson, of New West-
ninster, B.C., for the year ending 30th June, 1892.

He said: In the month of May last
tenders were invited to supply the British
Columbia Penitentiary with medicines
and Messrs. McPherson. & Thompson's
tender, I believe, was accepted. I think it
will not take more than half an hour, or
an hour at the utinost, to make out a copy
of this list, and I hope tbe Government will
produce it in the course of a few days.

The motion was agreed to.

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY RAIL-
WAY CO.'S BILL.

DEBATE CONTINUED.

The Order of the Day being read-

Resuming debate on second reading of Bill (119)
An Act respecting a certain agreement therein men-
tioned with the Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Railway
Company, and on the Honourable Mr. Scott's amend-
nent, that the said Bill be not now read a second time,
but that it be read a second time this day six months.

ioN. MR. HOWLAN said: The amend-
ment before the House is to give what is

technically called the six months'hoist to.
the Bill from the House of Commons which
is now before us. The speech delivered
in support of the amendment was one
which, in my judgment, was void of the
true particulars of the case, as far as I
have been able to make them out, and as
far as I have been instructed. The im-
pression which the leader of the Opposi-
tion sought to convey was that where this
line is intended to go thore is no land fit
for settlement and no population, and, as a
consequence, any money expended in that
direction would be wasted, and for that
reason he calis upon the House to reject this
Bill. If these allegations could be sustained
they are veryimportant, and do doubt they
will be fully examined by this House before
a decision is arrived at on the Bill. When
we acquired the North -West Territories
and pledged a portion of the public moneys
of Canada for its development, it was not
to be supposed that we intended to keep it
there merely as an appendage to the Dom-
inion, but it was the policy of the country
to construct railroads throughout, and
settie the arable lands with immigrants
from Europe. When the project of a trans-
continental railway was before the public
there was a party in this country which
opposed it as an extravagant idea and one-
which was not within the domain of legi-
timate politics. We were told it was beyond
the power of this country to build and
equip a road of such magnitude without
straining the credit of the Dominion
beyond its capacity to bear. Time has
settled that question beyond a doubt. It
is not many years since we heard in this
House views expressed by the hon. gentle-
man from Ottawa in the same pessimistic
strain as those to which we have listened
to - day. I will not weary the House
with a repetition of them; many, like
myself, remember them distinctly. The
idea of building and all-rail line without
using the water stretches was regarded
and described as " midsummer madness."
Even after we had built a portion of the
road we were told that to extend it
through to the coast of British Columbia
would involve an outlay which was vari-
ously estimated at from 812,000,000 to
$40,000,000, and this, we were told, would
be a complete waste of money. We were
assured by the hon. member from Ottawa
that if this sum of money were employed
in constructing railways to develop the
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fertile lands of the North-West he would
be one of the first men in this country to
approve of such an expenditure. It is a
well-known fact that in the western por-
tions of the United States there are roads
running parallel with each other for
hundreds of miles, which have answered
the purpose of settling that country, parti-
cularly in the States of Minnesota and
Illinois. It is a recognized principle there,
in peopling a new country, that it is neces-
sary to build a railroai before inviting
settlement, and that is what we are doing
in this particular case. An attempt has
been made here to show that that is not a
good policy, but what are we to do with
our North-West? Are we to leave it there
undeveloped for all time? Without
settlement it will be as useless as
a farm to which there is no access,
but if we open it up by constructing rail-
roads, using the credit of the country for
the purpose, it will attract settlers, we
will -be carrying out in a smaller measure
what has been done on a large scale through
the construction of the Canadian Pacitic
Railway. Those who opposed the Canadian
Pacifie Railway and warned the people not
to undertake such a gigantic work are now
opposing this project. But the Canadian
Pacific Railway was completed, and as a
result the country is prosperous, and there
is not a man in Canada who feels any extra
burden of taxation because of the expen-
diture on that railway. Although the
hon. member from Ottawa on a former
occasion expressed his readiness to vote for
the expenditure of any money that might
be required to build branch lines in the
North-West, we find him now opposing
this railway, and he does so on the ground
that the country through which it is to
pass is good for nothing, that the land is
unsuited for settlement, and so saturated
with water that it is not firm enough to
support telegrapli posts. He says that
there are no settlers in that country. I say
there will not be many until railway facil-
ities are provided. Mr. J. J. Hill, of St.
Paul, President of the Great Nothern Rail-
way, and the railway king of the American
North-West, lays down the principle that
in a prairie country, to ensure com-
plete settlement, railway lines, parallel
with each other, twenty miles apart, should
be constructed, and in Minnesota he has
seven lines paralleling each other for
several hundred miles as part of the Great

Northern system, paying a good dividend.
Without the railways you cannot get peo-
ple to settle on the land, and consequently
you have no tax-payers and no food-pro-
ducers. The opposition to this Bill reminds
us strongly of the opposition to the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway extension through
British Columbia. If we had listened to
that opposition then we would have con-
cluded that the country west of Winnipeg
was a waste, in which there was nothing
to justify the construction of a railway. I
think I can prove to the satisfaction of this
House that the route by which it is pro.
posed to run this line passes through a good
country. I may say, before proceeding
further, that the plan before the Committee
of the Flouse of Commons is now on the
Table, and differs somewhat from the one
submitted by the leader of the Opposition
the other day. It will be seen by that
map that not only is it not true that there
are no people on this line and no arable
lands, but there is everything to warrant the
building of this road to the Saskatchewan.
It is not a question of building a line to
Hudson Bay, but if it were I should vote
for it and give good reasons for doing so.
The project before us involves the con-
struction of a railway to Grand Rapids, on
the Saskatchewan River. We have the
expert testimony of gentlemen who have
examined that country and reported upon
it. I may remind the House that the lands
which will be opened up by this road do
not belong exclusively to the railway com-
pany; the Government will own the alter-
nate blocks, and the company will make
not only their own lands valuable but will
enhance the value of the public lands also.
Until the line is built the company will
receive no pay. Suppose, for the sake of
argument, that no mails and passengers
are carried and no earnings are made, the
Government will be in the same position
as before; the road will be constructed and
the lands belonging to the public will have
increased in value, while the Government
will have it in their own hands to decide
whether they shall pay the subsidy or not.
Before proceeding to discuss the question
with regard to settlements through which
this line will pass, let us take the report
of the gentlemen who have examined it-
men of reputation. It will be seen that the
line is to pass through German, Icelandic
and English settlements, and it will be
found also that many people have gone into
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that country in the expectation that this
road would be built. I will now read, for
the benefit of the House, the opinion of Mr.
Neilson, the engineer who located the line
to Grand Rapids. He reports as follows -

"The country between these points (Winnipeg and
Grand Rapids, on the Saskatchewan), a distance of
242 miles, is very flat and almost free from rock,
except in the immediate neighbourhood of certain
parts of Lake Winnipeg shore. The first 30 miles of
it is prairie land, similar to that in the rest of Mani-
toba. After passing through this, there is a well-
wooded country with many open plains, extending as
far as Fairford, on the Partridge Crop River. All of
this country offers great inducements to the settlers,
and it is already occupied by farners and fishermen
along a large portion of the lakes and Swan Creek,
which flows into Lake Manitoba, north of Oak Point
Mission. It is well watered with many lakes, round
which there are splendid hay lands and clearings for
cattle-grazing; especialty is this the case at the Rat
Lakes, about 75 miles from Winnipeg. After leaving
these, the line passes close to Dog Lake, an offshoot of
Lake Manitoba. This lake is about 14 miles long,
and drains the best piece of farming land on Lake
Manitoba. From this point to Fairford Mission
(which is about 132 miles from Winnipeg) there is a
little muskeg; otherwise, the same good country pre-
vails. There will be little or no didiculty in con-
structing the line so far, as the country is so level
that beyond raising the track and draining no fur-
ther construction would be required. There are no
rivers to bridge. Fairford itself has already a good
settlement, and only awaits a means of outlet to rap-
idly establish itself as an important agricultural and
luinbering centre. It is one of the oldest missions in
the country. There is a great quantity of exceed-
ingly fine spruce and poplar all through this country,
the spruce attaining to an enormous size, often grow-
ing from three and four feet across the stump. After
leaving Fairford the Partridge Crop River is crossed
by the line at a point about 2j miles froim its exit
from Lake Manitoba. The whole section of this
country is excellent for settlement, and there is
plenty of fine timber in its vicinity. A bridge 250
feet long would be required to cross the Partridge
Crop, which here has high banks of clay and a gravel
bottom. From Fairford to the Saskatchewan is
about 110 miles, and, with the exception of the first
few miles after leaving Fairford, the country around
the Fish Lakes and head waters of the War Path and
Twin Rivers is ê lumbering country."

This is the description given by the man
who located the line to Grand Rapids.
That does not look as if the country was
fnot dry enough to hold a telegraph pole.
Surely the statement of this gentleman,
Who travelled through that country and
lived in it for somo time, must be of more
Value than that of any gentleman in this
Rouse who has not had the same ex-
perience.

HON. MR. POWER-It was stated by
the hon. gentleman from Shell River that
the road was to be a colonization railway,
and ho intimated that it was intended
largely to develop the country about Lake
Dauphin.. The route to which the engineer

refers is the one to Grand Rapids, which is
not a colonization road at all, but a portion
of the Hudson Bay Railway.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-It does not follow
that it is not a colonization road.

HON. MR. POWER-There are two roads
on the map to which my hon. friend refers
us, one supposed to be a colonization road,
the other a portion of the direct line to
Hudson Bay. One line is supposed to cross
at the Narrows of Lake Manitoba, and the
other goes directly nortb. The hon. gentle-
men is speaking of one; the hon member
from Ottawa spoke of another.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-The map shows
the road to be built. My hon. friend
opposite says it is going in one direction;
the promoters of the Bill say it is going
another direction. Who ought to know ?

HON. MR. SCOT r-It was distinctly
asked of the promoters of this Bill: "Where
will the road go ? Let us understand it: is it
to cross at the Narrows of Lake Manitoba
or is it to go to Grand Rapids ?" They
decline to give me any answer. I took it,
therefore, on the assumption that it was a
road running to Grand Rapids.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-The map on
the Table of this House is tho one which
was submitted by the promoters of the Bill
to the Railway Committee, and the line of
which i have been speaking is the one
which they indicated to me will be pur-
sued. For the life of me, I cannot see the
distinction which the hon. member from
Halifax draws. If it is not a colonization
road, what is it for ? I understood from my
hon. friend, the leader of the Opposition,
that he was in favour of building such roads
as this. He states so in the official report
of the Senate Debates, session of 1880, page
16. I am surprised, in view of that state-
ment, when a Bill of this kind comes up,
that he bas departed from the principle
that he then laid down. I have given the
opinion of the gentleman who located the
road; now I will give the opinion of ano-
ther authority, Mr. William Shelford, C.E.,
of London, Eng!and, an etigineer of very
high standing. In a preliminary report,
dated -Winnipeg, 9th October, 1885, he
says:

"I was consulted by the promoters of the Winnipeg
and Hudson Bay Railway, and associated with Sir
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Frederick Bramwell, late President of the British
Association and President of the Institute of Civil
Engineers, who advised that more information was
required relative to the character of the country. and
for this purpose I left England and visited the Cana-
dian North-West and arranged for obtaining the
desired information-making a trip myself as far as
the Saskatchewan River and Norway House, and send-
ing my assistant, Mr. R. Mooney, C.E., from there
to Hudson Bay.

" I saw a considerable portion of the proposed route
of the railway myself, as far as Grand Rapids,, and I
may say that I am favourably impressed with the
character of the country and the facility for the con-
struction of a cheap road.

" I have arranged to send an expedition of engineers
overland to Hudson Bay next week, for the purpose
of ascertaining precisely what the exact cost of the
road will be and making a close examination of the
route."

".The principal difficulty in the way of obtaining
ca ital is that in England the people are not well-
informed, for the most part, with respect to the col-
onies, and that a good deal of capital has been sunk
in Ainerican roads. What the people there require
to know is what I now know-havng travelled fur-
ther north than, perhaps, any other Londoner, and as
far west as the Pacific coast. I have no hesitation in
saying that I believe the future wealth of Canada lies
in the North-West, and I conceive the opening of the
Hudson Bay route to be of the very greatest im-
portance."

Here also we have the opinion of an
engineer who did not find these very bad
lands, where a telegraph pole would not
stand, that my hon. friend from Ottawa
has described.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I have already ex-
plained that I made that statement on the
authority of gentlemen of the Conservative
par ty. They said thatt this land up to the
Narrows between Lake Manitoba and Lake
Winnipegoosis was all muskeg, and not fit
for settlement. I have no opinion of my
own whatever; I simply made th'e state-
ment on the faith of the Conservative
party and the engineers who diverted the
road that Mr. Mackenzie had located by
the Narrows. Mr. Mackenzie had adopted
that route as the shortest, and a committee
was appointed in tbis Senate who reported
that the land by the Narrows was unfit for
settlement, and recommended a diversion
of the road, and that report was adopted.
The report stated that the country was
surveyed in the winter, and that it was
unfit for settlement.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-If you take the
map which you showed us the other day
you will find a difference.

HON. MR. SCOTT-On either route you
have to go as far north as the Narrows,

and you either cross there or go on to
Grand Rapids; but up to the Narrows the
description of the land which I gave was
f rom the mouths of gentlemen who pro-
fessed to know something about it and
who were members of the Conservative
party.

HoN. Ma. HOWLAN-The testimony
that I am giving is from gentlemen who-
surveyed the country, and it is betterthan
the catch-penny statements that the hon.
gentleman has quoted from.

HoN. MR. POWER-Does the hon.
gentlemen say that the hon. member from
St. Boniface made catch-penny statements ?

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-The lands have
been reported on by men of experience
and ability who went over the line. I am
quite satisfied, and I am sure that my hon.
friend from Halifax will agree with me,
that any body of gentlemen who obtain
lands and have room to make a selection
are riot likely to build a road through a
country that is good fornothing, when, by
diverging a littie, they can go to where
there aie farms already occupied with a
population of between 5,000 and 6,000. I
need only appeal to the House to say
whether they think an intelligent body of
men would invest $2,000,000 in building a
road through a country where people cou id
not settle. I now come to the report of
Mir. James Gillespie, of Winnipeg, a sub-
contractor and explorer, who explored the
country along the proposed route as far
north as Sea Falls, 350 miles from Winni-
peg. In a letter to the president of the
company, dated Winnipeg, 10th September,
1888, lie says:

'. in reply to your inquiry as to my knowledge and
opinion of land situated east of Lake Manitoba and
north of Township 15, I beg to say thatin August, 1886,
I left Winnipeg and drove to the Indian reserve
north of Lundyville. I followed the Oak Point trail
along which the line is now located. The best land
is north of Clarkleigh, which consists of timber and
open prairie. The land I consider the best I have
seen in this country. The timber is mostly poplar,
with a little spruce.

" From Lundyville I proceeded on foot as far as Sea
Falls, 350 miles from Winnipeg. The land gets more
heavily timibered as we go northward ; it lies high and
dry, and is well fitted for cultivation. The open prairie
and timber are about equal in quantity as far as the
Saskatchewan River, 250 miles f rom Winnipeg.

" At Fairford, 100 miles from end of track, or 140
miles from Winnipeg, the heavy spruce commences,
and the same, mixed with tamarac large enough for
railway purposes or fuel, is continuous as far as Grand
Rapids, at the mouth of the Saskatchewan. This
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land is very good, though there is about 15 or 20 per
cent. of hay lands which, in a wet season, might be
flooded.

" Along Dog Lake, west of the Indian trail, to
Fairford, there exists a large quantity of spruce and
tamarac. The former is large enough for sawing.
From my personal observations, I consider the land
between Lakes Manitoba and Winnipegoosison the
west and Lake Winnipeg on the east as being better
adapted for mixed farming than any other portion of
Manitoba or the North-West Territories that I have
visited. It is fairly distributed between open prairie
and timber. The former is well adapted for grazing
and cultivation, and there is an abundance of hay
lands for stock. The timber is plentiful and fitted for
building purposes as well as fuel. To a settler with
little or no capital to begin on the conditions are more
favourable than an open prairie farm."

These men cannot be all astray. They
cannot have been in collusion to make
their reports agree with regard to the
character of the country and the value of
the timber. Mr. Gillespie speaks of the
heavy spruce timber north of Winnipeg,
and we have the authority of Professor
Macoun for saying that " spruce in the
north never grows on wet ground. This
statement holds good in every part of the
North-West." Consequently, it cannot be
m:uskog where these large spruce trees are
to be found, and the statement that the
land is so wet that it will not hold up the
telegraph poles is devoid of truth. I now
come to the report of Mr. Steven H.
Powler, a New Brunswick lumberman, who
bas been eighteen years in the North-West
farming and lumbering. He is acompetent
land examiner and valuer. He went up
there to look for timber, and with a view
to making his home in that country. Ie
Says :

" I have examined the country pretty carefully from
enrl to end of track (the first 40 miles) to Fairford
Mission, about 100 miles. I find the land generally

>Ood, and, I may say, that all of it may be success-
fully utilized, either for tillage or grazing. A large
Portion of the land is underlaid with limestone, and
!11 this country where limestone is found it is almost
Inivariably good.

'Townships 18 and 19, Range 5, comprised some ofthe best land that I could see. It is beautiful rolling
Prairie, interspersed with oak and poplar bluffs. We
continued our course until we came to the English5ettlement. I called at some of their houses and
found them very comfortable. In fact, they had the
best houses and stables that I have ever seen in a new
settlement. All expressed themselves well pleased
With their locations. One man told me that it was
the best part of the country for a poor man, and gave
Iue his reasons for thihking so. He said that theyhad plenty of wood for fuel and for building purposes,
fOod water, plenty of hay for stock, and plenty ofand to till ; and in addition to these privileges they
bau plenty of game and fish.

F.i urther north is the Posen settlement, a popula-
n Of.seven to eight hundred. Land is very good.

1here is some very fine oak here that will square from14 to 15 inches. When we came within 2 miles of
ily Bay the open prairie ended, and we struck solid

18

timber large enough for building purposes and sawing
into timber. A Mr. Lundy has a portable sawmill at
Lundyville, and saws lumber for the settlers. The
lake shore is well timbered fron Lily Bay to Fairford.
I was informed by traders at Fairford that the same
kind of country extends all the way up to Grand
Rapids, on the Saskatchewan ; that the trail follows
a high ridge, running about midway between the
lakes the entire distance, and that the land slopes
both ways from the trail towards the lakes."

Does that look like a country unfit for
settlement,where people have already good
bouses and outbuildings ? Yet we are asked
to believe a statement which nobody is
prepared to vouch for. I do not know of
any country which could be more desir-
able to live in-I do not know of any
country which contains so many of the
gifts of God to man; yet we are asked to
believe that the people who have settled
there are a lot of fools, who have erected
bouses and outbuildings in a muskeg. Hon.
gentlemen will observe that all these
reports that I have quoted from agree with
each other. I do not suppose that any one
of these gentlemen ever saw the reports of
the others before his own was made. I
now come to the statement of Mr. D. J.
Waggoner, who held the position of Crown
Timber Agent for the Saskatchewan dis-
trict from 1883 until 1889, and who had
charge of all the timber territory to Lake
Winnipegoosis, Lake Winnipeg and the
Lower~ Saskatchewan. In a letter to an
hon. member of this Chamber he says:

" I am astonished to hear the disparaging account
given by an hon. senator of the resources of
the country around Lake Winnipegoosis and the
valley of the Lower Saskatchewan, as reported in the
debate on the Hudson Railway Bill in the Senate.

"From my six years' residence in that district,whose
duty it was to, colleet information in regard to the
country generally, but especially in regard to the
timber, and from my many years previous experience
in farming and lumbering in Ontario, I may fairly
claim to be in a position to speak on the subject, and
be allowed to say :

" 1. I consider the timber of the district I have men-
tioned fit to be manufactured into lumber, and made
into piles, telegraph poles, fence posts and fuel ; is of
immense value to the country, especially as it lies
alongside of several hundred miles of treeless prairie,
the settlers on which are su pplied now from Ontario,
the United States or th- Rocky Mountains, at an
average heavy cost of about $20 per thousand feet,
board measure.

" 2. The building of the Hudson Bay Railway, as a
colonization road or otherwise, will tap the best
timbered districts of the North-West, as it will cross
al] the principal streams running through said dis-
tricts, and make lumber and timber available to the
settlers of the opetn prairie at a much more reasonable
price than by any other possible means.

"3. Owing to the difference in levels of the various
lakes and rivers around which the bulk of the timber
is located, causing natural obstruction to navigation,
as well as the running and rafting of timber-most
difficult and expensive to overcome-the building of
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a railway, such as is proposed, is an absolute necessity
in order to develop its resources.

" 4. A number of timber limits were purchased at
Government auction and otherwise, more than ten
years ago, under the belief that they could be worked
and the timber brought down to Winnipeg by water,
to advantage ; but, for reasons I have stated, the
project has not been successful, and many of the
owners have been paying ground rent ever since,
without any return.

" 4. I believe the traffic in lumber and the like vill
sustain a railway between Winnipeg and the Saskat-
chewan River-no matter on which side of the lake it
may run-for a good many years to cone ; and I
beheve, also, that there is but a ver y snall percentage
of the whole country to be travelled that is not fit for
either agriculture or grazing purposes, and more
inviting to a certain class of foreign immigrants than
the open prairie.

" I am about to settle permanently in that section of
the country, but if I thought the railway was not
going on I would feel very much disappointed."

Now, here is the opinion of a gentleman
who has lived there for a number of years,
and whose particular duty it was to collect
information regarding it-a pratcical far-
mer, who was competent to express an
opinion on the subject he deals with. I
now come to the report of an actual settler,
Mr. E. P. Leacock, Land Commissioner. In
his report on the general character of the
country along the proposed line of the
Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Railway in
September, 1888, he says :

"The more valuable portion of the company's pro-
perty commences north of the line dividing Townships
18 and 19 (about 25 miles beyond end of track). The
land is wooded like a park, a large quantity is very
high and excellent for cultivation, while there are
sufficient low lands to ensure a hay crop. Mr. Clark,
Chief Factor Hudson Bay Company, who was for
many years at Oak Point, says it is the very best
country for stock he has ever seen in the North- West.
Township 19, Range 4, is well settled, in proof of
which I may say that there is not a homestead vacant
in the township. The Hudson Bay Company hold
their lands in this section at an average price of $5
per acre, and the reports of their inspectors are most
favourable. Township 19, Range 4, west, is essen-
tially the Icelandic township. There was at the
close of last season 20 settlers, and our agent, Mr.
Henri R. Johnson, reported that, though formed
under adverse circumstances, they have a bright
future ; and this year, had the railway been in opera-
tion, a large portion of Icelandic immigrants would
have settled in this vicinity. As you are aware, by
Order in Council of the 21st January, 1887, the com-
pany, north of Township 18, are allowed to select
alternate townships. This fact is very im-
portant, as it enables us to offer large tracts
of land adapted for cattle-raising, not alone near
Winnipeg, but nearer the European market than any
other grazing lands in the west of this continent.
The township 20, in Range 4, has some low lands in
the centre, while the good quality of Township 20,
Range 5, is shown by homesteads being already taken
in it. The land to the east of the lake, and as far
north as Fairford, 140 miles from Winnipeg, is, -I be-
lieve, both from personal observation and the infor-
mation I have gathered, better for a general class of
farmers than any other part of Manitoba, while if I
am rigbtly informed the great lakes lying to the east

and west of it afford it an immunity from the early
frosts."

H oN. MR. POIRIER-Does Mr. Leacock
speak of the land east of Lake Manitoba or
west of it?

HON. MR. BOULTON-It is between
Winnipeg and the Narrows of Lake Mani-
toba.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Tell us where the
road is going?

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I can show it on
the map precisely. The hon, gentleman
has no more particular knowledge of that
country than I have.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I have asked time
and again where the road is going, and I
cannot get an answer.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-Look at the map.

HON. MR. POWER-There are two
lines laid down on the map: " you pays
your money and takes your choice."

HON. MR. SCOTT-Tell us which line
they are going to adopt?

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I will show you
on the map. I have been readingfrom the
Commissioner's report with regard to the
land in that section of the country. I do
not suppose that these gentlemen are tied
up to any particular line, any more than
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
was; they are entitled to have the best line.
The hon. gentleman laughs; I wonder,
if he was the promoter of this road himself,
whether he would take a bad line if he
could get a good one. It is only throwing
dust in the eyes of the House to say that
theso people intend to build a line where it
will be of no use. Here are settlements
shown on the map. I am too old a man to
be fooled on this line of business. Mr.
Sutherland, who is the chief promoter of
this Bill, showed nie this line on the map
that I have got, and I suppose he ought to
be instructed where the line is, and from
him I have taken my information on that
point. I suppose these men, whose opinions
I have been quoting, have travelled all
through that country and they all report
in the same way. I have quoted from the
report of a Government Commissioner, who

27 4



Hudson Bay [JULY 30, 1891] Railway Co.'s Bill.

may be called to account if he has made a
false statement. Now, I will give you the
opinion of Professor Bell. Surely he can
be trusted to give an accurate account of
the country through which he has passed.
Ife is a man of reputation and character,
and his description tallies, to a great
extent, with that furnished by the other
gentlemen whose reports I have read.
When the Minister, who ought certainly
to know more about those hnes than the
leader of the Opposition or myself, applied
to Mr. Bell for information, he asked for it
with ail the data before him. Professor
Bell's report is as follows -

"GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, OTTAWA,
" 21st July, 1891.

"Hon. EDGAR DEWDNEY, M.P.,
" Minister of the Interior.

"SIR,-In connection with the discussion of the
Hudson Bay Railway, the following notes, on the
resources of the country, near the proposed hne, may
bd of interest.

" First, in regard to economic minerals. On the
une, as projected between Lake Winnipeg and Mani-
toba, extensive deposits of gypsum occur, immediately
under the surface of the ground, over a considerable
area of the north-west of Lake St. Martin. The
mineral is easily recognized, and the Indians report
having found it also further to the north, as we might
have expected from the known geological structure.
The value of this substance as a manure can hardly be
Over-estimated, and there is no other known source to
conpet*ewith this locality for the supply of Manitoba
anld the north-western States. If these deposits are
Made available by the construction of a railway there
Would also be a large demand for the mineral for
Other purposes."

"Next, I would mention the brine s prings near the
Iorthern and southern extremities of Lake Winnip-

goosis, at both of which localities excellent salt was
mnanufactured before the railways had reached Mani-
toba. The rocks at these localities are of the same
geological age as those from which salt is derived on
the eastern side of Lake Huron, and there is every
reason to believe that abundance of strong and pure
brine could be obtained by boring at the former, and
that all the salt required in the North-West might be
mnade here, thus saving the long transportation from
the east.

« Tie discovery o famber at Cedar Lake promises to
be of importance, and the local industries connected
with the utilization of this substance may hereafter
support a considerable population, as is the case in
4ast Prussia. This unexpected discovery is an
instance showing the great possibilities which that
vast region possesses in the way of mineral resources.

" A specimen of quartz brought from Pelican Nar-
rows, further to the northward, by an assistant of
Inine in 1881, was assayed in the laboratory of the
Geological Survey, and found to contain a small
quantity of gold.

"A promising deposit of hematite ore occurs on
Black Island, in Lake Winnipeg. This iron ore might

smelted in the vicinity of Grand Rapids, at the
Inouth of the Saskatchewan, by bringing coal from the
West to meet it there. A railway to that point would
give a great impetus to such an enterprise.

"The fall at Grand Rapids amounts to about 10(
feet, thus affordin an alnost unlimited water power.

1i vast region wbere important water powers are so
181

scarce as they are in Manitoba and the North-West
Territories this fact has great significance when we
consider the future req uirements o that great country.

" I have made a survey of the Nelson River, all the
way from Lake Winnipeg to Hudson Bay, as well as
of the boat-route from Norway House, by way of
Oxford Lake and Hayes Riverto York Factory, and
also of the Little Churchill River and the Great
Churchill, from the junction of the latter all the way
to the sea, and I am therefore in a position to s ak
with confidence of the country through which these
rivers flow. The total fall from Lake Winnipeg to
the sea amounts to 710 feet, or an average of about a
foot and a-half to the mile. The general aspect of
the country on either side of the Nelson River is
level, with banks of clay on either side, as illustrated
by numerous photographs which I took all along.
There are points or rock, of course, where the falls or
rapids occur, but the proportion of rock to soil is
comparatively small.

" Excellent wheat is grown at Norway House on
the right bank of the river, 27 miles below Lake
Winnipeg, where, I believe, it is a sure crop every
year, and also at Cross Lake, more than 50 miles
down the river. Some years ago I sent a variety of
vegetable seeds to be sown for experiment in the
Indian gardens at Cross Lake, and the results were
extremely favourable-at one time a considerable
quantity of barley was grown at Oxford House.

" I attribute the fine summer climate of that region
to its comparatively slight elevation above the sea
and to the prevailing south-westerly winds, carrying
the heat of air from the surface of the warm waters
of the Lakes of Winnipeg Basin over a broad belt of
country of the north-eastward.

"Yours faithfully,

" ROBERT BELL."

I think that ought to satisfy my hon.
friend that in dealing with this question
of the lines I have the highest authority.
I have given you the information as it
comes to me from gentlemen who were
sent to examine that country. Thatis the
country through which a few enterprising
men have undeitaken to build a railway.
Having taken so much time and trouble to
gather this information and lay it before
Parliament, having satisfied a majority of
the House of Commons, and passed through
the crucible of the Private Bills Commit-
tee, having obtained the opinion of ex-
perts and of gentlemen who resided in that
country, showing the feasibility of the
project, they come to us for legislation to
enable them to prosecute their work. Yet
we are asked, without any further infor-
mation than that placed before us by the
leader of the Opposition, to give this Bill
a six months' hoist. It is on a par with
the course pursued by the hon. gentlemen
opposite towards that country since it was
first acquired by the Dominion of Canada.
There never was a railway Bill for the pur-
pose of developing that countrybut received
from them the saine opposition. Doubt was
thrown upon the promoters of every enter-
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prioe, the value of the land through which
the line was to pass was disparaged, and
doubt was thrown on the prospects of the
enterprise. The Government have built a
great trunk line; it is no part of theirduty
to construct branch lines, but it is a wise
policy to assist in the construction of such
feeders. Did you find the Government of,
the United States taking up this question'
of building great lines in Minnesota and
the American North-West ? Not at all; but
the States gave land grants to those who
built the lines. I am sure there are those
who hear me who know the history of the
Manitoba, St. Paul and North-West Rail-
way. They will find in that a precedent
established by a people similar to ours
by which we might benefit. It is a good
maxim among farmers to look over your
neighbour's fence to see what ho is doing.
In the neighbouring States of Minnesota,
Illinois, Indiana, and even Ohio, this was
the plan on which the railways were
built. It is a necessity that some
enterprising spirits in a new country must
band themselves together and take up
these questions. The Government must
satisfy themselves that they are giving
these men only what they are fairly en-
titled to. They are giving a guarantee, in
this instance, of two millions of dollars for
twenty years-and for what? Through
whose land does this line run ? Every alter-
nate block belongs to the Government, and
if the road makes those alternate blocks
valuable is not the company doing work
for the country? The experience of this
country is that individuals and corpor-
ations can successfully manage these things
botter than Governments can. We may
next year find, after this road has gone a
certain distance, others willing to build
further: and so it will be in the future.
The chances and accidents of life have
given us this great country, and while it is
the duty of this House to be the guardians
of the public interests, we should weigh
carefully all that has been submitted before
taking it upon ourselves to undo the work
that has been done with regard to this
great road. We ough to pause and con-
sider well the position in which we are.

HoN. MR. POWER-Hear, hear.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-We heard that
"hear, hear " when the Canadian Pacific
Railway project was before the House;

we heard it when the North-West Central
project was before us, and we have heard
it when every great railway enterprise of
this country has been under consideration ;
but the country goes on, nevertheless, and
from the Atlantic to the Pacific, to-day,
the land is teeming with such a crop as
never was known before, notwithstanding
the " hear, hear " of these gentlemen. My
ion. frïend from British Columbia laughs.
I am surprised. I thought ho of all men
in this country would be the last to laugh
at such a statement.

HON. MR. MoINNES (B.C.)-I am laugh-
ing to think that the hon. gentleman
should attribute the good crops to the
action of the Government.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-I am attributing
them to the Almighty disposer of human
events. I believe that if we have faith in
our country and do what is right, Provi-
dence will bless us with good crops; but if
we decry and belittle the country that is
our home, and try to sell it to another cor-
poration, I doubt if we will be blessed with
good crops. We would be unworthy the
position that we occupy if we did not have
faith and confidence in our country. While
we do right our interests will be prdtected.
Can anybody tell me that if the hand of
God had not been over this country during
the past ton years we could have comploted
our great transcontinental highway ? We
were told by the leader of the Opposition
that the Canadian Pacific Railway project
was "midsummer madness." that the road
could never be built, and that if constructed
it would ruin the country. Where is the
ruin ? To-night we hear an echo of the
same old song. It behooves us not to be
carried away by such statements as we
have heard from the hon. member from
Ottawa. I have furnished proof beyond
all question as to the fertility of the land
which this railway is to serve. Al these
matters have been examined by the House
of Commons, who hold the purse strings,
they have passed this Bill and sont it to
us, and we have here an opposition to the
project-based upon what? The leader of
the Opposition does not vouch even for the
correctness of bis own statements, yet we
are asked to throw out this Bill. What
justification would we have for throwing
it out in the face of those reports that I
have quoted from ? I am sure that this
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House will not so far foiget itself as to
vote for the amendment, but that it will
sanction the Bill which bas come to us
from the House of Commons.

HON. MR. POIRIER-I would like to
know, when a question is before the House,
what I am voting about. I have listened
to this debate very attentively, and, so far,
I must say that I have arrived only at this
conclusion, that the hon. gentleman from
Marquette is advocating one line and that
the hon. member from Prince Edward Is-
land is advocating another line. I should
like to know for which line I am asked to
vote. All the arguments that have been
advanced so ably by my hon. friend from
Prince Edward Island apply to a line that
runs from Winnipeg to Grand Rapids, in a
course almost due north, and the proofs
that he has furnished of the fertility ofthe
country-let us not be deceived about it-
apply to a tract of land in the immediate
vicinity of Winnipeg along the forty miles
which have been built. 1 suppose nobody
in this House denies the fertility of that
section, but that is not the question.
My hon. friend has told us very em-
phatically that he is too old to be fooled.
It strikes me that he has arrived at
at an. age when he thinks he can with
impunity fool others. These certificates
of the fertility of the land do not apply to
the countryon either of these routes beyond
a short distance north of Winnipeg, and
therefore they ought not to be takei into
consideration. This is an important ques-
tion, and we are in duty bound to know
what we are doing. Although 1 am
Younger than the hon. member from Prince
Edward Island, I feel that I have a very
serious duty to perform, and would like to
perform it faithfully, and not be fooled.
These two routes have objects very dis-
tinctly different. The one advocated by
the hon. member from Prince Edward
Island is the Hudson Bay Company line.
That line, after you pass a certain distance
north of Winnipeg, strikes due north bet-
Ween Lake Winnipeg and Lakes Manitoba
and Winnipegoosis, through what is known
to be rather a barren country. The line
advocated by my hon. friend from Mar-
quette starts at about 40 miles north of
Winnipeg, from the end of the section
already built, and branches to the left, pass-
Ing by way of the Grand Narrows and
then running west of Lake Winnipegoosis,

and between that and Lake Dauphin,
and traverses a country which is suited for
agricultural purposes. The one is a colo-
nization road, but the other is the Hudson
Bay road-very different projects. I be-
lieve in promoting agriculture and colo-
nization, and if we knew positively which
route is to be adopted I do not say that I
would not vote in favour of granting, even
such a vast sum as two million dollars, for a
line running west of the lakes and travers-
ing a section of the country which is fit
for cultivation. But I am not prepared to
vote for the other line, because that, as I
say, is simply a route to Hudson Bay. The
two million dollars asked in aid of that
route will be but the first golden link of
other millions which we will be called
upon to vote later on. From the know-
ledge we have of the practicability of
navigating Hudson Straits, I would not
feel justified in voting that amount of
money, which would be simply starting a
scheme the beginning of which we know
something about, but the end of which we
cannot foresee. When this two millions
are to be expended, to use the words of my
hon. friend from Prince Edward Island, if
the company are not arrant fools they will
take the easiest route. Which line is that?
The line between the two lakes or the line
west of the lakes ? That between the two
lakes, by all odds. The route between
the lakes runs through muskegs, but the
country is level; while the other lies in a
fertile land, but is a difficult country for
railway construction. The latter must first
cross at the Narrows, and then it has three
rivers to pass-Swan River, Woody River,
Deep River, Red Deer River and Overflow-
ing River-before it reaches a point near
the Saskatchewan. Do you think the com-
pany will take a route which is so difficult
to build, even though it traverses lands fit
for cultivation, when there is another one
which leads direct towards the Hudson
Bay ? No; I agree with the conclusion ofthe
hon. member from Prince Edward Island,
and say that the company will take the
easier route, wnich passes, as I said before,
through barren land, except the first forty
or sixty miles, which have been so glow-
ingly depicted by my hon. friend. What
will be the terminus of this line? Did
any hon. member notice how the amend-
ment to the Act that we passed last
year reads? It simply says that the line
of railway shall be completed to the
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Saskatchewan River within four years. stood at the same time that perhaps the
Which part of the Saskatchewan River? road might ultimately be extended as far
The Grand Rapids, advocated by the hon. as Hudson Bay. That was the original
member from Prince Edward Island. It plan, and no doubt when a projeot is once
is far from being proved that the Grand clearly laid down it is difficuit to deviate
Rapids is the point on the Saskatchewan from it. When that time cores it will be
at which they are aiming. If the coloni- for the Government to decide whetheî' the
zation route is adopted and Grand Rapids road shah go as far as Hudson Bay, but
is the objective point, the line may pass just now the only thing to be considered is
the Junction, continue north until it strikes the construction of the lne northward
the Saskatchewan River, and then make a from Winnipeg to the Saskatchewan. We
turp and run a distance of over 100 miles are asked to define the road; that cannot
before touching Grand iRapids. Can we be done, since the ine is not yet located,
suppose the company will adopt such a and the present Bihas nothing to do with
route if it bas for its ultimate object a that. As soon as the routo is decided upon
terminus on Hudson Bay? In the state it whall be easy for the Government and
of confusion which exists, seeing that the those interestod in the Bi toe select the
two most aident promoters of the Bil best route. t mut, as far as possible, go
advocate different routes, and in the face in a direct gne to the Saskatchewan.
of the stateme t made by the Hon. Mr. Some mention was made of a branc
Dewdney, that he did not know whieh of be to Lake Dauphin, where thelie is
the two lines would be built, and also in a very important settiement. That is
the fuce of the fact that the company, if left where most of the new sBttiers coming
to themselves, wiIl certainly build the easier into our country are going. If' a road 
te, whic, as I said before, 8 not a coloni- built to Lake Dauphin it will be for the
zation line passing through an agricul- public Uood, but the company must con-
tural country, but simply a link in the sider their own interest as wel as the
Hudson Bay Railway-we may just as welp o public interest. They will build a road
wait; and speaking foh myseef, 1 ar pre- wbi h witl be of value to the country, but
pared to wait until the Govenment or it should also be a road which will be
the promoters of the scheme comne down profitable to themselves and reward tom
and teml us positively and distinctly what for the risk tey are running. I look upon
they want, and then will sec whetber this projected ne as one of the gr eat
what they ask siould be ganted oar ot. I arteries which wi l give to the people of
al not prepad to put My name to a that part of Manitoba and the North-Wet
blank cheque. Before I sign the contact an opportunity of obtaiingailway facili-
let me reand it. Therefore, I must, to hy tics. I think the route chosen to th Sas-
regret, vote against this project, not con- katchewan Rive is the best one. We
demning it on its merits, but because the have heard extracts from tbe reports of
contract is not clear, and I would like to différ'ent suî'veyors and engineers, ail of
know which I arn doing when askcd to which are coi'rect, and I an in a position to
sign a contact. Instead of the six monts' confirm them, having 'eceived information
hoist, I would piefer to support a motion witbin the last foil or five days, wile I
pobtponing action until the selection of was in Manitoba, ou this point. Among
the rne is made, and then we wi know those wbom I met while there was one
wh t we are called upon to do. Until this who wil, before the week is ended, be a
is done, I feel I amr in duty bound to vote bishop of my cburch. He bas passed bis
agaïnst the projcct. whole life in thnt wilderness, and bas been

on different missions among tbe people
HON. Mi. GIRARD-The question be- about Lakes Manitoba and Winnipegoosis,

fore the House is not a new one. I minem- and tbat part of the country which
ber last session, when this question came this road is intended to pass througb.
up, there was an adverse feeling to this I spoke to him oft edifficulties in the way
projcct. Nevertheless, altew some consider- of the project, and he said if the route wi l
ation the House decided to give the pro- ass thirough the country bordering on
moters ofGthe project a chance to go on akes Manitoba and Winnipegoosis, and
wit their work, estricting the lin to a c'oss the riverd, it wi cl open Up the finest
point on the Saskatchewan. It was under- arable land in that part of the continent. No
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one will doubt the statement made by this
gentleman, and I am sure it will be con.
sidered valuable as confirming the reports
which have been submitted to the House
to-day. A good deal bas been said of the
character of the lands in that part of the
country. We have been, told that we
should not value them too highly. I was
one of those who did what I could to pro-
mote the Canadian Pacific Railway enter-
prise. I look upon that road as a bond
uniting the people of the different pre-
vinces ; it is a link from which they
enjoy peace, prosperity, progress and good
feeling. It bas produced harmony among
the provinces who compose this Confede-
ration, and gives Canada a foremost place
among the nations of the world. We
know that if those who are now opposing
this project could have had their way,
not many years ago, the great Pa-
cifie Railway enterpiise would not have
been completed at this day. They
raised all sorts of objections to it, and
while they held office what did they do?
Many of you have visited Manitoba, and I
am sure you must all have been struck
with the references which are made to the
opposition that was shown to the Canadian
Pacific Railway project some 15 years ago.
I do not mean to say that the Mackenzie
Government intended to waste the public
money, but immense sums of money were
expended for absolutely nothing by that
Government. I do not mention this with
any bad feelings towards those who com-
posed that Government, but I state it as a
fact which is well established. We were
told that there was very little good land
in that country, and that in the section
through which this line is to pass there
was not sufficient dry land to hold up the
telegraph posts. I was under the impres-
81on, at the time, that the Mackenzie
Government did not want to build
the road and that their whole policy
Was to attract public attention to various
plans and schemes which would have
a tendency to show the impracticabil-
ity of the work. If the engineers in those
days could not find places for putting
up the telegraph poles it was because they
did not want to find them. They went into
the muskegs. Now, I admit that muskegs
are common enough in that western coun-
try. Not many years ago you could have
found them in the vicinity of Winnipeg ;
but through the intelligence and industry

of the people they are disappearing. When
the engineers visited that country it was
in the winter time, and they planted the
telegraph posts in the snow or on the fro-
zen muskegs, and naturally in the spring,
when frost came out of the ground, the
poles fell. I attribute the difficulties which
were met then largely to want of expe-
rience and partly to want of will. I do not
wish to say anything against those who
were in power at that time; it is not my
habit to say anything harsh against a
Government when it is once formed. Their
responsibility is heavy enough, and we
should feel rather disposed to lend them a
helping hand than to oppose them. The
proposition before the House to-day is
not an extraordinary one. The amount
of money spoken of is two million dollars,
but it seems to me that a subsidy of
$80,000 a year for 20 years would reach
only $1,600,000; and as the money is to be
payable annually, it would not amount to
much more thanone million dollars. By that
expenditure not only would the country
have the advantage of the opening up of a
new line, but the effect would be to increase
the value of property immediately in ail
that part of the North-West. At the pres-
ont time the public lands north of Winni-
peg are rather a burden on the hauds of
the Government, but after they are opened
up by the construction of this road they
will be so enhanced in value as to repay
the country for the expenditure. There-
fore, the money given in aid of this enter-
prise will not be wasted. Under the
circumstances, we should not hesitate to
pass the Bill. It is a Government measure,
and is intended to carry out a promise
made our late leader. For many years
the late Premier was opposed to this
project. He did not want to give any
public money to aid such an enterprise, but
be was finally convinced of the feasi-
bility of the project and of the advantage
which the construction of the line would
confer on the Dominion, and he promised
to aid this project as he had aided others.
After all that bas occurred, it would not
be right to refuse to the gentlemen who
have devoted themselves to this project
the assistance that bas been promised
them. Of course, this House is free to ap-
prove or condemn the project; but the Bill
having been adopted by the House of
Commons, which bas the deciding of
money questions, I do not think it would
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be proper for this Bouse to defeat the
measure, when no injuetice is being done to
any one or any interest. If any injury
were to be done by the passing of the Bill
I should join with those who oppose it. I
was surprised at the objection made by my
hon. friend from the other side. I cannot
give him any information as to the loca-
tion of the line; I do not know where it is
to run myself, but I do know that whether
it takes the one route or the other, it will
pass through good land, and no better
route can be selected for a colonization
railway. If the company intend to extend
the line beyond the Saskatchewan they will
have to come to the House for power to do
so, and it will be for the House then to
decide whether such a project should be
sanctioned. When the Bill caine before
the House for t he first time I was under the
impression that it would receive unani-
mous support. I am surprised at the oppo-
sition, seeing that the road is to pass
through a section of the country where
very little improvment has yet been made.
It is not easy, at this stage, to appreciate
all the consequences that will flow from
the building of this road, but we know
enough to understand that it will serve an
important part of the country. I am merely
expressing the views of the people of Man-
itoba and the North-West. There is a
unanimous demand in the North-West for
the construction of this road. So strong
is the feeling, that the Local Government
has been forced to make an appropriation in
favour of the project. They tried at first to
evade the responsibility incurred by their
predecessors with respect to this road;
but they have been obliged to take the risk
of promising fifteen hundred thousand
dollars aid to this company under certain
circumstances.

HoN. MR. POWER-Perhaps the hon.
gentleman will tell the House, as he knows,
what the circumstances are? I think it is
not candid of the hou. gentleman alto-
gether to keep that knowledge to himself.

HoN. MR. GIRARD-I do not know
what the circumstances are.

HoN. MR. POWER-Surely the hon.
gentleman must know.

HoN. MR. GIRARD-If the hon. gentle-
man will look in the statutes of Manitoba
ho will find there an appropriation of

fifteen hundred thousands dollars tòwards
that road, and I think that should be Patis-
faetory to him. The special reason was
that the Govern ment was forced to do it to
maintain themselves in power. They
would not have remained in power had
they not voted the amount I have mon-
tioned. Another objection raised to this
Bill is that there is no population in the
part of the country through which the
line is to pass. Now, I think that the
road, if constructed, will touch some very
important settlements. I have a list of
the municipalities that it wili serve. The
hon. gentleman from Ottawa says there im
no population there.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I gave my authority,
a gentleman from a Hudson Bay post,
whom I had seen a day or two before. He
told me there might be one hundred set-
tiers on a line commencing at a point forty
miles north of Winnipeg.

HoN. MR. GIRARD-1 know that where
that gentlemen lives there are more moà-
quitos than people. He perhaps spoke of
the few Indians at the coast; but that is
a place to which people should be sent for
puntishment rather than to flnd homes. It
is not a place where people would likely
settle from choice. If York Factory ever
becomes a settlement it will be a place
where Hudson Bay traders and Indians
about the fort will locate themselves. The
hon. gentleman said that there were no
places of importance on the route of this
road. It is not necessary always to have
a great city or eve,. a small town for the
terminus of a railway; it is enough to
have a good agricultural country to con-
tribute to its support. There are on this
line municipalities which are making
rapid progress. In the past 21 years I
have seen nearly the whole of that part of
the country opened for settlement. In the
west, where not many years ago you
could travel hundreds of miles without
seeing a settier, you now find farm-houses
everywhere. You cannot go a mile with-
out finding a comfortable homestead, where
you will receive such a hospitable welcome
as will tempt you to repeat your visit.
The municipalities which will be more or
less benefited by the construction of this
proposed railway are North Rockwood,
population 1,155; St. Laurent, Posen, popu-
lation 1,697; Gimli, population 1,641.
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HON. MR. SCOTT-How far is Gimli
from this line?

HON. MR. GIRARD-It is on the shore
of Lake Winnipeg.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Thirty or forty miles
from it.

HoN. MR. GIRA RD-Not so far as that.
The benefits to be derived from the building
of this railway will extend more than a few
miles on each side of the line. People who
are now settled 150 miles from a railway will
consider themselves very fortunate when
thero is a station within twenty miles of
them. Another municipality which will
be benefited is Fulford, with a population
of 1,540. These four municipalities give
a total population of 5,663, and if you add
other populations in the vicinity, you have
a total of 7,663, so that there are people
in that country for whom railway facilities
are needed. 1 do not know whether they
will all be in the immediate vicinity of the
road, because the line has not been located
yet; but certainly it is fixed with sufficient
certainty to be able to indicate within five
Or six miles where the railway must run,
and the greater part of this population to
which I have reterred will be close to it,
and will be benefited directly by its con-
struction. In the debate on the Hudson
Bay Railway Bill last year I was the last
one to speak, and my advice was favourably
received. I hope that the sanme voice which
is now raised in behalf of this measure
Will be listened to this evening, and that
the vote of this House will be in the
direction of promoting the progress and
advancement of the great North-West.
The development of that country means
eventually prosperity for every portion of
the Dominion.

ION. MR. CLEMOW moved that the
debate be adjourned until Monday next.

The motion wf.s agreed to.

FRANCHISE ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (145) "An Act further to
arnend the Electoral Franchise Act." He
said: This is the Bill which was read the
first time last night, with respect to which

I addressed a few remarks to the House.
It is for the purpose of improving the
machinery of the Electoral Franchise Act
and making some slight alterations which
have been fouiid by experience to be noces-
sary in it. The first clause strikes out the
words " by birth or naturalization " from
the qualifications stated in section two of
the Electoral Franchise Act. The language
of the Act itself is " a British subject by
birth or naturalization." That expression
leaves this possibility open, that aman may
swear ho is a British ,ubject by birth and
yet ho may have naturalized himself after-
wards to become a subject of another
country, and would not have stated any
falsehood in his oath; so it is considered
better and it is more natural and simple
to declare that a man is a British subject
without stating in what way. Thon, the
second section is an important object
of the Bill; it is to extend the time for
completing the lists from the 1st to the
15th of August-that is, for fifteen days.
That time is requisite to complote them.
It is for the purpose of attaining that
object this year that it is proposed that
the DeputyGovernor shall make hisappear-
ance here to-morrow, in order to sanction
such Bills as may thon be passed. The
third clause is for the purpose of adopting
this rule, that after the list is made the
number of names upon it shall be summed
up and inserted, as a protection against
fraud. The fourth clause is a simple mat-
ter of routine-that the revising officer
may do duty in more than one district.
The fifth section fixes a minimum delay,
during which important notices shall be
posted up, which was formerly left very
much to the discretion of the officer.
Clause six provides a different mode of
dividing up the polls. Where an electoral
district contains more than a certain num-
ber of voters it has been the law and
practice to divide up the district into so
many polling divisions, that will enable
the polling to be got through in one day.
That has been done by sub-dividing it
territorily, but it has been found botter to
divide it alphabetically, and put the polling
booths in different places. These are the
changes proposed to be made in the Act.
Hon. gentlemen will see that they are
merely formal.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-What is the reason
for saying that section 1 shall not go
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into operation until next January ? Why
should it not come intooperation at once ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-1 have no doubt
there is a good reason for it, although I do
not know it. The lists arc practically com-
pleted now. I propose to make a short
amend ment to section 6, in consequence of
an omission in the last Act. By 53 Vic-
toria, which was the Act amending the
Electoral Franchise Act, it was provided
that at the time of the final correction of
the lists the division of the polling districts
shall be made. By the Electoral Act it is
ordered to be done after the lists have all
been made, and these two are therefore
inconsistent with each other. I propose to
strike out some words from that section, tO
harmonize the Acts as they now stand on
the Statute-book.

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

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the 41st
Rule of the House be suspended, so far as it
relates to this Bill.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was referred to a Committee of the Whole
House.

HON. MR. CLEMOW, from the com-
mittee, reported the Bill with an amend-
ment, which was agreed to.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the third
reading of the Bill.

HoN. MR. POWER-I should like to
hear an explanation of the reason for post-
poning the operation of the first section
until the lst of January.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I presume it is be-
cause the list is now made under the former
régime, and this will only apply to subse-
quent lists.

HON. MR. POWER-This explanation
does not quite explain. The lists which are
now being made up will be lists until the
15th August under this Bill. Then, inany
election which is held between the 15th of
August and the lst of January next these
men who have been naturalized in the
United States-and I presume these are the
men who are aimed at-will have the right

to vote ; but after the lst of January they
will not. The same lists will be used
before and after the 1st of January, so that
this provision does not seem clear.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I must admit it
does not appear clear to me. As I did not
prepare the Bill, I did not examine into
the details as thoroughly as I might have
done, and I am really unable to state the
exact reason for the insertion of this clause.
I have no doubt whatever that it was care-
fully considered by my colleague, the
Minister of Justice. He took great pains
with it, and the Bill was carefully con-
sidered in the other House. While I am
ashamed to confess-my own ignorance as
to the reason for this provision, I have no
doubt it is a good one.

HoN. MR. POWER-Inasmuch as the
Bill was carefully considered by both sides
of the flouse elsewhere, I have no doubt
that it is for a good reason, and is satis-
factory to both parties.

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

CITIZENS' INSURANCE CO.'S BILL.

COMMONS AMENDMENTS AGREED TO.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
House do concur in the amendments made
by the House of Commons to Bill (11)
" An Act respecting the Citizens' Insurance
Company." He said : The amendments
to this Bill are merely formal, as I stated
yesterday. The first one is in the descrip-
tion of the charter. The clause relating
to the provisions of the charter refer to
one Act-but there were two, one amending
the other-and this supplies the deficiency.
The amendments are correct, and all of
them are harmless, and most of them
useful.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 5:25 p.m.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, July 31st, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY.

ENQUIRY.

HoN. MR. POWER rose to call attention
To the editorial article in the Ottawa Citizen of

Wednesday, the 8th instant, suggesting the transfer
of the Intercolonial Railway, toget er with its
branches and connections, to a private company, and
ask the Honorable the Prime Minister whether it is
the intention of the Government to discontinue the
operating of the Intercolonial Railway systeni as a
publie work, and whether it is proposed that the
Government shall take over or operate any of the rail-
ways in the Lower Provinces now owned by private
companies.

He said: I had proposed, when I gave this
notice, to have dealt at some little length
with the subject of the Intercolonial Rail-
way, but pressure of other business has
prevented me from devoting the time toit
that 1 should do, so that I shall say com-
paratively little about it. The article to
which attention is called appeared in a
newspaper which is usually regarded as
being, in a certain sense, the organ of the
Government at the Capital-the Ottawa
Citizen. If it had appeared in a paper
Which bore no political or semi-official
character I should probably have said
nothing about it; but the subject is an
important one, and the article is evidently
written after due consideration, and I pre-
Sume may be considered as embodying the
views of the Government, at least as repre-
senting the opinions of the friends of the
Government on that subject, and the House
Will excuse me if I read the whole of the
article, because it is all pertinent to the
nIatter included in my notice:

"THE INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY.

.%r. Weldon's uteerance upon the subject of plac-
lnthe Intercolonial Railwayinconmission is favour-

y commented upon by various newspapers. The
question has been often mooted outside ofParliament,
Without receiving niuch attention, or, indeed, any
serious consideration whatever. The matter of some
chan e i n the management and control of the 'In-
tercolonial' is worthy of the attention of Parliament,
with the double object, first, of relieving the Govern-
rnent itself of a large annual outlay, and secondly,
If bettering the earning character of this great public
.ghway. Mny means have been suggested with a

view to this end, such as the lease or sale of the line

to a new company, or to one of the great trunk lines,
or, as Mr. Weldon has voiced it, by placing it in com-
mission. Any of these courses would probably prove
a relief to the Government, and would redound to
the public advantage. It should be remembered,
however, that the pursuit of either course is not free
from difficulties, the most prominent of which is
that in connection with any contemplated change the
status of tributary lines would of necessity have to
be taken into account, with a view to their being
taken over either by the Government or by the new
management, whatever it might be. There is a strong
and growing feeling in the Lower Provinces that the
Intercolonial and these tributary lines should be
under one management, as it is felt that it would lead
to increase of traffic, as well as effect a large economy
in the management of the whole system. Many of
these subsidiary lines labour under great disadvan-
tages in their circumscribed condition and in the
expense necessary to independent management-so
much so, indeed, that it is fast becoming a question as
to whether some of them may not find it necessary to
cease operations. It is, therefore, of importance in the
interest of the country served by the Intercolonial Rail-
way, as well as in the general interests, that either the
Governnent, or its representative in the Intercolonial
management, should arrange for the absorption of
these lines by the Intercolonial system. What has
been found necessary by the great trunk lines, such
as the Canadian Pacific and the Grand Trunk, has
become necessary for the Intercolonial. The main
line and its feeders must become one, if commercial
success and economy are to be attained. As to the
future position of the Intercolonial, it inust be admit-
ted that there are weighty arguments in favour of
placing it in the hands of au independent company,
strong in its personality and resources; such company
even to be guaranteed an annual subsidy for a limited
number of years, averaged, say, upon Government
expenditure over and above the earnings for the pre.
vious ten years, it being made obligatory upon such
company to effect control of the tributary lines,
either by lease or purchase. This course bas many
things to recommend it, not the least of which is,
that it would avoid the charge of monopoly which
might be urged against the control by either of the

reat trunk lines. It would also do away with a'-y
feeling of hostility as between the great corporations,
which would naturally arise if either secured control
of the Intercolonial system. In the formation of a
new company both the great corporations would have
the chance of representation, and thus be able to pro-
tect their individual interests. The time is, we
believe, opportune to arrange for another control of
the Intercolonial, it having been continuously unre-
munerative in the hands of the Government, and we
commend this question, with that of the tributary
lines, to the earnest consideration of both Government
and Parliament.

As I stated before, this article appeared
in what is very generally recognized as
the Government organ here in the Capital.
Some two years ago it was very generally
stated that a member of the present Go-
vernment had submitted a proposition for
the taking over of the Intercolonial Rail-
way system by a private company, and
just about the time of the recent election
a simular rumour got abroad, so that
clearly some change in the management
of the Intercolonial Railway seems to be
in the air. The impression, at any rate,
that some change is about taking place, is
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very prevalent; and if the Government
have resolved not to make any change in
the management of the Intercolonial
Railway it is but due to the people who
are served by that railway that their
doubts and disquiet on the subject should
be removed, as I hope they will be, by the
answer of the leader of the Government.
This writer thinks that a change is neces-
sary-that the double object of relieving
the Government itself of a large annual
outlay and of bettering the earning capa-
city of this road would be attained. It is
true that there ïs a very considerable an-
nual outlay on the Intercolonial Railway-
I mean that the deficit is large. During
the administration of Mr. Mackenzie a
great deal of capital was made against
his Government owing to the fact that
that Government did not succeed in
making the two ends meet on the In-
tercolonial Railway, although at the time
when Mr. Mackenzie's Administration
went out of power the railway had really
been opened for only a few months, and
could not be expected to do a very pro-
fitable business. Mr. Mackenzie, pursuing
a different system of book-keeping from
that adopted by his successors, charged
the cost of relaying the whole line with
steel rails to income instead of capital-
charged it to three different years' income.
After the change of Government it at first
appeared that the expenditure and income
had been equalized, but subsequen t enquiry
developed the fact that there had not been
the improvement in the condition of the
business of the road that appeared at first
sight-that is, the improvement was only
in appearance, and that that appearance
resulted, not from any great change in the
paying character of the road, but from a
change in the system of book-keeping. Un-
der the new Administration, items which
had been charged to income were charged
to capital ; and in that way it was made
to appear that the road was paying its way.
There were some attempts at economy made
just afterthe changeofGovernment,but that
economy was chiefly in the way of reducing
the pay of subordinate employés on the
road who were not, at the time, receiving
too high pay; and the effect of that econ-
omy was that the services of many valuable
employés were lost to the Intercolonial;
and, probably as a result of taking on new
and untried hands, several serious accidents
took place on the road which caused greater

loss than the reduction in pay involved in
the way of saving. The fact that the rail-
way has not been paying since the change
of Government is evident from this, that
the capital account of the Intercolonial
Railway at the time when the present
Administration came into office stood at
about twenty-eight millions, and to-day the
capital account stands, I think, at about
fifty-two millions of dollars. That is an
increase of twenty-four millions.

HON. MR. BOULTON-Does not that
include all the public railways in the east-
ern provinces- those in Prince Edward
Island as well ?

HON. MR. POWER-1 treat the Prince
Edward Island Railway as part of the
Intercolonial Railway for all practical pur-
poses.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-The tunnel is not
built yet.

HON. MR. POWER-It is not; but after
the tunnel is built the Prince Edward
lsland Railway will become an essential
part of the system. There are certain rea-
sonable deductions to be made from that
increase of twenty-four millions. There
was something like $1,600,000 paid for the
Rivière du Loup branch of the Grand
Trunk Railway; ther-e was a sum out-
rageously large for the value received,
nearly $2,000,000, paid for the St. Charles
branch, and there was, I think, a sum of
about $2,000,000 paid for the so-called Short
Line through the counties of Cumberland,
Colchester and Pictou, N.S.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-The Eastern
Extension ?

HON. MR. POWER-I do not remember
whether the Government -have charged
the costof the Eastern Extension to their
capital or not. At any rate, allowing for
every reasonable expenditure on capital
account, that is, for ail additional railways
built or acquired, we shall find that there
has been an increase of at least fifteen mil-
lions of dollars in the capital account of the
Intercolonial Railway, which is simply due
to loss in the working of the road. The
writer of this article, then, is right in speak-
ing of the large annual outlay-the deficit
on the Intercolonial Railway proper. Dur-
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ing the past fiscal year I think it amounted
to somewhere in the neighbourhood of half
a million of dollars, exclusive of the Prince i
Edward Island road. Including the Island
iRailway, the deficit I think was some.
thing over six hundred thousand dollars.
I do not think that, even though there
is that deficit, it is a sufficient reason
for the Government to part with the
control of the road. The Government,
own public works in the western part of
the country wbich incur a deficit every
year, and there is no question as to the
Government handing the canals over to a
company-at least, we have not heard that
any such proposition has been made. I
think that it is the duty of the Govern-
rent to take such steps as are in their
power, without injury to the public service,
to diminish the expenditure on the Inter-
colonial Railway, but I do not think it
their duty to part with the management of
the road. The writer suggests different
ways of disposing of the road if the Gov-
ernment cease to manage it. He pro-
poses to lease or sell the road to a com-
pany, or to one of the great Canadian com-
panies, or to place it in commission. I
think there is a great objection to handing
the road over to a company, for the simple
reason, that even if we handed it over to
One of two competing lines the public
have no guarantee that the lines will con-
tinue to compete.

ION. MR. SMITH-What roads in west-
ern Canada do the Government own?

HON. MR. POWER-I said canals.

1ION. MR. SMITH-You said railways,
too.

H11ON. MR. POWER-If I said railways,
I beg the hon. gentleman's pardon. I did
'hot mean to say railways; I meant to say
canals. Going back to where I was when
interrupted : if we handed the road over
to one of the two great companies which
are supposed to be the rival railway com-
Panies of the country just now, we should
have no guarantee that these roads would
flot in a little while consolidate-in fact,
runors to the effect that some consolida-
tiOn is to take place between the two great
companies before long are current now,
and the result would be that the people of
both the upper and lower Provinces would

be in the hands of the railway combina-
Lion, or pool, or whatever it might be, in
the matter of rates. As the road was built
fr the convenience of people both above
and below, it would to a certain extent fail
of its object if the rates were made unduly
high. Then there is another proposi-
tion indicated by this writer, that
a new company should be formed,
composed of mnembers of both the
existing companies, and possibly some in-
dependent members. I do not think that
would be any better, because the tendency
of corporations of all kinds is to combine,
and once they combined, then, as in all
cases of combinations, the public would
suffer. Then there is the course indicated
by a member of the Commons who brought
this matter up, and whose speech forms the
foundation for this article: that the railway
should be placed in commission. The
Intercolonial -Railway was in commission
for some years during its construction,
and that system was fbund to operate very
unsatisfactorily, as anyone who reads the
reports made by Mr. Brydges in 1874 will
see; and I do not think there is anything
to be said in favour of the management
by a Government commission any more
than by the Government itself. The
operation by a commission would be
open to all the objections that exist in
regard to operation by the Government,
and there would not be in the commission
the same sense of ;responsibility which
the Government has; and I may say that
in connection with the old railway com-
mission that enquiry developed the fact that
transactions which would not bear scrutiny
took place to a very considerable extent
in connection with the supplies of the
Intercolonial Railway under that commis-
sion. There was an investigation, as some
hon. gentlemen will remember, under Mr.
Mackenzie's Administration; and the fact
was developed that there had been a great
deal of dishonesty and crookedness going
on, just as much as there would have been
if the road had been managed by the
present Government. Then this writer
proposes, and I think that that was really
the gist, or if not the gist it was the im-
pelling motive of the member of the other
Chamber who made the speech to which
reference is made in this article, that the
Government should assume the tributary
lines in the Lower Provinces. There are
certain lines in the Lower Provinces which
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would never have been built by any com-
pany or by any Government that had
any regard for the paying character of
the works. Some of these roads have
come in a very marked way under the
public notice-for instance, the Caraquet
Railway, and one or two others of a similar
kind. This writer proposes, and the gentle-
man whose speech he refers to proposes,
that the Government should assume these
lines, which do not begin to pay their
working expenses. There does not seem
to be any reason why the Government
should assume these lines. There are, on,
the other hand, certain lines in the Lower
Provinces which might be reasonably
regarded as feeders or tributaries to the
Intercolonial Railway, and Ido not suppose
there would be any objection to their being
taken over; but I think it would be a
highly objectionable thing to load down
the Government with an immense debt for
works which are of little practical use and
would involve a large annual loss to the
revenue of the country. I understand
that his Honour the Deputy of His
Excellency the Governor General is
about to assent to some Bills, and that
probably it would be in .the inteiests

do, and as the interests of the public re-
quire they should do.

THE SPEAKER announced that this
Honour the Deputy Governor was coming
down to assent to several Bills.

At 4 p.m. the House adjourned during
pleasure.

BILLS ASSENTED TO.

The Hon. SAMUEL HENRY STRONG, one
of the puisné judges of the Supreme Court
of Canada, Deputy Governor, being seated
on the throne,-

THE SPEAKER commanded the Gentle-
man Usher of the Black Rod to proeeed to
the House of Commons, and acquaint that
House : " It is the Deputy Governor's de-
sire that they attend immediately in this
House ; "

Who, being come with their Speaker,

The Clerk of the Crown in Chancery read
the titles of the Bills to be passed severally
as follows

of the louse that I should draw my re- An Act respecting the Maritime Chemical and
marks to a close. I could say a good deal Pulp Company (Limited), and to change the name
more. It is a subject that might be talked tLhrteto "he Maritime Sulphite Fibre Conpany
about for a long time ; but there is one An Act to amend the Acts relating to the Albert-
point I wish to say a word about. I do Railway and Coal Company.An Act respecting the Toronto, Hamilton and
not think the road is managed by the Buffalo Railway Company.
Government in the way in which a road An Act to incorporate the Kingston and Pontiac

owne bya cm pny wuldbe anaed.Railway Company.owned by a company would be managed. An Act to revive and amend the Act to incorporateI do not think the interests of the Gov- the Cobourg, Northuniberland and Pacific Railway
ernment road in the Lower Provinces Company.
are looked after in the same wa as ,An Act to confirn an Indenture between the New

s wa Brunswick Railway Company and the Canadianthe interests of the Canadian Pacific Rail- Pacific Railway Company.
way. It is absurd that a road running An Act to incorporate the Ontario and New York
from Halifax to Quebec should be managed Bridge Company.

An Act further to amend Chapter eleven of the
from Ottawa. The business management Revised Statutes, intituled: " An Act respecting the
of the road should be on the road itself, Senate and House of Commons."

ant o An Act to amend " An Act to authorize and pro-P vide for the winding-up of the Pictou Bank."
Moncton. the central point; and further, An Act to incorporate the Atikokan Iron Range
the agents of the Intercolonial Railway Railway Company.

'f ' usi- An Act to incorporate the Vancouver Dock andare not nearly as active in securing busi- sh Building Company.
ness for the road as those of the Canadian An Act to mcorporate the Rocky Mountain Rail
Pacific Railway, and that in spite of the way and Coal Company.

1An Act to incorporate the Buffalo and Fort Eriefact that the Intercolonial is really a better Bridge Company.
road between Moncton and Montreal than An Act to incorporate the Burrard Inlet and West-
its rival. We have reason to believe also minster Valley Railway Company.

An Act respecting the Lake Erie, Essex and Detroit
that the Government-and 1 fel sorry to River Railway Company, and to change the name
be obliged to say it-are making no effort thereof to " T e Lake Erie and Detroit River Rail-
to secure business for the Intercolonial way Cornpany."An Act to incorporate the Brighton, Warkworth
Railway as against its rival, as they should and Norwood Railway Company.
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An Act to revive and amend the Act to enable the
City of Winnipeg to utilize the Assiniboine River
Water Power.

An Act respecting the St. Catharines and Niagara
Central Railway Company.

An Act amalgamating the Ottawa and Parry Sound
Railway Company and the Ottawa, Arnprior and
Renfrew Railway Company, under the name of
"The Ottawa, Arnprior and Parry Sound Railway
Company. "

An Act to provide for the exercise of Admiralty
Jurisdiction within Canada, in accordance with " The
Colonial Courts of Admiralty Act, 1890."

An Act respecting the Ontario and Rainy River
Railway Company.

An Act to incorporate the St. Catharines and Mer-
ritton Bridge Company.

An Act to revive and amend the Act to incorporate
the Quebec Bridge Comnpany.

An Act respecting the Ontario and Qu'Appelle
Land Company (Limted).

An Act to incorporate the Steam Boiler and Plate
Glass Insurance Company of Canada.

An Act respecting the Canadian Land and Invest-
ment Company (Liinited).

An Act to incorporate the Incorporated Construc-
tion Company of Cnada.

An Act to incorporate the Manitoba and Assiniboia
'Grand Junction Railway Company.

An Act to incorporate the Chatsworth, Georgian
Bay and Lake Huron Railway Company.

An Act for the relief of Thomas Bristow.
An Act for the relief of Mahala Ellis.
An Act for the relief of Isabel Tapley.
An Act for the relief of Adam Russworm.
An Act to incor rate the Anglo-Canadian Electric

&torage and Supply Coininy.
An Act respecting the Kingston, Smith's Falls and

Ottawa Railway Company.
An Act further to amend " The Electoral Franchise

Act."'
An Act respecting the Citizens Insurance Company

of Canada.

To these Bills the Royal Assent was pro-
nounced by the Clerk of the Senate in the
words following:-

"In Her Majesty's naine, His Honor the Deputy
of His Excellency the Governor General doth assent
to these Bills."

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

The House resumed.

THE INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY.

DEBATE CONTINUED.

HoN. MR. POWER-There was one point
in this editorial which I had altogether
failed to notice, and which has occurred to
Me during the presence of His Honour the
Deputy of His Excellency :-this writer
Proposes that if the Intercolonial Railway
should be handed over to a new company
that company should be guaranteed an
afnual subsidy for a limited number of

years, averaged, say, upon Government ex-
penditure over and above the earnings for
the previous ten years, it being made obli-
gatory upon such company to effect control
of the tributary lines either by lease or pur-
chase. Now,theabsurdityandextravagance
of that proposition is evident on the face of
it; because we find that we are losing
money on the Intercolonial Railway just
now at the rate of half a million dollars a
year, we do not think we should lose any
more, and we arrange to hand it over to a
company, but we arrange, if we follow the
advice of this writer, to pay the same
amount every year to that company which
we are now losing. We would have all
the disadvantages of the company manage-
ment, and would not have the advantage of
saving the public money,which is the only
reason for handing the road over to a com-
pany. Just before being interrupted, I said
a few words about the management of the
Intercolonial Railway, and suggested that
it should be managed as a company would
manage a road of its own. One can speak
only from hearsay, to a large extent, with
respect to a matter of this kind; but I am
informed and I have every reason to believe
that the information is correct, that there
is a very marked difference between the
way in which business is looked after by
the agents of the Canadian Pacific Railway
and those of the Intercolonial Railway-if,
in fact, it can be said that the agents of the
Intercolonial Railway look after business
at all. I know that in Halifax the agents
of the Canadian Pacific Railway are most
active in their efforts to secure both freight
and passengers for their line, and they do
secure a great deal in that way. They
secure a great many passengers and a
great deal of freight which might go over
the Government line if their agents were
as active as those of the company. I have
no feeling of hostility to the Canadian
Pacific Railway at all; but, I think, as the
Government own one road, and the com-
pany own the competing road, that the
Government should approximate to the
activity of the rival company, and see
that the country gets fair play. There is
just one fact with respect to the way in
which the Intercolonial Railway has been
managed in the past which I think speaks
volumes in condemnation of past manage-
ment. Up to the time the so-called Short
Line was constructed through the State of
Maine the usual time from the city of
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Halifax to the city of Montreal was 29 or has large powers. If a business man who
30 hours. Leaving Halifax at two or is anxious to send freight over the road
three o'clock in the afternoon of one fron Halifax or bring freight to Halifax
day, one would get to Montreal at six wishes to have a special rate made or
or seven o'clock in the morning the second wishes to have information as to the terms
day, after spending two nights on the road. on which bis freigbt can be transported be
The Short Lino was constructed and run by can get that information from the Canadian
the Canadian Pacifie Railway. They drove Pacifie Railway agent almost imnediately.
their trains at a more rapid rate than the If ho applies to tbe Intercolonial Railway,
Intercolonial Railway trains had been reference bas to be had to Ottawa. There
driven, so that passengers had to spend ba. to be consideration and delay, and as
but one night on the road. Then the a rule, tbe information cores too late to
management of the Intercolonial Railway, be of any use; so that now business men
I presumne, combined with the management bave to a large extent given up trying to
of the Grand Trunk Railway, did what do business of that kind witb the Interco-
they ought to have done before-they lonial Railway. I hope tbat there is not
pushed their trains a little, and at the any truth in this story that the Govern-
present time an Intercolonial Railway ment propose to band over the road to a
train leaving Moncton a quarter of an company, and I hope that the Government
hour after the Canadian Pacifie Railway will take steps to reduce the great loss on
train gets into Montreal within half an that work by adoptinga more business-like
hour after the Canadian Pacifie Railway way of carrying on the traffie of tbe road.
train, although the Short Line is eighty-
toree miles shorter than the Intercolonial HcN. MR. KAULBACH-My hon. friend
]Railway and Grand Trunk iRailway. If from Halifax bas based bis inquiry upon
tbe Government cad taken steps before the an article he finds in the Citizen. ie
Short Line was buit toP push their trains would bave us infer that because that
at a reasonable rate of speed there would paper supports the policy of the Govern-
have been no demand for the Short Line; nient on public matters that it is refiectng
the country would have been saved three the opinion of the Goverument upon this
and a-half millions of dollars, and the question. t seems that the article itel
Government railway, instead of sinking was prompted by some utteranee of a
money, as it is aow,would probably by this inember from. New Brunswick, in which
tirne be paying its way. province there are a great many railways

that are not paying investments. Tha
HON. MR. ALMON-Does my hon, province bas involved itself in a v*ery

friend include the time of the Mackenzie large debt-double the amotnt for its po
Govewnment administration of the roadt? pulation of that of Nova Scotia-for rail

ways' which have neyer been efficiently
HON. MR. POWER-I arn not talking equipped, and which bave neyer devsloped

now as a party man: I arn simply speaking the business tbey would bave done if effi
in the intereat of the country, as I tak w its ciently equipped and properly managed
interest to be, and in the interest of the Many of these railways might be tribu
railway, wbicb is the same thing as the taries to the Intercolonial Railway, and b
interest of the country. We do not expeet of the sane importance as the branches o
the Intercolonial Railwayto beaprofitable the Canadian Pacifie Railwayorthe Gran
road-at least, not for some timeuntil busi- Trunk ailway; but if my bon. friend bac
ness bas developed furthe; than it bas as chanced to see the article in the Citizen
yet; but I think if the Government man- day or two followinom this editorial, and]
aged the road in a business-like way, and think after bis notice was given, he woul
if the freig t business were managed fro have seen that that pape repudiates th
Monc ton or Halifax i nstead of from Ottawa, fact that it refledts the opinion of th
there would be a very large increase in the Governcent at ail on this subjent. There
traffie of the road. I may be excused if I fore, my hon. friend, if he had seen tha
add a sort of postcript in connection wit article, would not probably have rad
wbat I have said on mhat matter: as it is the renarks ho dtbased on the im
not the Canadian Pacifie Railway Com- pression that the suggestion in thi
pany bave an agent at Halifax. That agent newspaper was really setting forth th
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aims and wishes of the Government.
Therefore, while I cannot speak for the
Government, I think they are not at all
responsible for the article; neither do I
presume that it reflects the desire, aim,
policy or wish of the Government on this
question. I do not take much exception
to what my hon. friend said. 1 am glad to
think that he considers the management
of the Intercolonial Railway bas improved,
that it is making botter time and is other-
wise better conducted. The hon. gentle-
man bas rather given a character to the
railway, but I do not agree with him when
he says that if the management of the
Intercolonial Railway had been the same
before the opening of the Short Lino as it
is now there would bave been no necessity
for the extension of the Canadian Pacific
Railway to the Maritime Provinces. The
hon. gentleman does not reflect the opinion
of the Maritime Provinces or of Halifax
when he says so. The people of Halifax
not only pressed to have this Short Lino
constructed, but they still press for im-
proved railway facilities. They feel that
they ought to have the Short Line as ori-
ginally intended. What was designed in
the first place has not been accomplished
-the road has not been extended to Hali-
fax. A subsidy of $250,000 a year for a
period of twenty years was promised for
the extension to St. John and Halifax, and
of this amount some $63,000 romains un-
e pended. This sum might be utilized in
niaking the travel to Halifax what it
should be. In fact, Halifax could fairly
claim to have that amount expended in its
interest in the promotion of a short lino.
Whether it could be better done in con-
nection with the Intercolonial Railway, or
whether a competing lino should be con-
structed, is not certain. I know there is a
feeling in Halifax that we should have
another competing line-that the Grand
Trunk Railway should come down into the
Maritime Provinces. I believe the time
Will come when we will feet the necessity
for another competing lino. If the bond-
ing privileges in the United States were
entirely shut off, we might have to depend
On the Intercolonial Railway foi maintain-
Inb connection between the Maritime
Provinces and the west. That lino was
not built as a commercial railway. It was
lot located where it would pay best in the

interests of capitplists, but was constructed
Mnore to accommodate\ the different pro-
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vinces and to have an independent lino
outside of the United States, and as a mili-
tary road. Therefore, I say that it may
become necessary to have another com-
peting line. St. John derives the prin-
cipal advantage from the Short Lino. It
diverts traffic to that city and also to the
United States. With regard to the expen-
diture upon the Intercolonial Railway, I
think we should not be misled by a com-
parison between the exponditure under
the Mackenzie Government and the present
expenditure. When the Mackenzie Govern-
ment were in power we know that they
had that railway fully equipped.

HON. MR. POWER-The road was not
completed until three years after the
Mackenzie Government went out of power.

HON. MR. KAULBACH--It was equip-
ped and running when they were in power.
Being a new lino, on which there was little
wear or tear, there was not the necessary
expense that was subsequently incurred in
running it. I repeat, the Intercolonial
Railway must not be looked upon as a
commercial lino. It was constructed in
connection with the great system of canals.
The canals were never expected to pay
directly, but indirectly they are of im-
mense value to the country as a whole.
In the same way, the Intercolonial benefits
the whole Dominion. Without it, the
western provinces could not get cheap
coal, nor could they send their products
cheaply to the east. The Intercolonial
Railway pays the Dominion well, notwith-
standing the annual deficits, and it will
pay even better as the trade of the coun-
try increases. The Intercolonial Railway
was constructed under the Confedoration
compact, and on the understanding
that it would not only be built and
owned, but also run by the Government.
Unless the Government can show the
Maritime Provinces that it is in their
interest that the road should go into the
bands of a company or a commission, I
think they should not delegate their
powers to any other hands than their own.
To do so would be inconsistent with the
obligations incurred at the time of Confe-
dotation. The appointment of a commis-
sion would not be in the public interest,
because it would be an irresponsible body.
Therefore, the lino would be botter man-
aged as it is now. I am not prepared to
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say that the road bas always been managed
:as well as it might have been. It is not
in the interests of the line that the chief
-engineer should be at Halifax ; he should
be at a more central point on the line, and
the road should be run on more modern
principles than it is at present.

HoN. Mh. POWER-You cordially agree
with me.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I agree with
the hon. gentleman that far, but I cannot
agree with him when he says that if
the Intercolonial Railway had given the
satisfaction before that it gives now
the people of the Lower Provinces, and
especially of Halifax, would not have clam-
oured for a shorter line. I know that the
people of Halifax are now, at this very
day, clamouring for more direct communi-
cation with the west. They consider that
Nova Scotia bas not been fairly treated,
and theyinsistthatthe $63,000 unexpended
of the annual subsidy should be devoted
to giving them a shorter line. The
original idea was to build a short line to
Halifax and St. John, and you will find
that the pressure of public sentiment in
Nova Sceotia will force the Government to
carry out that original policy. They claim
that tbey should have a shorter railway,
independent of the present line, which,
instead of diverting trade to St. John and
the United States, as the present line does,
would carry it through to Halifax. There-
fore, the Short Line bas been rather an
injury than a benefit to Halifax.

HoN. MR. WARK-When the hon.
member from Halifax introduced this
question he accounted for some of the
causes of the increase of the Intercolonial
capital account. He referred to the pur-
chase of the road from Quebec to Rivière
du Loup, but he overlooked the purchase
of the line from New Glasgow to the Gut
of Canso. Then there is the building of
what is called the Pictou Town Line. That
is added, and by-and-bye, when they come
to add in the whole cost of the railway
from New Glasgow to Pictou and the
roads in Cape Breton,you will have the
account swelled very considerably. Leg-
islation lately, which bas provided that all
these extensions, as they are called, shall
be treated as part of the Intercolonial
railway, will at least cover up the causes

of the great increase in the capital account
of the line. When this road was built
there were a great many more miles in
New Brunswick than in any of the adjoin-
ing colonies, and New Brunswick bas
been charged with the cost too
often. Last session I moved for a
return to show for what purposes the rail-
way was used. One of the questions I put
was, how many trains ran from Nova
Scotia to Quebec and Ontario throughout
the year. The answer was, 1,813 trains
and from New Brunswick only 260. Ilere
were seven times as many trains running
from Nova Scotia as from New Brunswick.
Running the other way, from the western
provinces to Nova Scotia, the number was
1,456 trains to Nova Scotia and to New
Brunswick 486. That was coming a little
nearer-it was about one-third. But that is
not all: the hon. member complains of the
earnings of the road. Another question I
put was, what was the rate per ton for
carrying coal to certain points. Among
others points, I named St. John and Lévis.
The answer was, to St. John, which, is 155
miles, the charge was $1.50, that is, as
near as possible, 1 cent per ton per mile.
To Lévis, which is a distance of 554 miles
-that is, 399 miles further-the charge is
$1.70. They are carrying coal on the
Intercolonial, 554 miles, to Lévis, for
just 20 cents more than they charge to
carry it 155 miles, to St. John. We, in
New Brunswick, need hardly complain if
this road were transferred to a com-
pany. It would then be run on business
principles. The Province of New Bruns-
wick bas not only to pay these high
rates that I have mentioned, but has to
pay its share of what is lost on the road by
running at these low rates. When a pro-
position was made to charge four-tenths
of a cent per mile on coal carried to Lévis
the coal dealers rebelled and went back to
three-tenths of a cent, while they charged
1 cent per ton per mile for carrying coal
to St. John. I made these remarks, there-
fore, simply to express the hope that the
Government will run this road on business
principles, that they will charge for car-
rying freight where it would pay the
owners of the freight to send it, and not
tax the Dominion, especially the Province
of New Brunswick (which is not able to
pay all those taxes) with carrying coals
for nothing through its territory, while the
people of New Brunswick are paying a
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high rate for everything that the road does
for them.

HON. MR. DEVER-I believe it is a
rule in mechanics that when the base-
ment of an edifice is unsound the edifice is
very likely to fall. I hold that the basis of
my hon. friend's remarks is unsound,as he
alleged that from an article .published in
the Citizen of this city ho had reason to
believe that the Iitercolonial Railway was
going to be taken out of the bands of the
Government and placed in the hands
either of a commission or of some corn-
pany. He forgot to mention that the
writer, or the proprietor of that paper, the
next day, apologized to the public for that
article, stating at the same time that he
was not inspired by the Government or
any party-that it was merely a voluntary
thought of his own, arising out of a speech
delivered by a certain gentleman in New
Brunswick on the question of the railroads
in the Lower Provinces. But that is a
matter of no great consequence; the great
object is to know what can be done with
the Intercolonial Railway to give more
satisfaction than it does at present. I
night point out, though I do not wish
to be considered as at all apologizing
for the Government, that I am satisfied
the railroad can never be made a pay-
ing institution, situated, as it is, under
such difficulties. The Intercolonial Rail-
way was for a long time at the mercy of
the Grand Trunk Railway. The Grand
Trunk Railway was an intermediate line
between bere and the Lower Provinces,
and the intercouese must necessarily be
affected by transactions on the Grand
Trunk Railway. As to the Canadian Paci-
fic Railway, or the Short Line, as it is
called, I have only to express the highest
satisfaction at the way it is being run. I
believe that the satisfaction it is giving is,
in a great measure, due to the fact that it
is a commercial road, looked after by com-
mercial men, who have no other considera-
tion or thought but to satisfy their cus-
tomers. We must also take into account the
extent of the Canadian Pacifie Railway.
It has the whole Dominion of Canada,
froi the Pacifie to the Atlantic, open and
free to itself, as now arranged. This alone
is sufficient to show that the Canadian Pa-
cifie Railway must necessarily be placed in
a position to give greater satisfaction than
the small piece of railway known as the

19½

Government road in the Lower Provinces.
With reference to some of the remarks made
by my hon. friend as to the expense and
great delay and loss of money on the Inter-
colonial Railway since it bas been controlled
by the present Government, I think it is
but fair to state that whilst it was run by
the former Government it was only par-
tially constructed. If I remember rightly,
under the former Administration great
portions of the work were not completed.
For instance, the great breakwater at St.
John bas been finished since then. It was
necessary to add a depot at St. John, and
a large amount of private property bas
been expropriated for the purposes of the
railway. Again, the hon. gentleman points
out that the Government in giving this
road over should be warned that no con-
'ession shall be made to the company
taking possession of it. I fail to see what
company could be expected to take the
road over on such terms when, as the hon.
gentleman stated, it is not paying. What
company is going to take the road
from us if is true that it is not paying
at present ? We all know that compa-
nies are anxious to look out for paying
property, and we could hardly expect that
capitalists would take possession of the line
without some concession by the Govern-
ment. But I am not one of those who
believe that this road should be handed
over to artybody. We should own it our-
selves. Before New Brunswick came into
the Union we built a large portion of it and
to-day it is one of the best roads on the con-
tinent. It was paying, not extensively,
but certainly givlng a fair return, when it
was passed over to the Government of
Canada. In my opinion, with a little vigi-
lance, and less criticism on the part of cer-
tain persons, this road can be made to pay
satisfàctorily. At all events, it can be made
a satisfactory route, and to pay indirectly
to the people of this country, because,
without an independent road of our own con-
necting the provinces it is hardly reason-
able to expect that we should be considered
united. This road was built for the pur-
pose of uniting the provinces; it was never
expected that it would be a paying invest-
ment directly, but it was looked upon as a
national work, a Government work, and
indirectly it would be considered beneficial
to the country at large. I think it will be so
under the new Government-a Government
that, I believe, is going to be economical
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and vigliant in all its intercourses with
the people, and that such care vill be
given to the management of the Inter-
colonial Railway that the people of the
Lower Provinces vill be more satisfied
than they are at present in their relations
with it. Again, I do not see why we
should have any jealousy between us and
Halifax. The Short Line is a commercial
enterprise. I fancy the proprietors of
that road saw in it an investment that
would be satisfactory to themselves. Ido
fnot see why the proprietors of the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway should not provide
sliort and rapid transit of both passengers
and traffic to the nearest, and, I am sure,
the best seaport in the Lower Provinces-
St, John. I hope Halifax will cease to be
jealous, and will be ready to acknowledge
that Providence has done more for New
Brunswick and the shipping interests than
was intended to be done for Nova Scotia.
Instead of blaming New Brunswick, they
will be reconciled to the situation, and
give St. John and New Brunswick fair
play in the expenditure of the public
money of this country.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I shall not occupy
the time of the House very long in what I
have to say iri answer to my hon. friend's
question. I hope he will not expect that
1 shall enter upon a discussion now, with-
out any notice whatever of any kind or
description, on the details of the manage-
ment of the Intercolonial Railway. I main-
tain that the notice on the paper gives no
intimation of any intention to enter upon
a discussion of this description, and I am
sure that my hon. friend does not expect
it. No one cati regret more than I do that
the Intercolonial does not pay as it proba-
bly ought to pay. I do not know why it
does not pay, but I think if there were an
examination into the reasons the principal
one would be fouid to bethat in deferenceto
the wants and to the necessities of the busi-
n'ss of the Maritime Provinces theroad does
not charge a high enough rate of freight to
make it pay. I do not say that that is the
cause, but I imagine that that would be
probably the real reason wby the returns
from that road are so small, and it certainly
surprises me a little that the complaints
of its management should come more espe-
cially from gentlemen from the Maritime
Provinces. However, I am unable at the
moment to enter into any details with

respect to its management. I assure my
hon. friend that the matter is a subject of
anxious consideration for the Government,
and will be one of the most important mat-
ters that will come under the notice of the
Minister of Railways when the position,
which is now practically vacant (being
only filled by a gentleman who has a large
department of his own, and is merely
keeping matters straight until a Minister
of Railways is appointed) is filled ; but the
management of the Intercolonial Railway
will be one of the first subjects to which
the attention of the Minister and of the
Government will be turned. With respect
to the article to which the hon. gentleman
refers, I have heard my hon. friend's
remarks on that article, and I do not sup-
pose 1 shall be called upon to answer that
either, because in point of fact the article
bas no foundation whatever, so far as the
Government is concerned. The Govern-
ment has no intention of ceasing to run
the Intercolonial Railway. They have
never contemplated, discussed or con-
sidered the question of handing it over to
any other body or pe-son, or of acquiring
or operating any railway now owned by
private companies. The subject has never
come under tbe consideration or contempla-
tion of the Government at all.

HON. MR. POWER-The answer is en-
tirely satisfactory, speaking for myself.

HON. MR. SNOWBALL-I was sorrv to
hear one remark, as coming from the Pre-
mier, and referred to by members from
Nova Scotia. The hon. gentlemen from
that Province complained of the non-paying
character of Intercolonial Railway. The
hon. Premier, in making his explanation,
says that the deficiency is on account of
the low rates of freight charged to the
Maritime Provinces. When ho makes that
statement he includes New Brunswick and
Prince Edward Island; but we distinctly
repudiate that we receive any considerqtion
from the Intercotonial Railway at all. We
claim that the charges made on the Inter-
colonial Railway to those provinces are as
high, and higher, than they a-e for corres-
ponding distances of railway in any part
of Canada that I know of. But we of New
Brunswick do claim that the Intercolonial
Railway is run in the interest of Nova
Scotia, and there is where the shoe pinches,
and so my hon. friend should be exceed-
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ingly cautious in making any remarks
on the non-paying character of the line
As bas been justly stated by the hon.
member froin Fredericton, the coals car-,
ried from the mines of Nova Scotia to
their own seaboard, as well as to St. John,
a distance of 150 miles, pay a dollar and a
half a thort ton to the latter point. They
take those coals and freight then up to
Point Lévis and Quebec for $1.70, or three-
tenths of a cent per mile per ton, and there
is where the money goes. I am not going
to speak on the National Policy, because
he and myself are not respousi bie for what
may bave occurred; but the mines of Nova
Scotia, coal and iron, and other inteiests of
that province have been protected so largelv
by the National Policy that we of New
Brunswick and other sections of the Dom-
inion have to pay out immense sums of
money to carry their products almost free
of charge, and that is where the serious
annual deficits in the management of the
Intercolonial Railway come in. What I
wish to impress upon the House is that
New Brunswick must be exonerated from
that charge, for we are not guilty in any
respect, and we claim that the rates charged
to us are fully up to the standard paid on
other railways.

JAY SPENCER CORBIN RELIEF BILL.
SECONg READING.

HoN. MR. McKINDSEY, in the absence
of Hon. Mr. McMILLAN, moved the second
reading of Bill (30) "An Act to confer on
the Commissioner of Patents certain power
for the relief of Jay Spencer Corbin."

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I do not rise to
oppose the second reading at all, but I
hope my hon. friend will remember that
it will be necessary to show some reason
why the patent laws should be diverged
from by the passage of this Bill, which is
to extend a patent whose term had expired
without being renewed, as required by the
patent law. WTe have once or twice passed
such Bills, but always when some excuse
or justification for doing so was furnished.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY-I have simply
taken charge of' the Bill in the absence of

other measures that have been passed,
and probably the promoter of the Bill will
be able to show a precedent for it. If the
House will allow this matter to go to the
committee, I may say, on behalf of the
gentleman who has the Bill in charge,
than an explanation will be made there,
and if any question should arise at the
third reading. I may say, on behalf of the
hon. gentleman who is absent, that the
same opportunity w ill be given to oppose
it as we have now.

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

INVERNESS AND VICTORIA RAIL-
WAY AND MINING CO.'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

H-oX. MR. ALMON moved the second
reading of' Bill (136) " An Act to incor-
porate the Inverness and Victoria Railway
and Mining Company."

HON. MR. MILLER-I have had some
communication with parties interested in
this railway, and should like to have the
Bill stand over a week, 6o give me a further
opportunity to correspond with them.

HON. MR. ALMON-I should be happy
to comply with the hon. gentleman's re-
quest, but the promoter of this Bill lives
down in Cape Breton. Perhaps the hon.
«entleman can name a shorter time.

HON. MR. MILLER-Cape Breton is such
a distance away that a shorter time will
not suit me.

HON. MR. McINNES (B. C.)-Let it be
read the second t*ne now, and referred to
the committee.

HON. MR. MILLER-No; the informa-
tion that I am looking for may be of such
a character that I will feel it my duty to
oppose the secoud reading of the Bill.

HoN. MR. POWER-This Bill bas been
fought vigorously all through the House
of Commons. I think this is the second

the hon. gentleman who left for home this session that it has been here. It was de-
afternoon, but I believe it was through in- feated in the House of Commons last'year,
advertence on the part of someone who and, as we are drawing near the end of the
had the money to send here that the session, to postpone the Bill for another
patent expired. This Bill is similar to week would not be fair.
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HoN. MR. ALMON-My own impression
is that the more light is thrown on this
the better. A postponement of a week
would bring it to Friday next, which is a
bad day, many members being absent. I
would like to have the second reading
sooner.

HON. MR. MILLER-Less than a week
is of no use to me.

HoN. MR. McINN ES (B. C.) -Although
I live in the western portion of this Domi-
nion, I claim to have a thorough knowledge
of every mile that the proposed road will
traverse in the island of Cape Breton, and
I understand from the promoter of the Bill
that he bas experienced the greatest dif-
ficulty in the other House in having it
passed there. Notwithstanding what bas
fallen from the hon. member from Rich-
mond, and others, 1 believe the session is
nearing its close-it is to be hoped so, any
way-and it may come to a speedier close
than we are aware of. I submit, if the second
reading ofthis Bill is postponed for another
week it will be a great hardship to the
gentlemen who are promoting it. I see no
good roason for objecting to the second
reading now. Let us advance it one stage,
and then, if there are any objections to be
oftered let the hon. gentleman from Rich-
mond, and others, make them beforo the
Railway Committee, and on the third
reading. If this Bill is to be defeated
at all (and I hope it vill not be) it can
be defe:ated as well at the third as atq
the second reading, and I hope that the
hon. member from Richmond will notinsist
upon such a long postponement. I speak
feelingly upon this matter, because this Bill
is to serve a portion of the country where
I spent my earlier days. I think I have a
very fair knowledge of th great advantage
that would result to the people of that
section from the building of the road.

HON. MiR. KAULBACH-The hon. gen-
tleman bas led us to understand that there
has been serious difficulty in getting this
Bill through the other House. If that is
the fact, it is a good reason why we should
be carefil in passing it here; therefore,
what the bon. gentleman from Richmond
asks is but fair and reasonable under the
circumstances. He says he wants to get
information from parties interested, and
the objection that the delay would be

serious at so late a period of the session
has not much force, because it is not anti-
cipated that the session will close for three
or four weeks.

AN HON. GENTLEMAN-Three or four
months! !

HoN. Ma. KAULBACH-I think the
hon. gentleman from Richmond knows
more as regards this Bill and the equities
of it than the hon. gentleman from New
Westminster, who, though formerly a resi-
dent of Nova Scotia, bas probably not seen
very much of that part of the country si nco
his early infancy. I do not see anything
in the Bill itself, except the fourth section,
that requires a great deal of consideration.
When hon. gentlemen, whose interests are
largely involved in this scheme, ask for a
reasonable delay I think it should be
granted, unless there is some cogent reason
to the contrary. The hon. gentleman from
New Westminster bas not shown us any
reason to the contrary; therefore, I think
the bon. gentleman from Richmond bas
good reasons for asking that the second
reading shoula be delayed.

HON. MiR. DEVER-The bon. gentleman
from Halifax (Mr. Almon) does not often
trouble us, and it is not fair that he should
be impeded now by lawyers with frivolous
and vexatious objections, that may delay
the Bill till too late a period of the session.
Say Wednesday next for the second read-
ng and I am sure that is quite long enough

to bring up any serious objections that
may be offered by the hon. member from
Richmond and others.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (C.B.)-In
all probability the House will not rise for
another month.

HoN. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-Do you
speak with authority for the Government?

HON. MR. MACDONALD (C.B.)-I
have reason to believe that certain parties
in the island of Cape Breton, who are
interested in this Bill, did not anticipate
its passage in the other House, and I saw
some correspondence from Nova Scotia
yesterday in opposition to the Bill, and I
fully expect further information from
Cape Breton before this day week. Tho
promoters of this Bill have nothing to lose
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by delaying the second reading of the Bill and I shall submit an amendment to this
for a week. Hlouse asking for a delay.

HON. Ma. MILL ER-The position o
the matter in this House is, that two hnn.
gentlemen here, representing Cape Breton,
desire in the interests of their portion of
the province to delay the second reading
of this Bill for a few days. I know that
it has hitherto been a-most unusual thing
in this Chamber to oppose the wishes of
two mombers who are locally interested
in a Bill, whose information on the subject
would probably be better than that of hon.
gentlemen who reside in another province,
and it is an act of courtesy that I have
seldom seen denied when a Bill relating to
the district of a member is brought before
the House that his wishes and views Were
ngt allowed largely to control the action
of the House in regard to it. Now,
what are the facts in this case? As I
said just now, the hon. gentleman trom
Cape Breton and myself, the only two
senators from that Island, desire in the
interests of that part of the Province of
Nova Scotia the postponement ofthe second
reading of this Bill until this day week.
We are in communication with parties
who have vesteci interests with which this
Bill will interfere. I may state to the House
that we have communications from parties
who have vested interests in a railway line
in which a considerable sum of money has
been expended, with whieh this Bill will
interfere, and we wànt further information
from them before we submit it to the
louse. I am rather inclined to think th at

when we have fuller information we will
be in a poition to ask this House to
give the Bill a six months' hoist. Under
the circumstances, when we state it is
necessary that we should have time to get
that information I do not think the House
should refuse to grant us that delay when
we are not nearly at the close of the
session. We all know very well that
Parliament will not prorogue before the
1st of September; therefore, if the House
does not approve of the reasons which we
intend to submit for the rejection of this
Bill there will be plenty of time to get it
through this branch of Parliament and, in
the case of an amendment, to send it back
to the other. I do not know whether,
after this declaration, my hon. friend will
refuse to give me the time I ask for. If
'lot, I shall have to let him make his motion,

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
need not be alarmed that there will not be
plenty of time to have this Bill passed.

HON. MR. ALMON-I do not wish-the
second reading of this Bill to take place on
Friday, because there is usually a thin
House on Friday. I would rather have it
on Monday week.

HON. MR. MILLER-I have no objection
to Monday week.

The motion was agreed to, and theOrder
of the Day was discharged.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (44) " An Act to amend Cap. 77 of
the Revised Statutes respecting the Safety
of Ships." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (165) " An Act respecting the Inter-
colonial Railway." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (12) " An Act fur ther to amend the
Act respecting Certificates to Masters and
Mates of Ships." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (153) " An Act further to amend
Cap. 128 of the Revised Statutes, respect-
ing the Judges of Provincial Courts."
(Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (115) " An Act to amend the Act
respecting Government Harbours, Piers
and Breakwaters." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (85) " An Act further to amend the
Steamboat Inspection Act." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (148) " An Act further to amend
the North-West Territories Representation
Act." (Mr. Abbott.)

The Senate adjourned at 5.20 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Monday, August 3rd, 1891..

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routino proceedings.

ARREST OF CAPTAIN RYDER.

INQUIRY.

HoN. MR. BOULTON rose to inquire:
Whether the Governmient are taking any steps to

ascertain if the arrest and conviction of Captain
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Ryder, master of the Canadian fishing schooner
" Hazel Dell," in the Bay of Bulls, Newfoundland,
was illegal, as alleged by the Ereninq Hera/d of
St. Johns, Newfoundland, and, if so, to secure his
inmnediate release.

le said : I have thought it advisable to
put this notice on the Paper in consequence
of having seen the following article in the
Evéning Berald of St. Johns, Newfound-
land, of 22nd July -

"AN INNOCENT MAN ARRESTED, TRIED,
CONVICTED, BECAUSE HE IS A CANA-
DIAN.

"The most indefensible conduct of which the Gov-
ernment have yet been guilty in connection with their
bait policy-and they have been guilty of many in-
defensible thin s--is that of which we are about to
briefly relate the partiuulars. It appears that on or
about the 15th instant the schooner 'Hazel Dell,' Mr.
Rider, master, caine into Bay of Buils in search of bait.
While there the master requested the use of a seine
in the possession of a dealer, Mr. Michael Condon,
and was readily granted permission to take it. In-
tending to do so, he took another man's seine instead,
and carried it to his vessel. But some officers of the
Bait Protection Service had been upon the schooner's
trail, it appears, and up to this time had witnessed no
offence justifying thein to interfere. The taking of
the wrong seine, however, seemed to give them an
opportunity for revenge, and immediately, without
waiting for any complaint by the owner of the seine,
they seized the master and brought him before Stipen-
diary Magistrate Ryan upon the charge of larceny
and theft. The magistrate is a new appointee, com-
paratively, and to this fact iust be attributed his
strange conduct. He had no power to try a charge
for larcency, and no power to punish larceny unless
it was confessed by the prisoner, and the latter's con-
sent given to a suinmary trial. The master, a bluff,
honest man, when brought before the stipendiary,
told the exact fact, saying, in effect, 'Yes, I took the
seine, but I did so in thebelief that it was the one
that Mr. Condon had lent to me.' Here was the
stipendiary's chance to prove his knowledge of the
law, which, well understood, is the essence of comnon
seise, by saying: 'This man had no criminal intent ;
he claimed to take the seine by permission of its sup-
posed owner, and ho had no intention of permanently
converting it to his own use.' Unfortunately, how-
ever, the stipendiary's lack of experience, and bad
advice received from the Governnent, probably, led
him into an error whereby a grievous wrong has been
done. Acting, we presume, upon the belief that the
mere taking of the property of another, without his
consent, is theft, and that by confessing that he had
done this the master had confessed to larceny, the
magistrate sentenced the master to the penitentiary
for two months, and he now lies in durance vile, a
victim to the revenge of the Government and their
minions, and to a magistrate's misapprehension of the
law. The man was not guilty of any offence known
to the law, and should never have been apprehended,
much less imprisoned. 'Theft (or larceny) is the act
of dealing, from any motive whatever, unlawfully and
without a claim of right, with anything capable of
being stolen with the intention of permanently con-
verting that thing to the use of any person other than
the owner thereof.' ' A gleans corn, not having, but
believing hinself to have a legal right to do so. This
is not theft.' (Stephens' Criminal Law). The master
of this schooner took a seine to his vessel, not having,
but believing himself to have a legal right to do so.
This, also, is not theft; and if Stipendiary Ryan had
remenmbered this he would not have wrongfully im-

prisoned an unoffending man. No charge of bad in-
tention is made against the stipendiary, for we believe
him too honest and weil-mîeanîng a gentleman to con-
sciously do wrong to please anybody : but we do
charge against those upon whose advice he very natu-
rally acted that they grossly misled him into an un-
lawful imprisonment of an innocent man, whose only
real offence is that he is a Canadian, and therefore
hated by the anti-British, anti-Canadian clique who
run the (4overnment just now. These men nay think
it fine policy to treat their fellow-colonists as if they
were barbarians; they may deei it very wise now to
annoy and irritate the Dominion of Canada; but in-
telligent people, who have a stake in the colony, will
see grave danger in such conduct, and will inourn
over the madness which dictates it."

This evidently is from a paper opposed
to the Government of Newfoundland, but I
thought it contained sufficient information
to warrant me in asking our Government
if they intend to take steps to assist this
man in case ho has been illegally arrested.
The fact that this paper charges the Govern-
ment with having caused the arrest of
Captain Ryder because he is a Canadian I
think quite justifies our ow'n Governnient
in making av inquiries, with due respectto
the Govern rent of Newfoundland. This
arrest brings to our recollection a similar
occurrenceintheNorth-West. Sometwenty-
five or thirty years ago a former member
of this honourable House, Dr. Schultz, now
Lieutenant Governor of Manitoba, went up
to the Nortb-West as a young Canadian to
assist in developing that country. When ho
got there ho found that the Hudson Bay
Company had a monopoly of the fur trade,
and their object was to prevent the resour-
ces of that great country from becoming
known to the world, while the object of Dr.
Schultzwas to make known the magnificent
resources ofthe North-WestTerritories. Dr.
Schultz was persistent in his opposition to
the monopoly that existed, andWtrove to get
the resources of the country opened out, and
to draw public attention to them, and with
so much effect that it led to his imprison-
ment for some offence-I do not know ex-
actly what-but the law was used, and ho
was properly sentenced, I believe, so far
as the law was concerned; but such was the
indignation that his imprisonment aroused
that the people assembled and forcibly
released him from the gaol. I quote this
instance, because it seens to me that it is a
somewhat parallel case to the one in ques-
tion. The Government of Newfoundland
are irritated-- do not think justly so-be-
cause Canada saw fit, when Newfoundland
was negotiating what is called the Bond
Treaty (which was going to give privileges
to the people of the United States with re-
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gard to getting bait and with regard to trade
and traffic arrangements which were denied
to their fellow colonists in Canada) to inter-
fere, and according to this paper the Is-
land Government is resenting upon an inof-
fensive citizen this interference on the part*
of our Government. It is quite probable
that such is the case. It is not improper
to say just here that the Government of;
Newfoundland are wrong in the position
they are taking with regard to discriminat-
Ilng against Canada. Newfoundland does
not belong to the people of that colony
alone, but to the British Empire, and I
cOntend that no colony has a right to enter
iito treaties with foreign nations which
accord to them privileges that are denied
to their fellow colonists-no more right to
legotiate sncb a treaty than the Province
of Nova Scotia would have to discriminate
in favour of the United States and against
the other provinces of Canada. We should
all be on an equal footing in that respect,
and the sooner we come to acknowledge
that we are all upon the sane basis withn
the bounds of' the British Empire the
econer there will be an end to such dis-
agreeable occurrences as the one which has
led to my making this inquiry. I am sorry
to think that the fact of a man being al
Canadian should be a bar to him in any
part of the world. When the Dominion
Of Canada was first established it was ex-
eeedingly unpopular in Nova Scotia ; there
was some feeling against Canadians in the
beginning in the North-West Territories,
and also in British Columbia; but I am
happy to say that, after the experience
We have had of the Union and of one
alother, I do not believe, if the door was
oPened as wide as possible, that a single
Province of the Dominion would take ad-
vantageof it to leave the Confederation to-
'day: because the prosperity brought about
by the union of the provinces bas had the
etect of binding the Dominion together
from1 the Atlantic to the Pacific as one
People. The sooner it becomes a recog-
nized principle that ail the colonies which
en.oy the privilege of belonging to the
1ritish Empire are on the same footing in

dealing with foreig countries the better.
I tatke the opportunity of giving expres-
sion to these views while I draw the at-
tention of the Government to what seems
to be an injustice towards an innocent manby the authorities of the island of New-
foundland.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The Government
bas no information whatever on the sub-
ject of this alleged arrest of Capt. Ryder,
except that since my hon. friend's notice
has been given, the article in the paper
bas been observed, and since that a further
notice bas appeared in the paper, stating
that Capt. fRyder has been discharged.
That is all that the Government know
about the matter.

THE BODY-SNATCHING BILL

IN coMMITTEE.

HON. MR. McMILLAN moved the adop-
tion of the second report of the committee
to whom was referred Bill (P) "An Act
for the punishmentofthe OtYence generally
ternied Body-Snatching."

HoN. MR. POWER-If my mrnemory
serves me right, this Bill bas never been
before a Committee of the Whole House. L
think it was read a second time and re-
ferred to a special committee, but it bas
never been before a Committee of the
Whole; and the hon. gentleman now pro-
poses to submit, not the Bill first agreed
upon by the committee-not the original
Bill-but a Bill in a third form, and ho asks
us to accept that en bloc. I think the most
convenient way to deal with the Bill now
would be to refer it in its present form to
a Committee of the Whole, and consider it
clause by clause.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I think the
suggestion of the hon. member from Hali-
fax is a right one. There are some clauses
in this Bill which were not satisfactory to
several member of the committee.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY-It is the report
of a special committee appointed by this
House, and should be either accepted or
rejected.

HON. MR. POWER--The House referred
it to the special committee, and the com-
mittee bas to report to the House.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It is not usual to
refer the report of one committee to an-
other committee. The motion should be
that the second report of the special con-
mittee be not now considered, but that it
be referred to a Committee of the Whole
House.
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HON. MR. SCOTT-I understand the
amendments are very considerable and
important. Would it not be well to have
the Bill reprinted before considering it?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The amendments
are very plain, and not complicated.

HoN. MR. McMILLAN-I move that
the report of the committee be not now
concurred in, but that it be referred to a
Committee of the Whole House presently.

The motion was agreed to.
(In the Committee.)

On the 2nd clause,-

HoN. MR. POWER-I do not propose to
move any amendment, but I think when
we come to a later part of the Bil we
shall have to alter the wvording of it a little;
otherwise, medical studentsor other persons
without "legal justification or lawful ex-
cuse," resurrecting dead bodies, would be
subject to the penalty provided in this
Bill. When we cone to the third sub-
clause of clause 3 I shall suggest some
amendment.

HON. MR. SULLIVAN-I think this is
a proper time at which to enter a protest
against this Bill and endeavour to change
the terms of it back to what they were
before. In the first place, I have to thank
the hon. gentleman who has introduced the
Bill for giving me a place on the committee
and affording me the opportunity of dis-
cussing it, inasmuch as I am connected
with the medical profession, and I am also
bound to give the hon. gentleman credit for
the kindness of heart which prompted him
to undertake this Bill, and which enables
him to show his fidelity to his friends, not
only when living, but after they are dead.
It is not necessary to mention to hon.
gentlemen that without anatomy it is im-
possible to study medicine in a scientific
manner, and in all civilized countries laws
have been made for the purpose of pro-
tecting medical students. There are laws
existing at the present time in Ontario to
that effect, and this Bill will interfere with
them, and prevent the study of anatomy
from being carried on in a legitimate
manner. I do not think there is sufficient
reason for us to interfere with those laws,
inasmuch as there is only one case on
record so far, and that is the case which

has prompted the hon. gentleman to intro-
duce this Bill, which has called for any
such legislation. Never before in the
history of the country, so far as I am
aware, has there been a body resurrected
for the purpose of blackmailing, and that
being the only case, and due largely, in my
opinion, to the meanness of the parties
themselves in not protecting the remains
sufficiently, I do not think there is
sufficient reason for this Bill. The
schools of anatomy require a supply of
subjects. and the anatomy laws of the pro-
vinces allov bodies that are unclaimed for a
certain time to be handed over, by an
official called the Inspector of Anatomy,
to the schools; but this law is interfered
with very largely owing to the mistaken
sentimentality of certain people, who think
they are doing an act of kindness by in-
terfering and claiming such bodies. It is
only within the last few days that the
Mayor of Kingston himself claimed no less
than three bodies for which no relative had
presented any claim Under such circum-
stances, it becomes necessary, if such sub-
jects as should have gone to the medical
schools are buried, for students to disinter
them, and in doing so they lay themselves
open under this Bill toa severepenalty. Not
onlv that, but the medical school wherein
the body is retained, if this Bill becomes
law, will be subject to this severe penalty,
and it is with the intention, therefore, of
relieving them from such a penalty, that I
move that the words "extortion and gain"
be replaced in this clause. That would
allow the students to disinter such bodies
as they han - been wrongfully deprived of.
It is sufficie nt for me to express my pro-
test against this Bill,'knowing that it will
do a great deal of harm, and that it will
not effect the good it is intended to do.

HON. MR. McMILLAN - This question
has engaged the attention of the committee,
and I must confess that I feel, as my hon.
friend from Kingston does, very loath tO'
do anything that wQuld interfere with me-
dical students getting subjects; but the
difficulty that stared us in the face is, that
if we leave these words in, " for the pur-
pose of extortion or gain," the onus of
proof falls on the prosecutor, and, cOnse-
quently, the law will be of no avail. The
prosecutor will have to show to the court
that the intention of the party who had
disinterred the body was extortion or
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gain. If the prosecutor failed in proving
that, of course he fails in his case. The
only words that could suggest themselves
to the committee and to the Deputy Min-
ister of Justice and Law Clerk were these,
" without lawful authority, justification or
excuse." There are a good many reasons
'Why I think we ought to give a privilege
to parties to disinter bodies. No doubt,
bon. gentlemen are aware that through
the country in many places, at cross roads,
there are grave yards that have been in
existence for years-since the first settle-
ment of the country-and here and there,
as churches are built, the bodies are dis-
interred from these grave yards and trans-
ferred to a church yard. In our county,
Owing to grave robberies that took place
Some 25 or 30 years ago, bodies have been
frequently buried close by the bouses for
fear that they might be stolen, and if re-
lations are not allowed to disinter those
bodies and remove them to a burying-
ground, under this Bill they will be sub-
Ject to a prosecution. This is the reason
Why the words " justification and excuse"
have been put there. The difficulty is, of
course, to steer clear of infringing on the
field of the medical students in this respect,
but we cannot make a law by which we
could exempt them. The punishment under
this Bill could not possibly be so severe
Upon a medical student found guilty of
having stolen a corpse as it would be upon
a man who had stolen the body, as in the
Instance of our late friend, Mr. Purcell, for
thepurposeofextoition. 1 thinkwecould

.ith safety leave the punishment to the
discretion of the court to deal with each
e-ase on its merits as it would present
itself. As far as the anatomy law is con-
eerled, in the Province of Quebec as well
a8 Ontario-at least, it was the case when

Was a student-we did not find any diffi-
culty in getting a sufficient number of sub-
jiets for dissection, because in the hos-
Pitals persons who die and whose bodies
are n9t claimed by relatives in Ontario
ltthin forty-eight hours, and in Quebec, I
ink, it is within five days-

IiON. MR. PAQUET-Yes, the hon. gen-
etilan is correct.

1
N. MR. McMILLAN-Within five

ays, if not claimed by a relative, the body
Of the patient who bas been there, sup-
Porte.d by the province, is the subject of

the province, and of course is to be handed
over to the colleges. In that way I think
the provinces have aIreadygone sufficently
far towards helping the medical schools, and
with that facility for obtaining subjects, I
think that they ought to be kept within
bounds, and that the students ought not
to be allowed to go to graves or graveyards
for the purpose of disinterring bodies for
anatomy purposes. I do not know what
the laws are in the other provinces on this
subject, but I imagine that they are similar
to those in the Provinces of Ontario and
Quebec.

HON. MR. SCOTT-This Bill has already
been re-printed as amended by the com-
mittee, and this that we are now consider-
ing is a change in that-a report altering
the Bill as amended. I tried to find where
those changes were, and I could not make
them fit in with my own Bill, and I really
think the House is not in possession of
what we are discussing. The Bill as
amended should be printed.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The amendments
are printed on page 384 of the Minutes.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-The amend-
ments are very simple, as incorporated in
the Bill before us.

0
HON. MR. GIRARD-Wben the Bill was

before the committee I had some objection
to one provision in it, and that is the mak-
ing of this offence a felony. It seems to.
me that it is not one of those crimes which
should be treated as a felony, and there
might be some cases where grave injustice
would be done by the fact of declaring this
crime a felony under this Bill. It seems
to me that the penalty which is imposed
under the Bill is sufficient. Such legisla-
tion would do more harm than good, be-
cause it will interfere with laws that are
well understood, long-settled and in force
many years. Hitherto we have not found
many such cases as the one that bas called
forth this Bill, and we have not much to
reform in the law as it stands to-day..
Under the circumstances, I would move
that the words " guilty ot felony," where
they occur in the Bill, be struck out.

HON. Ma. KAULBACH-The hon. gen-
tleman will bear in mind that the distinction
between a felony and a misdemeanour is
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almost obliterated. A felon under the old S
law was infamous, and could not fill any
office or become a witness unless pardoned' Bil (120) "An Act respecting the Salis-
or had expiated or atoned for his offence. b
The word " feloniously " is a technical (Mr. akC)
word, which, at common law, was essential Bir 1 A t roh
to every indictinent for a felony. Felony Act
has no clearly-defined meaning, but we C epng teKndne Iua
make a crime a felony so as to justify Bial ( M . McK ied
arrest or punish an accessory after the the Act to incorporate the Oshawa lail-
fact. Since the Felony Act of 1870 the way and Navigation Company, and to
essential distinction between felony and cbange the nare thei'eof to 'The Oshawa
misdemeanour is lost in England. Com-
pounding a felony means that the party
will not prosecute on condition of return-.
ing, for instance, goods stolen, or if the M AND ATLLI
party takes a reward not to prosecute.C
Felony rendered a man infamous, and he
could not hold office, and the teri is a
revolting one, that I do not care to see i lION. Me. SCOTT moved concurrence in
this Bill. the amendments of the Select Committee

HoN. MR. McINNES (B. C.)-I think aivs, Telegraphs ad arbours to
Ho.x Mi. McNNE (B.C.)I thnk ill(29) IlAn Act 1to incor-porate the Mon-

the suggestion made by the hon. gentle-
man from Ottawa is the correct one-that
the Bill should be reprinted as amended. for otherpurposes." 1eexplainedthatthe,amendments wore ai in the direction
A great number of these amendmenitsýgrea nuberof hes amndmntssought by th Ose who desired to make
were made, not by the committee, but by n
the Deputy Minister of Justice. C

1The motion was agreed to.
HON. MR. McKINDSEY-But they were

adopted afterwards by a meeting of the ILLS 0F EXCHANGE ACT AMEND-
com(mittee. MENT BILL.

HON. MR.McINNES (B.C.)-The amend
ments suggested were made by the Deputy
Minister of Justice. They were submitted
to the select committee, and. many mem-
bers of the select committee did not ap-
prove of them. They did not think them
an improvement at all, and some of the
clauses were carried by a bare majority-
in fact, on the casting vote of the chairman.
I submit that every member of this House
should proceed intelligently with this Bill,
and it would be better to adopt the sug-
gestion made by the hon. gentleman from
Ottawa, and that the Bill as amended be
printed and submitted to the House. It
will not injure the Bill in any way, and
then there will be no difficulty in proceed-
ing with it.

HON. MR. McMILLAN-I have no ob-
jection to adopt the hon. gentleman's sug-
gestion. I therefore move that the con-
mittee rise and report progress, and ask
leave to sit again.

AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved concurrence
in the amendments made by the House of
Commons to Bill (B) " An Act to amend
the Bills'of Exchange Act, 1890." He said:
These amendments are practically verbal,
with one exception. There is a provision
in the Act that if a bill is addressed to a
man by an incorrect name he must accept
by the right name, but there is another
clause of the Act which, in another case,
which is not so important as the accept
ance, he is allowed to sign the name by
which he is addressed, or his right nane,
whichever he thinks fit. That is the way
the measure was passed. The Bill which
we passed in this House this session Was
to put that man in exactly the same posi-
tion as the acceptor-that is to say, he
must sign his correct name. The House Of
Commons, for what reason I do not kno'W
have struck out this clause of ours, so that
it remains as it was in the original Act.
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that the man so addressed may sign his
right name or use the name which is given
him in the bill, or not, whichever he thinks
fit. I think, myself, that our own plan was
best, but I scarcely consider the matter of
sufficient importance to dispute about.
The other amendments are trifling and
purely verbal, and I move that this hon-
ourable House do concur in them.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (141) "An Act to amend the
right Act." (Mr. Abbott.)

Copy-

Bill (137) " An Act further to amend
'The Copsolidated Revenue and Audit
Act.'" (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (122) "An Act further
'The Fisheries Act,' chapter
of the Revised Statutes." (Mr.

to amend
ninety-five
Abbott.)

Bill (142) "An Act to amend the Patent
Act." (Mr. Abbott.)

The Senate adjourned at 4:15 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, August 4th, 1891.

TH E SPEAKER took th# Chair at 4 o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

kACLEOD IRRIGATION CO.'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

11ON. MR. VIDAL, from the Committee
01 Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours,
reported Bill (52) " An Act to incorporate
the Macleod Irrigation Company," with an
arendment. He said : The alteration
Which has been been made isa very simple
one. It was found in the committee that
the 9th clause was entirely superfluous--
that all the requirements that it was in-

ended to provide for were already pro-
vided for in the immediately preceding
clauses making the Railway Act apply to
this company. It was thought better,
therefore, that this 9th clause, which might
ead to confusion instead of being an
assistance, would be better struck out,
which was accordingly done, and that is
the only alteration that has been made. I
move that the House do now concur in the
report of the committee.

The motion was agreed to.

HoN. MR. McMILLAN (in the absence
of Mr. LoUGHEED) moved that the Bill be
now read the third time.

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

THE PAYMENT OF COMMISSIONERS.

MOTION.

HoN. MR. FLINT moved:

That an humble Address be presented to His Ex-
cellency the Governor General; praying that His
Excellency will cause to be laid before this House a
statement in detail of the ainount of money paid to
A. F. Wood, Esq., for services, &c., as commiesioner
for canals and railroads in different places in 1890.

He said: The House may recollect that
two sessions ago I moved for a return of
the amount of expenses in detail paid to
A. F. Wood as Commissioner of the Trent
Canal and the Murray Canal. Unfor-
tunately, I have never seen that report.
Again, last year I moved for a return, in
the same manner, of the expenses paid to
Mr. Wood as Commissioner on the Welland
Canal. As I understood from a statement
in a paper at that time, he was paid in
1889 for 190 days some $3,000. There
was a mistake in that, I find, and I wish
to correct it by putting it in the proper
light. I have not received that return.
Mr. Adamson promised me last session
that if it came down he would send me a
copy of it. He has gone, and I have looked
for it in vain. Finally, I found a statement
for both years in the Auditor General's
Report. At " D," page 152, I find that Mr.
Wood received in 1888 the following
amounts: for 195 days, at $10 a day,
$1,950 ; and for travelling expenses,
81,106.39,making a total of $3,056.39 for the
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time spent upon the Murray and the Trent
canals. Allowing $3 per day for his eating
expenses, he received $2.67 per day for
travelling expenses. Now, this commis-
sioner lives within a very few miles of both
those works. He could take his horse and
buggy and go in four hours to the Trent
Canal, and in five or six hours to the Murray
Canal. I am sure his economy is such
that he would not spend any moie than he
,could help, whatever he might charge. In
1889 Mr. Wood received from the Trent
Canal (" B," page 321) pay for 39 days, at
$10 a day, $390; living, at $3 a day, for 39
days, $117; transportation, $78; stationery,
$3.50, and telegraphs, $2-total, $590.50.
Then, again, he received (" B," page 323)
for 30 days on the RaDide Platte, at $10 a
day, $300; living expenses, $90; travelling
expenses, $94.15-total, $484.15. Then in
the same year, for the Welland Canal
(" B," page 326) for 114 days, $1,140;
living expenses, $342; travelling expenses,
$336.85; W. F. Wood, copying, $25 55;
horse hire, $69, in addition to his other
travelling expenses; telegraphing, $16.61;
stationery, $25.80, or enough to buy
about five reams of foolscap paper; and
then he has charged for a valise to
carry his papers, $6-total, $1,962.41.
Or, for 183 days' service ho received
$3,037.06, a daily average of $16.06.
Now, I think that is altogether out
of reason, and it is why I have brought
this subject before the House again. Some
may think that it is to persecute Mr.
Wood, but it is not. I wish to see fair play
in every respect, and it is no more than
right that I should expose what I consider
extravagant payments for public services.
Now, let us take the amount that is paid
for travelling. lie received $419.54. At
10 cents per mile, which is the general
allowance, that would represent 4,195J
miles to go to these three places Can
anybody believe that it was necessary to
do so much travelling in 183 days? Now,
if you take off the travelling expenses it
would leave $13 a day for his own time and
board. I know that in some of the places
where he went it would be hard to find a
public house that charges more than $1 a
day, and it could not be expected that a man
could eat nine meals and sleep in three
beds every day he stopped at a public
House. Supposing ho paid $2 a day, as
he paid at St. Catharines, he would have
to eat 4½ meals and sleep in a bed and a-

half to be entitled to such pay. I mention
this because I think it is time the Govern-
ment took this matter in hand and reduced
the expenses in such cases. In that year
I could have hired men for $1 a day. Is
it not too bad to think that 13 men should
have to work a day and board themselves
to earn what this man received every day ?
Ten men working at $1.25 a day would
earni 50 cents less than was paid to Mr.
Wood for one day's service. Come to the
mechanic, and we find that six mechanics
working at $2 a day and boarding them-
selves received less by $1 than Mr. Wood
was paid every day. If you take a
regular millwrigh', who receives $3 a day,
he would have to work over four days to
earn the $13 that was paid to Mr. Wood,
and have to board himself in addition.
Taking all these things into consi-
deration, it is a little too much of a
good thing to pay these commissioners
such prices. I remember perfectly
well when a Labour Commission was in
session here. Four of them boarded at the
Union and had a room to themselves, and
they made the corridors hideous some-
times. They did not work more than three
or four hours a day, yet they got $10 each,
and $3 each for board, every day, according
to Mr. Wood's scale of prices. Take the
farmer: What farmer can make, with
300 days' toil every year, $13 off each acre
of land that he tills ? He must have an
extraordinarily good farm, and work it re-
markably well, if lie succeeds in clearing
that much after paying the expenses of his
farm. It is about time that we put a stop
to these excessive payments to commis
sioners. Take the Senate and House of
Commons: Last sssion we were here 122
days. Our indemnity was $1,000 each-
that is, $8. 19 per day-and out of this we
had to pay our living expenses, which
would average about $2 for board and
washing. That would leave us $6 19 a
day, while this gentleman got his $13, or
more than double what we receive.

HoN. MR. McCALLUM-His work was
well done.

HoN. MR. FLINT-Well done to cover
up, so far as I can see by the evidence and
the report, a great deal of rascality on the
Welland Canal, and lie is just the right
man to do it. I regret that I have to bring
this thirg up, but really I feel an interest
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in this country, where I was born, where I
have lived all my life and where I hope to
die and be buried. The House may re-
member that on a former occasion I de-
scribed what sort of a man Mr. Wood is. I
need not repeat it further than to say that
he is not a man to be trusted in any re-
sponsible position. Taking his indemnity as
amember of the Legislature at Toronto,with
other amounts that he receives, he must
have laid up a large amount of money of late
years. It may be thought that Mr. Wood
is a very popular man: he was returned
at the last election by acclamation for the
North Riding of Hastings. Why was itso?
Through the influence of the Goveirnent,
or some member of the Government.
brought to bear upon his opponent to
get him off the track. Had not that
been done Mr. Wood, it is almost certr.in,
would have been left a long way behind.
I know, in seven days after I returned
from Parliament I did not see more
than one Conservative (and I saw a num-
ber of them) who would have voted for
him. When it was found that within 24
hours before he went on the hustings Mr.
Wood's opponent had retired; there was a
general feeling of indignation. Every
Reformer would have voted against Mr.
Vood, and many Conservatives with them,

and he was sure to have been defeated had
his opponent remained in the field. To a
certain extent, I blame the gentleman who
Went up from here. I saw by the
-intelligencer that he had arrived, and I
blame him for getting this thing settled
so that Mr. Wood could take bis seat as a
'man elected by acclamation. I have made
these remarks because I think it is high
time that an improvement was effected.
We have had a change of Premiers. Our
late leader, much as we thought of him,bas gone to his reward. We have now as
leader a gentleman with whom Ihave been
acquainted more or less for the last 25
Years and I have sufficient confidence in
him to believe that when he sees anything
Wrong he will endeavour to make it right,anid that if he cannot do so he will not
'enain long in the Government. I trust
that he will look into these matters, and
5ee that proper persons are employed
a commissioners, and that they are

,id reasonable prices. I do not be-
eve that any man should work for

1othing, but I do not think that anyone
8hould be paid so much as to induce him

to drag out an inquiry in order to make a
good deal out of it. I look upon the amounts
paid to Mr. Wood as most extravagant,
and I expeet to find, when the return is
brought down, that a large sum has been
paid to him in 1890. I am inclined to be-
lieve that he has been employed up to the
present time. If so, I hope that he will
soon be found out, and that he will be stop-
ped in bis career, and that we will save the
expense that we are incurring through him
and give the money to some better man.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend will
understand, no doubt, that I know nothing
about this gentleman's occupation or em-
ployment during the past year. I shall
have the return which lie asks for made and
laid on the Table, and I can assure him
that if he will point out to me, when that
return comes down, anything that is wrong
about this mani and bis employment, br
payment, I shall see that it is put right.

HON. MR. FLINT-That is all I can ex-
pect.

The motion was agreed to.

SAFETY OF SHIPS BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill 44 "An Act to amend Qhap.
77 of the Revised Statutes respecting the
safety of Ships." He said : This is a Bill
entirely for the purpose of safeguarding
passengers in ships carrying explosives.
It bas come to the knowledge of the de-
partment that passenger ships have been
in the habit of carrying explosives in
sufficient quantities to send vessels and
passengers to the bottom if an explosion
occurred.

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

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (105) " An Act respecting
the Intercolonial Railway." He said:
This Bill is practically a definition of wbat
the Intercolonial Railway is. It is pro-
posed to declare that the Intercolonial
Railway with its branches, the appendages
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of those which are under the control of the
Government as Government railways,
shall be known as the Intercolonial Rail-
-way. This is the whole object of the Bill.

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

MASTERS AND MATES
BILL.

OF SHIPS

SECOND READING.

HoN. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (12) " An Act furher to
amend the Act respecting Certificates to
Masters and Mates of Ships." He said :
This Bill is to make a better classi-
fication of the inland waters of the coun-
try. Several difficulties have arisen
respecting the definition of these waters,
and it is proposed to simplify those by
dividing them into two classes, one to be
called the inland waters, which will mean
ail the larger inland waters and lakes, and
other navigable waters in Canada, except-
ing those waters and bays on the sea coast,
&c., and the other class the minor waters
of Canada, meaning all inland waters of
Canada other than Lakes Ontario, Erie,
Huron, Superior, Winnipeg and Georgian
Bay. The rest of the Bill is for practically
applying some of the provisions adapted
to niasters and mates of sea-going vessels
to vessels sailing these inland waters.
Some of the certificates issued apply under
what is known in this definition as inland
waters, and some of those apply to those
which are known under the definition as
" minor waters of Canada." These are the
objects of the Bill.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I cannot understand
the object to be attained by it. The minor
waters mean ail the inland waters other
than Lakes Ontario, Erie, Huron, Superior,
Winnipeg and Georgian Bay, and includes
ail bays, inlets and harbours of or on the
sàid lakes and bay. Why are they not in-
cluded in the expression " inland waters
of Canada" ?

HON. MR. MILLER-I suppose it is in
contradistinction to the bays and inlets
and harbours of the sea coast or ocean.

navigable waters in Canada, excepting sait
water bays and gulfs on the sea coast,
which constitute part of the sea. Then
the minor waters mean the other inland
waters-in other words. the small inland
waters not navigable.

HoN. MR. MILLER-I take it that this
Bill is largely assimilating to the inland
waters the laws that refer to the seas and
sea coast of Canada. The same provisions
exist with regard to masters and mates of
sea-going vessels as are provided for in this
Bill to be applied to the inland waters of
the Dominion, which I think a very wise
thing to do, and I am only surprised that
regulations have not been passed before to-
day with respect to our great inland lakes
and rivers. I think the Bill is a very neces.
sary one, in the absence of any legislation
for the object it is intended to provide for.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-The meaning of
the Bill with regard to that point is, that
the inland waters shall include the River
St. Lawrence. as far seaward as the line
drawn fron/Father Point on the south
shore to Port Orient on the north shore,
and the Bill itself provides that ail vessels,
whether inside of Canada or outside of
Canada, must have a certified master or
mate, but the Minister may grant to every
applicant who is reported by any one or
more of the examiners to have passed the
examination satisfactorily, and to have
given satisfactory evidence of his sobriety,
experience, ability and general good con-
duct on board ship, the certificate called " A
Certificate of Competency," to the effect
that he is competent to act as master or as
first or second mate on a sea-going ship, or
as master or mate of a ship trading on the
inland waters of Canada. The certificates
issued by the Board of Trade in England
will be recognized as well, and ail vessels
of 200 tons must have certified masters
and mates under this Bill.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-Then, as I un-
derstand it, there are three classes of
waters - coast, inland and minor waters ?

HoN. MR. ABBOT.1-Yes.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-" Inland waters of The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
Canada" mean the rivers, lakes and other was read the second time.
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JUDGES OF PROVINCIAL COURTS
BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (153) "An Act further
to amend Chap. 138 of the Revised Sta-
tutes respecting the Judges of Provincial
Courts." He said: This is a Bill to fix
the salaries of the local judges in Admi-
ralty. That is its only purpose, and it
is such as I stated in the discussion in the
House on the Bill itself. The judge at
Quebec gets $2,000; that is supplied by
arrangement with the Imperial Govern-
ment and continues during the incumbency
of the local judge. The local judge of
the district of Nova Scotia is to get
$1,000 per annum. He formerly got $600
and fees, and it is considered advisable to do
away with fees. That would be about
$850 to $950, accoirding to what has
occurred previously ; but it is thought best
to do away with fees and make it a salary.
The same with the judge of the district
of New Brunswick, who is to get $1,000.
The local judge of the district of Prince
Edward Island is to get $800. The last
year or two ho has been paid at the rate
of $600 and fees. Previous to that he was
not paid at ail. The local judge of Toronto
district now gets $600, and that will be
continued. The local judge of the district
of British Columbia is a new one. He will
now be appointed, and will receive $600
per annum, the same as the local judge of
Toronto district.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Who paid the salary
of the judge at Quebec in former years ?

ÎION. MR. ABBOTT-It was paid by the
Canadian Government.

HoN. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Are
these salaries fixed on the basis of the dif-
ferent provinces according to the number
Of ships that come into port ? If so, I
have been making a comparison of the
business of the different ports in British
Columbia with those iii Nova Scotia, and
if that is the basis on which these salaries
are to be fixed the British Columbia judge
ought to get a much higher salary.

1 oN. MR. KAULBACH-The judge of
Admairalty in British Columbia will have
cOmparatively nothing to do. In Nova

20

Scotia the Admiralty judge has as much
Admiralty business as there is in the whole
of the rest of the provinces put together,
and if the salaries provided for in this Bill
are on the basis of the work performed, I
think the judge in Nova Scotia is not lairly
treated. On such a basis he would be en-
titled to get very much more than is pro-
vided for under this arrangement.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-In
the comparison I have made of the trade
in the three principal ports of Nova Scotia
as compared with the three principal ports
in British Columbia I find the following
result:-

"rSHIPPING AND TONNAGE.

"Nova Scoti«.

No. of
Vessels.

H alifax.. ................ 1,065
Lunenburg........ ... ... 242
Liverpool................. 301

1,608

Britih Coludia.
V ictoria ....... ... .... .
Vancouver....... .....
Nanaim o.......... .. ....

707
319
380

1,406

Tonnage.
682,408
23,971
25,023

731,402

662,217
277,542
289,515

1,229,274

" Difference in vessels in favour of Nova Scotia,
202."

" Differencein tonnage in favour of British Columbia,
497,872."

HON. MR. MILLER-Where are all the
other ports of Nova Scotia?

HoN. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-I do
not know what the trade of the other ports
is; I have taken three of the principal
ports in eacb province.

HoN. MR. MILLER-It is well known.
that Nova Scotia is the largest ship-owning
country in the world in proportion to its
population.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-In reply to my
hon. friend from Victoria, I imagine that
the salaries were fixed rather with refer-
ence to the population and the amount of
business done. Nova Scotia is really the
province in which the largest Admiralty
business has been done-in fact, nearly as
much as all the rest of the provinces put
together, if [ recollect rightly. I do not
understand that there has been much of
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this business done in British Columbia;
but, of course, this is not a permanent
salary. If it should turn out that the
judge of British Columbia has more work
to do than is now anticipated the salary
can be increased.

HON. MR. POWER-The principle laid
down by the leader of the Government, I
think, is the proper one, that the judges
should be paid in proportion to the work
done ; but I do not think that that prin-
ciple is carried out in this Bill. The
return which I submitted to the House
some days ago, coming from the Depart-
ment of Justice, showed that an average of
only oùe case a year was decid.ed in the
Vice-Admiralty Court of Charlottetown.
It seems to me that to pay $800 a year to
a judge for deciding one case is very liberal
payment indeed, particularly as the judge
in Halifax, as hon. gentlemen are aware,
decides some twelve or more cases in a
year, and gets only $1,000 salary. I think
that $400 ought to be the outside figure'
paid to the judge in Charlottetown under
the circumstances.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-My hon. friend
would perhaps feel a little different on this
question if he happened to be appointed a
judge there himself ; but I cannot see why
there should be less ability required in a
judge at Charlottetown than in a judge at
Halifax.

HoN. Ma. POWER-It is not the prin-
ciple that the Government have adopted.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I do not see any
reason why the judge in Charlottetown
should receive a lower salary than thejudge
in Halifax, simply because some gentle-
men unfortunately believe that Halifax is
the greatest city in creation. There are
others, however, who consider it a very
slow-going place as compared with St.
Johns, for instance. We have had some
cases in Charlottetown that required
a great deal of legal acumen and skill
to decide ; and as regards the duties
of the Admiralty judge there they are
more connected with vessels that come
into Prince Edward Island than with
Prince Edward Island itself. The questions
we have had to consider before the Admir-
alty Court in Prince Edward Island have
been principally in relation to vessels seized

for violation of the fisheries laws. They are
very intricate cases, and require a great
deal of time and ability, and knowledge of
international law as well, to decide them ;
while in Halifax many of the cases in the
Admiralty Court are connected with ves-
sels seized for debt, and so on, and sold
under power of mortgage. I do not see
why, if, as the hon. gentleman alleges, we
have only one or two cases a year in Prince.
Edward Island that we should require a
judge of less ability to try them than the
judge in Halifax ; and I cannot see why
he should have his salary reduced to $400,
as the hon. gentleman suggests. My hon.
friend may be sent over to Prince Edward
Island himself as a judge some day, and he
will then consider that he has been playing
a very poor game at the present time.

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

HARBOURS, PIERS AND BREAK-
WATERS BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (115) " An Act to amend
the Act respecting Government Harbours,
Piers and Breakwaters." He said: This
is to establish a principle with regard to
the payment of freight, tolls and dues.
There seems to have been, and there has
been, in fact, some doubt as to the persons
who are liable for the tolls and dues of the
harbour upon freight landed on or for the
use of a harbour, wharf, pier or breakwater.
This is to make it plain that theowner and
consignee are both liable for the wharfage
on theirgoods, and, in the case of a vessel,
that the owner, master or agent is liable
for the wharfage dues.

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

HUDSON BAY RAILWAY CO.'S BILL.

DEBATE ON SECOND READING CONTINUED.

The Order of the Day having been
called for-

Resuming adjourned debate on second reading of
Bill (119) " An Art respecting a certain Agreement
therein mentioned with the Winnipeg and Hudson
Bay Railway Company," and on tie Honourable
Mr. Scott's amendmient, that the said Bill be not
now read a second time, but that it be read a second
time this day six months.
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HoN. MR. CLEMOW-This subject has
been under the consideration of this House
upon two previous occasions. It is a mea-
sure for the purpose of assisting the con-
struction of a colonization road from forty
miles west of Winnipeg to an objective
point on the Saskatchewan River. When
the measure was first introduced here our
wvorthy leader of the House presented the
Bill to us in a short, speech, and he was
followed by the leader of the Opposition
in a speech which, in my opinion, was
very exaggerated as regards his descrip-
tion of the country. 1 must confess that
at the time I felt a great anxiety about
the Bill, inasmuch as if the description
given by the hon. gentleman were cor-
rect it would be a great injustice
that a road should be constructed in
a country so unfit for settlement. In
Ontario we have already experienced the
evil resulting from the construction of
colonization roads through sections of
country unsuited for settlement. It has the
eftect of inducing settlers to locate them-
selves on lands total ly unfit for agriculture,
and in the end it results in ruin to the set-
tiers themselves, and is a detriment to the
prosperity of the country. Therefore, I
looked with great apprehension to the pro-
visions of this Bill. Since then, however,
I have been supplied with evidence of a
character which I think ought to convince
every hon. gentleman in this House that
the country is not such as it has been de-
scribed by my hon. friend from Ottawa in
an essential point. I have also taken the
trouble to find out from private sources,
parties who know and understand that
country, and who agree that a great pro-
portion of it is well adapted for settlement.
Therefore, under the circumstances, parti-
cularly when we have the assurance of the
amendment to be proposed by the leader
of this House that the Government do not
intend to allow this road to be constructed
until they are satisfied that the country
through which it will pass is fit for settle-
ment and this grant will not be made, we
should give every possible inducement
for the settlement of that great country.
I am rather surprised that on this, as on
other occasions, there seems to be adeter-
nined effort to decry any effort that is
inade to settle this or any other part of
the country, by a certain class in this
Dominion. I think we ought to be more
patriotic-that we ought to take upon

20j

ourselves the responsibility of doing every-
ing in our power for the purpose of facili-
tating settlement. It may be urged that
we have a large portion of fertile territory
still unsettled, though opened up for
settlement. But people do not all want
to go in one particular direction, and
if people are unanimously of the opi-
nion that a section of country is good
and fit for settlement I do not think
that any difficulty should be placed
in their way, particularly when we
expeet thirty or forty millions bushels of'
wheat to come this year from the section
interested in the construction of this rail-
way. We all know that old Canadahas
done a great deal towards assisting the
North-West. We know that possibly the
people of this section of Ontario have lost
by their efforts in that direction; because,
if we had not assisted the North-West to
the extent we had done we would pro-
bably have received improvements in our
own section of the country that are badly
required. I might refer, for instance, to the
great Ottawa ship canal. We would have
had that important canal built before now,
I believe, if the Government had had the
power to do it, and had their means not
been exhausted by the opening up of the
North-West. Still, we have opened up the
North-West, and I think we are justified
in doing everything we can for the purpose
of promoting its interest. A great deal
has been said, on other occasions, that we
are going too fast. There may be some
truth in that assertion, but countries, like
individuals, sometimes go too fast,
and sometimes find it to their ad-
vantage to discount the future and make
arrangements for promoting their interests
in the future. So it is with peoples and
countries situated as we are in the North-
West. A groat deal has been said with
respect to the subsidy to be granted to this
road, but what does it amount to ? It
amounts to giving eighty thousand dollars
a year for services to be performed. If
those services are not performed the com-
pany will not receive this assistance, and
really I do not believe it is any assistance
at all to the railway. I rather think it is
a barrier, because the land grant is mort-
gaged for the payment of this annual sub-
sidy if they do not earn it. If the railway
is constructed the Government mustemploy
that railway for carrying its mails and
for transport, as they may be required;
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therefore, I look upon it as a disadvantage susceptible of cultivation, and that this
rather than anything else. I know, how- railway will be the means of settling a
ever, that there is a feeling in England very considerable portion of it, provided
that this subsidy is to be granted as a sort this Bil passes. If that is thc case, and if
of security, and they look upon it with we can, by any means in our power,
favour; but I think their eyes are being without injuring the general interests,
opened at the piesent time, and Eng- assist tbis roject, I think it is our duty
lish capitalists do not consider that to do so. If they do with that section of
the guarantee offered by this Bill is the Dominion what bas been done with
of any very special advantage. There- other parts of the Country, we will bave no
fore, as far as that is concerned, the cause to complain in tbe future; but we
railway company will give value for this must be ail guarded in wbat we do. It is
money, and they will not receive anything well that tbe Government bave taken this
unless they do give value for it; and if it matter into their own liands, for the pur-
does not amount to the yearly sum of pose of ascertaining beyond ail doubt if
$80,000 then they will be charged with the the road is to pass thi'ough a Country
difference, and their land grand is held as suitable for settlemcnt. We ail know the
security for that amount. I do not think great evil that resulted in the past history
there is any great advantage to be gained 1 of this country from placing population on
by this subsidy of $80,000 annually to the land unfit for settlement. I may instance
road. It was represented the other day the case of the Opeongo road. Another
by my hon. friend from Ottawa that they perniclous system, which is largelyCarriec
could go into the Enghsh market and raise on by the Ontario Government, is allow-
some two or three millions of dollars on ing mon to locate lots of land within Iim-
this grant. I do not believe that they could ber limits which are utterly unfit for settle-
do so at this time. I believe that the English ment. The resuit is injurious to the settler
people would prefer to advance money on and to tbe Country. However, if the
land. We have had in this House a great land through which this lino is to run is
many discussions on this subject, and this wbat it bas been described i10 such evil
Bill seems to have excited a great deal of will occur. Under aIl the circumstanceS,
concern with a certain portion of the I do not tbink thero sbould be any further
community, but they confound it with opposition to tbis Bil. There was sone
the other larger scheme-the Hudson objection in ry own mmd until I beard
Bay Railway. Whether that project is the explanation that was giyen, but it bas
feasible or not I am not in a position been removed by wbat I bave heard; and
to say. From all I have heard, it is if the tountry is what it has been de-
rather premature-it is, in my opinion, a scribed we are quite justified in assing
scheme as to which there is very grave tbis Bil and opening it for settrlment.
doubt respecting its future; but that is a Tbere is a unanimous expression in favour
matter altogether outside of this. It is not of this project in Manitoba and the Nortb-
connected with this measure in any way. West, ail parties agreeing in favouring
We are to-day confined to considering a it and speaking highly of the character of
scheme to build a road, the objective point the sou and the suitability of the country
being the Saskatchewan, and if the coun- for settiement. Under tbe circumstances,
try through which that lino is to pass is we ought to assist them in every way il
susceptible of cultivation, the whole coun- our power in facilitating tbe settlement Of
try will benefit, without detriment to any that country, and in the end it iit enure
part of the Dominion. Therefore, I think to the benefit of tbe whole Dorânion. 1
there should be no further opposition as bope that in discussing this matter we
respects the grant proposed by this Bil, will bave but one object in vieWV
particularly when we have the assurance the development of the North West. It is
that proper steps will be taken to ascertain a great country, and if it continues to de-
beyond all doubt whether this country is velop in the future as it bas of late years
suitable for settlement. I have had the whole Dominion wiII feel the benefit.
communication lately with gentlemen There is every prospect of an enoi.mous
who have traversed that country from yield of cereals tbis year, and as the popu
one end to the other, and they assure lation increases the production of grain
me that, with very few exceptions, it is will increase with it. teithstandifg
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that we have in Ontario made great sacri- other parts of the country as well as the
fices to open up that country, yet we feel North-West and we should only do for
that it belongs to us as well as to the that part of Canada what is consistent with
people who are settled there, and, as a the well-being of the rest of the country.
Canadian, I am glad to know they are so The North-West is a fine part of the
prosperous. We should do all in our Dominion, possibly the finest part of Ca-
power to increase their wealth, because nada-1 do not bay it is-but if il is, we
if they are prosperous they will consume have done a great deal for it, and under
what we manufacture, and in return they the beneficent influence of nature the
will raise the cereals that we require in North-West will be able to do for itseif in
the east. Therefore, 1 hope there will be a littie while. I think that with respect
no further objections to the passage.of this to this matter the hon. gentleman bas
Bill. The hostility to the project in the not been altogether fair. He began by
past resulted from lack of consideration, attempting apparently to Iead the buse
but now that the matter bas been laid 10 believe that there was some political
fuIly before us. with the documentary aspect in the question. There is not any.
evidence furnished by our hon. friend As far as 1 ar concerned, I feel that the
fron Prince Edward Island the other interests of the parîy to which I belong
day, there should be no voice raised would be better subserved by the passing
againt the passage of the Bill. of this Bi than by its defeat. 1 think

that what we should be governed by here
HON. MR. SCOTT-Does the hon. gentie- is an honest regard for the welfare of the

lan say that they will not be paid this country at large. I understood the hon.
S80.000 a year subsidy unless they earn it? gentleman to say that if this was a road

intended to go we udson Bay be would
lIOx. MR. CLEMOW-Yes. oppose il.

IOi. Mt. SCOTT-That is a mistake., HON MR. CLE OW-No that was
It iTay be a charge on the land, but theyth
Peheive the $80a000 a year. not under discussion at alf.

loN. Ma. CLEMOW-If they do not
earn it it becomes a charge on the land.
The land cannot be made available, because
the cap:talists in England will not take it
Under such circumstances.

.-10N. MR. POWER-The hon. gentleman
18 like the lady in the play in Hamlet-
he " protests too much." He bas ap-
Parently only recently made up his own
Mind that the course he takes is the
PIOper one. He now does not see any
eeason why any other hon. member who
has had no such reasons for changing his

ind as the bon. gentleman from Rideau
division should not immediately change
his mind, as he himself has done. The
bon.1, gentleman told us that the rule which
We should lay down for our guidance in
this connection was that we should do all
we could for the North-West. I think
that is a statement which hon. gentlemen
here would not be unanimous in endorsing.
It iS perfectly true that we should do all
for the North-West that fair-play, and a
little more than fair-play, would demand,but we sbould consider the interests of

HoN. MR. POWER.-We know that on
a former occasion a majority of the House
were opposed to a road that would go to
Hudson Bay. I think we ought to deal
with this as a business matter. We are
here as business men, and not as visionary
enthusiasts or warm friends of corporators,
or any of the other numerous forms in
which men appear. We are here to trans-
act the business of the country in a busi-
ness way. I say we have not the informa-
tion before us at all that we sbould have
before we are called upon to pass a Bill of
this character. The hon. gentleman has
tried to belittle the amount of the charge
which this Bill will impose on the coun-
try if it becomes law. The terms of the
Bill are absolute. It provides that for
twenty years the sum of $80,000 a year
shall be paid to this company for the trans-
port of men, supplies, mails and material.
Inasmuch as there are no men, supplies,
mails or materials to go into that country,
the company will practically get this
$80,000 for a great portion of the time, at
all events, for doing almost literally noth-
ing.
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HoN. MR. CLEMOW-There will be pany. The hon. gentleman from Sheli
something to do after the road is built. River, when reminded of that, said that

the Hudson Bay Company were preju-
HON. MR. POWER-That remains to be diced, and were anxious to leave the coun-

seen. The only other reason which the try under the impression that the naviga-
hon. gentleman gave, as far as I remember, tion was not practicable. But we are not
besides an enthusiastic desire for the wel- confined to the reports of the Hudson
fare of the North-West, why we should Bay Companys officers. This country bas
pass this Bill, was the statements made by gone to the expense of sending three ex-
the hon. gentleman from Alberton. The peditions into Hudson Bay for the pur-
statements which that hon. gentleman read pose of ascertaining to what extent the
were very interesting, but inasmuch as bay and.straits were navigable. Notonly
they referred to the country on the line to were three expeditions sent into Hudson
Grand Rapids, whereas we are given to Bay, but there were men sent who spent
under'stand by the hon. gentleman from twowinters at various stations in Huckon
Shell River that this road is to be built by Bay and Straits.
Dauphin Lake, to a point near Cumberland
House, some 140 miles from Grand Rapids, HON. MR. BOULTON-J do not know
the information does not apply. The land that the hon, gentleman is justified in
between the Narrows of Lake Manitoba opening up a discussion on that question.
and Cumberlniid House and the land on
the line to Grand Rapids are totaly dipfer- HON. MR. POWER-The hon, gentleman
ont in character. The first thing that is should hot interrupt me in that way. thae
essential is that the Government, who have himself went into the question of Hudson
this measure in charge, should state to the Bay navigation in discussing this Bia.
House whether this road is intended to be What [ar saying is perfectly germane to
a colonization rond or to be a section of the question before the House. The Gov-
the line to Fort Churchill. Is it to be a erment -vnt to the expense of having
part of a rond to Hudson Bay that we are mn live at stations in the bay and straits
asked to subsidize, or are we asked to nid a for two winters in succession. The in-
colonization road, like the lines to Pr~ince striietions given by the Minister of Marine
Albert and Edmonton, Bibs for subsidizing to Commander Gordon, which were red
which have alweady passed? by the hon. gentleman frorn Ottawa, show

that the inister was anxiots, apparently,
HON. MR. MAcINNES-I believe it is to from. the langunge used , that it should ho

be on the same principle as the two ronds made to appear-that is. consistently with
you have mentioned. the truth-thnt the navigation of the bay

and straits ws of a practicable character.
HON. MR. POWER-The Minister of the The report of the officer sent on this expe-

Interior in the othei' House declined to dition is adverse to the navigation of the
commit himself to any statement of that bay and straits. t goes to show that that
kind. Perhaps the hon, gentleman from navigation is ot practicable for ordinary
Burlington has received authoritative in- business purposes. That is one thing which
formation recently which justifies him in the Government sbould have shown b-
making the statement which we have just fore asking us to pass this Bil, if this rond
hoeard. Take it that this rond is to be is to be a portion ofthe lino to Hudson Bay.
built to Hudson Bay- nd I believe that In the second place, the Government should
is the intention of the company, at any b in n position to show that surveys of this
rate-thon there should be sevoral things proposed lne to Hudson Bay and an ap-
shown whih have ot been shown. Inthe proximto esti mateofthecost had beenmade
tirst place, it should be made clear that the uhre is othing of the sort. We are Hsked
navigation of the bay and straits is practi- to take a leap ini the dark ;we know
cable for a time sufficient to get out the nothing whatever of the cost ofthe Hud
crops each year. The information which. son Bay rod. We know that the cost of
we have is adverse to the route. Itshows building 700 miles of suh a lino will be
that the navigation of the bay and straits enormous. The cost of gotting mon and
is eot practicable. Jn the first place, thero materials into that country will be vry
are the reports of the Hudson Bay Com grent. Tho character ot the country be
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tween the Saskatchewan and Hudson Bay nipeg and Lake Winnipegoosis, and the
will make it difficult to carry on work and other locates it west of Lake Winnipe-
build a road, and then the work can be goosis. We should not have it proposed
carried on during a comparatively short by one gentleman that the terminus of a
season of the year. The Government have road some 350 miles long should be located
failed in their duty in that respect. We at the mouth of the river which runs from
have no report, no information as to any Cedar Lake to Lake Winnipeg, and another
surveys, no approximate estimates. Thon, gentleman telling us that the terminus of
again, the Government or the promoters of the road will be located 140 miles east of
the Bill should be in a position to show that point. I think the Government should
that when the road was built, if it could be not come to Parliament and ask them to
built at a reasonable cost, it would be of vote a subsidy without giving more infôr-
great service to the country at large, and mation as to where the road is to run.
particularly Manitoba and the North-West.
That has not been shown, because that HON. MR. HOWLAN-I do not think it
depends upon the character of the navi- is information you want.
gation of the straits and bay, and we are
in the dark upon that point. Even if the HoN. MR. POWER-I certainly do
Government did show that this road would want information, and there is just this
he of value to Manitoba and the North- difference between the hon. gentleman and
West, still the Bill might be reasonably myself, that Il know that I want informa-
Opposed on the ground that it was tion and that he does not. This Bill should
going to injure the remainder of the indicate the terminus of the road with
country-that the expense of this road to reasonable certainty, and the route as well
the east would be unreasonably great, and and then again, the hon, gentleman from
that the deflection of the export and import Rideau division and other lion, gentlemen
trade ofthe North-West from its present vho have spoken have completely failed
channels would be so great an injury to the to show another fact which is a necessary
easternt part of the country that the Gov- pre-requisite to our undertaking to spend
eriment and Parliament would not be aIl this money. They should show that
justified in opening up this route. By-and- thore is not, at the present time, enough
bye, if the North-West grows as rapidly as arable land open for settlement in the
we all hope it may grow in population and North-West for people going in there to
Wealth, the people in that part of the locate upon. No one can say that that is
-Dominion will be able themselves to secure the fact. The truth is, we havo a great
the construction of this road, and I think deal too much land open for settlement for
With the aid that may be given in the tho number of people going in there. It is
future by tþe Government of Manitoba and a misfortune for the North-West that the
the people of the North-West that the road sottlement has been scattorod in the way
can be built as soon as the business of the it has. If the population had been kept
tountry requires it. In fact, there is no together, and fewer railwayi had been
doubt about that-as soon as the business bult, it would have been botter foi the
of the country absolutely requires the North-West. We have this session given
construction of this road it will be built. largo subsidies to two new roads, one lead-
Capitalists will take hold of it then. The ing to Prince Albert, the other te Edmon-
hon. oentleman from Burlington tells us ton; and the leader of the Government
that this is to be a colonization road. gives only one reason, practically, for aid-
Taking that view of the matter, I think we ing this enterprise-that wo have given
are still not in a position to pass on the Bill, those large subsidies. I look upon it in a

ecause if the Government are giving this different light. I say that in subsidizing in8 bsidy, or asking Parliament to give this one session two roads leading te the
subsidy to what is to be purely a coloniza- best agrieultural portions of the North-
ation road, the Government should indicate West we have done enough for one
the route of the road. Theyshould point out yoar; and the rest of the country
ts terminus with reasonable certainty. We!should not be called upon te pay an

Bhoald not have the spectacle of two immense sum te another road thatges
gentlemen advocating this Bill, one of we do net know where. With respect teehorn locaLes the lino between Lake W ain- the country te o traversed, the hon. gen-
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tiernan from iRideau division has been cannot be questioned even by the hon.
very loud in praising the land along the genteman from Aiberta, bears upon the
line of this road. I have information as other thin wbich the Government should
to the country north of the Narrows of do. They should show that if a coloniza-
Lake Manitoba, at any rate between the tion road is to be buiît, thon the route
two lakes, where the route of the Hudson proposed is the best foi that purpose.
Bay Railway lies, to the effect that for The circumstauces that there are no sur-
agricultural purposes the land is very veyed lands there, that this land has been
poor indeed, and there are other hon. gen- reported on by gentlemen fairly familiar
tlemen in this House who have the same with the country, in this buse, as Dot
opinion, and the fact that that land lias being of good qualitv-all ll againstthis
fot been surveyed is evidence that the route. qt seems to me that if a coloniza-
Governmeîit did not think it wgas very tion road is to be bult up br the Dauphin
good land. There is the furoher fact that Lake country the better way would be to
settlers have not gone up froma Winnipeg go south of Lake Manitoba, where the
1t that country. But we have evidence land would be fertile ail the way fromt
with respect to the character of this land Winnipeg to Dauphin Lake, and beyond
from hon, gentlemen of tbis buse, which there. i feel that we should ot pass this
deserves some consideration. In the S vn- measure, be ause, whether we regard it as
ate Debates for 1877 I find that my hon, part of the tud emon Bay Railway or as a
friend from St. Boniface made a speech on colonization rod, we are not in possession
the route of the Canadian Pacific Railway. of information that weought to have before
Hon. gentlemen are aware that at that ubeing asked vote. The hon, gentleman
ime the Mackenzie Administration pro- from Aiberton, and I think some other

posed an buid the Canadian Pacifl t road by hon, gentleman, made reference o the
the Narrows of' Lake Manitoba, the route practice in the enited States of en-
which tho hon, entleman from Shel couraging railways. With the exception
River says that this rofd will tak . My of, I think, two of the Pacific railways,
hon. friend from St. Boniface said: the hon, gentleman cannot point to any

"he passing so close to the great lakes as the rainway which, within the last 30 years,
Norter genes did, more bridging was necessary, ad bas been subsidized by the Unied States
there ere large marshes, which preseited engeer- by money grants. Certain States have
ng difficulties which did Mot have to le encountered aive n

on the level plain to the south. fe could rot under- g in grants to railways.
stand why the fertile bet extending froa Winnipeg
to the Safkratchew should se departed from to run HON. Mt. HOWLAN-What is the
the rne through a wilderaess, where there were un- diffearence ?
suriountable diffulties l the way of building a
railroad. lie dad been informed that many of the
surveys on that route had been made in the winter HON. MR. POWEt- ery great. he
eeason, ilien the morasses nere frozen and the real agiving land grants, and we are asked
nature of the country could not e ascertained. Ate
the Narrows of Lake Manitoba there was a locality 10 give money gratits as well. Some of
ksowt as whMoss Portage, hich extended for miles, the St
tod was covered with moss and mud kneedeep t aes hR. HOWLAN-Ws a d the
would cost a large surn to build a he throughsuh a Foral Government bas given land grants
country, and i the end it iight be found necessary in some of the Territories, but ony two

ilraroads have een aidbd ev ai monev susidv

Then the hon.
quently became
at a later date
Manitoba, said:

gentleman, who subse.
Secretary of State, and
Lieutenant-Governor of'

" Those who were acquained with the country
through which the Northern route passed were aware
that a great deal of it was a marsh, and he was in-'
formed that at the crossing at the Narrows at Lake
Manitoba it would be necessary to pile to get a
foundation. "

Now, this is the country which we are
told is a good agricultural country, some
of the finest land in the world. That
evidence which I have just rend, and which

by the United States Government.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-The two trans-
continental railways received money grants
from the Federal Government, and the
other roads have been aided by the States
by large grants of land.

HoN. MR. POWER-That is what I have
said. Now we are not in the position of a
State. We are in a position similar to that
of' the United States Government; the
Provinces are in a position corresponding
with that of the several States. The
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United States Government allows the seve-
ral States and Territories to encourage
their own railways, and that is the busi-
ness-like thing to do.

HoN. Ma. HOWLAN-What is the
difference whether the State gives a mil-
lion acres of land, or the same land is
given away by the General Governrment?

HON. MR. POWER-The hon. gentle-
man vill persist either wilfully or uninten-
tionally-I have no doubt uni ni entional ly--
misapprehending what I say. I do not
object to the land grants; I objeet to the
pecuniary grant. If you give a railway
conpany land without money it is an
inducement to the company to get settliers
on the land; if .you give then a large
money grant it is often an inducement to
them to hold their lands for speculative
purposes. In the United States, owing, I
believe, to that policy, the railway com-
panies have acted as the very best
immigration agents, and have filled up
-Minnesota, Dakota and Wisconsin with
imnmirants, while our railway com-
panies have not done that. I think
that Parliament bas dealt very liberally
this year with the North-West, and if
we are overflowing with money there
are numerous other places where the
Mioney might be better spent than between
Lake Winnipeg and Lake Winnipegoosis.
I think, for instance, the hon. gentleman
from Alberton ought to be more anxious to
see some steps taken towards the construc-
tion of the tunnel to his own Province.
There is a large population in that island.
There is a soil which, without meaning to
say anything against the North-West, I
take to be botter than the soil in the North-
West, and I think that this grant of some
$1,500,000 would go a very long distance
tOwards securing the tunnel. 1 think we
have done quite enough for the North-West
this session, and we had better try to do
sOmething for the rest of the country. I
understand that the bon. leader of the
Government, in reply to a delegation from
the Province of Ontario which waited on
himu some time ago, intimated that it was
lot the intention of the Government to
give new subsidies to railways during this
session. I am sorry that the Government
have apparently changed their minds in a
'ery short time, and will, perhaps, give a
sutbsidy to a road which is to go we do not

know where, and through we do not
know what sort of country. I wish to say
in conclusion that we should regard this in
a business-like way. We have not full in-
formation with regard to this road, whether
it is to be considered as a road to Hudson
Bay or as a colonization railway. The
Government have not given to Parliament
the information which Parliament should
have before passing on the Bill, and I
think, under the circustances, partïcularly
as there is a great deal of railway construc-
tion going on in the North-West and a great
deal of good land open to settlement now,
we might let the matter stand for another
year or so, until the Government are in a
position to give us the information we are
entitled to before we are asked to vote
upon the Bill.

HoN. Ma. ALLAN-It bas been very of-
ten said that there is a good deal in a name,
and I think in the case of the present dis-
cussion before the House the name bas had
a good deal to do with the hostility that
bas been excited against the Bill. I think
the name "Hudson Bay " bas acted very
much as a " red rag to a bull," in the minds
of a great many members. We ail know
of course that the construction of a rail-
way to Hudson Bay in connection with
a line of steamers running thence to
Great Britain for the purpose of providing
a short and direct route for carrying the
production of the great North-West to
Europe bas all along been a very favourite
project with our fellow-subjects in Manito-
ba and the North-West. It is looked upon
as a perfectly feasible undertaking by
large numbers of intelligent men, deeply
interested in the prosperity of that part of
the Dominion, while there are others who
consider that in view of the reported char-
acter of the country through which the
road would passs and the difficulties of
navigation through Hudson Straits that
the project is really one which can never
be carried out, and I confess I must number
myself for the present amongst the lat-
ter. At the same time, it becomes one to

î speak with caution, when we remember
what took place before the inception of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway-how the
idea of the settlement of the North-West
was pronounced to be perfectly absurd,
and the utter incredulity of well-informed
and intelligent men as to the capabilities
of the country. We have only to recall
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the evidence that was given before the tute an objection in the mind of any
committee of the Imperial House of Com- hon. gentleman in dealing with the
mons when the subject of the transfer of Bill. Suppose we look for a moment
Hudson Bay Territory to the Dominion to what the project really before the
was under consideration. Gentlemen stated House is. As I understand it, it is for
in evidence before that committee that the the purpose of assisting in the building of
whole of the North-West was utterly unfit a colonization road from Winnipeg to the
for settlement-that it was impossible to I Saskatchewan. Two routes have been sug-
grow cereals there, and these statements, gested, and referred to by varlous speakers,
hon. gentlemen will remember, were made and a good deal of confusion bas arisen in
not ouly by those who were connected consequenco oF those two routes net being

withthe udso BayCompny, ut b properly distinguished one frorn the other.with the Hudson Bay Company, but byic
gentlemen who were perfectly indepen- As 1 understand it, one route is proposed
dent, and who had no interested motive to to be cnrriel north from Winnipeg between
sway them, and who, we may assume, Lake Manitoba and Lake Winnipeg along
gave perfectly honest and independent the eastern shore of Lake Mabitoba to the
evidence. This should make us hesitate Narrows of Lake Manitoba, there to cross,
before we pronongce dogmatically upon and thence to proeed along the western
the feasibility of any great work, such as sid of Lake Winnipegoosis in a northeast-
the construction of a railway to Hudson erly direction, and so on to the Saskatche-
Bay and communication by eam thence Iwan. The other route is to follow the
through Hudson Straits to Eturope. Un- same ine as the first from Winnipeg until
doubtedly, so far, t.he information whiLh it passes the upper end ofLake Winni
ias been laid before the leuse and the pegte thon it is propos d te be continued

couintry bas not been favourable to due north or îîorth-east between Lake
the piject. The report to whieh my Winnipeg and Lake Winnipegoosis t
hon. friend from Haifax alludedy of the Saskatchewan. the short
Commander Gordon, and of the oh- adjournment, took a good deal of
servers who were stationed along the trouble to obtain as uch information as
shores of Hudson Straits for sorne 18 1 could with reference to these tw routes,
months, to my mi, goes to show that and that from p)artie., from Winnipeg and
there are at last grave doubts as to its neighbohood who are nt interested
whether it would beo possible to make the inthe railwayonewayorthe other,an( the
Hudson Bay route a paying commercial information 1 have received is this :that the
route. Nevertheless, there are a great country, taking it as a whole'(including
man very enthuiastie about t is project, the first forty miles through whih the
and believe that some day or other it will railway is already bult from Winnipeg),
certainly be carried eut, and I have such is for 120 miles going nth between the
faith in the North-West that I quite believe two lakes a goed agricultural countrn,
if it gses on prospering and increasing in and is capable cf heing cultivated to ad-
population as it lyas for the last few years, vantage.
with an evar-insreasing breadth cf land
being brought under cultivatien, we need HoN. MR. MILLEiR-That is between
net fear that there will net be an abundant the lakesW?
carrying trade for api the means ef tran-
sport for the preduce of that great country, HON. MR. ALLAN--Yes; 120 miles from
net only threugh old Canada, but by this Winnipeg t the Narrows. I an infeormei
new route, if it is ever completed. For the that this 120 miles is a good ceuntry, we l
present, hevever, 1 do net think that we adapted for agriculture, and that there of
have suffieient evidence te satisfy us that nlready a very considerable settlernent in
the seherne is one which is likely te be that section. i as informed that in geing
successful from a commercial point of turîher north on a straight lino betweefl
view. Nevertheless, if tis road which is the lakes the counry is net adapted
new the subje t of debate should, apart for farming purposes, and aI present there
from the special bjec ts whiah i is at is ittIe or no setlement there. If the rod
present designed to serve, ultimately be- is taken te the west, cressing the Narrews
come a lin i the une et the Hudson Bay and passing round Lake Dauphin in a
Railway, I do not think that should consti- norh-easterly direction te the Sablkatch
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wan, it will pass pass, I am told, through
an exceedingly fine country-that there
are already a great many settlers around
Lake Dauphin, and that the country at the
foot of both the Porcupine Hills and Duck
Mountain is of an exceedingly fine quality
for agricultural purposes, and that there
is no doubt it is already in need of railway
facilities, and if these railway facilities are
furnished them they will be the meaiis of
settling up the greater part of the country
along the western side of Lake Winni-
pegoosis. So far as I have been able to
learn from the sources of information at
my command, this is an honest description
of the country through which these two
proposed lines will pass, bearing in mind
that for the first 120 miles the lino
wvill be the same in either case; after
that, one line is proposed to go straight
north and the other round the west
side of Lake Winnipegoosis. As I have
already said, the more fact that this
projected road may one day be destined to
form a part or link in the Hudson Bay
road is not one which would induce me
upon that ground to oppose it, but at the
same time I only support the Bill on the
express assurance which was given by the
Premier in introducing itto this House,that
the Bill is for the purpose of subsidizing a
Colonization road, and that a colonization
road it is; intended to be. Hon. gentlemen
Will admit that the Premier woulId hardly
rnake a statement of this kind if it was
contemplated to take this road through a
country which was totally unfit for coloni-
zation purposes. In the first place, as far
as the promoters of the ioad are concerned
it would be folly for them to take the road
through a country where there would be no
settlers, and consequently no support; and
the Government would justly be held res-

onsible for granting aid to a scheme to
uild a road through a barren country,

devoid of settlers, and where there was
lothing to attract settlers if the road were
built. The Government, however, have not
OnIy declared positively, in introducing the
Iýill into this House, that the road is in-
tended as a bonâ fide colonization road; but
since the Bill was introduced into the House
the Premier has given notice of an addi-
tional clause to this effect:

«" That when the House is in Conimittee of the
Whole on Bill (119) 'An Act respecting a certain
Agreement therein mentioned with the Winnipeg
and Hudson Bay Railway Company,' he will move
that the following clause be added to the said Bill:

' The line of railway to be constructed by the said
conpany south of the Saskatchewan River shall not
be commenced until the location thereof shall have
been approved by the Governor in Council. '"

It seems to me, with such a clause as
that placed in the Bill, the Government are
in such a position that they are certainly
bouid by the very shape in which the
Bill will probably pass to carry out to the
letter the assurance which they have given
to this House that the road is to be a colo-
nization road ; because, should it turn out
that the promoters of the road, for the
sake of any ulterior object, seek to take it
through a country unfit for colonization,
where settlers are not likely to go in, cer-
tainly the Governmeut would hardly place
themselves in such an unfortunate position
as to give their consent, when they have it
in their power to say where the road shall
go, to the construction of a railway which
cannot by any stretch of the imagination be
supposed to be a colonization road. For
these reasons, I propose to vote for the Bill.
As I have already said, I should not vote for
it if it were simply a project for building
the first link of the road to Hudson Bay,
because I think until the feasibility of that
work has been more satisfactorily estab-
lished than it has been up to the pre-
sent time it would be utterly unjustifiable
to spend the money of the country in any
such undertaking. At the same time, I do
not think that we have any right, in the
present state of our information, to say
positively that some day or other the road
to Hudson Bay may not be built and I
do not think, if that should ever be the
case, we should have done anything wrong
if the road contemplated by this Bill
which we are now asked to pass should, in
addition to the special objects for which it
is designed, at some future day furni h one
of the first links in the greater and more
extended undertaking.

HON. MR. MAcINNES (Burlington)
moved the adjournment of the debate,
until to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 5:50 p.m.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, August 5th., 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

- Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (135) " An Act further to amend the
Act respecting the London Life Insurance
Co." (Mr. McKindsey.)

Bill (48) "An Act to incorporate the
Manitoba Life Insurance Co." (Mr. Mc-
Kindsey.)

Bill (30) "An Act to confer on the Com-
missioner of Patents certain powers for the

seek incorporation-not only that, but in
order to relieve thenselves of the trust which
thev have been obliged to hold longer than
originallv anticipated, the cestai que trust
now ask Parliainent to incorporate the
trustees as the owners of the road. That is
the principal olject of the Bill. lI order
that the points of the Bill may be properly
understood, I shall for a miment go back to
the Quebec Act, which authorized the issue
of bonds under which this road is now held
by the restni que trust. In 1880 the South-
Eastern Railway, having been exceedingly
uifortutnate fronm its very inception, applied
to the Legislature at Quebec, and set forth
in the Act that they had borrowed money,
and that thev had undertaken to pay an
amouunt which they were unable to mecet:

relief of Jay Spencer Corbin." (Mr. McMil- "That the said company bas een unable to ay
Ian. ithe interest secured under the said bonds, and the

saine is now in default, and the earnines o>f the said
coi.any are insufficient to py such interest; that

MONTREAL AND ATLANTIC RAIL- the holders of a large inajority un amount of the said
WAY CO.'S BILL.bonds have agreed to accept therefor, un terms

WAY C.*S BLL. hicb have been arranged between tberîî and the
company, new bonds to carry first mortgage and

THIRD READING. charge upon the entire property of the coupany.

Hox. MR. SCOTT imoved the third read- This vas the condition of things in 1880:
ing of Bill (29) " An Act to incorporate the an accumulation of debt had then obtained
Montreal and Atlantic Railway Company, auounting to considerably over two millions
and for other purposes," as amended. He of dollars. The Act sets forth that they had
said : I desire to niake a few observations issued bonds to the extent of $150,000, and
explanatory of the measure, inasmuch as it they had another issue of $1.50,000, and a
probably is not thoroughly understood by third issue of $12,500 per mile upon its
those gentlemen who were not present at entire length of 140 miles, making a total of
the Committee to which this Bill was refer- $3,000,000. All of the latter issues were
red. The Cominittee on Railways devoted not actually sold, inasmuch as buyers were
very considerable time to its consideration, not disposed to take them, and the eompany
and heard all parties pro and con, and came asked the Legislature to allow them to coi-
to a very decided vote in favor of reporting pound, practically, and the then existin«
the Bill, making decided changes in the shareholders weie disposed to take iew bonds
interests of those who dissent from the prin- at a reduced figure. It was practically a
ciple of the Bill as not protecting their in- recognition that the road was not a paying
terests. The obýject of the Bill is to relieve concein, and the parties who held the three
the cestui que trustees of their trust millions of bonds practicahly said to the
which they have for the last eight years Legislature, "It is a hopeless thing going on
been holding for the bondholders of the in this way allow this three millions to be
South-Eastern Railway. Under the general cancelled and we vill undertake to issue twO
law of this country, as set forth in the millions of bonds at a reduced amount." The
Railway Act, it is laid down as a true policy etfect of that was, necessarily, to wipe out a
that railroads shall not be operated hy indi- very large number of peisons who had daims
viduals but by companies ; and there is a against the îoad, or rathei persons who had
clause which provides that upon any indivi- invested ii the road. The road originally
duals purchasing or acquiring a railway they was a local concern, favoured entirely by
nust within a short time give notice to the people living in the hocalitl of the Easterrl
Minister of Railways, in the meantime they Townships, and a very considerable amount
are debarred fron operating it, and they was paid in by them for stock. This stock,
must at the very next session of Parliament jof course, w-as wiped out by this particular
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Act. The Act sets forth that if the interest $20,000. It vould appear, therefore, that
of the bonds is not paid punctually for a while it was being run by the trustees the
period of two years the trustees who are concern was getting further into (ebt. The
nanied in the mortgage which was executed general statement that I have here of the
by the company to secure these bonds earnis and expen(iture for a period up
should take possession of the road and to the 3Oth of June of the present year,
own it for the bondholders. That con- shows oniy a loss of $54,000, not a
dition of things was realized in due course very serious loss an( one that it is believed
of tine. In 1883 the railway, not pay- can be wiped out and a very consi(erable
ing its interest on these bonds, the trus- profit shown ; if the authority askec for unler
tees, in the interest of the cestui que trust, this Bil is granted to the owners ofthe road
took possession of this road and have con- it will be a loss of a littie over $6,000 a year.
tinued for sone time to run it. They did do In 1887 the trustees, finding that it was
so. I have here a statenient made by the running at a loss, asked the Canadian Paci-
trustees, and I may mention that a general tic Railway Company to run it for them
impression has prevailed in the minds of some! and they have since that time been runnîng
gentlemen that this road was run and man- it and accounting to them for the receipts
aged entirely by the Canadian Pacifie Rail- an( charging the actual expenditure. As 1
way Company. I may say that the trustees an advised, the road has been run at a loss
have been an entirely separate body. It is because of the original construction, the
quite true that the President of the Canadian grades being too steep and the curves too
Pacifie Railway is one of the trustees, inas- sharp, so that an extra engine has )een re-
much as the Canadian Pacific Railway Coim- quire to haul freight at certain points of
pany hold a large part of the bonds-a two- the une. The trustees sirply carried on a
thirds interest I believe. There are but railway that neyer was in a conîplete or fin-
three or four parties interested in the bonds, ished condition, anl they were unable to
the Canadian Pacific Railway owning by far make repairs and improvements to the road
the largest portion and the dissentients, those and to purchase proper rolling stock in order
who oppose this Bill, being much the smaller, t( make it a success. The trustees now ask
holding only one-tenth interest. The trustees to be (iveste of their trust and to hand
were obliged, of course, to exhibit statements this over to the boncholders in order that
of the earnings and expenditure of the road they may incorporate themselves into a
from time to time. I heard no complaint on company for the purpose of owning the
the ground that there was any attempt at road. Those wlio favour the Bil repre-
concealnent, because it would be quite im- sent 90 per cent. of the interest and the dis-
possible that trustees could conceal from sentients represent the (ther one-tenth.
those that they represent the true state 1 believe the (issentients are a family known
of any trust that they assumed, whether as the Robinson estate. The chief objection
for a railway or any other corporation. to this Bill is that it authorizes the owners
Mr. Robinson, who appeared before the to iaise money. That is one of the reasons
Committee, stated that he had applied to a why they core to Parliament; they are un-
Mr. Farwell, who lived in the Eastern able to raise money without this legislation.
Townships, and who professed to know very The Bill asks that they be allowed to iaise
little about it. Had he applied at the court $25,000 a mile, in order to put the road into
or at the office of the auditor (because there proper shape. It has been suggested that
is an auditor and a distinct set of officials for that is too large a sum, but if a larger suin
this concern), had he applied to Mir. P. O: is raised than is necessary, the balance vill
Iyan, who audits for the trustees, he could belong to the owners and the Robinson
have got the information. J hold in my estate wihl receive their proportion. At the
hand the annual statement of the earnings meeting of the Comnittee, as hon. gentle-
and expenses of the road up to the present men who were present will remember, Mr.
day. I may say that for a portion of- the Robinson made the statement that he was
time the road had no possible connection unable to obtain any information as to the
With the Canadian Pacific Railway-that is, receipts and expenditures. A telegram has
for the years 1884, 1885 and 1886. It was been just put into my hand from the solicitor
lot run for theni in any way. In 1885 there of the road in Montreal, Mr. O'Halloran,

a (direct loss of $325,000, and i0 1886 of which is as followst
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" The statement is not true that Mr. Robinson
could never get information as to the receipts and ex-
penditure. I know that he frequently got nonthly
statements. I offered to furnish him information as
often as he desired."

The Bill abundantly protects every inte-
rest affected by it. Clause 13 provides :

" This Act shall in no way affect any suit at law now
pending to which the trustees are a party, nor shall
it affect or invalidate any contract or quasi contract
0w existing to which the trustees are a party, &c."

Now if the trustees have been negligent
of their duty, or if they have been guilty in
any way of rendering false accounts-it is
not pretended that they have been, Mr.
Robinson did not pretend that they had not
faithfully discharged their trust-if this
Bill passes it is open to him or any of the
dissentients to apply to the Court in order
to have a proper statement of the accounts
made. Under clause 15 their rights are
protected. It provides that

" Nothing in this Act shall prejudice or affect any
right of the Governinent of the Province of Quebec,
in respect of the tax imposed by law on commercial
corporations, nor any claim against the trustees in
respect of their acts as such trustees."

So that the dissentients' interests are amply
protected under this Bill. The only argu-
ment used is this: Mr. Robinson says, " My
interest is very small why do they not buy
me out?" That is not a principle that Par-
liament could at all recognize. Otherwise,
it would be impossible for us to manage and
administer joint stock companies or any
other companies. We know that in ordinary
transactions, companies act in a general way
according to the votes of a majority of their
shareholders. In extraordinary cases, such
as granting mortgages or dealing with the
property per se, either by lease or by sale,
the rule laid down by Parliament is that
there must be a two-thirds majority. A two-
thirds majority may do practically anything.
We haye reduced the stock of a bank when
two-thirds of the stockholders have asked for
it, and we have laid down in the Bank Act
that a two-thirds majority may do anything
they please with the stock. Here the pro-
portion is much larger-nine-tenths to one-
tenth. This one-tenth says : " You must
do as I say, otherwise I will oppose
the legislation." That is not a reasonable
proposition. It can only be based on
the assumption that the one-tenth interest
will not be fairly respected by the nine-
tenths. There is nothing to justify any

assumption of that character. It is not pre-
tended that this statement is untrue in any
particular. It was open to the parties at
any time in the last ten years to make the
trustees account under oath, and I assume
they have (lone, so, according to Mr. O'Hal-
loran's telegram so there is nothing, except
that the Robinson estate tind that they
have made a foolish investment, and they
apphy to Parliament to be let out, and to
compel the nine-tenths of the stockholders
to buy them out. I say it would be the
adoption of a very improper principle and
one that would embarrass us exceedingly in
the future, because we have all along acted
on an entirely different principle-that a
certain portion must have the absolute
control. Under the charter by which the
nine-tenths acquired those bonds, they
did iiot for one moment anticipate that
any extraordinary legislation was ever
afterwards to be enlacted to place them iiin
any different position from bondholders
holding under similar circumstances, and
therefore I say it would be an exceedingly
dangerous position for Parliament to assume.
There is nothing in this legislation that is
unusual. It is adnitted that the road is not
earning enough to cover expenses. The Ro-
binson estate has had nothing on its bonds
up to the present time. I do not know how
long they have held the bonds, but they
certainly have had them for eight years and
they have got nothing in that tinte. They
may have held thenm for some tiime before-
I (o not know that. Now, the bondholders
say : " If we are allowed to spend a reasol-
able sum in the improvement of the road we
think we can make it a paying concern." To
refuse themn that privilege would be to cast
a very improper imputation on the purposes
to which they expect to devote the money
that theydesire to raise. If any amendment iS
moved, I will have a further opportunity of
discussing that question.

HoN. MR. POWER-In rising to move
the amendmnent to this Bill of which I have
already given notice, I desire first to express
my great regret that I feel obliged to differ
from the hon. gentleman from Ottawa. I do
not raise any question as to his entire good
faith in the matter ; but, looking at the
thing fromn a perfectly disinterested stand-
point, I cannot see it in the same way that
he does. I propose to show to the House
the grounds on which I go and upon which
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the amendment is based. I am glad that there
is no substantial difference of opinion between
the hon. gentleman and myself as to what l
the real position of things is under the Que-
bec Act and the mortgage which was given
in pursuance of the provisions of that Act.
Section 6 of the Quebec Act to which the hon.
gentleman has referred, provides that, after
default has been made. the company shall
be absolutely divested of all interest or claim
in or to the said railway franchise and
other property, and the saine shall there-
upon immediately be and become vested
absolutely in the said trustees or the holders
and owners of the said bonds as in the
said conveyance may be provided. The
mortgage, which was submitted to the Coin-
mittee, provided that the bondholders upon
the coming into force of this section of the
Quebec Act should be the absolute owners
in comm(on of the road. They are not
creditors of the road ; they are not bond-
holders ; they are not shareholders ; they
are the owners of the South-Eastern Rail-
way. That is a point which the House
should bear in mind. Who are the trustees ?
There were three trustees : one, a iMr. Far-
well, to whom the hon. gentleman has refer-
red, has, I believe, taken no active part in
the discharge of his duties as trustee under
this Quebec Act and under the mortgage.
The two acting trustees are the President of
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company and
the President of the Boston and Maine Rail-
way Company. Those two companies work
together to operate a line between Montreal
and Boston. Now, these are the trustees
for the bondholders, and these two coin-
panies theinselves own nearly all the bonds.
The whole amount of the face value of the
bonds is two millions of dollars. The Canadian
Pacific Railway Company owns $1,350,000
Worth. The Boston and Maine Railway
Company owns $400,000 worth, the Boston
and Concord Railway Company, which works
with the Boston and Maine, I think, owns
$40,000 worth, and Mr. Robinson and Mr.
Kathan own $210,000 worth. Now, the
Position is this, that the parties who were
originally the creditors of the South-Eastern
Railway Company and the holders of the
Company's bonds are now the owners of the
South-Eastern Railway as tenants in coin-
mnon ; that is, they are practically in the
Sanie position as tenants in common of real
estate. Under these circunstances the ma-
Jority of the owners of this property say:
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" We wish to become incorporated and put
the road into good condition, and own and
operate the road." The majority have a
perfect right to their view upon that point,
but the minority say: " We do not want to
go into a corporation ; we do not want to
operate this road ; we wish to realize the
value of our interest in - this road and
to get whatever money we can for our
claim on the road and leave it to be
managed and run by the people who wish
to. do so." I think that the case of the
innority is very clear and reasonable. The

hon. gentleman said that there was no pre-
cedent for it. He said there were many
precedents for the action proposed to be
taken by Parliament in passing this Bill.
He will have a good deal of difficulty in
pointing to any previous case like this one,
a case where the majority of the owners of
property wished to become incorporated,
where the minority did not wish to be incor-
porated and where the majority without the
consent of the minority forced incorporation.
I think that is somnething unprecedented. It
was alleged before the Committee that this
very important action was taken without
any meeting being sumnmoined, at any rate
within the past two years, to decide upon
this action. Certainly if the majority wish to
take this action they should at least have had
a meeting prior to giving notice of their inten-
tion to apply to Parliament, and should have
given the minority an opportunity to be heard.
Iunderstand thathas not beendone. There was

ameeting some two years ago, but there was
no meeting immediately prior to the applica-
tion to Parliament. In order to make the
case a little clearer and to bring it more
home to us, suppose those gentlemen, instead
of being tenants in common of a railway
property, were tenants in common of a valu-
able piece of real estate ; we will suppose
that there are nine heirs who own a piece of
real estate as tenants in common and that
eight of those heirs think it would be a pro-
fitable undertaking to establish a hotel on,
this piece of property and to become incor-
porated as a hotel company. Suppose the
ninth heir says : " No, I do not wish to risk
my interest in a hotel company and J shall
not go into it; you pay me whatever my
interest is worth and take the property for
yourselves." Does any hon. gentleman mean
to say that any legislative body in the world
would compel that ninth dissenting heir to
go into this speculation against his will ?
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That is exactly what this Bill proposes,
that the minority of the owners of the
South-Eastern Railway shall go into a
speculation against their will. What
would be the natural course to take in
the case that I have supposed? The ma-
jority wishing to go on with this undertaking
vould try to agree with the dissenting heir

for a price to be paid for his property. If
he was unreasonable, they would apply to
the court to have the value of his one-ninth
portion of the property fixed in a fair and
equitable manner. That is just what this
amendinent proposes. The parties have been
unable to agree. I understand that the minor-
ity were willing to take 50 cents on the dol-
lar for their interest in the property ; that
offer was not entertained, and this amendment
proposes that an application shall be made
to the court of the district of Bedford, a
perfectly unbiassed and impartial tribunal;
and that court is to appoint conmissioners
who will appraise the property ; and then
the mnajority are to pay the minority the
value which the court finds to be the value
of their interest. If, looking at all the
aircumstances of the case, the property is
held by the appraisers to be worth nothing,
then the minority get nothing. If it is held to
be worth anything,then the minority get their
proportion, one-tenth of the value. Is there
anything unfair or unreasonable about that ?
On the contrary, I think it is a most fair
and reasonable proposition. The objections
made to this course in the Committee, and
by the hon. gentleman from Ottawa on the
floor of the House, were, I think, only two or
three. One objection was that the legislation
asked for by the majority does not change
the position of the minority ; but, surely,
that cannot be seriously contenled. As the
parties stand now they are independent-
the minority are independent of the majority.
They are owners in common of the property,
and they are not under the control of the
majority. Force them into this corporation,
and immediately they will be under the con-
trol of the majority, and the property will
be dealt with as the majority pleases. What
is the course that is proposed to be taken?
If hon. gentlemen will look at the Bill they
will find that the 11 th clause provides :

" The company may issue bonds, debentures or
other evidences of debt to the extent of twenty-five
thousand dollars per mile of its railway actually con-
structed, and may nortgage all or any of its proper-
ties as security therefor.
Clearly, as stated by the hon. gentleman

fromn Ottawva, the intention of the majority,
when they become incorporated under this
Bill, if it passes in its present forn, is to issue
bonds on this road to possibly the extent of
$25,000 a mile. That is about altogether
some tive millions of dollars. There are 200
miles of road, and that would make it really
five millions of dollars. Supposing they issue
bonds to the extent of only S20,000 a mile,
they encumber all the property to the extent
of four millions of dollars, and practically
wipe all the interest of the minority out.
The new mortgagees, the new bondholders.
will be practically the owners of the road
and the interest of the minority will be gone
altogether. I was rather surprised to hear
the hon. gentleman suggest that the new
company might borrow a great deal more
money than they wanted and divide the
surplus not required for the purposes of the
road anongst the shareholders. I was rather
surprised to hear w-hat I nust regard as so
immoral a proposition as that made on the
floor of Parlianient.

Hox. MR. SCOTT-To take up their own
bonds ?

HoN. MR. POWER-Yes.

Hox. MR. SCOTT--It is done constantly
by railway companies. By the new issue
they take up so much of the old.

Hox. MR. POWER-If they, for in-
stance, borrowed four millions of dollars
and it was found that $10,000 a mile was
enough to put the road in a good position,
then there would be two millions of dollars
to divide amongst the old shareholders.

Ho. MR. SCOTT-Or to extinguish the
old mortgage.

Hos. Mn. POWER-That seems to mie
to be rather an extraordinary proposition.
It may be that that is the practice of rail-
way companies, but I think, if it is so, it 1s
a principle which should be repudiated.
The statement that this legislation will not
change the position of the minority will not
stand. I say that their property will be
completely obliterated and destroyed by
the borrowing and bonding. Then the
hon. gentleman said that the earnings
of the road 'might be larger after the
money had been spent on it. ProbablY
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the earnings would be larger. I do not
know very nuch about railway book-
keeping, but I know this much about it,
that it will be practically impossible for
anyone who is not a very great expert in
railway book-keeping to tell whether the
South-Eastern section of the Canadian Paci-
fic Railway is making money or not. When
you come to apply the doctrine of long haul
and short haul and all the other-I do not
say schemes, but all the other contrivances
that are in use by railway companies, to
this road, situated as it would be in the
middle of the main line of the Canadian
Pacific Railway, between the Canadian Paci-
fic Railway and the Boston and Maine, it
would be impossible to tell whether or not
that particular part of the road was earning
money or whether it was not. But there is
no doubt about this, that the road would be
of very great value to the Canadian Pacific
Railway and to the Boston and Maine Rail-
way Company. It lies right in the middle
of their joint line from Boston to Montreal.

HoN. Mr. SCOTT-Only a fraction of it
out of the 200 miles.

HON. MR. POWER-I shall deal with
that presently. I have not said that the
whole of the South-Eastern Railway lies
that way, but part of it does. It is said
that the road is of no value. I think we
have very good evidence to the contrary, for,
if the road was of not value, I do not suppose
that the promoters of this Bill would take
Power to mortgage it for $25,000 a mile. It
Iust be of very considerable value, if it can
be mortgaged for that amount, even though
the bulk of the money is spent on it. What
are the facts ? It was stated before the
Committee that only five miles of the main
Une of the Canadian Pacific Railway were
identical with any portion of this South-
Eastern road. It is true that on the Short
Line, so-called, that is the road from Montreal
tO St. John, there are only seven miles of
the South-Eastern road ; but on what I con-
sider the main line, and whether you call it
the main line or not it is certainly the most
?uportant line, the line from Montreal to

bOston, there are 65 miles. All the distance
from Farnham to Newport, the trains of the
Canadian Pacific Railway run over the
South-Eastern road. It is absurd to claim
that 65 miles of railway on the main road
between Boston and Montreal is of no value.
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It must be of very considerable value. But
we have one or two criteria that will give us
some assistance in deciding what the value
of this road is. One is the fact that in 1883
the Canadian Pacific Railway offered $3,-
750,000 for this road which they now allege
to be valueless. Has the road become of
less value since that time ? I imagine not,
although the hon. gentleman says the trus-
tees could not spend money on the road.
There is no question of the fact that they
could spend money to keep the road in
running order.

HON. MR. SCOTT- said that they could
not raise money.

HON. MR. POWER-They have spent
money on it, and Canadian Pacific Railway
trains run over it at a rapid rate. There is
an immense traffic over it, so that the road
must be worth more than it was in 1883. It
is true that in 1880 the South-Eastern Rail-
way Company was, as alleged by the hon.
gentleman from Ottawa, in a very bad con-
dition, but that was something which hap-
pened before the flood. Since then, the Can-
adian Pacific Railway Company have taken
hold of this road which was in its then con-
dition not very valuable, because the rail-
way was attempting to compete with the
Grand Trunk Railway Company, and the
company were in no condition to carry on
this competition. Now those 65 miles of
road are part of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Company's main line to Boston, and
that is a competing line between Boston and
Montreal with the Grand Trunk Railway, so
that what the road was worth in 1880 can
give us very little idea of what it is worth to-
day. We have given one criterion of what
the value of this road is, the ofler made by
the Canadian Pacific Railway themselves
in 1883, of $3,750,000 for it. We have
another criterion. As I have before stated,
the Short Line runs over seven miles of
the South-Eastern Railway, and I find
on referring to the last annual report of
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company,
that that company paid rent to the South-
Eastern Railway Company, or to the trus-
tees of the bondholders of the South-Eastern
Railway, at the rate of $200 per mile per
year. The road is 200 miles long, and if the
rent is a fair criterion of the value of the
road it is worth $40,000 a year, and still the
hon. gentleman tells us that the property is
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of no value. There was another point
taken, that any right of action which the
majority have to-day they will have after
this Bill passes. That is, any right to apply
for the sale of the road ; and I wish to direct
attention to the exact language of the latter
part of the clause 13 to which reference has
been made:

"13. This Act shall in no way affect any suit at law
now pending to which the trustees are a party; nor
shall it affect or invalidate any contract or quasi-
contract now existing to which the trustees are a
party; but with respect to all such suits, contracts
and quasi-contracts, as well as all other liabilities and
obligations, the company shall stand in the place and
stead of the trustees, and be held to have assumed all
their rights and liabilities ; and all rights, actions and
remedies, which any one could urge or enforce against
the trustees previous to the passing of this Act, may
be, after the passing of this Act, urged and enforced
with equal validity against the company and against
the company only.'

Now what is the position of the minority, with
respect to these trustees ? Those three gentle-
men, the President of the Boston and Maine
Railway Company, the President of the Can-
adian Pacific Railway and Mr. Farwell are
the trustees for the bondholders. The owners
of the road have no right of action against
these trustees unless they have embezzled
the funds or dealt improperly with the pro-
perty ; because they are trustees to hold the
property and own it on behalf of the bond-
holders, and to run the railway. They are
not trustees to sell or dispose of the road,
and consequently the minority have no
action to-day against the trustees ; so that
this provision is really of no value to the
minority at all. I have not myself the
slightest interest pro or con in this question:
I mean the slightest personal interest. I
wish the Canadian Pacific Railway success,
and am glad to see that they are being suc-
cessful. Mr. Robinson is a gentleman whom
I never saw until I saw him before the
meeting of the Committee, and a gentleman
whom I do not expect ever to see
again ; but I feel that it would not be
creditable to the Senate of Canada to
undertake to confiscate the property of a
minority even though the minority is small
and composed of foreigners. I think the
Senate should refuse to confiscate the pro-
perty of the minority ; and if the majority
think their interests are to be served by this
incorporation then let then give the minor-
ity a chance to get out. The amendment
I am about to move I think will give a fair
and equitable mode of ascertaining what the

value of the property is, and if it should turn
out to be worth nothing then the minority
get nothing. I should not, as a Canadian,
wish it to be said in other countries that
Parliament could be guilty of confiscating
the property of innocent people, without
giving them any chance to get compensation.
It may be alleged that there are no funds to
pay them, but any hon. gentleman who looks
at the returns of the profits of the Canadian
Pacific Railway will see that there is suf-
ficient profit on the earnings of one month
to pay the bondholders of this road, so that
there will be no difficulty about that. I
shall, therefore, move the amendment of
which I have given notice : That the said
Bill be not now read a third time, but that
the following clause " A " be added to the
Bill :-

" That within forty days after the passing of this
Act, any holder of bonds of the South-Eastern Rail-
way Company, upon notice to the other holders of
bonds of said company, by publication in the Cowans-
ville Observer, a weekly newspaper published in the
County of Missisquoi, in the district of Bedford, and
Province of Quebec, for two successive weeks, the
first insertion to be at least ten days before the
application, may apply to the Judge of the District
Court of said district of Bedford, for the appointment
of three Commissioners who shall, upon notice to
such other bondholders as the Judge of said Court
may direct, appraise the value in money of the South-
Eastern Railway and franchise, and other property
covered by the mortgage specified in this Act, and
that the title to said railway and franchise and other
property, or to any part thereof, shal not vest in the
company hereby incorporated, nor shall said coin-
pany take possession thereof until it has paid to such
bondholder his proportionate share of such valua-
tion."

HON. MR. BOULTON-When this Bill
was before the Railway Committee the day
before yesterday, I was inclined to take the
same view that the hon. gentleman from
Halifax has taken before this House to-day
in regard to this Bill ; but since then I have
taken pains to inquire into the position of
matters, and I see reason to alter the views
that I expressed on that occasion. The facts
in regard to this Bill are, that a gentleman
appeared before the Railway Committee
when the Bill was before the Committee, who
represented one-tenth of the bonds of this
company, and before this company was trans-
ferred from the custody of trustees to an in-
corporated company he wished to be prO-
tected in his holding of one-tenth of the
bonds lest as a shareholder and proprietor
his interest would be jeopardized, and I felt
at the time that this Bill might be an inter-
ference with the vested interest that he p0 8-
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sessed. I took very much the same ground
as the hon. gentleman from Halifax took
when he cited as an illustration the fact that
ten people might own a piece of land jointly ;
that nine of the holders may wish to put up
an hotel to utilize the land and try to force
the tenth holder to invest his money in put-
ting up this hotel to the extent of his share. I
did not go as far as that, but I supposed that if
ten people owned a piece of land jointly and
nine of them wanted to build, they had no
right to do so until they had obliterated the
holding of the tenth, and J believe still that
law holds good unless there is a special agree-
ment to the contrary at the time that the
ownership is created. This simile that the
hon. gentleman from Halifax put is not a
proper one as far as this railway Bill is
concerned, because there is no question of
building an hotel on the property or alter-
ing the investment in any way. The propo-
sition is to improve the railway for the pur-
pose of making it a better paying road. I
find on incuiry into the Act that created this
corporation and these bonds, that they carry
with them all the obligations necessary to
the proper working of the road under trus-
tees, or, in other words, it was set forth in
the mortgage under which the bonds were
created that should the road become a non-
Paying road and fail to meet the interests on
the bonds, that it should then be managed
by trustees who would be duly appointed
and who could hold meetings of the bond-
holders, and that any bondholder might call
a meeting to inquire into the affairs of the
trustees and that the majority should rule.
That is all set forth in the mortgage.

HON. MR. POWER-As to the manage-
Inent of the property, not the disposal of it.

HON. MR. BOULTON-They had no
Power to dispose of the property ; that is the
Weak point in the present position. The
trustees are trying to manage this road, and
the receipts and expenditure have not met
by $57,000 in the last seven or eight years,
and the deficiency has been about $7,000 a
Year in the cost of running the road, accord-
Inlg to the statement of the auditor. The
trustees have no power to borrow money to
Put the road in a better paying position.
The only way they can manage is to allow
the road to run into debt for any deficiency,
and after the debt has accumulated to a

Uffilcient amount it might be authorized to
20j

be sold under judgment. We have two
interests to consider in this matter. One,
the interests of the public, and the other the
vested interests of the people who seek legis-
lation at the hands of this House and it is
not in the interests of the public certainly
that the road should be managed that way,
because it is neither economical nor is it a
safe way of managing railway property.
Therefore, we have now to consider whether
it is wise for us to change the status of this
company from proprietors who were bond-
holders, but at the present moment in the
hands of trustees, or to give them the full
authority of a corporate body to manage the
road and to borrow more money in order to
put it in a better paying position.

I feel that according to the information I
have ascertained and f rom what I have read
in the mortgage there is no interference with
vested interests in doing that-it is merely
changing the position of running the road by
trustees to managing it through a corpora-
tion. The amendment of the hon. gentleman
from Halifax, J consider, is an interference
with vested interests, because while he has
attempted to protect a minority vote, he is
compelling a majority vote to do something
that they do not wish to do, that is, to com-
pel them to buy out the interest of the minor-
ity holders at a valuation to be arrived at
in a certain way. That is an interference
with the vested interests of the majority, and
the vested interests of the majority are quite
as dear to this House as are the vested inte-
rests of the minority. I think myself that
the amendment is uncalled for under all the
circumstances of the case as interfering with
the legislation which created these bonds
originally. More than that, I think from
what fell from the lips of the promoter
of the Bill, it is quite possible that the
minority may be benefited by this legis-
lation, because apparently it is the intention
to raise the $25,000 a mile bonds on the
road to expend a sufficient amount to put it
in working order, and then take up the old
bonds with anything that is left.

HON. Mr. POWER-The old bonds have
ceased to exist already.

HON. Mr. BOULTON-In that way it is
quite possible if that is carried out, which is
not a question raised by the hon. member's
amendment that it would give 50 cents or
25 cents on the dollar to the minority hold-
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ers along with the majority holders while
still maintaining the proprietary rights.
Whatever property the najority holders will
possess in the road will be en.joyed by the
minority holders as well in their proportion.
I wish to made this explanation, because I
am taking an opposite view from what I did,
when not so well aware of the facts in the
Railway Committee.

HoN. Mr. VIDAL-As Chairman of the
Committee I took very much interest in the
discussion on the matter and I must confess
I have a very warm feeling for Mr. Robin-'
son which, I know, was participated in by
a large number of the Committee and if it
were possible in any way legally to protect
his claim it certainly was the desire of the
Committee to do so. If I understand the
position Mr. Robinson, representing one-
tenth of the bondholders, aright, it is no
longer that of a creditor of the road. There
was a very strong attempt made on his part
to impress upon the minds of the Committee
the fact that his position was that of a cre-
ditor and that he had a claim on the road.
It was very distinctly shown to the Commit-
tee that the operation of the Quebec Act
was such that when this transfer took place
to the trustees and when the road failed to
pay the interest on its bonds, these bonds
ceased to exist, but the bondholders became
defacto owners of the railw ay, so that, except
in mere matter of form, they are really a rail-
way company with equal interest, all of them,
in the assets and property oi that company.
They are shareholders in all but the name.
It strikes me that when we know that they
are, at the present moment, shareholders of
the road in all but name, and that this
merely asks us to make that name a reality,
in the doing of which they may have the
opportunity, as owners of the road, to im-
prove it and make it a paying road, and to
give some value to the stock, it appears to
me that instead of being an injury to the
minority, it would be conferring a benefit on
them. The illustration given by the hon.
gentleman from Halifax has really helped
me to a clearer understanding of the position
than I had before. I think, when I have done
with it, I will convince the House that it will
favour my view of the matter more than his
own. Supposing this piece of property, held by
theseten people,to be property of that charac-
ter, that is utterly valueless unless there is an
expenditure of a large sum of money in the

way of drainage, or levelling, or excavation,
or something by which it may be made of
use to build upon, and it then becomes of
value to the owner ; in its present state it is
so marshy that nobody will give anything
for it, but by the expenditure of a sum of
money by which the water shall be drained
from it, and the ground converted into good
solid land, you can easily see that the minor-
ity interest is promoted, advanced and made
something, by the fact that the other nine
have the power of borrowing money-not
taking money out of the minority's pocket-
and by the use of that money making the
property valuable. That is the position, using
the illustration that the hon. gentleman has
given.

HON. MR. POWER-They cannot encum-
ber the tenth man's interest without his con-
currence.

HON. MR. VIDAL--Here is a great pro-
perty in the hands of trustees. It is pro-
posed by the majority that, by becoming a
company, and having the authority and the
power to borrow on the security of the road,
and expending the money on it, they can
convert it into a paying property-what
would be the position then of the minority
shareholder ? Will it not be that his shares
will become valuable? He will have his tenth
of the value of the read under the improved
circumstances, so that the process by which
it is proposed to act under this Bill is one
that, in my judgment, will be of benefit to
the minority holder himself. Then, we have
another objection, on a different ground, to
the amendment proposed by the hon. gentle-
man from Halifax, and it is this : It appears
to me to be the introduction of a new prin-
ciple altogether in legislation-an entirely
new principle-to say by legislation that we
shall compel these parties to become purcha-
sers of property they do not want. Itwould
be opening the door to a regular deluge of
Bills on the part of holders of shares in com-
panies that did not succeed very well, and
who would like to get out of the company.
It would be a very inconvenient precedent
to set. The man who put his money into it
knew what he was doing. He took the risk
in the hope of making money. His loss is
serious in the meantime, and has been for
years. We can feel for him, and if it iS
at all in our power to help him we would
like to do so ; but I feel it is not in our
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power to help him in the way that is pro-
posed by this amendment to the third read-
ing of the Bill.

HON. MR. SNOWBALL-My feelings in
this inatter are entirely in sympathy with
the parties who apply for the passage of this
Bill and its promoters ; but I feel that this
House and the country are entitled to more
information in reference to it than we have
received up to the present time. I have
listened with a good deal of care to the gentle-
men who have spoken on both sides, and
I came here this afternoon to, if possible,
get some information that would lead me to
believe that there is noMhing unjust in the
Bill placed before us ; but so far f rom this,
I feel that there has been an attempt to
override the rights of private individuals. I
am pleased to see the moderation with which
every person has met the case. I must say
that my feelings are so strong on the matter
that I can hardly speak with moderation on
the subject or on a Bill such as this is. We
are told that there is a railway in the Pro-
vince of Quebec, the South-Eastern Railway ;
that the original stock has passed out of the
company, and that the road is practically in
the hands of a receiver. Not having a legal
turn of mind, I may be excused for using
some expressions that will not bear out what
professional men might express. This road,
then, is in the hands of receivers or trustees
for the benefit of the bondholders. The bon.
gentleman who spoke last says that the
bondholders-the now owners of the road
-put their money into this particular
railway knowing what they were doing,-
knowing that they would have to submit to
the majority in disposing of the bonds. I
inaintain that they did not put their money
into this railway; the stockholders put their
Inloney into the railway. The bondholders
are a different set of people who, later on,
When the road got into difficulties or wished
to borrow money for some other purposes,
Went into the market and borrowed it from
the bondholders, for which they gave as
security a first mortgage on this road. What
do you now wish to do with those people?
You want to take away the rights of the
first mortgage claim and compel the bond-
holders to become stockholders. Why coin-
pel any man who invests his money legiti-
Iniately in an enterprise chartered and sub-
8idized by the Province of Quebec who have
gone into the market and haMe bought these

South-Eastern bonds feeling they were pro-
tected by the laws of this country to now
become stockholders ? The Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company, we are told, has bought
$1,350,000; the Boston and Maine Railway
Company $400,000 ; the Boston and Con-
cord $40,000 ; naking in all, $1,790,000,
out of the $2,000,000 of bonds. Now, these
three railway companies own $1,790,000 of
the $2,000,000 issued of bonds. They bring
this Bill here before us and they very pro-
perly and very nicely it appears, in the
twelfth clause, a portion of which reads:

" Provided that the agreement has been first sanc-
tioned by the consent, in writing, of every shareholder
of the company, and by the Governor in Council; or
failing such consent, of every shareholder, then by
two-thirds of the votes of the shareholders present or
represented at a special general meeting duly called
for the purpose."

Guard every person's right. They tell us
that nothing was to be done to prejudice the
interests of the remaining $200,000 minority.
The promotors of this Bill have more than
the two-thirds of the shareholders' bonds in
the pockets of one individual. And yet
they tell us there is no injustice to the min-
ority opposing it if we pass this Act. What
justice can these people ever expect to
receive ? In the very last clause of the Bill
before us-the 17 th-reading thus:

"17. This Act shall not come into force until after
the holders of three-fourths in amount of the said
bonds sign a consent in writing thereto and file such
consent in the office of the Secretary of State at
Ottawa."

They appear to be even more magnanimous.
They say this Act shall not come into force
until there is a three-quarter vote in favour
of it. The three-quarter vote is already in
the safe of the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company, and because these people hold
only $200,000 worth of bonds they are
ignominiously ignored. I heard the state-
ment of a gentleman " who holds the larger
portion of the minority interest in these
bonds," the other day before the Railway
Committee. I disclaim being moved by
pathetic appeals. I am not easily moved
by appeals of the kind, but when I heard a
gentleman come forward and make a state-
ment which is still uncontradicted - he
stated that " As soon as he heard that these
bonds were being asked for he came forward
and offered his bonds on the same terms as
others had been bought for, but was told in
reply they did not want his bonds, they
were valueless." He said: " I wish to show
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that I am not trying to put any obstacles in
the way of the proper working of this road;
I will take 50 cents on the dollar, whereas
you have paid 100 cents on the dollar for
the bonds you now possess. If you acquire
my bonds you have the entire road in your
possession." If this statement is true-and
it has not been contradicted-it is an im-
portant one in view of the assertion that we
heard here to-day. The hon. gentleman
from Halifax stated that the Canadian Pa-
cific Railway Company had offered $3,750,-
000 for this road a short time before.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I am informed that
that statement is entirely untrue. They
made a very foolish bargain in buying what
they did. They were very sorry for it after-
wards ; it was a terrible mistake.

HON. MR. SNOWBALL-I am not re-
sponsible for the statement. I mention what
had been stated before in this House and
the hon. gentleman kept his seat quietly
when this statement was made.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I did not want to
interrupt the hon. gentleman but I felt that
it was a very unwarrantable statement.

HON. MR. SNOWBALL-The leader ôf
the Opposition states that the Canadian Pa-
cific Railway Company made a very foolish
bargain in buying at the rate they paid.
Who will give them credit for making foolish
bargains ? Will they go on the stock exchange
and say that they make foolish bargains ?
Judge Clarke says that the bonds are not in
the hands of the Canadian Pacific Railway
because they have not money to buy stock,
but they are in the hands of Sir Donald
Smith and Lord Mount-Stephen, but can
anyone believe, with the history of that road
before him, that the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Company did not know what they were
doing ? Will anyone say that when they
bought these bonds at $1,350,000 they did
not know the value of them ? It looks too
weak and as if they were playing with the
credulity of this Parliament. This is a state-
ment to which we can expect hon. gentle-
men of this House to attach but little value.
That is not the way the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company has succeeded in business.
The attorney for this Bill stated the other
day before committee that one of the rea-
sons why they did not feel disposed to settle

with these people was that they did not
want to be coerced in such a transaction. Is
this a logical reason, and to satisfy their
pride should we be asked to legislate to force
the minority and deprive them of their pro-
perty. If they do not want to be coerced
why try to coerce these people who have a
$200,000 interest in the road ? I say it is
but fair to take the interests of the minority
into consideration when we are dealing with
this Bill. We are told that the Quebec Act
contains the powers they ask for. If it does,
why not act under it, as the property is in
Quebec ? The terms of the mortgage they
tell us transformed these people from bond-
holders to stockholders.

HON. MR. POWER-Not at all.

HON. MR. SNOWBALL-I maintain that
this is not so. These people certainly be-
come proprietors of the road under this
mortgage, but they did not in my estimation
lose the lien that they had by virtue of that
mortgage claim ; but this Bill niakes an
attempt to wipe out the claim. It clause 8,
which reads :

"8. Upon the name of each such holder being entered
on the said register, he shall become a shareholder of
the conpany owning paid-up shares in its capital
stock to the aggregate aiount of the said bonds and
coupons, or either of them, then held by him, after
which his shares shall be transferable in all respects
as if he had subscribed for them and obtained them
in the way usually adopted with respect to shares in
joint stock railway companies. "

By this they convert the bondholders into
shareholders 01 that road, and by another
clause they are given power to issue bonds
to the extent of $25,000 per mile. Let
us see the position the minority are in
now. According to this Bill, bondholders
holding bonds to the extent of $2,000,000
have power to convért themselves into stock,
holders to the extent of $3,200,000. I do not
know why they are going to do this, but if so,
how is it to be disposed of, divided among
themselves, or what course they are going to
pursue. Satisfactory explanation has not
yet been given why the bondholders holding
$2,000,000 of bonds are not in a better
position than they would be on this road
with common stock to a like value. Clause
11 gives power to bond the road to the ex-
tent of $25,000 per mile. As I must now
deal with the length of the road and other
statistics, I will deal with it from the Rail-
way Statistics issued by the Dominion Gov-
ernment Department of Railways in June
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last. In that you will see that the South
Eastern Railway is put down as being 260
miles in length. I do not know any section
of it myself. I give such figures as this
railway return which I hold in my hand
furnish. I repeat they convert $2,000,000
bonds into $3,200,000 of what I call worth-
less stock, $200,000 of which is to be forced
on the present first mortgage bondholders.
They then mortgage the road for $25,000 a
mile, amounting to $6,500,000. They thus
can put on that road $9,700,000 of debts or
claims the moment this Act is passed. What
is it required for i Has there been any
justification shown for it ? They say the
road is poor, that it is virtually bankrupt and
worthless. Where, then, is the security for
this enormous claim. I think I can show
that the road is not in as bad a condition
as represented. J know nothing about it
personaly : I never heard of the South-
Eastern Railway until the Bill was before
the Railway Committee for consideration, I
heard Mr. Robinson's appeal to do justice
to himself and a widow, I think his sister-
in-law, and I am acting, as J believe every
hon. gentleman here is acting, on purely
conscientious motives and look for informa-
tion. We are too apt to look superficially
at those things. I am surprised that some-
one did not go deeper into this matter and
show us what is meant by the action that
is being forced here to-day. They say that
the ground of this application is that the
road is bankrupt, and they appeal to us to
give them power to procure money and to
put the unfortunate bondholders in a better
position than they now occupy. This I take
it, then, is their strongest point, and this I
will endeavour to show is not so. They say
that the bondholders have a common interest
in this road-that the minority bondholders
have an interest in common with the others,
and that the majority have no interest out-
side the minority. How absurd. Can you
persuade this Parliament that the bond-
holders of i of the 260 miles of the road-
say 26 miles-have the same interest that the
Canadian Pacific Rail way Company possesses,
Owning 5,085 miles ? These minor bond-
holders have only -th part of the interest
that the others have. Are the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company who are virtually
acquiring the road, going to consider the
'interests of these people? No. They wish to
get this property-a line on which their
trains now run between Montreal and

Boston. They run over 65 miles of the
road.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-They pay for it. It is
not part of their system.

HoN. MR. SNOWBALI-Possibly they
do. Does the hon. gentleman mean to say
that the C5 miles almost approaching
the Atlantic has not more traffic in propor-
tion to mileage than the rest of their road
further west? i Has it not a larger earning
power? Then, again, my hon. friend from
Halifax says that seven miles of the road
is run over on route from Montreal to Hali-
fax-as main line of Canadian Pacific Rail-
way. Has that section of the road no more
earning power than the Canadian Pacifie
Railway track in the west, in passing from
west to east and east to west. The Cana-
dian Pacific Railway has to go over that
65 and seven or 72 of the South Eastern Rail-
way track, and I maintain that that portion
of the road must be worked to a far greater
extent than any other portion of the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-If you could lop over
the rest of the road.

HON. MR. SNOWBALL-I was pleased
to see the cautious and careful manner in
which the hon. leader of the Opposition
introduced this Bill. He seemed hardly
confident in the position he was taking. If
this road is so utterly worthless, I would
now refer you to the railway returns to see
what the earning powers are. Look at page
37 of the Railway Statisties, and you will find
that the earning power of the road for the
year ending 30th of June last was $589,529.
At page 41 you will find that the expenses
of the road were $479,566. Somebody's
veracity is slightly called in question. How
is that amount made up ? It is made up
with liberal expensive charges under every
head, and still this short report, which has
been sworn to, shows that there was a profit
that year on the running of the South-East-
ern Railway of nearly $110,000. What
has become of that money ?

HoN. MR. SCOTT-They can apply to the
court if there is anything wrong about it.

HoN. Mr. SNOWBALI-These state-
ments are sworn to by the gentleman who
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makes these returns. Our position here
forces us to go at the bottom of these trans-
actions. Will the hon. gentleman froi Ot-
tawa give me a copy of the report which he
read from ?

HON. MR. SCOTT-Certainly. It is
signed by the auditor. Mr. Robinson did
not complain that there was anything false
about that statement at all. He said he was
quite satisfied.

HoN. MR. SNOWBALL-Mr. Robinson
came before the committee and put his state-
ment before them as strongly as anyone
could. I understood him to say that he was
too poor to employ an attorney to look after
his case. He made a good case himself. He
could not stay here forever. We have had
this matter discussed here all afternoon and
there is a lot to be said about it yet.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Did not Mr. Robinson
admit before the committee that he was
quite satisfied that the statements of receipts
and expenditures were correct. He did not
find fault with them. This Bill protects him.
If there has been any error in the statement,
Mr. Robinson gets the benefit of it.

HoN. MR. POWER-Mr. Robinson coni-
plains that he could get no information.

HON. MR. SNOWBALL-Mr. Robinson
before the committee made these statements.
He says: According to the terms under
which the Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
pany hold this road they are bound to make
quarterly returns of the earnings and expen-
ditures in all matters connected with this
road. Mr. Robinson says that they utterly
failed to make those returns, and that he
was for four years unable to get information
as to the position of the road; that he had
gone to the office of the railway company and
could not get it. This occurred a week ago,
and remained unchallenged until to-day,
when the hon. gentleman at the last
moment reads a telegram denying Mr. Ro-
binson's statement. It looks ominous. I
do not say that any member of this House
will lend himself to anything improper, but
we find that people dealing with money
matters, such as banking directors, cashiers,
&c., abscond here and there, and that, in
dealing with such large amounts, it is dan-

gerous to trust too much ; we cannot take
statements brought in at the last moment
and unvouched for as gospel. The state-
nient which the hon. gentleman from Ottawa
has handed to me shows that in eight
years there was a deficiency of $54,000 in
the running of the road. It has not been
stated that the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company had it for eight years ; as a matter of
fact, they had it only four years. Now, what
do we find in the fouryears? The deficiencies
on the South Eastern Railway, as shown by
the Canadian Pacific Railway manager, would
be only $28,758 ; but I find in the four years
theygive for 18 88 $ 5 16,000earnings; for 1889
$547,000, or $31,000 of an increase; in 1890
$596,000, a further gain of $49,000 in the
earnings of the road. They give in 1891
$489,000 as its earnings. What has hap-
pened ? Are we in the midst of depression i
Will the hon. gentleman say that the return
is completed, or will he admit that there is
$100,000 to be added to that year's earnings.
I want information. I say the earnings this
year should show an addition of over $100,-
000 to the amount the hon. gentleman for
Ottawa,hasshown andhe shouldhave candidly
informed this House, as he has admitted
to me personally, that the earnings for this
year are not given in full, returns not being
all in, whereas the expenditure is complete,
and when the return is completed it will
show $80,000 at least this year to the good,
and if completed it would be very nearly as
much in favour of the road as the Govern-
ment returns of last year show. But there
is more evidence. I want to show this
House, the statement in the blue-book here
is just the information that this country
wants in reference to the road. I find that
the South Eastern Railway carried during
last year 381,171 tons of freight. Now, I
divided that freight by the number of miles,
260, and show what it carried per mile, and
I found that it carried a little over 1,466
tons per mile. I find that the Canadian Pa-
cific Railway carried 3,006,684 tons during
the same period. Divide this by their
mileage, 5,085, and you have a mileage freight
of 590 tons, showing that the main line Of
the Canadian Pacific Railway did not carry
much more than one-third of the amount of
freight this road carries. And still they tell
us that the Canadian Pacific Railway Con-
pany has had enormous profit while this is
a bankrupt road. Where is the explanation
now ?
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HON MR. ROSS-My hon. friend is trying
to prove that the road has realized large
profits. If that is correct, I do not see why
the minor shareholders complain so much.

HoN. MR. SNOWBALL-I am glad that
the hon. gentleman sees this; I will show
the reason why. These statements do not
agree with the statements furnished in the
official reports. The official statements say
that the road is earning; the other private
returns, that it is not. It is merely a inatter
of book-keeping. The official Government
return was not made in favour of this road,
but furnished for public information by
command of the Government. This Bill
desires to make this small road subservant
to the .5,000 miles of the Caiadian Pacific
Railway.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-It is not part of the
5,000 miles at all; it has nothing to do
with it.

HoN. MR. SNOWBALL-Is the hon.
gentleman sincere ? Can he be sincere? Is
there any gentleman who has had anything
to do with a railway that would doubt for
one moment that he cannot be sincere in
making such a statement after this Bill
merges the South Eastern Railway into the
Canadian Pacific Railway, or even now, under
the management of the president of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, as it is. Provided
a car load of pork or flour came from Chicago
or Manitoba over the railway to the seaboard
or to Boston for shipment, what proportion
of the freight will they give the South
Eastern? Will the South Eastern get for
carrying that freight from Farnham to New-
Port $2 a car, or $25 a car? That is where
the book-keeping and management comes,
and who are the parties who make that rate ?
Or who is supposed to make that rate ? Is it
the one-tenth of the road that makes the
rate or nine-tenths who are only represented
On the Board, and are the Canadian Pacific
IRailway ? Is Mr. Robinson represented i
Every one of the parties on that Board have
an interest in giving the South Eastern Rail-
Way a minimum amount for the freight and
other work done.

11ON. MR. SCOTT-One of them is a
banker.

1-ON. MR. POWER-The banker does
not go at all.

HON. MR. SNOWBALL-That is what
I supposed ; the banker does not act at all.
I have dealt slightly and only slightly with
the freight traffic. Now, I come to the
passenger traffic. By those returns I find they
got from passenger traffic $266,812, a very
nice sum for this little territory. Divided
by mileage again, it brings it to $1,026 per
car mile. What did the Canadian Pacific
Railway do in that time ? The Canadian
Pacific Railway carried, of course, a much
larger number, and realised therefore $2,-
685,730 which divided by their mileage
makes only $528 as their earnings per car
mile. How does this sound in the ears of
my hon. friend ? She South Eastern road
earned $1,036 from passengers per car mile,
against the Canadian Pacific Railway's
only $528, per car mile. The through rates
on those passengers always tell against
the longer and in favour of the shorter road,
and the inference is that the passengers
carried on the South-Eastern Railway had
to pay more per mile than those on the
longer railway. Still, I repeat the asser-
tion, as coming from the promoters of
this Bill, that one is a bankrupt concern
while the other is on top of all railways, not
only of Canada, but almost of America. But
there is another significant return in this
book which may strike hon. gentlemen as
telling against the South-Eastern. That is
the statement of engine mileage it takes to
conduct this work, according to this return.
The South-Eastern engine mileage, to do their
work, was 571,233 miles, or 2,197 miles per
mile of track ; whereas the Canadian Pacific
Railway ran 11,531,471 locomotive miles, or
2,267 miles per mile of track, making a large
excess of track miles run by the locomotives
of the Canadian Pacific Railway to do less
than half the work done on the South-
Eastern Railway. How is this accounted
for? I tell you it is all very well, and hon.
gentlemen can laugh, and possibly the hon.
gentleman from Wolseley is laughing at this
statement, or may be amusing himself with
something else, and does not want to get
information on this subject ; but I tell the
hon. gentleman that it is unfortunate, and
will sound unfortunate in the ears of this
country when it is known that every gentle-
man sitting in this House has in his pos-
session a pass over the Canadian Pacific
Railway. Of course, it does not influence
them and it is not intended to influence them.
You are too honest to be influenced in that
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way ; but I tell you it influences your feelings
in some respect, even if it should not do so.
Now, to resume: The earnings of one road
were $585,529 gross, or $2,267 per mile,
against the earnings of the other, $15,572,-
985, or $3,062 per mile. I have shown that
the smallerroad ran 2,197locomotive miles per
mile, whereas the larger road ran 2,267 loco-
motive miles per mile. I have, explained fully
toyou why the smaller road did more work but
got less pay-it is because the larger road
had the making of the differential rate over
this road, and it is impossible that the
smaller road, carrying two and a-half times
the quantity of freight, running less miles
and burning less coal, did not earn more
money on a proper apportionment of the
rate. A stronger argument, to my mind,
cannot be used than these blue-books to sus-
tain the position of the minority of the South-
Eastern Railway. According to these re-
turns, there was a net surplus last year of
$109,963. No one can dispute the correctness
of this statement. Capitalize that amount
at 4 per cent., a reasonable value for money at
the present time, and we find there was
enough surplus earned last year, if capitalized,
to borrow in the markets of the world
$2,240,000, and what do they want of more?
Can a road be bankrupt with the earnings
here shown? Can there be any justification
in authorizing, by this Bill, the issue of
bonds and stock to the extent of $9,700,000,
as asked for? If there is, there is some-
thing in railway book-keeping, or in members'
consciences, that I have never had any
experience of before. If these are not
facts which I state, controvert them if you
can. I will go still further ; I will say,
and it is only fair to state, that had that
shorter road been given the same rates for
carrying, which the returns show were got
by the larger road, they would have earned
last year $795 per mile more than they did.
Put these two roads on a par for earning
power, and there is no reason why they
should not be put on a par, as I have fully
proven, and what do you get ? You will
find that they would have earned $208,500
last year more than shown. If so, we capi-
talize again; now we have got the earnings,
giving them the same rates for carrying the
goods, and not counting for the extra quan-
tity of goods carried, they would show a net
earning power of $318,463. With such a
showing let them go into the money markets
and they can borrow $7,900,000, as they

could show by these returns that they
could pay interest on every dollar of it.
There is much more to be said on the same
point, going through this book and taking
page by page of it. Without occupying
more of your time and wearying the House,
I cannot do any more than ask you is this
blue-book reputable? Are those statements,
as sworn to by the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company, true ? If these statements are
true, and these other memorandums read
from are not sworn to-if, I say, this blue-
book is correct, what justification have we
in passing this Bill? I have no objection to
granting this company bonding power, and
I would judge that the road is clearly en-
titled to borrow $8,000,000 on the earnings
it shows; and if the road is in that position,
why not put these minority petitioners in a
position they are entitled to be in and allow
them to hold their positions as bondholders
on the road ? They are there now as owners
in common or bondholders. If we give them
power to issue $25,000 a mile, then give the
minority $200,000 of the new bonds and
then justice will be done. Let them come
in as owning $200,000 out of an issue of
$6,500,000 bonds, instead of that amount out
of $2,000,000, bonds as now. It seems to me
most objectionable to have companies coming
here year after year asking for legislation
almost on the same subject. There is too
much of this legislation coming to Parlia-
ment-coming to ask us to pass Acts to take
away some few people's rights. I must say,
hon. gentlemen, if you do it in this case I arn
deceived in my impressions of the integrity
of this House, or I must come to the conclu-
sion that the gentlemen who are promoting
this Bill have some information that they, for
some reason, have withheld from the House.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-It is evident
from the remarks of my hon. friend that he
is very much excited.

HON. Mr. SiNOWBALL-Iam not excited,
but you must/be, to think so.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-He has refer-
red to many matters with which we have
nothing to do. If these accounts are true
there is a proper court to go to for redress,
and this man's rights are not interfered with.
As regards the proportion of the rate, theY
are under the control of the Government
themselves. The Railway Act shows how
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these things should be regulated. It is un- before the courts for falsifying their accounts;
fortunate that my hon. friend should hold rity of the road. Now, it is our duty to
a pass from the Canadian Pacific Rail- preserve the rights'of the majority as well
way, because he may himself be influenced as the rights of the minority, and the majority
by it. on this roads feel that it is in their interest

that the road should be no longer held in
HoN. MR. SNOWBALL-I hold one, but trust-that if it is, the resuit wil be utter

not as a member of Parliament. ruin; but by the trustees being incorporated
and formed into a company the property will

HON. MR. KAUJLBACH-My hon. friend become valuable to aIl who have invested in
has passed over the road under a pass, and 1 it. My hon. friend has shown that at present
am surprised that he should say that mem- the earnings of this portion of the road ar
bers who hold passes may be unconsciously s0 great that in the future it will become
influenced by having accepted them, if he valuable again, by allowing it to go into the
himself is free from such influence. I do hands of persons who will work it so as to
lot think that any hon. gentleman should make a profit for the minority as well as for
come to the House and insinuate anything the majority. 1 say we would be adopting
of the kind. My hon. friend has referred a new principle here to coerce the majority
to a matter which, as I said before, we have of the shareholders in that road into paying
nothing to do with. This unfortunate man, a certain amount of money to the minority.
who is opposing the passage of this Bill, 1 say it would be an unwise principle to adopt,
has, like other people, lost a good deal of and the very remarks of the hon. gentleman
money in this investment. I have lost a from Chatham show that we would be under-
good deal myself in such investments, but I taking something which does not come within
never expected to come to Parliament to ask the purview of Parliament. The gentleman
them to give me relief or ask the majority of who came before the committee made no
a company to pay me what I had invested. complaint against the trustees. As far as
The South Eastern Railway Company have we could infer, he considered their con-
their existence under a Quebec Act. That duct was in the interests of the bondholders.
Company askedb in 1880 for permission to He did not take the proper means even to
Inortgage their property to pay the d raims get an account, but the presumption he
against it. It was allowed to do so on cer- created before the committee, was that the
tain conditions, and failing those conditions, trustees were acting fairly towards a the
default being made, the road became the shareholders in the road. It was admitted
Property of the trustees absolutely and the to be a fact that the way the road was being
bondholders became virtually stockholders run by the trustees it could neyer become
Or trustees in common. Now, their rights valuable, but would depreciate in value. By
are not interfered with. The hon. gentleman what we are doing here we are not confiscat-
from Halifax says that we are confiscating- ing the rights of the minority. We are not
ttat ve are actually changing creditors into going to change them f rom creditors to share-
8sharehoîders in this property. We are doing holders, and what bas been done has been

mothing of the kind. Their rights, whatever under an act of the Province of Quebec, over
theY were, have been legislated on by the which we have no control. The Company
Act of the Province of Quebec, and we do not itself bas put them in the position in which
iliterfere with it. What is the position here ? they are. We simply want, if we can, to,
These trustees hold the property. They have place this company in such a position that
been running the road for a number of years not only the minority, but ail interested in
~-they are virtualy running it now, and the the road, wil flnd the stock in the future, as

Canadian Pacific Railway Company are the I hope it will be, valuable property.
fa of those trusteesand t dith what resultw

te property has been run until it is in Ho-.. MR. SCOTT-I think it is exceed-
dett some $50,000, and my hon. friend's ingly unfortunate that very much bas been
COntenti>n is this, that the property is introduced into this debate that has no pro-
IOW virtuawly worth nothing. The trustees per place here. If the statements made by
eawt run it any longer on the earnings of my hon. friend opposite, are true, that the
the road. They may continue to go in debt, trustees in this particular case have been
'ot they cannot borrow money on the secu- recreant to their duty, they ought tobe cited
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but Mr. Robinson made no such charge
before the committee.

HON. MR. SNOWBALL-I did not make
it either.

HoN.Mr. SCOTT-If the statements-made
by the lion. gentleman opposite are true, the
trustees ought to be indicted. They have
not only been derelict in their duty, but
according to the hon. gentleman's statement
they have been guilty of fraud. There is no
other deduction to be drawn than that; but
Mr. Robinson took no such position at
all. He did not for a moment say that the
trustees had been derelict in their duties.
He knew that if the trustees had been guilty
of dereliction of duty to the extent of
one dollar, the courts could have at once
punished them. If there was any sur-
plus of earnings over expenditure on that
road in the operating of it Mr. Robin-
son could have compelled them to pay
him, by a short process, his proportion
of it. There are plenty of lawyers in
Montreal and everywhere else who would
only be too willing to take up the case and
proceed against the company. Mr. Robinson
himself is a lawyer and Judge in one of the
courts of Illinois, and is it to be considered
that he would, for a period of ten years, see
himself defrauded out of a large amount of
money and take no steps to protect his own
interest? The proposition is absurd, and it is
outrageous to make a charge of that kind.
It could not have any possible foundation.

HoN. MR. SNOWBALI-Would it not
be easier for the hon. gentleman to explain
that blue-book.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I have produced a
statement for the last eight years by the au-
ditor of this Company. If his statement is
wrong he is guilty of a criminal act, and he can
be indicted for it. The hon. gentleman from
Halifax made a statement also which has no
possible foundation in fact. He says this
Bill means confiscation. We have often, in
the public interest, been obliged to confiscate
property, but in this case there is no attempt
made to change the position of the parties.
If they issue $15,000 per mile in bonds, and
they find that they have a margin over and
above what is required by the road, it can
be easily distributed amongst the share-
holders. Is it to be believed that the Cana-

dian Pacific Railway Company would lend
itself to a fraud of the kind suggested by the
hon. gentlemen ? It is humiliating that an
hon. gentleman should suggest such a thing.
Let nie ask hon. gentlemen what is the history
of the Grand Trunk Railway ? Bonds were
issued that were a first claini on the pro-
perty; they were held by widows and
orphans and other investors in England.
They can recollect when we were asked not
to interfere with those bonds ; what was the
answer? It was said the railroad must
stop or we must wipe out the old bonds,
and what did Parliament say in the
interests of the people ? " We have to wipe
out the first bonds ; these bonds have not
been earning money, and the road has been
going down, and it has to be kept up ; " and
preference bonds were issued, not only once,
but second and third preference bonds in the
interests of the road-to maintain a public
highway that has to be kept up in the
interests of the people of the country. And
has not a large amount of money been lost
on this road? I have no doubt that farmers
all through that country, when this road
was inaugurated in 1886, were induced to
take shares in it because it was a local
concern. What was the consequence ? The
company went to the Legislature of Quebec,
after a time, and said : " We cannot get on;
we must issue bonds to raise money." Bonds
were authorized to be issued, and the share-
holders had to stand aside. There was
not only a first issue of bonds, but a second
and third, and those are all swept away.
We find history repeating itself. This South-
Eastern Railway is an unfortunate road.
The hon. gentleman says it is a part of the
Canadian Pacific Railway system. The
road is 260 odd miles in length ; 60 odd
miles is on the line to Boston and 7 on the
line to St. John. It has got to carry a dead
weight of 188 miles, and is wholly unpro-
ductive. In calculating the earnings of the
road we have to take it as 260 miles. Pro-
bably if the Canadian Pacific Railway did
not occupy some 77 miles of the road it
would be in a very much worse position, but
because they do occupy that much of it they
are able to bring it up to a certain level. i
felt as keenly as any one did that it was un-
fortunate for Mr. Robinson that lie held
this interest, but I have had my feelings of
sympathy aroused many times before because
people have made unfortunate investments.
We have all made unfortunate investments.
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I have been in companies where I was wiped
out because I was not strong enough to go
on, and everyone here has had a like ex-
perience. In large companies the one-third
has to stand aside and see the two-thirds
manage the business.

HON. MR. POWER-That was after they
had gone in ?

HON. MIR. SCOTT-Mr. Robinson was in
before the Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
pany was. He was the holder of bonds.

HON. MR. POWER-He is not in the,
company.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Yes ; he is -a holder in
the sane way as the others. Those four
parties, holding different proportions, own
the property. It is made perfectly evident
and clear that this property is unproductive,
and we know very well that railway pro-
perty is improved because you draw on the
future earnings. If you issue bonds for
twenty-five or thirty years you discount, in
a measure, the future earnings of the road.
As it is now, the trustees cannot go into
debt ; they have got to live from hand to
mouth. They have got to pay for everything
as day by day goes on. The people who favour
Mr. Robinson think his case is a hard one.
Suppose we come down to $12,500, what
would his position be then I The owners of
the road would have a debt upon it of $25,000
a mile. That is a very small mortgage debt
in this country ; there are no shareholders,
they are all wiped out. They are now the
Owners. I say it is a very poor property that
Will not earn a dividend on $25,000. I have
explained what will be the effect of reducing
the amount to $12,500 per mile, assuming
they use all of that money ; but they will
'lot use more than is actually needed to put
the road in proper condition. The hon.
gentleinan from Chatham taxed me with not
having brought full information before the
lHouse. I produced a statement from the
auditor, and when it was alleged here that
Mr. Robinson had been refused copies of
accounts I thought it an absurd statement,

ecause on his applying to the court any day
they would be compelled, under mandamus,
' furnish accounts. He was one of the

Owners of the road. He could look after his
oWn property. The trustees had to account
from month to month to him. Mr. O'Hal-

loran, the solicitor of the road, states dis-
tinctly that he has had repeated conversa-
tions with Mr. Robinson, and that he did
not want to see the accounts. He was satis-
fied that everything was straightforward,
putting more confidence in the trustees than
my hon. friend does. He looks upon them,
apparently, as a gang of thieves. If they
were practicing a fraud-as the inference
of the hon. gentleman's language is-they
might be indicted as criminals, but I think
my hon. friend will be disposed to modify
that view on further reflection. I cannot
accept the amendment.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I do not usually
take part in the discussions between indivi-
duals as to private Bills, but on this occasion
I think I must say a word or two on some of
the points. that have been raised, because
they involve questions of public policy which
I should be sorry to see dealt with in a way
that I consider erroneous by the Senate. My
hon. friend from New Brunswick mistook
the position of the parties before the House
entirely in the whole of his argument. In
point of fact, the former bondholders are no
longer bondholders. The bonds were extin-
guished by the acquisition of the road by the
trustees. The mortgage was a very peculiar
one: instead of providing for the sale of the
road by some process, as mortgages usually
do, it provided for a practical sale of the road
by lapse of time-that is to say, if there
were a default which lasted for a certain
length of time, after due notice to the com-
pany the road became the property of the
trustees, without the formality of a sale,
and they are the owners of it, exactly as if
they had bought it ; but they are owners of
it as trustees for the bondholders, which
bondholders no longer exist, except as pro-
prietors of the road, through the three
persons who became proprietors of it under
the mortgage. These gentlemen, therefore,
are now the owners of the road-in other
words, are exactly in the same position
as shareholders would be. They each hold
an undivided right in the road to the
extent of the portion of bonds that they
previously held, and they are now in the
position of, we will say, three parties being
the owners of this property. It is quite a
fallacy, it appears to me, to argue with
respect to this property as if it were a farm
or a house, which could be sold with almost
as little difficulty as goods, wares or mer-
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chandise, on the occasion of the owners
getting into trouble. It cannot be dealt
with that way. It cost, probably, three or
four millions of dollars, and the mortgages
on it amount to nearly three millions of
dollars, with a lot of interest accumulated,
which, I suppose, brings the claims up now
to the extent of three millions of dollars.
But they are the owners of property which,
apparently, cost three millions of dollars
amongst them. That property is producing
nothing. It is not to be supposed that there
is a purchaser at every doorstep who can
afford to pay millions of dollars for a
railway, and to bring it to a sale would be
simply, as everyone knows, to sacrifice it and
to put a large amount of expense on it with
no earthly possible necessity for it. The
sale of a railway is usually made to divest
the company of it when they have become
bankrupt. It is sold to clear the property
itself, in order that it may be placed in the
hands of a company and worked in a proper
way. That is exactly the position of this
road. The company became bankrupt, and
the property of the trustees, under a very
stringent statute, which vested it in thern
as if it had been bought. . Now cornes the
question of policy. It is not the policy of
the Government, or of the country, that a
railway should be in the hands of private
individuals and run by them. It is contrary
to that policy, and there is a specific clause
of the Railway Act which applies in spirit,
though not absolutely in letter, to this case,
that is : that when parties become proprie-
tors by purchase of a railway they may run
it for a short period of time without a
charter, but they are compelled to come to
Parliament and ask for a charter within a
reasonable time. If they do not wish to do
it within that time they may run it for a
while longer by license from the Govern-
ment. But, excepting in that way, a private
individual cannot and ought not to run a
railway, because there are many provisions
in the Railway Act which are made for
the purpose of protecting the public, and
are so framed that they can only be effec-
tually enforced against a railway company.
It is for that reason that the Railway Act,
sections 101 to 104-I daresay everyone is
familiar with thern-makes specific provision
that if a railway, or any section of a rail-
way, is sold to individuals, those individuals
shall only run it for a very limited space of
time, and during that time they shall make

an application to Parliament and get a
charter for it, in order that they may be
brought strictly and literally under the
Railway Act. It is important for the interest
of this road that it should be vested in a
company, and that this charter should be
granted. Then cornes the question : Is it a
matter of public policy that if, under autho-
rity of law, persons invest in railway bonds,
and any change intended to be beneficial,
and necessary, in fact, to the profitable exis-
tence of that railway, should be attempted
to be made, that the minority of bondholders
may come before Parliament and procure
such enactments as to compel the persons
who hold the majority of the bonds to
buy thern out before they will be allowed to
improve their own property ? That, I say,
is contrary to every principle that has pre-
vailed in Parliament since I have been a
member, and that is a longer time, I regret
to say, than I care to think of. During the
whole time that I have been in Parliament,
when it has been made clear that in the in-
terest of a great majority of the bondholders
of a railway or its creditors certain arrange-
ments must be made, certain sacrifices must
be submitted to by everybody, Parliament
has invariably given the authority to make
those changes and compelled the making of
those sacrifices, always, of course, on equitable
principles, and not injuring one party for the
purpose of benefiting another, but frequently
reducing, in all ways and shapes, the rights
of holders of bonds, holders of stock, holders
of preference stock and holders of property
in railways and railway corporations, for the
benefit of the great mass. I do not think I
can call to mind any case where Parliament
has compelled a majority, as a condition of
putting a property into a shape profitable
for the great mass of persons interested
in it, to buy out the minority in order
to attain that object. I know of no
instance of the kind. It would be un-
fortunate that such a principle should be
introduced into our railway or corpora-
tion legislation, because it appears to me
that it would have the effect of deterring peo-
ple from putting their money into railways
or into corporate bodies of a financial or
commercial description for fear that, if the
property got into difficulty, if they had the
misfortune to be large holders, they would
not only suffer loss in common with the rest,
but have to buy out the small holders too.
That, it seems to me, would be a gross in-
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justice. It depends on a socialistic princi-
ple which we have never sanctioned, and
which I hope we never shall. There is one
abjectionable feature in this Bill, and that is
why I rose to speak about it : the property is
proposed to be mortgaged for an unreason-
ably large sum. I do not think it requires
so large a mortgage as is proposed to be put
on this road under the Bill to do what is
necessary for the repairing and putting in
order of this road. The road exists, and I
think it cannot possibly cost $25,000 a mile
to put it in repair and fit it for profitable
use. I should hope that my hon. friend would
reduce the power with regard to the mort-
gage.

HON. MR. SCOTT-One-half.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-That would leave the
parties in a better position. The minority
would have a better chance. They say they
are likely to be swamped by this large mort-
gage. They will have a better chance of
having a share of the profits of the road
when it is put in good shape for effective
working. I think if the mortgage were half
the amount it would be quite sufficient.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I am willing to make
that change. I will move that the amount
be one-half-$12,500.

HON. MR. SNOWBALL-Had we re-
ceived the explanation that we have just
heard from the Premier it might have modi-
flied the opinions that have been expressed.
There is one thing to which I wish to direct
bis attention. Under the 12th clause, can
they sell to any other than one of those
Companies? I directed the attention of the
leader of the House to the fact that I find
il the railway statistics that the Atlantic
and North Western Railway is a portion of
the Canadian Pacific Railway. Here they
have the option to sell to the Canadian Pa-
cific Railway and Grand Trunk Railway.
Would it not be just as well to give them
PowAer to sell to other companies ? .

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend will
see that that is contrary to the principle
that we have adopted. We always insist
that we must know the persons to whom it

to be sold.

HON. MR. SNOWBALL-I think it is
rather unjust to me to contradict the state-

ment that I furnished. I did not prepare
the statements with reference to the earn-
ings of this road. I merely found them in
the blue-book. How can the hon. gentle-
man from Ottawa state that I perverted any
statement ?

HoN. MR. SCOTT-You made your own
deductions.

HON. MR. SNOWBALL-I would direct
my hon. friend's attention to the fact that I
did not make any deduction as to the net
earnings of the road. According to the blue-
book, the amount is $109,000 over the ex-
penses, and how can he reconcile that with
the statement he has made to the House?

HON. MR. O'DONOHOE.-The measure
before the House is one that deserves great
consideration ; but, before entering upon it,
I would observe that a point was made by
the hon. member from Chatham which should
be accepted by this House-that is, that the
minority of the holders should receive from
the company now sought to be incorporated
new bonds of those intended to be issued to
the amount of the old bonds held by them.
It seems to me that that would be a fair
adjustment. Unless it is the desire to cancel
their bonds, that would seem to be extremely
equitable. I do not think that the company
sought to be incorporated had any right to
dispose of the bonds held by the minority,
and if this Bill be granted and the company
allowed to bond the road anew to the extent
that they desire, or even to the extent that
the Premier has indicated, then these bonds
become perfectly valueless. It seems to me
to be against every principle of right to
coerce the minority and compel them to come
into a company to which they object. AI-
though it has been said that the illustration
advanced by the hon. gentleman from Hali-
fax is not in point, I fail to see that that
objection is well taken. I think it is quite in
point, and that the property here is held, as
the Premier himself has said, by the parties as
tenants in common, and that any number of
those tenants can deal with that property
without the consent of the whole or the
authority of Parliament. Parliament some-
times grants authority to take private pro-
porty when it is in the interest of the public.
In this case the property is not of that
character; it is as much private property as
the house in which a man dwells. It is as
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much his private property as his house, be-
cause no persons have come before the
Dominion Parliament to ask for a gratuity
or subsidy.

HO;. MR. SCOTT-They got a subsidy
from the Province of Quebec.

HON. MR. O'DONOHOE.-I did not say
that they did not get a gratuity what I
did say was that they got none from the
Dominion, and I think that, properly
speaking, they ought to be relegated back to
the province, where they got their gratuity
and their charter, to obtain the privileges
for which they are now looking. Why do
they come to this Dominion to look for these
privileges ? They have never come here be-
fore. Several Acts of Parliament have been
passed and charters granted time and again
to this company by the Province of Quebec.
Why have they not gone there to ask for
this incorporation ? Perhaps it may be that
they rely on the influence of the company
in the province and in the Dominion. We
know that those who are seeking this com-
pany have a large influence, not only here
but all over the Dominion. We know that
it is of a tangible quality in the Parliament
of Canada. It is necessary to refer to this
in order to put hon. gentlemen on their
guard, and that they should not be carried
away to do injustice to any private rights
when legislation of this kind is sought. It
is, in so many words, the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company coming before the Senate
of Canada stating that they want this rail-
way formed into a company. ' They are now
controlling it and have made no returns of
what it has been producing. They state in
their report, where they are giving an account
of their earnings, that this road is not ac-
counted for. The South-Eastern Railway is
not included in their returns. Why is it
left out ? Why is there not some account
given of the earnings of that road as well as
any other portion of the Canadian Pacific
Railway ?

HoN. Mr. SCOTT-It is no part of the
Canadian Pacific Railway.

HON. Mr. O'DONOHOE-Although it is
no part of the Canadian Pacific Railway,
does not the company give an account of
other lines besides what is the Canadian
Pacific Railway proper? This is the only

portion of the Canadian Pacific Railway
which is expressly left out of the question.
Is that in anticipation of coming to this
House to look for legislation, so that this
House should have no means of knowing
what the earnings were? My hon. friend
from Ottawa stated before the Committee
that accounts were spoken of as having been
given. The gentleman whose money went
into this railway to the amount of $200,000
was here day after day endeavouring to make
known his case, and he stated that for over
six months he has been applying and has
never been able to get a report showing the
earnings of this road. That is not the way
it should be. They should furnish accounts
of this road just as they do of others. A very
able advocate of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Company was present and did not con-
tradit Mr. Robinson. Therefore it is fair
to say that the statement which that gentle-
man made is true. What we are asked here
is to allow the company who bought up the
bonds that they holp at par to the extent of
$1,350,00 to purchase the rest. The Cana-
dian Pacific Railway Company tell us thut
these bonds are valueless, but how can you
hold that the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company gave $1,350,000 for something that
was valueless ? I asked in Committee what
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company gave
for the bonds. His Honour Judge Clark
stated that they gave par for them, but that
it was a most foolish act of the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company. Now the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway Company, if there is
any talent to be found throughout the
Dominion to manage its affairs, secures it at
any price.

At 6 o'clock the Speaker left the Chair.

AFTER RECESS.

HON. MR. O'DONOHOE resumed his
speech. He said : When the House rose
I was about saying that it might be felt, in
the words of the hon. member from Ottawa,
that the application made here was by a set
of trustees for the benefit of the bond-
holders. Now, it is as well for us to under-
stand that the application is made here
virtually by the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company and there is nothing to be gained
by calling this Bill anything else. The
powers sought for here are sought for by
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company. It
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is virtually the company. It has 'made
itself so by the purchase of this stock.
Between the Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
pany and some smaller companies, some of
them working with it, they control the
whole stock of this road, with the exception
of 8210,000 held by private individuals.
Mr. Robinson, a citizen of the United States,
owns $200,000 of those outstanding bonds.
He was here last week and he felt greatly
aggrieved at this legislation, and by every
means in his power entered his protest
against it. The proposal here is to organize
a company by means of a register being
opened, registering stock on that register
by the first of September next, and by
producing that register, with .4 record
on it of those bonds, then the company of
itself forms without more. No ceremony at all
about it-just have the bonds and produce
the statement and the company is formed
and they are then in a position to borrow on
the road. They propose to borrow four
millions of dollars. With the four millions
of dollars, it is to be presumed that they
can pay themselves for the bonds that they
hold and as to the balance appropriate it
just as the company think fit. But at any
rate, the four millions would be a first charge
upon the road, and these individuals who
hold the $210,000 stock are left to whistle.
All they can ever hope for is that if the
road earns largely and became very profit-
able after paying the four millions off, then
they would have some secondary rights.
That is the position that it is sought to place
these individuals in, and the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company comes here and
asks the Senate of Canada to aid them in
that legislation. The Senate has its functions,
and if it has any function higher than
another it is that it holds forth its strong
hand in favour of the weak against the strong;
but here we are asked to fall in with a
colossal institution, the greatest railway
cOrporation in all the Dominion, and to assist
l making the strong stronger and the weak
'Weaker by confiscating the few hundreds
of thousands that vest in these individuals.
That is neither just, fair nor right. If
they want to get a company formed let
it be formed, but before they shall confiscate
the property of the minority let them be, as
the amendment states, bound to settle equi-
t4Lbly with those people that hold the bonds.
10ey are not asked by that amendment to pay

per cent., or cent per cent, or dollar for
22

dollar: they are only asked that the value
of the outstanding bonds be ascertained by
a judge of the district in which this road
lies, and whatever that value may be that
they shall pay it to these bondholders. Can
anything be fairer than that? To me it
commends itself. I believe it is only simple
justice, and to this Senate I would say, in
their own honour, that this is an occasion to
make itself felt and respected. On another
occasion when à railway was in question
here, the vote of the Senate raised it high
in the estimation of the community; and I
hope that that action will be followed by a
vote in this instance where the independence
and honour and honesty of the Senate will
become visible to the people of Canada. It
was suggested by the hon. Premier to the
promoter of this Bill, the member for Ottawa,
that the sum asked for should be reduced to
half the amount, so that instead of giving
bonding power to this company for $25,000
per mile that they should reduce it to
$12,500, and he said in that there would be
some relief. He did not say what that relief
would be, but that there would be some
relief to this minority. I cannot see any
relief whatever to the minority in the pro-
position, excepting this, that there is a
greater probability of $2,000,000 being
paid off and giving the private bondholders
a charge upon the road than there would be
in paying off the larger sum of $4,000,000,
but in principle there is no difference. The
Premier stated that in his large practice he
had known of no case where the minority
was able to stand between the majority and
the acts they desired to perform. On that
score I differ entirely from the hon. Premier.
There is no law for railroads that there is
not for any other species of property except
it is conferred upon them-except Parlia-
ment gives them additional and exceptional
power. They stand in the same position,
in the same plight as any other property
does, and I submit to the hon. Premier
himself, than whom there is no better
judge of the law, perhaps, in the Dominion,
that where a number of persons take pro-
perty real or personal in unity of title, no
one or more of them can dispose of that pro-
perty without the concurrence of the whole.
It is a different matter, quite a different
matter from the case where the company
forms and gets a charter with power con-
ferred on the majority of that company to
pass by-laws or to govern or to control the
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minority. Here there is nothing of that
kind. These are left to the common law and
that common law, I venture to say, is that
where a number of persons take any unity
of title, no one of that number can dispose
of that property without the concurrence of
the whole. The Premier stated that the prin-
ciple of law was in that way. An employé,
and f rom the fact of his being that he must
be a man of good reputation in the law,
wrote a letter to the holder of these bonds
and lie said to him this in reply to a letter
to Mr. O'Halloran, an attorney of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, asking
him about the status of these bonds, and lie
wrote February 5th, 1890:

"One of two courses will have to be taken in the
interests of the road. Either the Canadian Pacifie
Railway must acquire all the bonds and re-organize
theý concern and make the necessary expenditures to
make the property up, but the minority interests
must come in and bear their share of the burden.
The situation is enibarrassing, and the Canadian
Pacifie Railway people who are the largest holders
for them feel now how hopeless it is to expect the
minority voluntarily to contribute and they are power-
less to conipel them. Under the circumstances he
says : 'I think if the private holders were disposed to
seil their bonds at a price not too much above their
actual value the Canadian Pacifie Railway people
would be disposed to arrage.'

Now, that is what Mr. O'Halloran says, that
the Canadian Pacifie Railway would be in-
clined to arrange. That is all we ask. That
is all those bondholders ask ; they say, and
that gentleman said to our Committee that
lie did not want to stand in the way of the
company getting its charter-all lie asked
was to be protected ; all lie asked was to get
the value of the bonds. He did not ask to
get the face value or any particular value;
but he says: " Find the means of ascertaining
the value and give us that, and then take the
road ihto your hands, organize a company
and we shall in no way embarrass you or
stand in the way." So that while the lion.
Premier holds the law as he stated it, Mr.
O'Halloran an employé of the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company, states it as I have
read it, and this statement was read by this
gentleman, the holder of these bonds, in the
presence of Judge Clark, who was present
as the advocate of this Bill and of the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway Company. It appeared
strange to me that while the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company has been in pos-
session of this road and operating it for the
last four years that there is no return for it.
This gentleman stated that up to the present
hour since lie invested his money, he never

got one cent as a bondholder. It is very
strange that during the four years there is
no return made from which any profit would
go to these bondholders, and while the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company makes
its report to its shareholders, reporting every
other road, it states at page 8 of the return,
after giving the earnings of the different
roads : " The earnings and working expenses
of the South-Eastern Railway, which is
worked by the company for the account of
the trustees, are not included." Who are
the trustees? The trustees are the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company-the Vice Presi-
dent, Mr. Van Horne.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-He is only one.

HON. MR. O'DONOHOE-They are com-
posed of the two small railways, one of thiem
working with the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company and Mr. Van Horne. Mr. Van
Horne represents these bonds nearly in their
entirety. He represents, out of the $2,000,000
bonds, $1,350,000, so that lie has the con-
trolling power amongst the trustees and is in
a position to prevail, of course, in anything
lie wants done. Now, while the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company's annual report for
the year 1890 of the proceedings at the tenth
annual meeting of the shareholders held on
Wednesday, May, 1891, states that there is
no return respecting the South-Eastern road
in our blue-books and in the returns made
to the Government there is a different story.
At page 31 of the Railway Statistics of
Canada for 1890 the South-Eastern is entered
as 260 miles. There seems to be some other
piece of a road joined to it, for the road
we are speaking about is only about 200
miles long.

HON. MR. SCOTT-There are several
small branches to it.

HON. Mr. O'DONOHOE-The earnings
of the road are given here for that year as
being $187,197.15 for passenger traffic; for
freight $364,965.22; mails and express
freight, $17,826.61P; other sources, $19,-
538.61, making the gross receipts $589,529.59
for one year. It also gives the expensesof
that year. For maintenance of line, build-
ings, &c., fV the same period, $7,196 ; work-
ing and repairs of engines for the same period,
$11,200 ; then it gives the general operatifng
expenses and the gross expenditure on a0-
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count of running of the road for that period
at $178,865.82. So you have to deduct that
sum from the net earnings, and you will find
that the difference makes the net receipts
for that year. The road has been operated
for four years and if other years were equal
in their earnings, there would be four times
that amount. It is inconceivable to me that
in their report to the shareholders this road
is not accounted for at all, while in the re-
port to other shareholders they give the
result that I have now laid before you.
Why ? I cannot tell. They have made the
statement that this road is worthless ; they
say that the bonds are worth nothing.
That is what they stated before the Com-
mittee. That is what they say to their
attorney and counsel, Judge Clark - that
the bonds are no good. The question was
put to him, why did you buy them or what
did you give for them ? He said : " We
paid par for them," and lie follows that up
by saying they never did a more foolish act in
their lives than to buy them. The Canadian
Pacific Railway Company were very foolish
on that occasion; they had been operating
this road ; they knew all about it and
lade a very foolish bargain in buying these
bonds. One would think that the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company was a baby in
Swaddling clothes ; that it did not know
What it was doing-that its guardians or its
nurse was away while it was buying these
bonds. While they say the bonds are worth
nothing, they come here and ask us to give
them power to borrow four millions of dol-
la.rs on that worthless road.

HON. MR. POWER-Five millions.

IION. MR. O'DONOHOE.-Yes, five mil-
liOns. I have made a mistake. However,
as to that, the Premier suggested to the pro-
'Yoter of the Bill that it would be better to
fx that at half the amount, to which the
lYember for Ottawa assented. It seems to
'e that the amendment proposed should com-
'flend itself to this honourable House. There
's nothing asked but what is fair, the value
of these bonds. They are in the hands of
private individuals and these private indi-
Viduals have invested in thiem their all. It

nil not impoverish the applicants very much
tOtake these bonds at a valuation, because ifthey be as they say valueless, they will have
nothing whatever to pay. If they are of some
alue they will only have to pay that value,

what they are found to be worth, and no
wrong is done, and in equity and justice it
is only fair and reasonable, and doing other-
wise would only be perpetrating an outrage.
Mr. Robinson, the gentlemanwho holds$200,-
000 of these outstanding bonds, a most res-
pectable American citizen at the closing of
his case before the Committee said : "A more
daring outrage upon the rights of a minority
of actual owners of property could not be
perpetrated or conceived."

HoN. MR. PERLEY-I had no idea of
saying anything on this question, though I
was on hand yesterday in the Railway Com-
mittee at the very commencement of the
discussion on this Bill, and I paid the best
attention I possibly could to it in order that
I might acquaint myself with all the facts
connected with the measure, and thus be
able to give a fair and just vote that would
be creditable to myself and to the House of
which I have the honour to be a member. I
have been in my place here to-day from the
commencement of the debate, and there has
not been a word said that I have not listened
to, endeavouring to inform myself on the
question, and I may say that it is my inten-
tion to vote as my judgment dictates, and. I
feel sure that my lion. friend on my right
will do the same. My -lion. friend f rom
Chatham, when I laughed this afternoon
(for which I received a castigation), told us
that we were influenced in our vote
from the fact that we might have passes
from the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
in our pockets. I may say that I did not
laugh at the lion. gentleman. His remarks
were neither witty nor eloquent ; but I
tell him that I laughed at the ridiculous sum
he mentioned which crea ed an appearance
of disgust on the face of the lion. gentleman
from Ottawa, and that is what caused me to
laugh; and I may say now that if I was a
little rude and laughed too loud, I am sorry
for it, because it broughtupon thishonourable
House a censure which I think they are not
entitled to-that is, that they are influenced
in their vote on this question because they
have passes from the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Company in their pockets. If I be-
lieved for one moment that for the pass that
I hold in my pocket the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company expected to get my vote,
they have no train on their road that would
carry that pass back to Montreal fast enough
in my case, and I bellve that I voice the
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sentiment of every hon. gentleman in this
Chamber on this question. I may say that
the hon. gentleman who has cast that re-
flection on me and on every hon. gentleman
in this House has been a member of the
Reform party, and it is reported that he
said on a recent occasion that his politics
were changed by reason of the position he
now occupies as a Senator in this House. It
is only a rumour, but I would infer from the
reflection he casts on hon. members in this
House that he himself might be influenced
by having a pass of the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company.

HoN. MR. DEVER-When the debate
took place in this House before I knew
very little of the merits of the Bill, but by
listening to the discussion on both sides it
enables me to give my vote according to my
belief. I have listened with a good deal of
care to the gentleman who put this question
from a legal standpoint before us, and I
have no hesitation in saying, from the ex-
planation given by the Premier, my opin-
ions have changed very much. I have also
had my opinions changed very much from
the argument of the hon. gentleman from
Toronto, another lawyer, who said that the
property of these parties, meaning the min-
ority, would be confiscated in this case. I
cannot see it in that light. I hold that the
majority of the stockholders, at a meeting
held at any time, have a legal right to order
how that stock shall be placed. The gentle-
men to-day who hold the majority of stock,
or bonds, which represents stock, according
to the statement of that hon. gentleman,
amounting to two millions of dollars, I cer-
tainly think, and this House should think,
have a right to control that stock, and if their
action is not satisfactory to the minority
I do not see that the minority are in any
way blocked or estopped from getting a ma-
jority of the bonds. Why do not these gentle-
men come in and obtain a majority of the
bonds, the same as the gentlemen who are
making application to this House for legis-
lation ? There was nothing to prevent them
from doing so. I know that I have been
placed in such a position myself that I have
been obliged to acquire stock that I did not
want in order to place myself with the ma-
jority. The hon. gentleman says that the
earnings of the road at present have not
been made public. One good reason is that
that road was a non-paying affair before the

Canadian Pacific Railway people got hold
of it, and I do not see that they have any
right, since they have got hold of it and made
it a good road, to represent to the outside
public or to these minority stockholders that
it is a paying road now, when it only pays
by the skill, ability and power of the later
owners. I think that is the secret, and
there is no reason why this minority should
insist that the road should not be run by
the parties who are competent to run it,
when they could not by their own actions
do so profitably themselves. The majority
of the bondholders have a perfect right to
ask for legislation to enable them to control
the road in such a manner as would be most
beneficial to their own interests. On that
basis I have heard nothing to alter my
opinion that they have not a legal and
proper right to do so in this House and
before the country.

HON. MR. CLEMOW-From the discus-
sion that has occurred to-day it must be
evident to every hon. gentleman in this
House that there is a strong feeling of sym-
pathy for the other parties who are inter-
ested in this ftransaction. If this party in-
vested his funds at the time when this
company was organized, having stockholders
to a large number and having a large amount
of indebtedness, I consider his position is
better to-day, because these stockholders
are wiped out and all these debts are paid,
and the minority party becomes possessed of
a property at a very low rate in comparison
with what it was at the sime he invested.
The extraordinary doctrine propounded by
the hon. gentleman from Toronto astonished
me. He made a proposition that the cow-
pany should raise this amount of bonds, and
out of the proceeds of these bonds they should
pay the Robinson family $200,000 in money.

HON. MR. O'DONOHOE-No ; the value
of the bonds.

HoN. MR. CLEMOW-I understood that
out of the proceeds of the bonds they should
indemnify the Robinson family.

HoN. MR. O'DONOHOE-To the value
of what they hold.

HON. MR. CLEMOW-If he does nOt
mean that, of course I shall not continue
that line of argument. What would be the
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effect on this road if nothing was done ?
Supposing both parties were to say: We shall
not advance any money to run this road ;
you shall not apply to Parliament for the
necessary power to raise money, but we shall
leave the road as it is; would that improve
the position of those parties, or would it be
an injury to them? If it is true, as has been
stated, that this road can be made remunera-
tive with a small investment of money and
become a profitable asset in the future, is it
not rendering a substantial service to the
minority shareholders by doing what is pro-
posed to be done by this Act? A good deal
has been said about statements not being
furnished. I took particular care before the
committee to ask Mr. Robinson if he had
any cause of complaint on that score, and
he very frankly said he had not, as he
had been absent from the country a long
time and he could not say but that the trus-
tees had performed their duty fairly and
honestly ; so that we may remove that ele-
ment from the question altogether. If the
trustees have not performed their duties
in a satisfactory manner the courts are
open to the stockholders, but I think
it is a dog-in-the-manger policy for those
parties to say that they shall do neither
one thing or the other. In the case of a lot
of land, it is said they would be tenants in
common. In Upper Canada we all know it
Would be an impossibility to force one man
out unless he was agreeable; but this case
is diametrically opposed to that, and on a
different basis altogether. There was an
Act of Parliament passed, and I supposed
this gentleman knew before investing his
iuoney the conditions upon which he in-
Vested it, and took the risk upon himself,
and I do not think it lies in his mouth now
tO come here and say that he was not aware
Of the circumstances under which he was in-
duced to embark his money. Under all the
circumstances of the case, I do not think
8niy serious wrong will enure to those par-
ties. The business is largely increasing and
the profits last year were largely in ex-
cess of those of the previous year, with a
good probability of a large increase in the
future. All it requires is a judicious expen-
diture of money on it to make that road a
Paying investment, and if the parties were
'nclined to act in a mannèr that would serve
all .interests they would go to work as
business men and try to make the most of it.
That is the true way that this matter

should be considered, and I believe that
Mr. Robinson, if he were living in this
country, would see the advantage of that
position; but, I suppose, like other men,
Mr. Robinson thinks if he can get 25 cents
on the dollar now it will be better than to
wait for the chances in the future He does
not live in this country, and has not perhaps
the same confidence in it that we possess,
and thinks that if he can get some value for
his bonds now it will be better than to wait
for the future. It is all very well for this
gentleman to say that he has realized nothing
on his investment; but, remember all this
time the trouble and difficulty has been with
the trustees to raise sufficient funds for the
purpose of carrying on that undertaking. In
ordinary business affairs every man would
have to contribute pro rata. Of course, there
is no legal authority by which he could be
compelled ; still he has had the advantage of
other people supplying the capital, and if it
enures to the benefit of the road he parti-
cipates in a share of it.

HON. MR. POWER-Would the hon.
gentleman be kind enough to tell us out of
what fund they supplied those moneys.

HON. MR. CLEMOW-I do not know,
but I know that the road has been kept
going, and there has been a loss of some
$50,000 in the operating of it. That money
must be supplied by somebody.

HON. MR. O'DONOHOE -From the
earnings of the road ?

HON. MR. CLEMOW-No; I am told that
there has been a dead loss. That money, of
course, must have been lost by somebody.
Mr. Robinson never contributed towards the
payment of a solitary cent of the money
necessary to keep that road in running
order.

HON. MR. POWER-He said he paid an
assessment of 10 per cent. at one time.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Not since 1880.

HoN. MR. CLEMOW-One thing is true,
that there has been a loss, and that loss must
have been paid by the trustees or somebody,
and it has enured to the benefit of Mr.
Robinson. The majority would have the
benefit to the extent of nine-tenths and the
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minority would benefit to the extent of
one-tenth. If it is a loss, it is only fair that
the minority should contribute to the extent
of one-tenth of the loss. He should feel
thankful to those people for keeping the
road in working order, and making it a pay
ing concern in the future. It may be said
that they are going to sacrifice this man,
but I do not think the Canadian Pacifie
Railway are likely to do that. There is
another point, respecting the proportion of
rates. That is all settled by parties outside
-by experts, and, if they do not agree, then
by the Committee of the Privy Council.
As far as that is concerned, every road
in the country receives what is just and
fair, being in proportion to the amount
of travel over that road. However, if the
rights of the parties were exceeded he had
bis recourse against the trustees. A clause
of the Act gives him that right, and he can
continue any action he pleases in the future
for the purpose of making these men account
to him fairly and justly for whatever is
fairly due. I did not intend to speak on
this question, but as I took some interest in
the matter before the committee yesterday,
and as I found from Mr. Robinson he had
no cause of complaint against these trustees,
but lis sole feeling is that he would like to
get back bis money, or that the trustees should
pay him. That is very natural, and I sym-
pathize with him, and I believe every hon.
gentleman in this House sympathizes with
him in the same way. As a true business
man, if he would settle with the Canadian
Pacifie Railway now to put that road in
proper shape he would be satisfied in the
future that he had done the best thing under
the circumstances.

The House divided on the amendment,
which was lost on the following division
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DeBlois, Pelletier,
Dever, Perley,
Drummond, Poirier,
Girard, Prowse,
Glasier, Ross,
Guévremont, Scott,
Howlan, Sihith,
Kaulbach, Sullivan
McCallun, Tassé,
McKay, Vidal.-41.
McKindsey,

THE SPEAKER-The motion is now on
the third reading of the Bill.

HoN. Mr. SCOTT-I propose to ask the
House to refer the Bill' to a Committee of
the Whole, with special instructions to reduce
the bonding power of $25,000 to $12,500 a
mile.

The motion was agreed to.

The House resolved itself into a Commit-
tee of the Whole on the Bill.

(In the Committee.)

HON. MR. ROSS-I should like to know
if the promoter of the Bill is in a position to
state to the House that this amount of
$12,500 is necessary to repair the road and
put it in good order, or what is the inten-
tion of the promoters of the Bill in asking
that bonds be floated to that amount 1
What induces me to believe that this point
has not been discussed enough is the fact
that we have come down from $25,000 a
mile to $12,500 a mile at one stroke. We
must have been very much astray at first or
we are very much astray now. I think that
this question deserves some explanation, and
for my part I desire very much to have it.

Hox. MR. SCOTT-It never was intended
to issue the $25,000 per mile. In the com-
mittee of the other House there was a blank
in the Bill, and the question was asked :
" What amount do you want? " The gentle-
man who was acting for the company did
not know, and he said: "We will put in
$25,000.", The trustees will use no more
than is necessary. They only will issue what
is actually necessary. Supposing they issued
to the extent of $10,000 or $15,000 a mile,
there would be a surplus that would go back
into the treasury ; but there is no desire to
issue a larger amount of bonds than is actu-
ally necessary. To-day the question arose
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that it could not be possible that that large
amount would be issued. I applied to the
gentleman who knows the views of the vice-
president, and he said there would be no ob-
jection to bring it down to $12,500. It is
not like a company that want to build a road
on their bond issue. They only want to
repair the road and improve their rolling
stock.

HON. MR. ROSS-Is it possible that
$12,500 will be necessary i

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I am not prepared to
answer that. It will require a very care-
ful study before one would be able to say.

HoN. MR. ROSS-The promoters of the
Bill ought to be able to declare to the House
that a certain amount of money is wanted
before they get the right to issue bonds for
that amount.

HON. MR. POWER-I quite agree with
the hon. gentleman who has just sat down,
but I desire to congratulate the committee
on the vastly improved moral tone of the
hon. gentleman frorn Ottawa from what it
was when we met this afternoon. At the
Opening of this debate the hon. gentleman
did not see any objection to raise $25,000 a
Imile on the road and paying the minority
With the portion that would be unnecessary
for the purposes of the road. I am very
glad to see the change in the hon. gentle-
tian's views.

HON. MR. SCOTT-It is not a matter
that is worth discussing.

HoN. MR. PELLETIER, from the com-
Illittee, reported the Bill with an amend-
ment.

The amendment was concurred in, and
the Bill was then read the third time, and
Passed.

STEAMBOAT INSPECTION BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (85) " An Act further to
amIYend the Steamboat Inspection Act." He
said : This is a Bill principally for the pur-
Pose of meeting a case which repeatedly
ocurs now, and it is the advent of steamers
from the other side of the Atlantic that had

been inspected in England, where there is a
regular systern of steamboat inspection, like
our own. Such a steamer comes here and
carries freight for the season, returning in
the fall, and it is to avoid the necessity of
these steamers, which have certificates of
inspection from the British Board of Ins-
pection, seeking for similar inspection, exami
nation and certificate here. ' There is a
large amount of tonnage engaged in the
trade of this country in that way carrying
coals from the Maritime Provinces, and it is
considered it would be a great grievance to
compel these, steamers to go through an
inspection here, when they possess a certifi-
cate of inspection frorn the English Board.
There are some other minor details in the
Bill which will appear when we take it up
in the committee.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I do not under-
stand the 7th clause, which provides that
the inspector-

"Section fifty of the said Act is hereby repealed, and
the following substituted therefor:-

" '50. Notwithstanding anything contained in section
six of this Act any inspector may, at any time, visit
any steamboat and inspect and examine the same, and
if he consider such steamboat unsafe or unfit to carry
passengers he shall report thereon to the Minister,
who may order that such steamboat shall not be'used
or run until permitted by the Minister.'"

Does that apply to steamers having Bri-
tish register as well as to foreign steamers
also, or does it apply only to vessels regis-
tered in Canada?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I think it applies
to all vessels in Canadian waters. It is ob-
viously for the protection of lives of passen-
gers. I think it is the old law.

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

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES
PRESENTATION BILL.

RE-

SECOND READING.
HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second

reading of Bill (148) " An Act further to
amend the North-West Territories Represen-
tation Act." He said: This is a Bill to effect
a reform which is about being made in the Con-
troverted Elections Act. It is to avoid the
technicality which arises in, making a deposit,
which must be made now in gold or Domin-
ion bills. It is to enable the deposit to be
made in ordinary currency.
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HoN. MR. SCOTT-Is the change being
made throughout Canada?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It is being made
universal, but in this Bill it is for the North-
West Territories alone.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I do not rise
for the purpose of opposing this amendment
tothe North-West Territories Representation
Act, but I rise to state that when the Bill is
up for the third reading I will move that
the 51st section of that Act shall be repealed,
and that the 45th, 46th, 47th, 48th and 49th
sections of the Dominion Elections Act shall
be added to this Bill. There are some hon.
gentlemen here that are not, perhaps, aware
that the ballot does not apply to all the
for the election of members of the House
of Commons. When this North-West Ter-
ritories Representation Act was before the
House in 1886 I moved myself an amend-
ment to the Act-and it came within three of
being carried-that the ballot should apply
provinces and territories of the Dominion
to the North-West Territories as well as
to the other portions of the Dominion. I
was supported, and very warmly supported,
by a great many followers of the Govern-
ment at that time in this House, and I
claimed then that there were no valid rea-
sons why the ballot should not be placed in
the hands of the people of the North-West
Territories as well as in other provinces of
Canada. I could not see why this anomaly
should exist. A few years ago, in 1885, the
Franchise Act was passed, and the principle
on which it was based was that the franchise
should be uniform all over Canada. Now,
if it is necessary to have a uniform Franchise
Act all over the Dominion, is there any rea-
son why the people living in the North-West
Territories should le deprived of the same
privileges and rights in exercising the privi
leges that are granted to the people living in
the provinces? I claimed at that time that
it was a gross insult to the intelligence of the
people in the North-West. It was tanta-
mount to saying that they were not suffi-
ciently intelligent to use a ballot. -I have
some knowledge of the North-West Terri-
tories, and I think the hon. gentlemen
from that part of the country who are
here to-night will agree with me that,
comparing the population there, man for
man and woman for woman, with the popu-
lation elsewhere in Canada, they are as intel-

ligent a people, yes, as will be found any-
where in the world. Whatever reasons may
have existed then for not having granted
the ballot to those people, I claim there are
none to-day. It must appear strange to
foreigners who visit the North-West to find
that the ballot is used in every other part of
Canada but that section. In 1886 the prin-
cipal reason given for continuing open voting
in the North-West was because of the num-
ber of half-breeds there. We have probably
as many half-breeds in British Columbia as
there are in the North-West Territories, but
the ballot has been in use in our province
ever since we entered Confederation, and no
difficulty has been experienced because of the
half-breed population. I hope the leader of
the Government and the House will see their
way to supporting the amendment in the
direction I have mentioned. I merely make
these remarks now, so that the hon. leader
of the Government may take advantage of
my suggestion. I shall move an amendment
such as I have suggested at the third reading
of the Bill.

HON. MR. SCOTT-When the House is
in committee?

HoN. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I shall move
it in Committee of the Whole, and, if it is
not carried then, I will move it at the third
reading of the Bill.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Instead of its
being an insult to exempt the North-West
Territories from the ballot, it is the very
highest compliment that could be paid
them. It shows that the population there is
able to exercise the franchise independently.
My hon. friend is out of order now in dis-
cussing a question that is not before the
House.

HoN. MR. ALMON-I would prefer that
the leader of the House would bring in a
Bill to do away with the ballot altogether.
It is acknowledged to be a total failure. The
only time I ever spoke in the House of Coml-
mons, while I was a member of it, was when
I rose to say a few words against the adop-
tion of the ballot. I am cònvinced still that
I was right, and that the majority were
wrong. The argument in favour of the bal-
lot was that it would do away with briberY.
Has it done away with bribery? Is there
any election in which a Conservative is re-
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turned that the Liberals do not attribute his
success to the influence of bribery and boodle ?
Then, again, if a Grit is returned, while our
papers are much more charitable, do they
not always mention bribery as one of the
causes of his election? What earthly good
has the ballot done ? It has done harm. It
has demoralized our people and reduced them
to the same state as our cousins over the
border, where bribery and corruption reign.
I would much rather that the leader of the
Government, if it is at all possible-I do not
know that it is-would bring in a Bill to do
away with the ballot altogether, and likewise
that he could return to the old property
franchise.

HoN. 1bR. McINNES (B.C.)-In reply to
the hon. gtntleman from Lunenburg, I may
state that here is a desire in the North-
West Territories for the ballot, inasmuch as I
an informed by an hon. gentleman from the
North-West that it is used in municipal
elections, and surely when they have it for
municipal ele.ions they should have the
privilege of usirg it in the Dominion election.

HoN. MR. VI9AL-It must be grati-
fying to the leade- of the Administration to
hear such a tribut, to his party from his
opponents. Whensuch a high character is
given to the intellignce of the people of the
North-West Territofes, who have been wise
enough to send such varm supporters of the
Government to represEnt them here, he pays
the Government a veryhigh compliment.

The motion was agree. to, and the Bill
'Was read the second time.

THE BODY-SNATCEING BILL

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Com
Inittee of the Whole on Bill (1) " An Act
for the punishment of the offene generally
termed Body Snatching.

(In the Committee.)

lON. MR. POWER-I should like to
aisk the hon. gentleman from Delaiaudière
What is the exact meaning of the w<rds in
his proposed amendment to the thirt sub-
Section of the third clause of the Bill--" or
Providing for the disinterment of any c<rpse
buried in any church, chapel or cemetery in
the province."

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-There is no
longer a necessity for it, the Bill having
been amended in the direction desired. My
intention was to reserve all the Acts which
might be in force in all the provinces.

HON. MR. POWER-It would be better
that the words suggested by the hon. gentle-
man from Delanaudi'ere should form part of
sub-clause (a.) J doubt whether it is desir-
able to give the large scope as to disinter-
ment given in one of the proposed amend-
ments. J think that the right to interfere
with the remains of deceased persons is one
that should not be encouraged or extended.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. OGILVIE, from the committee,
reported the Bill with several amendments,
which were concurred in.

COPYRIGHT ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
rea<ding of Bill (141) " An Act to amend the
Copyright Act." He said: This Bill is the
first step towards making the Copyright
Act, the Trades Mark Act and the Patent·
Act uniform. In this respect the proceeding,
which had to be initiated by the Attorney
General on the relation of any man who is
thought himself aggrieved, and therefore had
to be initiated in a circuitous way, may, under
this Act, be initiated directly by the party
himself, the same as in other suits. That is
the sole purpose of this Bill.

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

CONSOLIDATED REVENUE AND
AUDIT ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (137) " An Act further to
amend the Consolidated Revenue and Audit
Act " He said :-Under the law which pre-
vailed with reference to the Auditor General
previous to the consolidation of the statutes
of the Dominion in the Revised Statutes he
had the power to promote and dismiss his
own employés, the object being to make
his department as independent as possible,
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inasmuch as the country looked to him for
an impartial audit of his accounts. In drawing
up the revision of the statutes the distinc-
tion between his power and department and
those of other Ministers was overlooked, and
since the Revised Statutes were adopted he
has not had that power; but it is considered
advisable that he should have it, as it was
considered when his office was established,
and this Bill is for the purpose of replacing
him in the same position that he had before
these statutes were revised.

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

PATENT ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (142) " An Act to amend the
Patent Act." He said: This is another
Bill in the same line as the Copyright Act-
to give a man the right to apply to the court
for a remedy.

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

THIRD READINGS.

The following Bills passed through Com-
mittee of Whole without amendment, and
were read the third time and passed.

Bill (44) " An Act to amend Cap. 77 of
the Revised Statutes, respecting the Safety
of Ships." (Mr. Abbott).

Bill (105) "An Act respecting the Inter-
colonial Railway."

The Senate adjourned at 10:10 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, August 6th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (123) " An Act to revive and amend
the Act to incorporate the Oshawa Railway
and Navigation Company, and to change the

name thereof to ' The Oshawa Railway Com
pany."' (Mr. Sullivan.)

Bill (124) " An Act further to amend the
Act to incorporate the Great Eastern Rail-
way Company." (Mr. DeBoucherville.)

Bill (84) " An Act respecting the Saskat-
chewan Railway and Mining Compaiy."
(Mr. Perley.)

Bill (121) " An Act to amend the Act to
incorporate the Montreal Bridge Company."
(Mr. DeBoucherville.)

THE BAIE DES CHALEURS RAIL-
WAY CO.'S BILL.

HON. MR. VIDAL, from the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours, pre-
sented the following report on Bill 82 " An
Act respecting the Baie des Chaleirs Railway
Company, which was read by she Clerk as
follows:-

"THE SENATE,
"CoMMrrrEE Rooe No. 8,

" THURSDAY, 6ti August, 1891.
"The Select Committee on Raiways, Telegraphs

and Harbours, to whoin was. referrd the Bill from the
House of Commons, intituled: "An Act respecting
the Baie des Chaleurs Railway Company," have, in
obedience to the Order of Refeence of Wednesday,
the twenty-ninth day of July hst, exanined the said
Bill, and now beg leave to reprt with respect thereto
as follows:-

"1. That your committee be empowered to send
for persons, papers and recods required for the pur-
pose of affording evidence is to any matter arising
out of the examination of ne said Bill.

" 2. That for the purpos, of such examination your
committee be authorizee to employ a shorthand
writer.

." All of which is respctfully subnitted.
"A. VIDAL,

" Chairman."

HON. MR. VIyAL moved the adoption
of the report.

The motion vas agreed to.

HON. MR. XILLER-In connection with
that report Jbeg leave to submit the follow-
ing motion -

That the Select Committee on Railways, Tele-
graphs and Harbours be and are hereby enipowered
to send for uch persons, papers and records as may
from time o time be required by the said committee
for the pupose of affording evidence under oath as to
any mattr arising out of the examination by the said
committe of the Bill from the House of CommonS
(No. 82'intituled : "An Act respecting the Baie des
Chaleus Railway Company; " and that the said
Commttee be and are hereby authorized to emploY &
short}ard writer for the purpose of said examination

I dit not look at the report closely until now,
ana I see that the words to " take evidence
u1der oath " are omitted from it.
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HON. MR. VIDAL-It is not necessary
to insert them.

HON. MR. MILLER-I think it is neces-
sary, and if the House wlll allow me, I will
add the words "under oath " to the report,
as they are neither in the report nor in my
resolution.

HON. MR. VIDAL-Since the Confedera-
tion Act was passed the Imperial Parlia-
rent has given the power to take evidence
under oath.

HON. MR. MILLER-And our Act has
supplemented the Imperial Act, giving the
House the powers I am now asking for under
this resolution.

The motion was agreed to.

HUDSON BAY RAILWAY CO.'S
BILL.

DEDATE ON SECOND READING CONTINUED.

The Order of the Day having been called:

Resuming adjourned debate on second reading of
(Bill 119) " An Act respecting a certain Agreement
therein mentioned with the Winnipeg*and Hudson
Bay Railway Company," and on the Hon. Mr.
&ott's amendment, that the said Bill be not now read
a second time, but that it be read a second time this
day six nonths.

HON. MR. MAcINNES (Burlington)-It
"eill be remembered that when my hon.
friend, the senior member for Halifax, had
f6 nished his speech, I moved an adjournment
of the debate. That hon. gentleman, in the
course of his remarks, tendered the advice that
hon. gentlemen in addressing this House
should use arguments of a practical and busi-
lless character. I cordially agree in that re-
bnark, but example is stronger than precept.
lie violated his own precept by addressing the
'n1 ain part of his speech to the Hudson Bay
lRailway scheme, which is not the question
before the House. The question before the
bouse is a Bill for the construction of a
colonization road. I may state here my
OPinion with reference to the Hudson Bay
liailway scheme. It is my opinion that we
have not sufficient information of a. reliable
or positive character to justify us in deciding
for or against the practicability of navigating
. udson Strait, and it is my opinion also that
it Would be premature and unwise on the part
of the Government to pledge the credit of the
COuntry to the railway to Hudson Bay, at all
venIts, until we have information of a more

reliable and exhaustive character than we at
present possess. As I have stated, the
question before us is the granting of aid to
a colonization railway from Winnipeg to the
Saskatchewan, a distance of about 300 miles.
Forty miles of this distance has already been
completed. True, it was commenced, and
its promoters intended it to be the Hudson
Bay Railway., It was intended to continue
it on to the Hudson Bay, but the Govern-
ment have not left us in any doubt as regards
their intention with respect to the Bill now
under consideration. The Minister of the
Interior, in introducing the Bill in the other
House, stated most distinctly that it was to be
a colonization railway, and that aid should
be given to it to the Saskathewan, and no
further. We have had very much the same
assurances from the hon. Premier in this
House. There has been a good deal said as
to the route. I should say, however, that
very great latitude is given in the North-
West in laying down routes for railways,
much greater latitude than is possible in the
older provinces of Canada. More latitude is
given, as a rule, without detriment to the in-
terests of anyone. There are two routes laid
down on the map which is on our Table here,
one proceeding in a north-westerly direction
to Lake Manitoba until it reaches the Nar-
rows-crossing at what is called the Narrows,
and then proceeding westerly and northerly
to the Saskatchewan. The other proceeds to
the same point on the same route to the
Narrows, but continues all the way on the
east side of Lake Manitoba to the Saskatch-
ewan. We are not left in any doubt with refer-
ence to the character of the country on both
these routes. My hon. friend from Alberton
gave us very valuable and exhaustive infor-
mation in the admirable speech which he
delivered to the House a few days aigo. In his
remarks I think he confined his description
of the land to the country east of Lake Mani-
toba on to the Saskathewan. The hon. gentle-
man from Toronto, in his interesting speech,
also gave us information concerning the
character of the country by both these routes.
He, during the recess, took the trouble to get
independent information from friends in the
North-West with reference to the character
of the country, and this information is to the
effect that the land is of a very excellent
character all the way by the route which
crosses the Narrows and proceeds west of
Lake Manitoba on to the Saskatchewan.
The character of the land on the other route
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proceeding fron the Narrows on up to
the Saskatchewan, most of it, is not
quite so favourable as on the other route,
but the amendment which the Premier has
proposed places the power in the hands of the
Government to fix the route, and I am per-
fectly willing to give the Government my
confidence, believing that they will select the
best route in the public interest. Before
any route is adopted it has to be approved
by the Governor in Council; and not only
that, but the plans and specifications have to
be submitted to the Railway Department for
their approval, and until that approval is
obtained the company cannot put a spade
in the ground towards its construction.
There is something more than that required.
An agreement has to be entered into be-
tween the Hudson Bay Railway Company
and the Government stating the terms and
conditions on which the aid is given. That
has to be signed and executed both by the
company and by the Government. As I
have already said, I am perfectly satisfied
that the Government will protect the public
interest, both as regards the route and as re-
gards the terms of the agreement. I happen
to be a director of the first railway to which
aid was given in the North-West in the
same manner as that proposed under this Bill
-the Long Lake Railway. The Act incor-
porating that company is almost word for
word the sane as this Bill; but there is an
.additional clause here, the third, which reads
as follows-and this clause contains the pith
of the whole thing:

"In contracting with the company for the aid
given in accordance with the first section of this Act,
the Governor in Council shall take from the company
.an obligation for the transport of men, materials,
.supplies and mails for twenty years on the company's
line between Winnipeg and the terminus on the Sas-
katchewan River, in consideration of the said aid;
and the Governor in Council shall stipulate that in
-case the amount so earned by the company by trans-
port aforesaid does not amount to the sum to be paid
by the Government, the deficiency shall form a lien
on one-third of the land grant which may be earned
by the company on the line between the end of the
forty miles of the said railway as now constructed
.and the Saskatchewan River."

Now, this plan, from experience, has been
found to be very effective in ensuring the
construction of railways in the North-West.
Under this plan the money is obtained for
the construction of the road, and it is built
rapidly, and to the satisfaction of the Govern-
ment and the people. It has been done in a
much more expeditious and complete manner
than subsidized railways in the older parts

of Canada, which usually drag along, and are
built 50 or 100 miles at a time, as hon. gen-
tlemen well know. In this case the roads
are complete in a rapid and satisfactory
manner, and the lines so far constructed-the
Qu'Appelle and the Calgary and Edmonton-
are of a character equal to that of the prairie
sections of the Canadian Pacific Railway.
From a financial point of view, also, it
is a very satisfactory way, in my opinion,
to build roads in the North-West. In
this case, the Government retain one-
third of the land grant as security in case of
any deficiency. If the country becomes popu-
lous the security of the Government is ample
to protect them from any loss through aid
given in this manner. The prospect of the
present crop is such as to warrant the most
sanguine expectations that immigration will
proceed to the North-West more rapidly
than has been the case so far. It is
true that we have all been disappointed in
the settlement of that country, but it has
been the experience of our friends to the
south of us in their territories that the settle-
ment of the country in its first years is slow
and gradual. The settlement of the rich
lands of Dakota, of which we have heard so
much, was very slow for a period of 14

years, but with the construction of railways
it advanced rapidly; so, in giving aid to rail-
ways in this way we are promoting the inter-
ests of the country. It appears to me that
we do not half appreciate the great propertY
which Canada owns in the North-West. I
believe it will become the backbone of this
great Dominion, and it will go on increasing
from year to year, and the old parts of Canada
will be well repaid in the future for any
liberal treatment which may be extended to
that country in the way of constructing rail-
ways and promoting its settlement. This
Hudson Bay Railway will participate in that
prosperity, and therefore I have no hesitation
in supporting the Bill which is now before us.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-In rising to
speak on this question I have great hesi-
tancy in deciding whether I should confine
myself to the question really and purely be-
fore the House-that is, with regard to this
railway from Winnipeg to the Saskatche-
wan-or whether I should follow the prece-
dent of the leader of the Opposition, who
went through the whole question of the
Hudson Bay Railway and the financial
resources of this country. If I should make
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a review of the whole question as introduced
by the leader of the Opposition I might take
up more of the time of the House than would
be -fair or reasonable. The question strictly
before the House, and what we have chiefly
to do with, is this road from Winnipeg to
Saskatchewan, and apart from what any
gentleman may feel on the subject of the
Hudson Bay route (which is not the ques-
tion before us), we must look upon this inde-
pendently of the other great question, and
ask ourselves whether it is a project which
justifies the expenditure of this money. Now,
we are told by the Bill before us that it is
to aid the company in procuring the con-
struction of a railway as far as the Saskat-
chewan ; and the Government have made, in
my opinion, a very hard contract with them,
by which the company are to perform cer-
tain services for the Government for a period
of twenty years, during which period the com-
Pany are to receive $80,000 a year, and not
Until after the road is completed.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)--What ser-
vices ?

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-Does my hon.
friend ask that question to interrupt or to
get information ?

HoN. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-For infor-
Mation, of course.

HON. MR. KATULBACH-It is for. trans-
Porting material, mails, and anything else the
Government require. This contract is for
the ostensible purpose of aiding the company
tO coristruct a railway as far as the Saskatche-
Wan River, and we have the assurance of
the leader of the House that it is to go
through an excellent country. That assur-
ance I am ready to accept, and on that
alone I am prepared to support the Bill. But
We have, in addition to his assurance, the
.tatements of hon. gentlemen who are fami-

hiar with that country, who have travelled
Over it and know something about it.

HON. MR. POWER-Name.

HON. MR. KAULBACH - The hon.
gentleman from Alberta (Mr. Perley).

HO1. MR. POWER-He does not live
there.

HON. MR. KAULBACH - Ie tells me
that he has gone through that country up as
far as Grand Rapids, and he knows something
of its resources and of its capabilities, of the
character of its soil and of the engineering
difficulties, and he knows something of the
population of that country. Therefore, when
we are told by the hon. gentleman that we
have no information to guide us as to the
character of that country he is in error.
But we have also the reports of a large
number of men who have located the line
and travelled over the route from Winnipeg
to Grand Rapids, some of which the hon.
member from Alberton has already quoted
from. We have the reports of Mr. Neilson,
the engineer who located the line; of Mr.
Shelford, an English engineer; of Mr. Gilles-
pie, a contractor and explorer; of Mr. S. H.
Fowler, a land examiner; of Mr. J). J. War
ner, Crown timber agent; of Mr. Leacock,
Land Commissioner ; and of Prof. Bell, of the
Geological Survey-all speaking highly of
that country.

HoN. MR. POWER-A land flowing with
milk and honey.

HON. MR. KAULBACH - You may
almost say as much as that. They tell us
that it is a country suited for agriculture-
affording good pasturage for cattle, and well
adapted to the raising of grain. It is suited
for varied farming. All those men who have
visited that country during the last six
years speak highly of the character and
resources of the country, and of the facility
with which a railway could be constructed
there. They have spoken to the people
settled there, and all of them seem to be
satisfied. They tell us that the country is
capable of sustaining a population of some
100,000 people. We have also the assurance
of the hon. member from St. Boniface, who
derives his information from authentic sour-
ces, that there is in the country lying
between the road already constructed and the
Grand Rapids a population of nearly 6,000
people.

HoN. Mr. SCOTT-Oh, oh!

HoN. Mr. KAULBACH-My hon. friend
from Ottawa says " oh, oh;" his ideas of the
future of our North-West are so infinitesi-
mally small that I cannot accept his view of
its prospects or character. He told us the
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other day that he had an interview with
some Hudson Bay officer who said there
might be some 100 people in that country
beyond the 40 miles of railway already con-
structed, and on that the hon. gentleman
based his argument ; but my hon. friend from
St. Boniface gave us the different townships
and the population of each, showing that there
were 5,663 people in the district I have
referred to, and some 2,000 on either side of
the section of 40 miles of railway already
constructed. I think that is a complete
answer to the hon. gentleman's assertion. I
may say that a Hudson Bay officer is not
the best authority as to the resources and
prospects of the North-West ; he is not in
clined to speak favourably of any part of it.
You would suppose, to hear the officials of
that company, that they are full of patri-
otism and philanthropy, and that their main
object in doing business in the North-West
Territories is to employ the poor Indians
and to keep them from starving ; but we
know that their real object is to keep that
country as a fur preserve, a.nd they give as
little information about its resources as pos-
sible. If we had relied- on them for the in-
formation necessary to open up that country
we would have remained in ignorance of its
real character up to the present hour.
Therefore, I think we have ample evidence
on the subject. The leader of the Opposition
seemed to harp a great deal on the route of
the railway-whether it was to go to the
Narrows on Lake Manitoba or to Grand
Rapids. I mean to say that we have had
all the information that is necessary for us
between the lakes up to Grand Rapids.
There are no engineering difficulties in the
way. There is a small river to cross, and
we know there is population there, and the
route of the railway is known by all the
gentleinen I have named. Then it reaches
a natural place to cross the Saskatchewan, at
a portage where there is a fall of 100 feet in
height, I believe, and it will eventually be a
centre for large manufacturing industries.
About the other route I do not know any-
thing-whether there are any engineering
difficulties on it or not. The hon. gentle-
man from Marquette went there as one of
the early settlers of that country some six
or seven years ago, with his young family
and a wife not enured to the toils and hard-
ships of pioneer life, and planted himself
n that vast country far from settlement, far

f rom railways, and he knows more about that

country than the hon. gentleman from Ottawa:
and what has he told us of that route if the
railway should go there ? He says it is
a good country, fit for settlement, and the
railway would develop an immensé area of
fertile land. It is the views of such men
that we must depend upon in preference to
the ipse dixit of the leader of the Opposition.
As for myself, I do not care which way the
railway goes. I am a strong believer in
the success eventually of the Hudson Bay
Railway scheme ; but apart from that, we are
now discussing a colonization scheme from
Winnipeg to the Saskatchewan. It is imma-
terial to us which route it takes. Either
way, it goes through a good country. I have
abundance of proof of that-whether it goes
south of the lakes, or between the lakes, or
east of the lakes, it will be going through a
good country that we want to see developed
and opened up for settlement. My hon. friend
did not seem to be so anxious about the other
railways. The two points are generally given
between which railways are to go. We
have incorporated the Regina and- Long
Lake Railway going up into that country,
but we do not know the route it is to take.
We leave it in the hands of the promoters,
who have invested a large amount of money
in the enterprise, and the Government will
not interfere with the route further than to
see that it goes through a proper country.
These men want to enlist capital and labour
for the scheme, and bring population into the
country. These railways are the best immigra-
tion agents we have, and their promoters will
locate them where they believe they will be
the best paying concerns, and where they will
develop the country and increase the value
of the land that they get in their grant.
The hon. gentleman from Ottawa, in speak-
ing of the money that this company is to
get, puts it at about $2,000,000. J do not
make it anything of the kind. If it were a
cash payment to-day $1,000,000 would cover
it. It is to be paid only in twenty years. The
payment is not to be commenced until such
time as the road is built, and we do not know
how long that will take, and then it is only
the balance between what the road earns
from the Government and the grant that
they will get. For that we get ample security,
three times the value of the money invested, in
the land that the company own outside of the
40 miles. It is not only that we are getting
ample security for the money, but as the hon.
gentlemanfrom Prince Edward Island has said
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we are increasing the value of the whole of the
other lands in that country. What is the
good of all the lands we have in the North-
West if we donot openthemup by railways? I
believe that the firstthing we must do in that
country is to open the land for settlement
and improve it. We look upon the North-
West as our great inheritance. I never
look upon it in a sectional light at al]. It
will be eventually the home of millions of
population. It will take all the surplus
population of the British Isles and the coun-
tries of Europe as well, and will provide
homes for millions of prosperous and happy
people. That is the inheritance that we are
going to hand down to our children, and
there is no one in Canada who glories in
that inheritance and is more anxious to have
it opened for settlement than I am. When
we consider that hitherto England has had
to look to foreign countries for her bread
supply it is assuring to feel that in the
future we have a country capable of pro-
ducing sufficient grain to feed the surplus
millions of the great British Empire, if the
crops of every other country should fail.
We will have plenty and enough to spare for
the whole empire if we only get the people
into the North-West to cultivate it. The pol-
icy of the Government is to be carried out
Unless it is disturbed by the policy of the
Opposition, which has always been a policy of
obstruction to railway enterprise ever since
Confederation, and it insures for the North-
West Territories a great future. If the
country had adopted the policy of the Op-
Position, where would the Canadian Pacific
-Railway be to-day i We would have broken
faith with British Columbia. I have heard
the leader of the Opposition, on the floor of
this House, tell us that it was a mad scheme
to attempt to keep our pledge to British
'Columbia. In the other House a prominent
Imember of the party called British Columbia
a sea of mountains, and declared that it
Would cost more millions of dollars to build
the railway there than the country could
afford, and would take twenty-five years to
comiplete it. The trade with China and
Japan was spoken of as a myth, and we
"Were told that the trade of the railway was
to be simply a local trade, and he derided
the whole thing. Is the hon. gentleman
from Ottawa, who took the same view of the
Canadian Pacific Railway, a prophet we are
to follow in his prognostications to-day ?
When my hon. friend prophesies about the

future of the country I cannot but feel that
he is a false prophet, who would delude the
country, and if we had followed his advice
in the past we would be a poor, miserable
and helpless country at the present day. I
must return to the first position the hon.
gentleman took on this question.

HoN. MR. POWER-Do not spare him.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I will not
spare the hon. gentleman from Halifax
either. I say that my hon. friend started
from false premises in the first sentence he
uttered in this debate, and he followed it up
with fallacious reasoning, false terms and
garbled extracts from reports, and devoted
very little attention to the real issue be-
fore the House, and tried to blind the
members of the Senate as regards the real
question before us. He got off on the
Hudson Bay and Hudson Strait scheme, and
endeavoured to prejudice the minds of a
number of gentlemen of this House who had
no confidence in the Hudson Bay scheme.
I have confidence in the Hudson Bay; I
have had confidence in it from the time our
late friend from Victoria (Mr Ryan) took
the question up. He was a man who had
no fads. He was an intelligent gentleman,
with a large grasp of subjects. He took this
question up and satisfied the House that the
scheme was one worthy of consideration, and
succeeded in having an exploring party
organized and sent out there. I believe in
his scheme ; I stated at the time that the
Hudson Bay was a mighty sea, and that the
value of that sea as a fishing ground was
equal to that of the best prairie land in the
west, and I hope those splendid fisheries will
soon be developed. My hon. friend's first
sentence was that this road was to be built
for the transporting of men, supplies and
mails for the next twenty years. That was
not what the road was projected for. That
provision was inserted merely to allow the
railway to give some equivalent for the
money they are getting. The object of the
road is to colonize the country, as stated by
the leader of the House, and as stated in the
Billitself. Myhon. friendfromOttawastarted
his argument with a proposition that was
fallacious, and afterwards followed it up by
fallacious reasoning and extracts that have
given a false impression of the report made
of the Hudson Bay to this House. He
stated that there were only about six or eight
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weeks of open water in the bay. I know
I would weary the House by reading the
report at any length, but I have taken notes.
Commander Gordon estimates the period of
navigation from the 15th of July to 15th of
October, with a possibility of navigation f rom
the 4th July to the lst of November. There
are three months of open navigation, at all
events. My hon. friend referred us to this
report and would make us believe that the
Hudson Bay district is a terrible country,
where life and property would be sacrificed.
He knew well enough that as far as the
Straits are concerned they have been navi-
gated for 200 years, and even with the kind
of vessels they used then he cannot show
that there has been any loss of life or pro-
perty there. I say that what my hon. friend
has led us to infer from his reading of this
report would certainly not be borne out, and
is not justified on a reading of the whole
report. My hon. friend, and every other
gentleman whospokeonthatside, endeavoured
to divert the attention of the House from
the real subject at issue, and to draw the
House from a proper conclusion on this
matter. My hon. friend from Ottawaspoke of
the enormous debt of this country; he said it
was some $300,000,000, and he warned us
that we must be careful how we increased
it. He was thinking probably of how the
Government of which he was a member piled
up the indebtedness while they were in
power. They had nothing but deficits, and
there was no expenditure on capital account
out of revenue. The amount of the deficits
was an absolute loss to the country. They
had no faith in themselves and no faith in
the future of the country, but they went on
lavishly expending money on a land and
water route-a sort of amphibiousline-and
they left monuments of their incapacity all
over the country.

HON. MR. SCOTT-The Neebing Hotel.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-Yes; theNeeb-
ing Hotel, the Fort Frances lock, the steel
rails in British Columbia, and the Georgian
Bay Branch Railway. They spent millions
of dollars for no earthly use. Had they
remained in power to this day the country
would have been ruined; they wou'ld have
donenothing towards developing its resources.
My hon. friend from Ottawa says that we
have too many railways in the North-West.
I think we have not half enough. The best

policy is to bring in English capital and
English labour and colonize our vast terri-
tories. While they remain undeveloped they
are of no value to us. These railway com-
panies are the best immigration agents; they
accomplish more for the country in that way
than the Government can do by spending
money to promote immigration. A country
like our North-West can only be settled by
building railways through it. It is capable
of sustaining an enormous population; it is
rich in natural resources. The land requires
no fertilizer: " tickle it with a hoe and it,
laughs with a bountiful harvest." It is a
country suited for settlement and calling for
population. When I was travelling abroad
I felt proud of my native country. I felt
that I was not merely a Nova Scotian,
but that I was a Canadian, and I was
proud of it. I think the present Gov-
ernment has expended money wisely in
developing the North-West Territories.
The hon. gentleman from Ottaya told us the
other day that the United States is our
natural market and that we export more to
that country than to Great Britain, the dif-
ference being, he claimed, some eight millions
of dollars. I was surprised at the statement
and I looked up the reports. I find that in
1890 we sent to Great Britain $48,353,000
worth of goods, while the same year we sent.
to the United States only $40,520,000. The
balance of trade was nearly eight millions
the other. way. Then the hon. gentleman
also stated that the taxation per head in this
country is twice as great as that in the United
States. He made the same mistake there.
The reverse is the case.

HON. MR. POWER-I rise to a question
of order. I do not see what the language
that the hon. gentleman is using has to do
with the colonization railway.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I would ask
my hon. friend what his language had to d(
with it either. It had about as much refer-
ence to the question before the House as my
language has.

HON. MR. POWER-Then the hon. gen-
tleman should have called me to order.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-The hon gen-
tleman has been deriding our country ; he
has been stating that we are crippled with
debt. That is the report that he would give
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to the world. How can we expect people to
come to a country whose public men speak
of it in that way ? As I have shown, the
trade with Great Britain is greater than
with the United States, and I may add that
it increased 14 per cent. last year. What-
ever our friends may say, the Canadian
farmer must look to England as the only
reliable market for his products. We own in
this country one-third of the whole empire, and
we should have faith in its future. My hon.
friend f rom New Westminster is opposed to
this project ; he stands alone amongst the
representatives f rom Manitoba, the North-
West Territories and British Columbia.
This road is demanded by the people who
know most about it. We find the present
Liberal Government of Manitoba giving
$1,500,000 to aid this railway. They have
spent some $300,000 in building forty miles
of it. Would my hon. friend discredit
the judgment of the people of Manitoba
and the North-West ? They have given
an earnest of their great desire to have
this railway constructed. Why should we
obstruct them in the laudable enterprise
that they have undertaken ? Why should we
jeer at the character of the land in that sec-
tion of Manitoba and deride the policy of the
Local Government in endeavouring to open
it up? But the party to which my hon.
friend belongs have always been " flies on
the wheel." It is the same now as when
they were in power-when they told the poor
People who were starving for bread under
their policy : " You must eat less and work
Mnore." But we have no paupers in this
country now. Look at British Columbia-
see what railway construction has done for
that province. When I was at Vancouver,
a few years ago, there were only some huts
on1 the shore of the inlet ; now there is a city
there lighted with electricity and a harbour
filled with shipping. My hon. f riend from
New Westminster himself claims that the
tonnage of British Columbia, in proportion
tO their population, exceeds that of Nova
Scotia. Where would British Columbia have
been had the Mackenzie Government

n'eMained in power ? I remember a few years
9O when somebody was lauching out against
the building of the Canadian PacificRailway
uY hon. friend from British Columbia gave
hin a castigation ; but times have changed8 nce then, and he has changed with them.

ow, everything connected with the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway, in his opinion, is all

23

wrong. He would destroy the work that
has been done in the development of this
country, and would have this House prove
false to the principles it has advocated. He
says that this railway project which we are
now asked to subsidize is all a sham ; he
forgets that for the last ten years and more
we have endorsed it as a scheme worthy of
assistance. My hon. friend, the leader of
the Opposition, dwelt at some length on the
increase of the public debt of the Dominion.
Let us look at that increase. Froin 1875 to
1878, while his party was in power, the
debt was increased by $22,000,000, for which
the country had little to show ; from 1887
to 1890 the increase has been but $14,000,-
000, showing that our debt is not increasing
rapidly. He says our debt has reached
$300,000,000. In that he is astray; our
net debt is between $230,000,000 and $240,-
000,000. During the time that the present
party has been in power there has been
$31,000,000 spent out of revenue on capital
account. That money has not been wasted;
there are monuments to the enterprise of the
Government in every part of the Dominion.
Had the Mackenzie Administration remained
in power to this time and continued their po-
licy the debtwould have reached, by this time,
an enormous sum. They had no faith in the
country or in themselves, but the went on
expending the revenue of the country lav-
ishly, and every year there was a deficit.
Now, I have faith in that North-West coun-
try-in every part of it. J believe that
there is great natural wealth in the immense
inland sea to the north of us. We know
that the United States whalers frequent it;
we know that the waters in that vast ex-
panse of sea-some 300,000 square miles in
extent-teem with fish, and it is for the
people of this country to go in and develop
and make productive that great natural
wealth. We find those who live inland
coming down to our coasts to invigorate
their systems by inhaling ozone from the
fresh sea breezes. The people of the North-
West have a sea near their own homes, and
when they can get access to it they will fre-
quent it, as the people of Ontario do the
coasts of our maritime provinces. They
can go there and recuperate their wasted
energies, and catch fish, catch anything
from a herring to a whale. We are not
jealous of them ; we do not think they
will catch enough fish to overstock the
markets, and it is possible, as some hon.
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gentlemen has said, that we may yet have a
direct trade between Nova Scotia and the
North-West Territories by way of Hudson
Bay. I can remember when I was a little
boy that the possibility of navigating the St.
Lawrence was questioned. We know how
trade has developed by that route, and we
should have sufficient faith in our country
to go on developing new routes, feeling
confident that a trade will be developed
which will tax all the avenues of commerce
that we may possess or provide in the future.
Nobody who has faith in the Dominion
grudges the expense which is necessary to
develop the great North-West. I can speak
for Nova Scotia, and say that we look upon
it as the proper policy. Eventually the
mother country will come to look upon it as
a matter of Imperial importance, and will
contribute to the success of this policy. No
matter what hostilities may arise between
the empire and other nations, we can raise
in that vast country millions of tons of food,
safe from interference by any hostile power.
I do not know particularly what my hon.
friend from New Westminster said the other
day, but he read extracts from debates in the
other Hiuse. It was improper and in bad
taste to do so.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I rise to a
question of order. The House has been alto-
gether too indulgent in listening for at least
an hour to a speech which is wholly irrelevant
to the issue before us.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I am referring
now to the comments which the hon. gentle-
man made, and his quotations from speeches
delivered in another place.

HON. MR. MILLER-There is, and always
has been, very great latitude allowed in this
House in debates of this character, and I
can only say, from my own experience as a
member of the Senate, that if the strict par-
liamentary rule were applied we would not
have one-fourth of the speaking that we have
in this House. I do not think that we have
too much speaking, and as we are not pressed
with business there is no reason why the
hon. gentleman's speech should be inter-
rupted. I do not think it is wise to make
an exception of the hon. gentleman from
Lunenburg, when almost everyone but the
Premier himself errs in the same way.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I do not want
to violate any rule, but the hon. gentleman
from New Westminster read a number of
extracts in the course of his speech and now,
when I rise to comment on them, he raises
a question of order. The hon. member thought
he had made a capital point when he disco-
vered that some member of the other House
was reported as saying that steamers had
been running to Hudson Bay for 200 years.
Now, that must have been a typographical
error; the gentleman who made the state-
ment in another place was too intelligent
and too well informed to assert thatsteamers
were running to Hudson Bay before steamers
were known. It was discourteous to the
other branch of the Legislature and unseemly
to make such a comment. It is something
that is unusual in any parliamentary body
that I know of. I now come to the remarks
of my hon. friend the junior member from
Halifax. He is more eloquent than profound.
He has more wit and good humour than
profundity in debate. He says that the
money called for by this measure would be
better spent in Halifax. Well, Halifax is in
favour of this project. He says the people
of Halifax want the railway extended into
their city. Well, they have the railway there
already, and they have a large elevator, a
wharf, a freight depot and a passenger station
in the middle of the town. But my hon.
friend wants $400,000 more spentin Halifax.
I do not believe that the Government will
grant it. The city itself does not want it.
When my hon. friend tries to get sympathy
here by saying that the money would be better
expended in building a tunnel under the
Straits of Northumberland or a wharf at
Halifax he will fail in accomplishing his
object of diverting the money from this
legitimate undertaking. I hope to live long
enough to see the railway built to the
Saskatchewan and extended to the utmOst
limits mentioned in the charter. Not onlY
will the capital invested in the enterprise
prove remunerative to the company, but it
will be a great benefit to the country. It will
provide another outlet for the constantlY
increasing products of the North-Wes
We who live in the east and have our canals
and railways, and other means of trals-
portation, need not be jealous. This year
the North-West Territories will have a sur-
plus of 25,000,000 of bushels of wheit.
This means great wealth to the country, and
we would not possess it to-day had the poliCY
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of the Mackenzie Administration prevailed.
This year's crop in the North-West is only
the small beginning of what we may expect
from that country. The surplus will soon be
ten times as much, and when the production
of cereals grows to that extent the vast
unoccupied area that we possess will be
rapidly peopled with immigrants from Eu-
rope. So we will go on prospering, and to
prosper, as long as the present Government
and their policy prevail.

HON. MR. PERLEY-It may not be out
of place for me to claim your indulgence for
a short time while I express a few opinions
on the Bill before the House. I have listened
with a great deal of pleasure, and some
amusement as well, to the remarks that have
been made by several hon. gentlemen who
have spoken on this subject, but whilst I have
been amused I must say that a great deal of
what we have listened to has been irrelevant
to the question before the House. The first
question that we have to consider is, whether
the road that is proposed to be subsidized is
needed ; and if it is needed, the next ques-
tion is, would the Government be justified in
rendering the assistance that the promoters
of the enterprise ask for. I think these are
fair propositions, and the two that we should
Confine ourselves to the discussion of. I was
somewhat surprised the other day in listen-
inig to the remarks made by the senior mem-
ber for Halifax. He did not enter into the
discussion of the question with the, usual
'vimi and vigour that a man exhibits who be-
lieves in the course that he is pursuing;
because I have always found that hon. gentle-
Illan very earnest in whatever course he
adopts. His effort in denouncing this Bill
Was, I thought, very feeble, coming f rom such
an able source. He asked one very pertinent
question, however, and that is why the settle-
Of the North-West has not been confined to
the lines of railways already built. The answer
tO that question is one that could not be ap-
Plied to any other part of the Dominion. I
asked myself that question when I went into
the North-West in 1882. J was advised to go
down to southern Manitoba and away up to
the northern sections of the country. I
found there what you will not find, I think,
in any other part of the universe-every
118n, meet him where you will, tells you that

hle las got the very best farm in that country.

An hon. MEMBER-Not the Grits.
23J

HON. MR. PERLEY-The Grits are the
very loudest in making that statement,-that
they have the best farms and in thé very best
sections of the country. From that stand-
point men have left all the advantages that
are valued in other countries-neighbours,
schools, churches and railway facilities, and
settled in remote places. Notwithstanding
the fact that the Canadian Pacific Railway
extends across that country, and several
branches have been built, still you will find
men settling in remote parts of that country,
believing that in such places they find a
better country than any part of the North-
West that has been opened up, showing
conclusively that the whole of that country
is good for agricultural purposes. That, I
think, is an answer to my hon. friend's
question. The people go in there because
each man thinks that where he has settled
is the very best part of the North-West.
The people who have settled in the country
which the railway is to open up have acted
upon that belief, and with the expectation
that a railway will be built there before
long. Could any stronger argument be ad-
vanced in support of this measure ? Could
any greater cause be shown for the necessity
of the railway than the fact that people go
into the country in advance, feeling satisfied
that the fertility of the soil will warrant the
early construction of a railway ? It shows
conclusively that it is a good section of
country. And these people are good im-
migration agents. Their confidence in the
future of the country attracts others. So
long as the country is undeveloped, so long
as new sections are found where the land is
good, so long will people scatter over the
face of that country, and it is not an impos-
sible thing-in fact it is quite probable, that
in the near future the whole of that vast
country will be opened up by railways, be-
cause every part of it has that material
quality of goodness in it that wjll warrant
the construction of railways. I claim that
I have some right to speak on this subject,
because I have lived in the North-West
nine years. My residence now, and per-
haps for the balance of my life, is not in
close proximity to the route of this pro-
posed railway. I live 300 miles from it, but
I know something of that country. The
first three months that I was in the North-
West I spent there. I have been up to
Fulford, and in 1882, about the 15th of
August-nearly nine years ago-when I
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visited Fulford I found a very creditable
settlement there. I have been ail along those
lakes, and I know that the country pos-
sesses a fertile soil and is splendidly
timbered-a country that for its tim-
ber alone would warrant the construc-
tion of the railway. I have been up
at Lake Winnipegoosis and have seen there as
fine potatoes and vegetables as I have tasted
in any country, showing that the soil and
climate were suited for the production of
vegetables to any extent. The horses and
cattle-in fact, stock of all kinds-were in
good condition. Everything indicated good
agricultural country. I was very much
impressed with that fact. I was not beyond
the point I have mentioned-the mouth of
Lake Winnipegoosis and along the lake from
end to end, but I found that part of
the country that J visited good all the way
-a magnificent country for farming pur-
poses, not only for tillage but for stock. From
what I saw I feel justified in saying that
the company and the Government are war-
ranted in opening up that country. In
corroboration of my statement there is the
fact which is established by the late census
that already there is a population of six
or seven thousand. in that country-I am
speaking now of the eastern side of Lake
Manitoba. On the western side of the
lake I know that it is an equally good
country; therefore, although the road is
not located, it does not matter which side
of the lake the route takes; it will in
either case open up valuable land to settle-
ment. I know of men in my own district
who have picked up their stakes, though
they were within six miles of a railway station,
and have gone to that country between the
lakes and settled 200 miles away fron a
railway, because they believe that it pos-
sessed a better soil and a better climate than
any of the country through which the Can-
adian Pacific Railway runs. The very man
who has replaced me in the House of Com-
mons has gone to that district and settled on
the other side of the lake. The country must
be good to attract people in that way. J
spent the earlier part of my life in a lumber-
ing district and know something of timber,
and I do not hesitate to say that the finest
spruce timber I ever saw was along the
Water Hen River, at the north end of Lake
Manitoba and east of Lake Winnipegoosis.
For its timber alone that country is exceed-
ingly valuable. There is nothing that we

need more in the North-West than timber,
and the building of this railway will opon
up the best timber reserve in that part of
the country. There is nothing more im-
portant to farmers than to be able to get
lumber at reasonable prices, and if the
timber in the lake district can be supplied
to the farmers who live on the prairies, the
whole of the North-West country will be
benefited. It will greatly assist in developing
and settling the treeless prairies. On that
ground alone the Government are justified in
appropriating this aid towards the construc-
tion of this railway. I may say that the
soil is good throughout the whole of that
vast country. As I have shown, the manner
in which population is scattered over every
portion of it is the best proof of the excel-
lent quality of the soil everywhere. Some
reference has been made to the quality of
the soil at the Narrows of Lake Manitoba,
where it is suggested the road should cross.
I am not an engineer, but when I visited
the Narrows I thought it was a monstrous
thing to undertake to build a road that way.
I saw the telegraph poles that had been put
up, and the roadway that had been cut out
when the Mackenzie Administration was in
power. That was several years after the work
had been done, and the poles were still stand-
ing, showing that there was some soil there
to hold them. But what struck me as mon-
strous was the idea of building a railway in
the face of such physical ,difficulties. As re-
gards the railway project itself, I believe it
will be a paying investment from a financial
standpoint. I have already shown that the
land throughout all that country is good. J
have had some experience of farming, and I
know that it is a very great hardshipto under-
take to raise wheat at a distance of 15 miles
from a railway You will find that there is
a very strong feeling amongst the people of
the North-West to day to have railwaY
communication closer than that. There is a
desire amongst the people in sections of the
country already served by railways to have
improved facilities for transportation. Is it
any wonder, therefore, that persons who are
100 miles from any railway are clamouring
for the saine thing. It is said that you
cannot haul wheat 1 or 20 miles to a
railway and compete with those who have
farms on the line. It is not impossible-
in fact, it is highly probable-that in the
near future there will be sufficient settle-
ment within 5 miles on each side Of
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the existing railways to provide all the.
freight that the railway can carry. To show
the high opinion that people entertain of
that couitry, I may mention that in south-
eastern Assiniboia men have shown me that
it cost them $10 more to haul a load of
wheat to a railway and get home again than
the load of wheat brought. It shows not
only the confidence of the people in the
future of the country, but the great need of
railway communication. If the country re-
mains in that state, good as the soil is, it
would not be worth sixpence, but the open-
ing up of a railway will increase the value
of the land from nothing to $2.50 per acre.
lHowever, let us say that the land to-day is
worth $2 per acre ; if you build a railway
through it, that land becomes worth $4. If
the increase of value were only $1 per ýcre,
that four millions of acres along the line of
the proposed railway would have an increased
value representing as many dollars, and there
Would be that addition of over fbur millions
of dollars to the wealth of the Dominion.
Money spent in the construction of railways
in the North-West is not lost capital-it is
an investment bearing from 10 to 20 per
Cent. interest. If you would take stock
every year, as every man of business does,
You would find that after a railway is built
through a new country the land along the
route is worth four times as much as the cost
of building the line. Therefore, the aid
given towards the construction of those rail-
Ways entails no charge on the country. It
1s simply a means of increasing the value
'Of the Dominion lands. If you want evi-
dence of that, compare the condition of
affairs now with what it was ten years ago
1n Manitoba and the North-West. How
t'uch wheat was exported from that country
t years ago ? None at all. This season, in
less than ten years from the opening up of
the Northwest we expect to export from that
'Ountry during the present year at least25 ,000,000 bushels of wheat. To carry that
elOrmious quantity of grain will tax the re-
soulces of the Canadian Pacific Railway,
a)d Of necessity a great many farmers must8uffer becaise of lack of facilities for the
transportation of their crops. I have
1'ade a calculation of the length of
tiMae it will take to move this year'seIYp. I estimate the quantity of grain to

exported from Manitoba and the North-
West this year at 20,000,000 of bushels; I
thin there is no doubt it will be that at

least. I speak advisedly, because I have
just returned from my home 300 miles west
of Winnipeg. It.would make the heart of
the iost despondent man in this country
glad to see the great harvest that is to be
reaped in that country this year. I passed
through thousands of acres of the finest
wheat I ever saw. I have stood in the
wheat field with the wheat up to my shoulder,
and that is no short grain. The crop of
oats is equally good. It is fair to conclude,
therefore, that we will have at least 20,000,-
000 bushels of wheat to export. Ten trains
a day, and that is far surpassing anything
we have thought of, will take out 100,000
bushels a day. At that rate it would take 200
days to carry out the product of our North-
West country this year. We have only a
little speck of the country, so to speak, under
cultivation as yet, and it is sufficient to tax
the resources of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way to convey our surplus to market. What
will it be when the country becomes more
populous ? Some hon. gentlemen have un-
dertaken to say that the North-West is a
frozen, barren waste, in some respects, es-
pecially in the north. Now I have not been
advocating the Hudson Bay Railway at all;
I have been confining myself to the measure
before us, which is for a colonization road to
open up a fertile country for settlement. I
have shown that people have gone in there
in advance of a railway, and they are the best
judges as to whether the country is fit for
settlement. Their judgment is worthy of
some respect, and as proof of that I need only
point to some sections of the country where
people settled before any railway was pro-
jected. I would not have taken anything
and gone to Prince Albert or Edmonton
some years ago, but many people did go there,
and what is the result? Now that railway
communication is established, do we not hear
the best reports from those sections ? Is it not
a confirmation of the good judgment of those
who went in there prepared to endure a great
deal of privation in order to be among the
pioneer settlers? The same thing can be said
of this Lake Dauphin district and the district
east of the lake. Of no part of the North-
West have I heard louder praises than of
this very section of country which the pro-
posed railway will serve. There is already
a large population west of the lakes, and it
must have increased considerably since the
returns were made which have been quoted
here. The census was taken on the 6th of
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April, and since then there has been a good
deal of immigration into that part of the
country. You can imagint what next year's
immigration will be when the reports go
forth to the world of the wonderful harvest
of 1891 ? Now that this railway project has
received the sanction of the Government the
men who are already settled in that lake
district will have renewed faith and confi-
dence in its future, and will go ahead just as
if the railway were already built. The first
40 miles of this railway have been built, and
it will be impossible, without adopting a
very circuitous route, to follow any other
line than the one laid down on the map. A
road at this stage of our history, to be a
success, must have some proper point to start
from: otherwise, capitalists will not invest
in it. I should like at this point to give
evidence which will not be questioned by
anyone as to the excellent character of that
country. It confirms all that I have said
about that northern section, and show that
my remarks would apply to a country still
further north. The following is the article
to which I refer:

" Those members of Parliament who, in their anxiety
to kill the project of the Hudson Bay Railway, were
willing to represent the North-West as little better
than a frozen wilderness, may experience a beneficial
check to their recklessness and possibly a useful addi-
tion to their knowledge of the country b perusing
this short note addressed to the Prince AI rt Times
by Archdeacon Mackay, of Saskatchewan: 'Prince
Albert is sometimes spoken of as the northern limit
of the wheat-producing country in the Saskatchewan
district. It may be interesting to some of your read-
ers to learn that this is an erroneous idea. I myself
have raised good unfrosted wheat for seven years in
succession at Stanley Mission, on the Missinuippi or
Churchill River, about two hundred miles north of
Prince Albert.'"

I do not know Archdeacon Mackay my-
self; I have heard of him, and I believe his
statement to be correct. It is not neces-
sary for me to dwell at any great length on
this question. I have dealt with it from the
financial standpoint and from the fact that
it is a road that is needed at the present
time to develop that country. I think the
Government and Parliament would be justi-
fied in granting aid to that road, but no
money grant is given here; they only say to
these men: " We will let you have $80,000 a
year for twenty years, and we will demand a
return of that money from you in some shape
or manner." However, it is an encourage-
ment to capitalists to invest their money in
this enterprise, because there is always a time
in the early history of a railway enterprise

when the returns are not sufficient to give a
profit on the investment. I repeat that I
consider the best investment the country can
make at the present time is to open up that
North-West country with railways. If the
Government could at the start have builtonly
one railroad, and said to settlers. " Do not go
outside of that line," it would perhaps have
been as well, because I believe from my ex-
perience that if a man goes 10 miles beyond
the Canadian Pacific Railway or any of its
branches, he will pass over eight sections as
good as the one he gets. When a man hires
a horse and buckboard to go land-hunting it
is the wildest possible scheme, because he is
sure to pass over as good land as he selects.
The whole country is like pease in a pod, and
each man thinks the particular pea he has is
the best pea in the pod. I am sorry to find
hon. members in this House discussing the
question from a sectional standpoint. I
think we should deal with those matters
from a Canadian standpoint. I am of the
impression that while there is a strong oppo-
sition to the Hudson Bay Railway the time
is not far distant when it will be built.
This is an age of great possibilities. When
I see street cars moving rapidly through the
streets of Ottawa with apparently no motive
power it inspires me with a belief that there
is hardly anything impossible in this age. I
think that the Hudson Bay, extending intO
the middle of the northern part of this con-
tinent, has been designed by the hand of
Providence as the proper outlet for that
great north-western country, and the sooner
hon. members can divest themselves Of
narrow provincial ideas, and consider this
question from the Dominion standpoint)
the better it will be for all the provinces.
I am in favour of any project in anY
part of the Dominion which is for the
advantage of Canada. The people of Prince
Edward Island want a tunnel to connect
their province with the mainland ; it looks
like a monstrous thing now, but the tin'
will come when that tunnel will be built. if
Ontario wants a-measure of justice we in te
North-West are prepared to support it, and
I have proof of that fact. In the early his-
tory of the National Policy there was no
part of Canada on which it bore more heavily
than the North-West ; still we stood firm al
true, and what is the result? Although We
had to pay $350 the first year for a binder
in that country, we can get one now for $150.
We helped the manufacturers at the begi-
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ning, so that they could compete, and we are
now enjoying the advantage of having ex-
cellent binders furnished at a low price to
eut our magnificent harvest of this year. If
by the construction of this Hudson Bay
Railway the cost of conveying wheat to
Europe could be reduced by 8 or 10 cents
a bushel the whole country would be the
gainer. If such a saving could be effected
the route would be opened up. I have not
a particle of doubt that the inventive genius
of the age will devise some ship that will
navigate the Straits and Hudson Bay and
carry the products of the North-West to
Europe. With that route established Canada
will be placed in the proud position that she
can be independent of the world. We
have 200,000,000 acres of fertile land in
the North-West. If it is not fit for
the plough it is suited for pasture. We
have millions of acres of land in that country
lying unused for the want of cattle to graze
upon them. As pastures they are admirably
suited for fattening cattle. If there are
parts of the North-West where we cannot
produce wheat, we can, at all events, raise
barley and oats. Wheat can be raised in
any part of it, but in some localities there
are seasons when it gets frozen. If I could
raise nothing but frozen wheat, from my
knowledge of that country and my experi-
ence in agriculture in other parts of Canada,
I wodld raise frozen wheat and convert it
into meat. With our long season of pastur-
age, eight or nine months for cattle and
twelve months for horses and other stock, in
proportion I say we can produce meat to
Compete with the world, and we can feed
Englishmen with beef at a lower rate than
than they have ever got it for before. In
view of these facts, it is our duty to support
this measure. It will render available and
give a new value to five millions of acres of
land; it will furnish means of transporta-
tion for a considerable population already
Settled there. If we were to tell those
People that they would not get a railway for
twenty years they would not remain-they
would have to leave that section of the coun-
try. Up to this time they have been only ex-
isting living on in hope of getting a railway.
I think the Government are justified in
lending this assistance to the project, or any
other project intended to open up the North-
West. I hope the House will not only pass
this Bill, but give it that hearty support
which its merits demand, and which will

enable the company to go on with the con-
struction rapidly.

HON. MR. McCALLUM-I desire, before
this question is disposed of, to make a few
remarks before casting my vote. The hon.
gentleman who preceded me to-day en-
deavoured to characterize this scheme as
being purely a colonization road. I have
always considered the question as the
Hudson Bay route. It is the same old Bill,
the same old route, the same old party that
was incorporated in 1880, and the last
speaker says that eventually they are going
to the Hudson Bay, and that science is going
to overcome all difficulties. But science has
not overcome climate to any great extent
yet. It may do so in the future. I wish
to say here that I was always led to believe,
for years and years back, when we were in-
vesting largely in the public works of this
country, that the inducement we had to
offer the people to take such a burden on
them was that after the North-West was
settled, and we got into the granary of the
Dominion, that the trade of that great
western country would come east through
the great lakes and the St. Lawrence. I am
willing that these gentlemen should have
a short route to the markets of the
world if they can get it, but is there any
man who can really say that he is satisfied
that the Hudson Bay route is feasible? Yet
here we are asked to give $1,500,000 to this
company. As I said, it is the same old
company, and the same old charter, with the
saine old object in view, and yet they tell us
that they want to open this road for colo-
nization purposes. It is all very well to do
that, but I venture to say, without any fear
of contradiction, that we already have good
lands opened up by railways in this country
for settlement that will not be filled for the
next ten years. I have travelled over the
country from Calgary to Edmonton. I may
say that it is all good land in the North-
West. The climate is not so good. The frost
strikes in some places. We were told that
the trade of that great country would come
down through our locks and down the
St. Lawrence canals to the seaboard. What
is the position of our canals to day ? They are
not paying working expenses. The shipping of
the inland waters of this country is wiped
out, and why? Because we have no coasting
trade. Some hon. gentlemen say that we
cannot handle the crop of the North-West
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over the Canadian Pacific Railway and the hon. gentleman fror Lunenburg would
through our canals-that we must have an- aiost support that idea. But down along
other route. The New York Central Rail- the Labrador coast, a country very like the
way has four tracks laid from Buffalo to Hudson Bay, we are told that the people are
New York. What is to hinder the Canadian starving there every winter, and it has been
Pacific Railway from laying as many tracks suggested that the Governrent ought to take
as are required froin Port Arthur into the thein in hand and fove thern away to a
granary of Canada, and thea let the grain better part of the country. B heard the hon.
core down fron that point by water? It gentleman from New Brunswick say that
was oniy the other day that w-e read in a the fish in the Hudson Bay ere po plenti-
newspaper an account of what is called a ful that the fisherien coul not let down
cwha e back " steamer loading at Chicago their anchors; but believe that was only a
and passing down through our canals and fish story. There would be no trouble in
deliveriny her cargo of 90,000 bushels of getting the crop of the North-West away
wheat safely at Liverpool. The hon. gentle- f rom there in any season. As soon as the
man tahks of a short route through Canadian Pacitie Railway will see that they
Hudson Bay, but I believe it is onl a have more freight than they can handle with
for a very short time of the year that their present facilities the tracks wi l be
the straits can re navigated at ail, and doubled, and I a sure there are plenty
how is the grain crop to get to England of facilities for getting the grain down
in one year if it goes by that route? But through our canais. What have we bee
iH order to induce the people of this building our Sault Ste. Marie Canal for? Is
country to commit themseives to thisschere it ot to accommodate the trade of the
they talk of it as a colonization road. Why North-West ? Then, after we have provided
do they not change the nae? Why did they these facilities to accommodate the trade of
not come here with a new company ? This the North-West a scheme is introduced here
company is being largely aided by Manitoba, to divert that trade from our canals by way
and-if the scheme is feasible would not the of Hudson Bay. It is not necessary for me
capitalists of the world take hold of it at to dwell on this; it must be apparent to
once and build it; but the project is not everybody. If hon. gentlemen have infor-
feasible. There are a few men in Manitoba mation enough before them to justify the
who want the earth and all they can get building of a railway to Hudson Bay, of
outside of it. I am not at all indisposed to course they will vote that way; but I must
opening up, colonization roads to settle the confess I have not got such information. I
North-West country, but I am opposed to am not satisfied that that road is feasible,
going too fast ; and I say now that if you and the people of the country are not satis-
take the railway running froin Calgary to fied. They are watching us here; therefore,
Edmonton, and the road from Regina to I have an amendment to offer to the amend-
Prince Albert there is good land on either side ment of the hon. gentleman fron Ottawa,
of those lines, more than will be settled for the which I hope the House will all support. 1,
next ten years. When the lands are taken therefore, beg to move in amendment to the
up and settlements become too crowded I, amendment :
if living, if not, somebody else who will be
in my place, will be anxious to open up this hll after the word " that" be left out, and the

folwing mnserted in hieu thereof :-" That the said
northern country for settlement; but as it Bill be not now read the second time, but that its
is now, I think we have use enough for our second reading he postponed until this House is in'
money in other directions. I am not going possession of definite information as to the locationI that road, its terminal point, and the character of the
to touch the National Policy, or the sugar country through which it is to pass."
question, or anything of that kind, but
will stick to the text. Is there any man HoN. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-The
here who will say that he has enough in- hon. gentleman who has just sat down has
formation to satisfy him that this railway is not confined himself to the question be-
a feasible project-a proper one for the fore the House, but has discussed a railwaY
Government of this country to aid ? Some to the Hudson Bay, which is not the questiol
hon. gentlemen contend that we ought to at issue at all. I will try and reduce this
build a railway to the Hudson Bay to de- thing, as far as I am concerned, to a col-
velop the fisheries in those waters, and even mon view.
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HON. MR. McCALLUM-' he hon. gentle-
man should have called me to order if I was
out of order in my remarks.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Here
we have a company incorporated to build
this road from Winnipeg to some point on
the Saskatchewan.

HON. MR. POWER-They are incorpor-
ated to build a road to Hudson Bay.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-That
is not the question now, and the hon. gentle-
man from Halifax and the hon. gentleman
from Ottawa have argued as if this com
pany were a parcel of fools and idiots-that
they are going to build this railway as a
matter of fun, through muskegs, and swamps
and lakes, without hope of any return. Is it
to be for one moment supposed that the men
who are promoting this railway are such
idiots as to put their money into a scheme in
which they know it would be lost ? Before
this company get a single dollar of this money
to be voted by Parliament they will have
to spend at least 4ý millions of dollars, taking
the cost of that road as $15,000 a mile. Sup-
Posing nothing should come of this scheme
but the employment of the labour and material
involved in the expenditure of $4,000,000
by this company, it would be almost compen-
sation enough to the country for the aid that
We are going to give. Hon. gentlemen who
oppose this Bill seem to try on this occasion
to find brains and judgment for people out-
side of the country as well as for those that
are in it. Why would a company go into
this scheme if they considered it a losing
8Peculation ? Now, what evidence have we
before us as to the character of the country ?
MY hon. friend from Shell River tells us that
this road will pass through a good country,
With abundance of rich land, well watered
and well timbered, with a good number of
ettlers in there already, and no doubt
others will go in there as soon as the
country is opened up. Now, look at the
extent of the country that this road will
Open up for settlement ? Here are 300 miles
of road running through a country nearly as
large as the whole of Scotland. Taking 20
miles on each side of the road, there are 7,000,-
000 acres of land, and allowing 300 acres for
each settler, it would accommodate a popula-tioni between three or four millions of people,
anld the possibilities of this road in the future

no one can determine to-day. J have no doubt
that when the country is opened up it will be
one of the best sections of the Dominion. The
hon. gentleman from Alberton also gave a
great deal of valuable information, taken
from the reports of engineers who went
through the country, and knew what they
were doing, and their report is that this sec-
tion of th country is one of the best in the
Dominion for agriculture and stock-raising,
with abundance of timber and water. The
hon. gentleman from Toronto took the
trouble also to find out something about this
country, and he gave us a fairly good account
of it from what he had ascertained. I
myself had the pleasure of seeing a gentle-
man well qualified to give information on
this subject, inthe Departnentofthe Interior,
who gave me a most promising account of
this country. He says that there is no better
part of the North-West for mixed farming,
and that it is a most desirable country for
settlement. Now, what information has been
given to us by 'the opponents, of this Bill?
The hon. gentleman from Ottawa made a
statement without the least foundation or the
least evidence to support it. He denounced
the country as unfit for settlement and the
whole scheme as impracticable. The hon. gen-
tleman from Halifax was more moderate, and I
congratulate him on the fact that association
with people of larger minds has improved
his tone, and it is to be hoped that he is
coming round to a large and more hopeful
view of things than he has shown in the
past. But those gentlemen have no evidence
to produce to show what this country is,
except hap-hazard statements. The hon. gentle-
man f rom Ottawa tried to immortalize himself
by asking the Senate to throw out this Bill
on his mere ipse dixit that the country was
worthless, without any corroborative evidence
as to the truth of the statement. If I were
a prophet, which I am not-that is a gift
which is entirely in the keeping of the hon.
gentleman from Ottawa-I would predict
that these gentlemen who are now abusing
this Bill will in'a few years be surprised at
their own blindness on this occasion. I am
sure that no person can be more surprised
to-day than the hon. gentleman from Ottawa
and the hon. gentleman from Halifax to see
the development of the Canadian Pacific
Railway, the construction of which they so
strenuously opposed, and which they pre-
dicted would bring ruin upon the country.
By their strongly-pronounced opinions on
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the Canadian Pacifie Railway scheme, and the
utter failure of those predictions, they have
not shown that theirs are master minds, or
that they are qualified to give a sound opinion
on the practicability of this route. After
enquiries into the character of the country
and its resources I have come to the con-
clusion to give my support to this road, and
I shall vote for the Bill before the House.

HON. MR. MILLER-I feel some reluc-
tance in rising to prolong this debate, but I
-can assure the House that I do not intend
to inflict upon it a speech. The House is
weary of this long discussion, and J am not
able to add anything to the very full in-
formation that has been given by a number
of hon. gentlemen who have before ad-
dressed the Senate. I think, however, the
House should feel indebted to the hon.
leader of the Opposltion for provoking this
discussion, inasmuch as it has had the effect
of bringing before us the fullest information
in regard to the country thr:ough which the
railway contemplated by this Bill is to pass,
and furnishing the House with conclusive
arguments in support of it. I shall not refer
to the several speakers who have been in-
strumental in producing that evidence, but
I say there are four or five hon. gentlemen
in this House well qualified from their local
knowledge to speak upon such a question as
this, who have borne testimony in harmony
as to the nature of the country through
whichthis railwayis tobe located, and as to its
valuable character for settlement. In op-
position to the testimony of these gentlemen
we have simply the wild-I was going to
say, but I will not use that term--the
very inaccurate statements of the hon.
gentleman from Ottawa and the hon.
gentleman from Halifax. We have nothing
more. We have in support of their
view the statement of the hon. gentleman
who moved the amendment to the amend-
ment, that we have not sufficient information
before us on which to pass this Bill. I
differ f rom that hon. gentleman in toto, because
I think it is a rare thing to have a subject
such as that before the House, in regard
to which we have information so full and
decisive as we have with regard to the
measure now under consideration ; and it
is for that reason we owe the thanks
of the House to the hon. gentleman
from Ottawa for eliciting the discussion we
have had with regard to that part of the

North-West. I have notes in my desk on
which I intended to comment, but which I
do not now intend to use, because, I re-
peat, I do not desire to inflict on the House
a speech. I think we have had speeches
enough on this question, some of them
travelling far outside the question, but if
there is a member of this Senate who might
be justified in indulging in a little extrava-
gance of speech on this occasion, in relation
to the success of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, I am the man. From the outset I
was a strong advocate of the North-West
and of the construction of the Canadian
Pacific Railway. I recollect when the
question of the union of British Colum-
bia with this Dominion was debated I made
the only speech, perhaps, of which I am
proud since I have had the honour of a seat
in this Senate, in favour of that measure,
and I was then laughed at as a visionary
dreamer. Unfortunately, I was much
younger then than J am now-the youngest
member of the House-and my remarks were
looked upon as the utterances of a young
man whose inexperience would not entitle
him to the possession of much wisdom
or knowledge on such questions. But I
have the satisfaction, looking at that speech
to-day, of seeing how every statement in
that speech has since been verified; how the
trade with the east has opened up, a
trade which is yet in its infancy, a trade
which we all know from the history has
been the means of enriching every nation
that had the good fortune to secure it.
But I shall not inflict upon the House
any remarks on the general question of
the Canadian Pacific Railway or the deve-
lopment of that great heritage which we
have secured in the North-West Territories
and in the Province of British Columbia. I de-
sire, however, to make a few practical observa-
tions with regard to the Bill before the House.
We are asked to build a road from Winni-
peg to the Saskatchewan. It is said by soie
that the road is a colonization road; by others
that it is intended only as a portion of the
line ultimately to connect Winnipeg and the
Hudson Bay. Now, T may say that if I
considered it was intended for the latter
purpose I would not look upon it with a
great deal of favour. When J make that
statement, J desire to make one or two others
in explanation of it. If I considered that
the Hudson Bay route were practicable for
commerce, I say frankly here that 1 do
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think it would be the duty of the Govern-
ment to do everything in their power to
assist in opening up that route by the con-
struction of this railway to the shores of
Hudson Bay. For, although we have expend-
ed a great deal of money in constructing the
Canadian Pacific Railway ; although this
country has assumed a very large burden in
doing so, and although we have a right to
expect and we were told we would receive
very large returns from the trade which
would be brought from' the North - West
to the older provinces over that route, still,
I unhesitatingly say that, notwithstanding all
these things and notwithstanding the disap-
pointment it would bring to some of our most
sanguine expectations at the time we agreed to
construct the Canadian Pacific Railway, it
would be the duty of the Government towards
that country to open up that Hudson Bay
route at as early a date as possible. But it
is because I do not believe that the route is
practicable that I do not advocate it now.
Of course, I only give my opinion, an opinion
whichladmitmaynot be formed upon sufficient
data ; butitisa question which Ihavefollowed
somewhat closely for some years past. I took
an interest in it when the late member from
Montreal (Mr. Ryan) year after year brought
the subject of the Hudson Bay route before
this House. I followed him in all his intel-
ligent observations on it, and earnest advo-
cate of that route as he was, and great as was
the respect I always had for that hon. gen-
tleman's opinion, I never agreed with him
that the route was a practicable route for
commerce. If, however, it should be
shown at any time hereafter that the
route is a practicable route for commerce
I do not believe that any loss that might ac-
crue to the older provinces in the diver-
sion of trade would be a justification
on our part for declining to assist the
Opening up of that route, as it would be
Unquestionably the means of wonderfully
developing that great country, the future
prosperity of which is to add so much to the
greatness of this Dominion. But it is be-
cause I do not believe in the practicability
of this scheme that I am not in favour of
Voting a sum of money which might be
looked upon as favouring the construction of
that road, or as rendering us perhaps liable
hereafter or liable in the eyes of its friends
or the capitalists of the world to still further
sUpplement it withasubsidy. But I contend,
even if the route shouldgo between the lakes as

a section of the Hudson Bay RailwayI do not
believe that it will be at ail a bad road for
colonization purposes. In discussing this
question the hon. gentleman from Alberton
inthe very voluminous evidence he submitted
to the House spoke altogether in reference
to the line between the lakes, and the evi-
dence he adduced, important, and full, and
reliable as it was, applied to the territory
between the lakes, and I was surpriséd, very
much surprised indeed, to hear one of those
strange remarks, which I may, perhaps, term a
wild remark also, of the hon. gentleman
from Halifax when some other member was
referring to the evidence produced by the
hon. gentleman from Alberton, that he was
referring to a country 150 miles away from
where the road was intended to run. The
evidence of the hon. gentleman from Alberton
referred specifically to the country between
the lakes.

HON. MR. POWER-The hon. gentleman
will excuse me; I did not say that. I said
that the hon. gentleman from Alberton
described a country which was about 150
miles from the terminus of the road-the
same country described by the hon. gentle-
man from Shell River.

HON. MR. MILLER-I understood the
hon. gentleman to say that my hon. friend
from Alberton was referring to a country
150 miles away from the line. If the hon.
gentleman says he did not make that remark,
of course I will not fellow the subject; but
I wish to call the attention of the House to
the fact that even if the road passed between
the lakes there is abundant evidence of the
character of the country through which it
will run that it is well fit for colonization
and settlement. If the road is to be a colo-
nization road, I believe from the evidence
that has been adduced to the House it would
be better to locate it on the west side of
Lake Manitoba, but it might run up on the
east side of Lake Manitoba as far as the
Narrows and from that point west of Lake
Winnipegoosis to the Saskatchewan. I
believe myself that that is the line which
will ultimately be selected, and on this
point my view coincides very much with the
views of the hon. gentleman from York
(Mr. Allan). If it goes through that
country there can be no question whàt-
ever it will be an excellent section
for settlement and colonization, and I do not
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think the sum of money we are asked to ex- millions of dollars on this country absolutely
pend for the purpose of opening up what is withoutany return, tosave thirty minutes rail-
admitted to be one of the finest regions in way distance between Halifax ani Montreal?
the North-West is at all too much or beyond The Harvey and Salisbury Railway, it was
the means of this Dominion. It seens to adritted here, would cost the country 3 or
me that there is a wrong impression with 4 millions of (llars absolutely, and the gain
regard to what we are going to give this in time was admitted to be only 30 minutes
company. We are so used to granting on the whole route between Montreal and
subsidies to railway companies without any Halifax ; stili it was an expenditure for
return that many appear to confuse the aid vhich Halifax clamoured, and it was an ex-
proposed to be given by this Bill to the penditure which the House prevented being
Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Railway with imposed on the country, to gratify the senti-
those subsidies. But I cannot perceive that mental whims of the city of Halifax. If there
we are really giving this company anything is a place in this Dominion that bas been pap-
at all for nothing. In the first place we Led by this Government it is Halifax. In fact,
give them nothing until they complete their it seers as if Halifax could not live unless it
road. There can be no doubt that if they were pap-fed by one Government or another.
build that road, no matter which route they They came into existence on pap-feed from
adopt, as the railway penetrates to the north, the Imperial army and navy, and they think
settlement will follow, and by the time it is now that the Dominion Governinent is bound
constructed to the Saskatchewan large settle- to keep up the system of pap-feeding that
ments will have followed into the country their infancy thrived on. I hope that the
creating trade, and requiring mail and other opposition that is being given to this Bill
accommodations. We may fairly take it for will not prevent a handsome majority from
granted that there will be a large population sustaining it. I ar sorry indeed to vote
there by the time the road reaches the Sas- against the leader of the Opposition. I
katchewan. The Government are asked to am sorry because it is so seldom that he
give $80,000 a year to this company, and in bas the courage to assume the duties of
return they are to get mail and transport ser- bis position and face the Government on
vice to the full amount, and if the company a vote of want of confidence, and a ques-
do not give services in return for the full tion of censure; and I really admire, to some
amount of this grant, then tbe Governwnent extent, bis courage upon this occasion. He
will get a lien ontbe lands of the railway for not only faces the Prime Minister and bis
the paymeni of any balance due or unearned. Government on this question, but he actual-

Jnder the circumstances, I Laul to see what îy proposes to go back and inflict a vote of
great gift we are giving to tbis company. I censure on the late Prime Minister and the
do not see that it is a burden tbat the country Government he led, for it must be remem-
need be at ail alarmed about it, and I an bered that one of tbe last acts of the late
simiply astonished, when I corne to consideral Premier was to send to a Committee of the
tbe facts connected with this Bill, that there Xhole in the other House the resolutions
sbould be so much opposition to it and so on wich this Biit is founded. Therefore,

uch excitement over it. Lt is said we are I arn sorry, under the circumstances, to
giving the coîppany a grant of $1,600,000. have to oppose my hon. friend when be
That is not correct, because estimatinig tbe exhibits such an unusual degree of pluck. I
grant in a lump sur the fair way is to tink this side of the touse might fairly
capitalize it upon aproperprinciple, and, Lairly bave left the vote on this measure to the
capitalized, it amounts to only $1,100,000. two able speeches that were delivered by the
The bon. gentleman frori Halifax is afaraid hon. gentleman rom Lunenburg, and the
that this country is going into bankruptcy if hon. gentleman erom the North-West Ter-
we assume tbis burden for wtich we are ritories (Mr. Perey), which were very ably
to get full compensation. When I bear treated the wbole suGject, but I wished
the bon. gentleman talk in this way I to state ty reasons for giving my vote
ask myself do y ears deceive me? Is this on this Bi , and I hope the house will, by
the same gentleman wbo, two or tbree years a good majority, show that it appreciates
ago in tbis bouse, advocated, and actually the wise and statesmanike poricy of the
separated imself froin bis party in advoca- Governent in providing for the construc-
ting, the placing of a debt of tbree or four tion of this road, wich eidl open up one of
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the finest territories in the North-West, and
will be ultimately a gain to the Dominion.

Hox. MR. VIDAL noved the adjourn-
ment of the debate until Monday next.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 6.05 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, 7th August, 1891.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE BAIE DES CHALEURS RAIL-
WAY BILL.

SECOND REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL, froin the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours, to
whom was referred Bill (82) "An Act res-
Pecting the Baie des Chaleurs Railway Com-
pany," presented their second report as
follows:-

THE SENATE,
COMMiTTEE RooM No. 8,

FRLDAY, 7th August, 1891.
The Select Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and

liarbours, to whom was referred Bil (No. 82) from the
Rouse of Commons, intituled : " An Act respecting
the Baie des Chaleurs Railway Company," beg leave
to nake their Second Report with regard to said Bill,
as follows:-

By Order of your committee, made on Thursday,the 6th of August instant, Charles N. Armstbong, of
the city of Montreal, in the Province of Quebec, then
Present in the city of Ottawa, was, by order of your
comnmittee, by letter signed by the clerk of the said
committee, re uested to attend before yomr coin-mIittee to-day, Friday, the 7th instant, at ten o'clock
in the forernoon; that, as appeared by the evidence
adduced on oath before your committee, the said
letter was dehivered to the said C. N. Armstrong,
Personally, on Thursday, the 6th instant, but notw*h-
Standing such request, the said C. N. Armstrong
failed so to appear before your committee ; that your
cOnIBittee are informed that the evidence to be iven
by the said C. N. Armstrong is material to the Jeter-

ination of certain matters arising out of the exami-
nation by your committee of the said Biha.

Y1Our committee, therefore, recomxnend that an
order of the Senate do issue to the said C. N. Arm-
atrong, to attend before your committee on Monday,
the 10th day of August, instant, at ten o'clock in the
forenoon, to give evidence as to the said Bill, and to
produce with him all papers and documents in his
Possession relating to the alleged retention of a certain

of money id or payable to the said railway
COTIlany as a subidy voted by the Legislature of the

Province of Quebec, and in particular the following
documents, to wit :

All letters and copies of letters, all books, docu-
ments and papers containing any entry or memoran-
dum relating to the passage of any and all Orders in
Council passed by the Government of the Province of
Quebec, together with copies of all or any such
Orders in Council in any way dealing with or relating
to the Baie des Chaleurs Railway Company and the
charter of such railway company, and the formation
of a new company to build such railway and the
acquirement of the proceeds of subsidies granted
to such railway company, or any aid for the
completion of such railway, and for the payment of
priv1deged claims due or at any time due by the said
company or in respect of the said railway or the
contractors or sub-contractors for the construction
thereon ; and especially all letters and copies of letters,
documents and copies of documents, sent to or received
from or exhibited by one Ernest Pacaud relative to
such Orders in Council and to the necessity for the
passage of the saine, and the application of the pro-
ceeds of such subsidies or any portion thereof ; and
all letters, books, documents and writings relating to
the payment of debts of anyone out of t he proceeds of
such subsidies, directly or mndirectly.

All which is respectfully submitted.

A. VIDAL,
Chairmaa.

HoN. MR. MILLER-What action does
my hon. friend propose to take on this
report ? Does he intend to move its adoption I

HON. MR. VIDAL-If it is my duty as
chairman of the committee to move the
adoption of the report, of course I shall do so,
but I understood that having presented the
report as chairman of the committee I had
no further responsibility with respect to it.
Certainly, if I am left to the free action of
my own desires, and convictions of what is.
right, I would rather not move its adoption,
because it is a report which I would rather
see rejected ; it does not meet with my
approval, as I consider it defective. At the
saine time, if it is my duty as chairman of
the committee to move its adoption I will
do so.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE-It is not
necessary for the chairman of a committee
to move the adoption of a report when it is
before the House. It is for the members
of the committee to stand by it if they like.
The chairman has nothing to do but submit
the report.

HON. MR. MILLER-I am not disposed
to differ from my hon. f riend in his view
of the case, but it is usual, if the chairman
of the committee does not concur in the
report and does not intend to move its
adoption, that he should state his intention
when he presents it to the House. My hon.
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friend did not do so, and this necessitated
me, as a member of the committee, asking
him what he intends to do with regard to
it. He has given his answer, that he does
not agree with the report and would
rather not move its adoption. I agree with
the hon. gentleman from Delanaudière that
it is not imperative on the chairman of a com-
mittee to move the adoption of a report in
-which he does not concur. I understood that
my hon. friend on my right would take that
course.

HON. MR. VIDAILI was not intending
by anything I said to censure in the least
degree what the hon. gentleman was saying.

HON. MR. TASSÉ-I move that the
report be now adopted.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I think it is a most
important step the Senate proposes to take,
and it would be well to consider carefully
before we place this House in a very unen-
viable position before the people of the coun-
try. This report is a very large one, amplified
to a considerable extent, and J confess J have
not yet thoroughly nastered its contents.
My impression before the committee was
that the committee carried a resolution to
the effect that the power of the House should
be invoked to compel a witness to attend
the committee on Monday next-Mr. C. N.
Armstrong. That report was passed on the
assumption that he had disobeyed an order
issued by the committee. It will be remem-
bered that yesterday afternoon, after the
House met, the Committee on Railways,
Telegraphs and Harbours applied for power
in the following words :-

"1. That your committee be empowered to send for
persons, papers and records required for the purpose
to affordmng evidence as to any matter arising out of
he examination of said Bill.

2. That for the purpose of such exanination your
cornmittee be authorzed to employ a shorthand
writer."

J assumed, from the line taken by the com-
mittee, that until that authority was obtained
from the House, as a preliminary proceeding,
the committee were not in the position of a
court, to compel the attenalance of a witness.
Before this House .ùaet yesterday, at half-

past one, I think it was, a letter was ad-
dressed to Mr. Armstrong, in which letter
the Bill is not mentioned. It appeared in
the evidence to-day that this gentleman was
at Sir Hector Langevin's house when this

letter was handed to him, and the contents
read to him, at half-past one yesterday. I
submit that at that hour it was a perfectly
futile document, signed by the law clerk,
and that he was not authorized to send such
a letter. There is no Bill mentioned in the
letter and no committee ; but he was per-
emptorily told to appear at the Senate Com-
mittee Room No. 8. The cause should have
been set forth and proper authority shown.
J ask hon. gentlemen, particularly those of
the legal profession, what would be thought
of a professional man taking a copy of a writ
and serving it on a party, and afterwards
applying to the court for the writ ? Of
course, the service would be perfectly futile,
because there was no authority to serve the
writ at the time the writ was served. This
is entirely a parallel case, where the analogy
is perfectly just, and it is clear and perfectly
apparent that there was no authority for the
issuing of this letter. The witness is not in-
formed for what he is wanted, but is per-
emptorily told to appear at Committee
Room No. 8, and now this House is to be
invoked for an order for his arrest.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I think the feeling of
the committee was that he should be ar-
rested.

HON. MR. MILLER-No.

HON. MR. SCOTT-A compulsory at-
tendance was spoken of this morning.

HON. MR. PELLETIER-It amounts to
that.

HdN. MR. SCOTT-The report is pre-
dicated on the assumption that he failed to
obey an order of a committee of this House.

HON. MR. MILLER-Not necessarily, at
all.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I will read the re-
port. This is a very important step, and I
hope the House will bear with me. The re-
port says that C. N. Armstrong was, " by
order of your committee, by letter signed by
the clerk of the said committee, requested
to attend," &c. That is a falsehood on the
face of it. It was nothing of the kind. IJe
was given a letter before the House made
the order at all. It would be highly iipro-
per that it should go on our records that a

366



The Baie des Chaleurs [AUGUST 7, 1891] Railway Co.'s Bill.

report that is false on the face of it should
be adopted by this Senate. I do not think
it would be proper or consistent with the
dignity of the Senate or the course it ought
to take. The Bill itself is a secondary affair
compared with the importance of the step
we are about to take. We propose to adopt
a high-handed measure, and to do it on false
premises. The reason for asking the at-
tendance of this gentleman is not given, and
the order for his attendance is obtained only
after the letter is served on him. No court
would recognize it. Any professional man
who would presume to do a thing of that
kind would be censured by the court,, be-
cause he would be charged with taking ad-
vantage of his position, and I rather think
the Senate cannot afford to place itself in
such a humiliating position as by a catch to
compel the attendance of a gentleman before
its committee.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-Does the report ask
that the gentleman be arrested?

HON. MR. SCOTT-The order is that he
attend. It recites that he had been notified
to.attend after the committee had authority
to ask his attendance, which is not the fact,
But I take a very much wider and stronger
ground in this case. This is a private Bill
remitted to the Committee of Railways to,
enquire into certain facts. When these facts
were being investigated the promoters of the
Bill stated that if they were to be drawn
into an enquiry foreign to this Bill, and
Which, if considered, would damage their
credit as a company, they would rather
Withdraw it. They say : " We are here with
clean hands, and if you are going to make
this Bill a medium of enquiry that -will be
an injury to the credit of the company we
ask for permission to withdraw the meature."
I maintain that that being the fact the
committee had lost its functions ; that that
Private Bill was the property of the pro-
rIoters of it, and by no possibility could that
committee undertake to go on with that
Bill and make the smallest change in it, or
take evidence on foreign matters in reference
to the Bill. This is laid down very positively
in May. The authority is pretty positive,
and I point to the fact that the rule which
he lays down has been invariably the practice
With the committeesof this House. In Bourinot
the same principle is laid down at page 416.
I submit, then, th4t wholly apart from the

ground I have already given the letter did
not contain the information that it ought
to have given to Mr. Armstrong, and it
neither mentioned the Bill or the number of
it, or the evidence that was expected to be ob-
tained from him; therefore, until such letter
has been served upon him it is improper to
ask now for the power sought to be obtained
by this report from this Chamber. I think
it would be an exceedingly unfortunate
thing if we laid down a rule that a private
Bill, when it is sent to the committee, can-
not be dropped or abandoned by the pro-
moters of it if they so desire. It would be
an exceedingly unfortunate procedure, and
might lead us into serious embarrassment in
future years.

HON. MR. MILLER-I beg to submit at
the outset that this Senate is not a division
court, and that the arguments of the hon.
gentleman, which might prevail in a division
court, are not likely to be received with a
great deal of consideration here. The con-
tention of irregularity, of the hon. gentle-
man f rom Ottawa is based on technical points,
and I think I can show the House clearly
that in the present instance they have no
weight whatever. My hon. friend bas
divided his arguments into two heads :
First, with regard to the informality of the
notice given, and consequently the impro-
priety of applying for an order from this
House for the attendence of Mr. Armstrong
before a committee of the Senate; secondly,
as to the principle laid down in the books
in regard to the withdrawal of private Bills
by the promotors of them. I shall take the
first portion of his argument. It is true
that at the time this letter, which was a mere
informal request, was served upon Mr. Arm-
strong the House had not concurred in the
recommendation of the report for power to
examine witnesses under oath before the Rail-
way Committee. It was impossible for them to
give anything but an informal request to Mr.
Armstrong, and it was given simply because
it was understood he was going out of town.
He was present at the committee in the
morning. He knew what the intention of
the committee was very clearly. He knew
that the report was to come up before the
House for concurrence during the afternoon,
and in order to avoid notice after the action
of the House had been taken on the report
he left the town. It was an extraordinary
circumstance that Mr. Armstrong should
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appear to evade examination, and he had
this informal notice served upon him, on
which we do not at all reckon as a necessary
part of the steps to be taken to get this
order of the House. He contended that we
could have waited until yesterday in the
afternoon, that the committee could have
issued the order for the attendance of this
gentleman-it could have cone here inde-
pendently without this step, and asked for an
order-not an order for his arrest at the
outset, but an order for his attendance.
The House, in giving power to the com-
mittee to issue such an order for the atten-
dance of a witness, did not divest itself of its
own power in the premises ; it merely
gave concurrent jurisdiction, and the House
could at any time step in and give an order,
notwithstanding the power delegated to the
committee. Now, what is the reason that
the committee ask for an order of the
House at this stage ? I will tell hon. gen-
tlemen what the reason is. Had we, yester-
day or this morning, issued an order for Mr.
Armstrong's attendance, and he had dis-
obeyed it, we would have to bring his con-
tempt before the committee and report him,
and get an order of the House for his atten-
dance with the view to bring him into com-
tempt before the House afterwards. Now,
we come here at once because he disobeys
this order, as some of us apprehend he will,
which is not an order for his arrest, but sim-
ply an order for his attendance before the
committee ; we will then be in a position to
come before the House and ask for his
arrest for contempt. That is the position,
and I do not think there is any impropriety
or any irregularity, or any fault whatever in
the manner in which the application is made
under the report of the committee. I do
not think it is necessary for me to elaborate
this point. The House must clearly see
that this paper, no matter how informal it
may be-it was drawn by the law clerk, and
I presume it is all right-was not open to any
technical objection ; but whatever technical
objection applied to it, supposing it was never
served on him at all we have the right,
under the recommendation of the committee,
to come here and get the most authoritative
order to bring a recalcitrant witness, as we
believe him to be, before the committee.
With regard to the second portion of the
hon. gentleman's argument, that this is a
private Bill, and that we can find no prece-
dent where a private Bill has not been with-

drawn when the promoters have requested
to be allowed to withdraw it: I take excep-
tion to the hon. gentleman's statement. I
contend that there are cases where public
rights or public morals are concerned, where
it is perfectly justitiable on the part of either
branch of Parliament to take charge of a
private bill and make ita public Bill. On that
point there are authorities, but I did not
expect this discussion to come up, and I am
not prepared to quote them. I meet the
objection of the hon. gentlemen from Ottawa
squarely when I say that it is not a private
Bill. It may be nominally and technically
a private Bill ; but am I to be told that a
Bill relating to a public work in connection
with which the Parliament of Canada has
granted and expended hundreds of thousands
of dollars is a private Bill in the real sense
of the term-that it is completely within the
control of the corporators of the company,
and that Parliament has no control over it ?
Am I to be told that a company which is
incorporated under a public charter and has
received, not only from this Parliament
but froin the Parliament of one of the
Provinces of the Dominion, nearly a mil-
lion of dollars, that we are to lose all
control of such a Bill as that, under the plea
that it is a private Bill, and allow parties to
elude investigation, when gross fraud is openly
charged against them and suspicious circum-
stances of the gravest character have arisen
with regard to the expenditure of a large
portion of these subsidies, which imperatively
demand an explanation ? It was not until
this was apparently going to be the case that
certain gentlemen, interested for political
friends perhaps elsewhere-interested, J say
boldly, for their political friends elsewhere,
endeavoured to withraw this Bill from public
sight and scrutiny and burk the investiga-
tion of the committee.

HON. MR. POWER-Does the hon. gentle-
man refer to members of the committee?

HON. MR. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman
is entirely out of order.

HON. MR. MILLER-I am alluding to
the promoter of the Bill.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Will the hon. gentle-
man give the reasons that he stated before.
the committee. ?
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HON. MR. MILLER-Under these cir- cedure it is well to give more mature consi-
cumstances, I do not think we ought to allow deration to it than it has yet received. I
the withdrawal of this Bill ; we ask simply may say' that until a few minutes before
for an order of the House, which the House presenting this report to the House I had no
would certainly have given us had we not opportunity of examining it with a view to
served this letter on Mr. Armstrong. I say it criticizing its contents, for it was only handed
is monstrous under any circumstances to say to me in time to sign it before submitting it
that this is a private Bill. The company to the House, and I consider that, in a most
have got a subsidy already, and they expect important matter, it does not state to the
other subsidies, and Parliament should have House what took place in the committee, and
control over this work. But there is another that was that the promnoter of the Bill asked
feature of this case which I think is deserv- leave to withdraw it, and it is most desirable
ing of being presented to the House. On that that fact should be known to the House.
what ground did the committee justify its Permission so to do has neyer been refused
action of going into an investigation of the in Parliarent, here or in England.
misappropriation of the subsidy to this rail-
way? It was this: the new company was HON. MR. ABBOTT-Are we not arguing
asking for an Act of incorporation, and there on a rather irregular state of things? There
were certain parties having claims against is nothing in this record to show that there
the road who believed that this Act of incor- was any such application.
poration would prejudice those aims, if notot se
destroy them, because among the assets which thN.esi so SToh e reportfsed
the company assert they possess the chefla.
One is an asset of $280,000 from the Local Hox. MR. ROSS-We have no right to
Government, which is believed to have been discuss what has been said in the committee
dissipated and squandered improperly. The unless it is alluded to in the report of the
committee was in this position: If this as- committee.
sertion was true, it would be necessary to
give the gentlemen who appeared on behaf HON. MR. VIDAL-The House should
Of some of the creditors an amendment of ot be misled by a defective report, which
the Bisl in order to protect their rights. If does not present the whole facts.
it were not true that this money was dissip-
Gted in the manner alleged, then it would not HON. MR. ROSS-The committee had no
be necessary. e could not proceed with business at iall to report that feature of their
the Bite without knowing whether or not it proceeding. Nobody proposed that it should
seas true that this $280,rue was stil be reported. Nobody said anything about
availb e for the cancellation of ail the debts it, and the chairman of the committee has
of the 01( company, or was really in exist- no authority to report any part of the dis-
ence at all. If it was fot in existence, then cussion that took place in the committee.
I say it is only right and proper that we
ahould giv e the amendment asked for to the HoN. MR. POWER-I thiflk the chair-
ýBiIî. If it was in existence, no such amend- man is perfectly in urder. He is objecting
'bent was necessary. Under these circum- to the report, and this is one of the grounds
stances, I ask hon. gentlemen what ground of the objection, that the report does'not set
there for opposing the motioi which bas forth what took place in the committee.

Jst been made? I (tI hope that the bouse HON. MR. MILLER-Whose fault is it 7
Will consider that the case is one which re- He is chairman of the committee.

itres prompt action, and that it will adopt

sheould giv the amnmetsed ot h

Sot o i eitee M. POWER-It may be the fault
It s. VIDAL-I think it is a very of the officer who drew up the report. Thes ce, hon. gentleman opposite las raised a ques-

the earnest consideration of this Chamber. is pf order.
It is an attempt to introduce an entirely new
PriciPle in the proceedings of Parliament, HON. Mr. VIDAL-Does the ho. gente-
tO iltroduce an unprecedented course, and I mam (Mr. Ross) caîl for any ruling of the
thilk before the House agrees to such a pro- chair on the point of order?

24
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HON. M. ROSS-Yes; I do. I say that
in the committee there was no question of
reporting to the House this proposition to
withdraw the Bill. The chairman of the
committee had no more business to report
that part of the discussion than he had to
report that we had refused such an amend-
ment, or that we had refused a gentleman
the right to speak or to answer a question,
and I repeat that the Chairman had no
business to report that part of the discus-
sion, and the House has no, business to dis
cuss the actions in committee except what-
is alluded to in the report.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE-I believe that
the hon. gentleman is altogether wrong.

HON. MR. VIDAL-Which of them?

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE-The hon. gen-
tleman who has just sat down. It is evident
that if the report is not correct the members
of the committee may object to it, and any-
one who does object must give his rea-
sons for objecting. That is an elementary
proposition: it is the A B C of parliamentary
practice. Now, what does the authority
which has been cited by the hon. gentleman
from Ottawa state? It states that the commit-
tee shall take into consideration the objection
of the petitioners to go on with their Bill,
and that the committee shall report to the
House the desire of the parties to withdraw
the Bill and ask the House for their concur-
rence. That is what May says. If the
committee does not do so, has not any mem-
ber of the House the power to rise in his
place and state that the report is false ? Is
it not deceiving the House to present a
report which does not mention the facts ?
On the other hand, I believe the reason that
the chairman of the committee gave for oppos-
ing the report was that he thought it did not
state the facts as they existed. I submit that
the chairman is quite in order in speaking
as he did.

HON. MR. POWER-The hon. gentleman
from Richmond found very great fault with
the hon. member from Ottawa for urging a
technicality, but I find now that the objec-
tion to the statement which the chairman
of the committee proposed to make is a mere
technicality. Let us have the truth of the
matter, and discuss the facts as they are.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I do not think
that this is a question of technicality at all.

It is not a general thing that discussions or
motions before the committee are reported.
No precedent can be shown why the pro-
ceeding in the committee should be con-
sidered an essential part of this report. It
was simply a discussion on a motion in the
committee, which, I submit, has nothing to
do with what is before us.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-Our proceedings
should in some manner be regular. Now,
what is the condition of this debate ? My
hon. friend from Sarnia brings in a report
of the Railway Committee. My hon. friend
opposite raises a question as to the adoption
of this report, based upon the regularity or
irregularity of the notice to the witness. My
hon. friend who produces the report and
signs it

HON. MR. SCOTT-Never read it.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I am not accusing
my hon. friend of anything wrong. I say
that he brings into the House a report signed
by himself, which he is now opposing, because,
as the hon. gentleman f rom Halifax says
(although my hon. friend did not say so him-
self), it is false.

HoN. MR. POWER-I do not think I
said it was false.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-On the question
whether this report shall be adopted it is
proposed that it shall not be adopted because
it is false. Can we argue that? On what
can we base our arguments ? If we argue
before the House, where is our evidence to
come from? How is the House to ascertain
whether the report is false or true ? It seems
to me, before we decide what we shal do
with the report, we ought to know some-
thing more about it and get it before the
House in some regular form. If any gentle-
man thinks-that the report is false, would it
not be better for him to move that it be
referred back, and make our proceedings regi-
lar, because they seem to be irregular now.

THE SPEAKER - The motion now
before the House is for the adoption of the
special report of the committee. During
the discussion the hon. member has made
reference to proceedings that took place il
the committee, criticizing them, and he was
called to order, because it was contended
that he had no right to refer to the proceed-
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ings which took place in the committee.
Now the only standing order which applies
to this matter or refers to Bills sent to com-
nittee is this 67th rule, which says that a
Committee to which a private Bill may have
been referred shall report the same to the
Senate in every case. This is the only rule.
Now, until the report is made by the Com-
mittee of its proceedings it is irregular to
refer to them. I find this in Bourinot, at
page 448 : " Until the committee report, it
is irregular to refer to its proceedings in
debate in the House." Now, in this case a
report has been made, but it is a special
report, and I think that the discussion
ought to be limited to the special report, and
that no reference ought to be made to the
proceedings of the committee, which are not
before the House. It is true that other
members have already referred to the pro-
ceedings of the committee, but the moment
I am called to decide whether it is regular
or not I feel myself bound to lay down the
rule as I find it.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I bow respectfully to
the decision of the Speaker on this point, but
it does seem to me a most remarkable thing
that, while every member who has spoken
on this matter has referred fully and freely
to what was said and done in the committee,
I should be selected as the first one to be
stopped for referring to its proceedings. I
arn not accustomed to trespass on the time
and patience of the House, and I very sel-
dom transgress by violating the rules which
govern the conduct of members in this
Chamber. Of course, if I am not to speak of
what was done in the committee, I feel that
a great deal is taken away from me which I
should be allowed to say in the way of ex-
Planation. It is an extraordinary thing that
a person is not to be free to give his reasons
for objecting to the adoption of the report of
the committee because he refers to something
that occurred in the committee. I cannot
uiniagine that the rule contemplates anything
"0 tyrannical as that. In my judgment, I
am precluded from mentioning the most
essential thing for guiding the decision of
the House on that report because it hap-
Pened in the committee. I will not mention
t as something which took place there, but

I Will say that of my own knowledge the
Persons asking for and promoting this Bill
desire to withdraw it, and that their desire
w'as made known by them publicly. This is

24J

why my jugdment of the action of the com-
mittee differs from that of the lion. gentle-
man from Richmond, and others who have
spoken about it. I conceive that the duties
and responsibilities of the Railway Commit-
tee relate exclusively to the Bills which are
referred to them connected with railways,
and believe that a person having a right to
withdraw his Bill, and asking permission to
do so, that from the moment the right is
exercised (which has hitherto been univer-
sally conceded) it ceases to be a railway Bill
before the committee for consideration. It
is quite true that other matters connected
with the Bill, if proceeded with, were men-
tioned, and had there been any intention to
urge the insertion of the amendment which
was sought to be introduced by the oppo-
nents of the Bill I could understand why it
would be necessary to go into such an exam-
ination as might be deemed desirable to
ascertain what became of the money which
ought to have gone to the payment of privi-
leged claims. Had the Bill been proceeded
with, had it been the intention to urge that
amendment, then I think it would have been
both right and desirable to inquire into those
things ; but when the Bill is no longer before
the committee as a railway Bill, that com-
mittee has no power, in my judgment, to
constitute itself into a committee of inquiry
into the wrongdoings of anybody, I care not
who or where they are. I have an earnest
desire that the wrongdoings of any party
should be investigated, but I contend that
it is not the province of the Railway Com-
mittee of the Senate to go into such an
inquiry independent of the Bill, and I hold
that the duty of making such inquiry ceased
when the promoter asked permission to with-
draw the Bill. Unless we are prepared to
make a new precedent in this case to give an
opportunity to inquire into alleged wrong-
doing, it cannot be done in the way proposed.
What would be the result of such an inquiry?
Would it have anything to do with the Bill
sent to the committee.

HoN. MR. MILLER-Yes.

HON. MR. VIDAL-What would be the
result? To make investigation into wrong-
doing, showing that certain persons had been
guilty of gross irregularity in the manage-
ment of money intended to be given to the
creditors of the railway, I contend, is not
what the Railway Committee was appointed
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to do. The position which the committee
ought to have taken, the one which I desire
it to take, is to report siiply that the pro-
moters of the Bill should have permission to
withdraw it.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-The discussion
is taking too wide a scope. The question
now before us is, shall we give the com-
mittee this power to call the witness? If this
was an order in consequence of contempt on
the part of this witness some question might
arise, but this is not to bring the gentleman
under arrest. The House is told that
although he got an informal notice he refused
to attend, and the House knows that he
would not come. I do not know that he
would attend under the present order that
is asked for; it is simply an order that he
shall be summoned in the usual way to
attend before the committee. That is the
question before us. I do not intend at pre-
sent to go beyond that. It has been said
that there is no precedent for the action of the
committee here. We never had such a case.
There is a monstrous allegation of fraud.

HON. MR. POWER-I rise to a question
of order. The hon. gentleman is out of
order.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-The question
before the House is, shall this order be
granted. This gentleman has thought proper
not to attend the meeting of the committee
under an informal notice, and the question
is now, will the House give the committee
the power that it seeks to bring this gentle-
man before them, the same as under an
ordinary summons ?

HoN. MR. DEVER-As I am not a law-
yer, I should like to have a little explanation
on this point. The question appears to me
in this way : that if these gentlemen had the
power of withdrawing their Bill to-day,
because it would appear that the committee
was going to saddle and put a rider on that
Bill not satisfactory to them

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-That
is not the question before the House.

HON. MR. DEVER-That was the cause
of bringing it here, because those gentlemen
refused to accept from the committee certain
conditions which the majority wished to
impose on that Bill. Application has been

made to the House for an order to bring
before the committee a certain gentleman
whose evidence is wanted. Now, these parties
have the power to withdraw their Bill, and
when they exercised it the committee col-
lapsed on that point-they had no further
power ; and hence they have to take sone
other course to bring this gentleman before
them. We have heard the opinions of
several lawyers, very conflicting opinions,
and iembers of this House who are not
lawyers would like to have some clear expla-
nation of the position of affairs f rom the
leader of the House, in whom they have
confidence. As a layman, I wish to under-
stand the legal point, and when we have it
explained I hope that we will be in a position
to vote intelligently. I wish to know whether
these parties had a right to withdraw a
private Bill or not?

HON. MR. POIRIER-A distinction might
and should be drawn in this matter. If the
company had actually withdrawn their Bill,
then the position of the chairman of the
committee would be logical, but we must
consider that this private company has not
withdrawn its Bill, but simply asked for
leave to withdraw it with the consent of the
House. In order to withdraw the Bill the
approval of something more than a majority
in the House is necessary ; it can only be
withdrawn by the unanimous consent of the
House. The Bill stands in the saine position
as any motion, and until the House unani-
mously consents to the withdrawal of the
Bill it cannot be dropped. As matters stand
now, the Bill is actually before the House.
It has passed through all its stages in the
other House, and through two stages in this
House, and has been referred to the Railway
committee. Admitting that we cannot pro-
ceed with the Bill, still we can proceed with
certain actions subsidiary to the Bill. To a
great extent this Bill, although a private
measure, is of a public character. The first
section thereof reads: "The Baie des Chaleurs
Railway is hereby declared to be a work for
the general advantage of Canada," assimi-
litating, therefore, very much to a public
Bill.

HON. MR. POWER-I am surprised at
such a statement.

HON. MR. SCOTT-All local railways
are for the general advantage that way.
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HoN. MR. POIRIER-All local railways
that connect with the Intercolonial Railway
are works for thegeneraladvantageof Canada,
but it requires an Act to declare others to be
of that character.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-That is done to give
us jurisdiction. They must be declared to
be works for the general advantage of
Canada.

HON. MR. POIRIER-That is what I
say. The Bill is before the House now, and
will remain before it until withdrawn. What
we have to deal with is the report of the
committee referring to that Bill. I believe,
therefore, that we can take any action that
we deem fit in connection with that report
of the committee, and that we are perfectly
justified in accepting or rejecting the report,
inasmuch as the Bill is actually before the
bouse.

HON. MR. MILLER-Before the com-
inittee this morning I said that a majority
Would be sufficient to give leave to the pro-
Inoters of the Bill to withdraw it. I said
that in the hurry of the moment, in answer
to a remark made by my hon. friend from
Acadie. I wish to withdraw that. I agree
with my hon. friend in the position that he
takes. I remember, while I was in the chair,
giving a very elaborate decision on that very
Point, holding that leave to withdraw a
11otion meant the unanimous consent of the
bouse.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I shall move
that the report be not now concurred in,
but that it be referred back to the committee,
with instructions to give the proceedings
which took place before them. We have a
right to have matters presented as they
eally occur. I find iii "May's Parliamentary

?ractice " that parties having a private Bill
before a Committee on Private Bills have a
"ight, whenever they choose to withdraw
their Bill, and that the committee must
tePort the same to the House.

1ON. Mi. MILLER-That is, if it is
Withdrawn?» Not where leave to withdraw
is refused.

N. MR. BELLEROSE-I cannot see
the distinction. In this case the promoters
of the Bill came before the committee and

asked permission to withdraw their Bill.
The report to the House ought to have con-
tained a statement of that fact.

HON. MR. MILLER-If the committee
had given leave to withdraw the Bill, the
report should have so stated, as the com-
mittee did not, the report should not con-
tain any reference to the rejected application.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-As the com-
mittee did not report the proceedings, and in
order that the House may see the grounds
for supporting the demand of the petitioners,
it is only right that the report should go back
to the committee, with instructions to the
committee to give a statement of the pro-
ceedings, so that they may know why the
application was refused. The House is not
bound to accept the report as it is. What I
want is to have the prayer of the petitioners
before the House, in order that the question
may be discussed with all the facts before
us. What would be the use of inquiring
about an expenditure of money upon this
railway if the company withdraw their
Bill after the inquiry takes place? It has
been stated in the committee that after the
inquiry is completed the prayer will be
granted.

HON. MR. CLEMOW-Might or might
not be granted.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-No; the state-
ment was " would be granted," but that the
committee wished to know the facts. I am
a member of the committee who three or
four days ago did my best to have a com-
plete investigation, because if there is any
scandal at Ottawa or at Quebec I want to
have the public acquainted with the facts
connected with it, but let us conduct the
inquiry in a proper manner. Do not let us
put on our Journals such a precedent as the
one proposed, which may be invoked at some
future time in many other cases. Let us
follow the rule laid down by May, which I
have quoted-when a petitioner asks to with-
draw his Bill the committee reports the
prayer of the petitioner and the House deals
with it. Why not do that? Was it done
purposely to keep this House in the dark so
that they might not know what was going
on behind the scenes?

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B. C.)-
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Order.-That is a reflection on the com-
mittee.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I did not make
the statement; I asked the question, and I
repeat it-was it done to keep this House in
the dark ? I do not say that that was the
object, but it looks like it. Would it be right
for this House to vote deliberately to-day to
incur such an expense as this inquiry will
involve, just for the sake of knowing some-
thing with which we have very little to do,
and then after all withdraw the Bill ? Would
not the House deserve censure for having
incurred such an unnecessary expenditure ?
I move that the report be referred back to
committee, with instructions to fully report
their procedings on the said Bill.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I am very
much surprised at the position taken by
several hon. gentlemen here to-day with
respect to this report. They have most
strenuously contended that the Bill is still
before the House. In view of the author-
ities quoted by the hon. gentleman from
Ottawa and others, I claim that the Bill is
not before the House, and virtually is not
before the committee. Leave was asked by
the gentleman in charge of the Bill to with-
draw that Bill, and the majority of the com-
mittee, in my judgment, acted in an arbitrary
and irregular manner in not allowing it to
be withdrawn.

AN HON. GENTLEMAN-Order, order.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I repeat
that in my judgment they acted in an arbi-
trary and irregular manner in refusing that
request.

AN HON. GENTLEMAN-Order.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-The hon.
gentleman from Richmond, who is such a
stickler for order now, is as often out of
order as any member of the House.

HON. MR. MILLER-Did I ever call you
to order ? Your statement may go for the
little it is worth.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-Many a
time.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I can recol-
lect your having done so on several occasions.
However, that is not the question before the
House. I say that the committee acted in
my judgment in an arbitrary nianner in not
allowing the gentleman who had charge of
the Bill to withdraw it.

HON. MR. MILLER-I rise to a ques-
tion of order. I say it is improper for any
hon. member to use such language in speak-
ing of a committee of this House. The hon.
gentleman has no right to apply the word
" arbitrary " to the action of a committee of
this House.

Hox. MR. POWER-The hon. gentleman
from British .Columbia did not apply the
word " arbitrary " to the action of the com-
mittee ; he said, in his opinion their action
was arbitrary.

HON. MR. MILLER-It is the same
thing.

HON. MR. POWER-If the hon. gentle-
man had said that the conduct of the
committee was arbitrary he would have
been attacking the committee. His opinion
may have been altogether wrong; he does
not allege that his opinion is correct. If he
did, then he might be brought within the
rule ; but that an hon. member has not a
right to say that in his opinion the commit-
tee acted in an arbitrary manner is a new
rule altogether.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I rise to protest
against the manner in which the majority
of this House are endeavouring to prevent a
free expression of opinion by the minority.
Here is a report that falsifies the position of
affairs. Do you mean to say that the mino-
rity in this Chamber are to be put down by
the force of a majority when seeking their
rights ? I say that report does not truly ex-
press what occurred in the committee, and
it would be a monstrous proposition if the
minority of this House are to be silenced by
a brute majority. (Cries of " Order!"
"Order !" " Shame " and " Withdraw.")

HON. MR. POIRIER-I rise to a point
of order. The hon. gentleman has used an
expression which is an insult to the House.

HON. MR. MILLER-Never, I think, HON. MR. SCOTT-We cannot tolerate
though not for want of cause. a suppression of the facts (cries of "Order! "
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" Order," and " Chair-sit down !") I will
stand here until doomsday. It would be
unfair, unjust and unpatriotic on the part of
any majority to force through a report which
is false on the face of it. They do not do it
on honest grounds. The people of this
country would not sanction it-they would
not tolerate a political majority saying to a
minority : " Your voice shall not be heard ;
what occurred before that committee shall
be suppressed, and we shall rule this country
as the Star chamber was ruled two centu-
ries ago." I say it would be a dangerous
precedent to set to say that the mouths of
the minority here shall be closed, and that
we shall be told that because a majority of
the committee choose to suppress the facts
and not give them to the House that the
minority of the Chamber is to be silenced.
I did not avail myself of the opportunity of
giving the facts of what occurred before the
committee, because I was exceedingly sen-
sitive about doing so; but others have done
it, and I claim the right to state the facts
also. The proposition made before the
committee by the promoters of the Bill was
maanifestly fair and honourable and in the
public interest.

HON. MR. CLEMOW-I should like to
know if the hon. gentleman is discussing the
question of order ?

THE SPEAKER-The hon. gentleman
from Ottawa is not speaking to the question
of order.

HON. MR. CLEMOW-And when he was
called to order he did not take his seat.

THE SPEAKER-If any hon. member
desires to speak on the question of order he
can do so.

HON. MR. POIRIER-I
ruling of the Chair as to
"brute majority."

should like the
the expression

HON. MR. SCOTT-I will withdraw that
expression.

THE SPEAKER-The question submitted
tO the Chair was, whether the hon. member
frome New Westminster was out of order
wehen he said that in his opinion the majority
'eted in an arbitrary manner.

I1ON. MR. SCOTT-I will apologize to the
11louse for the hasty words that I used. I

am extremely sorry that I used the words
"brute majority."

HON. MR. MILLER-I withdraw the
point of order in the other case.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I feel aggrieved that
the facts which occurred in the committee
are to be suppressed in this manner. I do
not think it is fair or just that the minority
could not be heard in the committee, and if
the minority are not to be heard in this
Chamber one cannot be expected to contain
himself, because it is an attempt to suppress
free speech ; it is an attempt to stifle debate
and suppress facts for a political purpose.
That is what it is ; every gentleman must
admit it. There is no reproach in that; it is
that a political stab may be given. I have
no objectiontotheproposedinvestigation, and
I say here if it is thought proper, on a fair
proposition submitted to the Senate, that this
matter or scandal,if youchoosetocallitascan-
dal-I do not know whether it exists or not
-but assuming that hon. gentlemenareright
in their premises, and it is right to investigate
itIhavenoobjectionto athorough enquiryand
to fairly and squarely naming a committee
to investigate it. I will not oppose it, but I
say it is improper to use the medium of a
private Bill that belongs to the promoters to
base this enquiry upon.

* HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I was pro-
ceeding to say, when improperly called to
order when I was not out of order, that in
my judgment it was the bounden duty of
that committee, or any other committee of
this House to whom a private Bill had been
referred, to sanction its withdrawal at the
request of the promoter of the Bill. In-
stead of that, in this case the committee says:
"No ; we will not allow you to withdraw it."

HON. MR. MACDONALD(B.C.)-It was
not the committee.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I have re-
ference to what was said in the committee,
and if you put a gag in our mouth as to
what is done in the committee, I say you
are stifling investigation and hampering free
speech.

HoN. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-It is
not the majority on the committee that are
endeavouring to stifle investigation.
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HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-The hon.
gentleman is endeavouring to make hinself
extremely popular in a certain quarter; but
I do not think it will serve the purpose he
has in view. I have never yet known, since
entering public life, some thirteen or fourteen
years ago, either in the House of Commons
or this House, an instance where a member
in charge of a private Bill was refused, at
any stage after its introduction, permission
to withdraw it, and that is the reason why
I use the expression that in my judgment
the committee have acted arbitrarily in not
allowing the hon. gentleman who has charge
of the Bill to withdraw it. Does any hon.
gentleman contend that when a man intro-
duces a private Bill he is going to be forced
by a committee, or even by this House, to
proceed with the Bill, whether he desires to
du so or not !

HON. MR. POIRIER-Certainly not.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-That is
precisely the position of the Bill before the
committee.

Some HON. GENTLEMEN-No; no.

HoN. MR. McINNES-I say that the
position is that. The hon. gentleman in
charge of the Bill asked leave to withdraw
it. Having done so-according to the highest
parliamentary authorities-the Bill virtually
ceased to be before the committee or even
the House. The Bill is not, therefore, I
claim, before the House. May, page 868,
says: "If parties acquaint the committee
that they do not desire to proceed further
with the Bill that fact is reported to the
House, and the Bill will be ordered to be
withdrawn." And such being the case, the
recommendation in the report is totally
unnecessary. The object of the report is to
investigate certain irregularities or misappro-
priations of money granted by the Legislature
of Quebec, which body is entirely indepen-
dent of the Dominion Parliament, and over
which we have not the slightest control.
The hon. gentleman referred in a rather sar-
castic manner to the arguments of the hon.
gentleman from Ottawa, and said that they
would suit very well in a division court ;
but I contend that if the committee consti-
tute itself a tribunal to investigate irregular-
ities and wrongs that have taken place in
another Legislature of the Dominion, over

which we had not the slightest control, it
would be placing us in the position of a police
court, and I say it would be highly improper
and degrading to this Senate to constitute
itself an investigating committee to inquire
into the wrongdoing, if wrongdoing has
occurred, in another portion of our country
over which we have no control. The Premier
smiles at this, but I ask the hon. gentleman
to consider the false position we will place
ourselves in, even if the proposed investiga-
tion is proceeded with, and find that all
that is alleged is true. Have we any
power, I ask, to punish the guilty parties?
What power can we exercise over irre-
gularities that have occurred in respect of
moneys voted by a Legislature over which
we have not the slightest control? If pro-
vincial moneys have been applied to impro-
per purposes, as alleged, then I submit it is
the bounden duty of the Legislature of Que-
bec to take the matter up and investigate it,
and if wrong has been done, there is no man
in this Housethat will be more pleasedthan I
am orstand more firmly in puttingdown wrong-
doing, I care not in what quarter it is dis-
covered. I submit that we ought not to
dopt the report that is now before the
House, because the Bill is virtually not now
the property of the committee, or even the
House. It is not before the House, and I do
not think it will ever come before the House,
except for the purpose of being dropped ; con-
sequently, the best thing the Senate can do
is to reject the report. I know for a fact
that the chairman had no time to examine
the report before presenting it, or he would
not have presented it in its present form.
The report is not a true report, and I an
perfectly satisfied that if the hon. gentleman
only had time to look over it he would never
have brought it before the House. I think
it is unfortunate that a report which does
not represent the facts of the case should be
submitted to the House, and J hope it will
be rejected.

HON. MR. MACINNES (Burlington)-I
understand the chairman of the committee
to say that the report is correct, as far as it
goes ?

HON. MR. VIDAL-It is the truth, but
not the whole truth.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-The question be-
fore the committee isthe adoption or rejection

376



The Baie des Chaleurs [AUGUST 7, 1891] Railway Co.'s Bill.

of the report of the committee. We have an
amendment to it, I understand, and while
the question with regard to private Bills and
public Bills may not be relevant at the pre-
sent stage of the discussion, nevertheless I
am one of those who are strongly of the im-
pression that this is a public and not a pri-
vate Bill. A private Bill is a Bill to incor-
porate a body of gentlemen to do a certain
thing-to build a railway or organize a
steamboat company, or a bank, or a manu-
facturing concern, to be carried on with
their own money or with the money of
stockholders that they may have power
under the Bill to create. But the Bill which
involves a grant of the public money of the
country is an entirely different thing. This
company has received a certain amount of
public money already, and is to receive more;
therefore, I say, as far as that is concerned,
this is a public Bill to all intents and pur-
poses, and J do not agree with the proposi-
tion that once a Bill is submitted to the
Legislature it is the property of the promot-
ers. Brown, Jones and Robertson, for in-
stance, may apply for a Bill to build a rail-
way from Toronto to Ottawa; and Smith
and Edwards may oppose that Bill in com-
Inittee from time to time, saying that it
ray interfere with their interests, and if
they can prove to the committee that the
grounds they take for opposing this Bill are
good the committee would not permit the
promoters to withdraw it, but they would
go on with the Bill, and carry out the views
of the parties opposing it. It has been done
ini several cases in England.

HoN. MR. POWER-Will the hon. gentle-
bnan be kind enought to name one of those
cases.

HoN. MR. SfCOTT-You must remember
that this company is already incorporated to
do this work, and all they ask is that the
Parliament of Canada will ratify the legis-
lation of Quebec.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-The fact that they
are incorporated under a Local Act does not
alter the position of affairs. When they come
to ask that that Bill be added to, it takes a
first position, as if they had never been created
a corporation.

HON. MR. SCOTT-This company, like
many other companies having charters from

Local Legislatures, come to the Parliament
of Canada, because they think a charter here
is more valuable. The Parliament of Canada
could not grant a charter to any other com-
pany antagonistic to this one. It is not the
case the hon. gentleman puts of an inde-
pendent company with an independent enter-
prise ; this is an existing one.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I quite under-
stand that ; they come to us for powers that
they have not at present got.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-But no other company
could come here and get a Bill for it. The
charter is already granted.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-I never rise to
speak in the House but there is contradiction
after contradiction and interruptions from
hon. gentlemen opposite. I have been some
thirty years in public life, and I know what
I am speaking about as well as the hon.
gentleman from Ottawa.

HoN. MR. POWER-If the hon. gentle-
man will permit me--

HON. MR. HOWLAN-Sit down!

HoN. MR. POWER-The hon. gentleman
has no right to address me and tell me to sit
down. He should address the Chair.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-Sit down ! Sit
down ! I have a right to speak until I sit
down.

HON. MR. MILLER-A member does not,
in the Senate, address the Chair; but he
addresses the members of the House.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-The hon. gentle-
man f rom Halifax is bette" fitted for raising
points of order than for making a speech to
persuade the House. J say that I am
opposed to the position taken by the hon.
gentleman, that a promoter of a Bill can
withdraw it at any time he thinks fit. He
cannot do anything of the kind ; it becomes
the preperty of the House, and I say more:
that when the Bill involves money taken
from the public chest it is a public Bill, and
not a private one, and must be governed by
the rules relating to public Bills. The gentle-
men who oppose this report have had the
benefit of the discussion that took place
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before the committee, and what are they
afraid of ? What do they want to shield this
man for, if the House wants him for the
purpose of getting information? Why should
he not come at the call of the committee ?
If a majority of that committee, supposed
to have the confidence of the House, desire
to have this question investigated, and pro-
pose to have this man sent for for the purpose
of getting information, so as arrive at a
proper decision on the facts, have they not a
perfect right to report to the House, and
take any course that their prudence and
wisdom dictate ? They ask the House to
adopt or reject the report, and as soon as a
motion to that effect is made it is met with
all sorts of innuendos and statements, and
for what i For the purpose of proving, or
attempting to prove to this country that
because the minority in this House think so
and so, and cannot have their own way, that
there is an attempt to prevent discussion.
There has been no attempt on the part of
the majority to stop discussion or to coerce
the minority on the committee. I am sorry
to see an hon. gentleman who has been a
public man for so many years make such a
statement as he has made, and I am glad to
see that he has had the good sense in his
cooler moments to withdraw it. How do we
know what we have a right to interfere with
in this matter until we have the facts before
us, and why should there be any fear of
commanding this gentleman to give evidence
before the committee ? We know that
hon. gentlemen opposite are not so very
particular about getting evidence in another
place; and they are not so particular about
bullying witnesses as I heard a man being
bullied to-day in another committee. I say
that these fine feelings expressed now by the
hon. gentleman were not aroused on that
occasion. They rather enjoyed the bullying,
and a broad smile of joy spread over their
countenances as it proceeded. But now,
when an investigation is proposed here, we
are told that we want to stifle discussion.
It is not to stifle discussion that we ask for
evidence. More information is wanted on
which to form an opinion. Is that stifling
discussion, or is it derogatory to our position,
or taking away the powers of any members
of the committee i Some hon. gentlemen
claim all the honesty and integrity of public
life ; they build themselves a lofty monu-
ment, on which they exhibit their ability,
their honesty and their integrity, and they

kneel down and adore it, as some eastern
nations adore their gods, and believe that
neither justice, wisdom nor kindliness of
feeling belong to anyone else but themselves
alone. Their word must be law ; their rul-
ings must be absolute. I have heard them
as many times wrong as I have heard them
right ; but because we chose to have a diffe-
rent view of matters, and because we hold
that our views, and opinions, and conclusions,
are quite equal to theirs, and that we are
equally desirous of doing what is right, we
are told : " You do not understand the ques-
tion ; you do not know anything about the
question; we alone possess all the knowledge,
all the talent and all the wisdom necessary
to form an opinion on this subject." Why
should they be afraid of investigation? Where
do they get the superior knowledge that by
the investigation we propose something will
come out that will be derogatory or disad-
vantageous to their party or their friends ?
They must possess some knowledge that we
have not ; they must possess superior minds,
or havesources of information that are beyond
our reach. The hon. gentleman opposite
laughs. He is one of those self-made men
who believes in his own lofty judgment, that
his own judgments and opinions are more
reliable than those of anyone else. He lives
in a little world of his own, and it is a very
little world. Let him live in it.

HON. MR. MILLER-I wish to say a few
words to bring this question back to its true
position before the House. What is the state
of this question? The chairman of the Com-
mittee on Railways has presented a report of
the committee asking for an order of the
House to summon a witness before that
committee. We are met on the presentation
of that report by the absurd assertion on
both sides of the House, by gentlemen op-
posed to this report, that the report sup-
presses the truth-that it is a false report,
and other equally strong and unparliamen-
tary language. In support of these strong
allegations what do these gentlemen allege ?
They allege that certain proceedings took
place-a certain motion was made before the
committee in reference to the Bill which has
not been reported to the House. What were
those proceedings and what was that motion 
It was a motion for leave to withdraw this
Bill, which was negatived, and therefore
need not be reported to this House. If the
committee had recommended leave to with-
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draw the Bill, and the chairman had sup-
pressed that action of the committee, and not
reported it to this House, then the charges
made of suppressing the truth, or suppressing
the facts, or presenting a false report, might
fairly be made; but under the circumstances
these charges are absurd, and only reflect
discredit upon the gentleman who made
them. Some hon. gentlemen, with all the
confidence of wisdom and knowledge in their
countenances and actions, tell this House
that the Bill is not before the Senate-that
it was withdrawen by the mere fact of the
reggest of the promoters in the committee.
I say it is almost an insult to the intelligence
of hon. gentlemen to attempt to answer such
an absurdity as that. A motion was made
for leave to withdraw the Bill, which motion
was refused, and the Bill is therefore in
exaptly the position it was the first day it
was sent to the committee.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE- May says
this: " If the parties acquaint the committee
that they do not desire to proceed with the
Bill, the fact is not voted upon by the com-
'nittee, but the fact of their prayer is reported
to the House, and the Bill will be ordered
to be withdrawn."

HON. MR. MILLER-When any motion
is made to the committee, there may be a
vote taken upon it. The authorities do not
rnean that the committee has no discretion
on the matter, or that if leave to withdraw
is recommended by the committee the
bouse has no discretion but to grant it.
To say that the House has no discretionary
POwer when leave is asked to withdraw a
B1ill is an absurdity. The authorities mean
not that we must, but that we may grant
leave to withdraw a purely private Blî1, which
this Bill is certainly not. The committee
cOuld have recommeded in this case to this
Ilouse to give the promoters of the Bill
leave to withdraw it if they thought proper
to do so. That has not been done, and until
that is done it is evident to every gentleman
"ho understands the most elementary prin-
Ciples of parliamentary practice that the
Bill is still before the House. Therefore,
how absurd it is to make these reckless
assertions, and upon them ground the most
fallacious arguments to show that the Bill is
not befoi.e the House. The Bill is before
the House; it is before a committee of the
Ilouse, and the committee had nothing to

report in regard to it, if it reported anything,
except the negative action of the committee
in réfusing to adopt the suggestion of the
promoters of the Bill, which would be
absurd in the extreme-too absurd to require
any refutation by argument. I could under
stand the hon. gentleman who has made this
motion if he had made a motion of this kind:
That the report be not now adopted, but
that it be referred back to the committee
with instructions to recommend leave to
withdraw the Bill. I could understand a
motion of that kind, but the motion in
amendment before the House is too absurd
for the House to entertain it for one moment
The only question the House has to pass on
now is whether it shall or shall not give an
order for the attendance of this witness, or
shall it stultify its action of yesterday, and
make itself ridiculous in the eyes of every
person who has the least knowledge of par
liamentary practice.

HoN. MR. SMITH-I very seldom trouble
this House, and I would not speak on this
occasion were it not that I am a member of
this committee, and have been there from
the first sitting, and from what I saw there
I consider myself justified in discussing this
question. With me it is not a question
which side is right or wrong; I have a duty
to discharge as a member of the Senate, and
that duty is, if there is any scandal to be in-
vestigated, no matter by whom or where it
might have occurred, to do all in my power
to have it investigated. I shall support the
authorities of this Parliament in making a
searching inquiry in any such case. This
House is looked upon as the guardian of the
public interests and of the pnblic treasury,
and no member of the Senate should en-
deavour to burk and inquiry or hush a
scandal. I am here to support the Premier
of this country in wiping out every stain
that corruption has brought upon the public
life of the country. Now, the Government
of Canada is interested in the Baie des
Chaleurs Railway ; this Parliament has voted
large subsidies to aid the undertaking, and
will likely be called on for further aid. A
portion of the subsidies already voted re-
mains to be paid, and that portion will soon
be asked for. In my opinion, the Govern-
ment would not be justified in handing over
that money until it is ascertained by investi-
gation that the public funds of this country,
intended to aid this undertaking, have not
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been misappropriated or devoted to any ille- for a publie use, and for which this Senate
gitimate purpose. Why should anyone wish has voted at different times. Why should
to burk this inquiry and suppress information we refuse, when we find that that money
for which the public will look? If the new has been misappropriated, to investigate
directors have a good case they need not be and ascertain what has become of it? I will
afraid to appear before the committee and sustain the authorities of this country in
have the facts submitted to Parliament, nor searching to the very bottom of this scandai,
should the committee shirk its duty to ex- no matter who ray suifer by the inquiry.
pose any wrongdoing that may have Those men that are running away should be
occurred. I consider myself very much in- brought before the conmittee. What are
terested in this matter, because the time has they running away for? Did you ever see a
come when every public man should do his man running away when he was fot guilty?
duty in supporting the authorities in the
inquiry they are making into the manage- HON. MR. POIRIER-Joseph ran away
ment of public undertakings. In this work fror Potiphar's wife. He was not guilty.
they should not be interrupted by the
minority in this House. On all occasions HON. MR. SMITH-That is going too far
the minority in the Senate have had fair back. I'shah support the motion to grant
play-have occupied more of the time of authority to the committee to bring witnesses
this House than the majority. before them and to take evidence properly.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Appoint a cor'mittee. HON. Ma. POWER-The hon. gentleman
I have no objection to your doing that. from Toronto has spoken of a misappropria-

tion of the publimoneys of Canada. Therewas
HON. MR. SMITH-We are satisfied nothing of the kind said, as far as I ar aware.

with the committee that we have. We are The statement made was that certain moneys
proceeding according to, law, but every tech- which represented the commuted value of
nical point that the minority could possibly certain publie tands belonging to the Pro-
bring to obstruct the committee has been vince of Quebec had been diverted fro their
used te block the investigation, and they are original purposes ; but those were not the
foliowing it up in this House to-day. Now, public moneys of Canada.
that is not the right course to take. We That is the point: iftheyare pubin oneys,
are here, the highest authority in the land, to they are the public moneys of the Province
investigate whether wrongdoing has occurred of Quebec; and whiie the House may have
in any public undertaking, and it would be a perfect right to investigate the improper
unbecorning of any senator to shirk his expenditure of public moneys of Canada we
duty either by his absence from this rtuse are going beyond our sphere when we under-
or by voting against an effort which is made take to investigate the proper expenditure
te, investigate scandai. I arn sorry to see of Quebec money. The Quebec Legisiature
the mild, persuasive statesman, the leader of is the proper place for that investigation.
the Opposition, taking such a course as he The position is just this, as I take it:
has pursued on the committee and in this the question is, whether we shouid refer
bouse to-day. It convinces me that there this report back to, be aniended. The hon. gen-
is something more at the bottom of this teman from Delanaudiere has given a very
matter than the committee know. good reason for his motion. H1e has shown us

from the recognized authority on paria-
HOn. M . SCOTT-I do not know any- mentary practice that the committee had no

thing about it. option in the matter; that if the promoter
of a private iiii (which this undoubtedlY

HoN. 3jR. SMITH-We are told that is), says he wishes to withdraw the Diii, the
the gentlemen who built that road iost committee must report the fact t the House,
even their houses and homes, ithiie others and the Bi is withdrawn; and neither the
have been allowed to monopolize the oney House nor a comittee can insist that the
votei in aid of the undertaking and to private individual who has paid te bring this
misappropriate the public funds. If it was matter before Parliament, and who brings his
private money I wouid take litt e interest in iii for the purpose of getting certainadva
it, but it is the public money, appropriated tages for himsef, shah proceed with it. Both
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our own authority, Bourinot, and May, lay
that down.

HoN. MR. POIRIER-May does not say
that.

HoN. MR. POWER-May does; the hon.
gentleman from Delanaudiere quoted from
May to that effect. There is no doubt about
this being a private Bill ; it was referred as
a private Bill to the Railway Committee.

HON. MR. SMITH-Will the board incor-
porated under this Bill ask the Federal Gov-
ernment for any more money ?

HoN. MR. POWER-I do not know any-
thing about that.

HON. MR. SMITH-If it is a private Bill
they will not; if it is a public Bill they will.
This is both a public and a private Bill in
its nature, and being a Bill of a public char-
acter we are, as public men, interested in
knowing how the money voted in aid of the
undertaking is expended.

HON. MR. POWER-This is an entirely
novel description of a public Bill. On a
private Bill a fee is paid; a fee has been
paid on this Bill. It is a Bill introduced
at the instance of certain private gentlemen
to serve their own ends. It is not a public
Bill in any sense, and no one in this House
Who has any regard for his reputation as a
Parliamentarian will say that it is a public
Bill. It is essentially a private Bill. The
fact that the Parliament of Canada may see
fit sometime to vote money in aid of this
road does not transform this Bill into a pub-
lie measure. I think that when such grave
doubt is raised as to the propriety of the
line of conduct indicated to the House the
Proper way is to refer the report back and
let the House become seized of all the trans-
actions of the committee. As it is now, the
11ouse is not seized of something alleged to
have taken place before the committee, and
Which, if true, would divest the right of the
Parliament of Canada to deal with the
Inatter at all. I wish to say a few words about
the original motion. Here is the motion:
it is that a gentleman named Armstrong-
who, so far as we know, is a very respectable
itizen and a connection of one of the Minis-

ters in the present Dominion Cabinet-shall
be held up to public scorn and reprobation

as a man who has disobeyed the order of a
committee of the Senate. The House should
hesitate a little before taking such a step as
that. They should be quite clear that all
their transactions are regular in the matter.
What is the first fact i The report says that
Mr. Armstrong was summoned-regularly
summoned, it means, when it says summoned.

HON. MR. MILLER-Is the word "regu-
larly " there ?

HON. MR. POWER-No; and it does not
matter.

Hox. MR. MILLER-It makes a decided
difference.

HoN. MR. POWER-The hon. gentleman
is not so familiar with parliamentary law
and procedure as he thinks he is. When
you say, in a statute or a parliamentary
rule, that something shall be done, you mean
regularly done ; and if the hon. gentleman
does not know that he had better go to
school again for instruction in law.

HON. MR. MILLER-I would not go to
you for a professor.

HON. MR. POWER-The hon. gentleman
might do worse.

HON. MR. MILLER-Could I ? That is
for the House to say.

HON. MR. POWER-I am in the judg-
ment of the House, too ; and I am willing to
leave the matter there. What is the fact i
Mr. Armstrong has not been regularly sum-
moned. There was a summons issued which
was, on the face of it, irregular. It does not
name the Bill concerning which he was sum-
moned.

HoN. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-The
Bill is mentioned.

HoN. MR. POWER-Excuse me, it is not;
and in any court such an omission would be
held to be a fatal irregularity. In the next
place, the subpæna was issued by a party who
had no authority to do so. It was issued
hours before this House gave authority to
the committee to issue a subpena ; so that
we propose, if we pass this resolution, to hold
up to condemnation a respectable citizen who
does not deserve it. After Mr. Armstrong
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has been regularly and properly summoned
to attend before the committee, and refuses
or neglects to attend, then it will be time
enough for us to allege in a solemn State
document that he has failed in his duty. I
feel that it would be highly improper for the
Senate of Canada to cast such an imputation
as that upon any citizen. It has been said,
in that rather loose and extravagant way of
speaking which is sometimes used even by
hon. gentlemen here, that this sort of argu-
ment savours of the division court ; but the
essence of parliamentary procedure is to
follow precedent and to do things decently
and in order. As a rule, in division courts
the practice is supposed to be a little loose,
while in higher courts they are rather par-
ticular to see that things are done in the
proper way. Hon. gentlemen who have
objected very strongly to our talking of what
has taken place before the committee assume
that there is guilt somewhere. That remains
to be proved. I think it is exceedingly unfair
and discourteous to gentlemen outside and to
the Province of Quebec. It has been alleged
here that there was something improper done
by some one connected with the Quebec
Government. That is a very discourteous
and improper thing to do. There is no evi-
dence whatever before any member of this
House that anything improper has been
done by anyone connected with the Govern-
ment of that province, and it is highly im-
proper to assume it. Then, it has been
alleged that there is some dread of an inves-
tigation. Not at all; that is not the feel-
ing; but hon. gentlemen can understand that
at this season of the year it is a very unde-
sirable thing to enter upon an investigation
which will be naturally more or less irregu-
lar in its character, and which is likely to
occupy the time of an important committee
of this House for a very long period. I
think one can shrink from that without
being suspected of wishing to condone the
guilt of anyone. The great English autho-
rity, May, is quite distinct as to the main
point-that a private Bill is at the disposal
of the promoter. The hon. gentleman from
Alberton told us that he was going to give
us authority to the contrary.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-If you had not
interrupted me I should have done so.

HON. MR. POWER-I remember now
that the hon. gentleman found fault with me

for interrupting him. As a matter of fact,
I was wrong ini making any sound when
another member was speaking, but what I
did suggest was that the hon. gentleman
from Ottawa should not interrupt the hon.
gentleman from Alberton. &

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-I take it all back,
if that is the case.

HON. MR. POWER-In this matter we
should try to be decorous and dignified, and
not let our angry passions rise, as some of
us on both sides have done. It is a mere
question of parliamentary procedure, and it
should be considered in a dispassionate way.
We are asked to do what has never been
done in a British legislature before-to make
a precedent which is at variance with all
other precedents. I do not know whether
the hon. leader of the House has taken the
opinion of gentlemen in Ottawa who are
recognized as authorities on questions of this
sort ; but we have no authority on the other
side. The hon. gentleman from Richmond
rather pooh-poohed the necessity of any
authority. He said he had -not looked the
matter up. There is no such authority to
be found ; the authorities are all the one
way, and I think it is, above all, the duty of
the leader of this House to see that the
House does not take a step which is a viola-
tion of true parliamentary procedure, by
which we should be governed. I think that
is an additional argument in favour of the
amendment. Its adoption will not harmn
anyone, and it will give time to make further
enquiry, so that when we approach this sub-
ject again we shall be in a position to make
a decision that we can stand by.

HON. MR. POIRIER-It has been said
here that the company have asked to with-
draw the Bill. They could only ask, I be-
lieve, by a prayer similar to their petitiol
for incorporation.

HoN. MR. POWER-Oh, no.

HON. MR. POIRIER-Has there been
any official demand under seal of the coml-
pany showing that they actually ask for the
withdrawal of the Bill 1

HON. MR. POWER-I have never hear'
of any authority showing that it is necessary
to have a sealed document to withdraW a
Bill.
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HoN. MR. POIRIER-What authority
have we to show that the company desire it ?

HoN. MR. POWER-We had before us
the solicitor and managing director of the
company, and the managing director sub-
mitted a telegram from the other directors.

HON. MR. POIRIER-He was only one
of the directors.

HON. MR. POWER-I hope that we will
try and keep cool about this matter. After
the inflammatory speeches-if I may be
allowed to use that expression-that we
have heard on both sides, I think the House
is not in a mood to decide this question
(being, as it is, one of procedure) in the way
it should be decided.

HoN. MR. MILLER-The whole action of
the committee will be frustrated unless it is
decided this afternoon.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-I hope
the hon. gentleman from Halifax will keep
as cool as possible under the circumstances.
I was never more surprised in my life than
to hear the remarks of the chairman of the
'Committee on this report. He told the
iUouse that the report was not correct, be-
cause it did not contain the procedure in the
committee. What is a report ? A report
is the crystalized opinion of the committee,
and not an account of the proceedings of the
Committee, and I am very much surprised
-at the hon. gentleman. He cannot continue
in that opinion, that the report of the com-
rIittee should contain the proceedings of the
comnnittee. The hon. gentleman from Dela-
naudière is quite right in moving his amend-
liient, that the report be referred back w:,Qh
-Ilstructions to the committee.

HION. MR. BELLEROSE-The hon.
gentleman from Sarnia, from what he said,
gave me the idea of moving in that direc-
tion, because he said that'the report did not
contain what it should contain according to
the rule laid down in May.

H1ON. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-The
chairran made the simple assertion to the
11ouse that the report was not correct, be-
cause it did not contain what took place in
the cormittee.

RON. Mi. McINNES (B.C.)-The hon.
gentleman from Richmond, in unmeasured

ternis, denounced and ridiculed the position
that I took, that the Bill was not before the
House. I refer the hon. gentleman to May,
page 868:

" If the parties acquaint the committee that they
do not desne to proceed further with the Bill, that fact
is reported to the House, and the Bill will be ordered
to be withdrawn."
The only thing I have to add to that is that
the committee, instead of reporting as they
did, should have reported that fact to the
House.

HoN. MR. MILLER-I was dealing with
the fact that the Bill is before the House,
and the hon. gentleman cannot understand
the position I have taken. He is quoting
what he does not understand.

HON. MR. BOULTON-It is not out of
place to refer to what did take place in the
committee with regard to the application on
the part of the promoters to withdraw the
Bill in consequence of certain revelations
that had come out before the committee.

HoN. MR. POWER-Excuse me; there
was no revelation.

HON. MR. BOULTON-I would be very
sorry to do anything or to cast a vote that
will establish a bad precedent, which would
be likely to interfere with the justice of fu-
ture legislation ; but I fail to see that any-
thing has been brought out by those who
are endeavouring to stop this report from
going through, to show that the Railway
Committee, so far, have done anything that is
out of order. The quotation that has been
read by the hon. gentleman from New West-
minster is to the effect that when an appli-
cation to withdraw a Bill is made the com-
mittee will report, and this House will then
give an order to withdraw the Bill; but the
committee has not yet made that report; it
has reasons why it is not desirable to make
that report. Instead of imaking that report
recommending the withdrawal of the Bill,
they ask for authority to take evidence before
they consent to its withdrawal. That is the
position in which it presents itself, to
my mind. Now, the House is called upon
to deal with that report as it stands, and
the question is, will the Senate give the
authority asked for, which is for power to
bring before the committee certain gentle-
men whom they require toexamine in order to
obtain certain information which the com
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mittee desires to obtain ; and I certainly Parliament asking for additional powers, or for an
think f rom what J heard, and f rom what extension of the powers which the Conpany now has,we should be satisfied either that the stateiients made
ook place before the Railway in the place to which I have alluded were erroneous,

is desirable that this authority should be or that the company upon whom we are now asked to
y sol beZ k

given. We are, unfortunately, going through
a crisis in the history of Canada, which is
distressinr to this Parliament and distressing
to the people of the country. Certain en-
quiries, are being made with regard to the
acts of public officials, and it is not desirable
that this House should lend itself in any
way to anything that would burk those en-
quiries. The hon gentleman fron New West-
minster asks what is the use of ap enquiry
where you have not the power to punish ? I
contend that the exposure of corruption is a
punishment in itself, and that the finger of
scorn will be pointed at those who have
been depleting the public treasury to serve
their purposes. It is desirable, wherever we
find corruption, for the sake of the fair faine
of our country that we should expose it, and
not endeavour by any side issue to screen it.
The hon. leader of the Opposition, and his
colleague, the hon. gentleman from Halifax,
have changed their tactics very much since
the introduction of this Bill, and I never
saw the truth of the old proverb, that " It
altogether depends whose ox is gored," so
thoroughly exemplified as it is in this case.
This Bill came before the House last week,
and I turned up our Debates to see what was
said when it was introduced. I find that the
hon. gentleman froin Halifax said on the
introduction of the Bill:

"It appears f rom the evidence elicited in an enquiry
which has taken place before a committee of the other
Chamber that the Baie des Chaleurs Railway Com-
pany, composed, I regret to say, very largely of mem-
bers of the other House of Parliament, received at
one time and another something like $900,000 of
public money."-

HON. MR. POWER-Excuse me ; I said
members of both Houses. It is an error in
the report.
-" A very large amount, I think some $600,000, was
received from the Government of Canada, a consi-
derable sun from the Government of Quebec, and
some, I believe, from municipalities of Canada through
which the railway was to pass. That was the evidence
given; probably, when other evidence is furnished it
may be shown that the sum received was not quite so
large. I am not prepared to say as to that. Then, it
was further alleged that the work done upon the rail-
way does not represent anything like the total of the
ainount received fron the various sources which I
have indicated. It is alleged that the work done
upon the railway would not represent more than half
a million dollars * * * * Now, if these state-
ments made in another place are to be taken as prima
facie evidence of the truth, I think that it would be
only proper that when this company comes before

con er t e powers s own nt is s not ie samne
company, or, at least, is not composed of the sanie
members, as the company which contrived to do away
with so very considerable a suin of public money, and
I presume that the hon. gentleman will be iii a posi-
tion to give the House the information.

That is the position the hon. gentleman
from Halifax took last week when this Bill
was introduced.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-But the connittee
did not propose to go into that enquiry.

HON. MR. BOULTON-Well, we shall
see what the hon. leader of the Opposition
stated with regard to the saine Bill on the
saine occasion:

" Not only has a considerable sum of money been
diverted to very improper channels in the construction
of this railway, but, what is very much worse, some
three cr four hundred men, earning from 81 to S1.25
a day, were creditors of the company in sums of $10
to $100 or $200. Sone of them had been out of their
pay for six months, and were obliged to seek support
from charitable sources in order to reach their homes.
The company threw them on the contractor, Mr.
MacFarlane. The contractor is a bankrupt, owing,
as I am instructed, to the policy of the railway. In
any legislation provision should be made that all
moneys actually due to employés, no matter whether
due by Mr. MacFarlane or others, should be paid.

HON. MR. SCOTT-And I say that still;
but I say that the committee did not want
to go into the former expenditure ; they
only want to go into the last expenditure.

HoN. MR. BOULTON-I will give credit
to the hon. gentlemen for having been on a
good scent, but now they find they are bark-
ing up the wrong tree ; they think they will
leave that coon alone. I leave it to the House
to-day if there are not sufficient charges
brought forward by the hon. leader of the
Opposition, and the hon. gentleman froui
Halifax, alone, to justify the action of the
Railway Committee this morning, in requir-
ing that certain evidence be forthcoming
before they allow the Bill to be withdrawnl
from their custody ? According to my laY
mind, I believe the intention of the autho-
rities that have been quoted by hon. gentle-
man to-day is, that no Parliament shall take
advantage of a private Bill that is before it
to put it upon the Statute-book for a purp0e
other than the promoters designed ; or that
any amendment be inserted, without the
sanction of the promoters, that renders sucl
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a Bill nugatory or injurious to the credit of
the company seeking legislation. None
of those precedents, however, would prevent
us from retaining charge of the Bill, now
that we are seized of certain information,
until we have satisfied ourselves that the
public moneys voted by the Parliament of
Canada have not been diverted from their
legitimate purpose, and, as the hon. leader
of the Opposition virtually says, stolen from
the public, and the labourers who were de-
frauded thereby. I shall therefore vote that
the authority asked for in the report before
us be granted by this honourable House.

HON. MR. DEVER-There is just one
point that I wish to put to the House.
A certain company have made application
for a charter, and they declare that their
hands are clean. Their simple object is to
get a charter with a clause therein that all
honest, legal debts shall be paid by them,
and that clause they are quite willing the
committee should insert in the Bill. It
appears that the committee were not satisfied
with that ; their desire was to put such
restrictions in the Bill that this company
could not submit to. They declare that
Section 5 of this Bill gives all the authority
and all the power that is necessary to have
every man who is a legal creditor of the
company protected. They went further than
that, and asserted that they were quite
Willing to leave the matter, whether it was
satisfactory or not, to the Premier of Ca-
nada. If he was not satisfied that all the
interests were protected by that 5th clause
then they were willing to have it altered to
Suit him. Now, I do not think it was done
'1ntentionally, but alnost ever speaker here
attributes fraud to that company on sus-
Picion-that they were afraid to go on-that
they were afraid that some exposure would be
Inade. These assertions were insinuated and

almuost declared in the committee room; but
the representative of the company declared
that they had nothing at all to do with the
'1atter insinuated-that their object was
a mmaercial object, and if there was any-
thing wrong they knew nothing of it; their
hands were clean. I cannot see why hon.
gentlemen in another place should try to
attach to the company any wrongdoing.
That is the point, with one'other, that I wish
tO be decided. The other is, whether this is
a Private Bill or not. Gentlemen who have
SPOken on either side are as directly opposite

25

to each other in their views as pos#ible. We
who are not lawyers cannot decide this ques-
tion ; and it occurred to me that the com-
mittee themselves were afraid that it was a
private Bill. If they were not afraid, why
did they not report the reason that the
representative of the company gave for ask-
ing to withdraw the Bill ? Why did they
not report that to this House, so that we
could understand precisely why it was the
representative of the company made such an
application. The reason alleged was that he
considered section 5 was all-sufficient to pro-
tect the creditors. That fact was not stated
in the report, and it leaves the impression on
my mind that something is intended to be
done that ought not to be done, and until
the question is decided whether this is a
private Bill or not I cannot make up my
mind to give a proper vote. I believe that
the present company have nothing at all to
do with the wrongdoing that is insinuated,
and they have themselves declared that pro-
vided a proper committee is struck the
company are quite willing to assist them as
far as they possibly can to make the enquiry.
I do not see why a committee of that kind
could not be appointed. The Railway Com-
mittee was appointed for another purpose,
and there are so many opinions on this ques-
tion that we have nothing to go by.

HoN. MR. READ (Quinté)-I cannot see
how this Bill can be considered anything
but a public measure. I find that on the
first 20 miles of this road the Dominion
Government have granted $3,000 a mile; to
the next 60 miles they have granted $3,000
a mile ; and for the next 60 miles $3,200 a
mile; and if the Government of Quebec have
given $7,000 a mile and $50,000 for a bridge
I do not see how this can be considered in
any other light than a public Bill. I think
we have a right to know what has become
of all this money. We have been asked
for legislation, and I think it is the duty
of the Senate, now that the BillIs before the
House, to thoroughly investigate this matter.

HON. MR. VIDA--I rise to ask an im-
portant question, in which every member
of this House should be intereted and I
do trust that those hon. gentlemen who
occupy the position of ex-Speakers of the Sen-
ate will consider the question very seriously.
We are about to establish a new precedent,
and I would like to know, when a measure
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has been iefore a committee of this House,
and the promoter has desired to withdraw
it, has the committee any power to deal
with that Bill at all? Can the committee
exercise any discretion, and say that the
request cannot be allowed? Has the con-
mittee power to decide whether the applica-
tion should be granted or not? In my
opinion, the committee must report the
application to the House, and it is for the
House either to withhold or grant the per-
permission that is asked.

Hox. MR. REESOR-I have been 30 years
in public life in the old Legislative Council
of Canada and in the Senate since it was
constituted, and I have never known a single
instance where the promoter of a private Bill
asked the privilege of withdrawing it and
was refused permission to (o so. I sec that
that is the practice in England. I under-
stand that the amendment that has been
moved is to send the report back to the com-
mittee, and require them to report the facts
of the case, and particularly to report the
fact, according to the rules laid down by Mav
nd Bourinot, that the promoterof the Bill had
asked to withdraw it. As to whether the pro-
moter of the Bill or the members of the Que-
bec Government have perpetrated a fraud is
another matter, and I for one would be quite
ready, if it is constitutional, to have the Dom-
inion Parliament enquire into the wrongdoing
of any parties dealing with the Quebec Gov-
ernment, and appoint a special committee for
that purpose. If it cannot be done in that
way, I presume it can be done in some other
way, by appointing a Royal Commission; or
it may be that we cannot interfere at all with
wrongdoing perpetrated by the Government
of Quebec. As I understand, the matter
at issue is wrongdoing by the Quebec
authorities, and if they wish to investi-
gate the appropriations by the Dominion
Government, and find out how they were
expended or disposed of, or whether the
public money was used to clear off the
old stockholders of the road, or for any wrong-
doing whatsoever, I should vote for it ; but
let us not override the rules of the Parlia-
ment of Canada, by refusing the promoters
of a private Bill permission to withdraw it.
There is not a solitary private Bill that passes
through this House that does not in a greater
or less degree affect the public to some extent,
and you will see by the notices given in the
Canada Gazette that all parties desiring to

introduce private Bills must give notice for
a certain number of months of their applica-
tion to Parliament, and they are required to
pay a certain fee. I understand that (lue
notice was given in this case, and the fee was
paid for it as a private Bill. If you want a
plainer interpretation of what a private Bill
is I do not know how you can get it. It is
clear to my mind, although it is a private
Bill it does affect public property, for
the company can take lands and right of
way. This Bill authorized the conpany
to receive money from and expend money
given by the Local or Dominion Govern-
ments or f rom municipalities. Nevertheless,
it is a private Bill, and under the circum-
stances I shall certainly vote for the amend-
ment.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I desire to speak on
this question, but not long. I desire simply
to try and bring it down to some elements
which will guide us in judging it on some
principle of conunon sense, and on soie
business principle, without violating rules
which ought to be binding on us, and which
are binding on us; and it does appear to be
susceptible of a solution of that kind. My
hon. friends attach great importance to the
supposition that if a man chooses to withdraw
a private Bill in the Railway Committee,
the committee has no power or volition
whatever-it must, without any vote or any
power over the question, report to the House
that the man has withdrawn his Bill, and so
the matter ends. I do not understand the
law in that way.

HoN. MR. REESOR-I do not mean to
say that the matter *ould end there neces-
sarily. I meant to say that the House could
act on that report.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My lion. friend will
1 find in the language read that it is stated
with the same positiveness what the House
will do as what the committee will do. It
states that the House, upon the report,
will order the withdrawal of the Bill. I
think it is merely stating the ordinary prac-
tice ; but I do not understand that it
lays down a law that on all occasions must
be obeyed, but I look upon it as being very
much like the precedent to which my hon.
friend alludes. He says he has been thirtY-
one years in Parliament, and has never
known a case where a private Bill in the
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hands of a member was not withdrawn upon the Government of the Dominion had not
the expressed desire of that member to have been aware that further aid was expected
it withdrawn. My hon. friend states the from the Province of Quebec it would not,
practice correctly. I do not know myself probably, have given the money it did; and
that I have ever known a case where the if Quebec had not been aware that money
withdrawal of a private Bill was refused on was being given by the Dominion it would
the request of the promoter; but I never not have 1een SO liberal with its funds. We
heard, and I doubt if my hon. friend ever are in a joint adventure to build that road.
heard or met with a case in the whole of his We have put in our $600,000, and our part-
experience where the promoters of a private ners have put in their .80,000, and other
Bill were charged with the misconduct large subsidies besides; but it is noW qaid
which these promoters are charged with in said that notwithstanding that our partners
this case, or the case of any private Bill in this joint adventure had given the money
where it was asserted, as it was in this com- that it had been made away with, and that
mittee, that of $280,000 of the public money there was no possibility of finishing this
which had been voted in aid of the object of road, even if we should grant the amend-
the Bill, $175,000 had been appropriated by ments asked for.
the parties to their own uses, and that an
enquiry was demanded before the committee HON. MR. POWER-That was not al-
as to the truth of this charge. I would like leged.
my hon. friend to say if he ever knew a
precedent which had that element in it? I oN. M. ABBOTT-I was asked to
neyer did ; and 1 think if either be or I had assist in gettig this Act through. I said:
ever wmet ith such a precedentwe should have IpSatisfy me that you have a bon fide enter-
insisted, as a larg'e number of nembers have prise, and that you have the money to finish
done to-day, thaï since the Bill was in our it with, and will help you." i was shown
hands, since the promoters had placed them- a statement by the president of the company,
selves in our hands, and since we ourselves in which hie showed conclusively-if the
Were proposing to deal with it in the wa statement had been correct-that there was
they wished, provided their representations ample means to finish this road; and I said:

ere correct, we should not, without abso- I wi l help you with pleasure, and will try
lute cotistraint by some positive law, aban- to bring about a solution of your difliculties
don ail enquiry as to what had been done with other people;" and t assisted a an
with the public noney of the country. My intermediary in getting things in shape, and
hion. f riend from New Westminster seems to iii causing the dispute which then existed
treat the Province of Quebec as if it were to be quieted down. The principal item in
Soinething apart from the Dominion, and as this statement which seemed to be disposable
if 'e had nothing to do with tre money of of was the $280,000 talked of in the com-
Quebec. We represent Quebec as well as mittee. This was alleged in the statement
Otheî. provinces, and we have a very good to have been set aside to pay : first, the
epresentation, too. workmen ; then it was to be used in paying

the naims of the contractor, and the balance
HOn. MIR. McINNES (B. C.)- contend was to be handed over to the company to

that we have nothing to do with the Legis- finish the road with. That is the statement
latue f Quebec. that was made in writing upon this paper.

It was for that reason, when my hon. friend
wrOre. M . ABBOTT-It was not the spoke of these workmen the other day, that

Legisature of Quebec we were discussing, 1 said: I understand there is provision made
but the money of the people of Quebec, for those workmen; and that statement
'1Vhich it was alleged had been misappropri- satisfled my hion. friend, and nothing more
ated. It must be rememblered that this was said on that point. Now, I under-
Dominion is engaged in a sort of joint stand it is stted that $175,000 of
taOunt with the Province of Quebec in con- this $280,000 have been handed to the
structing this road. I have no doubt what- present stockholders, to a enable them to pay
fver that the grants which were made by the late stockholders for their old stock. I
these two Legislatures were made to sone see it in the papers that $175,000 of this
extent with reference to each other-that if money was given by some person, to whom
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the managment of this affair was entrusted,
who took it out of the $280,000 that was
confided to him to settle up the affairs of the
road, and was given to the new stockholders
to enable them to pay the old stockholders
for their stock ; that not a cent of their own
money had gone into the road, and that this
money which was to be devoted to the pay-
ment of the workmen and the construction
of the road had been handed over to them to
enable them to pay for 5,000 or 6,000 shares
of stock. Anotherstatenientwasthat$100,000
had been handed over to a gentleman who
has been pretty conspicuous in such trans-
actions in Quebec, and it was alleged that
a large portion of this had disappeared in a
mysterious way for the benefit of an indivi-
dual. There is $175,000 of this public mo-
ney which our co-partners have invested
with ours, which have been diverted from
the purpose of the grant; and are we not in-
terested in finding out what has become of
it I Are we not deeply interested in know-
ing whether in point of fact the money which
was represented to us as being ready for
use has been stolen-because it amounts
to that ; it is nothing more or less than a
theft. This matter, it strikes me, is one
in which we are particularly interested,
one that it is particularly the duty of this
House to investigate, and respecting which
it is necessary to discover what has been
done with the funds which were held in
trust by this company of ours and our co-part-
ners, the Province of Quebec, for the pur-
pose of constructing this road, and to
satisfy ourselves that they are really to be
devoted to the purpose for which they were
granted. Now, I say that is a most laudable
and proper object; and we should be failing
in our duty and abusing our position before
the country if we neglected to make enquiry
into a charge which has been made before
the committee in so formal a manner. What
strikes me as singular and confirmatory of
the charge is, that immediately on its being
made plain to the committee, and to the
country, that this charge existed, and was
going to be investigated, the promoter de-
siied to withdraw his Bill. He says he de-
sired to withdraw it because some one has
moved to put in a clause in the Bill to pro-
tect the creditors. If that clause had been
put in, and if it had been unpleasant to the
promoter, he might then have sought to
withdraw his Bill ; but he does not wait
until the committee shows an inclination to

put in the clause. He seeks to withdraw
the Bill immediately, and then makes a pre-
tense that he does so because of the clause
sought to be inserted.

HON. MR. POWER-That was not the
reason alleged.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It was alleged here
not ten minutes ago that that was the reson
why he withdrew his Bill.

HON. MR. POWER-I am not responsible
for what was said here; it was not urgcd
before the committee.

Hox. MR. ABBOTT-It was stated here
by a member of the committee a few minutes
ago, that tIzat was the reason given before
the committe; and I take leave to suspect
that that is not the reason. I believe that
we should not allow a herring to be drawn
across our track, and allow ourselves to be
diverted from the enquiry we are bound to
make. I think we should insist upon making
that enquiry as far as the law and the prac-
tice of the House enables us to do it. I was
going to say something about the passion
which my hon. friend from Ottawa displayed
in this debate, when I do not think it was
called for. Exception was taken to the hon.
gentleman from British Columbia arguing
about the propriety of the decision of the
committee, which decision was not before us,
and that had been declared by the Speaker
to be out of order before; but when the
question of order was again raised the hon.
gentleman from Ottawa got into a violent
state of excitement about it. But as the
hon. gentleman from Halifax administered
his lecture to him, and pointed out to him
that he should not let his angry passions rise,
I do not propose to say anything more on
that subject. I do think it strange, however,
that there should be such unanimity amongst
the gentlemen who opposed the Bill, and who
declared in a most formal manner their oppo-
sition to the Bill, and to its promoters, whenl
it was introduced--how it is that all these
gentlemen have changed front altogether,
and are now opposing with all their force;
and with all sorts of points, and quibbles,
really like the division court objections that
have been spoken of, with regard to this pro-
ceeding. For instance, the hon. gentleman
from Halifax says: " Do not let us blast the
reputation of a respectable man " by ordering
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him to come to the committee and tell us
what he knows. He says we do this on the
ground that the man was " summoned." He
says we have no right to say that that man
was "summoned." When the word "sum-
moned " is used in the report of the com-
mittee he says it means that he was formally
summoned ; and it is a gross aspersion, he
says, on a respectable citizen, to assert that
he had been formally summoned, that he had
failed to obey the summons, and that he should
be ordered to appear, when the statement that
he was summoned was false. Now, in fact, a
glance at the report shows that it does not
say that he was summoned at all. There is
no such word in the report. He was never
summoned. He was never stated to have
been summoned. The report says, in the
mildest possible form of words, that the
clerk, by a letter, "requested" Mr. Arm-
strong to attend a meeting of the committee
to give his evidence. So that all my hon.
friend's elaborate argument, based on the
word " summoned," disappears at once. How,
then, are we going to blast the reputation of
this man, or hold him forth to the public as
a man who defies the authority of Parlia-
ment? We are doing nothing of the sort.
He was requested politely, by a civil letter,
to attend, he being in Ottawa, at the com-
mittee this morning, and tell us what he
knew of this money. Everybody says he
knew all about it. The evidence already
produced shows that he pretends he received
the money himself in the first place, alleging
it to have been paid to him ; and, there-
fore, he was asked to come and tell us what
he knows about this money. Instead of
doing so, he goes away. What does the com-
mittee do? They do not seek to have him
arrested, but simply ask this House to issue
an order that this gentleman should come up
and tell what he knows on Tuesday morn-
ing, when the committee meets again. I
see no damage to his reputation in that; on
the contrary, I think if he avoids examina-
tion before a committee of this House, on a
]Bill which he himself has had so inuch to do
with, in which his name figures so much in
every hole and corner of the transaction-if
he does not come here on Tuesday, whether
Summoned or not, and give his evidence as to
What he has done with the money that has
been entrusted to him and his brother pro-
Inoters-

HION. MR. SCOTT-He had nothing to do
With the old contractors

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I am told that
cheques for the greater part of the $280,000
were handed to him at the table; that he
endorsed those cheques and handed them
back. It is so stated in the newspaper as
having been so changed in the committee.

HoN. MR. POWER-It is ungenerous.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I say that if that
gentleman does not come before this com-
mittee on Tuesday morning and tell what
he knows of this transaction, and what the
facts are, it is, to say the least, suspicious. I
shall not be a party to trumpeting before the
world charges against a gentleman before
there is any evidence to sustain them, as has
been too much the custom this session ; but
there is the charge, and if he does not meet it
and state what he knows about it-if he does
not come and clear up this mystery of which
he has the key, and perhaps of which he
he alone has the key, then he will be in a
position very much such as my hon. friend
from Halifax describes; then he will have
a chance of seeing his name somewhat blown
upon in this Dominion. People will then
believe that the stories published in the
newspapers about him and about this trans-
actlon are more or less correct, and pro-
bably the evil effects which my hon. friend
assumed would result to him from being
simply ordered to come here and tell the
truth, would be quadrupled-yes, twice qua-
drupled-inthe minds of the people of Canada
in their estimation of him and of the people
he represents, in this matter. On the con-
trary, I hope he will present himself here
quite independent of anything we say here,
and from what I know of him I think he will
present himself before the committee on Mon-
day and tell the whole story, whether it be as
supposed or not, and clear the matter up. I
rather think that if I were disposed to be
censorious I might say that the stifling of
evidence, the burking of evidence about
which we heard some pretty strong language
a little while ago, not exactly coming from
this side of the House, and that the country
ought to know it.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Yes; it is.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It appears to me
that J might, without being very severe,
charge gentlemen opposite with having pre-
vented that enquiry from proceeding before
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the committee this morning, that they are
endeavouring to keep from the public the
information we could get from these people
if we had them before the committee, and
that they could be more justly charged with
stifling enquiry than those who an using
their efforts to secure this enquiry. But I
will appeal to hon. gentlemen opposite to
join with us in trying to find out what the
facts are about all this alleged rascality. I
ask them to give us the benefit of their ex-
perience in this enquiry in ascertaining the
facts and placing them before the public, in
order that they may be dealt with properly;
and, if the charges are well founded, that
summary vengeance may be exercised upon
those who are found guilty of appropriating
public money. The determination of this
Government and of this side of the House is
to prosecute enquiries when fraud and pecu-
lation are charged, whether the offenders be
high or low, rich or poor ; and I appeal to
my hon. friends opposite to assist us in an
enquiry of a precisely similar kind to that
which is proceeding in another place, on a
subject which is legitimately before us, and
help us to press that enquiry to the bottom
and then join us in punishing the guilty after-
wards.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I have stated already
that I am perfectly willing that this whole
question should be left to a committee. I
would not oppose it, but should be very glad
to support them in an enquiry into all the pay-
ments made to this company from the begin-
ning. What I objected to was that a partial
enquiry should be made into the $100,000 that
was paid to McFarlane as the contractor. I
think it was not fair that the committee should
take up the partial payment to McFarlane.
If the committee will go into the whole of
the accounts, I am perfectly with them ; or
if a committee in reference to this measure
will take up first the question, whether the
promoters of this Bill are parties to fraud or
misrepresentation. I stated that in the com-
mittee ; I said : " If you will go into that
first, and show that the promoters of this Bill
had in any way been parties to a misapplica-
tion of the funds, I am perfectly willing to
go with you," but what I did object to was,
that my statement should be falsified, and I
do not think that members of the House
would like to place me in that position. I
stated that it would be but fair and right to
the promoters of the Bill that they should be

shown to be parties to this, so far as the Bill
was concerned. Then, as to the monevs, I
am perfectly willing that a full investigation
should be undertaken, not only with regard
to the money paid from one source, but also
with regard to the subsidies voted by both
Governments, that would be in the interest
of public morality. I will give all ia t
ance I can if the enquiry is made full and
exhaustive; but what I did object to was
going into it before you established the guilt
of the promoters of the Bill.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I am very glad to
hear my hon. friend express himself as he has
done about it, and what he says us perfectly
reasonable. He himself is a member of the
committee, and if he desires, when the con-
mittee becomes seized of this, to press the
enquiry through the whole range of transac-
tion, I am perfectly certain that no one will
object to it. Then, with reference to a special
committee: why go to the trouble of ap-
pointing such a committee at the end of the
session, when we have the best committee we
can name ready to sit on the question.

The Senate divided on the anendment,
which was rejected by the following vote:-

CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.

Armand,
Bellerose,
Grant,
McClellan,
Mclnnes (B.C.),
Pelletier,

Abbott,
Bolduc,
Boucherville, de,
Boulton,
Carling,
Clemow,
DeBlois,
Dever,
Flint,
Girard,
tlasier,
Howlan,
McCallum,
McKay,

Power,
Reesor,
Scott,
Vidal,
Wark.-11.

NON-CONTENTS:
Hon. Messrs.

McKindsey,
Macdonald (B.C.),
Macdonald (P.E.I.),
MacInnes (Burlington),
Merner,
Miller,
Montgomery,
Montplaisir,
Poirier,
Prowse,
Read (Quinté),
Smith,
Tassé.-27.

The report was then adopted on a division.

HON. MR. TASSE moved-

Resolved, That an Order of the Senate do issue tO
the said C. N. Armstrong, of the city of Montreal, an
the Province of Quebec, contractor, to attend before
the Select Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbours, on Monday, the 10th day of August instant,
at ten o'clock in the forenoon, to give evidence as to
said Bill, and to produce with him all papers and
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documents in his possession relating to the alleged re-
tention of a certain sum of money paid or payable to
the said railway company as a subsidy, voted by the
Legislature of the Province of Quebec, and in par-
ticular the following documents, to wit:

All letters and copies of letters, all books, documents
and papers containng any entry or memorandum re-
lating to the passage of any and all Orders in Council
passed by the Government of the Province of Quebec,
together with copies of all or any such Orders in
Council in any way dealing with or relating to the
Baie des Chaleurs Railway Company and the charter
of such railway company, and the formation of a new
company to build such railway and the acquirement
of the stock of such railway company; and the sub-
sidies and the application of the proceeds of subsidies
granted to such railway company, or any aid for the
completion of such railway, and for the payment of
privileged claims due, or at any time due by the said
company,or in respect of the said railways, or the con-
tractors or sub-contractors for the construction
thereof ; and especially all lettters and copies of
letters, documents and copies of documents sent to or
received from, or exhibited by one Ernest Pacaud,
relative to such Orders in Council and to the necessity
for the passage of the saine, and the application of
the proceeds of such subsidies, or any portion thereof ;
and all lotters, books, documents and writings relating
to the payment of debts of anyone out of the proceeds
of such subsidies, directly or indirectly.

HoN. MR. POWER-I am not going to
object to this motion, but it really asks the
man to produce a number of things that can-
not be in his custody at all.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Then he will not
produce them.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 6.25 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottau-a, Monday, August 10th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o' lock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE COMBINES BILL.

SECOND' READING.

HON. MR. McCALLUM moved the
second reading of Bill. (15): " An Act to
anend the Act for the prevention and
suppression of Combinations formed in
Irestraint of Trade." He said: This
iS a Bill to amend an Act passed

two years ago to suppress combina-
tions in this country, which you all
know have been very injurious to trade.
This same Bill was brought up in this
House last year and was defeated by the
Senate. I ask hon. gentlemen to allow
the Bill to go to a second rcading, and
then it will go to a Committee of the
Whole flouse on some future day, when I
hope the inatter will be arranged to suit
all parties. It is not necessary for me to
explain the injurious effects of combines in
this country as well as in the neighbouring
Republic. I do not wish to go into it, as
you must be all satisfied by this time that
combinations in trado to advance the inter-
ests of the rich against the interests of the
poor and the consumer must be very in-
jurious to the country.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I have had some
discussion with my hon. friend, and with
others interested in this Bill, as to a modifi-
cation which would meet both our views.
My hon. friend must know verywell that
members of this House are as much
against combines as he is, or. gentie-
men in the other House are who have been
promoting this Bill. The question is
whether the law should go so far as to
prevent ordinary, honest, tair commercial
arrangements, and I think I speak the
views of this Senate when I say that the
amendmient was inserted, not with a view
of encouraging combines or preventing
the laws against them having full force
and effect, but to preserve a number of
merchants and traders and manufacturers
making such arrangements as the lawdoes
not consider contrary to the public inter-
est or contrary to the public policy, and
all are satisfied as to that if' we can arrive
at. a combination of words to express that
idea ; and I believe if we could -arrive at
that combination we would pass the Bill
unanimously. The question is under con-
sideration, and if it is considered that we
do not admit the principle of the Bill so
far as to be prevented from voting against
it when the House goes into Committee of
the Whole, I will make no objection, and I
do not think any one will object to my
hon. friend giving the Bill a stage.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-The leader of
the House has expressed the objection I
was about to raise, that we might be com-
mitting ourselves to the principle of the Bill
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in striking out the words I unreasonably "
and "unduly." I have no objection to the
principle of the Bill, should it pass, with
those words in it. If by voting for the
second reading of the Bill now we can
come to some arrangement afterwards, I
have no objection.

HON. MR. MILLER-In allowing the
Bill to go to a second reading we are
affirming the principle of the Bill. For my
own part, I am willing to affirm the prin-
ciple of the Bill. I am ready to go as far
as my hon. friend who bas charge of this
Bill in any legislation to prevent combines,
which is the principle of the Bill. We
disagree only with regard to the extent of
the details and qualifications of a certain
clause of the Bill. That is, I consider, a
mere matter of detail, to be settled in com-
mittee, and I do not feel myself compro-
mised by allowing the Bill to go to a second
reading, and I do not think hon. gentle-
men who are in the maiority in this Ilouse,
who opposed the Bill last year in com-
mittee, are at all compromised by allowing
the Bill to go to a second reading. There-
fore I am ready to consent to the second
reading, and to state that I admit the
principle of the Bill. We merely differ on
the question of detail.

HoN. MR. McCALLUM-I do not wish
to comprt 'mise anybody by allowing the
Bill to be read now, for I cannot see how
it can be amended in any way before it is
read a second time.

HON. MR. VIDAL-While agreeing with
the principle of the Bill, it will be remem-
bered by the House that the words which
were inserted last year were inserted after
very full and ample deliberation. We con-
sidered that it might operate against per-
sons who were violating the letter of the
law, but not its spirit. The hon. gentle-
man from Montreal (Mr. Drummond)
raised objections to this Bil, and suggested
that a certain amendment should be made to
it, by which, I believe, the views and senti-
ments of the originator of the Bill are fully
met. He bas clearly stated that it is not
his design or purpose to interfere with
what might be called lawful, combinations
which inflict no injury whatever upon
trade or public policy. Therefore, without
at all opposing the second reading
of the Bill, but admitting the principle,

we should be willing to let it go to the
second reading. When the Bill is in com-
mittee I propose to add the following
words: "Nothing in this Act shall apply
to business arrangements or transactions
which are not to the detriment of the pub-
lic interest." Something of that kind,
perhaps not the very words, is necessary
to be added to the Bill to protect innocent
parties, whom there is no desire on the part
of the promoters of the Bill to punish.

HON. MR. McCALLUM-Punish none
but those who are guilty.

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

WTNNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY
RAILWAY CO'S. BILL.

DEBATE CONTINUED.

The Order of the )ay being called:-

Resuming adjourned debate on second reading of
Bill (119) An " Act respecting a certain Agreement
therein mentioned with the Winnipeg and Hudson
Bay Railway Company," and on the Honourable Mr.
Scott's amendment, that the said Bill be not now read
a second time, but that it be read a second
time this day six months ; and on the
Honourable Mr. McCallum's amendment to the
amendment: that all the words after the words "that"
in the Honourable Mr. Scott's amendment be left out
and the following be inserted instead thereof : " the
said Bill be not now read a second time, but that its
second reading be postponed until this House is in
possession of definite information as to the location
of the road, its terminal points, and the character of
the country through which it passes."

HON. MR. VIDAL said: In resuming the
discussion upon this important matter, I
would likeitto be distinctly understood that
I do not object in any, even the slightest
degree, to the expenditure of money in our
North-West region when that expendituré
is regulated by proper principles and
based upon sufflcient information. No
gentleman in this Chamber could possiblY
accuse me of being actuated by any other
spirit. During the whole course of my
conduct in this House, in my votes and in

my speaking, since I have had the honour
of being a member of the Senate, now some
eighteen years, I have invariably supported
every measure (like my hon. friend from
Richmond) which has been calculated to
develop the resources of that fine anl fer-
tile country, and so add to the weatth and
prosperity of the Dominion. Let it bO
understood, then, that in opposing the
present measure it is not, in my judg-
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ment, in the slightest degree incon-
sistent with the couree which I have
hitherto followed in reference to these
expenditures. My objection to the
present Bill is founded upon want of
information, a want so serious that I think
it would be well for this House not to bas-
ten to dispose of this question until objec-
tions have been fully looked into, and, if
possible, answered. My objections in .the
first place are in reference to information
-that we do not actually know what road
we are asked to give aid to. It is quite
truc that there was laid upon the Table of
this Chambera map showing three different
lines of road starting from the same point,
the northern extremity of the section of
the road already built-(it is called 40
miles, but I believe is only 35), one
of them following an almost northerly
course between Lake Winnipeg on the east
and Lakes Manitoba and Winnipegoosis on
the west, another crossing the Narrows of
Lake Manitoba and then going along on
the west side of Lake Winnipegoosis, strik-
ing the Saskatchewan River perhaps some
60 miles or so west of Grand Rapids,
and a third lino starting from about the
middle of the one last mentioned and
running in a north-easterly direction,
intersecting the Saskatchewan River at
another point. Now, no one has ventured
to say which of those three lines we are to
Consider as a colonization road-in fact, its
two most ardent supporters, the hon. gentle-
men who have been most eloquent and fer-
vent in advocating this enterprise, have
Spoken of different lines. The hon. mem-
ber from Marquette dealt almost exclu-
Sively with a line west of Lake Winni-
Pegoosis, speaking of a part of the country
With which he is most familiar, and where
no doubt there is a large quantity of first-
Class land. My hon. friend from Alberton
confined himself-and, in my opinion, very
Properly-exclusively to a lino extend-
lfg from the 40-mile section northward
between the two lakes to Grand Rapids.
The middle lino between the two has not
been touched upon by anybody, and I do
lot wonder at it. If anyone will look at
the map and see the three routes marked
On it they will at once perceive that the
proportion of water to land in any large
section of that country is such as imme-
diatelyto suggest the impropriety of calling
it a country similar to prairie lands, with
an undulating surface, some portions

wooded, some grass, and possessing great
attractions for settlers. Now, with re-
ference to that map which has been sub-
mitted to us, I may say that it is without
authority, and thkt is an important matter.
No one can tell us by whose authority
those two lines west of the lakes are
marked on the map. No one can say
whether there is any authority for either
of them. The railway company has not
made any survey of them, or deposited any
plan or document with the Government
showing that they will take either of them,
and consequeutly the whole argument of'
my hon. friend from Marquette falls to the
ground as entirely inapplicable to the road
which is fairly before the House for con-
sideration. I would have that fact borne
in mind, because a greut deal bas been said
about the excellence of the country, the
present extent of its settiement, and its
abundant resources, which do not apply to
the only road which, in my judgment, is
before us. What road then is before us in
a manner at all official that we can
really deal with in connection with
this matter ? Only the road going
from the north end of the 40-mile section
already constructed between the lakes to
the Grand Rapids, and to which my hon.
friend from Alberton confined his remarks;
but here again I would like hon. gentlemen
to notice the deficiency of information fur-
nishod to the louse. The whole of that
hon. gentleman's remarks about fertility
of the country, the extent of its settlement
and its adaptation to agricultural purposes,
is confined to a portion adjoining the north
end of the section already built, and did not
extend, even at its utmost limit, half way
to the Grand Rapids; yet the impression
made on the House by the hon. gentleman
was that the whole of this road to Grand
Rapids was attractive to settlers, abound-
ing with all the excellencies of soil that
people look for when they are going to
locate their farins. As a matter of fact,
and I appeal to hon. gentlemen's own in-
spection of the map, more than one-half of
that road from Grand Rapids south-
wards bas not been described before this
House-there bas not been a single word
said about it, except an account of
the passage of one gentleman, who proba-
bly travelled by the Indian trail, which
would naturally go by the highest and best
land-walking through it; no careful
inspection, no examination, no survey,
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.othing on which we could base our action
-so I hold that we have not information
sufficient to guide us as to the appropriate-
ness of a large grant to that portion of the
country for colonization purposes. The
only information that we have about that
line. which was given by my hon. friend
from Alberton, was in speaking about the
150 miles south of the Grand Rapids,
which he says is good timbered land. We
all know that land which is well timbered
with hemlock and spruce is not such as we
would call a country adapted to agricul-
tural pursuits. It may be good timber
land, and a great deal of profit may be got
out of it ; so hofi. gentlemen will see thàt
although it may appear to some hon.
grentlemen that we have information about
the fertility of that country, that this in-
formation does not apply to any great ex-
tent to the route which is really under con-
sideration. Which is the road, and who
are the people that we have to deal with ?
The agreement we are asked to confirm is
between the " Winnipeg and Hudson Bay
Company," and the Government: I presume
there can be no dispute about that point.
Now, the Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Rail-
way Company, have deposited a plan with
the Government, have made a survey to a
certain extent, and have indicated the line
on which their road will pass, and that is on
record in the Department. It should have
been brought here and laid on the Table,
and we should have been furnished with
official information of the location of the
road as known to the Government. I hold
that that line, and that only, is known to
them, and these other lines put on the
map are there in order to lead us to sup-
pose that tho road is going through a
reinarkably fertile country, for they are
not in existence, they are not, so far as we
know from official sources, contemplated
to be constructed, nor is it at all likely that
the Hudson Bay Railway Company, in pur-
suance of its policy of reaching the waters
of Hudson Bay by anything like a direct
route. would go round the west side of
Lake Winnipegoosis and arrive at the point
which they would have struck going
north in some 60 or 70 miles shorter
distance. Is it likely that a railway con-
ducted on commercial principles will take
a roundabout way like that to reach the
identical point it would reach by going on
a nearly straight line ? It is not at all
likely, and consequently we have to con-

sider well what are the prospects of a
colonization road being made of it while
connected with the charter and plan and
avowed purposes of the company with
whom this agreement is to be made. Then
I think we require information about the
company itselt. Suiely, in an enterprise
of this kind, where it is proposed that over
a million dollars-I see, according to the
Minister of the Interior, it is estimated at
$1,600,000 capitalized, and according to
the Minister of Finance, $1,100,000; so we
may say perhaps $1,250,000-a very large
amount is to be spent. Surely we ought
to have some information as to whom it is
to be entrusted. Do we know anything
about it ? Has anything been said to
show who constitute this Winnipeg
and Hudson Bay Railway Company?
Do we know who they are? We
are informed that they are capable of
constructing and operating this road if the
money is given to them ? Is it likely that
the money would really be expended in
its construction and for the objects pro-
fessed to be in view in making thisgrant?
I think not. I contend that we are entitled
to have this information fully before us on
this as well as the other point to which I
have alluded. We ought to know who are
the shareholders of this company; we
ought to have some idea as to whether they
are able, financially and other wise, Io carry
out the work which they have undertaken
to complete. We have noue of this in-
formation. We are asked to make this
appropriation to this company, and I infer
from the terms of the Bill it is to be ex-
pended on thoir line, the only line really
officially known to us-the route between
the lakes. We are entitled to have very
full informatlon with respect to the ability
of these parties to carry out their intention
of making this railway. They have been
ten years in existence, and what have they
done ? Built forty miles, lying unused.
That is not a very encouraging leature tO
lead us to make them a grant to so large
an extent. The subject is one wh ich might
well occupy the serious consideration of
this House for a time. It wiil be a twentY
years payment of a sum annually equal-
ling the indemnity of the members ot this
House. If we can save this expenditure
to the country it would be equivalent tO
paying all the indemnity of the Senate for
twenty years. That is something worth
thinking of. People sometimes speak of
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this House as being almost unnecessary, ping of which would be an additional proof
being a costly appendage to our constitu- of the value which this body is in the Legis-
hon. I differ in opinion from those who lature of this Dominion. Now, I think
think so. It is not long agro since, by the these reasons, and these aloie, perhaps,
action of this House, on a Government should be sufficient to guide our action;
measure, too, an expenditure of two or but I have another reason, and in my
three millions of dollars (I do not remem- mind it weighs very heavily when I think
ber the exact figure) was saved to the what would be the result to the country
country. What was the judgment of the in making this grant to the company?
people generally with reference to our The friends advocating it say that the
action of that matter ? Was there a single noney is not to be given until the road is
objection found ? Was there a single completed, and so there is no great danger,
complaint made throughout the length and then it is to be a payment only for
and breadth of the Dominion, of our services actually rendered, and if the com-
action on that matter ? On the con- pany do not earn the money, then what is
trary, the country approved of our unearned is to be given blek to us in land.
action; the country saw that we, by the It sounds very well, but we ail know what
interposition of our proper legislative au- would be the probable issue twenty years
thority, prevented the expenditure of a hence, just as if it occurred to-day. I tell
Very large sum of money which, in our you what effect I believe it would have, and
judgment, was held to be both unwise and where the great mischief would be done:
unnecessary. I hold that this proposed ex- it would have the effect of saying to
penditure is equally unwise and unneces- British capitalists and investors: " Here is
aary, and it is one of those cases where a line which the Parliament of Canada ap-
the Senate may show its value to the proves; hereisagranttowhichtheParlia-
country by interposing and preventing an ment of Canada has given a grant of $80,000
expenditure, even though recommended a year for twenty years," and those having
to us by a Government in whose gene- money to invest would be greatly influ-
ral administration we have confidence. I enced by this provision in the Act. I would
should be very sorry indeed if, differing in like to know if there is such a provision
Opinion from the Premier on a natter of in any other act, that the Government
this kind, it should therefo: e be considered may permit the company to assign this
that I have ranked myself with the op- promised amount-to do it now-by way
eon ents of the Government. Far from it. of security for any bonds or securities

y conviction is, that the best friend of the issued by the company in respect of the
Government-the man who does the Gov- company's undertaking. What would the
ernment the truest service-is the one effect of that be ? It would be giving a
Who prevents them from making such kind of endorsement, not only to the sound-
a nistake as would be made by this ex- ness of the scheme, but to the financial
Penditure. We are their best friends, soundness and ability of the company, and
and I am influenced just in the same thus make their bonds negotiable. Those
Way as if I saw a friend of mine mak- bonds being negotiated and money ob-
1ng a step which would land him in a tained, what security have we as to its
bog or in some difficulty-I would seize being properly expended? Are we quite
him, even violently, if necessary, pull him sure that that money will be expended on
back and prevent him doing it. Just so, the construction of the road, or will it go
When we see our friends really making a by some of those hidden and unknown
'Ti-itake under the influence of imperfect channels into which, if known, we would
Information, or under some other influence not sanction its going? Surely it is a
Whi ch is not quite perceptible, then I think great matter for the character of this
1t is not only our duty, but we should country among the capitalists of the
esteem it to be a duty which we discharge old country that our sanction should not
with the greatest satisfaction, to prevent be given to the enterprise unless we are
themn from making such a mistake-to in- prepared to stand by the assurance that
terpose our legislative authority and pre- that enterprise is worthy of the support
"ent the consummation of a plan or pro- and confidence of British capitalists. We
Ject which we believe is not required in are doing that for the Hudson Bay Railway
the interests of the country, but the stop- Company and although it is not desired on
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the part of the promoters of this Bill that
we should take into consideration the route
to the Hudson Bay, it is to aid that road ;
and consequently our endorsement of the
character of the enterprise would, in my
judgment, have the effect of misleading
British capitalists; and surely the Senate
of Canada is not prepared to do that, if it
can be convinced that such would be the
effect of it. Surely we ought to have pre-
sented to us some other cogent and forci-
ble reason for making this grant to this
railway. The only argumentpresented to
us by the Premier when the Bill was in-
troduced was that we had done it in two
other instances*to roads further west as
colonization roads. But if you look atthe
map, from your present knowledge of that
country you will see that there can be no
comparison between the location of the
colonization roads to the west at Calgary
and at Regina and Long Lake, and the road
that is now in question. In the case of
those other two roads, they run through a
country well capable of being settled and
well settled already, and have their ter-
mini where there are large settlements,
and settlement going in beyond them-
routes which have already shown the pro-
priety and good judgment of aiding in the
way that they have been aided. My hon.
friend from the territories did advance
what appeared to me a very strong argu-
ment in favour of the goodness of the coun-
try through which one of the routes will
pass, and the desirability of aiding its
development. But even he did not go as
far east as the contemplated Une. He did
not cross Lake Winnipegoosis. Al hisre-
marks were confined to the west side, and
to a considerable distance from the west
side of Lake Winnipegoosi- ; consequently
his glowing picture of the capabilities and
fortility of that country does not apply to
that road which is before us as a coloniza-
tion road to get this aid. My hon. friend
from York gives it a kind of endorsation
also; but if we look closely at what he
said, he does not state that beyond a few
miles north of the forty miles the land
is fit for cultivation, or that he knew
anything of the agricultural capabilities of
the country further north. If you look
at the route indicated on the map, where
this good land abounds, and where settle-
ments would be likely to go in, you will
find that none of it extends within 100
miles of what is plainly the terminus of

the road at present-Grand Rapids. Under
the circumstances, it would be unwise and
impolitic to make this large expenditure
in that direction, and for the. object set
forth, until we have more information
about it. I prefer the amendment of
the hon. gentleman from Monck to that of
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa, which, as
against the original motion, I should
support in preference. I like the amend-
ment of the hon. gentleman from Monck
for this reason: it does not dismiss the
proposal. It declares that if the Adminis-
tr ation has sufficient information the Bill
should be allowed to stand until the infor-
mation is brought to the Hou-e, which can
be done in two or three days. The line of
the road, the report of the engincers, and
everything about it, cou Id be had in a very
short space of time, and the adoption of
the present amendment would only shelve
the Bill for a few days. It could come up
for a second reading as soon as the Premier
or any other gentleman was prepared to
say that he was ready to give the informa-
tion that the House requires, and as the
session is likely to last for some weeks yet
there will be ample time to put it through
its last stages. In the absence of that
information, I do hope the House will see
that it is inconsi-tent with their position,
with their guardianship of the public
interest, and of Canada's high character, to
reject the amendment-it is due, not only
to the people of Canada, but to the people
of Great Britain, whose money is so freely
invested in Canada. I am satisfied we
could not do an action which would raise
us more in the estimation of the people of
this country generally than by refusing to
make such a grant as this in our present
circumstances, and in the absence of
that information which we ought tO
have in order to enable us to act
judiciously. I think, therefore, that it
would be really to the credit of this
Senate, and would further establish its
character for usef»ulness and careful cOT-
sideration of public measures; it would
reniove the allegation which is very coin-
monly made, that we are a mere registerilng
body of what may be done in the other
Chamber, and that we are so completelY
under the control of the Administratiol
that if the Government want anythin,
done it can- be secured in the Senate.
know that there is in this Senate a measure
of independence and full consciousncss of
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our responsibility to the public for the use
which we make of the influence we possess
as senators. J do not at all sympathize
with these statements which are made
againstus; but we all know they are made,
and I do not know an occasion which could
offer itself where we could with greater
propriety show our care over the public
funds, our care over grants of this nature,
than in the present instance, by requiring,
before we consent to make such a grant as
now proposed, that we shall be put in pos-
session of information, which it must be
admitted we ought to have in order to guide
us to act in this matter with proper judg-
ment and consideration. I shalt not further
trespass upon the time of this honourable
Chamber. I trust I have presented suffi-
cient grounds why I, though a supporter of
the Administration, and having the high-
est confidence in the honesty and integrity
of the hon. gentleman who presented this
mneasure, think it my duty to resist the
action which he recomménds, believing
that in doing so I am doing him a service
rather than an injury, and I trust the
majority of this House will concur in this
view.

HON. Mr. POWER-As I addressed the
Blouse at some length on the previous
amendment, I do not propose to trespass
on your patience for any length of time
hlow, and I shall begin by saying that I
cordially endorse everything that bas been
said by the hon. gentleman from Sarnia in
the admirable speech which he has just
Made. i rise chiefly for the purpose of
Strengthening the view which the hon.
gentleman laid before this flouse, that the
real intention of the promoters of this Bill
18 to go to Hudson Bay, and not to build
the road west of Lake Winnipegoosis; and
I think that that can be made clear to
hon. members without very much diffi-
c-ulty. The Act under which we are pro-
ceeding is cap. 81 of the Act of 1887, " An
Act to consolidate and amend the Acts
Ielating to the Winnipeg and Hudson Bay
Pbailway and Steamship Company, and to
change the name thereof." The important
section in that Act, which tells what the
company are to do, is the third, and that
section says that the company shall have
Power and authority to lay out, construct
and complete a double or single iron or
steel railway of a gauge of 4½ feet in
width from the city of Winnipeg to Port

Nelson or Churchill, or some other point
on the shore of Hudson Bay. There is
the main object of the company-to build
a road from Winnipeg to some point on
Hudson Bay. Then the section goes
on to give them additional power to
construct a branch railway from any
point on its main line at or near the
crossiug of the Saskatchewan River, etc.,
etc. That, of course, we have nothing to
to do with here. Hon. gentlemen will see
that the company, when incorporated, or
when they had their Acts consolidated in
1887,, took power to build the road from
the city of Winnipeg to Hudson Bay.
Then, what was the next'legislative Act?
It will be remembered that in 1890 a Bill
was before this House extending the time
within which the company was to com-
plote its work. It will be remembered by
hon. gentlemen that the Bill came before
us on one of the very last days of the
session; that owing to the fact that a
number of the members of the House did
not approve of this measure, unanimous
consent to the suspension of the Rule was
refused; and then the company agreed to
modify their Bill, and the hon. gentleman
from Quinté division, other hon. gentle-
men and myself were under the impression
that by the amendment which was then
made to the Bill the company abandoned
their intention of going to Hudson Bay ;
but when we corne to look at the wording
of the amendment made last year we find
that that is not the case. The substance
of the amendment passed last year is con-
tained in three lines: " The said main line
of railway shall be completed to the Sas-
katchewan River within four years from
the lst June, 1890." There is no abandon-
ment whatever of the original intention to-
go to Hudson Bay. It simply gives the com-
pany four years within which to complete
their railway to the Saskatchewan River,
and naturally, as they were going north
from Winnipeg to Hudson Bay, that
point would be at Grand Rapids, where
they would cross the Saskatchewan River.
There is not a word thereof any road west
of lake Winnipegoosis. There are circum-
stances connected with the Bill of this
session which would remove any doubt, if
we had any, as to where the company
propose to build their road. There was a
strong feeling in the other branch of Parlia-
ment against the Hudson Bay Railway,
but notwitstanding the fact, the Minister
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of the Interior, who had charge of this
Bill there-at least, the Minister of the
Interior, speaking on behalf of his collea-
gues-declined to say that the company
would build the road west of Lake Winni-
pegoosis. Now, -knowing that the road to
Hudson Bay was unpopular with the ma-
jority of the members, if it was the in-
tention of the Government that the road
should be built west of Lake Winnipegoosis
why did they not say so ? I think the mere
fact that the Government decline to make
that statement is almost conclusive evi-
dence that the intention is to build by the
eastern route to Hudson Bay. There is
another argument which I think goes to
remove any possible doubt on this subject.
An bon. gentleman, whom I do not see
now in his place, said during a previous
part of this discussion, something about
the city of Halifax getting a great deal
more than it was entitled to. I do not
undertake to say that the city of Winni-
peg has got more than it is entitled
to, but you would bave to give the city
of Winnipeg a great deal before you would
give her as much as the thinks she is
entitled to; and the feeling in Winnipeg, as
hon. gentlemen know, is that this road
should be built to Hudson Bay. They do
not want the road west of Winnipogoosis;
they want the road to Hudson Bay.
People are as wild over this subjeet in Ma-
nitoba and the North-West now as they
were over the value of land in the days of
the land boom some years ago. The road
the people of Winnipeg want is the Hudson
Bay road, and it is on behalf of that road
that pressure is brought on the Govern-
ment, and not on behalf of the other; and
it is perfectly clear th at unless there is some
unmistakable amendment made to this
Bill, which will show that the road is to go
west of Winnipegoosis, we may be perfectly
satisfied that the other route will be cho-
sen. Under the circumstances, inasmuch
as I have always understood that the ma-
jority of the members of this House are
opposed to the Hudson Bay Railway ir
the present state of our information, unless
there is some pledge that the intention is to
go west of Lake Winnipegoosis, and unless
an amendment is made to meet the views
of what I believe to be the majority of the
members of this House, we should not
pass the Bill.

HON. MR. READ (Quinté)-When this

Bill was before the House last session hon.
gentlemen will remember that it then
asked for powers to extend the time to con-
struct the road to Hudson Bay. I then, as
now, took strong grounds against it, very,
much to the disappointment of my hon.
friend who sat opposite me, as he thought
I could hardly go against anything that
he was supporting. I took those grounds
because i did not think the time had
arrived, if it ever arrives, when a road to
Hudson Bay will be desirable-more par-
ticularly when I know that a great pressure
had been brought on the Government by
the signature of perhaps over 200 mem-
bers of both branches of the Legislature to
grant aid to that enterprise. That proposal
1 disagreed with entirely, and I warned the
Government early in the session that if aid
was given it would meet with my disap-
proval. I thank them, at the conclusion, that
they resisted granting that aid; but as Isee it
now, this is quite a different situation from
what I saw then. I seconded the amend-
ment of my hon. friend to the Bill for the
road to the Saskatchewan, believing that
that would be a colonization road, as I
now believe it will be. There is quite a
difference between a colonization road and
a road to Hudson Bay. I cannot conceive
what great aid the Government is giving
this road. The company must earn this
money. If they do not earn it, one-third
of their lands will be held by the Gover-
ment. If they build a road through the
lands, does it not increase the value of
every acre that is valueless now ? Con-
sequently, they consider that the money
which is being granted by the Govern-
ment to the road is reasonably secured,
Not only must the company return the
money, but they must pay interest on any
money that they retain. For these reasons,
I am inclined, and I intend to support the
measure, and to oppose the motion of mY
hon. friend from Monck, as well as that of
the leader of the Opposition. I cannot
conceive how the company can go to Hud-
son Bay-they have no authority. TheY
have only a short time for the completiOa
of the road, and they will have to corne tO
Parliament to extend their charter, and
then cannot build their line without aid.
They have to ask Parliamont for assistance
to build that line, and if they ever comfle
to Parliament for assistance they will find
me opposed to them. If they possessed
the means that the Pacifie Railway Com-
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pany have they might build their line to people in this country, i asking tor the
Hludson Bay in the time that they have contract: IWe will bud the road and the
remaining, but not otherwise. Ithasbeen road witI find the business." That has been
said that we have not any information. our experience. 1 11w core to information
Those who say so have not read the aboutthe Procupine ilus country. Prof
reports. Tiere are plenty of chances to Macoun says
get information to both routes, whether On the 28th July we started f rom Red Deer Lake
they go by the Narrows or north between for the Porcupine Mountain, which seem quite close.
the lakes. I have sone little information Our route by compass was almost due south, and the
in my possession of the co untry through point aimed for was an exposure of whiteeclay which
which this road would pass in eithr ca seWinnieooss. The Indianwhic thi t-od wold pss i eiter cstnaine for this point is the 'Smiokinig'lent,' and it is
and it might be as well to read some of it here that the horse trail from Livingstone leaves the
to the House. Prof. Macoun, who is mountain and descends te Poplar Point on the lake,
well known to the most of us as a reliable and terminates.
maner leaving the lake we passed through a strip f

mari say of he wan ake istrct: poplar forest about twe hundred yards wide. Beyond
this was a inarshy meadew, which extends for a consi-

"Swan Lake is about fourteen miles long by five derable distance to the right and left. Crossing this
miles in breadth, and is filled with beautiful islands we.entered a black spruce and tamarac swamp full of
covered with wood. It is quite shallow in many spring, and in Iess than haif a mile came ont on
places, but contains great quantities of fish, thoughl another marshy nieadow, with nunierous clunip of
was unable to learn whether whitefish were caught willow and shallow pools of brackish water scattered
there or not. Jackfish, goldeyes and suckers were through it. About a quarter of a mile through villow
very plentiful in July. The beach at Swan Lake brush brought us to a creek flowing to the east, which
House is, as usual, composed of gravel, but there is a was about twelve feet wide. Its depth was from four to
large percentage of other material besides limestone. eight feet. This creek enters the Red Deer River about

" An examination of the land in the vicinity shows a mile below the lake.
some vet ground, but the greater part is thickly "Haîf a mile through willows and small poplars
covered with moss, and necessarily danip. Strange to brought us to the borders of a real bog or muskeg,
say, white spruce grows on drier ground than pop- which extended for about four miles, and whih shook
lar in this neighbourhood, but this may be accounted as we passed across it like a quagnhire. Small groves
for by better drainage. As usual, the soil is very rich, of tanarac werc occasionally seen and passed through,
and all that is needed to inake farming successful is but the greater part of it was eiter covered with grass
drier seasons. or sînaîl birch. It was only witb the greatest care we

" From Swan Lake House the Porcupine Mountains could cross some of the wor, t places, as the stratum
lie almost due west, and seem to rise at least one thou- cf grass roots vas so thin that we frequently felI to
8and feet above the plain. Lying between the lake our armlits. The water on the more southern part cf
and the base of the hills is an expanse of forest possi- the bog was inuch deeper than where we entered it,
bly fifteen miles wide, which seems to be mixed poplar and the bottom harder. It was seldom below the knee,
and spruce. The half-breeds say it is damp and quite cold and very pure. No matter where we looked,
Inoist, but do not call it muskeg. Many beaver are oneither hand, nothing but bog was te be seen.
said to inhabit the region, and muskrat being scarce, At the southern cdge cf the hog we entered a
I would infer that it is a land of small brooks and thicket cf alders and taîl reeds, se thick that we could
rOplar forest. This agrees with the statement of the net sec a rod in advance, and it wag only by sheer

alf-breeds with whom I had conversations regarding force we could make headway through the tangled
the country. After five days' careful examination of mess and dep water. After passing through this
the soil east of Swan Lake, I conclude that the land for a mile the water got shallowcr, and in another
here is well suited for cultivation. Any person pass- mile we left it and entered a beautiful forest cf spruoe,
in1g in the winter, finding the woods principallypruce, which extended for another mile, when we reached a
would be led to call it wet, whereas no wet land was sniall crek flowing east. The spruce forest was very
found where the spruce grew. This statement holds fine and contained a at quantity cf fine timber.
eood in every part of the country. The wettest land "The greund now an orise das
18 near the lake, and as you recede from it the soil we pushed our way through wIl and aIder thickets
becomes drier and better. The climate here seems interspersed with ash (Fraxinus vendis), cîn, maple
like that of Thunder Bay as regards moisture, but the (Nequndo aceroides) and balsam poplar, we knew
summer heat is very much greater. When the coun- that we approached the base cf the bus, although we
try la cleared of wood and the sun allowed to shine ceuld net see a rod on cither hand. Crossing this we
down on it, it will become drier and much warner, entered on another spruce and balsam forest, wbich
and all grains and garden vegetables be a sure crop." continued for some distance. This was followed by a

inixed forest where many of the asens were nearly
TJ3e hae th infrmaton hattwc feet in diameter, and other trees in the samne pro.

Then we have other information portion. Les than a mile brought us t a mal brook
su1bject. All the reports go to show that flowing te the west.
there is plenty of timber up there which, "On th(, other aide cf the brook the ground rose
hO doubt, would furnish work for a railway. abruptly about forty feet, and then a forest. f scrub

pine (Pinus banksiana) and spruce extended over halfIt is quite within the knowledgeofayIt i quie wihinthe nowldgeof any- a mile, while the ground rose rapidly. After this the
bOdy who has watched the effect of build- ferest was very heavy, consisting cf poplar aspen,

thatthe proideworkforbireh, spruoe and balsain. This extended te and1 beyond
llag railways that they provide work forthe thick uîdergrewth ne dis-
themselves. I remember, when Mr. Jackson tance could be seen on either aide.
Cane out to get the contract to build the "By climbing a tree an extensive view cf the
Gt"Qpd Trunk Railway, he stated to the countrlyingat thebaseof themountain wasobtained.

roadillered nothing in appearane from that we

399



Hudson Bay [SENATE] Railway Co's. Bill.

had crossed, so that it may be inferred that extensive
bog and marshes extend far out from the base of the
mountain in this quarter. No arable land was seen,
except the strip along the lake, and the forest between
the lake and the base of the hills. Extensive groves
of spruce extend on every side along the base and up
the slopes, and from information gathered from half-
breeds and others I am convinced that large quantities
of spruce grow all around the base and up the slopes
in the direction of Swan River. None of the spruce
seen was over 30 inches in diameter, but it was tall
and quite sound. Salt River (also knowu as Bell
River), which drains the eastern side of the hills, will
float down much of this spruce into the head of Dawson
Bay, and much of the timber seen by me would be
landed on the banks of the Red Deer River below the
lake.

" My own observations, and all the knowledge I
could pick up from other sources, lead me to beheve
that valuable spruce and poplar forests are found
around every point of the Porcupine Mountains. I
know that the eastern and northern sides are a con-
tinuous spruce forest along the base and up the sides.
At the southern end I penetrated the hills and found
fine spruce in groves, and of very considerable size,
occupying the slopes of the hilly or undulating country
where I was, and popiar groves crowning the summits.

"As the surface of the hills is undulating, we may
consider that it is generally dry. The usual character
of the forest is poplar on t he summits, spruce on the
slopes, and tamarac in the springy and boggy parts.
White spruce never grows on wet or marshy ground
in the west, and wherever this spruce is found there
is no swamp. This statement will apply to every
locality in the North-West."

Mr. J. W. Spencer, writing of the same
country in 1874, says:

" Porcupine Mountain forms a continuation of the
high ground which marks the eastern limit of the
second of the three great prairie steppes of the North-
West Territories. It rises to the height of about
eight hundred feet above Swan Lake. Between the
base of the mountain and the lake is a belt of about
twelve miles of low ground, consisting of open marshes
or muskegs, tamarac, swamps, &c., while the remain-
der of the interval is densely wooded with aspen,
balsam, poplar, spruce and willow. On the slope of
the mountain I saw balsam poplar 6 feet in diameter,
while in some cases the spruces reached a thickness of
nearly 4 feet. This forest is more ancient looking,
and bears fewer evidences of fire, than any other
that came under my observation in the North-West
Territories. The region is little frequented, even by
the Indians, being difficult of access. Although fire
has not visited the slopes of the inountain or the level
of the ground below, yet the whole of the forest on
the sumnit was swept away a few years since, and in
its place a young growth of poplars has sprung up.

" The Bell River rises on a lake on the summit of
the mountain, and, running eastward, cuts its way
down the escarpment, formng a series of rapids six
or eight miles in lengh. The bed of the river is
filled with Laurentian ulders, over which the water
descends at the rate of about 150 feet per mile. From
the foot of the slope my guide and I followed the
river to the summit. Along it there are great ex-
posures of shales. Fragments of lignite were picked
up along the river, but the beds from which they had
been derived were not found.

" Looking back from the point which we reached at
the summit of the mountain, the escarpment appears
to descend rapidly. It is richly clothed with fohage,
and through it the Bell River has cnt its valley; the
wooded plain stretches from its base, and further on
is Swan Lake, with its lovely islands.

" Along Bell River there are large exposures of
cretaceous shale, but the clayey matter predominating
so largely, landslides are frequent, and cover with clay
many beds, which, if exposed, might be of great in-
terest. At one of these exposures of shales, which is
now weathering into clay, an immense slide has oc-
curred. The s ales here contain much iron pyrites,
and on weathering a whole section will become black-
ened by the formation of ferrous sulphide, whilst the
remainder of the sulphur is partly epoited in the
crevices, where it is sometimes found in considerable
quantities. Much heat is at the sane time evolved,
and there is a strong sulphurous smell while the pro-
cess is going on. The Indians know this place by the
name of Burning Mountain ; and my guide informed
me that for several winters it had smoked, but not in
slimmer. This was probably the vapour generated by
the heat of decomposition condensing in the cold
atmosphere of the winter, but which became invisible
at the summer temperature."

Mr. H. B. Smith, on his way from Lake
Winnipegoosis to Fort Pelly, passed
through the western portion of this sec-
tion, and he says of it:

"On Gravel Point, a low, flat promontory at the
head of Dawson Bay, on the eastern side, a French
settler named Laronde has located himself and family.
He reports the soil in his neighbourhood, where it is
dry, as being extremely fertile, but that a great deal of
swamp existed.
. " The eastern shore of the bay is low and flat, and is
densely timbered with poplar and spruce. Wberever
a landing was made much marsh was observed in the
interior.

"Shoal River, which discharges Swan Lake, is
about 200 feet wide, very shallow and full of boulders.
Swan Lake is about 14 miles by 5, and iextremely
shallow and full of islands. The shores of both lake
and river are low and marshy, but well timbered.
The soil carried down by the Swan River from the
higher levels has been deposited at its entrance into
the lake, and thus a promontory of nearly three miles
long has been formed. From the Indian village to
the 'Store,' a distance of 18 miles, along the banks
of Swan River, is hard, dry land, of a sandy nature,
timbered with small poplars and spruce. Back from
the river the country is very swampy."

Dr. Smith traversed the southern portion
of this section on bis way from the tele-
graph line to the second crossing of Swan
River in 1879. He says that the Indial
reserve, a few miles west of Northcote
and west of Swan River, occupies a con-
siderable portion of this region; there is il
it excellent farming land. Agriculture bas
been, to some extent, engaged in by the
chief, and some good buildings have been
erected, and a few small fields fairly weVll
fenced and cultivated. A large portion·of
the reserve, however, is very wet, but
might easily be drained:

"Careful exploration of the country north of. the
reserve for 12 miles revealed a magnifcent district-
land qxcellent, and much large pop ar, 24 to 30 inches
in diameter. This was the character of ail the region
from the junction of the Thunder River with Woody
River, and far northward, while southward there Ws
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a stretch of rich but wet land, extending to Swan
River.

"Vestward of the reserve the soil was excellent,
and the country heavily wooded with very fine timber
-poplar, spruce and tamarac. A very large proportion
of the land was wet and much Cut up by small streams
which had their sources in Porcupine Mountain.

"Dr. Smith was informed that the Porcupine
Mountain was densely wooded throughout its whole
extent. Around the south-east base of the mountain
a shaking bog extends for several miles.

" Along the southern slope of Porcupine Mountain,
within 20 miles of Swan River, the land is par-
tially open prairie, and very level. The soil is simi-
lar to the rich black mould of Manitoba. Several
Indians have established themselves (Smith means
that they have settled down to till the soil) in this
district. Land of similar character to the above is
said to extend up to the Porcupine Mountain."

However, these people who are going to
put money into the enterprise will look
out and see where the best district is, and
the Government, in the interest of the
country, will see that they take the proper
route. They are taking p'recautions for
that, and there is no roason why we
should not grant aid to this road, as we
have in some form to every other road in
the North-West, as far as I know. This is
a colonization road, and as that country
can only be settled by building railways,
and railways can only be constructed by
some little aid from the Government-in
some instances a land grant; in other in-
stances a money grant-I shall support

-the Bill. If the road was built to-morrow
we would have to pay money for carrying
mails and supplies, and we are only under-
taking to advance a sum for that. I think
the Government have made a pretty short
bargain; the company will go on and ex-
pend the money and make our lands val-
nable, which would otherwise be of no
value.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-My hon. friend from
Belleville bas evidently not read the sta-
tutes, because I am aware that he thought
as I thought about the Hudson's Bay
Rtailway proper. He is under the impres-
Sion that this is a colonization road. I can
assure him that it is not a colonization
road. There is not a word about coloniza-
tion in the charter. The company have
issued bonds, not as a colonization road
but as the Hudson Bay road. Nor do they
leed to come to Parliament to extend their
charter 'or obtain powers to go to Hudson
Bay. This House passed, very hastily and
with a great deal of regret, a Bill extending
the time for building the Hudson Bay
hailway, and in the hurry the Act was
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allowed to go through in a manner that will
surprise many hon. gentlemen. It will be
remembered that this House was opposed
to granting an extension of time at al1,and
thought it was a very good opportunity to
drop the scheme. It was then argued that
we should let them build to the Saskatche-
wan, the presumption being that in the
appropriation and the Bill authority would
be taken to build only to the Saskatchewan,
and that in order togo further a parliament-
ary authority would be necessary in the
shape of further legislation. Although I
alluded to this point before, it is quite
evident that the House did not catch it.
I am reading now from the Act of last
session, in which it is stated that section 33
of the Act is repealed and the following
substituted therefor: " The said main line
of the railway shall be completed to the
Saskatchewan within four years," etc. We
simply repealed the portion of the statute
under which they were bound to build the
road within a certain time, and they have
now got until doomsday to build the road.
They can build it any time they please,
twent or thirty years hence. Under clause
33 it was absolutely enacted, without any
further qualifying condition: " The said
main line of railway shall be completed
within four years." That was the limita-
tion in point of time of the power to build
to the Hudson Bay. We repealed that
section, and they can now build the por-
tion of the line north of the Saskatchewan
any time they please. We limited the
time for the construction of the section
which extends northward to the Saskat-
chewan to fours years; but many hon.
gentlemen, who feel like myself that it is
not wise to favour the project of a railway
to Hudson Bay, had no desire to extend
the time for constructing the main line to
Hudson Bay. It is mythical and mis-
leading, and may in the end lead to a very
great waste of capital. Several hon. gen-
tlemen who have declared their intention
to support this Bill have stated: " I would
not support it if it was part of the Hud-
son Bay Railway." Well, it is part of
the Hudson Bay Railway; they have no
charter but the one, and it is a limitation
to that part which is te extend to the Sas-
katchewan River. They cross the Saskat-
chewan whichever route they take, and
they must complete to the Saskatchewan
within four years, but they have until
doomsday to complete the balance.
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HoN. MR. MILLER-And they will
require it.

IIoN. MR. SCOTT-I have no doubt they
will. It is misleading to call this a coloni-
zation railway, because it is not a coloni-
zation railway. If it is proposed to build
a colonization road to help these gentle-
men out of a very poor entërprise there
are fifty places along the line of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, both north and
south of it, where Parliament would be
glad to authorize the work and give this
aid. There will be thousands and thou-
sands of bushels of wheat in the North-
West which cannot reach market this
year for want of railway facilities. We
are putting this railway where forty miles
of track have been in existence for three
years without being used to this day. In
no other part of the North-West, on either
side of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, could
you build a railway and have it ready for
rolling stock and not have it operated.
Is not that convincing evidence that the
whole thing is a gross fraud ? I repeat,
there is no other part of the North-West
where you could build forty miles of track
to connect with the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way where it would not be to the interest
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company
to supply rolling stock for that particular
section. We have been told that up to
Shoal Lake there is good land, yet there
are forty miles of track lying there for the
past three years utterly unused, unattrac-
tive to anybody, except as a basis for
speculators to make a further waste
of money. What has that forty miles
of track cost ? It bas cost $541,793. It
has cost that to lay the ties and rails there
on what they say is level prairie land, and
the road bas not been used to this day;
yet we are asked to continue in this fal-
lacious idea that we are helping the INorth-
West in building this railway. I appeal to
the good sense of this flouse if it does fnot
place us in a very awkward position when
these facts exist and cannot be gainsaid.
But hon. gentlemen say it is only a loan:
the Government are going to make them
pay it back-with what? With the Go-
vernment lands. The Government give
them 10,000 acres per mile, and what is
the effect of it ? We give them $80,000 a
year, and they give us up 3,333 acres per
mile-that is the effect of it. We say:
- Instead of giving you the 10,000 acres

per mile, we give you 6,666 acres," that is
assuming that all the Government could
possibly claim under this Bill is accom-
plished, that they charge the company
with every sum of money that can be
charged. I say, charge them with the
whole; you cannot charge them with more
than one-third of their land grant. If they
give up that proportion of the land grant
the company are left with 6,666 acres per
mile, apart from the donation from the
Government. Hon. gentlemen say it is
very easy to get information, but I say it
is very difficult to find whether bonds have
been issued pledging that land grant. I
have no doubt that a very considerable
part of that land grant is pledged. On
that forty miles they have spent over
$13,000 a mile, and they have not run a
train on it yet, though some hon. gentle-
men say that it lies in the very best part
of the country. I have no doubt it is the
very best part of the country on the whole
line. Of course, it is better settled, be-
cause it is close to Winnipeg. I ask hon.
gentlemen if they can put their hand any-
where on a map and show any place where
they could run a track 40 miles on either
side of the Canadian Pacifie Railway with-
out in three years warranting the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway Company in running
cars on it. Naturally, they would utilize
it, because they get all the grist. We know
that until a railway was built to Prince
Albert nobody could do anything with
wheat there. It could not be transported
anywhere to any line; and so it was
at the other remote points. If it is
so important to these people to builo
a colonization railway let them, under
some other name, ask for a charter to build
a line from some point on the Canadian
Pacifie Railway-say Brandon-to Lake
Winnipegoosis. and give them this subsidy;
butI do protest against aiding a scheme like
this in order to recoup these gentlemen
for their loss of time and means. As an
hon. gentleman opposite said, the Bill i
misleading to British capitalists. It is an
endorsation of the enterprise as one that
ought to be sustained. Our repeatedlY
doing this over and over again, renewifng
their charter after they had allowed it to
expire and giving grants of lànd and
money, is misleading; and the most mis-
leading part of the whole thing is that
you tell the world there are materials tO
carry over this railway, although for
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three years, at all events, forty miles of it
had been built, and not one pound of
freight had been carried on it. You wish
to perpetuate, to intensify and exaggerate
this mistake, because the further north
you go the worse the country becomes.
There is so much that could be said on
this subject that I would weary the House
if I prolonged the discussion. After all, it
is in a nut-shell: we are asked now sim ply
to defer the second reading of this Bill
until the House is in possession of further
information. Surely, that is a reasonable
proposition. We have no report on this
railway. I have the last railway returns
here, and I cannot find to what extent they
have issued bonds. They have a capital
of $15,000,000, and they have received
and expended $541,793, which make
$13,544 per mile. One would think that
that was a pretty handsome allowance for
a railway in the North-West, and in that
particular part of it where the land is con-
fessedly level. The worst that can be
said of it is that it is swampy. Hon.
gèntlemen have charged me with malign-
ing it. I did not malign it. I gave it on
the evidence of gentlemen who were poli-
tically opposed to the Mackenzie Govern-
Ment. When Mr. Mackenzie proposed to
run the Canadian Pacific Railway north
from Selkirk, crossing the Narrows of Lake
Mianitoba, he was censured by this House,
because it was not a country suitable for
settlement, and was nearly all muskeg.
One illustration given was that the tele-
paph poles would not stand upright. The
non. gentleman from St. Boni ace, in par-
ticular, said that it was a muskeg, and
that at one crossing it would be necessary
to pile to carry the track. Surely there
are finer lands than that in the North-West.
I have no doubt there is some good timber
there, but there is water on each side ofit,
and we know that lumbermen prefer to
float their timber to the mills. There is
Lake Winnipegoosis on one side, and Lake
Manitoba on the other, coming down. If it
is proposed to go to the Saskatchewan, why
fnot charter a line to start from some point
on the Canadian Pacific Railway and run
West of Lake Manitoba. That road would
Pass through the Lake Dauphin district,
which is said to be a fine country. Why
persevere in folly ? You have built fort
'Iiles of track which is practically aban
doned, because any rond that has been ir
existence for three years in a country ful
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of enterprise may be said to be abandoned.
At all events, it will have to be re-made,
because the roadbed must be washed away
in the interval; the roads are covered
with rust and the ties are probably rotten
by this time. That is ail they have to
show for this enormous expenditure of
over half a million of dollars, yet we are
asked to perpetuate that folly by authoriz-
ing a further expenditure of 880,000 a
year for a period of twenty years. What
will be the effect of this Bill? They can
anyway sell those bonds for something,
because the moment the Bill receives the
Governor's sanction it is open to them at
any time to go into the money market
and say: " The Government of Canada
agree to this amount; they authorize us
to issue bonds secured by this annual grant
of $80,000; you are perfectly safe in ad-
vancing, so long as you see that these
bonds are cashed as the work progresses."
I suppose the usual way is to have a set-
tling up at the end of every ten or twenty
miles ;but what would you gain after you
got it? Are there any mails or material,
or is there any merchandise to be carried in
that direction ? I saythere is nothing. There
isnot a singleIndianagencybetween thetwo
Lakes, not a station of the North-West
Mounted Police. What is the criterion of
settiement in the North-West? Wherever
there is a considerable settlement you
have a station of the North-West Mounted
Police; they are there to look after the
revenue and enforce the liquor law. You
would have two or three men there, at
any rate; but I have looked over the
North-West Mounted Police map and there
is not a station in all that country between
the lakes. There are no materials-I sa
it advisedly-there is nothing to be carrie,
any more than there has been anything to
carry on that section of forty miles. There
are no mails, I have given you the
authority of a man who had come down
from Grand Rapids, and who told me there
was no settlement. Hon. gentlemen have
made a wild calculation that there are
four or five thousand settlers there. How
do they make up that number ? They
take in the whole country between Lake
Winnipeg and Lake Manitoba, a distance
of fifty miles, I suppose. This map shows
the line running close to Lake Manitoba,
fifty miles away from Lake Winnipeg,

i and the people at Gimli, on Lake
I Winnipeg, are counted as part of that
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population. They would not use that
road; they would drive down to Winnipeg.
I am sure, if hon. gentlemen really under-
stood this question-of course, they profess
to understand it-they would vote against
this Bill. From the observations that have
been made by my hon. friend from Quinté
it je evident ho is under the impression
that it is a colonization road; if he knew
it was not he would not support it. I can
assure him it is not a colonization rai lway,
that the bonds are issued on the Hudson
Bay Railway proper. I think, under the
circumstances, it is only fair that the
House should get information before pas-
sing this Bill. If it is satisfactory, the
Government will be able to pass this Bill;
if it is not, thon I have no doubt, after
looking into it, the Government will feel
that the o inion of Parliament is adverse
to it. It as been represented that the
amendment is a vote of want of confidence.
It is not. The Bill is advocated in the in-
terest of particular promoters; it is not
a Government measure in any sense. The
Government say, if Parliament approve,
we will give this road aid to this extent.
It does not involve a question of the Gov-
ernment policy in any sense; it is not a
question of confidence in the Government
in the slightest degree. It will not make
the slightest difference to the Government,
and, as I said before, if we were living
in the palace of truth we would be all
glad to see it defeated.

HON. MR. PERLEY-The hon. gentle-
man bas again made a number of bold
statements which ho is hardly justified in
making-that there is no wheat grown
there. He also says that ho was lately
informed by a gentleman from Grand
Rapids that there are not 100 people in
the country along that line.

HON. MR. SCOTT-My informant is
the factor of the Hudson Bay Company
at Grand Rapids.

HON. MR. PERLEY-What is bis name?

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Mr. Belanger, the
factor at Grand Rapids.

HoN. MR. PERLEY-I have had placed
in my hand a letter from that dis-
tinguished individual. I had the pleasure
of seeing him here a few moments myself,

but I had no time to have any conversation
with him. He was here until the hon.
gentleman trom Ottawa made that speech
the other day, and read the speech in
question, and here is his answer to it,
given to an hon. member in the other
branch of Parliament. He felt himself
so aggrieved that he was compelled to give
a fiat denial (I am soiry to say) to the
statement of the hon. gentleman from
Ottawa. The letter is as follows -

"OTTAWA, 22nd July, 1891.
'D. H. MCDOWALL, M.P.,

"House of Commons,
"City.

"DEAR SiR,-My attention has been called to some
remarks made by Senator Scott in the debate on the
Hudson Bay Railway Bio ast Friday in the Senate,
reported in Han.sard as foflows:

"' I happened yesterday to meet a gentleman who
has just come from the Grand Rapids. Idid not ask him
m a confidential way, and therefore I do not hesitate to

use the information that I obtained. I turned the
conversation upon this subject. I met him some fifteen
years ago when he was here before ; he is the head of
the post at that point. I said 'Are there five hundred
settiers to be served in the part of the country that
this road is to traverse?' He sniled and said ' No.' I
said, •Are there one hundred?' He said, 'Perhaps
there might be.''

" In reference to the above, permit me to say that I
am the only Hudson Bay officer in charge of a post in
that part of the country now in this city, and it is
about 14 years since my last visit to Ottawa ; there-
fore, I naturally conclude that I must be the part y re-
ferred to. If so, I desire to say that I have been
entirely isrepresented and that no such conversation
ever teok place with me.

" I have resided in the district referred to in charge
of various Hudson Bay Company's posts for the last
22 years, and am at present in charge of Norway
House.

"I have -a fair knowledge, of the country to be
traversed by the proposed railway, especially in the
vicinity of the Saskatchewan River near Grand
Rapids, and consider it a good country, both for
farming and timber, and only requires a railway to
make it attractive to settlers.

" I consider Grand Rapids the greatest waterpower
in the North-West, equal to the Chaudière at Ottawa,
and, no doubt, will become a great milling centre if
the railway is built.

"I am not in a position to say how many inhabi-
tants are already in that district, but I am aware of
considerable settlements along the proposed line at
St. Laurent, Posen, Gimli, Fairford and other places.

"Yours very truly,
"H. BELANGER

" Chief Factor, H. B. Co."

HON. MR. SCOTT-He does not deny
what I have stated.

HON. MR. PERLEY-He denies em-
phatically what the hon. gentleman has
stated. I do not desire to make any
further remarky beyond what I made the
other day, I may say that all the speeches
that have been made to-day are merely a
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re-hash of what was said the other day,
and have not conveyed much information
to the House. As regards the lumber in
that district, the hon. gentleman said
water facilities were sufficient for getting
the lumber out of that country. I may
tell him that I know something about that,
too; and I know that the Waterhen River
is very shallow and very rapid, and steam-
boats or freight boats cannot ascend it. I
know that of my own knowledge. Then,
parts of Lake Manitoba are very shallow,
even in high water. The mill failed at
Totogan because they could not float the
logs down to the mill, in consequence of the
roughness of the lake and the shallowwater.
It is like an ocean there, and the logs that
they did freight down they had to chain
together with chain cables. Consequently,
from a lumberman's standpoint it is neces-
sary to open up that country with a rail-
way in order to get out the 1umber that is
in there. I have been forcibly convinced
of this fact, that at the head of these rivers
or lakes, beyond reach of dog train or other
conveyance, there is a vast quantity of fish,
and a fishing industry would be developed
by the opening up of that country by rail,
which would be a source of great wealth
to the people. It is a known fact that the
country has got to be opened up by railway.
-You cannot open it for settlement without
a railway going in there first. As I said
the other day, the increased value of the
the land wbich will be caused by the con-
struction of the railway will more than
pay for the building of it. People have
gone in there lately from the fact that
they know that a railway is projected
through that country, and it is only an
indication of what it will be when the rail-
Way is constructed. I wonder that any
Capitalists can be induced to put money is
the road at all after the misrepresentation
that have been made about it. I won-
der that English capitalists, if they
have read the speeches that have been
Mnade in this Hlouse, which I believe they
do not, would advance a dollar to build
a railway in that county. I believe as
firmaly as I stand here that there is no part
of the northern portion of the North-West
that it will pay to build railways in as
Well as the North-West Territories. The
hon. gentleman takes exception to the
Iludson Bay Railway. I believe if that
railway was opened up, and we had a
8horter route to the old country, that the

time will come, and in the near furture,
after that railwayis built, when the Parlia-
ment of Canada will not be asked for a
dollar to subsidize a railway in the North-
West. I believe that as soon as it is opened
up by railways that capitalists will see
that it is to their advantage to invest their
money in that country. Our lands to-day
are like the cleared fields in the older
provinces. A settler can go in there to-day
on the virgin prairie and plough an acre and
a quarter of new land a day with his team
-even in this part that is so much decried
and run down. There are thousands and
thousands of acres of the best arable land
in the world, without stump or stone, only
wanting men and teams to go in there and
produce millions bushels of the finest grain
on the continent. People can till the soil
there now; but they cannot do so to any
advantage, from the fact that they cannot
get their produce to market and com pete
with others who are situated along the ine
of railway. I did not intend to take up the
time of the House but when I heard my
hon. friends make all sorts of statements,
running down that country and saying it
is not a fit place to build a railway through,
I must rise and contradict them. I say
that it is a feeble argument for the hon.
gentleman from Sarnia to invoke the influ-
ence of the Senate against this scheme, as
it was used against the Short Line Railway.
There is not a ghost of a parallel between
this line and the Short Line Railway. The
Short Line ran through a county in which
I was born, and in which I lived during
the early years of my life, and no matter
how much I would wish to vote for a Bill
that would serve that county, I felt that I
was not justified in voting an expenditure
of $3,000,000 to save half an hour's travel
between Montreal and Halifax, when there
were railway schemes in the North-West,
every million dollars expended on which
would return tenfold to the country. I
say that in the face of the vote of the
popular branch of the Legislature, only a
few months returned from the country, we
would be thwarting the popular will if we
undertook to throw out this Bill. This Bill
bas been before the people for the last fouror
five years, and coming from the popular
branch, after it has been sustained, the first
session of this Parliament, the Senate,
without any responsibility to the country,
in throwing it out would be doing a thing
for which they could not justify them-
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selves. I hope hon. gentlemen will con-
sider this measure from the popular stand-
point, and not for any selfish purpose
hinder the growth of the country.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I have no apology
to make for the statement I made. I made
the statement exactly as it was given to
me. It was given to me a few minutes
before we met, in room No. 12, where I
asked the question, and the gentleman
answered it just in the way it is there
reported in the Senate Debates. He does
not deny that there is a good country in
there. I simply put the question to him :
"Are there 500 people in there? " He said
"No." I asked: " Are there 100 settlers ?"
H1e said " No," and I gave the answers to
the House just as he gave them to me.

HON. MR. WARK-This debate bas
taken a wide range, and the longer it has
been debated the more mystery hangs
around it. We have no assurance where
this road is to be located in the district of
country said to be fertile. Even if it is a
fact that a large amount of fertile land ex-
ists there, there are are plently of fertile
districts in the neighbourhood of railways
in the North-West. It is not yet settled
whether this is to be a Hudson Bay road
or a colonization road. If it is to be a
Hudson Bay road, in my opinion it is in
the wrong place. We cannot expect the
Canadian Pacific Railway to collect the
produce of the country west of Manitoba
or of Winnipeg and hand it over there to
the road that is to carry it to the Hudson
Bay, to be shipped from there to England.
If there is to e a Hudson Bay road it
ought to collect the products of the west,
independent of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way; but I have an objection to this road,
that we do not need it. I think that
if a prudent course had been pursued,
the Canadian Pacific Railway would have
been a colonization railway for many
y ears to come. The best course would

ave been to settle the population that
went into that country so close to the
railway that they would have railway faci-
lities for sending their produce to market.
This is a subject that I have often thought
of. New settlers require schools. They
want churches. Settlers oughtto be settled.
close together if they are to remain civi-
lized and intelligent, and for that purpose
they want both schools and churches, which

they cannot maintain if the settlements are
scattered. Then there are others matters
that they want. They require to be settled
in municipalities, so that they will live
close together to manage their local affairs,
and there are a great many other things
that new settlersfind adisadvantage in from
being scattered over a great area. They
want mills; they want mechanics and doc-
tors, and such people, and they cannot get
them to stay where there is a scattered
population and no steady erployment. For
these resons, I think the true policy of this
country would have been, as far as possible,
to confine settlements as close as convenient
to the Canadian Pacific Railway. If that
road is not sufficient for colonization pur-
poses,we have two others in theNorth-West
that ought to be sufficient for the next
twenty years. If you are going to settle
people in a new country, endeavour to do
so in such a way that they will enjoy the
benefits of civilization. Ten there is an-
other objection to this scheme, which I,
coming from one of the smallest provinces,
find to be a very serious one. It is our
duty to see that the revenues to which we
contribute our full share should be fairly
distributed. We have expended a great
deal of money in the North-West already.
The result in New Brunswick is this : We
were six millions in debt when we came
into the Confederation; our share of the
debt now is eighteen millions of dollars,
and New Brunswick must pay the interest
on that amount. Such being the case, I
think it is the duty of every representative
of New Brunswick to think very seriously
over the question before he consents to
greater expenditure. I regret to say that
New Brunswick has not been progressing
as rapidly as some other parts of the DO-
minion. I know from my own know-
ledge that real estate, especially farmifg
land, has gone down since we enter-
ed Confederation at least 25 per cent.
There is no person acquainted with New
Brunswick who will not bear out that
assertion. We had a fleet of ships that any
country would be proud of. We owned,
perhaps, more shipping than any other
community in the world in proportion tO
population. We owned more than a ton
of shipping for every man, woman and
child in the province. In the last ten
years we have lost 121,800 tons of our
shipping. We had, in 1874, 340.491 tone;
in 1889 it had surk to 218,823 tons. Te
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years ago our ships were remitting home
to their owners not less per year than
$2,O00,000. What are they doing now?
I regret to say, far from what might be
expected of them. The ships now are
forced, many of them, into trades where
they are not so weil known, and where
they have to pay a higher insurance. Such
being the case, in the interest of my
province I am opposed to any further
expenditures in the North-West, unless
they are exceedingly desirable and neces-
sary; and this Hudson Bay scheme is
neither desirable nor necessary. There
is another feature in connection with this
debate that is worthy of note. The hon.
gentleman from from Sarnia and the hon.
leader of the Opposition are both from
Ontario. They do not often vote together,
but here they are joined completely, act-
ing together in opposition to this measure.
They are speaking for Ontario. Then
there are the two hon. gentlemen from
Halifax; they very often take opposite
sides, but 1 think they are both on one side
in this question, and they speak very pro-
perly, I think, for the Province of Nova
Scotia. When noither Ontario nor Nova
Scotia is warmly in favour of this measure,
and so far as I go, New Brunswick is
against it, I am decidedly opposed to it; I
think we ought to know more about this
scheme-that it is actually necessary as a
colonization road, and until that is shown
I hope that the Senate will consider this
matter carefully, before they consent to
pass this Bill under such conflicting and
doubtful testimony.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-1 am also anxious
for the question on this Bill; but I should
like to say a word or two about the objec-
tions that have been made to it, and I would
like to try to dispel the idea that bas been
raised and fostered, incidentally, through
the debate, thut there is some covert idea
in my mind that I should prefer this Bill
to be (lefeatod. I want ti' meet that at once
with no uncertain sound. This is a measure
vhich the Government has agreed to, a

1 easure which tho Province of Manitoba
asks for with all its lungs and voice, a
mneasure which the Government deter-
Inined to grant them, as far as its influence
would go. It bas supported it in another
Place, and it is my duty and my pleasure to
support it here to-day. I do so in perfect
good faith, believing it to be a moasure for

the benefit of the North-West which ought
to be carried, which will not involve undue
sacrificefor the Dominion,whichwill gratify
an entire province, and which will not, in
my mind, impose on the country any great
amount of risk-not so great an amount of
risk as we have frequently voted in this,
House to approve, without one-twentieth
p art of the objections which are made to this
Bil. After having said that, in order that
no man may believe he is pleasing me by
voting against this Bill, or satisfying the
Government by doing so, I concur entirely
with what the hon. gentleman from the
North-West bas said, that there is no,
possibility of any comparison between this
and the Short Line, on which some mem-
bers of the Senate prided themselves in
voting against the Government. There is
no possibility of any similarity between
the two cases. Every hon. gentleman here
knows what the distinctions are. I am not
going to detain the House by sta ting
them. But I do want to glance fcr a
moment at the objections which have been
made to this Bill. They are very numerous,
but singularlyalike in this respect,that nine
tenths of them have no foundation at all.
I say without hesitation that most of then
have no foundation ; and I propose to
show that. As respects others that are
arguable, I think the strength of the argu-
ment is entirely on the side of those that
favour this railway. Let us under-
stand exactly what it is. There
is a charter for the Winnipeg and
Hudson Bay Railway authorizing the com-
pany to construet a road to Hudson Bay
from Winnipeg, without making any pre-
cise definition of the line which is to be
followed by that road. In the course of
my long experience in parliamentary life
I think I have seen hundreds of such Bills
before the House, in which the termini were
mentioned, but in which the routes were
not defined; in which the company were
not held to adhere to any one particular
line more than another that bein left to
their own discretion very mueh, ut sub-
ject to some kind of decision by the Gov-
ernment as to the propriety of the loca-
tion. The location by the general law
bas to be submitted to the Government.
In this case the great objection to this road
-the one which has been most profusely
harped upon by the gentlemen who have
opposed it--is that the line is not fixed,
that we cannot tell the House at this
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moment by which of two routes this com-
pany is going to build a road to Hudson
Bay; and in connection with that I now
take notice of the extraordinary form in
which the objection is taken, because the
charter of the road is to Hudson Bay,and be-
cause it isassumed that the promoters of the
road intend building the road to Hudson Bay
-I intend to notice that in connection with
this subject. Now, as to the route-stick-
ing to that for a moment-there is a route
which has been surveyed I understand.
The Department informs me, that it is
from Winnipeg to Grand Rapids. There
is a route which is now under survey,
which runs west of Lake Winnipegoosis
after crossing the Narrows of Lake Mani-
toba. The road shunts off towards the
North-West at the Narrows,passes through
between the two lakes, and goes up along
the west side of Lake Winnipegoosis. It is
said that-that route is a good one, as it
passes through a very excellent country,
beautifully watered, and suited alike for
ranching and farming purposes, and where
there is a moderate amount of settlement
already. The other route is more direct.
It is shorter, naturally, and would be the
more direct to Hudson Bay of the two;'
but the advantage that the western
route is said to possess in a very
extensive and varied farming country-a
rolling country-has led to an investiga-
tion, which is now proceeding, as to which
of these two routes would really be the
more advantageous. That is the sum and
substance of the objections that have been
urged against this route: that we do not
know where we are going, that we do not
know where the northern terminus of the
road is. We do know where the pro-
jected terminus of the road is, and I do not
object to say that it is Hudson Bay. But
the precise route which is to be taken to
reach Hudson Bay is still under consider-
ation, and I propose to submit, when the
Bill is in committee, an amendment to it,
which will place the decision, after all the
information has been obtained as to which
of the two routes should be adopted, within
the power of the Government. In that re-
spect, then, this road is no different from
the great majority of other roads which
have been projected and brought before
this House-no different from the two roads
which have been subsidized in precisely the
same manner as this one. I do not
think, in the case of either of these roads,

the charter prescribed precisely the route
to be taken. In the Long Lake road there
was no special limitation of the precise
route which the road was to take. In the
other road, the Calgary and Edmonton,
the termini are there, but I do not think
the precise route was defined in the Bill.
I speak under correction, but that is my
impression; nor is the precise route defined
in this Bill, but measures have been taken
to ascertain the advantages of one route,
and measures are being taken to ascortain
the advantages of the other, and the Gov-
ernment holds the balance in the end to
decide which of those two is the more
advantageous, from all points of view, for
the construction of this road. Hon. gen-
tlemen have made use of the statement
that this road is going to the Hudson
Bay as an argument against constructing
it to the Saskatchewan River; and they
say, also, at the same time, because this
road is chartered to Hudson Bay it is not a
colonizationroad. Well,Iwouldliketoknow
where the line of distinction is between
a colonization railway and any other
railway. Does not every railway carry
colonists? Does not every railway perform
all the functions which are necessary to
encourage colonists to settle in any tract
of country ? The rails are laid in the same
way, the cars are constructed in the same
way-first-class and second-class. Where
is the difference between any railway
which my hon. friends choose to call a
colonization railway and this other, which
they choose to call a railway to Hudson
Bay ? As far as the railway is built it
performs all the functions of a colonization
road. It is impossible to deny or doubt
that, and it is playing on words to say with
indignation: " Oh, no; this is nota coloniza-
tion railway. It is the Hudson Bay
Railway."

HoN. MR. POWER-Will the hon. gen-
tleman allow me to explain. A coloniza-
tion railway is a road which is chiefly in-
tended to serve a country admirably adapt
ed to colonization, which you could not
say about the Hudson Bay Railway.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
has now stated the distinction. It is a%
railway which is intended to serve .
country adapted to colonization. That a
his definition. In what way does it co.;-
fliet with the railway going to Hudson
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Bay? If this railway to the Saskatchewan
River is calculated to serve colonists who
believe that that country north of Winni-
peg is fit for settlement, surely it is a
colonization railway, just as much as if it
was mentioned in the charter, which my
hon. friend from Ottawa said was not done.
He complaned that it was not called in
the charter a colonization railway. What
is meant by the Government and those
who support the Government in this coun-
try by a colonization railway is a railway
passing through a countrypartially settled,
but adaptedforsettlement-arailwaywhich
will encourage settlers to resort to that
country and will give them facilities for
taking in their supplies and taking out
their products. That is what you may
call a colonization railway,and you may also
call it a railway to Hudson Bay or by any
other name. If it is a railway which.
affords facilities for settlers for this parti-
Cular purpose then it is, to all intents
and pur poses, such a colonization railway
as I ask the House to support us in
assisting; so I think that objection may
be disposed of as a mere objection in words
and phrases. What is the next objection ?
That this company has no time in which
it must finish its road. The only portion
of the road that we are interested in assist-
ing is the road which will be serviceable
tO plonists-that is, to the Saskatchewan
River; but the statement is jus( as erro-
neous if applied to the whole of the road
a8 it is if applied to the portion south of
the Saskatchewan. The statute limits the
timle for making the railway to the Saskat-
chewan to four yeais. The statute limita
the time for making the road to Hudson
Bay to ten years. My hon. friend cited
the charter to show that there was no time

Blntioned-that they might take until
doomnsday to build the road.

.HON. MR. SCOTT-That is where there
18 no special provision.

IION. MR. ABBOTT- Did my hon.
friend know that»there was a provision in
the Railway Act to cover this ? He told
8 With great animation that they might

go on until doomsday. Did he know then
that the Railway Act prescribed that they
sIuld finish it within ten years ? If so,

e Was not frank in the statement he made
to the louse. But what does the Railway
4t say ? That if the railway is not

finished and put in operation within a
certain time from the passing of the Act
the corporate powers and existence of the
company shall cease. I think that is
pretty clear. Certainly a company cannot
go on until doomsday, nor until the much
shorter period, I hope, of twenty or thirty
years, which he mentioned, in construct-
ing the road. Now, there is an objection
which was made with great force, and
apparently with great confidence in its
value, and there is nothing in it at all. But
my hon. friends say there is no population
in that country ; there are no mails or
materials to be carried. Analogous to
that, also, is the statement that it is not a
country adapted to settlement. I do not
propose to read to the House again what
my hon. friend from Prince Edward Is-
land read the other day-the reports of
seven or eight men skilled in such matters
which have been made of this particular
route between the two 1 akes. I do not
sp eak particularly of the other route, be-
cause everyone seems to agree that the
other is a route which possesses great
facilitics for settlers-is well watered, and
fit for grazing or for general farming--but
on the route between the two lakes, which
is the shorter one, my hon. friend said
there not 100 people. He stated this on
the authority of this Mr. Belanger, who
says equivalent to something which is
very much like a contradiction of my bon.
friend's statement.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-A relation of his, Mr.
Pelletier, was present and heard the con -
versation.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I do not impute
any wrong intention to my hon. friend,
but there has been a misunderstanding
somewhere. These gentlemen, who have
been over the route also, make statemen ta,
two or three lines of which it may be in-
structive to repeat. Here is what Mr.
Neilson, the engineer who located the line
to Grand Rapids, says:

" The country between these points (Winnipeg and
Grand Rapids, on the Saskatchewan, a distance of
242 miles, is very flat and almost free from rock,
except in the immediate neighbourhood of certain
parts of Lake Winnipeg shore. The first 30 miles of
it is prairie land, similar to that in the rest of Mani-
toba. After passing through this there is a well-
wooded country with many open plains, extend-
m asfar as F irford, on the Patridge Crop River.

of this country offers great inducements to the
settlers, and it is already occupied by farmers and
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fishernen along a large portion of the lakes and Swan
Creek, which flows into Lake Manitoba, north of
Oak Point Mission. It is well watered with many
lakes, round which there are splendid hay lands and
clearings for cattle-grazing ; especially is this the case
at the Rat Lakes, about 75 miles from Winnipeg.

"Fairford itself has already a good settlement, and
only awaits a means of outlet to rapidly establish
itself as an important agricultural and lunbering
centre. It is one of the o]dest missions in the coun-
try. There is a great quantity of exceedingly fine
spruce and poplar all through this country, the spruce
attaining to an enormous size, often growing from
3 and 4 feet across the stump. After leaving
Fairford the Partridge Crop River is crossed by the
hne at a point about 2½ miles from its exit from Lake
Manitoba. The whole section of this country is excel-
lent for settlement, and their is plenty of fine timber
in its vicinity. A bridge 250 feet long would be
required to cross the Partridge Crop, which here hue
high banks of clay and a gravel bottom. From Fair-
ford to the Saskatchewan is abopt 110 miles, and,
with the exception of the first few miles after leaving
Fairford, the country around the Fish Lakes and
head waters of the War Path and Twin Rivers is a
lumbering country.

That is 140 miles from Winnipeg. My
hon. friend from York (Mr. Allan) gave
us information, which I know he had been
careful in obtaining, as to the character of
the country for 160 miles north of Winni-
peg. Mr. Shelford, an English engineer,
says:

" I saw a considerable portion of the proposed route
of the railway myself, as far as Grand Rapids, and I
may say that I am favourably impressed with the
character of the country and the facility for the con-
struction of a cheap road."

Mr. Gillespie, of Winnipeg, says:

" I followed the Oak Point trail, along which the
line is now located. The best land is north of Clark-
leigh, which consista of timber and open prairie. The
land I consider the best I have seen in this country.
The timber is mostly poplar, with a little spruce.

"From Lundyville I proceeded on foot as far as
Sea Falls, 320 miles from Winnipeg. The land gets
more heavily timbered as we go northward; it lies
high and dry, and is well fitted for cultivation. The
open prairie and timber are about equal in quantity
as far as the Saskatchewan River, 250 miles from
Winnipeg.

" At Fairford, 100 miles from end of track, or 140
miles from Winnipeg, the heavy spruce commences,
and the sanie, mixed with tamarac large enough for
railway purposes or fuel, is continuous as far as Grand
Rapids, at the mouth of the Saskatchewan. This
land je very good, though there is about 15 or 20 per
cent. of hay land, which, in a wet season, might be
flooded.

" Along Dog Lake, west of the Indian trail, to
Fairford, there exists a large quantity of spruce and
tamarac. The former is large enough for sawing.
From my personal observations, I consider the land
between Lakes Manitoba and Winnipegoosis on the
west and Lake Winnipeg on the east as being better
adapted for mixed farming than any other portion of
Manitoba or the North-West Territories that I have
visited. It i fairly distributed between open prairie
and timber. The former is well adapted for grazing
and cultivation, and there is an abundance of hay
lands for stock. The timber is plentiful, and fitted for
building purposes as well as fuel. To a settler with

little or no capital to begin on, the conditions are
more favourable than an open prairie farm."

HoN. MR. MASSON-Is that the country
between the two lakes.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-Yes; between Lake
Winnipeg and Lakes Manitoba and Winni-
pegoosis. I sum that up by saying that it
is established by the evidence already fur-
nished to this flouse, and to be found in the
Senate Debates, that the line between the
two lakes is fairly well fitted for settiement,
that it possesses an enormous area of excel-
lent timber, which everybody knows is
very much needed all over the North-West,
and that on the Saskatchewan, at Grand
Rapids, is a fall which constitutes the finest
water power in the whole of the North-
West, if not the only water power in that
country-a water power said to be equal
to the Chaudière Falls-where no doubt
there will be agreat manufacturing centre.
There is no doubt that lumbering and
kindred industries will be carried on thero
to an enormous extent. At all events, it
has ail the advantages which have been
described in these reports-a good country,
well timbered, and with railway com-
munication in the country between the
two lakes, there is no reason why Grand
Rapids should not become a great manufac-
turing centre, and I believe it will. 'The
population, which has been stated at so
low a figure by the hon. gentleman froml
Ottawa, is shown by the census returns tO
be between five and six thousand people
north of the 40-mile section, and the
population along the line already con-
structed reaches about 2,000, so that there
are nearly 8,000 people altogether in the
country which is proposed to be traversed
by this line, supposing it should go betweenl
the two lakes. Everybody knows that in
that country settlement is not effected
except by the aid of railways. How are
peopIe to carry their supplies and their
produce over miles and miles of prairie
and compete with people who have a rail-
way near their doors ? It is by railwaYs
that settlement is promoted, and in a neWe
country like that our experience is no
(and it is evidenced by the two roads
subsidized like this road, and by innl'
merable instances south of the line) that
without railways no settiement of any
extent can be reached. It fact, the question
was asked us in this very debate what
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extent of settlement would there be
ten miles away from any railway ? It
is the railway which attracts settlement.
We cannot expect a place 240 miles from
a railway to be settled. I think the
objection that there is no population and
nothing to carry, stands on about equal
footing with the other objections, namely,
that while arguable, as they have been
argued, there is really no sound foundation
for them as material objections to the
furtherance of this scheme. What other
objections did my hon. friends set up?
My hon. friend from Sarnia, supported by
the hon. member from Ottawa, raised
another class of objections, which seemed
to me to be just as unfounded-if they will
pardon me for saying so-as those to which
I have referred. He says we ought to
know all about the promoters of the road
-- those who are going to spend this money,
-whether they are such people as, when
they get this money, will lay it out in
buildiing the road. We have nothing to
do with all that. It is no objection at all
to the scheme. The company will not get
any money until the road is built. Not a
dollar of this $80,000 a year reaches the
pockets of this company until they have
got their road to the Grand Rapids and
have it running; so we are not interested
particularly in knowing who the promo-
ters are, what their character is, or whether
they will expend the money on the road
or not. If they get money they will spend
it where they please, but they will not get
the money from the Dominion of Canada
until they build that road; so Ithink that
that objection to the scheme has as little
foundation as the others, and, I might
almost say, no solid foundation at all.
They may issue and sell their bonds; the
law gives them power to assign. I find
lothing extraordinary in that; we enact
that in all other railway Bills without any-
Ole making objection. It does not follow,
beeause we sanction a road to Grand Rapids,
a distance of 240 miles, through a good
country, for the purpose of promoting
settlement, that it must necessarily be
extended to Hudson Bay. I would infer
f rom what a great many hon. gentlemen,
have said that if this charter only gave
these gentlemen a right to go to the Saskat-
chewan River they would have no objection
to giving this money, but becanse it may
assist the company to run their line to
Iltdson Bay, which they will have to do

with their own means or on their own
credit, if at all, and without any assistance
from the Government of any kind or des-
cription, there is an opposition to the Bill.
It is a valid charter to the Saskatchewan-
no one will deny that ; it has to be built
to the Saskatchewan within a limited time
-no will deny that. I cannot for the life
of me see what there is as an argument
against building the road to the Saskatche-
wan that these gentlemen want to con-
struct it through to Hudson Bay. The
Government have not agreed to assist the
road to Hudson Bay. They very likely
may never agree to assist it. A great deal
will depend on the enquiries to be made
hereafter. A road from Winnipeg to the
Saskatchewan River they do desire to
assist, and what earthly objection can it be
to their assisting that road, that the com-
pany which is to build it desires to extend
it to the Hudson Bay, if they get the trade
and find the means ? They do not get it
from this measure. If this Bill passes they
get assistance to build the road through the
portion of country which the Government
are satisfiedwill bebenefitedbyrailwaycom-
munication-a road which the Government
know is desired by the whole Province of
Manitoba, which the Government believe
they can aid without any great risk, and
which they know they are aiding in direct
accordance with the policy they are pursu-
ing with regard to two or three other
roads in a similar country with the entire
sanction of the Senate. I have no doubt
that the House quite understands the prin-
ciple on which the money is to be paid
and on which it is to be repaid. The money
is reallya payment in advance for services
which the company agrees to render in
everyway it can, by the carriage of mails,
supplies, police, etc., and as other railway
companies do, and the amount is found to
be tolerably large, and likely to go a very
great way towardssatisfying the debt. But
if the debt is not satisfied the Government
reserves to itself, as security, one-third of
the land grant, which my hon. friend from
Ottawa described the other day as being
worth seventeen millions of dellars.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-No; I did not put
any value on it.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
gave it that value; I took it down at the
time.
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HON. Ma. SCOTT-It must have been
the right to issue bonds that I spoke of.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-No; I do not think
I was mistaken. But my hon. friend makes
this objection: He says we are taking
security on our own lands. He is mistaken.
These lands have been granted to this
company and will be the property of this
company when they perform the conditions
on which the grant was made. They will
be as mucb the property of the company
then as if they had bought them from the
Governmnent and paid money for them.
The security which the Government will
take will be upon the property so earned,
bacause the Government does not pay
until the road is built; that is the condi-
tion on which the land is granted. When
the road is built the land becomes the pro-
perty of the company, and when the road
is built the Government get the security
of one-third of that land, which will be at
that time absolutely and unconditionally
the property of the company. It seems
to me there is really no valid objec-
tion to this road, that the objections
which are taken on a number of grounds
really are not serious or material. As far
as they are founded in fact, they do not
seem to me to bear on the propriety of
this grant largely, and I must say ï believe,
and IhopethatI have shown, to the satisfac-
tionoftheSenate,inagreatdegreetheyreally
do not bear criticism both as to the facts
on which they are founded, and as to the
views of the law and the charter which are
quoted in support of them. I trust the
Senate will see its way to voting down
these amendments and to passing the Bill
which I have had the honour to introduce.

The Senate divided on the amendment
to the amendment which was rejected on
the following vote :-

Almon,
Chaffers,
Dever,
Grant,
McCallum,
McClelan,
McInnes (B.C.),
Merner,

Abbott,
Allan,

CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
Pelletier,
Poirier,
Power,
Reesor,
Scott,
Vidal,
Wark.-15.

NON-CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
McKindsay,
McLaren,

Armand,
Bellerose,
Bolduc,
Boucherville, de,
Bolton,
Carling,
Clenow,
DeBlois,
Flint,
Girard,
Glasier,
Guévremont,
Kaulbach,
Lacoste (Speaker),
McDonald (C.B.)
McKay,

McMillan,
Macdonald (P.E.I.),
Macdonald (B.C.),
MacInnes (Burlington),
Masson,
Miller,
Montgomery,
Montplaisir,
Ogivie,
Perley,
Prowse,
Read (Quinté),
Smith,
Sullivan,
Tassé.-35.

The amendment was declared
the same division.

lost on

The main motion for the second reading
of the Bill was then declared carried on
the same division reversed-Contents 35,
non-contents 15.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (P) "An Act for the punishment of
the offence generally termed ' Body
Snatching.' " (Mr. McMillan.)

Bill (137) "An Act further to amend the
Consolidated Revenue and Audit Act." (Mr.
Abbott.)

MASTERS AND MATES OF SHIPS'
BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of Whole on Bill (12) " An Act
further to amend the Act respecting Certi-
ficates for Masters and Mates of Ships."

(In the Committee).

On the second clause,-

HoN. MR. POWER-There is a feature
in this clause which is in ·the existing law
also, but which, I think, is somewhat ob-
jectionable. It is as follows : " Exali-
nations may be instituted in Canada for
persons domiciled in Canada for at least
three years, &c." Suppose a case which
occurs occasionally of a Norwegian or
Swede or German shipmaster coming to
this country, and wishing to be placed in
a position to command a merchant vessel,
he could not come in as, I think, he ought
to be allowed to, u nder this provision, with-
out being domiciled in Canada at least
three years before he gets a certificate. I
think if a party comes here and declars
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his intention of being domiciled in Canada
he ought to be allowed to pass the examina-
tion and qualifyhimself for the business. As
the law now is, it is calculated to shut out
a desirable class of immigrants.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I think we
should look first to our own men in our
country. In the United States they are
more strict than we are in this respect.
In that country a foreigner must become
a citizen of the United States before he is
allowed a certificate, even for the coasting
trade. The idea of merley expressing an
intention of having domiciled in Canada
does not amount to anything; they should
show some earnestness of their intent to
do so.

HoN. MR. MILLER-I believe that the
clause has just the effect that the hon.
gentleman from Halifax says it has; and
I think it is a sound policy that foreigners
should not be allowed to obtain certificates
except under the conditions of this clause;
and I think there is no fault found with
the operation of the law on that score. I
agree with the hon. gentleman from
Lunenburg that the simple declaration
which the hon. gentleman from Halifax
suggests, of an intention to become domi-
ciled, amounts to nothing. I do not think
it would be sound policy to allow a
foreigner to become master or mate of a
British ship under such a declaration. We
have plenty of men in our own country to
take charge our own ships. There is no
difficulty in finding the best men in the
known world as masters and mates, in the
Maritime Provinces and I presume it is the
saine on the great lakes of Canada, there-
fore; I think, the provision is a wise one.

HoN. MR. POWER-I should have
expressed myself better: that the applicant
should declare bis intention of becoming
a British subject. I think any man who
has become domiciled inthe countryshould
be admitted to the examination. The hon.
gentleman from Lunenburg thinks that
Ily remark applied to people in the Uuited
States. My language applied to people
comning from Norway, Sweden and Ger-
Inany, who are now disposed to emigrate
to the western parts of the American
Union. I think it ought to be our policy
to encourage them to settle in this country.
1 arn not aware that there are any large

numbers of persons coming from the
United States to settle in Canada. Lately
some have come over from Dakota to the
North-West; but immigration from the
United States into this country is not the
rule.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-The position
of master or mate of a vessel involves the
charge of ,large amounts of valuable
property, and such officers should be per-
sons whom we know something about and
should have their domicile in Canada.

The clause was agreed to.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE from the Com-
mittee reported the Bill without amend-
ment..

The bill was then read the third time
and passed.

THIRD READINGS.

(Bill 153) " An Act further to amend
Cap 138 of the Revised Statutes, respecting
Judges of Provincial Courts." (Mr. Abbott.)

(Bil 115) " An Act to amend the Act
respecting Government Harbours, Piers
and Breakwaters." (Mr. Abbott.)

(Bill 141) " An Act to amend the Copy-
right Act." (Mr. Abbott.)

STEAMBOAT INSPECTION BILL.

REPORTED PROM COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (85) " An Act
further to amend the Steamboat Inspection
Act."

(In the Committee.)

On the second clause,

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I have to ask the
House to accept an amendment to the
section as it appears here. It purports to
repeal section 5 of the Act as it stands
in the Revised Statutes; but it appears
that since the Revised Statutes were
passed, an Act bas been passed amending
this clause which added to it a sub-section
as a proviso. In the way the Bill was
drawn that proviso will disappear as well
as the clause. I desire that the proviso
which was adopted last session shall be
continued, and I propose to 'mend sub-
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section 3 of section 2 by adding these
words:

Provided, however, that the Governor in Council
may direct that any steamboat or class of steamboats
registered elsewhere than in Canada, but plying
between any port or place in Canada and any port or
place out of Canada, shall be subject to its provisions.

That is to say,I retain this roviso of clause
3 of last session which I ad proposed to
repeal.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Does the
amendment leave it optional with the
Department of Marine to make any vessel
whether Canadian, British or foreign sub-
ject to this inspection ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-This was made to
allow the " Halifax " and other vessels of
a similar class to be inspected, and it is
intended to continue.

The amendment was agreed to.

HoN. MR. McKINDSEY from the Com-
mittee reported the Bill with an amend-
ment which was concurred in.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

GENERAL INSPECTION AMEND-
MENT BILL.

FIRST READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT introduced Bill (S)
"An Act further to amend the General
Inspection Act." He said this Bill is to
enable Inspectors of wheat in the North-
West to establish another grade of wheat
to be called a commercial grade, to include
such wheat as cannot be included at pre-
sent in the grades of wheat adapted for
shipment. This will include wheat touched
with frost, but not damaged in such a way
as to be rendered unfit for commerce.

The Bill was read the first time.

WEIGHERS OF GRAIN BILL.

FIRST READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT introduced Bill (T)
"An Act to make further provision res-
pecting weighers of grain." He said : As
Ihave the great pleasure of expecting
there will be a great deal of grain to be

weighed in the North-West this year, it is
necessary to make some provision respect-
ing the weighing of it. At present there
is a great deal of confusion between buyers
and tellers as to weights, in conse-
quence of the promiscuous way in which
weighing is done, and it is proposed
to establish grain weighers whose cer-
tificates will be primd facie evidence of
the weight, and it is expected-in fact it
has been represented by the Boards of
Trade in the North-West that if an officer
of that character were appointed, they
would be rapidly able to introduce and
make general the practice of making sales
on weighers, certificates, which they say
would enormously facilitate trade of that
description in the North-West.

The Bill was read the first time.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (152) "An Act to amend Cap. 96
of the Revised Statutes, intituled: An Act
to Encourage the Development of the Sea
Fisheries and of the Building of Fishing
Vessels." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (144) " An Act Further to Amend
the Indian Act." (Mr. Abbott.)

The Senate adjourned at 6.05 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, August 11th, 1891.

TuE SPEAKER took the chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SALISBURY AND HARVEY
WAY CO.'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

RAIL-

HoN. MR. VIDAL, from the Committee
on Railways, Teiegraphs and larbours,
reported Bill (120). "lAn Act respecting
the Salisbury and Iarvey Railway Com-
pany," with certain amendments. He
said: Although not easy to follow,
those amendments when read at the Table
all relate to one clause of the Bill, and are
put in for the purpose of making provision
that claims existing against the former
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company shall be recognized and paid. It
is just protecting the rights of those
claimants. It was thought that the Bill
was scarcely sufficiently clear on this
point, and these words were added for that
purpose, and no other.

IION. MR. WARK moved that the amend-
ments be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was then read a third time

and passed as amended.

THE GREAT McKENZIE BASIN.
MOTION.

HON. MR. GIRARD moved:
" That the answers sent by R. Macfarlane, Esq.,

chief factor of the Hudson Bay Company, Fort St.
James, New Caledonia, District of British Columbia,
to the list of questions sent out by the Select Com-
inittee of the Senate, appointed in 1888 to inquire into
the resources of the Great Mackenzie River Basin,
and the lists of birds and manmals accompanying the
said answers, which answers and lists have only
recently been received by the Honourable Mr Girard
and are herewith submitted, be added to the docu-
ments which, by order of the Senate, made on
Thursday, 2nd July last, in pursuance of the Report
of the Select Committee appointed to examine and
report upon documents relating to the Great Mac-
kenzie River Basin, received since the third report
of the Select Committee appointed in 1888, are to be
printed as a supplement to the Journals of the Senate ;
and that the said answers and lists be referred to the

-Joint Committee of both Houses on the Printin of
Parliament, with the view of having them added to
those which have, upon report of the said Joint Com-
Inittee, been ordered to be printed for general distri-
bution."

He said : Just at the end of last week I
received a letter from Mr. Macfarlane, a
Rudson Bay factor in the district of New
Caladonia, Hudson Bay, district of British
Columbia. The papers accompanying the
letters have reference to those that have
been received by the House during the
Present session in connection with the Great

ackenzie River Basin. Accompanying his
letter is a complete answer to the ques-
tions which were submitted by the com-
rnittee to the different officers in the Hudson
Hay Company, and missionaries in distant
Parts of the North-West. These commu-
Ilcations could not be received in time for
Publication with the others. They have
On1ly been received this last week, and I
thought it was my duty to ask the House
foir permission to have these documents
i'ncorporated with the others that are to be
Printed and distributed before long. This
document is of no less importance than
the others received by the House. One of

the papers accompanying it is a series of
answers to the questions submitted by
the committee three years ago as to the
resources of that important part of the
Dominion. I have also a list of the mam-
mals known and believed to be natives of
the Great Mackenzie Basin. I think the
public will be interested in the document.
It seems to be prepared with great care
and with scientific knowledge. It gives
first a list of all the mammals found in the
North-West. These documents will com-
plete all the present information we can
obtain regarding the Mackenzie Basin and
its resources. Like the rest of the Domi-
nion, there will be a great change there in
a few years, and before that change takes
place it is desirable to have accurate infor-
mation of the resources of that great coun-
try. With the list of mammals is a list
of the birds known to breed and live in the
Mackenzie Basin. Perhaps it would be well
at the same time to read the letter which
was written by Mr. Macfarlane, dated at
CumberlandfHouse,North-WestTerritories,
on the 21st July, 1891. It is as follows:

"CUMBERLAND HOUSE,
" SASKATcHEWAN, 21st July, 1891.

"MON CHER MoNSiEu,--I noticed in a late
paper that they were going to publish, under your
direction, the Answers obtained from several Northern
Missionaries and others in the Territories, in response
to the Querics addressed to them over three years
ago, in reference to the resources of the Great
MacKenzie Basin,- and which information was
received too late for publication in the report issued
by the Senate committee, appointed by the Parlia-
ment to make this enquiry.

" My own answers were duly transmitted to Com-
missioner Wrigley, of the Hudson Bay Company ;
but, with those of some other northern officers, they'
were also too late. I, however, kept a copy of mine,
which I now send in a registered packet to your
address, that they may, with the accompanying
revised lists of birds breeding and mammals resident
in the aforesaid Basin be entered in the new publi-
cation.

" If you have not already done so, I would advise
you to, apply to, Sir Donald A. Smith for sucli replies
to the queries as Mr. Wrigley tay have received and
secured in the Winnipeg office. The original paper
by myself, if procurable, would prove easier than the
said copy for the printer's use ; but the bird and
mammal lists therewith had better be discarded, and
the revised lists, dated 11th January, 1891, now for-
warded in said packet, only used for publication,
immediately following my answers. You will, I
hope, spare me one or more copies of the work when
ready.

Trusting that the information furnished by one
who spent thirty-two years in the far north (Great
Basin), may prove of some little intereet.

"I remain,
"Faithful y ours,

i. R. MACFARLANE."Honourable Mr. GIRARD.
"1P.S.-A very careful party should correct the

proof sheets of the answers, and especially of the
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bird and riiammal lists, in order to guard against a
recurrence in your book of the numerous errors in
spelling, &c., which disfigured that otherwise in-
teresting and creditable production-the '"Third
Report of the Senatorial Conimittee of 1888.

" R. MACFARLANE."

The motion was agreed to.

PATENT ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (142)," An Act
to amend the Patent Act."

HoN. MR. McDONALD (C. B.), from
the committee, reported the Bill without
amendment, and it was then read the
third time and passed.

INVERNESS AND VICTORIA RAIL-
WAY CO.'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. ALMON moved the second
reading of Bill (136) "An Act to incor-
porate the Inverness and Victoria Railway
and Mining Company. le said: It will
be in the memory of members of this
Hlouse that this Bill, after passing the
House of Commons, was introduced here,
and was submitted to the Private Bills
Committee, and now comes up for the
second reading, which I trust it will re-
ceive, and be referred to the Railway Com-
mittee. I am not personally acquainted
with many of the details of the measure,
but I believe it is one which should be
granted. If there is any objection to it, I
think this is not the time and place to dis-
cuss it. That discussion should take place
before the Railway Committee, where
the promoter of the Bill can appear and be
heard, and evidence can be taken for and
against the measure. The hon. member
from Richmond asked for a delay in order
that he might get evidence from Cape
Breton on the subject of this Bill. I pre-
sume he;is now in possession of that evi-
dence, and if there is anything in it the
Railway Committee can report the facts
to the House and the Bill can be dealt
with then; but I contend that the House
is not the place to consider the details of
the Bill. In the House of Commons it
was opposed for some time by the member
whose county it passes through-Inver-

ness. He, however, after a long, discus-
sion, expressed himself satisfied, and with-
drew his opposition to the Bill. The
member for the County of Richmond,
where this project originated, made no
speech about it in the House, and did
not oppose the measure in the slightest
degree. We are all indebted to the
hon. senator from Richmond for pointing
out, as he has done year after year, the
want of railways in Cape Breton. I think it
is chiefly owing to him that the Interco-
lonial Railway was extended to Cape Bre-
ton, and now, as a consequence of that,
that other railways are springing up of,
which I think this is the chief one. There
is more need of railway enterprise in Cape
Breton, perhaps, than in any other portion
of the country, and for this reason: there
are large coal mines on the island, and
the harbours-with all due deference to
the hon. gentleman from Louisburg-are
closed in winter with ice, and there is no
way of exporting the coal without railway
communication. For instance, there is a
large coal mine at Chimney Corner, where
a breakwater was built by the Dominion
Government and a considerable quantity
of coal was mined and exported; but the
storms carried away the breakwater and
the mine has been abandoned, because it
is practically inaccessible during any sea-
son of the year. This railway will pass
within four or five miles of that very
point, and the mine, which is now idle,
can be worked. I knowfrom what I have
heard from experienced persons, that the
coal at that mine is of excellent quality.
My hon. friend from Richmond will tell
me that Louisburg harbour is not frozen
over, but that the ice prevents vessels
getting in and out in the winter season.
He will tell you that the ice does not forin
in the harbour. It is like the excuse of a
found motherfor a wild son. He is not a bad
boy himself, but his companions are wild
and lead him into 4rouble. The ice does
not form in the harbour, but it cornes
down to the harbour from the north and
shuts it up, and therefore the railway is
necessary. Another reason why I should
liko to have this Bill referred to the Rail-
way Committee is this: now it is a passage-
at-arms between the hon. gentleman fror11
Richmond and myself, and I am not able
to contend with him, as you all know. If
it comes to a contest of that kind I will
come down immediately, but I do not
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think the issue should be tried in that
way. The Bill should be discussed on its
own mnerits, and in my opinion that can
only properly be done by giving it a second
reading now and referring it to the coin-
mittee, and then, if the promoters of the
Bill cannot produce good reasons for the
passing of the Bill, I shall be willing to
abandon it.

IoN. MR. MILLER-I regret that I do
not feel in that condition of health at the
prebent moment that I would desire for
the undertaki2g that I have before me. I
have had since lunch one of those weak
turns which sometimes overtake 'people
in this hot weather, and I feel as if I were
not able to do justice to my case; still, I
am not sufficiently unwell to ask for a
postponement of the discussion to-day. I
shall, however, I believe, before I resume
my seat, put such a case before this House
as will leave it no option than to pàss the
motion that I intend to make for the six
months' hoist of the Bill. I say this
deliberately. I shall put facts before
the House regarding the measure that will
leave no option to the House as to its action
in the premises. I shall show the House
that upon ground of public policy it is in
the best interest of the island of Cape
Breton, and especiàlly that section of it
through which this railway is to pass, not
to grant this legislation. I will shQw you.
in the second place, that the passage
of this Bill would be the grossest vio-
lation of vested rights. I think, if I
-make this clear to you, you will be inclined
not to allow this Bill to go further than it
has gone. But I intend to go a step fur-
ther. I intend to show you that the Bill
now before this House got through the
Ilouse of Commons by deception and fraud,
and I think when I add proof of this charge
to the other testimony which I will give
to the House you will not have any diffi-
culty in coming to a conclusion with re-
gard to the motion I shall make. I make
these statements, I repeat, after full con-
sideration, and I am in the judgment of
the House when I say i am not in the
habit of making statements in the Senate
Of an unwarranted character ; and if-hon.
gentlemen consider, after I have resumed
¤y seat, that I have not made out every-
thing I here allege, I ask hon. gentlemen
not to support my motion. My hon. friend
bas told you that he is desirous that this
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Bill should go to the Committee on Rail-
ways. Under ordinary circumstances,
that might be the proper course, but there
are cases under which the motion that I
intend to make is quite justifiable, and
this is one of them. Now, it seems to
me that my hon. friend should not have
such an aversion to the six months'hoist of
this or any other Bill. It was only yester-
day, when a Government measure was be-
fore the flouse, that my hon. friend opposed
it against the earnest entreaties and action
of two-thirds of the House, and voted for a
motion that the Bill be killed by the adop-
tion of the six months, hoist. If the six
months' hoist was a legitimate motion yes-
terday, when a Government Bill was to be
killed, I do not see why it should not be
equally legitimate to-day, when my hon.
friend's own Bill is to be affected. The
difference is, that he was opposed to one
Bill and he is anxious that the other Bill
should pass this House. My hon. friend
very kindly paid me the compliment in the
course of his remarks to say that I have
always been an advocate of the interests
of the island of Cape Breton in this
House in respect to railway construc-
tion. I think I have acquired some repu-
tation in Cape Breton as being on all
occasions and on all subjects, from the
outset of my career in the provincial
Legislatureto the prcsentti me astaunch and
unswerving advocate of the interests of
that fine island, and on every occasion
when I thought its welfare could be pro-
moted my humble voice was raised and
my vote recorded to secure its legitimate

emands. In the old provincial days Cape
Breton never got fair play from the Nova
Scotia Legislature; our public works never
got the same assistance as those of other
sections of the Province, until a few men
came to the front who made justice to Cape
Breton the rallying cry among the elec-
tors. Since Confederation we have fared
much better, and in grants to our chief
railway and St. Peters Canal, and nume-
rous- public works of various kinds, we
have received a certain measure of justice
from the Government of the late Sir John
Macdonald. I believe and hope that ere
long the Inverness and Richmond railway
will obtain the usual subsidy of $3,200 per
mile, and when that is secured the comple-
tion of that work will become a certainty in
the near future. It is because I am in
favour of the road, and anxious to see
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met the wants of a large section of Cape
Breton in regard to railway facilities,
that I oppose the present Bill. I would
be belying the whole record of my
public life if to-day I came before you
asking you to oppose a measure that
I believed to be beneficial to the island
of Cape Breton, or if it could be made to
appear that my conduct was in any way
inimical to its interests. Now, I wish in
the first place to call your attention briefly
to the history and present position of rail-
way construction in the island of Cape
Breton. I do not know that I can succeed
in showing you as plainly as I wish what
I want to by the different lines of railway
constructed or projected on the map in my
hand. I may state ,however, that this map
represents the island of Cape Breton. The
western side of the map, from Cape North
down tothe Strait of Canso, to the Govern-
ment railway at Port lawkesbury, repre-
sents the western side of the County of
Inverness. The Unes on this map to the
east and south are the boundary lines be-
tween the counties of Victoria and Rich-
mond and the County of Inverness. The
boundary line commences at Cape North
and runs down to the waters of the Bras
d'Or Lake, and thence to Port Hawkes-
bury, where the Government system of
railways commences on the island. The
western coastof Inverness County is washed
first by the waters of St. George's Bay and
further up by the waters of the Gulf of
St. Lawrence. After many years of
agitation the people of Cape Breton secured
the construction of the Cape Breton Rail-
way, through the act of the present Gov-
ernment, who boldly took hold of the work,
made it a Government undertaking, and
carried it through to completion from the
Strait of Canso to Sydney. Although I
opposed the route selected, that was an
act of wise statesmà nship, and the people
have to thank the present Government for
it when, after years of disappointment and
when many of us never hoped we could
get anything more from the Government
than a subsidy to build the railway as a
company road. It is now part of the Gov-
ernment system of railways in the Mari-
time Provinces. In 1887 a charter was
granted by the Legislature of Nova Scotia
to a company to build a road from Port
Hawkesbury, where the Government rail-
way crosses the straits, through Inverness
County, as far as the place called Cheti-

camp, with a branch from Broad Cove, on
the company's railway, down to Orange-
dale, on the Government road. The great
necessity of the Inverness and Richmond
Railway is due to the fact that, notwith-
standing the island of Cape Breton, on its
southern and eastern coast, like the Pro-
vince of Nova Scotia, on its Atlantic
coast, is indented with the most magnifi-
cent harbours in the world, this fine
stretch of country -one of the finest
agricultural districts in Nova Scotia-is
singularly destitute along all its western
coast of good harbours. The country
along this coast itself is a well-settled
corntry for an agricultural district. The
country from Broad Cove to Orangedale
is also an excellent country, and fairly
well settled, and will become one of the
most delightful places in Cape Breton
when a little more scientifically cultivated
and developed. The necessity for a railroad
was, first, the absence of good harbours
along the western coast of Cape Breton;
and also the fact that for several months
of the year the harbours that are there
are blocked with ice, and there is no
egress from or ingress to that country, ex-
cept by mud roads, during these months.
So great was the necessity for this line
'considered to be that a movement was made
and a charter granted in 1887 to a com-
pany to build it without delay. That
charter afterwards passed into the
hands of Messrs. Oaks, Wheaton and
Grey, who expect to-day, with the
assistance of Parliament, to build it in the
near future. For the construction of that
road a subsidy has been promised by the
local Government of Nova Scotia of $3,200
per mile, as I shall show by a letter of the
Premier of Nova Scotia, which I have
under my hand, addressed to the president
of that company in 1889. Last session,
an application was made for a Dominion
subsidy, and a sum of $50,000 was granted
by the Dominion Parliament towards the
construction of that portion of the road
running along the western shore of Cape
Breton, as far as Broad Cove. But what
will convince the House more than any-
thing else of the estimation in which the
peop le of the County of Inverness hold that
roa, which it traverses from nearly end
to end, is this: they have done what nO
municipality in Nova Scotia had ever done
before-they have testified their earnest
desire for its construction, and belièf il
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its necessity by passing a by-law granting
a bonus of$100,000 towards the completion
of the railway ; and that has been con-
firmed by an Act of the Pr>vincial Le-
gislature of Nova Scotia authorizing the
borrowing of that sum. I think if I show
these things you will be convinced that
the people of the County of Inverness
must have conceived that road to be
of the greatest value to them when they
burden thenselves to the extent of
$100,000 to encourage its commencement
and secure its completion. No couaty in
Nova Scotia has ever done anything of the
kind before, and it is, perhaps, an example
to some of them that they might well
follow on some occasions. The only in-
stance of the same kind is, perhaps, that
of Halifax, which, befbre Confederation, at
a mass meeting voted $400,000 in aid of
the construction of the Intercolonial Rail-
way; but shortly afterwards they repudi-
ated their engagement, and got out of it
at Confederation byhavingthe construction
of that road assumed by the Dominion
Government. They never paid their
bonus, and the Province held it as an
asset, which was cancelled at Confeder-
ation. This is the only instance of a
municipality in Nova Scotia doing as this
municipality has done. I will now read
the transfer to the present company,
protesting to this House against the pass-
ing of the present Bill.

(Hon. Mr. MILLER here read the princi-

pal portions of the deed of assignment to
Messrs. Oakes, Wheaton and Gray, of the
Inverness and Richmond Railway's charter
and franchise, by the then proprietors
and corporators in 1889, and contended
with much earnestness for the sincerity
and ultinate ability of the present com-
pany to perform their contract, if they
were not unfairly hampered and injured
by unwise legislation.)

I shall not trouble the House with read-
ing in full this formal transfer under seal
of the party at the time possessing the
right to make it and owning the charter
of the Nova Scotia Legislature for the con-
struction of the road from Port Hawkes-
bury to Cheticamp, with a branch to Why-
cocomagh near Orangedale. I shall next
read to the House a report of the muni-
cipal council of Inverness in regard to the
granting of a bonus by that municipality
to the new company.
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(Hon. Mr. MILLER here read from a copy
of the minutes of municipality of Inver-
ness the formai vote of a bonus of $100.000
to Messrs. Oakes, Wheaton and Gray, and
cited an Act of the Nova Scotia Legislature
empowering the municipality to borrow
the money.)

These procecdings show that the County
of Inverness was really in earnest in desir-
ing to secure the completion of this rail-
way from Port Hawkesbury to Cheticamp,
and also the branch connecting the Cape
Breton Railway. I will next read a letter
from the Premier of Nova Scotia, addressed
to Hon. Wm. Ross, at that time president
of this company.

(Hon. Mr. MILLER bere read the letter
of Premier Fielding offering a subsidy of
$3,200 por mile to the Inverness and Rich-
mond Railway Company on certain condi-
tions therein stated.)

The House will percoive the good faith
and regularity of the whole proceeding in
regard to this railway, and the recogni-
tion and support of the I. & R. Railway
Company. Now, there was an application
made the last session of Parliament for a
subsidy, but the House of Commons only
granted a sum of $50,000 instead of $3,200
a mile, and I may say that in consequence
of the disappointment in connection with
that grant the work has been stopped
for the present; but the company have
graded 15 miles out of Port Hawkes-
bury and have spent about $60,000 on the
work, and intend, hope, expect and believe,
as the whole island hope and expect and
believethey will in ashort timebe enabledto
start again towards the completion of
this much-needed road. I do not intend
to read the Acts of the Legislature of
Nova Scotia to sustain tho assertion that I
have made here, as it would occupy too
much time. They can be referred to
by hon. gentlemen who wish to read
them. But I will read some letters
written by Oakes & Co., which will show
the House the light in which they
regard this application. This company,
composed of H. N. Paint and others, is
seeking a charter in the name of the Inver-
ness and Victoria Railway Mining Com-
pany, on a route over which there are now
two provincial charters. We think it is
unfortunate that there is more than one,
because it may interfere with the efforts
of the corporators of the larger enterprise
to carry on the work. Oakes, Wheaton

A19



Inverness and Victoria [SENATE] Railuay Co.'s Bill.

and Gray, in good faith, with a subsidy
from the Provincial Government, with a
bonus from the municipality of Inverness,
with a subsidy, thought not a sufficiently
large one, from the Dominion Government,
have gone on and spent $60,000 on the
grading of 15 miles of the main line.

IoN. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-What por-
tion of the road ?

HoN. MR. MILLER-Towards the Strait
of Canso. This is a letter addressed to a
member of the Ilouse of Commons, but
received for use too late there. It is a
letter to Mr. Stairs, a member of that
Flouse. If it had been received in time
the Bill might not now be before the
Senate, for in the face of the strong and
undisputed facts it contains I believe it
would not have passed that House:-

"SHUBEN CAIIE, N.S., 2'ith July, 1891.
"JoHN T. STAIRS, M.P.,

'Ottawa. Ont.
"DEAR SIR,-I see by Saturday's Herold that the

Government have granted Mr. H. N. Paint a charter
over a road that I bought from an Amnerican company
three years ago. We have expended fifty thousand
dollars ($50,000) and graded nearly fifteen miles of
road. We had one thousand dollars ($1,000) per mile
granted by the Dominion Government last year, when
they say that they only hampered us, so as no person
would take hold of it, and have only been awaiting a
right and proper subsidy to go on, as we have two
offers now from capitalists in two places, one from
England and the other one a strong maritime com-
pany, and would have been ready and willing to work
long ago only for the damper the Government put on,
as $1,000 per mile, we would have been better without
any. The question was asked by the Hon. Edward
Blake last session if the company (H. R. ) had asked
for the regilar subsidy for the Inverness and Rich-
mond Rai way Company, and was answered by one
of the Government that we had asked for the regilar
subsidy. We have had a charter from the Local and
Dominion Governments for three or four years from
Port Hastings to Cheticamp, C.B. (that is the main
line) and the branch fromî Broad CovetoWhycocomagh.
We had all the encouragement from the Government
that ever men had that we would get the subsidy.
Some of the Government blames us for not carrying
on the work last summer; that was their reason for
giving Mr. Paint the charter. We would like to
know of any company foolish enough to go in any
railway undertaking without having any subsidy.
The Local Government of Nova Scotia offered me the
subsidy last year if would deposit the amount of the
Dominion subsidy, and when I obtained the above
subsidy they would relieve the deposit. I hold a tele-
gram from Dr. H. Cameron, of two years ago, asking if
the company had any objections to the Dominion
Government building the Orangedale road, and to
state our reasons ; we did reply, by stating we had
objections as it (the Orangedale road) would be an
opposition road and no capitalists would help us if it
was granted. Last winter, to finish our charter out,
we asked the Local Government for a charter from
Whycocomagh to Orangedale, through Daniel NeNeil,
M.P.P., and his colleague, who were interested in
Paint's charter, through brothers and other relations.

They would not grant it, giving as an excuse that Dr.
Caneron had pledged himself that the Dominion
Government would build the Orangedale branch.
Henry N. Paint chopped down a few bushes, bor-
rowed engineering instruments, paid no person, and
reported in one of his circulars that he expended
88,000. If this is the way three or four men are to
to be treated after spendng $50,000 grading fifteen
miles of road, buying out a location after it was
finished, which cost the company $12,000, and the
county giving 81,000 a mile for 100 miles, and having
it legalized beforethe Legislature of Nova Scotia, and
with all that the Dominion Government goes to work
and gives Mr. Paint a charter, and must know that
he could not get any person with any capital to go in
with himii in any undertaking such as he vould pro-
mote. If this outrageous Act is carried out it will be
the means of carryng two or three families out of
doors. Would you do us the favour of putting this
letter before the Chairman of the Railway Committee
at once before things go any further.

" Yours very truly,
"OAKES, GRAY & WHEATON."

Now, here is a protest from these people
which came too late for use. I will
read another protest from them ad-
dressed to Hon. Mr. Tupper, Minister of
Marine and Fisheries. I may state that I
got this paper without any application to
him for it. I was sitting in the zallery of
the House of Commons a few evenings
ago when Mr. Tupper caine up to speak
to me. He said: " I see, Mr. Miller, that
you are opposing Mi. Paint's charter for a
railway in Cape Breton, and I want, to
give you this material that you mav use it
in the Senate." I did not seek this lrom
him; he came to me with it. The letter
is as follows :-

"SHUBENACAPIE, N.S., 3rd August, 1891.
"Hon. C. H. TUPPER,

"Minister Marine and Fisheries,
" Ottawa.

"HoN. SiR,-Some time ago Charles Wilson was in
Ottawa to see Dr. Cameron, of Inverness, and the Dr.
told him to get the president of the Inverness and
Richmond Railway Company to write and state facts,
also the engineers' estimate of the work, and a letter
from the Broad Cove Coal Mining Compyny, to ascer-
tain if Mr. Paint's assertions were true, that lie held
a controlling influence of the Broad Cove coal mines.
He got a letter from the secretary of the above named
mine that Paint had no influence or control of said
mine ; moreover they (the company) wrote Mr. Kenny,
M. P., before that, a full denial of any control of Mr.
Paint's of said mines, and ridiculing such an idea. I
cannot believe any Government, or any gentlemen of
the Government, would be guilty of giving Mr. Henry
N. Paint a charter over a road that we graded 15 miles
of, buying a location, completed, that cost Quebec
thousands of dollars ($12,000), completed four or five
years ago from Port Hastings to Cheticamp, C. B., and
we havng a county subsidy of $100,000 granted and a
Dominion subsidy of $1,000 per mile, whereas, if we
had received the regular subsidy of $3,200 a mile that
we applied for our road would have been completed.
As it is, no capitalists will take hold of it, or the coin-
pany, and we had three offers until those capitalists
found out how the subsidy was granted last session.
They were afraid then to take hold of it, and we
have those same parties still waiting. As soon aS
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the regular subsidy is granted they will take hold Orangedale to the junction at Broad Cove
and we shall resume work. It was stated in the would be in a paying point of view, twice
House of Cominons, in Ottawa, a few days ago,
that the Nova Scotia Local Government refused us a valuable as any equal portion of the lne
a charter; we did not need a charter, only froi along the shore. If you take away this
Whycocomagh to Orangendale (6 miles); we bought lne
the right to Whycocomagh from Mr. Frank Allen,
before Mr. Paint thought of such a thing. Dr. Ca- weaken their hold upon it as a security for
meron asked me winiter before last to get a charter raising funds you would be doing great
fron Whycocomagh to Orangedale, and I did so. I
had then to watch the Local Government for three or injustice to the Inverness and Ricmond
four weeks till they found out Paint's Bill was defeated RailWay Company. I do not believe
before the Railway Committee. After passing the that the fouse will do anything of
first and second reading they took the Bill home with
them. Then this year, when-I went to have it passed, b i
they told me they were afraid to, as Dr.Cameron had i8 intituled An Act to incorporate the
pledged himself to the people that the Government Inverness and Victoria Railway and Min-
would build the Orangedale branch; it was just a trap
set with Hon. Dan. McNeil's brother, George Law- ing Company," which is intended to run
rence, and the whole of Paint's affair in disguise. Mr. from Orangedale, on the Inverness and
Paint must have a dreadful cheek to ask a Govern- Richmond Railway route, to Broad Cove
ment to grant him a charter over a road to Cheticamp
when he knows we have a charter of a straigt ire and Cheticamp. The Local Legislature, in
from Hastings to Cheticamp, expended sixty thousand 1887, granted a charter for that portion of
dollars hiring people to go to Ottawa every session, in the r
all nearly seventy thousand dollars spent by three
men. over the ln to Cheticamp. The applica-

" Hoping the matter will received the careful con- tion now is to get a Dominion charter for
sideration of the Government, a lne which is already covered by these

"We are, two local charters, and both of the com-
"OAKES, GRAY & WHEATON." panies holding those charters are to-day

One reason I am told why Mr. Paint en- protesting against the passing of this Bil,
deavoured to get this Bill was that he re- the main one on that ground that 1 bave
presented that he had a controlling interest already stated, and the other on the ground
in a valuable mine there and he wanted of gross deception and fraud on the part
the railway to carry the coal from this of the promoters of the present Bill. I
mine. This I can show is 'altogether un- have in my last remark made a very se'ious
true. Mr. Paint bas no interest in the charge, and 1 am going to prove it. The
Broad Covo coal mines to entitie him to a charterers of the Inverness and Victoria
charter for the branch lne. I have the road, having confidence in Mr. Paint, re-
certificate of the company to that effect quested him, I arn informed, to get a Dom-
in my hand. As a friend of Cape inion Act for their company over the road
Breton, I desire to see the coînpletion known as the Inverness and Victoria Rail-
of the rond from Port Hawkesbury to way,including the branch from Orangedale
CheticaRnp, along the western shore of the to Broad Cove and from Broad Cove to
istand, because it will open up a fine coun- Cheticamp. They were desirous ofgetting a
try, which is closed by ice for four months Dominion charter for thoir road, and they

f the year at Ieast, and in the seaIson of entrusted Mr. Paint wit the duty of ob-
navigation is difficult of acces, in conse- taining ore. What did Mr. Paint do?
quenceofwant ofgood bar bours. Ifbygrant- There are six corporators in their Act.
ing another charter over a portion 1f their Mr. Paint came up heore and first intro-
line the loute had any reasonable cause duced a Bih with a different name.
to suspect or fear that the interest of Cape They immediately found this out, and
Breton would be endangered, they should wrote to Ottawa about it, and io corrected
lot entertain this Bill for a momett. It it, and gave it what they considered the

is well known that there are coal mines of proper name. This lulled al their uopi-
great value at Broad Cove, and it would cions as to what hoe was about, re intro.
be a great object to this road and to the duced bis Bi in the other flouse with five
country through which it is to pasB to newcorporators-that is, a majority-and
have a bîanch between the two greataines, four of the old onds, thus taking the rond
that is, the Inverness lino and the Govern- out of the hands of the old corporators.
Ment railway, which would promote trade Mr. Paint and Mr. Beatty are not capital-
and be of advantage to both. 1 think I can ists, and it is probable thvt they intend to
Bafelysay, without fear of contradiction, hold the charter for speculation or black
that the piece of country extending from mail and to embarrass bond fide tpitaists
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who want to build the road. The deception
is that they put in five new corporators,
who will have the control, while these
men down below were imagining all
the time that the understanding arrived
at with Mr. Paint in good faith was being
carried out by him. Now, if I show that,
will I not have made good my charge of
fraud and deception in connect ion with this
Bill ? Mr. John McKeen, the president of
this last road, of which I am now speaking,
is aman of substance and character in the
County of Inverness. He has been warden
of that county for many years, and only
gave up that representative position because
he did not desire to continue any longer
in it. lis brother represents the County
of Cape Breton in the House of Commons.
Mr. John McKeen, imagining that Mr.
Paint was carrying out the instructions
from the company up here in Ottawa,
communicated with his brother in the
House of Commons, and his brother helped
this Bill through the other Chamber, and
Mr. Hugh Cameron, M.P. for Inverness,
fancying also that Mr. Paint was carrying
out the wishes of the company that had
employed him to get a Dominion charter
for them over their road, also supported
him. No one opposed the Bill, because
the company having a local charter, no
one thought worth while to interfere with
them in getting a Dominion charter. But
Mr. Paint is trying to get a fraudulent
charter giving a majority of the directors
to himself and his friends by which he can
euchre the old directors out of their
property. Mr. Paint, finding that this Bill
was opposed in the Commons, wrote--I
will give Mr. Paint as witness to speak
against himself-to Mr. John McKeen, in
Inverness, asking for his assistance to carry
the Bill through the Senate. Mr. McKeen
is one of the four corporators of the old
company that Mr. Paint has included in
the new charter. He calls this gentle-
man as his witness, and Mr. McKeen must
be looked upon as afriendly witness. He is
the gentleman that Mr. Paint appealed
to for assistanceand countenance. WhenMr.
John McKeen heard ofthedeception that had
been practised, he telegraphed at once to
the member representing Inverness as
follows:-

"4th July.
"H. Caneron, Esq., M.P.

" Our company will certainly oppose Paint's getting
Dominion charter. We meet 15th inst.

"JOHN McKEEN."

That is the first sound that Mr. McKeen
gives that his eyes were openied to the
deception being practised on him, and here
is the correspondence afterwards between
Mr. Paint and Mr. MeKeen:-

" OrAwA, lst August, 1891.
" JOHN McKEEN, Esq., Mabou.

"DEAR SIR,-I herewith enclose you a copy of the
Dominion and Local charter of " The Inverness and
Victoria Railway and Mining Comnpany."

" Dr. Cameron, M.P., after much hesitancy finally
with modifications yielded his opposition in the
House of Commons and Railway Committee, but has
since renewed it, I regret to say, through Miller in
the Senate. I cannot be mistaken as he himself told
me " That he would burst it in the Senate." Miller,
yesterday, fought against its second reading, saying as
a reason that he expected to receive information that
would enable him to give it the six months hoist. I
trust you will not aid in its defeat, as your name is in
the Dominion charter, and if it passes we all will be
in a much better position. Your brother here, I
judge, did what he could to aid its passage, as he was
present at the Committees.

"I would like you to support my hands by a tele-
graph. Fear nobody, act yourself.

"Yours, &c.,
" HENRY N. PAINT.'

" MABou, August 5th, 1891.
"H. N. PAINT, Esq., Ottawa.

" DEAR SIR,-I am just in receipt of yours of lst
August, also copy of charter now before the House of
Commons, Ottawa. In reply I beg to say that, at a
fall meeting of the Directors of the Inverness and
Victoria Railway Coinpany, held at Hastings on
Saturday, 1st inst., at which I presided as President
of the company, the Directors were, for the first time,
made aware that you were applying for a Dominion
Charter under a nane different from ours and the
unanimously expressed opinion was that ycu had
acted in bad faith towards the Inverness and Victoria
Railway Company. No action inimical to your de-
signs was taken by us, simply because we were under
the impression that you had changed your application
so as to allow the Dominion Charter to pass to the In-
verness and Victoria Railway Company, as it now ex-
ists. The copy of the charter now before me, shows
that we were under a false impression regarding your
application. I have no doubt had we this paper
before us at our meeting on Saturday last we would
have taken active steps to oppose its further progress
in its present shape. As it was, a resolution was
passed asking me to procure a copy of the charter
from Dr. Çameron, M.P., with other particulars
regarding it, with a view to protecting our interests.
Speaking for myself, I may say that I am not satis-
fied with the course you have been pursuing towards
the Inverness and Victoria Railway Company, and I
must ask you to withdraw my name from the appli-
cation you are now pressingin favour of the Inverness
and Victoria Railway and Mining Company. If a
Dominion charter is a good thing to have in connec-
tion with our local charter why not have applied for it
with the same names as in the local, is the query now
in the ninds of the Inverness and Victoria Railway
Company?

"Yours truly,
"(Sgd.) JOHN McKEEN."

About the same time Mr. McKeen wrote
the following letter to Mr. Cameron, M.P.:
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" CLAYTON, MABOU, 5th August, 1891.
"My DEAR SIR,-The last mail brought me a letter

and copy of Dominion and Local charter of I. & V. R.
Co.

" Our company had a meeting at Hastings last
Saturday. We were then informed that Mr. Paint
had been applying for a Dominion charter over our
ground under a di ferent name from ours. A general
feeling of indignation was manifested at what was
consi dered Mr. Paint's bad faith with the Inverness
& Victoria Railway Company, and action would have
been taken at the time opposng Mr. Paint's scheme,
were it not that 1, under the impression gathered
from your letter, informed our directors that Mr.
Paint'g a >plication had been changed and the charter
was now eing procured in the name of the Inverness
& Victoria Railway Company. I find, however, by
the copy of charter sent me by Mr. Paint, that this
is not the case, but that the charter is being applied
for under a new nane, and, I mnay say, a new com-
pany. I am writing Mr. Paint to-day asking the
withdrawal of my name from his application, and
trust the Dominion Parliament will not allow the
charter to pass without giving the Inverness & Vic-
toria Railway Company, who now holds the ground,
an opportunity to at least protest.

"I am satisfied the other names of our company,
&c., in Paint's application would also be withdrawn,
were they informed of the nature of the application.

" Yours truly,
"(Signed) JOHN McKEEN."

"Dr. CAMERON, M.P."

That is the answer of Mr. John Mc-
Keen, and I fancy it would be if the Bill
was before the bouse of Commons again,
the answer of bis brother, who, instead of
supporting it, would certainly oppose it.
Mr. McKeen plainly charges Paint with bad
faith; expresses his indignation at his con-
duct, and asks to have bis name struck out
of Paint's Bill. -He also says bis fellow-
directors would repudiate Paint in the.
same way if they were informed of bis con-
duct. Can any thing more be required to
brand this Bill as a fraudulent transaction?
I may say in explanation of a statement in
that letter that when Mr. Paint first
brought in bis Bill he introduced it under
the title of " An Act to incorporate the In-
verness Railway and Mining Company."
When objection was made to this, he
changed the name immediately to the pre-
sent name, and the old company fancied
from the change of nane that everything
Was all right. They were lulled into con-
fidence and repose and took no steps to
prevent the fraud which was being perpe-
trated in the House of Commons. I do not
think anything can be more conclusive
than that letter. It is because I desire to
See this road completed and because I be-
lieve the people of Cape Breton think the
only way to get a road along the west
Shore and a line to connect with the Inter-
colonial Railway is by supporting the In-

verness and Richmond Company, tha(
1 am opposed to the Bill which is now
before the House. You have at any rate
these two companies already on the ground
both protesting against this Bill, one of
them depending on claims of vested rights
and public policy against the giving of this
charter, and you have the other company,
which I have just named, and under whose
authority Mr. Paint is supposed to be
acting, and whose route he is endeavour-
ing to secure, also protesting against the
Bill on the ground of bad faith and decep-
tion. I shall not trouble the House much
longer, but I have not gone into the case
as fully as I should like to have done had
I been in better form todoso. However,
there is one important paper which I must
read before I resume my seat. If I had not
made out the case I have already osta-
blished, this paper alone would justify me
in asking you to kick this Bill out of the
House. There are five members from
Cape Breton in the House of Commons,
all supporters of the Government. One of
them writes as follows:-

"OrrAWA, 10th August, 1891.
"MY DEAR SENATOR MILLER,--While Bill No. 136,

intituled 'An Act to incorporate the Inverness and
Victoria Railway and Mining Company (Limited),'
was passing its stages through the House of Commons,
I was led to believe by the promoter, Henry N.
Paint, that he was acting in the interest of the Inver-
ness and Victoria Railway Company (Limited), which
was incorporated by the Local Legislature of Nova
Scotia in 1887. Since that Bill passed the House of
Commons I received sone correspondence from John
E. McKeen, Esq., President of the Inverness and
Victoria Railway Company (Limited), which I here-
with enclose, and which exposes the deception.

"In the circunstances, I may assure you that there
is not a member from the Island of Cape Breton in
the House of Commons that would now support the
Bill.

"Yours truly,
(Sd.) "H. CAMERON, Inverness."

You have the represeritatives of the
Island of Cape Breton in both Houses of
Parliament asking you to reject this Bill
in the interest of the isliand, and their
request should be complied with by the
Senate. I move, therefore, that the Bill be
not now read the second time, but that it
be read the second time this day six
months.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I think my bon
friend from Richmond is asking the Ilouse
to take a very extraordinary course.
Imagine a case in a court of law of a very
able lawyer presenting bis case on behalf
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of bis client and asking the court simply and fair censideratien, and where, if the
on bis statement to decide in his favour allegations which bave been made agaiust
and give a verdict against the defendant? the propriety of granting this charter can
What would be the sentiments of every be sustained, most assuredly the cormittee
honest and upright man if any court in will do its duty as fairly and fully as it
the land would pursue such a course, and would be done in this Chamber. I ar not
yet that is the course my hon. friend is disposed to go into details, but only to
asking this House to adopt in reference to state the allegations of the persons pro-
his matter. moting this Bili-that the majerity of the

important statements which, bave been
HON. MR. MILLER-I am moving for mado by the hon, gentleman from Rich-

a non suit-a common case; but at any mond are net consistent with the truth,
rate we will get a verdict in the end. and that thoy can prove the assertion. I

do not intend, therefore, to touch upon any
HON. MR. VIDAL-We have provided a of the points raised by the bon. gentle-

court of sufficient integrity and intelligence man from Richmond, but just te deal with
to settle these matters. What does our general principles. Are we te say that these
Railway Committee exist for? Would not things are net te ho inquired into by the
my bon. friend have the most ample oppor- cemmittee of this liuse appointed for
tunity of presenting to that committee ail that object? I trust that the motion te
these alleged facts ? Would he not bave give it the six months' hoist will net find
every opportunity afforded him in the way faveur with this fouse, but that the fouse
of postponing the committee coming to a wilt allow the parties asking for this legis-
decision in order to afford him time te lation at least the oppertunity of shewing,
correspond with distant parties? Would as far as they car, that their position is a
he not have every opportunity which a correct ene-that there is ne grourd for
man could ask for in order to get a proper the charge of falsehood ard duplicity
understanding of a case and to ascertain which is brougbt against them, and if
the truth or falsehood of the statements they cannet cervince the committee of
which he made? I am assured by the their geed faith and correct procedure in
interested parties on the other side, who this matter the fouse nay 'est assured
are asking for the Bill, that the majority the committee can be fully trusted with
of the statements which the bon.gentleman reporting te tho fouse the result of their
has made are not correct. That allegation convictions. If they should reportfaveur-
is distinctly and plainly made. Who is to ably on the Bill my hon. friend would Stil
decide between the parties? Are we sim- have an epportunity of appealing te the
ply to yield to the demand of the persons Senate against tbe decision of tbe cem-
opposing the Bill and to grant a verdict, mittee; but by alI means lot him go first
without hearing a word in opposition to te the cemmitteo, where ho will have the
their statements. Are we not sure that opportunity of hearirg ovidence on beth
if the committee had these matters under sides, and whore maps and documents car
consideration, and the statements of the be examined fully and carefully, and much
hon. gentleman from Richmond should be botter than they can be in this Chamber,
found to be correct, the committee would in a debate on the question of the second
most assuredly report the preamble of the reading of the Bil.
Bill not proven. Is not that the right
way to proceed with the case, even admit- HoN. Ma. McINNES (B. C.)-The bon.
ting the truth of the allegations of the hon, gentleman who bas just taken bis seat bas
gentleman from Richmond? Is this Sen- just answered the hon, gentleman fron
ate to say to the community at large that Rcbhmond se fully and completely that
any member of this body is to control the this is net a time te enter inte and investi-
decision of this House without affording an gate the details of the Bil before the
opportunity of testing the accuracy of the fouse. But hon, gentlemen will pardon
charges he bas made? I hope this honour- me if I say a few words on this Bil, fronf
able House will take the oidinary course tho mere fact that tbo first fifteen years Of
with this Bill, and give it its second reading, my lite were spont in tbeCounty et Invor
and then allow the Bill to go to the Rail. noss, and such boing tbe case I daim that
way Committee, where it will have fuul I bave s mme knowledge of the necossitY
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for a railway in that portion of the country
that is affected by this Bill. Before doing
so, however, I must refer to a few of the
statements made by the hon. gentleman
from Richmond, and I think they require
some explanation. In the first place, I
would call the attention of the House to
his opening remarks. He said, in the
fullest and plainest manner, and repeated
it, that the Bill was passed through the
other House by fraud and deception. It
must have occurred to hon. gentlemen
that he was paying an exceedingly doubt-
ful compliment to the five members repre-
senting the Island of Cape Breton in the
House of Commonsevery one of whom is a
str'ong and staunch supporter ofthe Govern-
ment. The hon. iDr.Cameron,who represents
Inverness County, gave very material
assistance in the passage of that Bill
through the House of Commons. The hon.
gentlemen who represents Richmond
County was also present. He never raised
an objection. The two members, Mr. Mc-
Kean and Mr. McDougall,from Cape Breton
County, were also there. They never
raised their voice against the passage of
the Bill. The member from Victoria, Mr.
McDonald, was also present, and he never
raised an objection to the Bill. Now, if
these five gentlemen did not oppose the
Billinthe other House, but, on the contrary,
supported it, I say it is certainly paying
these gentlemen a very poor compliment
when the hon. gentleman from Richmond
says it was by fraud and deception that
that Bill was carried through the other
House.

HON. MR. MILLER-They say so them-
selves.

HoN. MR. MoINNES (B. C.)-Surely
these gentlemen are there to protect, and
guard, and further the interests of their
respective counties. I know these gentle-
men sufficiently well to feel that they are
acting, as they believe, in the true interests
of their respective counties, so that I can-
not conceive, and I do not think any hon.
gentlemen can conceive, how this terrible
fraud and deception could be perpetrated
by Mr. Paint, who is painted in the very
darkest hues by the hon. gentleman from
Richmond. I cannot understand that Mr.
Paint is such a terrible man. Certainly,
to meet him and talk with him, and to
lknow his course for years in the other

branch of the Legislature, is not sufficient
to warrant that statement. However that
may be, I certainly think that this Bill
should not be disposed of in a summary
way before this House, as the hon. gentle-
man from Sarnia has stated, when there is
a proper place to investigate all the allega-
tions that have been made against the
passage of the measure. If the allega-
tions are sustained befure the committee, i,
for one, will be in favour of voting that the
Bill be thrown out. The hon. gentleman
from. Richmond, referring to my hon.
friend who introduced this Bill, stated that
he no further back thanyesterdayhad voted
against a measure on its second reading.
That is very true, and I did the same; but
there is this very marked difference in the
Bill we had before us yesterday and the one
we have before us now: the Bill of yester-
day was a public Bill; this is a private
Bill, and thit difference alone would not
warrant us in throwing this Bill out on the
second reading. There was a principle in-
volved in the Bill before us yesterday;
there is no principle involved in this one;
we are simply to vote whether this com-
pany shall have the right to build the rail-
way down there; so that I hold that the
train of reasoning of the hon. gentleman
from Richmond is not exactly correct
in that particular. Now, my infor-
mation on this subject is this: in 1887 two
local charters were obtained to build a
railway over almost the precise ground
that is asked for in this Bill. The time
limit was, I think, March or April, 1891.
The Inverness and Richmond company's
charter lapsed last spring, and theydid not
apply to the Local Legislature to have
that charter renewed. The Victoria and
Inverness company applied for a renewal of
their charter to the Local Legislature of
Nova Scotia and had it renewed. Now, if
that is the fact, and I have it from the
promoter of this Bill that such is the case,
then I claim there is no analogy in the
world between the two companies-in fact,
there is only one company. The Inverness
and Richmond company is dead, to all in-
tents and purposes. If such be the case, I
say it would be very wrong in this House
to throw out the Bill at this stage, without
ascertaining the truth of the allegations
before the Railway Committee. The hon.
gentleman states that the Inverness and
Richmond company have graded 15 miles
of their railway. If hon. gentlemen are
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acquainted with the section of the country
which that portion of the charter covers
they will find that it covers the western
portion of the island, and it runs almost
parallel with one of the finest stretches of
navigable water in the world ; whereas, the
Bill which is now before us asks us to give
a Dominion charter to build a road from
Orangedale away down into the very cen-
tre of the island of Cape Breton, to the
Bras d'Or Lakes, a distance of six miles-
thence down the Ainslie glen; thence
along the west side of Lake Ainslie,
to its north west angle, and then down
to the coal fields in Broad Cove; then
to retrace their steps from Broad Cove
coal mines to the head of Lake Ainsley,
along the north-west side of Lake Ainsley,
down the Margaree River, and then to
Cheticamp. They also ask us for power
to build a branch from the forks of the
Margaree River, following the East River
to Lake Allard; thence north along Mid-
.die River to Baddeck. If the line of railway
is built viâ Baddeck and Mabou to Broad
Cove, I claim it will notdevelopthevast
interests that are lying there latent in any-
thing like the degree that one running
through the centre of the island will. It
is an unfortunate thing if the Inverness
and Richmond company have allowed their
charter to lapse, and the fifty or sixty
thousand dollars that they allege have
been spent in grading has been lost. I
sympathize with them; but however that
may be, I claim that it is the bounden duty
of this House to pass the second reading
of this Bill, and send it to the committee,
where, if the hon. gentleman's charges of
fraud and deception are proven, and if the
committee consider that it will be a detri-
ment to the opening up and developing of
that portion of Cape Breton island, I
will join hands with him and say that Mr.
Paint or anybody else shall not get that
charter. But I claim that this is not the
time to take that position; we are bound
to send it to the com mittee and investigate
it there, and deal witn it on its merits.

HON. MR. McDONALD (C.B).-In re-
ply to my hon. friend from Sarnia, I
have to say this : that hon. gentleman,
immediately after the member trom Rich-
mond had ceased naking his speech, rose
and stated that he had been informed that
the statements made by the hon. gentleman
from Richmond, in connection with this

Bill. were incorrect. I cannot see Iow the
hon. gentleman from Sarnia could have
made that statement. I am not aware
that anybody in this House or anywhere
else knew what statements the hon. gen-
tleman intended to make in connection
with this Bill; but when he had ceased
making that statement the hon. gentleman
from Sarnia rose and stated that he had
been informed that my hon. friend's state-
ments were incorrect.

HON. MR. VIDAL-That many of them
were incorrect.

HON. MR. McDONALD (C.B).-I do not
see how that could be. Thefact remains that
in the Province of Nova Scotia two char-
ters exist, covering exactly the line that
the present Bill covers. That statement
is correct. The other statement, that a
local grant had been given by the Local
Legislature for the Inverness and Rich-
mond Railwiy is correct. The statement
that the County of Inverness had voted a
subsidy of $100,000. to the road is correct.
The statement that if the Bill passes this
House that the company will be unable
to proceed with their line covered by their
charter is also correct. It is also correct
that the municipality of Invernesss voted
a sum of money to pay for the right-of-way
for this railway, about 84 miles in length.
These facts alone ought to be sufficient to
justify this House in throwing out this
Bill. I believe that the passage of this
Bill will interfere with the~building of this
Railway in the County of Inverness that
the people have been seeking for the last
twenty or thirty years. The very fact
that the Inverness and Richmond Railway
company have opposed this Bill as they
are doing shows this to be the case. Tho
fact also that the Inverness and Victoria
Railway Company is opposing this Bill
shows that it is sure to interfere with the
building of their line.

HON. MR. McINNES (B. C.) - Why
didn't they oppose it where they should
have opposed it-in their own House?

HoN. MR. McDONALD (C.B.)-Be-
cause they didn't know it. I have also
reason to believe that the Bill whicli Mr.
Paint is promoting is only intended to
build a portion of the line which the char-
ter covers, and that they have no inte-
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tion whatever of building that portion of
the road from Broad Cove to Cheticamp.
Their intention, as stated last year when
carrying the Bill through the House of
Commons, was to connect the Intercolonial
Railway at Whycocomagh with the coal
mines at Broad Cove, a distance of twenty-
four miles. If they succeed in doing that
the people of Inverness for many years to
come would be unable to build the balance
of the road extending from Broad Cove to
Cheticamp, as well as that portion of the
road from Broad Cove to the Strait of
Canso. These statements were made last
year by the promoter of the Bill and by
the solicitor engaged to promote it for
him, and I presume his object is the same
this year as it was last year. I know
Cape Breton as well as anybody, and I am
surprised that two gentlemen in this
House, one frorm Ontario and one from
British Columbia, should speak in favour
of this Bill, when the members in the Sen-
ate representing Cape Breton, as well as
the members in the House of Commons
representing the same part of the Province
of' Nova Scotia, as stated by the hon. gen-
tleman from Richmond, are opposed to this
Bill. They are opposed to it because they
believe that its passage will interfero with
the building of this road which the people
of Cape Breton are so anxious to secure.
The hon. gentleman from British Colum-
bia stated in his speech that this road was
to be built to Lake Ainsley, on the west
side, then to the east end of Lake Ainsley,
and then round to the west side of Lake
Ainsley. I know the geography of Cape
Breton very well, and I do not see how it
1s possible that this road should go round
Lake Ainsley altogether.

RoN. Ma. McINNES (B.C.)-I did not
state that. I said it would go down Ainsley
glen.

ION. MR. McDONALD (C.B.)-lf my
hon friend is so anxious to bave the route
through Ainsley glen, I can assure him
that the only way to have it is to allow
the Inverness and Richmond company.to
Proceed with the work. If he ever expects
to see a road through that district his
Plan is to oppose this Bill and give it the
siX months' hoist.

liON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-Do you
kiow for a fact that the other company's

charter has not lapsed? Have they a char-
ter at the present time or have they not 7
My information is that they have not.

HoN. MR. McDONALD (C.B.)-I am
told that their charter was extended in
the session of 1890.

HoN. Ma. VIDAL-No; it expired two
years ago.

HoN. MR. MILLER-If it expired even
last spring, is it to be supposed that the
Government would oppose a renewal of
the charter?

HoN. MR. VIDAL-The Act incorpora-
ting the Inverness and Richmond Railway
Company was passed in 1887.

HoN. MR. McDONALD (C.B.)-That
does not disprove the fact that the charter
was extended by the Local Legislature last
year, as I am informed. It would be un-
roasonable if it were not the fact, for it was.
only last year the company graded 15 miles
of the road and expended $60,000 in doing
s0.

HON. MR.
which could
enquired into

VIDAL-These are facts,
be much more properly

in the committee.

HON. MR. McDONALD (C.B.)-It was
only yesterday that the hon. gentleman
from British Columbia voted for the six
months' hoist of a Bill that had passed the
House of Commons regularly and in good.
faith.

HoN. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-That was-
a public Bill and this is a private Bill y
that is the difference.

HON. Ma. McDONALD (C.B.)-The
hon. gentleman from Richmond says that
this Bill was passed through the other
House in bad faith and on deceptive state-
ments, and when the members from Cape
Breton Island in both Houses are unani-
mously opposing this Bill here it should
have some weight with members from
other Provinces.

HoN. Ma. SCOTT-I am quite sure that
the feeling in this House would be to act
in the direction suggested by the members
from the province when it is a local Bill.
The two members from Cape Breton, who
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oppose this Bill, say that all the members
from their district in the House of Com-
mons are every one of them opposing il
also; but I think it is due to us, when ask-
ing us to throw ont this Bill, that they
should have spoken. The ordinary way
of bringing before this House the fact that
a Bill is opposed is by petition. That is
the ordinary way. I sent upstairs this
afternoon to .scertain whether there were
any petitions against this Bill or not, and
I am advised by the Clerk that he is unable
to find any petition against it; therefore,
I think it would be an extraordinarily high-
handed action on our part if, at the incep-
tion of this Bill, we should throw it out
on the representation of tacts made by the
hon. gentlemen from Cape Breton. If the
hon. members from Cape Breton could
show that it was in the interests of that
part of Nova Scotia that the Bill should be
thrown out I have no doubt that the
Senate would do so. There appears to be
a rivalry between two companies, one
which has done somothing substantial and
the other whose charter has expired. I
think the matter would be more fairly in-
quired into before the Committee on Rail-
ways, and it would be an extraordinary
course to take in regard to a Bill of this
kind to throw it out on its second reading.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-This Bill
does not cover that portion of the road on
which grading was done.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I feel like many
other hon. gentlemen here. We are
exceedingly anxious to do what is best in
the interests of Cape Breton, and I think
it is only fair to us that the Bill should go
to the Railway Committee; and if the
statements of hon. gentlemen are shown
to be facts, and can be successfully de-
monstrated, the Bill should be thrown out
in the ordinary way.

HoN. MR. McDONALD (C. B.)-I have
before me the Acts of Nova Scotia for 1890,
which show that the charter of this com-
pany was extended on the 15th of April,
1890.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-For one
year, was it not?

HoN. MR. McDONALD (C.B.)-I be-
lieve so.

HON. MR. VIDAL-Then I have been
misled.

HON. MR. ALLAN-Anybody who has
listened to the very forcible way in which
the objections to this Bill were presented
to the House by the hon. gentleman from
Richmond must feel that there are very
strong grounds for the course he proposes
to take ; and I would like to know whether
the hon. gentleman from Halifax (Mr.
Almon), who introduced the Bill, can state
to the House that he is prepared to bring
any evidence before the committee, sup-
posing his Bill is allowed to go there, to
meet the statements which have been made
against it ? The hon. gentleman from
Ottawa said just now that he had ascer-
tained there were no petitions against the
Bill. I do not think that that amounts to
very much, for if the statements made by
the hon. gentleman fiom British Columbia
are correct it is not likely there would be
any petitions against the Bill; because,
according to his statement, up to within a
very short time those who are interested in
those lines of rail ways were not at ail aware
of the nature of the Bill which has passed
the House of Commons, and which now
comes up to us. According to the state-
ments of the hon. gentleman from Rich-
mond, the members of the other House
were deceived as to the character of the
Bill, and it is not at ail likely that they
would have petitioned against it.

HoN. MR. MILLER-Not my state-
ments, but the statements of the president
of the company over whose route they
desire to take this line, and the statement
of one of the members of the House of
Commons, speaking for the other five, two
of whom are now before the bar.

HON. MR. ALLAN-I take the state-
ment as made by the hon. gentleman fronl
Richmond, or whoever it was made by.
Really, I do not think after ail it is of such
importance as to take up a great deal of
the time of the House, because, unquestion-
ably, if ail the allegations made by the
hon. gentleman from Richmond are estab-
lished before the committtee, the confl
mittee will kick the Bill out in a short
time. Before I decide which way I shall
vote I would ask the hon. gentleman froni
Halifax if lie is prepared with any evidence
or any statement to be laid before the
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committee which would make it desirable
in any way that wo should suspend our
judgment ?

HoN. MR. ALMON-I may state that
if the information which I have received
from the promoter of the Bill is true, and
I have no reason to think that it is not, it
is quite contrary to what the hon. gentle-
man from Richmond has said. 'But that
does not show that the hon. gentleman
from Richmond is wrong or that my friend
is right; it shows, however, the necessity
of the matter being tried at the proper
tribunal. There is not one hon, gentleman
who bas spoken whose arguments have not
tended to establish one fact, and that is,
that this is not the proper place to inves-
tigate this matter. Allegations have been
made on one side and denied on the other.
The hon. member from Richmond stated
that he had a telegram fron Dr. Cameron,
the member for Inverness, stating that all
the members from Cape Breton agree with
him. He does not say that they had a
meeting to that effect. Perhaps, if we had
a meeting of the committee we might find
out that this telegram represented Dr.
Cameron's views solely. There is no proof
that the telegram of Dr. Cameron was
authorized by the other members of the
louse. We require some proof of these

allegations, and the proper place to have
that proof is in the coummittee. If anything
is proved to support the statement of the
hon. member from Richmond I shall be one
of the first to throw up the Bill and have
nothing more to do with it; but 1 must
have proof of the truth ofthese allegations
before doing so.

HON. MR. POIRIER-The proper place
to investigate this matter is in the com-
mnittee, and although reserving my final
vote I shall on this occasion vote for the
Second reading, so that it may reach the
Committee on Railways. It is alleged that
'fembers of the other House were taken by
Surprise. We might ourselves be taken by
Surprise also if we were to throw this
Bill out without further investigation. The
allegations made by the hon. gentleman
from Richmond are certainly very serious,
but I think we should see for ourselves
that we are not taken by surprise. It is
ertainly strange that this Bill, about

Which certainly the necessary notices must
have been given in the Official Gazette,

and I believe in the local papers, should
only meet with opposition at this stage.
It is strange that, so many persons being
interested in it, none of them should have
read the notices or known anything about
the measure.

HoN. MR. MILLER-The whole thing
has been explained by the letters which
have been read from the president of the
Invernesg'and Victoria Railway Company.
They were deceived all through.

HON. MR. POIRIER-They should not
have been deceived; they were guilty of
laches themselves. They should not have
put us in the delicate position of coming
to us after the Bill bas passed the other
House and asking us to reject it in this
way. It is but just to ourselves, to the
company and to the other House that the
bill should go to the committee and be
there discussed thoroughly. For myself, I
shall reserve the right to vote against the
Bill if it should be established that anything
wrong bas been done, but I will give those
gentlemen fair play, and ourselves an
opportunity of discussing the Bill where
those charges can be more properly
investigated, inthe Committee on Railways.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I do not agree
with the hon. member from Sarnia that
the course taken by my hon. friend from
Richmond is extraordinary. I think he
bas made a statement here ot circumstances
which justify this House in throwing out
the Bill. He bas very carefilly verified
his statements with regard to the deceit
and fraud practised by the promoter of the
Bill, and his statements have not been im-
punged. The authenticity of the letters
that he has read is not questioned, and, it
seems to me, cannot be questioned. I know
that my hon. friend from Richinond is not
likely to submit any incorrect statement to
the House. We entered the Local Legisla-
ture together in 1863, I think it was, and
I know he bas been always a strong advo-
cate for justice to Cape Breton. I believe
on this occasion he is earnest and sincere
in his belief that the passage of this Bill
will defeat railway enterprise in that direc-
tion. He feels sure that tbis Bill, if passed,
would destroy an important railway now
under construction. There is conclusive
evidence -here, I take it. that those gentle-
inen representing the Inverness and Vie-
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toria Railway aided in the promotion of I feel assured that the consequence of
this Bill under the impression that it was passing this Bill would be the destruction
simply giving a Dominion charter to a of this charter and the loss to the people
company which had been organized under of the benefits of a railway. The gentle-
local legislation. There is clear evidence men interested in this railway have spent
here that there is a violation of that some fifty thousand dollars in promoting
agreement, and that the promoter of the project so far, and they have received
this Bill is seeking to deprive the owners assistance from the County of Inverness to
of the charter of their rights and take the the extent of one hundred thousand dollars,
enterprise out of the hands of those who an oxtraordinary thing in Nova Scotia.
at present control it. When 4 find the Fortified as they are by the unanimous
whole of the representatives from Cape opinion of the representatives of Cape
Breton opposed strenuously to this Bill, Breton in both Houses of Parliament we
when we have the representative of Inver- would he justified in throwing out this
ness, the largest county in the island and Bill.
the one through which the greater part of
this railway is to pass, coming here and HON. MR. O'DONOHOE-Does my hon.
stating that the Bill passed through the friend think that a reference of this Bill
other House under a misapprehension of to the cominittee would insure its passage
facts and contrary to the wishes of those through the House ?
holding both of the local charters, and
when we are assured that that is the view - HON. MR. KAULBACH-1 say we aro
of every member representing Cape Breton, justified, from the facts that we have before
I feel that the Bill should not recoive the us, in throwing out the Bil. I do- not say
sanction of this House. I know Dr. Ca- what the resuit would be of sending it to
meron, and he is a gentleman who would not the committee, but I think it is useless to
put his name to any document without fully go before the committee when my hon.
understanding and being prepared to take friend from Richmond has fortified his
all the consequences of doing so; he would position and juetified the motion ho has
not say that he spoke the opinion of all made by the evidence ho has produced.
the representatives of Cape Breton if ho
had not good reason for saying so. My HON. MR. DEVER-As seconder of the
hon. friend from New Westminster assumes motion for the second reading of the Bi ,
to have more knowledge of the the island I wish to say that I have no particular
of Cape Bretonwthan anybody else, although interest in it, more than to see justice done
he admits that he was only 15 years old to the parties on Ioth sides. I have had
when ho left the island. I know some- experience enough in the world to knoW
thing of the island myseff, having visited that mere declarations or allegations of
it much more recently. My hon. friend any party who may fee aggrieved on 
from mRichmond furnished evidence which subject are not conelusive evidence. lt is
justifidhisoppositionto the BiH, and when but fair play to the parties on both sides
the hon. mem ber from Sarnia says thatthese that theyshall be given an opportunityto be
are simply aklegations ho does not do heard. We have heard the opposition to thic
justice to the evidence that bas been sub- Bill by a gentleman who is known to be able
mitted. To my md, it bas been clearly as a lawyer, and bas taken a lehgal positio
established that the Bi recoived support in this fouse before a large nuober Of
in the flouse of Commons and passed by laymen, who are not technically educate
deceptionand fraud. I feltwhenmy hon. to seize the strong points pertaining to
friond made such a bold assertion that ho measure of this kind. I feel that it is Our
must h justified in doing so by the facts, duty, a mon who are anxious to do wht
and he has established evory charge. I is right, to allow this Bill to go to coM,
know the necessity for a railway in that mittee, where there wil h an opportunitY
portion of the island, and I feel that the of hearing the witnesses and having this
passage of this Bi would destroy the pro- exained by lawyers who wi l be able to
spets of hetting on. It would take this grapple with the subject and bring
iroect out of the hands of the peose who every important point on both sidues.
foed the charter now-it is conrary to think it is duo t I ourselvos in thi is Hour
the wishes of the peopl of Cape Breton. due to our honour, that we sha h not t4k
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the mere declarations of any party, no
matter how much we may respect him as
a member, when the characters of other
gentlemen are placed in a questionable
position. It has been stated that this mea-
sure has been promoted by fraud and de-
ception. Surely that is sufficient ground
for an investigation. We have not suffi-
cient evidence'here to show whether those
charges are true. The only place to deal
with the question is in the committee
room, where a thorough investigation can
take place and the result be reported to the
House. Under the circumstances, I shall
vote for the second reading of the Bill, and
I hope that a majority of the House will
vote in the same way, so that the matter
may be fairly and satisfactorily settled.

The Senate divided on the amendment,
which was rejected by the following vote:-

CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.

Abbott,
Boldue,
Boulton,
Clemow,
DeBlois,
Girard,
Guévremont,
Howlan,
Kaulbach,
McDonald (B.C.),
McKindsey,
McLaren,

McMillan,
Macdonald (Victoria),
Maclnnes (Burlington),
Masson,
Miller,
Ogilvie,
Read (Quinté),
Ross,
Sinith,
Sullivan,
Tassé.-23.

NON-CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.

Allan,
Almon,
Armand,
Bellerose,
Chaffers,
Dever,
Flint,
Grant,
McCallum,
McCleian,
McInnes (B.C.),
McKay, ,
Macdonald (P.E.I.),
Merner,

Montgomery,
()'Donohoe,
PAquet,
Pelletier,
Perley,
Poirier,
Power,
Prouse,
Reesor,
Scott,
Stevens,
Vidal,
Wark.-27.

The original motion was agreed to on a
division, and the Bill was read the second
time.

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES REPRE-
SENTATION BILL.

CONSIDERATION POSTPONED.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved that this
HIouse resolve itself in a Committee of the

Whole on Bill (148) "An Act further to
amend the North-West Territories Repre-
sentation Act."

HON. MR. MCINNES (B.C.) moved in
amendment:

That it be an instruction to the committee to
amend the said Bill by adding thereto such provisions
as are necessary to incorporate with " The North-West
Territories Representation Act" the provisions of

The Dominion Elections Act relating to voting by
ballot, and also such provisions as are necessary to
repeal or amend the provisions of " The North-West
Territories Representation Act " conflicting with such
provisions of ' The Dominion Elections Act " as may
be so incorporated.

Ie said: It will be remembered that
when the Bill was up for the second read-
ing I mentioned that I proposed moving an
amendment in the direction of having the
ballot extended to the North-West Terri-
tories. Since that, I have come to the
conclusion that it would occupy less time
by following the course that I have now
adopted. I propose to take the sense of
the flouse now, instead of proposing the
amendments in Committee of the Whole.
That is the reason why I have adopted this
mode of testing the sense of the House,
not to oppose or retard the passage of the
Bill, but to expedite it.

HoN. MR. EAULBACH-I think my
hon. friend has hardly considered the cost
that his amendment would entail on the
Dominion. The qualification of the elec-
tors in the North-West Territories is quite
dissimilar to that in any of the provinces.

HON. MR. POWER-It is the same as
in Manitoba.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-But different
from the qualification in any of the other
provinces. My hon. friend does not con-
sider the cost of bringing the machinery
into action in the North-West Territories
in order to establish the ballot there. I
do not think it is wise at the present time
that he should do so. The country is
hardly ripe for it. I am not very much
enamoured of the ballot, and I believe the
simplest and best system for that country
is open voting. Unless my hon. friend can
show that his proposal will not entail any
expense on the Dominion Government I
think the flouse should not support lis
Bill. Open voting is the safest way in
that country; every. man knows what he
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is doing. You will tind that there is de-
ception and fraud practised under the
ballot, and therefore open voting is best
for a simple people like those in that coun-
try.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I presume there
will be some discussion on this measure,
and I therefore move that the debate be
adjourned until to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

STEAMBOAT INSPECTION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
House do concur in the amendments made
in Committee of the Whole to Bill (85)
" An Act further to amend the Steamboat
Inspection Act."

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

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (156) "An Act further to amend
the Customs Act." Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (157) " An Act to amend the Petro-
leum Inspection Aet." (Mr. Abbott.)

The Senate adjourned at 5:45 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ott«wa, Wedlnesday, Anyust 12th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceelings.

WESTERN COUNTIES RAILWAY
BILL.

ENQUIRY.

HoN. MR. WARK enquired of the Gov-
ernment:

What was the whole amount expended by the Gov-
ernment for construction or other purposes on the
railway froin Digby to Annapolis, up to the time it

was handed over. to the Western Counties Railway
Company, and on what conditions it was transferred
to said comipany ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The Governnient
have expended for construction and other
purposes on the railway from Digby and
Annapolis up to the date on which the
Western Counties Railway ran their regular
train over the road, on the 27th July, 1891,
the sum of $599,295.65. As no transfer is
necessary to the company no formal trans-
fer has been made, and it is only from re-
port of the resident engineer that the Gov-
ernnent are aware the Western Counties
Railway Company are operating the road.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (140) " An Act inrestraint of fraudu-
lent netting." (Mr. Abbott.)

THE MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS.

ENQUIRY.

Hox. MR. SCOTT-Before the Orders of
the Day are called, I would ask the leader of
the Government whether the office recently
held by the Minister of Public Works has
yet been filled up?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-No, it has not been
filled up, but a Minister lias been appointed
to take charge of it as Acting Minister of
Public Works, my hon. friend, the Hon. Mr.
Smith.

THE COMBINES BILL

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Committee
of the Whole on Bill (15) " An Act to amend
the Act for the prevention and suppression
of Combinations formed in restraint of Trade."

(In the Committee.)

On the first clause,-

HON. MR. VIDAL moved that the fol-
lowing be added as a proviso to the first
clause: " provided that nothing in the said
Act shall apply to business arrangements or
transactions which are not to the detriment
of the public interest." He said: The object
of this House last year in inserting the
words which are now proposed to be stricken
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out was simply to attain the precise end
which I think would be reached by the in-
sertion of these words. I do not think the
House would be prepared to withdrawfrom
the position which it took last year after
very mature deliberation, that it is not the
intentionto punish the arrangements between
business men which niight come under the
title of combinations which are perfectly fair
and honourable and have no ill effects result-
ing from them, and it is therefore in full
harmony with the intention of. the person
introducing the Bill even in the other House.

HoN. Mr. ABBOTT-I understand that
the original Act provides severe penalties in
the event of persons combining for the pur-
poses detailed in the Bill, and the language
of the clause is such that the Bill as it origin-
ally stood would, in my opinion, and in the
opinion expressed twice in the Senate, apply
to matters which are perfectly innocent and
correct in theinselves ; whereas, the -object of
the Bill, of course, was to punish severely com-
binations formed against public policy or in
restraint of trade, or in any other way affect-
ing the public interest. The Senate put in
the words " unduly and unreasonably," with
a view of confining the operation of the Act.
to transactions which improperly affected
trade. That was the form in which the Senate
chose to put their exception-that is to say,
acts which did not unduly and improperly
affect trade they wish to leave lawful, as they
were before, and as I think they ought to be.
It was with that view that the words "un-
duly and unreasonably " were inserted in the
former Bill. Now, I think the chief difficulty
With thosewords has been that they were mis-
understood. It was thought that they inter-
Posed some obstacle to the punishment of com-
binations which were unlawful and which un-
duly affected ordinary commercial transac-
tions, whereas in my opinion they did not.
But as the matter has come before us a third
time, it has been considered by those who
are in favour of retaining those words and by
those who are desirous of excluding them,
how far they could arrive at some phrase
that would meet what they both desire-that
1s to say, to punish unlawful combinations
Which operate against the public interest,
but not to affect reasonable and ordinary
commercial transactions, and I think all the
Parties on both sides have agreed to this
clause as effecting this object. That is to
saY, under this proviso the Act as it stood

28

cannot be construed as applicable to per-
fectly regular and innocent transactions, but
will be confined, as all parties intend it
should be confined, to combinations tending
to affect prices and supplies. In that sense
I think all those who have interested them-
selves in the Bill before us are satisfied that
this clause will.be sufficient for all purposes.

HON. MR. POWER-Do I understand
from the hon. gentleman that the promoter
of the Bill has assented to this amendment I

HoN. MR. ABBOTT--I understand so.

HON. MR. McCALLUM-As far as the
promoter of the Bill in the other House is
concerned, I am willing to get anything I
can. I remember two years ago, when the
Bill came from the other House, it was
emasculated here so that it was rendered of
no use. Last year a Bill was introduced to
amend it, and it was thrown out by the
Senate again. There can be no objection to
the amendment now proposed, for I think it
will have the effect of satisfying everybody
at present.

HoN. MR. MILLER-The explanation by
the Prime Minister is a very acceptable one to
the House. My difficulty was with regard
to the amendment ; I did not understand
what the proposed amendment was. I have
since been shown it by the hon. gentleman
from Sarnia, and I think it meets the case
very fully, and it ought to be satisfactory to
this House that we are not called upon for
the third time to reject a Bill sent from the
House of Commons with regard to this ques-
tion. The gentleman in charge of the Bill
and those desiring the amendment deserve
the thanks of the House for having brought
about this compromise, which seems to give
satisfaction to all parties.

HON. MR. POWER-.I do not rise to
oppose the amendment, as I understand the
promoter of the Bill has accepted it, but I
think that the Act as it is now is just as
useful for its purpose as it will be when we
have passed this amendment to-day. The Act
provided that every person who conspires,
combines, agrees or arranges with any other
person, or with any railway, steamship,
steamboat or transportation company, un-
lawfully, &c., &c. I think that the common
law describes, and certain statutes, I fancy
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describe the things which are not lawful, wise, the House wiil permit me to read an
and which could not be done, and when one opinion on this question of a very high orler.
comes to look at it, the things which are not 1 have here the opinion of Mr. B. B. Osier, a
to be done are objectionable in themselves. barrister of very high standing in Ontario,

"To unduly limit the facilities for transporting, pro- 1 and his opinion
ducing, manufacturing, storing or dealing in any
article or conmodity which may be a subject of trade HON. MR. MAcINNES (Burlington>-Is
or commerce ; or, that

" To unduly prevent, limit or lessen the manufacture

petition in the production, manufacture, purchase,
rter, sale, transportation or supply of any such

article, &e.'

By the amendment which is now proposed
by the Bill before us we are taking it away
from the comparatively safe ground of the
existing common law and old statutes, and
we are left in every case to find out whether
the thing which is proposed to be done is to
the detriment of the public interest. Hon.
gentlemen are aware that on that point there
will be a very great diversity of opinion.
There are some people who think that these
combinations as a general thing are very
good things. I think it is not at all impro-
bable that the hon. gentleman who sits behind
the Premier (Hon. Mr. Drummond) is one of
those gentlemen who think that combination
is a very good thing indeed.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I can answer my
hon. friend that the hon. gentleman he re-
fers to does not think anything of the sort :
that he is as much against combination as
the hon. gentleman froin Halifax.

HoN. MR. POWER--The hon. gentleman
is supposed to be interested in an extensive
combination, and one of the combinations
which has excited a great deal of adverse
criticism and attention throughout the coun-

HOX. MR. VIDAL-I presume it is. It
will be admitted, however, that the opinion
is front a high authority, and it will be as
well, as I have shown it to the hon. gentle-
man from Richnond, that all the members
of the House should be acquainted with it.
It is as follows:-

" It would only be safe to strike out 'unduly and
unreasonable ' of section one if a new section is added
to the Bill. Then it gives the new section, *nothingin
this Act shall apply to business arrangements or tran-
sactions which are not to the detriment of the public
interest.'"

That is the opinion of a very high legal
authority, that without the insertion-of this
clause it would be unsafe. I am also able to
say that Mr. Geoffrion, an equally eminent
lawyer of Montreal, in the Province of
Quebec, gives a full written opinion, closing
with these words:

"Further, if the following'were added as a final
clause, 'nothing in the Act shall apply to business
arrangements and transactions which are not to the
detriment of the public interest,' I am satisfied that
the Bill would be unobjectionable."

These two very high legal authorities show
that the amendment which is proposed is
really necessary, and it seems to me it is not
interfering with the real object of the pro-
mot7ers of the Bill, which is the supression of
improper comibinations by which the business
of the country is interfered with.

try. e suatement ma e )y t e remier
goes to show in what position we shall be The amendment was te.
after we pass this Bill as amended. We
shall be thrown back into a position of doubt HoN. MR. POIRIER, frein the conmittee,
as to whether such-and-such a combination reperte( the Bil with an amendement.
is a good thing or not, and I do not think
nyself that after we have done with the

law and amended it by the Bill which we
are now about to pass that it will be a bit The motion vas agreed to.
more effectuai tham e it is at presegt.rt

HOX. MR. VIDAL-If I confined myself
to a very few remarks it was because I
thought the proposition was so very reason-
able and so plain that it would meet with no
objection whatever on the part of the ment
bers of this House. As it seems to be other-
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RAILWAY CO.'S AGREE-
MENT BILL.

AMENDED IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Committee
of the Whole on Bill (119)' An Act respect.
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ing a certain Agreement therein mentioned
with the Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Rail-
way Company."

(In the Conunittee.)

On the fourth clause,-

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I gave notice of an
amendinent to this Bil, and I do not know
whether there really is anymisunderstanding,
but I wish that there may be no mistake
about it in the House as to my view in making
this amendment. There has been some dis-
cussion, a good deal of discussion, as 'to
whether this Bill is for a colonization rail-
way or not, and I wish it to be understood
that the Government are giving aid to the
road as a road that will assist colonization;
and in coming to a decision under the power
which J propose to ask the House to grant
to the Government by this amendment the
Government will be guided in a large degree
by the consideration of the advantages which
the proposed road will offer for colonization
purposes. I say in a large degree, because,
of course, they would not insist upon impos-
sibilities, or difficulties which would amount
to impossibilities ; but the governing prin-
ciple in their decision will be as to the route
which is best fitted for colonization purposes.
I move that the clause -of which I have given
notice be added to the Bill, as follows :

The line of railway to be constructed by the said
company south of the Saskatchewan River shall not
be commenced until the location thereof shall have
beei approved by the Governor in Council.

The clause was agreed to.

HoN. MR. MERNER, from the committee,
reported the Bill as amended.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (S) " An Act to further amend 'The
General Inspection Act.'" (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (T) " An Act to make further pro-
Vision respecting Weighers of Grain." (Mr.
Abbott.

SEA FISHERIES AND FISHING
VESSELS BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hox. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (152) "An Act to amend Cap.
96 of the Revised Statutes, intituled: 'An

28ý

Act to encourage the development of the
Sea Fisheries and the building of Fishing
Vessels.'" He said: This Bill is for the
purpose of increasing in a slight degree the
amount payable to fishermen as bonuses.
The amount at present under the law is
$150,000 ; the business of the fisheries in-
creasing, the needs in that respect render it
necessary to have the amount slightly aug-
mented, and it is proposed that it be made
$160,000 for the present year. The second
clause is merely a formal one, extending the
powers of fishery officers under the Fisheries
Act, giving them power to act as justices of

the peace under this Act.

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

SECOND READING.

Bill (144) " An Act further to amend the
Indian Act." (Mr. Abbott.)

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES RE-
PRESENTATION BILL.

THIRD READING.

The Order of the Day being called:

Resuming the adjourned debate on the motion of
the Hon. Mr. Abbott to go into Committee of the
Whole House on Bill (148) " An Act further to amend
'The North-West Territories Representatian Act,'"
and on the motion of the lon. Mr. McInness (B.C.):-

That it be an instruction to the committee to
amend the said Bill by adding thereto such provisions
as are necessary to incorporate with " The North-
West Territories Representation Act " the provisions
of " The Dominion Election Act " relating to voting
by ballot, and also such provisions as are necessary to
repeal or amend the provisions of " The North-\West
Territories Representation Act " conflicting with sucli
provisions of " The Dominion Elections Act " as may
be so incorporated.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT said: In moving the
adjournment of the debate yesterday, Ihope
the House did not anticipate that I proposed
to inflict a speech upon it, but we were so
near the termination of the afternoon sitting
that I preferred to get through the routine
work and defer my explanation till to-day.
The amendment which my hon. friend from
British Columbia proposes has reference to
the incorporation of the ballot system with the
North-West Territories Representation Act.
That subject is one, of course, which we shall
have to deal with sooner or later, and it has
already attracted the attention of the Gov-
ernment and has received full consideration.
There is no doubt that the ballot system over
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a large territory like that will prove to be
very troublesome and expensive, and it does
not appear to be desired by the people of
those Territories. With a view to getting
further information on that subject before
deciding what we should do in the matter,
we determined to leave the matter open
until the Legislature of the Territories had
expressed its own opinion by adopting or
rejecting the ballot systen, which it is em-
powered to do by the Bill now before Par-
liament amending its constitution. It was
thought that if the power were given to the
Territories to deal as they pleased with the
mode of election in their country we might
safely adopt that at all events, if not as
conclusive, at least as a guide to what we
should do in the matter. If they desire the
ballot system we are giving them the power
to enact it if the House passes the Bill
at present before it; and when they exer-
cise that power one way or the other we can
if we choose (and we probably shall) follow
their example. If they, who are on the spot
and know the circumstances and know the
advantages and disadvantages, of the system
as applicable to that sparsely-peopled terri-
tory, desire to have the ballot system, we
shall enact it with respect to the election of
our own members. I infer that there is no
desire of that kind, since this Bill has pas-
sed the other House without any suggestion
that the ballot system should be adopted,
and I would remark, with regard to that
point, that it is not usual for this House to
interfere with the regulations which the
House of Commons makes with regard to its
own constitution. This is a measure respect-
ing the constitution of the House of Com-
mons, the mode of election of the represen-
tatives of the people who sit in that House,
and it iâ one which is peculiarly within their
functions to regulate. We probably have
never desired, and probably will not now
desire, to make any change in the mode of
election of members of the House of Com-
nions that is distasteful to or not desired
by that House. It would be an unusual
thing for us to interfere in that way, for
these two reasons : In the first place, that
Government have thought it desirable to let
the people speak on the subject of the ballot
in that country, we proposing to give them
the power to decide definitively on the subject
as respects their own Legislature ; and in the
second place, that this is a matter which the
House of Commons itself has abstained from

interfering with, and as to which no desire
has been expressed by the representatives in
the House of Commons from those Terri-
tories to have altered--that it would be better
to leave the matter for the present until the
House of Representatives of the North-
West Territories has itself expressed its
wishes, and in that case the Government
will be prepared to act immediately on that
expression. Perhaps, therefore, my hon.
friend would not persist in his motion just
now, and will allow this Bill to pass, which
has no relation to the ballot system, but
which is a useful Bill, should there be any
contests, and postpone the discussion of this
ballot question as applicable to the North-
West Territories until we shall know a little
more of the desires of the people of those
Territories.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I gather from the
hon. gentleman that if the Legislature should
express a desire for the introduction of the
ballot the Government are prepared to intro-
duce it.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Yes.

HoN. MR. SCOTT--That, I suppose, is
satisfactory. •

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-Of course
I am bound to yield to the request of the
leader of the Government when Le asks me
to postpone this amendment, but I may say
that I have been informed by very good au-
thority that there is a desire-a very strong
desire, on the part of the people of the
North-West Territories, that the ballot should
be introduced, and that it was the intention
of the late Government to have introduced a
Bill providing for the ballot. No later than
yesterday a couple of representatives of the
western Territories spoke to me on the sub-
ject, and stated very plainly that they were
in favour of it, and one of the representatives
in this House from the North-West Terri-
tories, a few years ago, when the North-
West Territories Representation Act was
before the House, voted for it. As far as
the great area to be provided with the ballot
and machinery necessary to carry out the
ballot successfully in the North-West Ter-
ritories are concerned, I think that the difli-
culty is no greater-in fact, it is not so great
as in the Province of British Columbia. We
have the ballot there in a country extending
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600 miles from north to south and an equal
distance from east to west. I will not insist
on having an expression of the opinion of
the House at the present time, but will
withdraw my motion, hoping that the Gov-
ernment will before long introduce the ballot
in the North-West.

HON. MR. ALMON-I cannot allow this
occasion to pass without again entering my
protest against the ballot system. I think
no man can feel more contemptible than wþen
he goes to give his vote by ballot. Under the
old system he went up like a man to vote, and
showed that lie was neither afraid of the mob
nor of the persecution of the rich. What
must he do now to record his vote? He must
feel as a man does who goes into a country
where the Scott Act prevails, and wants a
drink-he is put in a dark corner, where lie
takes his drink, and then lie goes out and
feels very contemptible. In Halifax every-
body knows how I am going to vote, yet
when I reach the polling booth I am sent into
a little place, which is curtained off, and I
am given a pencil and left alone to make my
mark, and then I come out like a dog with his
tail between his legs. Is that the way a man
should record his vote when there are ques-
tion of great public importance to be decided ?
The laws adopted by the Conservatives
providing for a suflicient number of polling
places prevents the mob interfering. Sup-
pose I owe a man $10,000 in Halifax, and
paid him the interest regularly, and lie tells
me that I must vote in a certain way, what
can he do if I refuse? J simply have to say
"If you say much, I will borrow money and
pay you off," and he puts his hand to his hat
and says you can vote as you please. I hope
in the near future that the Conservative
Government will do away with the ballot.
I can assure the hon. gentleman who leads
the Government that if he will bring in what
I call a real Conservative measure lie will
not have a more faithful follower in this
House than the junior member from Hali-
fax.

The amendment was withdrawn, and the
louse resolved itself into a Committee of

the Whole on the Bill.

HON. MR. ARMAND, from the commit-
tee, reported the Bill without amendment.

The Bill was then read the third time and
passed.

The Senate adjourned at 4.15 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, August 13th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

CUSTOMS ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (156) "An Act further to
amend the Customs Act." He said: This
is a technical verbal amendment to the
Customs Act, striking out the provisions
respecting the bonding of sugar, which are
no longer necessary.

HON. MR. POWER-The second clause
of the Bill deals with the warehousing and
bonding of such cattle and swine as may be
slaughtered and cured in bond, &c. The
first clause of the Bill repeals the clause re-
lating to sugar, and as to the other one, I
simply wish to know whether this is a new
power-whether the Government propose to
allow the slaughtering of cattle and swine
in bond, or otherwise.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-There is no new
provision with regard to cattle or swine.

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

PETROLEUM INSPECTION BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (157) " An Act to amend
the Petroleum Inspection Act." He said:
This is a simple provision relieving petroleum
required for lubricating purposes from in-
spection.

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

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (119) " An Act respecting a certain
Agreement therein mentioned with the Win-
nipeg and Hudson Bay Railway Company."
(Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (S) " An Act to further amend the
General Inspection Act." (Mr. Abbott.)
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Bill (15) " An Act to amend the Act for
the prevention and suppression of Combina-
tions formed in restraint of Trade." (Mr.
McCallum.)

Bill (T) " An Act to make further pro-
vision respecting Weighers of Grain." (Mr.
Abbott.)

FISHERIES ENCOURAGEMENTBILL

THIRD READING.

HoX. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
House do go into Committee of the Whole on
Bill (152) " An Act to amend Chap. 96 of
the Revised Statutes, intituled ' An Act to
encourage the development of the Sea
Fisheries and the building of Fishing
Vessels.'"

HON. MR. MILLER-This Bill passed
the second reading yesterday while my atten-
tion was engaged in something else, and I
did not make an observation or two with
regard to it which I consider called for.
In the first place, coming fron oie of the
maritime provinces largely interested in the
tisheries and from a section chiefly engaged
in that industry, I desire to express my
gratification at the Bill before the House
and at the policy of the Government with
regard to the encouragement of our hardy
race of fishermen, who contribute so much to
the prosperity and wealth of this country.
I recollect when this subject was first brought
before Parliament by Sir Charles Tupper
the bounty was granted only for one year,
and was said to be done then merely for elec-
tioneering purposes. However, the Govern-
ment then said it was their intention to
establish a permanent bounty, and there was
introduced the following year in the other
House and placed on the Statute-book a
measure appropriating $150,000 a year
towards the fishing bounty. That assistance
has been hailed by the fishermen of this
country as a very great boon indeed, and I
ain sure the additional sum now given will
be received by them in the same manner.
What I wish, however, particularly to say,
is this : I do not wish th ý impression to
exist among hon. members in this House that
this money comes out of the treasury of
Canada and is raised from the taxation of
the people. The House will recollect that
some years ago, under the auspices of the
late Prime Minister of this country, the
Treaty of Washington was negotiated, and

under that treaty provision was made that
an arbitration should take place under which
the value of the fisheries of Canada, in excess
over the advantages given to us by the free-
dom of the fisheries of the United States and
of their markets, should be decided, and if
anything were found to be due it should be
paid over to the Government of Canada.
The arbitration took place, and the sun of
$5,500,000 was decided to be due to Canada
under the treaty. One million of that sun
was appropriated as the share of Newfound-
land, leaving $4,500,000 as the share of the
fishermen of Canada. A large suim, of course,
was paid out in expenses connected with the
arbitration, and I daresay the treasury of
Canada did not receive inuch more than four
millions of that money. Although the treaty
of Washington was negotiated a year before
the Mackenzie Government came into power,
and it was under the latter Governiiient
that the arbitration took place, the provi-
sion for the arbitration was secured by Sir
John Macdonald at Washington. * When
this money was received, as I have said, one
million dollars was paid over to Newfound-
land, and it was asked if it was the inten-
tion of the Government to apply these remain-
ing $4,000,000 in the interests of the fish-
eries of Canada. Mr. Mackenzie replied em-
phatically in his place in Parliament that it
should go into the consolidated revenue of
the country and stay there, as I think the
official report of that time will show. He
was not willing to do that justice that the
people of the maritime provinces thought-
should be done to the fishermen; of Canada,
and appropriate that large sum of money in
som'e way to foster and encourage the fish-
eries of this country. However, wlhen the
Government of Sir John Macdonald came
into power they took up this question and
made an appropriation of $150,000, which
was nearly the interest on the money in the
Canadian treasury belonging to our fisher-
men, and now we have it increased to $ 160,000.
That would be four per cent. on the four
millions of dollars received from the Amer-
ican Governinent-about the amount which
the fishermen should have received from the
outset. This money belongs to the fishermen.
It was money which was received by Canada
on an arbitration of their rights and is, I
repeat, in no way a tax upon the people of
this country. That is a point that J wish
clearly understood-that we are not getting
this as a bonus out of the treasury of Canada,
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but only getting the interest on money be-
longing legitimately to the fishermen of
Canada which has been for some years in
the treasury of the Dominion.

HON. MR. DEVER-You mean the mari-
tine provinces, of course?

HON. .MR MILLER-Of course -the
deep-sea fisheries of Canada.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I do not know
that I can add anything to what my hon.
friend from Richmond has stated, but com-
ing, as I do, from a county that earns a
larger proportion of this money than any
other county in Nova Scotia, I may say I
am much obliged to my hon. friend for his
expression of the appreciation of the grant
by the Government of this money. We are
glad to know that the development of the
fisheries is so great that an increase in the
subsidy to vessels and men is necessary.
There lias been a deficiency in the amount
every year, and although this will not add to
the amount that any vessel will get, it will
not leave a deficit. It will satisfy at least
the present claims upon that fund. I will
not allude to the value of the fisheries, and,
as my hon. friend says, the legitimate rights
which they have ; but certainly it is a suni
of money which the fisheries have earned
and which they are justified in receiving.
Therefore, coming froi a county largely in-
terested in fostering that industry, I am glad
to see that the Government have incre¶sed
the bounty.

HoN. MR. REESOR-It seems to nie
that while the fisheries are a Dominion prop-
erty the proceeds and profits over and above
what the fishermen earn or the merchants
elgaged in trade of the moneys obtained
f roni the neighbouring Governnent for certain
rights that have been ceded them, and in
return for which the fishermen of the eastern
provinces get the benefit of a free market
from the United States, should go into the
Treasury of the Dominion.

HON. MR. MILLER-Hear, hear ! That
is the Liberal doctrine.

HON. MR. REESOR-Supposing that On-
tario should claim, or any other province
should claim, the right to any moneys that
accrue through negotiations with regard to

the shipment of timber or the shipment of
agricultural products, what would the mari-
time provinces say? These things all con-
tribute largely to the revenue of the Dom-
inion. They encourage an industrious popu-
lation, who pay a large share of the taxes.
The fisherien, no doubt, are a valuable
portion of the Dominion, and their products
while they supply the home consumption
and to a considerable extent are a valuable
export, I do not see that it should involve
the necessity that everything the Doùiinion
can claini from the fisheries under an arbi-
tration such as was held between Canada
and the United States should certainly go to
the fishermen of the eastern provinces for
their special benefit, as though it were not a
Dominion matter, because when the fisheries
require to be protected the Dominion is
called upon to afford that protection. If
poaching is done upon the fisheries by our
American neighbours, or by anybody else, the
Dominion Government is called upon to pro-
vide against it at a large expense every year,
and vessels are sent out to prevent it. I
cannot see the propriety of claiming all that
as necessarily the right of a portion of the
Dominion, and not common to the whole.
The Dominion not only negotiated a new
treaty which was for the benefit of all the
provinces of the Dominion, but, when a
settlenent was to be made, and it was left
to arbitration, whatever caine out of that
arbitration came to the Dominion.

HON. MR. MILLER-According to the
same reasoning, the North-West police ought
to be supported by that country out there.

HoN. MR. REESOR-I do not mean to
say that bounties ought not to be provided
for the fishernien ; encouragement ouglt to
be given to them, as to agriculture or manu-
facturers, but I do not admit that the sum
received from the United States under the
Washington Treaty should be set apart
especially for that purpose. I put it on the
ground that the general interest deiands a
proper encouragement of the fisheries, and
of our hardy seamen, so that in the event of
our requiring men to man our war ships we
would have plenty of theni. It would be
better to pay it on that principle, if bounties
are desirable, than to take a sum awarded
by an arbitration as a Dominion award, and
put it aside, and say it is to be devoted for
the special purpose of bounties for fishermen.

The motion was agreed to.
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The House resolved itself into a Coin-
mittee of the Whole on the Bill.

(In the Committee.)

HON. MR. ABBOTT-There has been a
little difficulty connected with the adminis-
tration of these bounties, arising from the
fact that there has been no authority to
administrate the oath of solenn declaration
in support of the claims ; and frauds have
been perpetrated in one or two cases on the
Depàrtment, and it was found that they
could not be punished, because the taking of
a declaration not being authorized, the per-
jury was not punishable. I propose to ask
the House to add to the Bill a clause re-
specting that, and providing for the making
of regulations as to the manner of making
applications for and adjusting these claims.
I propose to add the following as a sixth
clause to the Bill

The Governor in Council may from time to time
make such regulations as he deems necessary or expe-
dient respectng the payment of the said grant and
the manner in which applications for the saine or any
portion thereof shall be made or established, and may
require persons applying for the grant, or any portion
thereof, to verify t c aims, or any statements made
by any person in connection therewith, upon oath,
and any such regulations shall, after publication in
the Canada Gazette, have the force of law."

HoN. MR POWER-I am very glad to
hear the statement made by the hon. Pre-
mier, because I am aware that gross frauds
have been perpetrated in connection with
these fishing bounties, and I am glad to see
that the Governnent are taking steps which
will tend to diminish those frauds. I know
that the attention of the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries has been called to those cases.
I know one case where the officer who was ap-
pointed totake charge of the distribution of the
fishing bounties, in a district not veryfarfrom
Halifax, returned as the narnes of persons
entitled to the bounty those of young children,
of persons who were dead, and of persons who
were absent from the country; and this par-
ticular person happened to be a justice of the
peace for the province of Nova Scotia. A com-
plaint was made to the Local Government of
his conduct, and he was removed fron the
commission of the peace ; but I think, pro-
bably largely owing to the want of some
such provision in the law as the hon. Pre-
mier has proposed to insert in this Bill, no
steps were taken against him criminally. If
this amendment will facilitate the dealing
with cases of that sort I think it is a very
desirable thing.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I quite agree
with my hon. friend. I know of an instance
in the county from which I come where
such a thing has occurred, and I think the
provision suggested by the hon. Premier
will have the effect of preventing improper
apþlications for the bounty. I know that in
Margaret's Bay, County of Halifax, applica-
tions were made, and parties did receive
money to which they were not entitled,
through having no means of redress against
them.

The clause was agreed to.

HON. MR. MAcINNES(Burlington), from
the committee, reported the Bill with an
amendment.

The amendment was concurred in.

The Senate adjourned at 4 p.n.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, August 14th, 1891.

Tlbe SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BAIE DES CHALEURS RAILWAY.

MOTION.

ION. MR. VIDAL, from the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours, pre-
sented their Fourth Report with respect to
the action taken on the Baie des Chaleurs
Railway Company's Bill. He said: Under
the impression that it will be more satisfac-
tory to the House that I should read the
report, I will do so here:

"THE SENATE,
"COMMITTEE Roon No. 8,

" FRIDAY, 14th August, 1891.
"The Select Comnittee on Railways, Telegraphs

and Harbours, to whon, by order of your honourable
House, made on Wednesday, the 2th day of JTlY
last, was referred the Bill from the House of Con'
mons (No. 82) intituled : 'An Act respecting the
Baie des Chaleurs Railway Company,' and who, by
order of your honourable House, made on ThursdaY,
the 6th day of August instant, were empowered tO
send for such persons, papers and records as iay
from time to time be required by your committee for
the purpose of affording evidence under oath as tO
any matter arising out of the examination by youir
committee of the said Bill, beg leave to make their
Fourth Report with regard to the said Bill, as fol-
lows:-
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" That the Ontario Bank and the Eastern Town-
ships Bank, as crelitors of the insolvent estate of
Henry Macfarlane, a contractor, having a þrivileged
lien upon the railway of the said Baie des Chaleurs
Railway Company, and the curators appointed to
the said estate, have appeared before your committee
by their Counsel, Walter Barwick, Esquire, barrister-
at-law, and have opposed the passage of the said Bill
without some amendment to the eighth clause thereof,
relating to the powers of the company to issue bonds,
in order to prevent the impairment of their rights.

" That in the course of the examination by your
comnittee into this matter the said counsel stated
that he was able to prove, and would prove, that out
of certain moneys, amounting to $280,000, authorized
to be paid to the company on account of the subsidies
granted by the Province of Quebec in consideration of
the construction, completion and operation of the
Baie des Chaleurs Railway, a sum of money amount-
ing to $175,000 had been improperly retained and
improperly applied to purposes other than the con-
struction, completion or operation of the said railway,
and having no connection therewith ; that such a re-
tention and improper application of these moneys
was known to and acquiesced in by the present direc-
tors of the company ; that such retention was effected
by the intermediation of one Charles N. Armstrong,
a contiactor for building a certain portion of the
railway, who nominally received the said sum of
$175,M0 ; that the security in respect of the said lien
and the amount secured thereby has already been im-
paired by such retention and improper application of
the said sum ; and that it would not bejust or proper
to entrust further power of issuing bonds to the coi-
pany, and especially to the present directors thereof,
without some express provision for the protection of
the rights of the said estate and the said creditors
thereof. These charges were denied by the promo-
ters of the Bill and by their counsel.

" That your committee, being of opinion that the
determination of the truth of these statements made
by counsel for the opposants is material, not only to
the question whether the eighth clause of the Bill
-should be anended in order to preserve the rights of
the said estate and of the creditors thereof, but also
to the question whether other clauses of the Bill should
be adopted, especially the first clause thereof, which
declares the Baie des Chaleurs Railway to be a work
for the general advantage of Canada, have inquired
and are inquiring further into the truth of the said
statements.

" In the course of the inquiry now pending the
aforesaid Charles N. Armstrong, of the city of Mont-
real, contractor, appeared as a witness before your
committee, and was examined upon oath.
. 'During his examination on the 12th of August
mstant the witness was repeatedly asked to explain
details of the payment of certain sums of money
Which were, as he stated, paid to him at Quebec by
cheques to the total amount of $175,000, in settlement
of his account against the Baie des Chaleurs Railway
Company, and to explain what disposition he had
niade of the said cheques or of the proceeds thereof.
These questions he declined to answer, alleging as his
reasons that the questions are regarding matters which
he considers have no bearing upon the subject of
inquiry, and that the committee have no right to
inlquire into what disposition he has made of his own
Inoney.

" The witness was further examined upon oath be-
fore your committee on the 13th August instant, and
etated that he persisted in his refusal to answer the
questions put to hii upon the preceding day givingas his reasons that he was not in any way oblied to
give your committee information relating to his own
Personal affairs. And being thereupon ordered by
Your committee to answer, he persisted further in his
refusal.

" The testimony of the witness will appear more in
detail by the Exhibits hereto annexed, 'A' and 'B,'
being the Minutes of the proceedings of your com-
mittee and the shorthand writer's notes of the evi-
dence.

"Your committee being of opinion that the ques-
tions should be answered, report the refusal of the
said Charles N. Armstrong to comply with the order
of your conmittee in these particulars, and request
the action of the Senate thereon.

"All which is respectfully submitted.
"A. VIDAL,

" Chairman."

I may be permitted, in speaking of these
appendices, which are rather voluminous, to
suggest that it will probably not be necessary
or desirable to encumber our Minutes with
them. They will be printed, and appear as
appendices ; and if, as I have reason to
believe, the person who has been hitherto
reluctant to answer the questions has seen
fit to entertain a different view, and no
trouble iay be experienced, I scarcely think
it will be necessary that the appendices
should appear in our daily Minutes. I move
that the report, which I have submitted, be
adopted by the House.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. MILLER-As the House has
adopted the report and Mr. Armstrong is
now in town, perhaps it might be convenient
for him to expedite the proceedings as much
as possible. I hold in my hand a motion
ordering him to appear at the bar of the
House forthwith. If any objection is
made to that we can postpone the time
of his appearance at the bar till a fur-
ther date. I move " That Charles N. Arm-
strong, of the city of Montreal, contractor,
the witness named in the Fourth Report of
the Select Committee on Railways, Tele-
graphs and Harbours, do attend at the bar
of the Senate forthwith."

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I think it is pro-
bable that Mr. Armstrong has resisted an-
swering these questions up to the present
moment under the impression that he was
not obliged to answer them, and it is possible
that now, the order of the House having
been made that he appear for the purpose of
answering them, he may think, knowing the
opinion of the House and considering him-
self in the position of one who is ordered to
answer thein, that he would prefer to answer
before the committee, because it would be
very tedious and dragging the business along
very monotonously to conduct the exami-
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nation in the way that these examinations
are conducted at the bar of the House. It
mnight be well to ascertain whether Mr.
Armstrong, being now satistied as to the
view of the House, would answer before the
conunittee in the usual way. I understand
the committee stands adjourned until eight
o'clock this evening, and the witness might
feel disposed to give his evidence in the
usual way.

HoN. MR. MILLER-The Speaker might
state that Mr. Armstrong is permitted to
approach the bar to make a statement if he
thinks proper to do so.

THE SPEAKER-Let the Usher of the
Black Rod call Mr. Armstrong to the bar.

Mr. C. N. Armstrong being conducted to
the bar,-

THE SPEAKER said: The Senate has

a Bill for the purpose, as the title explains,
of restraining fraudulent marking. It has
more especial reference to the adulteration
of white lead. This is an article very much
in use amongst farmers and men who are not
skilled in the trade of painting, and in the
respect of which they are frequeintly very
much imposed upon. Alnost every farmer,
when he cones in for his supplies, takes out
with him a small keg of white lead. It is
useful for very many purposes, and the pur-
chaser has no certainty of knowing f rom the
brand, or any indication about the package,
that he is really getting white lead, and not
some spurious compound. Many adulterated
articles are sold to him as white lead whic-h
possess few qualities of the genuine article.
The object of this Bill is to compel manufac-
turers to put on the cask a word which indi-
cates that the article is pure, if it be pure or
genuine, and to punisb him if be puts it there
falsely.

decided that you should appear at the bar HON. MR. POWER-This Bil dues nut
of this House and answer the questions appear to be a very important une, and its
which were put to you before the coin- object may seer to be a very laudable one,
mittee. A remark has been made that, but it is a Bil which opens the door tu a very
after this decision, you might be willing to considerable change in the conct of husi-
answer these questions before the comnittee ness throughout the country. We have laws
instead of at the bar of the House. Have which provide a penalty for the adulteration
you any remarks to make or answer to give? of food. Such laws are perfectly proper and

necessary, but with respect to merchandise
Mr. ARMSTRONG-I am still of the opinion generally, things which (Io not directly affect

that I should not be called upon to answer the bodies and bealtb of the people, we have
questions relating to matters of a personal not heretofore had any such legisiation as
nature, but after the resolution which has this. We do not provide any penalty for
just been passed in this House I will no the fraudulent rarking of clothing or other
longer refuse to answer the questions. I am goods of that sort. We leave the buverS
prepared to answer them before the con- of such articles to ascertain for theni-
nittee or here, as the bause may desire. selves whether they are genuine or other-

wise. m think it is a rather serious ste,
HO-N. MR. MJLLER-J bove that the wit- for Parlianient to take to bein the prac-

iiess bave leave to withdraw. 1 tbink it tice of taking care of buyers. I du not,
woulc be well to let the Order of the say it is a step in the wrong ibectioi,
buse stand, and 1 will move for its dis- but stili it is a serious o>ne. Hoiu. gentle-
charge on Monday, if the witness coinply men will notice, if they look at this Bih,
with the instructions of the ouse. that it doues not provie that the articls

The motion wvas agreed to, and the witness shahl be niarked in any way. It siirnplY
was allowed to withdraw. prvides penalties for marking articles in ,

certain way. Now, I aui inforied, with'
respect to tis particular article of wht
lea ry, that there is a brand calledrchane

SECOND READING. w tich is now in the trade and recognizect
ant with wich people engaged in the bu

HON. MR. ABBOTT nioved tbe second ness are fadiiar. Altbough it is nut abso
reading of Bill (140) "An Act in restraint lutely genuine, still the article is known, and
of Fraudulent Marking." He said: This is people in the business know to buat exten
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it is adulterated and what they are getting.
That is one point which we should consider.
Then there is another point, which is more
important, which is set out in the third clause
of the Bill as follows:-

"The Governor in Council may add any articles to
the schedule of this Act, and determine the standard
of purity therefor, and may renove any articles from
the said schedule ; and the Order in Council in that
behalf shall be published in four successive issues of
the Canada Gazette, after which it shall have like effect
as if such articles had been included in the said original
schedule."

That practically leaves the door open to the
Governor in Council to deal with all articles
which are sold in the market. I am not
saying whether this is a wise policy or not,
but it is new, and it indicates a very marked
(leparture from the course of business which
has been in existence in English-speaking
countries for several hundreds of years. If
everything is to be sold with a State guar-
antee, it alters the course of business alto-
gether.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I do not know
that there is any article of commerce so
generally used throughout the country as
'vhite lead in which so inany frauds are
practised. In a great many places an article
nMade of barytes is sold which they call
white lead. It does not contain a particle
of white lead. Then there are other adulter-
ations. They sell a paint that looks very
vell, but if applied to the outside of a build-
ing it can be rubbed off like witewash within
a year. The Government deserve to be coin-
Inlended for bringing in this Bill.- It will
Prevent a great many honest people from
being deceived and cheated who could not
be So easily defrauded ini many other things.
There are very few people who have an
1itimate knowledge of white lead or know
the genuine article. They have to trust en-
tirely to the honesty of the men from whom
they purchase to get the proper article. There
is no better way of protecting the public
thai by imposing heavy penalties for adul-
terating white lead without marking it
cadulterated." It is at least a step in the
right direction, though a short one, and if
the Government see fit, to add other articles
tO the list of those which should be marked
I think they will deserve commendation. I
hOPe they will take further steps to prevent
frauds upon the public, such as have been
1erpetrated, even though such frauds have
been practised for hundreds of years. It is

only of late years that white lead has been
so extensively adulterated, and I am pleased
to think that the Government have intro-
duced this measure of protection. For a
little Bill, I do not know of one that we.
have passed this year that will do more good
to the public.

HON. MR. McCLELAN-I agree witlh
the hon. gentleman from Alma. I <do not
know how far this Bill will met the object
intended, but if it does require the manu-
facturers of white lead to mark on the
outside of the cask whether the article they
sell is genuine or not it will confer a great
benefit on the trade of the country. For
many years it has been the custom in the
trade to mark white lead one degree higher
in quality than it really is. When in Lon-
don a few years ago I was informed by
dealers in this article that they had been in
the habit of receiving orders f rom Canadian
traders-and I speak it with sorrow-with
definite instructions to mark the article one
degree higher than it was sold for in the
city of London. Having been informed of
that fact, and knowing that it was the case,
from my experience later on, I think that
this legislation is in the right direction.
When country dealers or farmers go to the
city to buy white lead and purchase what
is represented as a pure article they get No.
2 lead, under the mark " No. 1." If that
marking has been done in the old country, or
whe-re this lead is purchased, I hardly see
how this legislation would meet the case. It
would be impossible to punish the markers,
those who put the particular designation on
the cask, and I do not know how that fraud
would be reached. I have not had an oppor-
tunity of examining the Bill minutely, but I
have no doubt the explanation will show
how that particular kind of fraud can be
restrained. I quite agree that some measure
of this kind relating to this very article is
required. The legislation is entirely in the
right dire'tion to prevent people being de-
ceived or compelled to pay their money for
articles which they are really not receiving.

HON. MR. DEVER-I have not the slight-
est doubt-that the Governnent, as a whole,
has a good intention in this matter, and I
believe that several members of the Govern-
ment, if they understood the question, could
be depended on for good legislation ; but it is
my opinion that this idea originates in one
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department of this Government. That
department I have watched with a good deal
of care for a great many years, and I have
always found that they are ready at every
meeting of Parliament to ask for some silly
interference with trade. They are perpet-
ually moving in that direction, and it is now
a recognized fact aniongst traders that there
is no permanence in the laws regulating trade,
so far' as they originate in that Department.
Now, with reference to the adulteration of
food, we are all opposed to it, but we must
take a practical view of the subject. I have
known an article to be sold under the nane
of "Londonwhite lead," and itcanbe purchas-
ed to-day as Brandram's No. 1 London white
lead. There is no more adulteration about it
than there is about a sovereign. Every body
who uses it knows that thoroughly, but of
course there are inferior brands of all kinds of
goods, and ive can only look to the
dealers for our protection. We should deal
only with a reliable class of men, and then
we will have perfect safety. It is absurd to
suppose that a few inspectors going around
the country can protect the public from
what is known as adulteration in the several
branches of business. In my opinion, it is
simply wasting money to appoint these men.
We know that many articles of merchan-
dise have been suspected of being adulte-
rated, and on inspection have turned out
after all to be pure. From the returns, it
is shown that in St. John and Halifax,
where many extensive examinations' were
made, only two cases of adulteration are
supposed to have taken place at all. I feel
that while there might be an inspection, it
is doubtful whether the general Government
are the right parties to inspect. In my
opinion the local authorities are best fitted
for it. The people know them, and have
their eyes on them. At all events, it would
not cost so much as it costs this country for
the present systen of inspection, which does
not amount to much. With regard to the
adulteration of certain spices and food,
I think it is well that frauds in that direc-
tion should be looked after. Tea, also,
is becoming an article that is more or
less adulterated, but white lead and other
articles which come under this Bill do not,
in my opinion, require inspection. The
people look to the parties from whom they
purchase the goods. For instance, wine is
branded. We know that when we want a
good article of wine we have to purchase

one of a certain brand. We know that it
cannot be adulterated. I do not think, for
instance, that the lager beer manufactured
by the Minister of Agriculture could be very
well adulterated. His character for reli-
ability is established, and in a short time, if
any one attempted to adulterate his lager
beer, we know what the consequences would
be. It is so with other articles. Take
champagne, for instance. We know there
are special names and marks of the several
houses, and to interfere with those is a
felony. I do not think, viewing the matter
all round, that it is very essential to have
these special officers to look after these mat-
ters, and, as a fact, I think the offices are
created generally for the purpose of giving
people situations, more than for anything
else.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-My hon. friend
has shown by his own statement to-day that
it is necessary to have inspection. He has
told us that in the city of St. John, where
foods are inspected, there are very few adul-
terations. That is the result of vigorous and
zealous inspection. But for that, adulter-
ations would be as numerous now as they
were years ago. I know there was a time,
not nany years ago, when you could not
depend upon the purity of anything in the
way of food, or even liquors, that were pur-
chased in the stores.

HON. MR. DEVER-Thirty years agO
there was less adulteration in liquors than
there isr now.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-My hon. frielnd
must know that even in his own business
there were numerous adulterations.

HON. MiR. DEVER-I know nothingo0
the kind.

HON. MR. KAULBACH--He must kno<
that sugar and liquors were adulterated, and
were not what vendors represented thei t"
be. I contend, although this is outside Of
the subjects which have been inspected, that
white lead is an article that should be 10
spected. From my own knowledge, and fro
the annoyances J have personally experience
in the use of this article, I feel that t
should be inspected. The question in "y
mind is, whether the inspection should b
confined to white lead. There are mano
other kinds of paints that shòuld be put 0o
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the list. It is a movement in the right
direction, and I believe it will tend to furnish
purchasers of the article some guarantee
that it is of value.

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

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (156) "An Act further to amend 'The
Customs Act.'" (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (1577) "An Act to amend ' The Petro-
leuni Inspection Act.'" (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (152) " An Act to amend Cap. 96 of
the Revised Statutes, intituled: -An Act to
encourage the development of the Sea Fish-
eries and the building of Fishing Vessels.'"
(Mr. Abbott.)

The Senate adjourned at 4 p.m.

TIIE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, August 17th, 1891.

TE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
e'lock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

ALBERT RAILWAY COMPANY.

ENQUIRY.

lIoN. MR. McCLELAN rose to,

tCall the attention of the Governinent to the fact
tat a loan of $15,000 was made by the Govern-
4ent in 1886 to the Albert Railway Company for
Za specific purposes, among which wae tbe1 >nYflit of $4,836, then due t he labourers and
%Ployés for wages, which sum has not been 80

D; and enquire what action, if any, the Govern-

ment propose to take to investigate the matter,
with a view to the adjustinent of said claims as
provided for by the loan aforesaid.

He said: In 1886 the Albert Railway,
which I may say had never been built up
to the proper standard, became unusually
impaired, and the employés were not paid.
Some six months of their wages were un-
paid. The memberrepresenting the County
of Albert in another place urged the Gov-
0 nment to make a loau, inasmuch as the
road was in a sort of transition state. The
bonds had been sold in England for quite a
large sum of money and the interest guar-
anteed for five years. At the end of that
time it was understood that it would come
into the possession of the bondholders, as
it did do, and the consequence was it was
simply run by a nominal board of direc-
tors. The machinery of the company was
kept up and the road was run as best it
could be, very poorly, with the result that
the employés on the road were not paid
their wages. A loan of $15,000 was made
in that year for certain specific purposes.
To verify that, I may read some little cor-
respondence that I had with the gentleman
who then represented the county. On
14th November, 1889, I wrote to him as
follows:

"JOHN WALLACE, Esq.

"DEAR ýgR,-You are aware that the worknien
upon the Xlbert Railway were not paid their back
wages out of the loan of $15,000, and that they,
especially those with families to support, have seri-
ously suffered therefrom. Will you kindly state. as
you did to me at the time the loan was placed in the
Estimates, that such was the primary object of the
Parliament, and that you believe the money has not
been so appropriated. There is yet a balance, I be-
lieve, of over $1,000 not drawn, and if even this could
be got and distributed it would be a partial relief.
Your reply, stating these facts, may be useful in get-
ting the rights of the employés recognized in some
way."

To this he replied:

"DEAR SIR,-In reply to your letter of the 4th in-
stant? I beg to state that the loan of $15,000 by the
Dominion Goverument to the Albert Railway was
made to pay the back wages then due the workmen
on the road, and build two small bridges between
Hillsboro' station and Hopewell. In all the inter-
views I had with the Minister of Railways, when ne-
gotiating the loan, no other purpose by which the
money should be expended was named."

I read this correspondence to show what
was really the intention in making the loan
at that period. Also, I may state that the
Government, for greater security, at that
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time took a mortgage on the railway for
the repayment of this loan. I hold in my
hand a certified copy of that mortgage. It
stipulates for certain improvements to be
made on the road, but the first thing to be
done with the money was to pay "$4,836
on account of the amount now due labour-
ers immediately after the execution of this
agreement, etc."

HON. MR. POWER-What is the date
of that agreement ?

HON. MR. McCLELAN-It is dated the
19th October. 1886. I refer to that clause
to show that the Government took every
pains possible to ensure the payment of
the labourers-that their intention was that
this sum should be a first lien. The em-
ployés naturally expected to derive some
benefit from that loan, but they have been
doomed to disappointment. It is plain that
nearly $4,000, which was appropriated for
the purpose of paying the men who
worked hard to earn it, has never been
given to them. They waited anxiously for
about two years, in the hope that the man-
ager representing the company in the
county would settle those claims. Finding
that he would not do so, they brought
suit against the company, but in the inte-
rim the Albert Railway Company had
placed itselfin such a position th4 it was
not responsible, so that the clai mis they
might have received by an action of law
if this loan had not been made they lost by
lapse of time. In confirmation or the fact
that they have not been paid, I have here
the certificate of the clerk of the peace of
the County of Albert, showing that judg-
ments were taken by the employés in July,
1888. According to the certificate of the
clerk, they have never been satisfied, so that
these poor men not only lost their proper
share of the loan that was made, but they
have been subjected to annoyance and
costs. What has become of the money is
what I am anxious to learn. I bring no
charge against anybody: I am not even in
a position to know to whom the money
was paid by the Government. These com-
panies or corporations,it is said, are bodies
without souls, and that may be the case.
It would be well to know, at any rate, the
name of the individual who absolutely
drew this money from the Government,
and I think it would not be a difficult
matter to trace through him exactly how

the money was diverted from its original
intention and purpose. It seems an ex-
ceedingly hard thing that money earned
this way by people-in very poor circum-
stances should be so diverted. I have no
doubt myself that those who received
this advantage are well-to-do people. I
am not in a position to say who they
were, and I do not know where the money
went, but I feel it my duty, as a member
of this House, to bring the matter before
the Government. It may be asked why I
did not do it before. It has come to my
knowledge that in another place it has
been brought up and reference made to it,
and I am informed that the gentleman who
represents the county in another place
has pressed for payment of these claims
to some extent. I would not perhaps
have brought this question up here at
all, but I was emboldened to do it
from the expression used by the hon. Pre-
mier the other day, when he stated it was
his determination-and I was exceedingly
glad to hear it-to facilitate in every pos-
sible way the searching out of fraud or
peculation in the handling of public
moneys. Hearing that expression, it gave
me great hope that this matter, though
not one involving a large sum, would
certainly receive his immediate attention
and consideration, and I am convinced
that if the hon. Premier will take it in
hand and endeavour to ascertain where this
money went to-because it has gone into a
wrong channel-if he undertakes it with
his usual energy and ability, in accordance
with the determination that he has ex-
pressed, these poor men even yet will get
this .money which rightly belongs to then.
That is al perhaps that I need say with
reference to explaining the statement
that I have made here. I am not now
casting any censure on the Govern ment or
anyone connected with the loan, but .
say it would have been a fortunate thing
for these men, a prudent thing, at all
events, if in issuing the first warrant
provision had been made for it and vouchers
required before the issue of the next war-
rant. The very first warrant that Was
issued on account of this loan was for
$4,836, for the express purpose of paying
these men their back wages, so that we not
only have it in the application that Wa'
made to the Government and specified in
the mortgage which they took to secure
the loan, and which they recorded in the
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records of the county, but they also state
it in the statement of the warrant that they
issued to cover that particular amount, so
that undoubtedly, from every evidence,
that was the primary object of the Govern-
ment, as the member for the county says
it was his primary object to see that tbese
men were paid.

1-ON. MR. ABBOTT-So far from sup-
posing my hon. friend had any motive in
this matter whatever hostile to the Gov-
ernment, I think he deserves great credit
for having taken so much trouble to look
up this matter in the interests of these
poor labourers, who he thinks have not

een paid, but who should have been paid
five years ago. I noticed my hon. friend's
question on the Paper, and took some little
trouble tc investigate the matter, with the
view that he gives me credit for; but as far
as any record which the Government bas
is concerned, I do not see anything more
that can be done ; and I will be glad to
receive any suggestion from my hon.
friend that would be practicable, if the
men have not been really paid. It appears
that in 1886 a sum of $15,000 was voted
by the Government. It is called a subsidy,
but is declared to be in the nature of a
loan, to be repaid at such time as the Gov-
erument may appoint. There is nothing
said about wages to be paid ; but I make
nO point on that. It is enacted that there is
granted to the Albert Railway Company for
their railway from Salisburyto Hopewell,in
New Brunswick-which is a feeder.to the
Intercolonial Railway-in the form of a
loan, repayable at such time and secured
il such a manner as the Governor in Coun-
cil may determine, the sum of $15,000. It
a)pears, however, that subsidy was intend-
ed )artly to pay the men and partly to be
applied to complete the road; and the
Government determined that it should be
secured by mortgage, and the mortgage is
executed for that sum. In the mortgage
lhe sum of $4,836 is declared to be payable
tO the company for the purpose of paying
the men's wages. I think that is the ]an-
guage of the agreement containing provi-
siOn for the payment of these men. It
declared that the mortgage is made for
$15,000, whereof $4,836 is first to be
paid to the company on account oj
Wages, and the balance on the certifi-
cate of the engineer as the work proceeds.
This mortgage is dated 19th October. The

Government received it from Mr. Cowan,
president of the company, immediately or
shortly after the execution ofit; and in the
same month, i think within a day or two
of the 19th of October, Mr. Bradley, secre-
tary of the Department of Railways and
Canals, writes to the president of the com-
panyfromwhom he received the mortgage,
acknowledging its reception, and enclosing
the first payment of $4,836, which he
informs the president is for the purpose of
paying the wages, as stated in the mort-
gage. On the 2nd November the presi-
dent acknowledges receipt of the money
by a letter which I hold in my hand.
So that it appears plain that without the
loss of a moment the $4,836 was remitted
to the company, as required by the mort-
gage; and if there has been a failure of
payment since it is not in any respect the
fault of the Government. Then, with re-
spect to the balance that has been paid
from time to time on the certificate of the
engineer, the total amount paid amounts to
$14,725.56. There seems to have been
$74.44 unexpended. That is the exact
state of the matter, as the books of the
department show. I do not know exactly
who the president of the company is, but
I presume he is answerable for his doings,
and those who are interested in seeing
these poor men paid should, I think, ascer-
tain from him how it is that they have
not been paid. If the Government can be
of any assistance in compelling payment,
I tell my hon. friend at once that we shall
be most happy to act in any way that
would be practicable and right for that
purpose.

HoN. MR.' POWER-I think that the
answer of the leader of the Government
can hardly be deemed very satisfactory.
Here is a subsidy granted by the Dominion
Parliament, which was to be used in part
for the very propér purpose of paying
those workmen. It was the duty of the
Government, when the grant had been
made, to see that that grant was devoted
to the purpose for which it was intended.
But now,after the lapse of five years,we have
the Government expressing a sort of gen-
tlemanly regret that the money did not
reach the purpose for which it was infended,
and telling us that they are willing to
assist anyone who takes an interest in
these workmen to ferret out what bas
become of the money. If there ever was
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a case in which it was the duty of the
Government to stir themselves and find
out where money had gone, this is the
case. It is not a subsidy granted by the
Province of New Brunswick. I could
understand, even under the present cir-
cumstances, the generous interest that
would be shown by the leader of the
Government in that case. But this is a
subsidy granted by the Dominion Parlia-
ment, which was completely under the
control of the Govern ment, and was a grant
for the express purpose of paying these
labourers.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I beg my hon.
friend's pardon. It was not for the ex-
press purpose of paying these labourers ; it
was granted under a mortgage deed, for
the purpose of paying it to the company,
that they might pay their labourers. That
was the expression in the mortgage deed.

HON. MR. POWER-That is a distinc-
tion without any difference. The money
was granted by the Dominion Govern ment
for the purpose of enabling the company
to pay their workmen; and it was the
duty of this Government to see that the
workmen were paid, and that the money
was not diverted to any other purpose.
The mortgage I consider of very little
value, for the mortgage to the Govern-
ment was subsequent to a mortgage to the
bondhclders. If there ever was a case
where the Governmont should have been
watchful over the expenditure of public
money it was in this particular instance.
The name of the Albert County Railway
Company is as well known in the Lon-
don money market as in' Canada.
The road was bonded for a large sum of
money by a number of gentlemen high in
the councils of the Conservative party in
New Brunswick, and the money which
was borrowed did not go into the road, but,
as I am informed, went into the pockets of
those prominent gentlemen ; and the
Government, knowing the record of the
company, should have been exceedingly
watchful that the money intended for the
payment of these labourers should not
have gone as the moneys of' the English
bondholders went; and I think the Gov-
ernment, in not doing that, were guilty of
a grave dereliction of duty. The mortgage
was subsequent to the mortgage of the
English bondholders, and that mortgage

bas been foreclosed, and the road is now
in the hands of a totally different people;
but it is not too late for the leader of the
Government to see that the determination
which he expressed here the other day,
that enquiries should be prosecuted where
fraud and defalcation are charged, whether
the offenders be high or low, rich or poor,
should be carried out; and I had supposed
that the hon. leader of the Government
would have said, as a matter of course, that
it was the intention of the Government tq
see that immediate and searching enquiry
would be made, and to cause the guilty
party to be brought to justice. Instead of
that, we have a rather discouraging, but
exceedingly gentlemanly, reply, that the
Government will assist anyone interested
in making enquiry.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-This indignation
on the part of my hon. friend must have
been pumped up because of something
else besides this case : there is not the
slightest justification, in the facts of this
case, for any one of the charges the hon.
gentleman has brought against the Gov-
ernment; and my lion. friend's reasons
for making them seem to me to be just as
extraordinary as bis indignation. In the
first place, the money was not granted to
pay the men.

HloN. MR. POWER-Tlien why did the
Government not pay the men ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The money was
granted to the Albert Railway Company,
so that the grant was not made to pay the
men in the first place. In the mortgage
there was a provision made with reference
to the men. But my hon. friend says the
mortgage is of no consequence at all.

HON. MR. POWER--I said it was of no
value, as it came after the mortgage 10
the bondholders.

HON. MR. MILLER-I rise to a question
of order. There is no hon. gentleman who
addresses this House more frequently than
the hon. gentleman from Halifax, and he
is listened to always with attention. It is
a rare occurrence that a member on the
other side of the House gets up to speak
that the hon. gentleman from Halifax does
not interrupt him. In proof of this asser-
tion, I ask hon. gentlemen to take up the
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Sonate Debates and look over them, and
they w.l find that there is hardly an occa-
sion that a member on the other side of
the House gets up to speak that the hon.
gentleman from Halifax does not cut his
speech in two or three pieces by interrup-
tions of this sort. Look at the hon. gen-
tleman's own speeches, and you will find
that it is a rare thing whon he is so inter-
rupted himself. The other day the Prime
Minister was speaking for fifteen minutes,
or a shorter time. I find his speech is eut
in two places by interruptions by the hon.
gentleman from Halifax. The hon. mem-
ber addressed the House bore for five or
ten minutes on this question, and no one
interrupted him; the Prime Minister did
not interrupt him, although ho says that
the hon. gentleman misrepresented the
case in almost every sentence.

HoN. MR. O'DONOHOE-What is the
question of order ?

HoN. MR. POWER-1I hope that the
hon. gentleman feels relieved after this
little lecture.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
from Halifax says the mortgage bas no
bearing on this question at all, and is of
no importance. But in reality the agree-
ment of mortgage is the only thing which
provides for the payment of these men.
There is not a word in the Act about it,
only in the agreement. I have already
stated what the mortgage does provide,
namely, that there shall first be paid to
the company the sum of $4,836 on account
of wages due the workmen. That is the
only obligation there Is on the part of the
Government at all-that is to say, to pay
" $4,836 " te the con pany on account of
the amount now due labourers, " immedi-
ately after the execution of this agree-
ment." That is the only undertaking
that the Government entered into, and
that undertaking was to pay the amoiínt
to the company immediately after the
execution of the agreement. Where was
the obligation on the Government to
follow that money and to pay these
labourers ? There is nothing of that in
any of the documents. This was the sum
Which the Government really were to pay
to the company. The company owed the
labourers $4,836, and they wanted $10,000
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more to. finish their road. The Govern-
ment granted $15,000 for these two pur-
poses-one to pay the labourers, and the
other to finish the road. I do not know
whether Mi. Cowan bas paid this money
to the men or not. I do not know whether
my hon. frie id knows. I do not know by
what sort of reasoning or what lino of
thought my hon. friend from Halifax bas
come to the conclusion that I am bound, or
that the Government is bound, by the
declaration which I made the other day,
and which I am prepared to repeat at any
moment-that I am bound to follow Mr.
Cowan, the president of this company, and
find out whether the company did pay
those debts. I have nothing to do with
that company ; the Government has
nothing to do with the company, the only
thing the Government had to do with that
company was to give the money to them
that was voted to them by Parliament, and
if the company did not pay the money to
the labourers the Government is not respon-
sible for it. I certainly know nothing at all
about it, and consequently am not compe-
tent to say whether the Albert Railway
Company has become bankrupt or not,
but what I have enquired about, and what
I have satisfied myself about, is this, that
the Government bas done what it bound
itself to do by that mortgage, and if any-
body is to blame for the men not being
paid, and I do not know whether the men
have been paid or not-but if Mr. Cowan
bas not paid this $4,836 over to the men.
I suppose ho can be punished for it, and
that he is good for it and it can be got
from him. I never heard the man's name
before, and I do net know anything about
it; but I repeat that every obligation
which the Government assumed in con-
nection with the money granted to the
Albert Railway they performed, and if
this railway company have not performed
their duty there is a mode of making
them do so, and it does net fall, it seems
to me, within the province cf the Govern-
ment. The Government has no control
over Mr. Cowan ; I have no control over
him. He can be made to do bis duty, if
ho has not done it, by process of law,
which eau ho enforced by any interested
party; but certainly the Government are
not open to any reproach or any accusa-
tion of having neglected their duty in
respect to this money.

449



The Fisheries Act [SENATE] Amendment Bill.

THE FISHERIES ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (122) " An Act to further
amend the Fisheries Act, Cap. 95, Revised
Statutes." He said: This is a Bill for the
purpose of preventing the destruction ofour
fish by a practice which has prevailed to
such an extent on the coast south of us as to
practically destroy the coast fishing there
altogether. It is to prevent or punish
severely the use of a class of nets known as
purse-seins. These pur-se-seins, I am told,
are nets of an immense size, in which
every fish within a large area is gathered
up out of the sea, and these fish which are
useful for commerce are taken out of the
net and cured, and the remainder of them
are dertr'oyed. Gentlemen from the ma-
ritime provinces know better than I what
this means, but I understand that is the
difficulty. The effect of the use of these
purse-seines has been to destroy fishing
entirely on the south of our coast, and
although the practice does not prevail to
such an extent on our coast, it is held
that it should be prevented, and the use
of such nets severely punished. The ob-
ject of this Bill is to provide a pun-
ishment for the use of such seines.
Hon. gentlemen will see that the penalties
are heavy. For each offence the penalty
is not less than $50 and not exceeding
$500, together with the confiscation of the
vessel, boat and apparatus used in the
catching. I understood from the hon. gen-
tleman from Halifax that he desired to say
something on this subject, and I have had
a conversation with him about it, the dis-
cussion being in the direction of endeavou-
ing to modify, to some extent, the penalties,
and to change the tribunal to which appli-
cation should be made to enforce them.
But I have discussed the matter with the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, and it
does not appear that it would be prudent
or expedient to relax these penalties, or to
soften the rigor of the procedure that is
intended to be applied to the people who
use these illegal nets. For that reason, J
ask the House to have the Bill read the
second time in its present condition.

HON. MR. POWER-Strictly speaking, I
suppose I should not oppose the Bill at
this particular stage, because I am in favour

of putting a stop to the piactice known
as purse-seining; but that is not the whole
of this Bill. While it is in one sense the
most essential part of it, still the other
portions are so remarkable that they be-
come almost ofequal consequence. The first
clause of the Bill prohibits the use of purse-
seines altogether. I do not find any fault
with that; although, on referring to the
Report of the Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries for last year, I find that it was not
suggested in that report that the use of
purse-seines should be absolutely foibidden.
The recommendation made by Comman-
der Gordon and sone other subordinate
officers of the Fisheries Departnent was
that purse-seining should be forbidden up
to a certain time of the year, so as to allow
the fish to spawn before being taken ; and
I understand that that is the law which has
been adopted in the United States. In that
country the use of purse-seines is forbidden
in a roundabout way,by an enactmentwhich
forbids the bringing into the United States
of mackerel caught before the lst of June,
the reason being that on the coasts of the
United States the spawning season is sup-
posed to be over by the lst of June.
Reference to the Fisheries Report for last
year will show that on our coasts the
spawning season ends considerably later,
and the officiais recommend that, as to the
Atlantie coast of Nova Scotia, purse-seining
should be forbidden up to the lst of July,
and that in the Gulf of St. Lawrence it
should be forbidden until the middle of
July or the lst of' August, I have forgotten
which. However, this Bill goes a great
deal further than the recommendation of
the officers of the department. I presume
that the Minister on making further en-
quiry has ascertained that the most judi-
cious course would be to prohibit purse-
seining altogether ; and I am not prepared
to find any fault with his decision. Now,
there are two or three things to be borne in
mind with respect to this matter. In the first
place, a numberof persons in the lower pro-
vinces own purse-seines. Those seines a-e
very expensive; and the first effect of this
Bill when it becomes law will be to render
ail that property valueless. Then this is
a new offence. If hon. gentlemen will look
at the 14th section of the Fisheries Act, tO
which the fiist clause of this Bill adds a
15th sub-section, it will be found that this
section of the Fisheries Act sets out a
number of things which shall not be,
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allowed. If this Bill had gone no further
than simply to add a 15th sub-section, I
for one should not have said a single word
about it; but it goes a great deal further
than that. The 18th section of the Fish-
eries Act provides that, except as therein
otherwise provided, everyone who violates
any provision of that Act, or of the regula-
tions under it, shall be liable to a penalty
not exceeding $20 and costs, and in default
of payment to imprisonment for a term not
exceeding one month, and not less than
eight days; and any Fisheries official
or justice of the peace may grant a
warrant of distress for the amount of
such penalty and costs; but whenever it
appears to the satisfaction of the justice
of the peace or fisheries officer that the
offence was committed in ignorance of the
law, or that because of the poverty of the
defendant the penalties would be excessive,
a discretionary power may be exercised.
The 4th sub-section of that section provides
that a moiety of the penalty levied under
this Act shall belong to Her Majesty and
the other moiety shall be paid to the pro-
secutor, not being a fisheries officer,
together with the costs. If a fisheries
official is the informer the whole shall
belong to Her Majesty. Now, let us loQk
at the way this new offence is dealt with:
intstead of the penalty not exceeding $20,
we have a penalty of not less than $50 and
not exceeding $500, and not only that, but
the confiscation of the vessel, boat and
apparatus used in such catch. The schoo-
ners which carry these purse-seines are
very valuable vessels; many of them are
Worth five or six thousand dollars each,
and some of them I understand are worth
ten thousand dollars. Here, instead of
the old penalty of $20, you provide
a penalty of not less that $50 and not ex-
ceeding $500, and the forfeiture of the
vessel and ber boat, and all lier apparatus.
And who forfeits the vessel ? The law
which I have read shows that a vessel
mnay be forfeited by any magistrate along
the shore or by the fisheries officia him-
self. The old law contained a provision
With respect to penalties which I think a
very proper one-half the penalty goes
to the Government in any case, and the
other half goes to the informer, if the
informer or prosecutor be not a fisheries
Official; if he be a fisheries officer, whose
duty it is to enforce the law without any
reward, he gets nothing, and the whole of the
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penalty goes to Her Majesty. The second
clause of this Bill repeals that altogether,
not only as to the offence dealt with in the
first clause of the Bill, but as to ail the
others, and provides that half the pecuni-
ary penalty levied under this Bill shall
belong to Her Majesty and the other
moiety to the prosecutor. So, no matter
whether the prosecutor is a fisheries
officer or not, for every offence against
the Fisheries Act, including this one,
the informer gets half the penalty.
I think we have carried that prin-
ciple far enough in applying it under
the Customs Act, without extending it to
the case of fishing vessels. Hon. gentlemen
will see that those valuable vessels are
liable to be forfeited at the instance of a
petty fisheries officer, or possibly of an
exceeding ly ignorant magistrate on our
shores. The House will see the opportu-
nities that are open there to foui play,
when a reward of that sort is offered to
induce men to secure convictions. If a
collision takes place between two vessels,
if a merchant has a claim against a vessel,
as to which there is no question of doubt
whatever, it cannot be dealt with in that
summary way. He has to go into the
Admiralty Court, and the question is tried
out according to the rules of law; but here
the property of the citizen is liable to be
taken away, practically without any trial
at ail, and then in case the party is dissatis-
fied his appeal is only to the Minister. The
experience in the case of appeals to the
Minister of Customs has gone to show that
appeals to the Minister from the acts of his
subordinate officers are not likely t result
satisfactorily to the appellants. This pro-
vision with respect to the modo of condemn-
ing the vessel is repugnant to every feeling
of liberty and common sense. The Great
Charter, which is supposed to be the found-
ation of English liberty, makes provisions,
which are violated by this Bill, that a
man's property shall not be taken from him
except by due course of law or by the
judgment of his peers. It was never
contemplated that any petty king's officer
could seize a man's property and confiscate
it, and that the only appeal should be to
the king himself. That is what the subject
will have to face under this Bill when it
becomes law. It is not necessary to call
the attention of the hon. leader of the
House to the fact that in the Declaration of
Rights made at the time of the Revolution
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in 1689-90 there was a provision against
cruel and unusual punishments. To forfeit
a vessel worth $10,000 for perhaps an
involuntary violation of the law, and to do
that at the instance of an ignorant official,
is certainly a cruel and unusual punish-
ment, and contrary to the spirit of the
British constitution altogether. What
is likely to happen ? We cannot deal
with vessels fishing outside of the 3-mile
limit. This Bill deals only with purse-
seining inside of the 3-mile limit. That
limit is not staked off in such a way that
the territory which comes under our jur-
isdiction is clearly distinguished from that
which does not belong to us. A Nova
Scotia, or New Brunswick, or Prince Ed-
ward Island schooner catching mackerel
may happen to drift within the limit, and
if she does that vessel is liable to confisca-
tion and its owner to a penalty of $500,
at the will of a fisheries officiai, who gets
half the pecuniary penalty, or of an infor-
mer who gets balf the penalty, and of a
magistrate who knows nothing of legal
procedure. I cannot understand how an
experienced lawyer, a man bred in the
traditions of our law, liké the Premier of
this Government, could consent to such a
Bill as this. It may be thought that I
have gone a little too far, but 1 shall refer
to two or three passages in the Report of the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries for this
year to justify myself. In the Report, at
page 71, the Deputy Minister says:

"To take any action looking to a restriction upon
Canadian vessels in the use of purse-seines, while
those of the United States continue fishing operations
therewith, would be manifestly unjust, and it was
therefore deemed expedient to seek joint action on the
part of the Governments of the United States and of
Canada, having in view the abrogation of this mode
of fishing, to whichlmay be directly traced the well
nigh destruction of our valuable nackerel fishery."

It does not appear, it has not been stated
by the Minister, that that agreement has
been reached with the United States. If
the authorities of the neighbouring Repu b-
lic had agreed that they would not allow
their citizens to use purse seines in any
waters, and if a sort of international con-
vention had been made with respect to the
fisheries in the Gulf of St. Lawrence and
on the Atlantic coast of Canada, such as
exists with regard to the North Sea in
Europe, then I should not so much quarrel
with the provisions of this Bill ; but even
then the penalties imposed would be enor-
mous. They have legislated against this

practice of purse-seining in some of the
neighbouring States. At page 73 of this
same Report I find the following:-

" The Legislature of the State ôf Maine seemed to
be fully alive to the baneful effects of this destructive
method of fishing, for in the year 1883 that body passed
an Act for the protection of migratory fis., prohi-
biting the use of the purse and drag-seines for taking
mackerel within any bay or inlet, not more than two
miles wide, under a maximum penalty of s200 (Rer.
Statutes of Maine, '83, sec. 17, c. //), p. 373), and later
on, in 1885, this Act was ainended to include bays
three miles wide, and the extreme penalty increased
to $500, making the statute read as follows:-

" 'Sec. 17. The taking of mackerel, herring, sliad,
porgies or menhaden, and the fishing therefor by the
use of purse and drag-seines, is prohibited in all sniall
bays, inlets, harbours or rivers, where any entrance
to the same, or any part thereof, from land to land, is
not more than three nautical miles in width, under a
penalty upon the master or person in charge of such
seines, or upon the owners of any vessel or seines em-
ployed in such unlawful fishing, of not less than $300
or more than $500, to be recovered by indictment, or
action of debt, one-fourth of the penalty to the coin-
plainant or prosecutor, and three-fourths to the county
in which the proceedings are commenced ; and there
shall be a lien upon the vessels, steamers, boats and
apparatus used in such unlawful pursuit until said
penalty, with costs of prosecution, is paid, but a net
for meshing mackerel or porgies, if not more than 100
meshes in depth, and a net for meshing herring of not
more than 170 meshes in depth, and a net for meshing
shad of not more than 75 meshes in depth, shall not be
deemed a seine.' (Acts and Resolves of the State of
Maine, 1885, c. 261, p. 215.) "

As I have already suggested, the Federal
Legislature, took steps to prevent the
catching of mackerel by those purse-seines
before the lst of June. This niatter is also
dealt with in Appendix 9 of the Fisheries
Report of this year, where there are reports
from Lieut. Gordon and others; and Lieut
Gordon's views are about as I indicated in
my opening remarks. Compare that legis-
lation of the State of Mairie with this Bill,
and see how much more reasonable and
moderate it is. If this simply outrageous
p rovision for the confiscation of the vessel,
boat and apparatus did not exist, although
the Bill goes a good way, still I should not
consider it unreasonable ; but when the
House comes to consider this question
carefully and dispassionately, it will see
that in providing for the confiscation of
the vessel for a new offence we are going
too far. I said that there were to a
certain extent vested interests interfered
with, and I shall read two or three tele-
grams from Prince Edward Island which
show that. One says:

" Protest against Bill to stop seining if compensa-
tion is not allowed for outfit on hand or timre to use
it."1
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Another is as follows :-
" Fishermen engaged in herring fishery excited

over seine Bill ; try get this business exempted from
its operation."

I do not go so far as to amk, as I think
might be very fairly asked, that the people
whose property will be rendered value-
less by this legislation should either be
allowed to use it for a certain time or be
reimbursed for the loss of it; but I do think,
as we are creating a new offence, and as the
offence is not in itself an atrocions one, and
as this purse-seining is indulged in by the
citizens of the neighbouring Republic, and
the prohibiting of it will certainly place
our fishermen at a disadvantage as com-
pared with them, I think Parliament should
not, when at first declaring this practice
unlawful, impose such extraordinary and
severe penalties and such an arbitrary mode
of dealing with them. One can conceive
this case very readily: a merchant nay
own a schooner worth seven or eight
thousand dollars, and may instruct his
captain to be very careful not to use the
purse-seine within the 3-mile limit. If the
captain either deliberately or accidentally.
allows his vessel, in looking for mackerel,
to drift within the 3-mile limit, that
merchant's vessel and apparatus are liable
to seizure and absolute forfeiture. There
is no option left. Now that is a very serious
matter indeed, and I hope that the House
will give it the careful consideration which
it de,-serves.

HON. MR. McDONALD (P.E.I.)-While
I agree in som- measure with the princi-
ples of this Bill, I do not think that its
details are exactly such as should commend
themselves to the House, or will commend
themselves to the people generally engaged
in the fisheries. The House must be
aware that in the Province of Prince
iEdward Island, and I presume in the
other provinces where fishing is followed
as a business by a considerable class
of the population, many people use
purse-nets along the shore. They do not
engage in deep-sea fishing, but they embark
their capital in purse-nets and boats for
the purpose of prosecuting their industry
froi the shore. The passage of this mea-
sure will prevent'them carrying on that,
business from the time it becomes law,
and this will prove a great hardship to
many of oui people. The passage of such
a measure may be productive of some

good, as bas beens stated by those who
favour it ; possibly it may prevent the
sehools of fish from being broken up by
those seines within three miles of the
shore, but it will have no effect whatever
beyond that distance, because we cannot
prevent the use of those seines outside of
the 3-mile limit. It is well known to
fishermen that fish of the larger species,
such as sharks and horse mackerel, do much
more to break up schools of mackerel than
ail the purse-seiles about the coast used
in fisheries prosecuted from the shore.
Now, I think in the passage ofthis measure
there should be a provision that it should
not come into force or effect until two
years after the passing thereof, so far as it
affects boats from the shore, or the business
of those who pursue fishing of thatkind in
boats from the shore and not in vessels
intended for deep-sea fishing. Hon. gentle-
men are aware that the fishing industry is
a very important one. There are some
63,000 persons engaged in it in the Domi-
nion and some 53,000 boats, and the product
of the fisheries exceeds $17,000,000, and
the interference with a business of that
magnitude in any material way is a very
serious injury to the trade of the Dominion.
Now, I think that the passage of this Bill
in its present shape would be a very serions
'njury indeed to those engaged in the fishing
business by means of boats and seines when
used from the shore, because these people

onfine their operations mainly to a distance
of two or three miles from land. They
do not go off to the deep water; they
do not pursue their business in the
same way as those who have vessels
would do, and I should like to see a
provision put into the Bill that these
persons should be allowed to pursue their
business at least for a period of two years
from the passage of this Bill before it was
allowed to interfere with them. I would
therefore suggest that a clause be added to
the Bill to that effect, and I give notice
that in committee I will move such a clause.
I do not agree with all the remarks made
by the hon. gentleman from Halifax res-
pecting the confiscation of property and
the amount fishery inspectors are going
to derive from the confiscation of vessels
and seines. In the fi-st part of bis address
he referred to the fact that the fishery
inspectors were not to receive any money
or any portion of the confiscated property,
and then he proceeded to show the large
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amounts they would receive if vessels were
confiscated in consequence of pursuing this
business.

HON. MR. POWER-I read first from
the law as it is; then I referred to the ef-
fect of this Bill.

HON. MR. MACDONALD, (P.E.I.)-This
measure is one which will affect fishermen
of the Dominion more seriously than
foreigners who come to fish in our waters,
because it will apply altogether to fishing
within the 3 mile limit. I do not
know if we can control those who fish out
side the 3 mile limit. We cannot pro-
hibit foreign vessels from using seines out-
side of the 3 mile limit. This is a
measure that will affect our own fishermen
seriously. It is not only the mackerel
fisheries it will affect, but various other
branches of the fisheries. We know that
herring are taken in great quantities by
immense nets of this kind, and other fish
which are supposed to be of little value,
but in the aggregate amount to consider-
able-I refer to smelts. This Bill as it
stands at present will effectually stop ail
business of that kind, and it is desirable
that those persons who have gone to a
great expense, not being aware of any such
legislation as this coming up, to fit out
boats and vessels for this business, should
be allowed a sufficient time to recoup them-
selves for their outlay or dispose of the
material that they have on hand for the
purpose of prosecuting the fisheries, as thev
supposed they had a right to do before the
patsage of this Bill.

HON. MR. PROWSE-Coming from the
maritime province of Prince Edward
Island-I feel some interest in this ques-
tion, so deeply affecting the fisheries;
because the fishing industry is of wonder-
ful importance,not only in theprovincefrom
which I come, but in Nova Seotia and New
Brunswick. I can very well understand
that the question of the protection of the
fisheries is one of very serious importance
and very great difficulty indeed. [ do not
think that the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries, or even his inspectors, are in a
position to thoroughly understand the im-
portance of this question, so far as it affects
the fishermen. Theory is ail very well,
but I take it that the opinion and judg-
ment of practical men, who have been

engaged in this business for many years,
are certainly of greater importance than
those of gentlemen who have been brought
up in offices ail their lifetime. I do not
think .myself that the Bill that is now
before the Senate will have a very great
effect, either one way or the other, unless
a seizure is made; and, as the hon. gentle-
man from Halifax has demonstrated, if a
seizure is made it becomes of serious im-
portance indeed to a great may people.
We know that the fishermen, as a class,
are very poor. They are living from
hand to mouth, and these fishing ves-
sels, as already stated, are very expen-
sive. They are worth from $5,000 to
$10,000 each. Purse-seines are worth
from $500 to $1,000 each, and one seine-
boat is worth at least $500. Vessels in
some cases are owned by merchants who
employ a captain and crew, each man
having a share in the catch, and if they
get a good season's catch they do very
well. If they get no fish they get no pay.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I have been in-
structed that these purse-seines are much
more expensive and much larger than my
hon. friend says-that they cost from
81,500 to $5,000 each. I understand there
is a seine that is used from the shore in
small boats, which is not a purse-seine at
ail; and I think the seine that my hon.
friend speaks of nust be a seine of that
kind, and not a purse-seine, that is used
from a steamer or large boat. I would
like to have my hon. friend's view of that
question.

HON. MR. PROWSE-I understand that
purse-seines are made of ail sizes. I do
not understand that they are worth $5,000.
I cannot say that they are not. I am sat-
isfied that they can be bought as low as
$500. I have no doubt that an ordinary
seine is worth froin $1,000 to $1,500. That
does not affect the point I wish to get at,
but it brings in another idea here. Tho
larger the seine the more expensive it
must be, and the larger the seine the less
opportunity it bas to be thrown within
three miles of the shore. These large seines
must not touch the bottom, for if they are
thrown where they touch bottom the net
is torn and the fish are lost. They cannot
be used, exeept in a few instances, within
the 3-mile limit. Smaller seines are more
frequently used in the shore fisheries. If
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it were possible to make any arrangement
with the United States to prohibit the use of
purse-seines outside of the 3-mile limit
as well as inside, then the fisherman who
works with hook and line would have a
chance of getting some fish. But this Bill
will have little or no effect in protecting
the fisheries. These vessels are owned in
some cases by merchants and in other
cases by joint stock companies, and these
joint stock companies are the fishermen
employed iii the vessels. These fishermen,
as a rule, are poor men. The vessel is out
seeking for fish. It is only in a peculiar
state of the water and at certain times
that the fishermen can use these nets at all.
That is at a time when the fish are school-
ing; that is when a great body of mackerel
come to the surface and play on the top
of the water, and cause a ripple which can
be seen for a mile off. Then all is excite-
ment on board the fishing vessel. The
seine-boats cost $500 each. The seine-boat
is ready for use. They approach the
school of fish, which can be seen on the
surface of the water, and they endeavour
to throw the seine around the school. If
they can get them within the net the fish-
ermen rray take from 100 Io 1,000
barrels of mackerel in one haul. But
rnany vessels have gone from the
i eginning to the close of the season,
and have on!y caught 50 barrels of
maekerel. They have gone month after
month, watching day after day for these
schools oftish, and, after having seen them.
have not had an opportunity of netting
them. Presently the time comes when
they have an opportunity of making a
haul. They are within a short distance of
the 3-mile limit, and it is a question with
the captain and the men whether they are
within the limit or not. The men, thinking
(f their wives and families at home, and
thinking it is the only possible chance of
rnaking a living for them during the winter
season, say they are outside of the 3-mile
linit, and perhaps convince the captain
against bis will that they are within the
lawful limit, and they cast their seine and
make a haul; but before they have the fish
preserved the fishery officer comes duwn
On them from the shore, induced by the
prospect of making a large amount of
Money by the moiety of the fine imposed.
Then the owner, whether the captain,
fisherman or merchant, is liable to a
fine under this Bill of from $50 to $100,

and his vessel, boat and apparatus, which
are worth from $5,000 to $10,000 are liable
to confiscation. Who is to be the judge ?
The fishery officer-and with all due res-
pect to the fishery officers, my opinion is
this, that these gentlemen are apt-and I
speak of what I know something about
now-to magnify their office, and to keep
that in view more than the interests of the
industry. They impose a fine and penalty
and seize the vessel, and the only appeal
the individual has is to the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries. To do the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries justice, I do not
believe that he could be influenced by any
persuasion or any political influence what-
ever to do anything contrary to what he
believes to be right and lawful. But I
'>elieve that placing such power in the
hands of a Minister leaves the door open
to the accusation of favouritisn and oppres-
sion. If the party should happen to be a
supporter of the Government, and should
be let off easily, political opponents will
say it is favouritism. On the other hand,
if it is a case deserving of rigourous
punishment, and the party receives the
punishment he deserves, it will be said
by him and by his friends that it is because
he was opposed to the Government or to
the party. I can. realize very well the
great difficuilty in making laws with respect
to this industry, but in my opinion the
greatest gain that can be got in this respect
is in an effort to forim such an arrange-
ment with the United Sates that after
reasonable time and warning has been
given purse-seine tishing shall be done
away with altogether. Why should a man,
after building his ship and buying bis
seibes, and preparing to enter upon a per-
fectly legal business, be subjected suddenly
to a law which says that after the passing
of this Act bis vessel and seines shall be
liable to confiscation? I think, in ail fa4ir-
ness to these men, if a law of this kind is
to be enacted and enforced the fishermen
should have some opportunity to use up
the plant that they have, and dispose of
their property within a couple of years.

HoN. MR. MILLER-1 have listened
with a good deal of attention to the inter-
esting debate which this Bill bas elicited.
While I agree with a good deal that has
been said by hon. gentlemen, there are
some things with which I do not agree. I
am happy to find, however, that in regard
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to the principle of the Bill there is no se many improvemens in the law and
difference of opinion. That is a great ils administration during the time he
point gained. None of the gentlemen who bas been at the head of it, is one of
have opposed the Bill before us have denied the best qualificd authorities on this ques-
the correctness and wisdom of the principle tion, and that il isnot witlout due consul-
it contains. They ail admit that such a tation with the great fishing interesis of
Bill is requisite, and that its operation is this country that le las submitted tbis
likely to prove beneficial to the fishing measure in ail its details Ie Parliament for
interest of this country. Some hon. gentle- adoption. 1 think my hon. friend wbo las
men have spoken of the great value of the resumed bis ýeat is under some misappre-
fibhing interests of the Dominion. No hension witb regard to the seines that are
doubt these interests cannot be over-esti- to be prohibited by tbis Bil. Seines are
mated, and so far as the province from of two descriptions. Purse-seines are of a
which I come is concerned, it is more peculiai make. Open seines are large nets
deeply interested in this industry than any used in seine-boats, whereby fish are drawn
other province in the Dominion, and nearly te the shore, and such large nets or seines
as much as ail the other provinces put to- are not b be interfered witl by tlis Bil. I
gether. Now, with regard to this Bill, I slould judgefrom the remarksofthe hon.
can only say that I have received several gentleman from Prince Edward Island, that
communications, from sources best qualified be imagines that boat-seines are tobe in-
to judge, in favour of the measure. I live terfered witb; I cannot assume anything of
in a fishing district, in a portion of Nova the kind from the terms of the proposed en-
Scotia where I am likely to know what actments. J assume only that purse-seines
public opinion is upon fishing questions, are the subject of this legislation, and in
wher e they ai e of as much interest to every the experience of the United States,as well
resident of that portionof theprovinceasthe as tlat of the fishermen of Canadalave be-
agricultural interest is to every citizen of core so destructive of the fisheries that il is
western Canada. We, of necessity, become high tire b put a stop b the use of them
more familar with the details and particu- The Iaw, of course, can only affect purse-
lars of those interess and the welfare hand seines within the territorial waters of
wisbes of tho large class engaged in the Canada. These seies san stils he used
fisheries than those who have not the saie outside of the territorial waters of Canada

tpportunities. Now, my experience is, by ail fishermen using the great ocean
with regard te the Bi1 before us, that since bighways. With regard te any joint
it bas been before ParliamenT-it was inte- action between maritime nations te pro-
duced in the Commons some rime in June- hibit puse-seining altogether, I tsink il
the knowledge of il bas gone ail over the would be very desirable indeed; but it is
Province of Nova Scotia, and so ar ais J can not thi subject now under our consider-
understand, il bas been oailed with salis- ation. Why are purse seines a0 very
faction and approval iii every direction. 1 destructive? Accord ing bo their size, tbey
bave not seen in tbp public press of Nova are thrown over a considerable area, and
Scotia one word against , or anyofitsupro- they draw in everythbingthatcomeswitlin
visions. I bave not seen in any of the fish- their reacn-fish that are fit for euring and
ing cemmunities, wlich aae largely inter- fls that are not-and very often three-
ested in il, any attempt te get up petitions fourtls jf tbe flsh drawn in are too sman
against il, or hold meetings to condema ig. or unfit for curiug, and are killed and

O petitiens bave been presented against i, thrown away. This causes great destruC-
althougli il was introduced into Parliament ion of fish, witout any recompense or
months ago, and there bas been plenty of rel krn whatever. But it does rse than
time getup petitions or meetings against that. These fsh are thrown away upon
tbe Bill. J t'aia t find any report in the the grounds where theis le resor, and the
pressofany putblic meeting condemningthe grounds were the fishermen are in the
measure. On the contrary, tlie Bilîais looked habit of getting their aul and earning E
upon as one net only desirabe, but abso- living fer their families are often deserted
lutely necessary te protect the flshing by the fish ii consequence of being
interesîs of this country, and J am sure foued with dead and rotten flsh. If
that the able and efficient ead of this were t take place ail round the
the Fisheries Department, wo bas made oast, the censequence would be that the
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fish would desert the coast altogether.
That is what the fishermen tell me, who
have the practical knowledge that the
hon. gentleman from Prince Edward Island
speaks of. That is the reason why fisher-
men everywhere denounce purse-seining,
excepting those who are concerned in it.
They denounce it very much more than
they used to denounce trawl fishing, which
was very much deprecated in the province
from which I corne. I think, under the
circumstances, the House ought to feel that
without any protest from ekny part of the
people interested in this law it is accept-
able to the large class affected by it. I do
not see that the question of giving com-
pensation is one that could be urged upon
the House with a great deal of force. I
do not believe that purse seines are used
in boats; if they are, it is a new thing to
me. The ordinary seines which I have
described are those that are used in
seine-boats, which are not contemplated
at all in this legislation, and these
are the seines to which my hon. friends
from Charlottetown and Prince County
alluded. I think an effort ought to be
nade-and I believe this is the opinion of
those best qualified to form an opinion on
the subject-to arrive at some international
arrangement to prevent purse-seining
outside of the territorial waters, both of
Canada and of the United States. I hope
that in the near future some such arrange-
Ment may be corne to between these two
countries as will have the effect of pre-
Venting the use of these destructive imple-
Iments in our fisheries. So much with
regard to the first clause of the Bill. With
regard to the second clause, as to which the
hon. gentleman from Halifax has reiterated
Inany of the arguments used in another
Place in opposition to this Bill, and which
did not receive a great deal of attention
or consideration there, I think they
are very far-fetched. I do not think the
liberty of the subject is threatened in
such a dangerous way as the hon. gen-
tleman bas depicted. I do not think
We are coming back to the practices of
by-gone centuries when the prerogative
and powers and rights of the Crown were
1luch greater than they are to-day, and
When the powers and rigbts of Parliament
Werie much weaker and less than they are
10W. I do not think we are reverting to
those ages at all, or that there is any dan-
ger in this country of a retrograde move-

ment taking place. To my mind, the great
danger in this country is of going too fast
in the other direction. With such liberty
as we possess, and with the proper admin-
istration of the law and justice as our
people have had ever since the establi>h-.
ment of the first colony in British North
America, there is no danger that British
tribunals would be permitted to treat the
subject, however humble, harshly or un-
justly, and there is no danger of the execu-
tive of the country placing in the hands of
any inferior magistrate powers which could
be used to the detriment of the rights of
the people. I think the bon. gentleman
from Halifax may make himself easy on
that point, and that he need not either
allow it to disturb his dreams here or else-
where.

HoN. MR. O'DONOHOE-As to the
question of penalties and confiscations, I
should be glad to hear the hon. gentleman.

HON. MR. MILLER-I am just coming
to that. With regard to the tribunal, we
have a precedent already on our Statute-
book in connection with the Customs laws
of the country. In that case the officer is
given very summary power, much more
summary than the officers indicated in
this Bill will possess under it, and the
court of final resort is the same as in this
measure-that is, a Minister of the Crown.
That law has been in operation for a long
time. It was not brought into operation
by this Government; it was in existence
when the friends of the hon. gentleman
were in power, and I think was made
more stringent during their encumbency
of office. Under that law we have not
heard of any gross injustice being done, or
of any arbitrary violation of the rights of
the subject, and if that law bas not been
abused where the scope of injury might be
much greater I do not see why we have any
reason to anticipate beforehand that there
will be extraordinary abuse under this
law. But what is the object of a summary
process. or procecding given by this Bill ?
Is it with a view of exercising an arbitrary
power over the subject ? No; the very op-
posite is the reason-it is for the conve-
nience and advantage of the subject, that
in a case of this kind he may have the most
ready and cheap tribunal. You might say,
Why not give this to the Admiralty Court,
to the County Courts, or to some power
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superior to a magistrate ? But the reason
why it is not given is because it is of
greater convenience to the law-breaker to
have a ready and speedy process at home,
a tribunal at bis hand to appeal to, than to
take it to a court where there would
be a greater delay and expense, and the
chances of getting justice would not be
better than before the local tribunal. The
other objection of the hon. gentleman is
that the Minister is the court of last re-
source. The Minister is amenable to the
highest court in the country, and is just as
sensitive to the opinion of that court as
any other tribunal can be: he is amenable
to the high court of public opinion. His
Government, his party, everything depends
on securing the approval of his acts from
that court, and he bas this advantage,
that in coming to a decision he can
do so without unnecessary formality or
waste of time, and without any regard
to the technicalities which too fre-
quently hamper the pursuit of justice
in a court of law. These are the rea-
sons that have always presented them-
selves to my mind why the procedure
should in these cases be so summary and so
simple, and I think they should be conclu-
sive with this House, as they were cortainly
conclusive with the other House. What
are the penalties in this Bill? Are they
more severe than in other cases of law-
breaking ? If a vessel worth $10,000 is
caught with a 10 gallon keg of smuggled
rum on board she may be confiscated
and the owners fined, and she should be if
she attempts to smuggle. No matter
whether she is worth $5,000 or $50,000 she
is confiscated. Now, no penalty is inflicted
here on anybody at all who does not com-
mit a breach of the law-who does not
attempt to use these purse-seines within
three miles of the coast. A good deal has
been said with regard to the uncertainty
of the line of demarcation between the
high seas and the territorial waters.
There it nothing in that argument to pre-
vent the passage of such a Bill as this ; if
there is, the Bill should not be entertained
at al. There must be uncertainty as to
the territorial water limits, but that is no
reason why you would abolish territorial
water limits altogether, and confliue your
jurisdiction only to high and low water
marks. Besides, the accused always gets
the benefit of the doubt in doubtful cases.
If the argument was good for anything it

would justify the abolition of the territorial
limit; but these difficulties very rarely
occur. In the history of ail the cases
which have arisen out of our fisheries you
find very few indeed in which it was diffi-
cult to prove the fact whether the breach
of the law was within the territorial limits
or not. In very few cases was it difficuit
to produce evidence conclusive as to that
point, and leave no doubt as to the in-
nocence or guilt of the parties charged.
Therefore, I sec no force ir. the illustra-
tion given on that point by my hon.
f riend from Prince Edward Island.
Now, what is the penalty? It may
be $50 or $500, and the confisca-
tion of the vessel, which, as I said,
results in ail cases under the Customs Act,
where the slightest breach of the law is
committed. I cannot conceive that for a
serious offence like this, especially by a
foreign vessel going into the territorial
limits and throwing one of these destruc-
tive nets, and damaging the fisheries, that
the punishment is too great. It is an
interference with one of the most hardy
and industrious classes of our population,
who are dependent on the fisheries for a
livelihood, and at a time when we are
putting forth our energies and spending
money to protect our fisheries in order to
preserve that valuable, heritage to our
people-valuable not only as a means of
givng support to a very large class in
Ihis country, but valuable also in a
national aspect, as training up a body of
sailors that in time of necessity may be
ready Io defend the interests and the
honour of our country upon the high seas
-the penalties ought to be severe. I will
not undertake to say positively now
whether they are too much or too little.
If a magistrate might inflict too high a
penalty-but the same thing might occur
under the Customs Act or any court, of
law-the head of the department would
reduce it to what is right and just; and I
say, no matter what Government is il,
power, the history of penalties enforced
by the heads of departments in cases like
these show that the Minister leans on the
side of leniency and mercy. Therefore,
as there is no fear from past experience
that the power given to the Minister will
be abused, I, for one, am willing to sup-
port the second reading of the Bill.

HON. MR. READ-The whole discussioP
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on this Bill would lead one to suppose that
it applies to the deep-sea fisheries and to
the maritime provinces only, whereas I
discover that it applies to all parts of
Canada. In the inland waters of Canada
it will be hailed with agreat deal of satis-
faction by our fishermen lawfully carrying
on their business. These purse-seines are
set by men who are only pirates in fishing.
They catch all the smaller fish, in many
instances fish put into the lakes and rivers
from the hatcheries. These fish are caught
in the purse-nets and destroyed, and
become a nuisance on the grounds where
they happen to be thrown ; so, not only
is this Bill needed in the maritime pro-
vinces, but it is required elsewhere in
Canada. I have had opportunities of hear-
ing the complaints of our fishermen. I
have a fishery right at my own door-not
a large one; they only fish about six veeks
in the fall, and occasionally at other times.
Their complaint is that the purse-nets are
doing injury, destroying the small fish.
This country, at great expense, has es-
tablished hatcheries for the artificial pro-
pagation of fish, and we find that the fish
are increasing in quantity in our inland
Waters. I am very pleased to notice that
this Bill applies to the inland waters as
Well as to the sea fisheries, and I am sure
it will be very favourably received by those
Who are legitimately engaged in fishing
for a livelihood.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I assume from what
has fallen from a number of hon. gentlemen
that there may be a necessity for this Bill.
I assume so from the fact that it emanates
from the important department of the
Government which is charged with the
subject, but it is extraordinary that Par-
liament should give to the officers of the
dIepartment the powers that are contained
11 this Bill-the extraordinary power of
defining the penalties that shall be imposed.
1 do not know that there bas been any
Precedent for it heretofore. I no not know
that we have given to any inferior tribunal
such wide*powers for punishing offences
gainst this particular Act. The penalty

"s a fine of $50 to $500, and confiscation of
the vessel and apparatus. That is an ex-
Cedingly wide margin to give to an infe-
lor tribunal. I say inferior advisedly,

because cases may be tried before a fish-
eies officer. Several hon. gentlemen have
Q4 verted to the fact that the only question

which can arise is as to whether the party
offended or not, and yet the difficulty
arises at once as to how the Act is to apply.
Some hon. gentlemen from the maritime
provinces say that it applies to purse-seines
on the coast. The hon. gentlemen from
King's and Prince Edward Island say that
it applies to nets on the shore. Other hon.
gentlemen say that it only applies to nets
to be used in deep-sea fishing. So, at the
outset there is a difference of opinion
amongst gentlemen who ought to know
how it should be applied, Yet you are
prepared to give to an inferior officer, a
man who would not be trusted to try a
case involving $20, the extraordinary lati-
tude of deciding what is an offence under
this measure. Then, again, there is that
other point, as to whether a vessel is within
or without the 3-mile limit. That is another
very vexed question. We know that officers
of the Fisheries Department, like officers
of any Government department, are ex-
ceedingly zealous, particularly in the seiz-
ing departments, where they look to getti;g
a share of the plunder. They make sei-
zures constantly, and they endeavour to
establishi that the seizures are justified. I
have only to point to a remarkable case
which occurred at Eastport recently, where
six vessels were seized. The officer said
they were within the line, but when it
cane to be investigated it was found that
they wore not.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The hon. gentle-
,man is wrong.

HoN. Ma. SCOTT-They were given up,
at any rate.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Yes.

HON. MR. SCOTT-The only statement
that went to the papers was that they were
given up because they were not within the
territorial limits.

HON. MR. ALMON-The papers said it
was in a fog that the vessels had inadver-
tently got inside the 3-mile line.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-That is it.

HON. MR. SCOTT-In all those cases
there is a difference of opinion prevailing,
and I do think it is improper for Parlia-
ment to give to inferior men the extra-
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ordinary powers conferred in this Bill.
One hon. gentleman has refeired to the
fact that we make confiscations under the
Customs Act. That has been the case
more frequently of late years. Since our
tariff has gone up they are more frequent,
but public opinion bas insisted that the
ultimate tribunal should not be the Min-
ister, and that thete should be a reference
to the Exchequer Court.; and under the
pressure of public opinion this Govern-
ment had to yield, and allow those cases to
go to the Supreme Court. My bon. friend
will recollect a very important case, that
of the Ayers, where a very large amount
of sarsaparilla was seized, and it was
decided against them by the Government
tribunals, yet when it went to the Supreme
Court the departmental decision was
reversed. I do not understand that there
is any such appeal under this Bil.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend is
mistaken. There is an appeal from every
judgment of a magistrate to the high
court, whatever it may be, in the locality-
for instance, in Nova Scotia to the Supreme
Court.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Will there be such
an appeal under this Bill ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-It is under the
general law. There is an appeal from
every magistrate's decision.

HoN. MR. POWER-I think the hon.
gentleman is mistaken.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Unlessit specifically
overrides the Fisheries Act; I think it
does not. Under the Fisheries Act the
appeal is defined.

HLION. MR. ABBOTT-In addition tothe
power which the Minister has to remit the
forfeiture or penalty, there is, under the
Summary Convictions Act, an appeal to
the highest court in the locality which
exercises jurisdiction. It is not in the
Fisheries Act.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I have not looked
into the point, and it is possible I may be
wrong. It would be a great relief to my
mind to feel that it was so; but under these
circumstances, supposing there was an
appeal, I think the Bill confers too wide a

power. The penalty mayinvolvea sum of
money up among the thousands, and to give
a fishery officer, who may be directly
interested, the power to impose such a
penalty, is going too far. The fishery
ogicer is ope of the parties actually pro-
secuting. He is judge and prosecutor.
He is wvatching on behalf of the Govern-
ment of Canada for violations of the law.
He is natu rally very zealous in discharging
bis duties. lHe is told that certain parties
are committing offences against the
Fisheries Act by the use of these pro-
hibited seines, and an informer prosecutes
before him. I ask my bon. friend is he a
proper person to try an offence of this
kind ? I unhesitatingly say be is not.
No precedent will be found in the legisla-
tion of this country that will justify such a
measure. It is a matter which may be pro-
perly discussed when we go into Committee
of the Whole on this question, and I propose
then to take it up more in detail, and to
take the sense ot the House on that point,
because I think it is an extraordinary
power to give to interested parties. You
appoint a judge of a county court. He is
not equal to men on the higher benches,
and you limit bis jurisdiction to cases in-
volving amounts not larger than four or
five hundred dollars. It is only to judges
on the higher benches, the very cr-ean of
the profession, that you give power to im-
pose such large penalties as are specified
in this Bill. Yet here you give a isheries
officer, a man specially appointed to enforce
the laws relating to the fisheries, and who
is zealous in enforcing these laws, power
to punish parties who, in his judgment,
have violated them. I do not think that
that is a right principle at all. He con-
bines the two offices of being prosecutor
and judge. When the Bill comes up in
committee I propose to discuss this ques-
tion at some length.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-As the hon.
gentleman from Quinté bas said, this Bill
applies to the inland waters of Canada a8
well as to the sea fisheries, and I suppose
my hon. friend from Ottawa considert
himself an authority on this subject.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I was dealing with
the principle of the Bill.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-The hon. ge"'
tIleman bas shown a degree-I will not say
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of animosity to the Bill-but total ignor-
ance of the rights of our fishermen. Now
the power conferred by this Bill is not
extraordinary. My hon. friend from Hali-
fax in his remarks did not oppose making
purse seine fishing within the 3-mile limit
a thing to be prohibited. He believed that
it should be prohibited, but he supposed
that the'penalties and the mode of applying
them, and the jurisdiction in the matter,
were not proper. Now, this is a very im-
portant matter to our fishermen. I do not
know in the last three or four years any
question which has so geuerally affected.
them as this one of purse-seining. In fact,
all along our shores this question is
regarded as the most important one of the
day. From the nature of the offence, the
remedy must be powerful and effective,and,
unless it is, the legislation will be useless.
No doubt the measure is intended chiefly
to apply to those vessels which are fishing
ostensiþly outside the 3-mile limit, but
which roally poach on our fishing grounds.
We know that'American fishing vessels do
that. They have destroyed their own
fisheries, and now they are coming to
destroy ours. To such an extent has this
gone that our fisheries are injured very
seriously. The effect of purse - seining
along the shores is such that, although it
is remunerative to the few engaged in
it, the result will be the destruction
of our fisheries, not only by leaving
the dead fish in the waters, but by
diverting the fish from their proper
course along the coast. I do not consider
that this Bil is intended to apply to boats
that fish with seines from the shore; it is
Iltended rather to apply to the class of
vessels I have described. In fact, from
the nature of the fisheries it must be
neant for such vessels, because the boats
cannot see the fish unless they are along-
side of them, while the larger vossels can
have some one at the masthead looking
out for the tish. To be successfully carried
On, purse-seining must be done from vessels
With masts, so that the fish can be seen at
a distance of a mile or two. I sent copies
of this Bill down to the principal men.
engaged in the fisheries in the county from
wehich I come, and they say it is just what
they want, and that it should have been
Seacted long ago. There is no part of the
rovince of Nova Scotia that will be

So much affected by this as Lunenburg.
Our people are, above all things, fish-

ermen, and keenly alive to the pro-
tection of their own interests. Any
man pretending to represent the county
of Lunenburg who would favour purse-
seining might as well stay at home. He
would get no support from the fishermen.
This Bill will not affect the people of
Prince Edward Island to the extent that
my hon. friend supposes, because purse-
seines can only be,used in deep water. If
any vessel were to attempt to use deep
seines entirely outside of the 3-mile
limit the attempt would be unsuccessful,
and it is only by poaching within the
3-mile limit than they can hope to
succeed. There is no doubt that this is a
drastic measure. It is very severe.
Nevertheless, the law has at all times
empowered magistrates and fishery officers
to enforce the laws. But it is said in this
case the fishery officer sits in judgment.
If so, he cannot take a portion of the fine.
The trouble with.our fisheries is, that we
have fishery officers who are not as active
and zealous as they should be. If they can
draw their salary they do not care so much
about the discharge of their duty, and
the people do not interfere. Therefore,
I think this law which offers induce-
ments for enforcing the regulations is advi-
sable. Now, as regards the tribunal: It is
necessary, from the nature of this offence,
that the process should be summary. My
hon. friend from Halifax would have these
cases dragged through the courts, with the
result that enormous expense would be in-
curred. Then, as to the question whether
equitable principles would apply in the
case of an appeal to the head of the de-
partment, my hon. friend from Ottawa has
shown that they probably would. As he
pointed out in the case of the seizure made
at Eastport, when it was proved that the
vessels trespassed inadvertently while a fog
prevailed, they were released. All these
cases when appealed to the Minister will
be dealt with leniently, but if they had to
go to the Admiralty Court they would be
dealt with on strict legal principles. The
court will enquire whether the vessels
were within the 3-mile limit, and if they
were the court will have no option but to
fine them. We have penalties impose-1
under varions laws and I do not know of
an instance in which the department has
not dealt leniently with offenders. 1 can-
not see that in this case there is likely to,
be an exception, or any reason to fear

461



The Fisheries Act [SENATE] Amendment Bill.

that any one connected with the depart-
mont will be tyrannical. 1 do not believe
the Minister of Justice would retain his
popularity if he were to impose an
unnecessary penalty on a party who had
inadvertently offended against the law.
Therefore, I feel that it is necessary. in
the interests of the fishermen, that purse-
seining should be done away with, that
the law should be made effectual, and you
cannot make it so without summary means
and without leaving to the Minister of
Marine the discretion of having the penalty
enforced; and I believe that in all cases he
will do justice, and the penalty will not be
unnecessarily severe on offenders.

HON. Ma. ABBOTT-I do not propose
to prolong the debate. I think every hon.
gentleman who has spoken admits the
importance of putting a stop to this kind
of fishing; but I do not think that some
of them appreciatethe extentof theinjury
caused by seine fishing; and I think others
are under the impression that this law
applios to a kind of netting which is not
really contemplated by it at all. These
two facts would account, I think, for a
great deal of the opposition to some details
which has developed itself in the course
of this discussion. I shall not say
much now about those details, because
we shall have an opportunity of
discussing them when we go into com-
mittee ; but I do not wish the House to
rise with the idea that this Bill is open to
all the obligations which we have heard so
strongly urged against it. I do not think
it is, and I wish to say a few words on two
or three points, just to couvey to the House
that some doubt may exist as to the
correctness of the application of three
objections. The hon. gentleman from Ha-
lifax, in speaking of the provision for a
penalty, appeared to convey the idea that
he supposed that in the forfeiture of a
fishing vessel the price of it was to be
divided between the informer and the
Government.

HON. MR. POWER-I did not say that,
and I certainly did not mean it.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend did
not mean it, although what ho said implied
it. It is only the pecuniary penalty that
is divided, and the division of that pecu-
niary penalty, it appears to me, offers a

sort of premium for diligence in putting a
stop to a practice which it is very im-
portant should be prevented. The hon.
gentleman from Ottawa and the hon. gen-
tleman from Halifax both attach much
importance to the mode of trial. Now,
the mode of trial is not new. It is by a
fishery inspector or magistrate that all the
offences-I think I am right in saying all
offences-created by the Fishery Act have
beentried for years,and as far asI know there
are no complaints whatever against the
administration of the law by these officials.
It is not conclusive that a man who has an
appointment of that description should
immediately become dishonest, and that
ho should behave with partiality or tyranny
because he happons to be a fishery ibspec-
tor. There is also this protection against
him, that, as I am informed by the Depart-
ment of Justice, there is an appeal in
every case from the decision of the magis-
trate to the local court having the highest
original jurisdiction-in Nova Scotia, to the
Supreme Court. I do not remember what
court it is in New Brunswick, but it is to a
court of the highest original jurisdiction
in the province; therefore if, there be any
grievance it is quite plain that the remedy
is very simple. It is not absolutely noces-
sary that the person condemned should
throw himself upon the mercy of the
Minister, thoughli he might not go far wrong
in doing so, as was exemplified in the case
of the six boats referred to by the hon.
gentleman from Ottawa. Those boats were
seized in a very thick fog, and the Minister
was satisfied that the intention was not to
violate the limit, but that the fog was so
thick it was impossible for the people tO
see where they were, and they had inad-
vertently crossed the line, and an order to
release them was at once given.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD - They were
within the 3-mile limit.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-Yes; but on the
fact being made known that the fog was so
thick that it was impossible for thesO
people to know where they were, and it
was evident there was no intention to
violate the boundary, they were imie'
diately ordered to be released. As I have
alread'y said, this mode of proceeding i9
not new, and has not given rise to any
abuse, and there is a further check upon it
by the appeal to the judge of the Superior
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Couit-and it has its advantages. If the
proceeding be well founded the man who
is condemned saves a vast amount ot costs
which he would lose if he went before a
higher court. The costs of the proceed-
ings are trifling, as compared with the
costs of the Admiralty Court or any other
higher court. If the judgment is an erro-
neous one, it is very easy to appeal to the
higher court to obtain redress; so that in
point of fact the taking of a case before the
local justice is a preliminary proceeding,
which, if the judge is a just one, will
probably rest there, and if the judge is an
unjust one will inevitably be appealed to
the Superior Court; and even if the judg-
ment of the Superior Court be against the
petitioner, the Minister will have the
right, under this Bill, to soften the
rigor of the law, by remitting the
penalty; so that there is no danger of the
party being affected injuriously by this
procedure. There are plenty of means by
which an innocent man may escape unjust
punishment. The injury which this me-
thod of purse seine fishing does is very
serious indeed. There can be no doubt
about that. The Bill is made as stringent
as it can reasonably be made, for the express
purpose of absolutely putting a stop to
this kind of fishing. It has already prac-
tically destroyed the American coast
fisheries, and would very soon produce the
same result in our own; and I understand
from a great many sources precisely what
the bon. gentleman from Richmond said
with reference to the fishermen in his
leighbourhood, that there is the strongest

desire on the part of the fishermen of the
maritime provinces to have this kind of
fishing entirely stopped. As to the num-
ber of boats employed in it, myhon. friend
from Prince Edward Island spoke of several
thousand, and $17,000,000 resulting from
the fisheries. I understand, as regards
this class of fishing, there are not a dozen
Of those purse-seines owned on our whole
coast, and there is no danger whatever to
Ordinary fisheries, but the contrary-it will
be the greatest possible benefit to the fisher-
rnen, because al] the reports which have
been had from the fisheries with respect to
the fishing done by these purse-seines go to
show that they enure to the profit of those
Who use the seines when they are for-
tunate, but destroy the chances of profit of
the minor class of fishermen, who depend
01n the ordinary means of fishing for the

support of themselves and their families.
These are the men for whom my hon.
friend spoke, and they are the men who
are injured by those purse-seines. I am
not sorry, however, that we have had a
discussion on those details. The Bill has
been discussed in another place, and after
a long and violent debate the Bill was
carried there without any alteration, and
I think only two, or at most three, of the
members from the maritime provinces
spoke against the Bill at all. None of
them were against the principle of the
Bill; they made Qbjections merely to the
details to which my hon. friend has called
attention, some of which we may find,
when we come to discuss the Bill in com-
mittee, may require revision. At all events,
we shall then have full opportunity to take
them up item by item, and endeavour to get
the Bil in the best possible shape.

HoN. MR. O'DONOHOE-To whom does
the confiscation enure ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-To the Crown.

HON. MR. McDONALD (P.E.I.)-Allow
me to say in explanation of the comments
made by the Premier on some remarks of
mine, I did not say the amount embarked
in the fisheries was seventeen millions of
dollars. I said the production of the
fisheries was over seventeen millions of
dollars.

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

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I move that
Bill be referred to a Committee of
Whole House to-morrow.

the
the

HoN. MR. PROWSE-I would suggest
to the leader of the Government, before the
time comes for the House to go into com-
mittee on this Bill, whether it would not
be advisable to have the Bill printed for
the information of the people, and have it
postponed until next session ? The Bill
will scarcely have any effect this fishing
season, as the season is nearly over, and it
is scarcely probable that it will be brought
into operation this year. The probablity
is that the next session of Parliament will
be held before the fishing season opens, and
in the meantime the maritime province
members will have an opportunity of
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advising with their supporters and obtain-
ing information from those interested in
this legislation.

HON. MR. KAULBACI-Whether this
year or not, the consensus of opinion in
Nova Scotia is that such a law must be
passed at the earliest possible moment.
Allow it to remain in abeyance now and
the same question will arise next year and
the same point will be raised fordelay. The
people of Nova Scotia mean that this law
shall be passed, and no person can repre-
sent our people who opposes this legisla-
tion.

HoN. MR. MILLER-I would suggest to
the Government whether it might not be
well to consider the question of not allow-
ing the Bill to go into operation this year ;
but to postpone the passage of the Bill this
session I think would be a very great mis-
take. I agree with ail the strong declara-
tions made by my hon. friend from Lunen-
burg in regard to the feeling in the great
fishing province of the Dominion, so far as
I am able to gauge it, and I think the law
is very much desired by allthose interested.
Those who are interested in maintain-
ing the purse-seine fishing are a very smal
minority to the fishing population.

HON. MR. POWER-The hon. gentleman
from Lunenburg has laid a great deal of
stress on the unanimity of the fisherrnen
of Nova Scotia. The fishermen of Nova
Scotia are unanimous, just as the represen-
tatives of Nova Scotia in the other Cham-
ber and the representatives of Nova Scotia
in this House are, in favour of putting an
end to purse-seining. Beyond that, they
know nothing about it. That does not deal
with the details of the measureat tall.

HoN. MR. O'DONOHOE-I do not pre-
tend to speak upon the merits of the
purse-seine, but sirnply to say a word,
since the hon. Prime Minister intends
looking over this Bill again, as to the pro-
vision for confiscation. It impi essed me
when I hear'd the statute of the United
States cited, that there the fine is imposed,
and if not paid the amount of it is held as
a lien on the vessel. That seems to me to
be a far more equitable mode of imposing
the fine than that of confiscating the
vessel. Whether the vessel be worth
$5,000 or1 810,000 makes no difference

under the law of confiscation, but by hold-
ing a lien on the vessel for the fine imposed
I think it would be entirely more equi-
table and is -, orthy of some consideration.
There is a great deal of mischief and per-
hajs great loss involved in allowing ves-
sels to be confiscated, and I think the hold-
ing of the vessel subject to a lien for the
amount of the penalty is en-tirely more
equitable than confiscating it.

The motion was agreed to.

THE INDIAN ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Commit-
tee of the Whole on Bill (144) " An Act
further to Amend the Indian Act."

(In the Committee.)

HoN. MR. MACDONALD (B. C.)-I
desire to call the attention of the bon.
Premier to the summary character of this
Bill in dealing with the Indians. Sub-
section 2 of section 1 gives an Indian
chief oriconstable the power to order off
any other person from the reserve if he is
on the roadway or any Une that he should
not be on. The hon. Minister will see that
an Indian settling on a piece of land before
the lines are run, and building his house
and outbuildings on it, it would bc a verv
great hardship to compel that man to move
in this sumnary manner without compen-
sation. It inflicts a penalty of from $5 to
$20 a day if he does not inove, and if he
does not pay it he is liable to imprisonment
for six months. The only redeening
feature of the whole Bill is sub-section 2
of section .3, which allows the penalty
or expense of a law suit to be paid by the
Government if the judge so orders. I think
the Indians should never be restricted
from hunting or fishing in any stream or
river in any part of the country. They
should be allowed to take enough for theit
own use, without selling. In the last
clause, where fishing or shooting have beenl
leased with the consent of the Indians, thcy
are liable to be fined or imprisoned if they
shoot or fish in such waters. In British
Columbia the close season is not applied
to Indians at ahl; they are allowed to take
all the fish and game that they may require
for food, because game is the natural food
of the Indians, and if this Bill passes the
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third reading I think the Minister might
look more closely into the provisions of it,
as they are of too summary a character
altogether.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
refers more particularly in this instance to
sub-section 2 of the first clause of the Bill.
I think this must be intended for a mere
migratory trespasser, because the earlier
part of section 22 applies to the case of a
man settled on the land. This is in addi-
tion to that clause. I take it that it is
in tended to apply to a migratory trespasser.
However, I will inquire into that, and from
what my hon. friend says about it, it seems
deserving of consideration. The penalty
is severe.

HON. Ma. POWER-I think the hon.
gentleman from British Columbia misap-
prehends the effect of this enactment. If
he would look at section 21 of the Indian
Act he will see what this is intended to
deal with. It is trespassing on reserves ;
it is to prevent outside Indians from
coming in and taking possession of the pro-
perty of the band. I do not think it is so
very unreasonable.

HoN. MR. PERLEY-Up to a recent date
the Indian reserves have been en bloc.
Lately the authorities have been subdivid-
ing those reserves into sections and putting
an Indian on each homestead, and I sup-
r'ose the commissioner or the Minister at
the head of the Department of Indian
Affairs has framed this Bill with a view to
meeting difficulties which may arise in
plitting the Indians on the homesteads.
I do not propose to ask for any amend-
ment, because I know that the Indian
Department has been so well managed in
the North-West that there is no doubt
these men are entitled, by their experience
and their judgment of the case, to every
Confidence, and their judgment would be a
thousand times better than anything I can
sfuggest.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The explanation
sent me by the Department is as follows:-

" Under the Indian Act, as it is at present, no such
file is imposable. Section 22provides for the removal of
t trespasser, and section 23 provides for the imprison-
nent of a trespasser who returns after being removed,
'n accordance with the provisions of sec. 22. It fre-
'J3Iently happene, however, that parties are allowed to
trespass on a reserve and to leave it without being
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removed in the manner set forth in section 22, inasmuch
as that section requires that a warrant be issued, and
tht trespasser removed by the person holding the
warrant.

" This is a cumbersome proceeding, and often results
in the trespasser escaping without punishment ;
whereas, were he to be brought before a inagistrate or
the Indian agent, and a fine iinposed, he could be
dealt with, and in most cases this would be a inuch
more effectual way of punishing the offence than the
law as it is at present provides. '

I will enquire of my colleague and see if
the fine cannot be reduced.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-Generally,
the offence comes from a white man, but I
suppose the section applies to Indians as
well?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It also applies to
Indians.

The clause was agreed to.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Are
there any cases in the North-West of fish-
ing being let?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I do not know
of any.

HoN. MR. PROWSE, from the committee,
reported the Bill without amendment.

The Senate adjourned at 6 p. m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, August 18th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

INVERNESS AND VICTORIA RAIL-
WAY CO.'S BILL.

BILL DEFEATED.

11oN. MR. READ, from the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours, to
whom was referred Bill (136), " An Act
to incorporate the Inverness and Victoria
Railway and Mining Company," reported
that the preamble had not been proved,
and recommended that the Bill be not
passed. He moved that the report be con-
curred in.

The motion was agreed to.
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INDIAN ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

The Order of the Day being called,--
"Third reading, Bill (144) "An Act
further to amend the Indian Act."

HoN. MR. ABBOTT said: With refer-
ence to this Bill, I have had some conver-
sation with my hon. friend the Minister,
and he tells me that these penalties are
not unusual, that there are similar penal-
ties imposed on Indians on other grounds,
but as my hon. friend appeared to think
the pecuniary penalty too high, I thought
we might reduce the maximum to $10:
say that an Indian might be fined to the
extent of $5 and not exceeding $10, instead
of $20, which would be a considerable
reduction of the possible penalties.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B. C. )-And
the imprisonment is too long-six months.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Then I am pre-
pared to reduce the imprisonmentto three
months. That, I think, would be long
enough. The maximum in both cases
would be reduced one half.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Does it apply
either to Indians or white men ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The penalty is
general.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Is
there anything about a man being removed
from his land ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-In point of fact, a
man is bound to know that the land was
not bis. When he goes on land he is
bound to know that he is not going on bis
own, but on land which does not belong
to him. To make a change in that provi-
sion would open the door to a good deal of
illegal occupation. I move that the Bill
be not now read the third time, but that it
be referred back to a Committee of the
Whole House for amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. PROWSE, fiom the commit-
tee, reported the Bill with amendments,
which were concurred in.

The Bill was then read the third time,
and passed.

FRAUDULENT MARKING BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (140) " An Act
in restraint of Fraudulent Marking."

HoN. MR. MASSON, from the commit-
tee, reported the Bill without amendment.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-A suggestion has
been made to me as to the proportion of
oil and of basic carbonate of lead, which I
desire to consider before the passing of
the Bill. These are the proportions men-
tioned in the schedule. Therefore, I move
that this Bill be read the third time to-
morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 3.30p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, August 19th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (106) " An Act to provide for the
marking of Deck and Load Lines." (Mr.
Abbott.)

Bill (117) " An Act further to amend
the Exchequer Court Act." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (150) " An Act to amend the Acts
respecting the Harbour of Pictou, in Nov'
Scotia." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (154) " An Act respecting the ship
ping of Live Stock." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (158) " An Act to authorize the
sale of the Carleton, City of St. John,
Branch Railroad.' (Mr. Abbott.)
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Bill (160) " An Act to authorize the
conveyance to the Quebec Skating Club of
certain Ordnance Lands in the City of
Quebec." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (138) " An Act to amend Chapter
135 of the Revised Statutes, ' An Act res-

ecting the Supreme and Exchequer
Couirts.'" (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (159) " An Act respecting Grants of
Land to members of the Militia Force on
active service in the North-West." (Mr.
Abbott.),

FRAUDULENT MARKING BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the third.
reading of Bill (140) " An Act in restraint
of Fraudulent Marking." He said: I had
a suggestion, as J mentioned yesterday, on
the subject of the schedule to this Bill-
that the percentages of the base of the
paint and of the oi used -in it were erron-
eous to some entent. I have bad the sug-
gestion carefully looked into, and I find it
is not well founded.

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

Bill

The Senate adjourned at 3:30 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, August 20th, 1891.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE CIVIL SERVICE.

ENQUIRY.

HON. MR. MAcINNES (Burlington)
to enquire

r'ose

Whether, in view of the irregularities and viola-
tions of the " Civil Service Act " recently discovered,

30J

it is the intention of the Govermnent to institute an
investigation by commission or otherwise, or to take
such other bteps as may be deemed expedient to secure
the better administration of the Civil Service, and
prevent the recurrence of similar irregularities to
those which have lately been brought under the notice
of Parliament.

He said: The problem to be solved, then,
is how to secure the better administration of
the service and to prevent a recurrence of
similar irregularities, and to increase its
efficiency. It may be of some interest to
the House if I refer to the various attempts
which have been made since Confederation
to improve the organization, efficiency and
general administration of the service. An
Act was passed in 1868 and a commission
appointed, which submitted a scheme for a
reorganization of the service; but it was
never fully carried out, as the Act did not
contain the necessary clauses under which
the rules recommended could be enforced.
In 1875 a Bill was introduced by the Go-
vernment, which, however, did not become
law. In 1877 a Committee of the House
of Commons was appointed to enquire into
the conditions of the service, but no legisla-
lation resulted, and the service conti-
nued to be administered under this Act
of 1868 until 1882, when the Civil Service
Act of that year was passed, and is the Act
under which the service is at present ad-
ministerod. A commission was apointed
under an Order in Council dated 16t June,
1880. I was a member of that commis-
sion and had the honour of being its chair-
man, and Mr. Griffin, the present Librarian
of Parliament, its secretary, The commis-
sion issued its report in March, 1881. The
recommendations made in that report were
not fully carried out or adopted. We
recommended the abolition of political
patronage; open and competitive examin-
ation, promotion by merit, and the appoint-
ment of a permanent Civil Service Com-
mission; but those views were then be-
lieved to be in advance of public opinion
either in or out of Parliament; but J
believe the provisions of the Act of 1882
were at the time abreast of public opinion.
The Honourable Sir Alexander Campbell,
the then Minister of Justice, leader of the
Senate, in introducing the Bill, said:

déIn this particular instance, one or two points
which the commssioners considered of great import-
ance (and I quite agree with them as to their
importance) have been for a time, and I hope only for
a tume, passed by as not being, as the Government
and the other House have considered, at the moment
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such as, considering all the circumstances, we can
reasonably or with advantage to the country seek to
give effect to. One of the cardinal points in the
commissioners' report is that the Civil Service ought
to be taken out of the hands of the Government and
Parlianent, and placed in the complete control of a
body of comnissioners appointed by the Crown, and
holding office during good behaviour, which is the
case, I believe, in England, Belgium, France and other
European countries.'

Sir Alexander Campbell was under the
misapprehension that our recommendation
was to take the control out of the hands
of the Government and Parliament. Our
recommendations were largely based on
what we found to be the case in other
countries. When I addressed the House
on the same occasion, I said:

" The Bill now before us, and which has been so
clearly explained by the leader of the House, must be
considered as an instalment in the direction of Civil
Service reforn. The Hon. Minister of Justice has
correctly stated that it has not gone the length of
the recommendation made by the commissioners, of
which I had the honour of being chairman."

become one of great excellence, furnishing
an example to other countries. The Civil
Service of the United States is being
modelled on the English system, and of
late years has been vastly improved. Their
Post Office Department. for example, is a
model of excellence. It is within iy own
recollection when it was a notoriously
defective service, but since the adoption of
a permanent Civil Service Commission, by
which all appointments are made to it, the
service has become a model of excellenne.
The Civil Service of France and Germany
might be cited also as examples. It is my
opinion, therefore, that the want of a per-
manent Civil Service Commission is the
cardinal defect in our system, and that the
problem would be solved by the appoint-
ment of a permanent Civil Service Com-
mission, composed of men selected fromn
both political parties, to whom would be
deputed, under certain restrictions the

Amendments were afterwards made in cokrol of ail appointments to the Service,
the Act which did not advanee or improve and who would frame rules and regulations
its provisions. The irregularities and from time to time as the needs of ie
violations of the Act which have taken Service required, and to make anial or
place are evidence of the defects of the semi-annual reportsto Parliament as to the
present system and organization; and that condition of ail branches of the service,
it has kecome necessary to take such steps both inside and outside. Should the Gev-
as will prevent their recurrence. What ernment deem it necessary to appoint a
these steps will be is the problem. It may commission to make a full and painstaking
be instructive to take a glance at the enquiry into the present condition of both
Civil Service systems of other countries the inside and outside services, I would
which are known to furnish examples of suggeet that the members composing that
excellence and thoroughness. The Civil commission should be selected froi the
Service of Great Britain furnishes such best men on both siles of politics, so that
an example. Until the appointment of whatever recommendations the commis-
the commission composed of Sir Stafford sion might make would have greater weight
Northcote and Sir Charles Trevelyan and inspire more confidence in the public
it was most defective, as ours is at the mi. There is, 1 believe, a consensus of
present time; but leading men of both opinion, both in England and the United
sides of politics united in an effort to bring States, amongst those vho have made the
about a reform, and for that purpose the question a study, in favour of the abolition
two statesmen I have named, who were on of political influence in the Civil Seivice.
opposite sides of politics, were appointed. 1 trust, hon, gentlemen, and I have confi-
The cardinal points of their recom- dence that the Government of the Premier,
mendations were: The abolition of poli- vho is also our leader in this fouse, will
tical patronage ; open and competitive adopt such measures for the improvement
examinations,promotion by merit, and the of the Civil Service of this Dominion as
appointment of a permanent Civil Ser- will make the service an example for other
vice Commission. To this commission is countries to follow.
deputed, under certain restrictions, the
control of all appointments to the Civil HON. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Did
Service. These recommendations were the commission, of which the hon gentle-
adopted, and the Civil Service of Great man was a member, ever take into con-
Britain is governed by the rules and regu- sideration the propriety of allowing civil
lations recommended by them, and from servants to perform extra work and get
having been a defective Civil Service bas paid extra for it?
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IION. MR. MACINNES (Burlington)- reduced to a minimum, and checked, with
We discussed that very fully. 1 did not greater facility than under the present
allude to it to-day, because I consider it system. My hon. friend's question, as I
more a matter of detail than anything else. understand it, is directed more to that
It was my own opinion at the time that point; and the attention of the Govern-
when an officer is employed by the G-ov- ment bas been directed ]argely to the same
erniment, or for private service, the Gov- point. 0f course, the organization of the
ernment or the person employing him is Civil Service; which mustobviously becon-
entitled to the whole of his services for sidered to be defective, sinee it has resulted
the pay which is agreed upon between in such unfortunate circumstances; must
them; but it has been found in some of be taken up as a whole. It is quite impos-
the departments, I believe, that extra pay sible for the Goveanment, sitting as a coun-
is absolutely necessary, and in England cil, and dealing through its various depart-
that difflculty is met by what they call ments vith ail the business of the country,
l duty pay "--that is, the services per- to devote of themselves the requisito time

formed after hours are paid for µinder the and consideration towards a thorough
name of " duty pay." In the Post Office study ofthe system, and the construction
Department, the Savings Bank branch of of a complete pln of reorganization; and
it here, that is provided for, I think, by an they have determined that so soon as
Order in Council authorizing them to pay the session is over-of course, it would
for extra work at the time they are bal- be useless to attempt it during the session-
ancing their books. to appoint a Royal Commission for the

purpose. And it is the intention of this
HoN. MNR. ABBOTT-The question which Government that such a commission shah

my hon. friend has proposed is one of vital ho so composed as to possees the experience
importance at any time, and is of all the and knowledge necessary for the advan-
greater interest now, in consequence of the tageousexercise of its important functions.
lamentable circumstances which have For instance, it would probably, be com-
beeni disclosed in the committees of both posed ofthree persons, one of whom, it is
Houses with reference to irregularities, hoped, we shaH be able to select from the
and worse than irregularities, in the Civil Civil Service itýelf, whose position before
Service, in the management of public the country will be such as will place hiin
funds. 0f course, the attention of the practically beyond the suspicion of par-
Government lmas been forcibly called to tizan control aiother robably having a
the subjeet, and it has been felt to be judicial character, and a third probably,
necessary to corne to some conclusion as* from among persons having an experience
to a mode of remedying these evils, and outside of politis, in the management of
of preventing their reCurrence if possible. large numbers of ieople-a gentleman, if
T ey h ae been more par ticularly occupied possible who will not have engaged in
in the meantime in punishing the delir- ipoies, and will be free from any imputa-
quents, wherever guilt has been brouglit tion of partiality on that score; thougli I
home in sucli a way that no further in-, do ot sc way partiality should exist in a
vestigation for that purpose is needed matter in which both parties are equally
And while we are ai engaged on both interested. But, if practicable, a person
sides in both fouses in investigating and will be selected who is independent of poli.
aseertaining to what extent, and in what tics and party; and wlo will have ad a
particulars, dishonest conduet, irregulari- large experience in the management of
tics and peculation, have prevailed men in a business way. I venture to sug-
in connection with t, public service; I, gest as fy view with regard to the busi-
hope, in so far ais the power lies with us,~ ness of the country, that probably one of
we shat not be found wanting, as those our greatest defets itherto bas been,
investigrations proceed, in punishing pro-! that the public business; lias not been suf-
I)erly those who are founid to have offended. 1ficiently regarded and treated as the busi-
But besides doing that, I hope wve shaîl be ness of a private individual would be.
able to adopt a system under which those If it were possible, and I see no reason
improprieties, although perhaps pot abso- to doubt that it is possible, the business of
lutely preventable, since human nature the country should be conducted with the
mnust always be human nature, may be saie regularity, its servants should work
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with the same diligence, and its business
should be carried on on the same principles,
as in the conduct of the business of an
individual. I see no reason why that
should not be; and I know this, that my
efforts will be directed towards the adop-
tion of a system in which the business of
the country will be conducted on business
principles. It will be my ambition so to do
my portion of the work of the country,
while I happen to remain where I am, as
to have it regulated by such principles as
these; and I hope that by the appointment
of a commission, such as J have described,
we shall be furnished with the description
of a system which will enable us to carry
ont the work of the country on such
principles; and I hope that we shall
be ble to do so by such means and
in such a manner that we shall be
spared such unfortunate developments as
have occurred during the present session.
I have regretted very often to find in a
matter like this-which really is not a ques-
tion of party at all-that such extravagant
language has been habitually applied to
the developments that have been made in
the various committees. There is no
doubt that the discoveries of irregularities
and dishonesty, have been serious-most
serious, and most lamentable. I regret it
extremely, and I amsure every hon. gentle-
man regrets it; and I desire most earnestly
that we shall be able so to improve our
system that such misconduct may be
minimized or prevented in the future. But
J see no reason, because of those discoveries,
to assert the decadence of our country; to
proclaim the universal loss of morality
among our public men; or to characterize
oui country otherwise in the terms in
common use in the press. [ do not desire
to minimize the gravity of the situa-
tion; J would like to characterize the
evil as strongly as possible, consistent
with truth ; but [ do not desire to
promulgate to the world, in language
stronger than necessary, the lamentable
delinquencies of some of our public officials.
We have over 1,400 employés in the Civil
Service. About one per cent. of them, after
a great interval, in which there does not
appear to have been any special investiga-
*ionî or scrutiny into their conduct, have
been found to be guilty ofirregularities, and
in some cases of gross dishonesty. There h as
been a group of cortractors who have
succeeded in imposing, greatly to our loss,

upon one of our departments. I hope we
have put a final stop to that, and i hope
we shall put a similar stop to ail other
delinquencies. I do not despair of my
country because we have discovered that
we have some rogues amongst us. It is
the experience of ail communities. I ven-
ture to say there are rogues in al commu-
nities, and the best we canI do is to prevent
themn, if possible, from doing us further
injury, and punish them severely as we
discover their offences. But in answer to
my hon. friend I have to say that for the
prevention of such regrettable circumstan-
ces in the future, we have in contemplation
another step with regard to the Civil
Service. If we shall succeed in obtaining
from the commission we propose to appoint
a sensible and practical scheme for con-
ducting the business of the departments,
we have in contemplation the appointment
of a person who shall occupy a position
similar to that of the Auditor-General-
that is to say, independent to alarge degree
of the Government or of party.

IION. MR. MAcINNES (Burlington)-
Does it include a permanent Civil Service
Commission ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-We have not con-
sidered the propriety of having a perma-
nent Civil Service Commission. We propose
the appointment of a commission which
shall investigate and report upon the best
mode of conducting the public business;
but I doubt if circumstances would justify
the expense of a permanent commission.
And I think, moreover, that the measure
which I have stated we contemplate; would
have in a large degree the same effect as a
permanent commission- that is to say,
the appointment of an official standing
independent of party and of the Govern-
ment of the day, to a large extent, very
much as the present Auditor-General does,
who might be called the Comptroller, or
Inspector, or any other name that might
properly describe his office; whose duty
would be something analagous to that of
the inspector of a bank. He would have
a right to enter every department of the
service when he chose, and investigate the
conduct of the employés and officials;
scrutinize the management of the finances
of the department, as well as the way
in which its work is done-in fact, look
thoroughly from time to time into the
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mode in which the business of every Commons, and anendmonts thereto, so as to render
department is conducted, and the mode i ineligible to the Senate or House of Conmons, and toconuce disqualify froin sitting therein, any person who isa
which the clerks and employés of that'shareholder in any incorporated company holding a
department are doing their duty, and contract with, or receiving or having reteived any
report upon those subjects accordingly. subsidy froin the Goverument of Canada."
By these neans what we hope to attain He said: lon gentlemen must fot ima-
by these methods is this: we hope to gine that the notice I have given proposes
arrive at a better system-at a more com- anything radical in its nature. 1 simply
plete system-by which the affairs of the mean to su-gest that the Iaws to secure
country will be managed in a business-like the independence of Parliament should be
way ; and if we carry out what we further made as complote as possible-something
contemplate, we hope to obtain the services in the unes that the hon. Premier sug-
of a person of standing, who will have the gested as to the Civil Service-not that 1
confidence of the public, and who will believe that it is possible to infuse an ange[-
make it bis business and duty, from time ical nature to members of this House or
to time, to supervise the operations and of the other Iouse, but that the occasions
working of every department of the ser- for evil-doing should be minimized, so that
vice. And by these means we shall hope developments of the sad character of those
to prevent in future a recurrence of the that have been made public shah, if pos-
unfortunate circumstances that have de- sible, be averted in the future. The law
veloped themselves during the present as it exists to-day is very stringent, pro-
session. hibiting members ofeither fouses from

holding contracta with the Governmerit,
GOVERNMENT RAILWAYS IN THE but it leaves a loop-hole, I migbt say a barn-

MARITIME PROVINCES. door-open, by whicb any one who is in-
ENQUIRY. clined to abuse the law can easily do it.

A member of this flouse or of the other
HoN. MR. WARK enquired of the Gov- buse would not, directly and openly,

ernment- make a contract with the Goverament.
The cost of constructing and equipping the follow- Even if there were no law prohibiting it

ing railways, with the length of each in miles, it would be repugnant to them; but if a
viz :-

1. The Pictou Town Branch person is so inclined ho ca now do it in
2. The Oxford and New Glasgow Line and its a fraudulent manner; for the law as it

branches; exista nermits members of Parliament to
3. The Cape Breton Line ;
4. The brid e at Grand Narrows on the last- become sharebolders and stockholders

mentioned roa? in incorporated companies receiving (ov-
HON. MR. ABBOTT-In reply to my ernment subsidies, s0 that any hon. gentle-

hon. friend's question, the cost of con- man who wishes to supply the Govern-
structing and equipping is as follows :-ment, say, ith steel rails, may form ajoint

1st. T h e P i c to u Town stock companywith bis clerks, for example,
Branch, 14 miles, is.. .. 388,401 63 or some of his friends, and do it with

Terminals h &c ..... ...... 115,425 58 impunity.

Total .. .........$ 503,827 21
2nd. The Oxford and New

Glasgow Railway, 721
miles, is, up to 18th
August, 1891.... .... $1,787,701 40

3rd. The Cape Breton Rail-
way, 98 miles, is, up to
18h August, 1891. 3,021,524 44

4th. The brid e over Grand
Narrows is, up to 18th
August, 1891......... 525,365 02

DISQUALIFICATION OF MEMBERS
OF PARLIAMENT.

NOTICE OF MOTION.

HON. MR. POIRIER rose to call-
The attention of the House to the propriety of

amending the Act respecting the Senate and House of

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I rise to a
question of order. I do not think my hon.
friend has placed his motion on the minutes
of the House in such form as tojustify him
in making a speech. There is no question
before the House, no question is asked,
and I consider that my hon. friend cannot
go on and make a speech on the notice he
bas given. I ask for the ruling of the
Chair.

HON. MR. MILLER-I rise to the ques-
tion of order raised by the hon. member
from Lunenburg. I think it is quite un-
answerable. Strictly speaking, no discus-
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sion can arise in this House unless upon a
regular question, or in case of an enquiry,
where the discussion is limited to a state-
ment of the facts necessary to explain and
elucidate the enquiry. These are the only
two cases in which a discussion can arise
upon a notice of motion of this kind. We
have had a practice, and I think it is
rather eensured in Bourinot, introduced
some years ago in this House, of first call-
ing attention to a subject and then making
an enquiry of the Government regarding
it; and under a statement and inquiry of
that kind, discussions have been permitted
irregularly, as if it were upon a regular
question or motion, and these discussions,
though irregular, as every parliamentarian
must know, have been allowed to be
adjourned from day to day. But the pre-
sent motion does not come within the scope
even of that irregular description of dis-
cussion. What is the notice on the Paper?
That the hon. gentleman will cali attention
to the propriety of amending the Act, &c.;
but there is no inquiry, no question, merely
the bald statement that my hon. friend will
cal the attention of the House to a certain
subject. We have, as I have just said, and
as bas been commented upon in Bourinot,
already got into an irregular habit of dis-
cussion upon a notice and an inquiry; but
bore there is no inquiry at ail, simply a
notice, and if an hon. member is to be
allowed to put a notice on the Paper that
ho will call attention to any subject under
the sun, and a discussion is allowed to arise
on it, there will be no end to the irregulari-
ties which will arise out of such a practice.
There is no question before the House, and
there cannot possibly be a discussion.

HON. MR. POIRIER-It bas been toler-
ated, in my recollection, in this House, for
bon. gentlemen to make remarks on notices
similar to the one I have given.

HON. MR. MILLER-I never knew an
instance.

lION. MR. POIRIER-I admit that the
practice is not regular; I shall not, there-
fore, persist in forcing what I believe bas
been tolerated with other gentlemen, but
which seems not to be tolerated with me.
In order to put myseif right I will, with
the permission of hon. gentlemen, move
the adjournment of the House and go on
with my remarks.

HoN. MR. MILLER-I rise to a question
of order. The hon. gentleman is bound to
take his seat when a member rises to a
question of order.

HoN. MR. POIRIER-A member can
only be called to order when he bas fin-
ished his sentence.

HoN. MR. MILLER-The hon. gentle-
man from Acadie has been called to order
by the hon. gentlemen from Lunenburg,
and upon that point ho has not allowed
the Chair to decide, which he should have
done.

HON. MR. POIRIER-I admitted the
propriety of the point of order, and after-
wards moved the adjournment of the
House.

HON. MR. MILLER-The bon. gentle-
man is out of order, and bas committed ano-
ther breach of the rules of the House. He is
not in a position to move the adjournment
of the House; ho bas spoken already, and
cannot move the adjournment of the
House.

HoN. MR. POIRIER-The bon. gentle-
man is simply mixing up matters. When
a person bas once spoken on a question ho is
debarred from moving an adjournment.
That much I admit; but my bon. friend
states in his own argument there was no
question before the House; therefore, I am
perfectly at liberty to move the adjourn-
ment. The bon. gentleman should be
more careful, if ho wishes to retain control
of the procedure of the House. He seems
to have got a little rusty as to the rules.
I say I have a perfect right to move the
adjournment and speak to the adjourn-
ment.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-It is impos-
sible to allow our rules to be set aside. I
do not admit that in England the rule is
not to allow a person to speak on a ques-
tion. I say in England the rule is to allow
of speaking on a question.

HON. MR. MILLER-Certainly; but
there is no question bore.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-No doubt the
hon. gentleman from Acadie is wrong. If'
he had added three or four words to his

47 2



Disqualifcation of [AUGUST 20, 1891] Members of Parliament.

notice it would make it all right. If the I did not deny or controvert the practice
hon. gentleman from Acadie only adds .to which had grown up in this fouse under
his notice that he will ask the Government motions such as that of the Hon. Mr. Mc-
what they propose to do on this subject Pherson, who introduced that practice in
bis motion will be in order and the whole this fouse. What I contend with regard
objection falls. The hon. gentleman will to tbe present motion is, that it is simply a
remenber that Sir David MacPherson, on n bject, and
such a motion as that, spoke for three days. without an enquiry at ail; that no such

notice can be found ôn our minutes any-
HoN. MR. MILLER-But there was an where, and that it is out of order. 1 think

inquiry at the end of his notice. the question of order shouki have been
-MR.BELLROSEIt idecided by the Chai r, and the motion of an

IION. MR. BELLEROSE-It was just adjournrnent should not be allowed to inter-
such a notice as this would be if the hon. fere with it. If, after it is decided, the hon.
gentleman were to add his inquiry at the gentleman desires to move the adjourn-
end of it; and the hon. gentleman from ment of the fouse, then there will he a
Richmond said that even then the hon. cut of the previous discussion ani he wiii
gentleman from Acadie would be out of be able to start afresh.
orwier.

HoN. Mr. MILLE R-I said nothing of the
ki nd.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE-I understood
thehon.gentleman to say so,and thathaving
been the practice for twenty-five years, now
is not the time to say it is contrary to rules
of order. I have been ca-lled to order myself
under similar circumstances, and that is
the reason why I know a little more about
it. I had forgotten to add the question,
and the Ilouse allowed me very cour-
teously to do so without notice; and I sup-
Posethelouse will haveno objection to per-
rait the hon. gentleman from Acadie
to add a question to his notice.

HoN. MR. MILLER-I do not want the
hon, gentleman from Delanaudière, and I
do not suppose he desires, to put words or
sentiments into mv mouth that I never
1.ttered. What I said was this: that on
simple questions it was permitted to make
such explanations as were necessary to
explain or elucidate the question. That
Was permitted in the flouse of Lo-ds. I
said that we had gone a step further by the
Introduction of a notice calling attention

a subject, followed by an inquiry, and
that in this House we had treated that as
a regular motion with a subject before the
'louse, which, was not considered in order,
and is referred to in Bourinot's work on
Pliaentiry Procedure as being irregu-
ar. I did not deny the practice; on the

eontrary, I stated that discussions on such
Snotice and such an inquiry had extended
ofnr day to day in this House previously.

HoN. MR. POIRIER-I wish the hon.
gentleman to remark that on the first call-
ing to order I admitted the pertinency of
the objection. and therefore, in my estima-
tion, did render unnecessary the decision of
the Chair. But I subsequently moved the
adjournment of this House, seconded by
the hon. gentleman beside me, and that, I
submit to the flouse, I had a perfect right
to do, as I had not spoken to any motion
before this flouse.

HON. MR. MILLER-The hon. gentle-
man has spoken on the subject before the
House.

HON. MR. POIRIER-Not so ; I was
called to order and submitted at once; and
I maintain that I had spoken to no motion
before the House. Therefore. I contend I
was perfectly correct in moving the ad-
journment.

HoN. Ma. BELLEROSE-Let the hon.
gentleman add three or four words to the
end of his motion, and then he will be in
order.

IloN. MR. POIRIER-I took the other
course.

SOME HON. GENTLEMEN - Chair!
Chair.

THE SPEAKER-The question submit-
ted to the flouse seems to me, as a matter
of practice, to be a very important one.
It is one under the heading of "motion."
A notice has been given by an bon. mein-
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ber, and the question is, whether it would I were to propose the adjournment of the
entitle him to speak. It is a very import- iluse my right to move it would not be
ant question, and I believe it would be contested.
better for him to refer to the practice of'
the House. I would ask the hon. gentle- HON. MR. BELLEROSE-No.
man to adjourn this question until to-mor-
row, to give him time to enquire into our HON. Ma. ROSS-Then 1 move the
practice. My mind is made up as to the adjournment of the flouse.
rules, but I would rather adjourn the
question until to-morrow. HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I seco d it.

HoN. MR. POIRIER-I would readily HON. MR. POIRIER-Since, through the
consent to the suggestion of bis Honour kindness of the fouse, 1 am permitted,
the Speaker; but the question before the without interruption or impediment, to
the louse is, whether I have the right to deal with this question, whieh you will al
move the adjournment of the House or not. admit is one of public interest, and which

I brought up without any impropel' motive
THE SPEAKER-I believe there was a whatever, but simply to eau the attention

question put to the Chair, and it had a of the bouse and of the country to a defect
right to be answered. Until I give my in the Iaw, which defect should be ie-
decision, the hon. gentleman cannot move died, I beg to thank you fpr your kind in-
an adjournment. dulgence and crave that I may be allowed

to say a few words. The law which I pro-
HON. MR. POW ER-I would recommend pose to have enacted is simply that which

the hon. gentleman to give the notice in was placed on the Statute-book the year
proper form. Al he bas to do is to add a following the confederation of the pro-
question at the end of the notice, and then vinces. The Independence of Parliament
there will be no question as to his being Act of 1868 precluded members of tho
in oz'der. flouse of Cominons from having aiiy con-

tract whatsoever with the Governmnent,
HON. Ma. POIRIER-I give notice that and that, I believe, Ras a wholesoe laW.

I wikl add to my motion the question No mention was made at the time of sena-
whether it is the intention of the Govern- tors, because repressive laws are useless
ment to take action in the matter d or except when abuses a for them. What
something to that efVect. I now advocate is, that the law be restored

to its primitive state. By the Act of 1868
HON. MR. MILLEIR-I have noobjection members of the fouse of Commons were

to the hon, gentleman amending his motion absolutely precluded from having con-
and going on with it now. tracts with the Government. No ex-

ception was made; a yl were included,
HON. MR. J)E BOUCHERVILLE-After whether shareholders in companies or

appealing to the Speaker, and His Honour individuals; the hw said "directly Or
telling us that he wvill study the question indirectly." In 1878 the Hon. Mr. L -
and give bis decision to-morwow, it seems flamme, then Minister of justice, intr
to be showing a want of respect to the duced a clause in the Independence O
Chair not to disehavge the Order of the Parliament Act, making exceptions en
Day until he has given bis decision. favour of shareholders and stockholders of

incorporated com panies. That aend-
HON. MR. P OWLAN-Iv would be ment was strongly combatted by the

bItter for the hon, gentleman to postpone leaders of the then Opposition, and among
his question uniil to-rnorrow, until we get others by the laie Sir John Macdold
the decision of the Speaker. They objected to the amendment the

ground that it was simply nullifying the
HON. MR. ROSS-We have asked for tbe law; that abuses would creep through tbt

decision of the Speaker, and we had better loopholo which the Minister of Justice -
postpone the Ordper until to-morrow. On making. Unforunatel events
motion to adjoura the louse the hon. en- shown the correctness of Sir John Mac-
teman would have the right to speak If donald's predictions. With the perfle
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sion of the House, I will quote some of
Sir John Macdonald's remarks on thkt
occasion, and I am very sure it will have
a soothing effect upon some of my ardent
opponents, who will begin to think that I
am not so radical after all, since my views
are in harmony with those of our late
leader, and the words will be accepted as
words of wisdom when they come from
the lips of our late Premier. I find the
following at page 1239 of the Debates of
the House of Commons, session of 1878.
Sir John Macdonald quoted the amend-
ment proposed by Mr. Laflamme, as fol-
lows: The clause was as follows:-

" This Act shall not extend to disqualify any person
as a menber of the House of Commons by reason of
his being a shareholder in any incorporated company
having a contract or agreement with the Goverument
of Canada, except any company incorporated for the
construction or workng of any part of the Canadian
Pacific Railway."

" Hon. members would observe how, under that
clause, the whole Act night be evaded, so that it would
lot be worth the paper upon which it was printed. Five

inen could forn a company to construct a work,
become incorporated either under the general or a
Dominion Act, and might get a contract, they having
Previously gone to the Government, as individuals,
and obtained an understanding that if they formed a
company they might get a contract. Every man
connected with the contract would thus be the slave
Of the Government, and in spirit and in fact dependent
upon the Government as much as if they were not
incorporated. There ought to be a provision in the
Aut in order to prevent contractors becoming the
tools of any Goverrument. That could ea&ily be done.
It could be easily provided that shareholders in speci-
tic classes of conhpanies, such as banking and insurance,
Were exempted; but that shareholders in companies
for purposes of construction and for selling goods and
doing work, with the exceptions indicated, should be
excluded, just as if the parties forming those compan-
les were acting independently "

All the other sub-leaders of the party
to which I have the honour to belong
expressed similar views, and I believe they
Were right. I do not mean to throw any
disapproval on the Minister of Justice at
that time, because no scandals had then
been perpetrated to the knowledge of the
People. I submit that the predictions of
the late Premier have unfortunately been,
to a certain extent, fulfilled, and that the
amendment to the law has holden out an

flducement to people to evade the Inde-
Pendence of Parliament Act. My own
6xperience teaches me that in very many
Ilstances, when members of Parliament
%eek with extreme zeal for subsidies iii aid
of local railways, it generally turns out
th.at they are shareholders to a consider-
able extent. Within my own knowledge,
1*ilways which have been aided by the

Government have been largely owned by
members of Parliament. I do not mean to
say that they were not useful works, and I
do not wish to be offensive to anybody. I
simply desire to be outspoken ; I am
aware that in many cases members of
Parliament in either House have dis-
played a great deal of zeal in procuring
subsidies for railways, and have after-
wards been given, in consequence, a certain
amount of watered stock. Under my
proposition, inducements to violate the
spirit of the law would be removed, and I
submit that the Independence of Parlia-
ment Act should be restored to the shape
in which it stood before the amendment
was introduced by Mr. Laflamme, and that
members of either House should be pre-
cluded from being shareholders in joint
stock companies receiving aid of'any kind
from the Government. Objections have
been raised to my proposition: one objec-
tion is that I am trying to make members
of Parliament virtuous by Act of Parlia-
ment. Is not that the intent of all this
kind of legislation ? Why is it that mem-
bers of the other Flouse are prevented,
under a penalty of $200 a day, from sitting
and voting in the other House, and that
they forfeit their seats, if they have con-
tracts from the Government? Is it not to
check an evil, and to help making mem-
bers of Parliament virtuous ? In this
House we hold our seats for life under a
patent, and therefore they are not forfeited ;
but the Consolidated Statute imposes a
penalty of $200 a day on senators if they
commit a breach of the law, the object
being to help them also to be vir-
tuous. How is it that in every con-
tract between the Government and private
individuals there is a clause stating that
if any member of either House is a parly
to the profits of the contract there is a fine
to be imposed on the coutractor ? Simply,
to help members of both Houses to be
virtuons. What I desire is to shut the
door against evil-doing and to remove
temptation. Other objections have been
raised. 1have been told: "Youwouldpre-
clude members of Parliament from being
stockholders in banks." Why not make
an exception for them in the new Bill?
Such or similar exceptions now exist in
our laws. Take the case of militia officers
and men: they can hold their seats in
Parliament ; and there are other ex-
ceptions. With this proposed amendment
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the law will have a general application, 1IO-. MR. POIRIER-I do not believe
and, I believe, prove most beneticial. I that 1 made such an insinuation-at least,
hope, therefore, that the Government willi did not intend to; if I did, I wish to with-
see their way, in the interest of all con- draw it. I sirply vished to make the law
cerned, ta put inembers of Parliament in complete.
the position of Cesar's wife-that weshould.
not only be pure and virtuous, but above HON. MR. MILLER-I ar sure that ry
suspicion. I hope the Government will hon. friend had no intention to throw any
see their way to introduce a Bill in the siar or insinuate anything disrespectfui to
direction indicated in my notice, because if members othis House, but it may be sup-
they do not I shall have to introduce such a posed by those who do Dot know the facts
Bill myself, and its chances of success in and circumstances of the case that there
my hands would beconsiderablydiminished may be serious and real ground for tho
as compared with its chances if intioduced motion of my hon. friend and for the step
by the Government. be bas taken here in regard to the inde-

j)endence of tbis brancb oft Parliament. I
HON. MR. MILLER-I wish to ask the contend there is no ground whatever for

hon. member if he means to say that the anything of the sort. 1 do not see wby a
first Independence of Parliament Act person may not be a member of an incor-
passed afler Confederation applied to the porated company and have dealings with
Senate? the Goverament without impairing bis fit-

ness to be a member of this Huse. I do
1ION. MR. POIRIER-No; because there not see any valid objection to tbat; but s0

was no occasion then. far as 1 am personally concerned, I maysay I bave neyer belonged to any corpora-

HoN. MR. MILLER-I thought my hon.any Govern

friend said it did apply to the Senate meat.y ha er hat b ad Pa namen
and was altered, and that he wished to quring ail the tbirty years that 1 have
have the law placed in its original shape. been in public lue, eitber in the Local

Legisiature or here. 1 bave neyer been
HON. Mu. POIRIER-The first restrie- interested to the extent of one dollar in

tive law concerning senators was the any charter that bas core before eitbe'
amendment introduced by Mr. Laflammiie the Pariament of tbe Dominion or of the
in 1878. province I represent in any way and I

arn sure the large majority ot members ifl'
HON. MR. MILLER-I do not intend to this bouse can say the same thing.

occupy the House at any length on this
question, for a reason which I think I will HON. MR. DEVER-Can tbey ail say it?
be able to show to be very conclusive; but,
before proceeding to give that reason, I HON. Ma. MILLER-Perbaps there inaY
desire to say that one would come to the be sharebolders of incorporated banks thilt
conclusion, from the remarks of the hon. have deaiings with the Government but
gentleman, that there was really a neces- is it to be supposed that such sharebolder
sity foir the legislation proposed as regards sbould be disqualitied from Sitting i thiS
the Senate. Now, I am not aware of any- Bouse. I desire, therefore, to emphasize
thing in the history of the Senate, from the the fact that I do not believe there is the
time it was called into existence until the sligbtest circunistance la the bistorY
present hour, that justifies or calls for any this body that calls for any such legislatiOf
such legislation as my hon. friend suggests. as seems to my bon. friend to bo necessUIY
I (o not believe that any suspicion of cor- at least, I presume he deems it necef5ay
ruption in this body has ever existed since or be woul not cail u on this bouse.t'
its creation to the present day, and I do pass sucb legisiation. Uut the main poift
not see that there are any grounds that to wbicb I wisb to core is this: My bol"
now render it necessary, if we had the friend seems not to bave read the GO
power to do so, which I contend we have stitutional Act, or, if be bas read it,
not, to apply the Independence of Parlia- seems not to have properly interpieted'
ment Act la its entirety to the Senate. I iontend that it is not in the poe w
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the Parliament of Canada (and I believe
every authority of weight in this country
will support me) to add any qualification
or disqualification to a senator, to affect
bis seat in this Chamber.

HON. MR. POIRIER-I believe I hinted
that in my speech.

HoN. MR. MILLER-I did not under-
stand so. We are a nominated body, and
we are not subject to the conditions that
render such legislation necessary in the
other House. We are independent alike
of the people and of the Crown. The~inde-
pendence ofthis branch ofParliament can-
not be interfered with in any way that the
people have a right to complain of by the
Crown, which bas appointed us, but it is
not so with the elected branch. The Inde-
pendence of Parliament Act is intended to
secure the independence of the elected
representatives of the people from being
impaired by means which the Government
have in their bands to use. That is why
we have an Independence of Parliament
Ac at all. These considerations do not
apply to us, and under no constitution
such as ours, where the upper branch has
been nominated, has an Independence of
Parliament Act ever been applied. Under
the old legislative system of Canada, when
there was a nominated Legislative Council,
the Independence of Parliament Act was
iever applied to that body. It would be

inconsistent with the nature of the tenure
Of office by which gentlemen held seats as
florninated members, in that branch of the
Legislature. Afterwards, when the Legisla-
t ive Couneil of Canada was made elective,
the Independence of Parliament Act was
then applied to the elected members, but
11ot to the nominated members.

HoN. MR. POIRIER-IDoes not the In-
dependence of Parliament Act apply to
senators now, and bas it not applied since
1878 ?

11ON. MR. MILLER-I am coming to
that. I have very strong doubts as to
Whether that clause of the Independenice
Of Parliament Act of 1878, applying to
senators, is not null and void, or ultra vires
Of this Parliament.

HON. MR. POIRIER-But does it not
apply in the way of a penalty ?

HON. MR. MILLER-As a matter of
fact, that point never bas been tested. I
do not know of any case that bas ever
occurred under it. It might be perfectly
proper for the hon. gentleman. if circum-
stances justified it, to move tbat the Tm-
perial Parliament be appealed to for the
purpose of changing the consititution of
this House and adding other disqualifica-
tions to those now imposed on members of
the Sonate. The British North America
Act, which is the constitution of this coun-
try and the Act under which this House
lives and has its being, lays down certain
qualifications, the possession of which is
necessary to any gentleman desiringa seat
in the Senate. These qualifications are as
follows:-He shall be of the full age of 30
years; heshall beeitheraborn ornaturalized
subject of the Queen; ho shall be possesser
of four thousand dollar's worth of pro-
perty above bis debts; he shall be a resi-
dent in the province for which ho is
appointed, and in the case of Qnebec shall
have his real property qualification in the
electoral division for which ho is appoinfed.
There are, on the other hand, certain dis-
qualifications with regard to a senator.
His seat becomes vacant in case ho fails
for two consecutive sessions of Parliament
to give his attendance in the Senate. If ho
takes an oath of allegiance to a foreign
power; if ho is adjudged bankrupt or
becomes a public defaulter; if ho is
attainted of treason, convicted of felony or
of any infamous crime, or if ho ceases to
be qualified in respect of property or of
residence. Now, these are the qualifica-
tions and disqualifications of a senator, aiid
the Imperial Act, which created our con-
stitution, expressly declares in few and
emphatic words in the 29th section, that
" A senator shall, subject to the provisions
of this Act "-not of any Act which may
hereafter be passed by the Parliament of
Canada-" hold bis place in the Senate for
life." I say the Parliament of Canada had
no power to pass an Act tocontravene
that, or to add to the qualifications or dis-
qualifications of a member of the S'enate.

HON. MR. POIRIER-I never denied
that ; on the contrary, I hinted it.

HoN. MR. MILLER-I did not under-
stand my hon. friend to hint anything of
the kind. I am very glad to find that ho
agrees with me.
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HON. MR. POIRIER-I hinted that the
impositions upon a senator are in the way
of penalties. but they cannot deprive us of
our seats, because we hold them bypatent.

lION. MR. MILLER-I do not value the
patent as much as I value our constitutional
Act. I might lose my patent to-morrow,
but I would not lose my seat. In *1877
or 1878 there was, after a good deal of
doubt, a clause put in the Independence of
Parliament Act prohibiting contractors
being members of this House; but that Act
did not attempt to say that a man becom-
ing a contractor should forfeit bis seat as
in the other House. The Parliament of
Canada did not pretend that there was any
power in it to pass such a law as that; but
it says that a man who has made a con-
tract with the Government, while that
contracts exists, shall forfeit $200 for every
day he shall sit in the House. Now, I do
iot unhesitatingly say so; but my belief and
opinion are that that enactment was ultra
vires of the Parliament of Canada, that it
affects a seat of a member of the Senate,
and, I believe, in a court of law would
be held to be null and void. But,
having gone thrt far I think we
have gone far enough. If any change
were found necessary in the constitu-
tion I would as readily as any of the
ardent advocates of purity be ready to
support an appeal to the Imperial Parlia-
ment for a change in the constitution to
meet the circumstances ; but I believe
there is no necessity for anything of the
kind. Circumstances do not justify any
interference by the Government if they
had the power, and I think thatthis debate
is calculated only to spread the impres-
sion abroad in the country that there is
really some ground for an amendment to
thp Independence of Parliament Act in
regard to this body.

HON. MR. POWER-I do not think the
intended resolution of the hon. gentleman
from Shediac is liable to the construction
put upon it. The hon. gentleman does not
call attention to the propriety of amending
the Act solely with regard to the Senate,
but as applied to Parliament.

HoN. Mi. MILLER-The Senate is part
of Parliament.

HON. MR. POWER-It would not be

proper to direct our attention to the House
of Commons alone, and as a matter of
etiquette, I suppose the Senate was in-
cluded also. Substantially, although under
the terms of the British North America
Act, a Senator's seat might not be called
in question, still under the Act of 1877 or
1878, the validity of which I never heard
called in question before, the seat of a
Senator could be made very uncomfortable
and he could be made to cease being a con-
tractor.

HoN. MR. ROSS-The paying of $200 a
day would make it very unpleasant, no
doubt, for many of us.

HON. MR. POWER-I do not understand
the hon. gentleman who bas given the
notice to say that the Senate is any worse
than it was at any previous time, or even
that the House of Commons is very much
worse ; but the case which he tries to estab-
lish is that the state of things which existed
at the beginning of the Confederation bas
changed, that at that time members were
forbidden to have contracts with the Gov-
ernment and that the spirit of that provi-
sion bas been evaded by members entering
into incorporated companies. That was a
practice which was not so common in the
early days as it is now, and I think the
case quoted by the hon. gentleman fronl
the late Premier's speech in 1878 18
just to the point. If four or five in-
fluential and wealthy men wish to
get a contract from the Government,
all that they have to do in order to
evade the penalty now provided for sucb
a breach of the Act, is to become incorpor-
ated as a company. The interest of those
gentlemen is not diminished by the fact
that they are incorporated; they have el
actly the saue interest as if they were
partners, and I think with the limitatiO09
indicated by the bon. gentleman, sonle
such change in the law as he suggesto
would be very desirable. The bon. gent*'
man suggests that the Government, ili
drawing up the Bill, should except persr
engaged in banking, insurance and otber
corporations of that sort, whose dealinD,
with the Government, if they had any
would not be likely to seriously influence
the conduct of their business, and who8o
interest in the companies would nOt b
likely to influence their actions as
bers of this House or of the House of Cod'
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mons; and if there is any object in having
an Independence of Parliament Act at all,
I think it should be made applicable to
the case of incorporated contractors, as
well as to those who are not incorporated-
that is, to companies incorporated to
construct railways and public works at all
events.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I am very glad
indeed that we have got at the head of our
Government a first-class business man as
well as a professional man, who will under-
stand this case, so that I do not think that
there is any likelihood of this notice of
motion of the hoñi. gentleman from Acadie
amounting to very much. Of all the
notices that I have seen upon our paper in
the ten years that I have had the bonour
of sitting here, I never saw one that is so
perfectly impracticable of being carried
out as this, without making a great many
members of the House of Commons and of
the Senate vacate their seats. There are a
great many members of this Senate and of
the House of Commons whoare interested
in incorporated companies having con-
tracts with the Government, who have not
the slightest idea what these companies
are doing; and if a cotton company, for
instance, in which one of those gentle-
men bas stock, should contract with or
sell to the Government ten pieces of
cotton, that the stockholders know
nothing at all about, he would lose his
seat. If he was connected at all with
a banking or insurance company, he
would be liable in the same way. The
bon. gentleman from Halifax was good
enough to suggest that banks and insur-
ance companies and such institutions
should be exempted from the operation of
such a law ; but if banks are to be left out
and insurance companies are to be left
out, why should any other corporation be
included ? The effect of it would be that
no man would venture to take stock in
any company with any certainty of hold-
ing his seat in Parliament. I never con-
sidered for a moment that this notice of
Inotion would bring on any discussion, for
I did not think there was any hon. gentle-
nan in this House who thought the hon.
gentleman from Acadie was serious in
bringing it to our notice. I do not think
there is very much more in it than there
Was in the motion he brought up a few
Years ago to reconstruct the. Senate. He

was then going to reorganize the consti-
tution of the Senate, and have Senators
appointed in a different way altogether
from what they now are, and,« as the
hon. gentleman from Richmond pointed
out very plainly then, it was be-
yond his power or our power to do any-
thing of the kind. I repeat that if any-
thing like the suggestion in tbis notice of
motion was to be a carried out a great
many members of both the Senate and
House of Commons would have to sell out
every dollar of stock they have in the
world. They would not be sure of holding
their seats for an hour, for companies do
not consult their stockholders as to what
they are going to do when they are making
contracts, nor do the stockholders inquire.
The hon. gentleman from Halifax speaks
about the inco:-poration of contractors. Of
course, the incorpoiation of a number of
members of Parliament as contractors is
possible, but it is not very probable. But
if a stockholder in an ordinary joint stock
company, who owns 10 shares or 100 shares,
is to be excluded from either House in con-
sequence Gf such a company having a con-
tract with the Government, it is the most
ridiculous proposal I every heard.

HoN. MR. McCALLUM-I do not wish
to occupy the time of the House but a few
moments on this question. My hon. friend
said that he wants to make us all virtuous;
but he subsequently stated that the Senate
is all virtuous, and he wants to make
members of the House of Commons vir-
tuous. He goes further, and quotes the lan-
guage of the late Prime Minister of this
country. That is the language which
was used in the House of Commons in
1878. That hon. gentleman governed this
country from 1878 until a few days ago,
but he never suggested such an amend-
ment to the Independence of Parliament
Act as the hon. gentleman has submitted.
If he thought the present Act was injurious
to the people of this country I am sure he
would have amended it. But what is the
case to-day? A re members of Parliament
the worst men in this country ? I know
many of them very well, and I say they
are not the worst men. I say they are the
best men from the localities from which
they come, and that they are the first men
of this country as a body. At the present
time, association and co-operation are the
order of the day. In a progressive and
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prosperous country, are you going to de-
prive these men from taking stock ir any
company that is formed to promote the
interest of this country because they are
members of Parliament ? Are you going
to force the first men in the country to
come in here as drones and not' work
in the hive of industry ? A man with
$1,000 cannot do much in the way of
improvement in this country, but if you
take 100 men with $1,000 each it will'
aggregate a $100,000, with which some-
thing can be done. By this proposal you
would deprive such men, who are members
of Parliament, of the privilege of taking
part in the improvement and development
of the country. Of course, the hon. gentle-
man admits that the Senate is pure, but I
think the House of Commons is pure, too,
as far as that goes. No great evil bas
been shown to exist under the present law,
but my hon. friend says that the present
law leaves a loop-hole-a barn-door-open
for hon. gentlemen to have underhand
dealings with the Government. I do not
understand it so, and I question very much
if a company were formed of members of
Parliament to take a contract from the
Government whether they could not be
indicted for conspiracy, and no instance is
on record, in the history of the country,
where a thing of that kind has taken
place. I think the Independence of Parlia-
ment Act is strict enough now ; in fact, I
think it is too strict, for I never knew of the
Government of the country exacting the
penalty yet. If the penalty was reason-.
able it might be collected. Supposing a
member of Parliament disqualified himself
by taking a contract from the Government,
1 think the penalty is so severe that it
would never be enforced.

HoN. MR. POIRIER-It will not apply
if he does it in ignorance, and it would not
apply either in the case I suggest.

HoN. MR. McCALLUM-I contend that
the members of the House of Cominons of
Canada and the members of the Senate are
men who have large experience in the
business of this country. They do not
come in through the cabin windows; they
corne in over the jib-boom bowsprit and
knight-heads. They do not steal in through
the cabin windows, and then undertake to
tinker with the constitution of the country.
We do not need that, and with a little

improvenent, as far as the Civil Service is
concerned-and I was glad to hear the
remarks of the Prime Minister with refer-
ence to that subject to-day-I am satisfied
we will progress much more rapidly than
we have done, and that Canada will be an
example to the world by-and-bye.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I regret that
the question before us is not in such form
as to enable us to put it to a vote and obtain
an expression of the opinion of the Senate
on it. My hon. friend who has moved in
this matter has introduced a question of
vital importance to this country-probably
of greater importance than any other
question that has come before us-a ques-
tion affecting the constitution of the Parlia-
ment of Canada; and unless he had some
grave reasons to bring before this House
to justify the suggestion he has offered I
think ho is far from exercising his right
and doing his duty as a member of the
Senate. Hon. gentlemen in introducing
any reforms should show that the neces-
sity for reforn exists. My hon. friend
bas entirely failed to give a reason for the
reform that ho suggests. He says his object
is to render the House pure and virtuous.
My hon. friend must have supposed that
the Hlouse was not pure and virtuous,
and that in order to make it such ilt is
necessary to purge it, and expel from Par-
liament gentlemen who are corruptly
influenced in matters affecting the public
interest. He says ho would like to see
4he House like CSser's wife, pure-

HON. MR. POIRIER-I said like Coeser's
wife, " above suspicion."

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Then the in-
ference is that we are not " above sus-
picion; " but that he would, by the sugges-
tion he as made, place us above suspicion.
I would ask, who are the men composing
the two branches of the Legislature? Are
they not men of large minds, and large
experience in every branch of trade and
commerce in the Dominion? I ask My
hon. friend, if he could get the constitution
changed to meet his views, in what position
would ho place this country? Men who
have stock in the important enterprises of
the country, and who have a knowledge Of
every branch of industry and trade, would
be disqualified to hold seats in this House.
I would not be surprised, as I am interested
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in some steamboat company-that carries
mails, if I would not lose my seat myself.'
I am not sure but my hoi. friend from,
Antigonish might also forfeit his seat, and
I believe it would affect almost every
member of this House, except probably my
hon. friend who has moved in this matter,
and even ho may be affected by it. The
hon. gentleman speaks of corruption that
might be purified. He included in his
motion " any person who is a shareholder in
any incorporated company holding a con-
tract with or receiving or having received
any subsidy from the Government." If a
member had at any ti me, being a stock-
holder of an incorporated company,received
money from the Government, he would be
deprived of the opportunity of holding his
seat in Parliament. Even my hon. friend
himself, having at one time been post-
master, would not be qualified for a seat
in this House. Being appointed by a certain
Government, ho is, of course, under obliga-
tion to those who appointed him, and could
not sit bere without a feeling of subser-
viency to the Government of the day. My
hon. friend will see how far this would go.
It would affect every member of this
House. There is no necessity for such a
change and my hon. friend has shown no
reason for it. It would affect the best men
in both branches of Parliament and leave
us-whom? Men who have scarcely a stase
in the country at all-who have never
done anything to develop the country and
have not done anything to promote any
publie enterprise. One hon. gentleman
would exempt insurance men, another
Would except bankers, and another would
except railway contractors. If they were
all taken out I wonder who we would have
left. I do not disparage my bon. friend's
Wisdom generally, but when ho comes to
tinkering with the constitution, as ho
Wanted to do a few years ago, and now
asks for another change, for which ho bas
given no reason, and under which ho would
deprive the Legislature of Canada of the
ablest men in it, and put in their place
Men who have no stake in the country and
Who have no grasp of the trade and com-
lnerce of the country, it is evident ho bas
not studied the question very deeply.

RoN. Ma. CLEMOW-I feel diffident in
taking part in this discussion, because I
adinit freely that, were such a law passed,
I should be ineligible for a seat in this

31

bouse. I certainly would not deprive my-
self of the stocks I hold in incorporated
companies, because I would be placing
myself and my family at a disadvantage.
I could not live unless I had the advantage
of being a stockholder in several com-
panies; therefore, as far as I am concerned,
I should be obliged of necessity to resign
my seat in this Senate if the Act were
amended as the hon. gentleman bas sug.
gested. A similar law was in operation a
number of years ago in Ontario, but they
found that the effect was disastrous, and
I believe that under the present Gor-
ernment-the Liberal Government-they
changed the law, because they found that
under the operation of the Act the best
men of the country were ineligible to sit in
the councils of cities, towns or municipali-.
ties. Therefore, they amended the law
and made it similar to what it is at pre-
sent. In those days, if aman wanted to get
into the council ho had to transfer bis stock
in an indirect way. I do not like an indirect
way to obtain a proper thing. I would
look upon myself as doing an act that I
would feel alarmed at in being obliged to
transfer my stock secretly, for the purpose
of qualifying myselflegitimately for a seat
in this House. Nothing has been shown
in the history of Parliament to warrant it.
The bon. gentleman would ostracize the
best men in this country. It is an incen-
tive to every energetie man to make a
standing for himselt' in this country, the
fact that ho has a chance of being called
to take part in the councils of the nation ;
but the hon. gentleman by this stop would
prevent any successful man taking part in
the public affairs of the country. Probably
the hon. gentleman may have some object
in view. He may think there are acts of
impropriety connected with members of
this House or of the other House, but 1
have yet to learn that they have done any
great evil, because the tribunals of the
country are open to prosecute such men,
and we know that people are very apt to
take advantage of them. Some years ago
the late momber for this city, Mr. J. M.
Currier, who was concerned in a milling
establishment, because ho supplied to a
department a few thousand feet of plank,
that were necessary for the use of the
Government, found that ho had contra-
vened the Independendence of Parliament
Act, and ho immediately resigned his seat.
He at once appealed to the people, and the
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people sent him back by an overwhelming
majority-a larger majority than was ever
given to any member of Parliament for
any other constituency in Canada. It
showed the indignation of the people at the
injustice that was done to that gentleman
under a stringent Act. We ought to stimu-
late ,the ambition of every able man, and
give him an op portunity of doing every-
thing he can to benefit his country; but if
you are going to ignore him, and place him
in an unfortunate position, if he should
happen to have stock in a company that
may have dealings with the Government.
vou will shortly deprive Parliament of its,
best men. Even as it is, our best men are
prevented from entering the public arena
because the inducements political life
affords are not sutficiently great. Men
will not sacrifice their private business and
go into public life, because they are sub-
jected to adverse criticism from Opposition
iewspapers and political opponents, and
many of them dread the ordeal that pub-
lic men have to go through. Is the coun-
try going to be benefited by such a rnea-
sure as the hon. gentleman suggests, that
will put men of brains and enterprise out
of Parliament? Are you going to put in
their place men who have never done any-
thing for themselves or their families ?
Show me a man who has made a busi-
ness reputation for himself or acquired
property for himself, and'il will trust my
interests in bis hands rather than in the
hands of a man who bas made nothing for
himself, and has never benefited the
country in any way. I should certainly
not have said anything on this question
only I am interested myself, and if a
measure ofthis kind was to pass to-morrow
I should not sit in this House five minutes.
I have been a contractor in this way my-
self with the Government for the last
twenty-five years, and it would deprive
me of the benefit of carrying on a business
which I have carried on succes-fully and
to the satisfaction of the people of this
country, and I would be debarred from
taking a seat in this Senate, because I
happen to hold stock in an incorporated
company which bas been a benefit to this
Senate and the country at large. I do not
think the Bill should pass. I do not
believe we have the constitutional power
to pass it, but if we had, I do not believe
we could find a class of men sufficiently
strong in this country to support any such
measure.

HON. MR. FLINT-I was elected in 1862
to what was called the Upper House. I
was in that House until Confederation, and
I have been in the Senate ever since, and
have missed but one session of Parliament
all that time. I have taken particular
notice during those years of the gentle-
men with whom I have been connected
here, and I must say, for the credit of the
Senate, I have never yet discovered any-
thing wrong with any of them in reference
to the boodle question. Now we are placed
here-what for ? To stand between the
Crown and the people. That is the oath
that I took when I was first a member of
the Upper House, and the oath that I took
when I was appointed to the Senate. I
never sought the position of senator or
member of the Legislative Council, but
my friends would not allow me to remain
quiet, and the consequence is I have been
since 1862, down to the present time, in
public life. How much longer I shall con-
tinuo I cannot say. So far as I am indi-
vidually concerned. had I ever known,
during my time in this House, of any mem-
ber of the Senate having done anything
disreputable or wrong, I sbould have been
the first to expose him. I should have con-
sidered that my duty. With reference to the
question before the Ilouse, as the Senate bas
existed since Confederation without having
done anything particularly wrong, I do
not see any necessity for altering the law.
We have been placed in a high and honour-
able position by our Queen and country,
and we should retain it without feeling
that legislation is required to keep us
honest. If I felt for one moment that I
could not be honest in this House I should
retire at once. In this flouse we are inde-
pendent of the Government and of the
people. We do not have to coax and per-
suade the electors to keep us in the Senate.
We do not have to get money from various
sources to bribe the electors, and I trust
we shall never have to adopt such means.
While I was a member of the Legislative
Assembly, I can assure bon. gentlemen I
never paid a cent to anybody to vote for
me, and I would not though often asked
to do so, and I never went round asking
people to vote for me. I felt that if the
people wanted me to represent them they
should elect me without having to canvass
them for their support. The IndependecO
of Parliament Act has worked well, so far
as we are concerned, and until somethiîn
takes place in the Senate to require suoe
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a change as is suggested there is no necos-
sity for amending the existing law.

HoN. MR. READ-As I look at this
motion, it would, if adopted, have a very
pernicious effect. Take the case of a steam-
ship line which caries the mails. Every
man holding stock in that company would
be precluded from occupying a seatin this
House. Would that be a desirable thing ?
It would have the effect of preventing
capitalists from investing in such enter-
prises, and I cannotconceivethat anything
would be more injurions to the country.
But there are in the House and in the
country always constitution tinkers, and
this is the second time that my hon. friend
from Shediac has undertaken to tinker the
constitution. Perhaps it would be botter
if he would look and see whether the spots
require mending before he undertakes the
work. If his suggestion were adopted it
would place members of both Houses in
such a position that they could not have a
share in any great enterprise.

HoN. MR. POIRIER-We were in that
position between 1868 and 1878.

HoN. MR. READ-Experience showed
that that was not desirable, and that pro-
vision of the law was modified. I well
recollect in 1878 a momber of this House
taking a contract with the Government. It
was not considered that it affected his seat.

HoN. MR. DEVER-He had to give up
his seat.

HoN. MR. READ-It was not considered
that he could not take the contract, but the
Government thoug$t it better for him to
resign his seat, and he did resign it. If
the intention of the hon. gentleman could
be carried out I think it would be exceed-
ingly undesirable, and it is not at all
requisite. No case has been shown where
it was requisite to pass such a law, and
we should be exceedingly chary how we
rmQove in such a direction. Experience has
shown that it is unnecessary, and there is
n0 reason why we should make an altera-
tion.

Mr. IROSS-I beg leave to withdraw my
flOtion.

The m6tion was withdrawn.
31½

FISHERIES ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (122) " An
Act further to amend 'The Fisheries Act,'
Chap. 95 of the Revised Statutes."

(In the Committee.)

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-This Bill received
a good deal of discussion previous to its
second reading, and some some points
seemed to present themselves as requiring
special attention. I do not know that it
is necessary for me to show the House to
what extent these purse-seines are injurious
to the fisheries. They are very few in
number, and the property of individuals of
more or less wealth, and the result of their
use is more particularly disadvantageous
to the class of fishermen in respect of whom
my hon. friends from Prince Edward Island
spoke at the second reading. These large
seines have the effect, in fact, of destroy-
ing large numbers of fish, destroying their
food and driving them away and breaking
up the shoajs, from which the ordinary
fishermen obtain their supplies. My hon.
friend from Hahfax seemed to think, and
so did my hon. friends froin Prince Edward
Island, that this law would apply to a small
class of nets sed from the shores and from
small boats. I am told by. gentlemen
who understand the business of fishing,
which I do not, that a purse-seine is well
described by that phrase, that every one
who understands the business of fishing
knows what is meant by a purse-seine-
that it is an enormous net, the smallest of
which is over 150 fathoms in length;
that it is used from large vessels, such as
schooners and steamers-that in point of
fact it is hauled up by means of machinery;
that it is in every respect beyond the
means of ordinary fishermen, and that, in
point of fact, there are not many of them
-I would not be able to inake an estimate
of the number-on the coasts of our mari-
time provinces. The phrase which is used
in this Act as describing this kind of net
is the phrase used in the Acts of the
United States directed against them, and
there does not eeem to have been any diffi-
culty as to the definition of them. If my
hon. friends from Prince Edward Island
desire to be further assured as to the char-
acter of the nets indicated I would have
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no objection at all to say that this provi
sion shall not include any net or seine that
is less than 150 fathoms in length.

HoN. MR. POWER-That would not do

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend is
hard to please. The other day he was
afraid that these seines would be confused
with small seines. Now, I an willing to
confine the operation of the Act to very
large nets indeed, but my hon. friend is
not satisfied. There was another objection
taken, that the procedure was too sum-
mary, that it was not to be had before a
competent judge, that an ordinary magis-
trate was not competent to decide
on questions relating to such large
snms-involving perhaps the ruin of
the person accused. My reply was that
there were two modes of redress, one
by appeal to a superior court and the
other by appeal to the Minister of Fish-
eries. These at present are the appeals
from penalties under the Fisheries Act.
It is true the Act does not mention the
appeal to the superior court, but there is
no doubt that such exists, because the
Summary Convictions Act provides for it,
and in Nova Scotia and in New Bruns-
wick appeals have been taken under the
Summary Convictions Act from magis-
trates' decisions in cases arising under the
Fisheries Act, and are pulWished in the
reports. I would refer my hon. friend to
the case of the Queen vs. Todd in Nova
Scotia, and in the New Brunswick reports,
volume 25, ex parte Wilson, is a decision
in the Supreme Court on an appeal taken
under the Fisheries Act.

HON. MR. POWER-Did the court hold
that they had jurisdiction ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-They decided the
cases. A recent decision under the Sum-
mary Convictions Act shows that there is
an appeal to the superior court, which
would be a comparatively inexpensive
matter. This seems, to meet my hon.
friend's objection, which I told him I would
look into and satisfy mytself about, and it
seems to me a complete answer to the
objection of my hon. friend from Ottawa.
There can be no possible difficulty about
that. Under these*circumstances, I do not
see why there should be any serious objec-
tion to the passage of the Bill.

HON. MR. PROWSE-I think the expla-
nation which has been given by the leader
of the Government in reference to the
intention of the Government, as far as the
class of seines is conicerned, is perfectly
correct, that it is not intended to apply,
and does not apply, Io these ordinary fish-
ing nets which are in very general use in
the Maritime Provinces. I might, how-
ever, for a few minutes give a little de-
scription of the different modes and ways
in which these fish have been caught in
times past. These purse-seines are -pv-
cially prepared and intended for mackerel
fishing, and I may say for mackerel fishing
alone. The mackerel is peihaps the most
valuable fish that we have in our maritime
waters. It is a very shy and difficult fish
to catch. Some 20 years ago the only
method by which those fish were taken was
by the ordinary hook and line, and at that
time it was a very profitable industry.
Everyone engaged in it usually had a good
summer's business, catching them in that
way, and they were caught in their best
condition. The outfit cost a mere trifle.
It amounted, in the case of those fishing off
shore, to a small boat with a keel of 14 to
17 feet, a little bait and two or thi ee hooks
and lines. With the exception of the
boat itself, the outfit would not amount
to more than $2 or $3, and that was
the way in which mackerel were caught
almost universally until a few years
ago. Since then nets have been intro-
duced and mackerel are ot so gen-
erally caught by hook and line but are
largely captured by what are called gill-
nets. The mesh of the net is so fixed that
the head of the fish gets in and is caught by
the gill and the fish thereby is actually
drowned and kept very often in the
water for some h ours or for a day or
two, the result being that the fish caught
in these nets to which this Bill does not
apply at all, are injured very much in
quality. I know from experience that
fish caught in the gill-nets are not worth
as much by two or three dollars a barrel
as the fish caught by purse-seines and hook
and line. When caught in the gill-nets
they soon become soft and unmerchant-
able. The people who live along the shore
catch the fish with these small nets. In
the harbours they have larger boats, with
25 to 30 feet of keel. They live in these,
and not only catch mackerel by hook and
line, as I have described, but they have
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with them eight to ten large gill-nets,which
they set at diffèrent parts of the coast, or
at the stern of their little vessels in the
evening, and catch a large number of fish
in that way; and then there is the other
class, for which provision is made in this
Bill, to prevent and avoid their use alto-
gether. Now, I think it will be found
that the fishermen who are in the habit of
fishing with the old hook and line would
prefer not only that the purse-seines
should be done away with altogether,
but that these gill-nets should be done away
with also, and then the system of
fishïing would be restored as it was
20 years ago, when every man that
went out caught a good number of fish.
In Prince Edward Islands the year before
last, meetings were held and resolutions
passed in favour of prohibiting the use of
these gill nets, and it will be found that
while those who are in the habit of using
book and line and of using gill-nets are
determinedly opposed to the purse-seines,
those who use only the hook and line are
equally opposed to the gill-net, and I
believe they are right. I do not be-
lieve that doing away with the purse-
seines will improve matters much' on the
coast. I believe the only way to restore
the primitive condition is to do away with
purse-seines and gill-nets; but there is a
difficulty in doing that, inasmuch as doing
away with those gill-nets would prevent
people setting them for herring, and
that is the only way that berring could
be caught at all. To meet that difflculty
there should be certain localities laid down
by the department where these gill-nets
could be used at certain seasons of the
year, and they should bo used only in suich
localities as are frequented by the herring.
I believe that an agitation will spring up
in the Maritime Provinces to do away with
purse-seines and gill-nets so far as the
Mackerel fishing is concerned. A state-
ment was made by the hon. gentleman
from Quinté to the effect that it was noces-
Sary, so far as the lake fisheries are con-
cerned, to pass a law of this kind. I sub-
mit that no law can be made which will
be applicable to both the sea fisheries and
the lake fisheries. They are separate and
listinct. They have no such nets as. purse-
Seines 150 fathoms in length in use in the
fresh water fisheries. The fishermen use
smnall nets. The laws governing the fish-
eries in the fresh water should be separate

and distinct from those which govern the
sea fisherics.

HoN. MR. POWER-The hon. leader of
the House seemed to think that this Bill
in its present shape was intended only to
apply to very large purse-seines.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-Yes.

HoN. Ma. POWER-The hon. gentleman
does not seem to be aware of the tact that
there are purse-seines of various sizes
which are used in the way the hon.gentle-
man from Prince Edward Island explained
-taken out in fishing boats from the shore
and used a short distance from the shore.
The purse-seine which is hauled up by
machinery and worked by steam or by
machinery attached to the mast of a
schooner is not much used on our coast.
The hon. gentleman thought he would
meet the difficulty by limiting the size of
the seine, but that would deféat, to a con-
siderablo extent, the object of the Bill,
which is to prevent the indiscriminate use
of the purse-seine. The large seine is in-
jurious in the way described by the
Premier, and the small purse-seire is in-
jurious to a less degree. In reference to
what has been said hy the hon. gentleman
from Prince Edward Island, I beg to call
attention to the words of the Maine sta-
tates, which clearly indicates that those
purse-seines are used comparatively close
to the shore. This Maine statute, which
I quoted from the other day, says that " the
taking of mackerel, herring, shad, porgies
or menhadan, and the fishing therefor by
the use of purse and drag-seies, is prohi-
bited in all small bays, inlets, harbours or
rivers." So that the purse-seine thatis con-
templated there is not the large purse-seine
100 fathoms in length and hauled up by ma-
chinery. The hon. gentleman will see that
merely saying that the Act shall apply to
those large seines would defeat the ob-
ject of the Bill. I do not suppose there
is very much use in saying anything against
this measu re; the Government are resolved
pass it in the form in which it has come
to us, and I do not know that there is
any good to be got by discussing it. I
think I adverted the other day to the
fact that no member on the Goverment
side of the House of Commons defended
some of the provisions of this Bill
which are objected to here. If I
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might be allowed to suggest what I think
would be the best plan, it would be to say
that after the lapse of three years from
this the use of purse-seines would be abso-
lutely forbidden, and that in the interim
from the passing of this Act the use of
these seines shall be forbiddenexcept under
certain restrictions. That would give'the
people who already own these seines (and
they are not so fewN as the hon. gentleman
said-I think lie said only half a dozen-
there are a great many people who own
them, large and small) a chance to get rid
of their property. This is the course
which is recommended by the fisheries
officers themselves in the report which I
quoted from the other day. I think that
that would be an improvement on the
present form of the Bill. iHowever, that
is a suggestion to the Government which
I presume will not be accepted. I think
the penalty should remain at $50 to $500,
and that there should be a lien on the ves-
sel, apparatus and boat for the penalty, but
I think the confiscation of the vessel, boat
and apparatus should be stricken out.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-My hon. friend
is with me in this, that it would not be
wise or practicable, and would vitiate the
effect of the Bill, if any purse-seines are to
be used at all. I think the moment you
fix the size of the purse seines you make it
unsatisfactory to the fishermen; it would
open the door to evasions of the law. My
hon. friend from Halifax thinks that after
three years it would be advisable to pre-
vent purse-seines being used. That might
be all very weil if we had not the Amer-
icans alongside of us, who would use them.
Would our men be deprived of the rights
of going on the high seas and catching
fish ?

HON. MR. POWER-1 mean within the
3-mile limit.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-My hon. friend
from Prince Edward Island talks about
doing away with gill-nets. That would
destroy the fisheries along our whole
coast; 99 out of every 100 fish taken on
our coast are caught by gill-nets. We do
not catch them in the foolish way that
they were caught in old times, but we
take them in large.quantities by net. The
object of this Bill is to do away with purse-
seines and allow the fish to have their usual

course, trimming along the shore, so that
they pass every man's door and lie can
catch them within a quarter of a mile of
his home. The object of the Bill is to pre-
vent the waters being fouled and the fish
driven away to deep water, but it would
never do to abolish the use of gill-nets.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-This is a very
wise and important Bill and a step in the
right direction. Purse-÷eining at its very
inception was not approved ot by a great
majority of men, even those men who are
in the business themselves. However,
when one man got a purse-seine others had
to do the same. It is not so much the tish
that they take, but the destruction they
cause on the tishing grounds. It appears
that the habits of the small herring and
the habits of the mackerel are nearly alike,
so far as schooling is concerned, and I have
seen a haul of mackerel taken with a seine,
and out of some 400 barrels, I do not think
there were less than 25 barrels of her'ring,
and those herring were all thrown out and
destroyed. In this way the fishing grounds
are being ruined. More recently the Am-
erican fishermen have abandoned sailing
vessels in fishing and have taken to
steamers. One of those steamers " The
Novelty," carries as many as six seines for
different depths of water, and takes enor-
mous hauls of fish. The universal feeling
is that the time has arrived when purse-
seining should be put a stop to. There is
on this continent about 6,500 miles of shore
fisheries. These fisheries are the most valu-
able in the world, and in a short period of
time must be the source of supply even for
England, for the English fisheries are being
depleted rapidly. Last year's returns of
the English fisheries show that she pur-
chased of foreign fish £2,500,000 worth,
and a great proportion of that was sup-
plied by France, so that in a short time,
as steamboat facilities are improved and
increased, and refrigerator ships come into
use, the source of supply for fish for Eng-
land will be Newfoundland and the Gulf
of St. Lawrence. Of these 6,500 miles of
coast fisheries 1,500 miles belong to the
United States, 3,200 to Newfoundland, and
the rest to Canada. The United States
authorities have most exhaustive reports
on the fisheries north of Cape Hatteras,
and hon. gentlemen who will take the
trouble to read them will see that during
the last 25 or' 30 years those fisheries have
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been entirely destroyed. On some parts of
our own coasts the fisheries are also being
rapidly depleted in the same way. I can
speak from experience of one place, where
30 years ago I used to ship some 2,000
bris. of fish every year, and now there is
not a barrel shipped from there. I know
another place where we used to get several
thousand barrels of mackerel, and now
there is not a barrel taken. The opinion of
fishermen is that seining must be put an
end to or our mackerel fisheries will be
totally destroyed. 1 hope the time will
soon arrive when we can make some ar-
rangement with the neighbouring Republic
for reciprocity; and if such an arrange-
ment should be made for 10 or 12 years, a
commission should be appointed to exam-
ine and report upon the fisheries, their
feed, the places of resort, and a most
thorough knowledge obtained of the de-
tails of the fisheries. I know that in the
Gulf, during the French occupation of the
maritime provinces, there were two classes
of fisheries, that were then valuable, that
are now extinct. There were the sea-cow
fisheries. That fish bas become totally
extinct in the Gulf. Then, again, there was
also in the Gulf a whale fishery, for which
a comp:ny was organized in France. That
fishery is now extinct. The same restilt
has followed in many other places. Fish
are animals, with animal instincts, and if
their haunts are interfered with at all they
soon leave, and it is an interesting fact in
fish life that even those fish which are not
very valuable for human food are valuable
as feed for other tish that are food fishes,
and interference with them in any way
would destroy the fisheries in the end.
One particular reason more than another
'why the Gulf is a favorite breeding ground
for fish is that the bottom of the Gulf is
like a green field covered with a thick car-
pet of kelp as thick as my finger, and from
15 to 20 feet long, and after a north gale I
have seen it piled up on the coast of Prince
Edward Island several feet deep, where the
farmers load it on waggons and draw it on
to their tields for manure. That kelp
grows from a muddy bottom and it attracts
the animalcule on which the fish feed,
and during heavy gales forms a protection
for the fish. On parts of the coast of Prince
Edward lsland where there is no kelp
there are no fish. When refuse and dead fish
are thrown on these fishing grounds to rot
it drives the other fish away. I think if

you consult the fishermen themselves, even
those who own seines, they will say tþ4at
they are in favour of going back to the hook
and line to prevent the fish from being
destroyed altogether. I am very glad to
see that the Government are taking a step
in the direction of putting a stop to purse-
seining. I hope also that the Government
will ere long be in a position to utilize the
men they have been training in the preven-
tive service and fishing cutters to form
the nucieus for a marine brigade which
would be of great value to the country.
I am glad to see the Government taking
up the question of purse-seines and put-
ting a stop to such destructive modes of
fishing. lt will, no doubt, be hard on per-
sons who have invested their money in
such appliances; but I think if we stop
purse-seining in three or four years the
result will be that the exports of fish will
improve, and the policy proposed by the
Government will be found to e the proper
one. The catch of mackerel will increase
in quantity and enhance in value. It is
now of more value even than the salmon
fisheries, inasmuch as more birrels of fish
are taken, and they are very often sold at
a greater price even than salmon brinig.
Then the salmon fisheries are of a different
nature altogether. The mackerel fisheries
are a training school for sailors, and the
taking of the poorer class of herrings t hat
are used as bait for mackerel provides
work for the fishermen when the mackerel
are not there. Al this shows how import-
ant it is that we should preserve these
fisheries. In winter the coopers are en-
gaged in making barrels in which they
pack the fish, and in summer they are en-
gaged in packing the fish, and everything
connected with the fisheries provides
work for our own people. The people
of Canada as a whole do not realize
anything like the value that lies
in the Gulf. It bas been stated by
one writer that an acre of water along the
shores of the Gulf is worth 100 acres of
land. It is very hard sometimes to under-
stand that; and the other day, when the
bon. gentleman from Mirimachi explained
that in the river opposite his bouse 100
tons of fish are caught in a few hours, hon.
gentlemen wondered. But when you
remember that an acre of fishing ground
is first visited by herring in the spring,
who deposit their spawn, and are then
followed by cod fish, and then by hake,
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and then by haddock and mackerel, and
then fall herring again, you have seven
crops of fish off the one acre, and these are
the facts which prove the value of our
fisheries. There may come a time when,
perhaps, Newfoundland will become a
portion of the Dominion, and it will be
necessary to ascertain readily by some
ineans or other the haunts of the fish and
where to establish telegraph stations
around the coast to give notice to the fisher-
men where the fish are to be found. Some-
times fishermen sail 600 or 700 miles before
they strike fish, having no means to tele-
gr aph frompoint to point. With the exist-
ing telegraph system we are able to tell the
weather all the way up from the entrance
to the Gulf until the ship reaches Mon-
treai. The fisheries on our Atlantic coast
are of very great importance to us in the
maritime provinces, and to the people
throughout the Dominion. A great deal
of the fish consumed in Ontario and Que-
bec are taken in our maritime waters, but
are sent by way of Boston and Portland to
Ontario. This arises form a variety of
causes. The time is coming, however, and
that very shortly, when the curing of fish
with salt for home consumption will be a
thing of the past. I refer to the adoption
of refrigerator ships, now in use by Glou-
cester fishermen, by which means fish can
be packed fresh and sent here or anywhere,
and bulk can be broken at any time. When
refrigerator ships are in common use there
will be a better supply of fresh fish and a
greater demand for such food in the upper
provinces. I cannot represent too forci bly
the immense value of our Gulf fisheries to
the Dominion, now on the threshold of
becoming a nation. No country can become
great as a nation except they are a power
on the sea, and we have in our fisheries
a training school ofthe best kind for crews
required to man our ships. This Bill is a
step in the right direction, and it bas my
hearty support.

HON. Mr. ALMON-I am quite aware of
the fact that the people down in the county I
come from are opposed to purse-seine fish-
ing, but I do not think it is properly de-
fiied in this Bill what a purse-seine is. It
cannot be a large seine, because that class
of seine is commonly used on the coast
when a school of mackerel strike in towards
the shore. When a school is sighted by
the man who is on the watch on a high

rock overlooking the sea, the fishermen
with their long seine, one end of which is
moored, shove off from shore in their boat
and endeavour to surround the school with
the net. That is a large and expensive net,
and I am sure it is not intended that
this law shall include that class of net, for
there is no way of capturing a school of
fish except by the use of such a seine.
Sometimes as many as fifteen hundred
barrels of fish are enclosed in such a seine,
from which they are taken by means of
smaller nets. No law should interfere to
prevent that class of fishing, for there is
no other way of catching fish profitably.
Nobody in this House will suppose for a
moment that any fisherman will go out to
take a school of mackerel of some 1,500
barrels with a hook and line to jig them.
Large seines must be used and if this Bill
will prevent the use of them, it is certainly
not in the interest of the maritime pro-
vinces. If it refers to seines that are
taken out in ships some distance from the
shore, and catch both large and small fish,
that kind of fishing, I suppose, ought to be
put down by force of law. My hon. col-
league from Halifax said that it was no
use for him to propose an amendment to a
Bill introduced by the Government. He
is wrong there. 1 do not know that there
is a member in this House to whose views
the Government pay more deference, and
very often, in my opinion, when they
ought not to do it. That was the case
under the late Governmhent, and I think it
occurs now oftener than it should. I think
every person on both sides of the House
pays a great deal of deference to the hon.
gentleman; and the leader of the Govern-
ment, though with a powerful support in
this House, pays great deference to the
views of the Opposition, and listens more
attentively to what the hon. gentleman
from Halifax says than he does to the
utterances of the gentlemen who speak on
the Government side of the House. There-
fore, I think the hon. gentleman was
wrong in making the remark that he did.
I would like to have a clear definition of
what a purse-seine is, so that if any action
is brought against anybody charged with
this kind of fishing there will be no diffi-
culty in deciding what is meant by the
law.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-My hon. friend
did not mention my name in his remarks,
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but he looked towards me and spoke at
me. I am always glad when the hon. gen-
tleman is in opposition to me on any ques-
tion that comes before the House, because
the hon. gentleman is always erratic, and
generally is on the wrong side of the ques-
tion. I am surprised, however, at his ask-
ing what a purse-seine is. He has shown
his utter ignorance on this, as he has on
most questions that lie opposes. If he had
been in the House and had listened to the
description of a purse-seine given by my
hon. friend behind me, and by every hon.
member who has spoken on the subject,
even though my description of a purse-
seine is so vague and uncertain, lie might
have learnt from others what is meant by
the term. I am sorry that any hon. gentle-
man coming fiom the maritime provinces
should have to rise in this House and en-
qui re what a purse-seine is, and ask if those
large seines which are used along the shore
to take mackerel are the seines referred
to in this Bill. The hon. gentleman must
have been very deaf, or lie could not have
grasped the explanations given by hon.
gentlemen, or lie would not at this hoir of
the day be asking what a purse-seine is.

HON. MR. ALMON-If I had spent more
of my time in deep-sea fishing I would not
have shown my ignorance with regard to
purse seines; and if the hon. gentleman
from Lunenburg had devoted more of his
time to reading " Plutarch's Lives" he
would not have made the mistake of refer-
ring to Cæsar's wife as a pattern of chas-
tity; because the story told there of Claud-
ius at the fertival rather compromised her
character. I now propose to move my
amendment in respect of the penalty. The
penalties'for violating section 14 of the
FisheriesAct are notto exceed $20 and costs,
and in default of payment imprisonment
foi a term not exceeding one month and not
less than eight days. We are adding a new
offence to the list of offences in section 14
of the Fisheries Act, and propose a penal-
ty of not less than $50 and not more
than $500, together with confiscation of
the vessel, boat apparatus, &c. I think
it must strike the committee, if they stop to
look at the thing a little, that the penalty
is out of all proportion to the offence. We
are naking this thing an offence which
bas never been an offence before, and we
are imposing an extraordinary and unusual
Penalty. I have read the statute of the

State of Maine, and I think that the penalty
imposed by this Bill, without confiscation,
is enough, provided that we make this
penalty a lien upon the vessel, boat and
apparatus used in connection with such
catching; and the amendment I propose is
intended to have that effect-that is, to do
away with the confiscation of the vessel
and provide that the penalty, no matter to
what amount, shall be a lien upon the vessel,
boat and apparatus. I admit that it was
unparliamentary to have said that any
amendment that I move is not likely to be
carried in this House. I am ready to
own that I should not have made
that remark. I am also free to acknow-
ledge the courtesy I have always received
at the hands of the House, and I made the
remark I did simply because I gathered
from what the Minister said that lie was
not disposed to accept my amendment.

HON. M. KAULBACH-The hon.
gentleman referred to the 18th section and
to the penalty there imposed. That is only
a penalty for cases not otherwise provided
for. If he refers to the Fisheries Act lie
will find there is a larger penalty as well.
But he cited a clause here which is only to
meet unprovided cases, and compares it
with the fine and confiscation provided
under this Bill. My hon. friend must see
that it is a different kind of offence alto-
gether, and unless you can have authority
to take the vessel at once you may lose
the chance of imposing any fine at all.
The vessel must be taken on the spot, and
if you make the penalty a lien upon the
vessel there will be very little chance of
imposing any punishment, considering the
class of vessel and fishermen you will have
to deal with. They will have to be dealt
with in a drastic manner if you deai with
this offence at all.

HoN. MR. POWER-I am afraid that
my hon. friend's little difficulty with my
respected colleague from Halifax bas
excited him so that he has not read the
section as it is. Section 18 refers to and
includes section 14. In section 2 there is
a provision that where waters are set apart
for the propagation of fish anyone who
trespasses thereon without written per-
mission from the fisheries office is liable to
a penalty of $200.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I would say to

489



Disqualification of [SENATE] Members of Parliament.

the hon. junior member for Halifax that I
have been as ignorant as himself, probably
more so, as to what a purse-seine is; but I
see on reading reports on the subject, and
hearing what hon. gentlemen who know
tell me, that it is very casily distinguishable
from other nets-that the term purse-seine
is well known amongst fishermen, and it is
a term used in scientific reports by in-
spectors and other officials connected with
the fi:sheries; and it is also a term used
in the statutes passed by the legislatures
of some of the States of the American
Union who have legislated against the use
of purse-seines. A purse-seine, I believe,
is an immense net from 150 to 500 fathoms
long, which is arranged with a series of
rings at the lower edge of the net. A rope
is passed through these rings in such a
manner that when the net has been cast
round a shoal of mackerel it is then drawn
together at the bottom, and becomes an
immense purse or bag. This is hauled up
by means of machinery. The hon. gen-
tleman from Halifax, in proposing to reduce
the penalty, refers to the small penalties
for offences which are mentioned in section
14 of the Fisheries Act, to which this is
intended to be an addition. These are
petty offences which, as compared with
the offence which we are now trying to
prevent, amount to nothing at all.

HON. MR. POWER-We are making this
an offence. It has not been an offence in
the past.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I do not traverse
what my hon. friend says. I think we
ought to have made it an offence long ago.
When my hon. friend examines the amount
of penalties mentioned in section 14, and
on them bases an argument against
the amount of the penalty for this offence,
I wish to point out to him that the offences
referred to in section 14 are trifling offences
which appropriatoly have a small penalty
attached Now, what is this kind of
offence ? The present method of our fisher-
mon in seining mackerel is such that while
taking over 500,000 barrels of good sizable
fish, it causes a total destruction of over
100,000,000 barrels of young fish that have
grown to one-third the usual size of fully
matured fish. Could this number of fish
be protected and caught when fully grown
the amount would be 3,000,000 barrels ;
and, at the present price of No. 1 mackerel

(815 per barrel), the amount of $45,000,000
worth of fish-food is no small item to our
people.

HoN. MR. ALMON-If the meshes were
made large enough for small fish to escape,
would not that be sufficient ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I do not know, but
I assure my hon. friend that the mischief
is what is stated. The writer continues:
The two principal agencies for this work
of destruction are purse-seining and trawl-
ing. Against these two agencies of mi,-
chief our boat fishermen send up a united
and universal protest:

"1. When a seine is thrown amongst a school of
mackerel or other fish the school is broken up and
scared, so that what escapes from outside the seine
enclosure is scared and makes off to deep water for a
refuge. This effectually destroys all chances of boat
fishermen, who depend on hand lines and ordinary
nets, for a share of the broken schools.

"2. When, for instance, a seine is thrown for
maclyrel, it encloses the fish of every kind within its
great area, and the aggregate quantity of these varie-
ties are frequently much larger than that of the fish
sought to be entrapped, including the small, valueles4
fish as well as the large.

" 3. When the seine is closed, and the work of
taking out commences, all kinds of fish, large and
small, good and bad, which are not of the grade
sought, are thrown dead into the sea, thus polluting
the bottom to an extent which repels living tish from
its proximity. By this method thousands of barrels
of herring and hundreds of quintals of cod, including
bait and other fish, are destroyed, and boat fishermen
who are depending on them for a supply are deprived
ed of all participation in the catch.

"4. The large quantities thus destroyed in the sein-
ing process is far beyond the powers of nature to
sustain by reproduction ; consequently, the fishing
grounds are beng rapidly deplete4 of their tenants.

HON. MR. PROWSE-Is there not an-
other reference to bag nets ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The purse-seine is
a huge imp lement;- the bag net is a small
affair. The fishermen are unanimous in
agreeing that purse-seining should be done
away with. This writer further says,
speaking of the chief agents which cause
this shortness of catch:

" The first and principal of these causes, the fisher-
men are everywhere unanimous in agreeing upon-
that is, the shore fisheries, are being ruined by purse-
seine fishing, as well as by trawl or set line fishing.

" The consequence is, that the schools are broken,
and such as escape the seines are scared away and lost
to further capture by the boat fishermen. The mischief
does not end here, for on being enclosed in seines at least
50 per cent. on an average of the fish are of kinds not
wanted. This residue is taken out dead, thrown back
into the water, and to this mass of dead, rotting matter
are added the offals or cleanings from the fish retained
by which a large area of bottom is strewn, by aid of
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wind and tide, with tons upon tons of putriil matter,
which repels all approaching schools for the remainder
of the season. This process repeated upon the sane
grounds and within the same bays, year after year,
destroys the fish beyond the powers of reproduction ;
and the condition of the waters, together with re-
peated scarng aways, leads the fish by degrees to
abandon these places for other grounds. There is
now no more firmly or accepted fact than that the fish
shun filthy and polluted waters, just as graminivorous
animals of land avoid filthy pastures whenever they
can, ty seeking out cleaner grounds. That fish will
flee froi tainted bait, in place of being attracted by
it, is known to everyone, and is a great illustration
of the aversion of fish to contact with putrid or even
tainted matter. Out of a haul of 500 barrels by purse
seine, from 200 to 250 barrels will be rejected, and is
thus lost to food and commerce, besides being thrown
out dead, to pollute the waters and the bottom. This
putrid mass will be largely increased by offals from
the retained fish being thrown in after it."

The hon. gentleman from Halifax says that
this penalty will never be collected. I do
not think it ever will be collected ; I think
the penalty will be so severe that it will
virtually put a stop to this kind of fishing,
which, if continued, would soon place our
fisheries in the same condition as the
fisheries of the United States, from which
the fishermen are obliged to come and tres-
pass on our grounds instead of'prosecuting
that industry at home. I think the House
should retain the clause as it is.

The amendment was declared lost on a
division.

HON. Mr. O'DONOHOE, from the Com-
mittee, reported that-they had made some
progress, and asked leave to sit again on
Honday.

The report was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 6:15 p.m.

THE PENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, August 21st, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BAIE DES CIALEURS RAILWAY.
MOTION.

HON. MR., MCINNES (B.C.)-In the
absence of HON. MR. O'DoNoHoE-moved :

" That an humble Address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General ; praying that His

Excellency will cause to be laid before this House,
an account showing all the moneys ex pended by
subsidy or otherwise on the Baie des Chaleurs Rail-
way, from the commencement of the works thereon
to the present time.

" The names of those to whom paid, and the
amount, if any, appropriated to said works and
remaining unpaid by the Government of Canada."

The motion was agreed to.

A POINT OF ORDER.

THE SPEAKER-A point of order was
raised yesterday under the following cir-
cumstances:-On the 12th August the hon.
member for Acadie gave the following
notice:-

" That he will call the attention of the House toý
the propriety of amending the Act respecting the
Senate and House of Couinons and amendments
thereto, so as to render ineligible to the Senate or
House of Commons, and to disqualify from sitting
therein any person who is a shareholder in any incor-
porated company holding a contract with, or receiv-
ing, or having received any subsidy from, the Govern-
ment of Canada."

On the 20th the hon. member being called,
rose and went on addressing the Houso
upon the subject referred to in his notice
until he was called to order by the hon.
member for Lunenburg upon the ground
that the hon. member for Acadie was not
speaking to any question before the House.
The point raised necessitates a decisien
upon the question whether the hon. mem-
ber for Acadie could, under the notice
given by him, address the House upon the
subject-matter of his motion. The notice
is not that of a motion, nor of a question
to be put to the Government, nor of an
inquiry to be made; it is merely a notice
that the hon. member will call the atten-
tion of the House to a certain matter. This
is not, in my opinion, putting a question
before the House, accor'ding to Rule 21,
which provides that :

" A Senator nay speak to any question before the
Senate ; or upon a question, or an amendment to be
proposed by himself ; or upon a question of order
arisng out of the debate ; but not otherwise without
leave of the Senate. which shall be determined Iithout
debate."

Theie being no question before the House
I think that he is not, under that rule,
authorized to address the House. I find
on page 272, 9th edition, that

" Every matter is determined in both Houses upon
questions out by the Speaker, and resolved in the
affirmative or negative as the case may be. As a
question must thus form part of every proceeding, it
is of the first importance that good rules should
prevail, etc."
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I find also in Bourinot, at page 321,
that:

" It is an established ride of parliamentary practice
and one that should always be strictly observed, that
no men.ber is to address the House unless it be to speak
to a motion already under debate or to propose one
himself for discussion."

A practice has prevailed, and is now es-
tablished, of putting questions to members
of the Cabinet and of making inquiries of
the Government on some subject of public
interest, though this is not, strictly speak-
ing, a question before the House, and sub-
mitted to its decision. I thintk that the
practice ought not to be carried further,
and that a member ought not to be allowed
to addres the House merely to call its
attention to some matter. Members, how-
ever, have addressed the House at length
on similar notices, in some instances, but
it was, as far as I could see, by mere tol-
erance, the question of order not having
been raised. A practice of that kind would,
in my opinion, be abusive, against the rule
of this House, and against parliamentary
practice. The point of order has been well
taken.

HON. Mr. POIRIER-I was the first to
admit the point of order when it was
rAised; I admitted that I could only speak
by the unanimous consent of the House,
but there was another point of order raised
on which issue was joined. After the oh-
jection was taken, I moved the adjournment
of the House, to which the hon. member
from Richmond objected, calling me per-
emptorily to order. I joined issue on that :
I believe it was the only issue which was
joined, and I ask for the ruling of the
Speaker as to whether I had not a right to
pro pose the adjournment of the House as
well as any other member, since there was
no motion before the House.

THE SPEAKE R-I think no such point
of order was submitted to the Chair.

HoN. MR. MILLER-What I thought
was the case was this : That even if my
hon. friend was right in his contention that
there was no question before the House, it
vas not decided. If the Speaker has de-

cided that there was no question before the
House, there might be something in the
hon. member's contention, but he did not
wait to get the decision of the Speaker on
the point of order raised in regard to his
notice on the paper, and, therefore, he was

speaking to the very same question as was
on the paper, no decision having been given
by the Chair.

HON. MR. POIRIER-The Speaker re-
served his decision for to-day, and upon
that temporary decision, I moved the ad-
journment of the House in order to be able
to speak, and I was called to order. That
was the point on which the issue was
joined.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I raised the
point of order yesterday, because I thought
the hon. member was not in harmony with
the House. We have a practice here of per-
mitting a member who asks a question to
make a speech in connection with it. In
speaking he may use expressions or pass
opinions which are not in harmony with
the views of the House, yet other gentle-
men, not wishing to violate the rules of
the House, are silent and thereby an un-
due advantage is given to the gentlemarn
speaking. I think that any member who
puts a notice on the Paper should make it
so explicit that it will be only necessary to.
read the question and get the answer. If
that rule is not conformed to, other mem-
bers are deprived of an opportunity to take
part in the debate ; they are excluded
from doing so by reason of the notice heing
simply a question. Every question should
be intelligible in itself and require only to
be read to be answered by the Government.

HON. MR. MILLER-Especially if it is
intended to alter the constitution.

HoN. MR. POWER-I wish to remark-

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I really do not like
to interrupt my hon. friend, butthere is
nothing before the flouse-no point of
order or any question before the House.
My hon. friend from Acadie commenced
by making a remark on the Speaker's deci-
sion, which was out oforder.

HON. MR. POWER-I only wish to say
one word: I do not think it was necessary
to wait for the Speaker's decision, inasmuch
as the hon. gentleman admitted that the
point of order was weil taken.

PICTOU HARBOUR COMMISSION
BILL.

HloN. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (150) " An Act to amend
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the Acts respecting the harbour of Pictou,
in Nova Scotia." He said : There was an
Act passed in 1873 providing for the har-
bour of Pictou, but in a very minordegree
it was regulating the business of the bar-
bour and appointed commissioners who
should take charge of it, regulating their
duties to a certain extent, making provi-
sion for the collection of harbour dues, and
so on, and keeping the harbour in repair;
but the powers which have been usually
since then given to persons appointed for
the construction and management of har-
bours were not granted to these commis-
sioners. They were not made a corpora-
tion. There vas no process by which
they could acquire any lands for the com-
pletion of the harbour. They had nopower
to take possession of the beaches on which
to build a harbour, and had no power to
borrow money with which to build it.
This Bill is for the purpose of putting the
Pictou Harbour Commission on the same
footing as a great many other harbour
commissions throughout the Dominion,
giving them the powers I refer to as being
wanting on the former occasioh, and plac-
ing them in a position to go on and build
the harbour and raise money for that pur
pose.

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

SECOND READING.

Bill (158) " An Act to authorize the sale
of the Carleton, City of Saint John, Branch
Railroad. (Hon. Mr. Abbott.)

The Senate adjourned at 3:25 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, August 24th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT EDMONTON.

HoN. MR. GIRARD rose to-

Inquire of the Government whether public build-
Ings are to be soon constructed at Edmonton, in the
district of Alberta, and on which side of the Sas-
katchewan such buildings are to be built?

He said: In making this enquiry I take the
liberty of making a few remarks. Edmon-
ton is a town about the furthest north of
any in the Confederation, and it certainly
is a most promising little settlement. The
people there live on good terms with each
other, though differing in religion and
nationality. They work together for the
peace, progress and prosperity of their
settlement. Naturally they were much
pleased at having the railway come to
their door ; at the same time, they are very
uneasy at the possible consequence-not
because the railway is coming to them, but
because they are afraid it will have the
effect of changing the site of their town.
Edmonton is built on the north side of the
Saskatchewan River, while the terminus of
the railway is on the south side of the
river. There are some large holders of
land on the south shore, and they have
subdivided their properties into lots, and
expect to make large sums of money out
of thom by speculation. On the other hand,
the bond fide settlement-the settlers-t he
men who are building and improving are
located on the north side of the river, and
the Government officials and those who
are employed in different offices there have
invested their money in the town, and are
doing their best for the progress and
advancement of the place. I have received
information recently that there is to be a
change, and the people there are uneasy in
consequence. They are afraid of the future
of' their town. They expect that the
Government will soon decide on a site for
the public buildings. It is very important
for those who are living there that the
publie buildings should be located on the
north side of the river. It is, in fact, a
question of life and death for many of the
the people, for the location of the public
buildings on the south shore of the river
would destroy all their hopes. It is impor-
tant that the Government should solve th is
question at once, to allay the uneasiness
that exists. Building operations are sus-
pended and the progress of the town is
hindered, because those who desire to build
fear that if they invest their money on the
north side of the Saskatchewan their pro-
perty may be rendered of no value if the
public buildings are located on the ol her
side of the river. Such a location might be,
in the view of the Government, a wise one,
but as far as the people living there are
concerned it will be entirely contrary to
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their interests. I live at a distance of
1,200 miles from Edmonton, and I may be
naturally asked why I take such an in-
terest in this matter. The reason is, I have
tried and true friends in Edmonton ever
since I went to reside in the west, and they
have asked me to make this enquiry for
them. I hold in my hand a letter from a
prominent resident of Edmonton-a man
who holds a responsible position there.
The letter is dated Edmonton, 22nd July,
1891,.,and is as follows:-

"You know, without any doubt, that in soine days
we will have the railroad to our doors. I say 'to our
doors,' because the road will have to stop on the other
side (meaning the south side) of the Saskatchewan
River for some time at least; and what is a cause of
anxiety for us is to know where the Government is
to build the public offices. I must tell you at first
that it would be an injustice to the old settlers, to
those settlers who have made Edmonton what it is
to-day, if these buildings were to be constructed on
the south side of the river. That part of the district
is not occupied yet; and the interests of some specu-
lators only would be served by the construction of the
public buildings in that place yet in embryo. All the
settlements of inportance are on the north side of the
river. The people at Edmonton are in a state of
anxiety easy to understand. No one can decide to
make unprovements-on his property, being afraid to
see the town taking another direction. If we were
certain to see the Government buildings built at Ed-
monton the uneasiness would disappear, and property
would resume its normal value."

I will now give the opinion of the press
of that town, as represented by The
Bulletin:-

"Regarding the prospects of the railway town site
and its possible effect on the town of Edmonton there
is not any very great difference of opinion among
people acquainted with the country. Those who be-
ieve in the south side rest their faith solely on the

fact of nearness to the railway station, which, no
doubt, is an advantage, and with other circuinstances
favouring may count for a very great deal ; but with
other circumstances unfavourable may count for next
to nothing, as is proven by the experience of hundreds
of towns in the east. Even if there were no town
established on the north bank of the river, the fact
that four-fifths of the settlement and nine-tenths of
the trade of the district is on the north side would
naturally tend to establish business on this side. But
when there is an old and well-established town on the
north side there is no god reason why it should not
continue to grow and prosper, even during the few
years that are likely to elapse before the railway
crosses the river in its future inevitable extensions
northward and westward."

I think that I am excusable in calling the
attention of the House to this verv serious
question, affecting as it does on~e of the
most deserving towns of the Dominion-
because there is no settlement in the North-
West that up to the*present time has ren-
dered as important services to the North-
West country as the town of Edmonton.
It seems to me it is in the interest of the

Government of the country and of the
people who are so deserving, and who have
so well performed the duties of pioneer
settlers in the far North-West, and who are
noted for their observance of law and
order, that this question should be settled
according to the wishes of the people
themselves.

HoN. Ma. BOULTON-Before the hon.
Minister replies to the question of the hon.
gentleman from St. Boniface I should like
to have the privilege. of supporting him
in the view he bas expressed with regard
to the location of any public building that
may be erected at Edmonton. Many hon.
gentlemen are aware that the river Saskat-
chewan and all the rivers of the North-
West are exceedingly wide in their val-
leys. The valleys average from a mile in
width in some places to two miles in others.
I do not know exactly what the width of
the valley of the Saskatchewan is at
Edmonton.

HoN. MR. McCALLUM-About 250
yards, and very steep banks.

HoN. MR. BOULTON-That is the width
of the river, but the valley, I understand,
is over a mile in width. The hon. gentie-
man from St. Boniface has suggested, in
the interests of the people of Edmonton,
that the public buildings should be located
in the town where the settlers have located
themselves, instead of at the terminus of
the railway at the south side of the valley.
It is very desirable, in a new country like
that, that the efforts of the people who
locate their centres should be supported in
every possible way, and that those efforts
should not be frustrated by allowing the
establishment of opposing centres one or
two miles apart. Having resided in the
North-West some years, and having expe-
rienced the disappointment caused by cen-
tres being located at other points than where
the people themselves desire to locate them,
1 can feelingly understand the anxiety that
the people of Edmonton desire to express
through the hon. gentleman from St. Boni-
face that their efforts should not be frus-
trated by establishing two distinct centres
within such a short distance of one another.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I do not desire
to prolong this discussion, but rise simply
to ask whether we should continue this
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irregular method of debate? The rule is,'
that a question shall be so framed that it
is clear and explicit enough to be answered
by the Minister without debate. We are
drifting from that rule day by day, and we
do not know how far we may drift. If an
hon. gentleman wishes to introduce a
motion that will cause a debate he can
easily frame it in tha, way. Hon. gentle-
men are diffident in expressing themselves
in a debate of this sort, as they know it is
out of order. Hon. gentlemen should try
to keep themselves within the rule that no
debate, except remarks that are absolutely
necessary to explain the question, should
be allowed on a notice of this kind.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I am unable to in-
form the hon. gentleman from St. Boniface
where these buildings are to be placed, be-
cause it bas not yet been decided. In fact,
there is no vote yet for the buildings. Two
sums of money have been put in 'the Esti-
mates for this year, one of $7,000 for a
registry office, and one of $6,000 for the
office of the Crown lands and timber
agents, but they have not yet been voted
by the other House. I notice what my
hon. friend says about the anxiety of the
people to know where the location of the

uildings is to be, but I hesitate a little to
say much ôn that question,' because I am
not in a position to make a statement upon
which any spoculative transactions could
be based; but 1 nay tell my hon. friend
that the impression of the Government is
at this moment that the proper place for
the public buildings is on the site of the
old town, and I think it is very probable
that that wili be selected. I cannot Pay
anything more decided than that.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (15.1) "An Act respecting the On-
tario Express and Transportation Com-
pany." (Mr. McMillan.)

A QUESTION.0F ORDER.

HoN. MR. MILLER-Before the Orders
of the Day are called, I wish to draw atten-
tion to a notice of motion which has been
On our Order Paper for a long time, in the
lame of the senator from New West-
Ininster. It is to this effect:

That when the House is in Committee of the Whole
on Bill (146) intituled : " An Act further to amend

'The Dominion Elections Act,"' he will move that
the following clause be added to the said Bill:-

Now that notice has been on oui' Paper
since the 29th July every day, and the Bill
which it is proposed to amend has not yet
reached us-in fact, it is not yet out of
committee in the other House. The point
of order that I wish to raise is this: It is
irregular to give notice of an amendment
to a Bill which is not in the possession of
the House. I do not think there can be any
question on that point. Here is ý notice
taking up nearly a whole page which bas
been printed every day for the last month.

HoN. MR. BOTSFORD-It is irregular.

HoN. MR. MILLER-If this practice is
allowed to creep in, notices of amendment
may be given to any number of Bills in-
troduced in the other' House before they
reach us. In the end the Bills may never
come before us at all. The House can see
the irregularity and confusion that would
result from this practice, not to speak of
the expense of printing the notice from
day to day. The point is so clear that I
should think there could be no argument
upon it. A notice of an amendment to a
Bill can only be given when the Bill is be-
fore the House. e know nothing of what
is transpiring in the other House. I desire
the opinion of the Chair, if not to-day, at
least to-morrow, as to whether it is de-
sirable that this practice should be allowed.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I did not
gve notice of this amendment until the

iIl had been read the second time in the
other House. I believed then, as most
bon. gentlemen in this House believed, that
the Bill would be before us in a few days.
Bills relating to the North-West Terri-
tories were at the same stage as this Bill
in the other House at the time that I gave
this notice, and they camo up here and
were disposed of a week or two ago, and I
had no reason to suppose that this Bill
would not be introduced here about the
sane time. I thought it only courteous
and proper to give ample notice to this
House of my intention to move an amend-
ment to the Bill when it came before us.
The hon. gentleman who has raised this
point of order invariably takes possession
of the House and dictates what we should
do.
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HoN. MR. MILLER--I rise to a question
of order.

HoN. MR. MCINNES (B.C.)-Has the
hon. gentleman fallen so low--

HON. MR. MILLER-Order. I appeal
to the House whether there was anything
in my remarks tojustify the toue in which
the hon. gentleman has thought proper to
refer to me in this House. I have not
(lictated nor have I attempted to dictate to
the House, but it is impossible for the hon.
gentleman to refer to some mem bers, and
I believe I am one of them, in tones of civi-
lity and courtesy, and that is the reason
ivhy he has spoken in this manner now.
He says I have attempted to dictate to the
House. I say I have not,

HON. MR. MCINNES (B.C.)-Every
member of the House knows it.

HON. MR. MILLER-I am in the judg-
ment of the louse. I have raised aquestion
of order for the Chair, as I have a right to
do, and all I ask is a decision with regard
to it.

HoN. MR. McINNES (B. C.)-Some two
or three years ago, I put a notice on the
Order Paper of which this notice is almost
a precise copy. The hon. member from
Richmond was at that time Speaker, or if
not, he had been a short time before. That
notice was on the Order Paper for three or
four weeks before it came up, and no ob.
jection was raised to it. If that is the only
thing tojustify these carping criticims-

HON MR. MILLER-Order.

HON. MR. MCINNES (B.C.)-I am in
order, and I am not going to be put down
when I am simply trying to vindicate my
position and discharge my duty in this
House. It has come to a pretty pass in
this House if members of the Senate are
to be nagged-gagged and annoyed by such
criticisms; it is about the only thing the
hon. gentleman does from one session to
another. I will not submit to him or any-
onô who attempts to put me down in that
style, so long as I am conscious of doing
my duty. The hon. gentleman has fallen
lower than I ever supposed he could fall.

HoN. MR. MILLER-I rise to a ques-
tion of order. The hon. gentleman is

using language that he is not justified in
emp loying. I appeal to the Chair to say
if he is not out of order.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-State the
words that you object to ?

HON. MR. MILLER-The hon. gentle-
man said that I had fallen lower than he
supposed I could. I thought he vas
going to say that I had fallen lower than
he has fallen himself, which would be an
impossibility. I can take those remarks
from him with perfect indifference. I
know his standing and I know my own,
and I can let him abuse me from morning
till night, and feel that it could not affect
my position in this House or in the coun-
try. The truth is, his abuse can hurt no
one.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I am not
in the habit of attacking any member of
this Bouse, but when -cowardly attacks
are made on me I would be worse than a
worm if I allowed them to pass without
notice, eipecially when they emanate fi om
a man like the hon. member from. Rich-
mond. I find in the Senate Debates of 1886,
on page 151, when I had a question before
this House, the hon. gentleman from Alma
made use of the following language: " The
hon. gentleman from New Westminster
has spoken of the expense of the few visits
that were made by the Ministers of the
Government to the western provinces. i
really thought he would not have gone so
low." I rose to a question of order. The
hon. member from Richmouid then oc-
cupied the position of Speaker, and I
appealed to him to say whether sucih
language was parliamentary. The Speaker
said: ' I do not think that the hon. gentle-
man from Montreal is out of order in using
that language." Now, I ask does it lie in
his mouth to call me to order for using
precisely the same language to-day ? I
know I am out of order now when I
say he has fallen lower than I ever
supposed he could fâli, and I knew that
the hon. gentleman from Alma was out
of order on that occason; I merely wislh
to show the House how utterly worth-
less the opinions of the hon. member
from Richmond are on questions of order
or anything else. 1e will give an opinion
to serve his own purpose. If I am out of
order in placing this notice on the Paper
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I think a gentler and milder way might
have been fbund to show that I was not in
order. However, I do not think it was
irregular, and if it is the only thing that
our minutes are burdened with for several
weeks past I think the minutes would be
very clear and regulac indeed. It is not
often that I attempt to address the House,
but when I do it is on some subject on
which I claim to have some knowledge,
and in the public interest, and not merely
to raise points of order, as the hon.gentle-
man froni Richmond prides himself on
being able to do. If this House decides
that it is nof proper that this notice should
be on the Order Paper, of course it can be
dropped. However, whenever the Bill to
which it relates comes before this House I
propose to move that amendment, and I do
not consider it fair play or justice to call
me to order for giving notice of an amend-
ment that I intend to move.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-The point of
order raised by tho hon. gentleman from
Richmond is quite correct. The hon. gentle-
man from New Westminster bas given
notice of an amendment to a Bill which is
not before us. It is clear that he has
nothing on which to base his notice, and
it is not parliamentary to allow such a
notice to remain on the minutes for days
and weeks. Under the circumstances, the
hon. member from Richmond was per-
fectly right in bringing the subject before
the House, and I will say, further, that he
did it in a proper and gentlemanly manner,
that no improper language was used by
him and no insinuation against the hon.
mnember from New Westminster, but he
considered it his duty to put down some-
thing which was not in accordance with par-
lia mentary practice.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I do not at this mo-
ment remember whether we have been in
the habit of giving suich notices, but of
course it is only an act of courtesy on the
part of the hon. gentleman fron New
Westminster, and I do not sec that it can
do anybody special harm. It need not be
there at all: any hon. member iay move
4a amendment without giving notice. No
doubt it is correct to say that a notice of
an amendment should not be given until
the Bill is before the House, but still, on
an important question like this, it is but
courteous to notify the House of any pro-
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posed amendment. We usually do not
find fault with a notice that is merely
superfluous. It is merely an intimation to
the general public that the hon. gentleman
desires to make an amendment. It may
do good, by inviting public opinion and
criticism on an important question, and I
do not see how itean increase the expense,
for the reason that I fancy that this mat-
ter is all stereotyped, and can be printed
without additional cost from day to day. I
do not dispute the point that it may not
be regular to give a notice of an amend-
ment to a Bill which is not before us. I
do not recall any precedent where we have
done it betore; but after all, it is not a very
important matter-it is simply giving the
outside public notice of an intention to
move such an amendment.

TUE SPEAKER-As the matter is not
urgent, I would beg leave to defer my deci-
sion until to-morrow.

SHIPPING OF LIVE STOCK BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (154) " An Act respecting
the shipping of Live Stock," He said: No
doubt, every hon. gentleman is familiar
with the fact thatethis question of shipping
live stock has within a few months assumed
great importance indeed. The trade
which we have been fortunate enough to
carry on prosperously in this country has
reached such proportions that it is one of
the most important branches of the export
business that we have, and it bas a good
many enemies, as we know. There are
many people who would gladly stop it,
and it is necessary, in order that we may
protect ourselves in it, to take steps to
carry it on in a way that will render it
subject to no objections by its opponents,
and not liable to be stopped or embarrassed.
The mode which the Government have
thought advisable is, that it should be
made subject to an inspection at the time
the vessel leaves the country. The diffi-
culties that have occurred refer princi-
pally to the space which is occupied by
the cattle, but also to the mode of
feeding them and attending them, and the
provision that is made for ventilation. The
principal one, as I have said, has reference

497



Shipping of [SENATE] Live Stock Bill.

to the space occupied by them. Now that
is a problen which is not susceptible of
immediate and final determination, because
a good deal depends on the size of the cat-
tie. A smaller space is sufficient for a small
animal than for a larger one. For the pur-
pose of procuring the regulation of this
trade in a way that is most desirable the
Government contemplate special regula-
tions respecting it, by which the space to
be occupied by the cattle will be determi-
ned, and rules will be made with reference
to all the contingencies which arise upon
an ocean voyage in carrying cattle ; and
amongst others for the proper ventilation
of the spaces in which the cattle are placed
when, from any cause, those spaces are
shut from the outer air either temporarily
or for the whole voyage, as may be the
case when they are placed below docks.
This Bill is for the purpose of enabling the
Government to make and enforce these
rules. It establishes an inspection, pro-
vides for the payment of inspectors, and
makes careful provision as to all the details
on the departure of the ship, so that the
rules may not be evaded. That is the pur-
pose of the Act. There is nothing specialiy
intricate or complicated about it. The
first important clause of the Bill gives the
Government power to make the rules and
regulations. The remaining clauses are
for the appointment of ipspectors and pro-
viding means of enforcing those regula-
tions.

HON. MR. POWER-The Bill is undoubt-
edley a very decided stop in the right
direction ; and I do not rise for the pur-
pose of saying anything against it, but the
hon. gentleman's speech suggests a ques-
tion on a cognate subject which ho will
perhaps have no objection to answer. Of
course, ho is not obliged to answer it.
Some newspapers have stated recently that
the Government had it under considera-
tion to allow the impoi tation into Canada,
for the purpose of slaughtering, of cattle
fron without the Dominion. That is a
practice which, if legalized, would be very
likely to interfere seriously with the sale
of our cattle in England, and with their
being admitted into English ports on the
very favourable terms upon which they
have been allowed to corne in up to the
present time, and it would be desirable if
the House could be informed on the sub-
oct.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-My hon. friend
had botter reserve that question until a
later day.

HON. MR. POWER-I am not urging it,
if the Minister prefers not to answer.

Hon. MR. KAULBACH-That is a very
important question, and should be consid-
ered on its own merits. If the hon.
gentleman wishes to move in the matter
let him do so in the proper way and we
can have a discussion upon it. The coun-
try will be pleased with the enquiry that
ha, been made into the loss of cattle last
year. I am sure the Minister of Agricul-
ture and the Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries deserve credit for the enquiry they
made, and the result of that enquiry is
such as to justify this legislation. A Bill
bas been introduced in the House of Com-
mons in England to provide that no cattle
shall be taken across the Atlantic alive.
Such a Bill as this which is now before us
is necessary to provide for the safety of
cattle in transit, and by that means pre-
vent the passage of the English Bill.
The cattle trade should be protected as
far as possible. Its importance can be
realized when we look at how it has grown
of late years. Some 12 or 14 years ago we
sent less than 100 animals to England; we
sent last year over 120,000. The country,
and especially the fai mers, must feel that
the Government are anxious to do every-
thing in their power to extend and protect
this industry, and to perpetuate the exclu-
sive privilege that we now possess of send-
ing live cattle across the Atlantic. We
should neglect nothing that would pre-
serve the privilege that we now possess.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I am always glad
to give any information in my power, with
or without notice. My hon. friend asks
me as to this matter of the slaughtering of
cattle in Canada. I may tell him that the
matter is under the consideration of the
Government, but in order that there maY
be no mistake as to the nature of the sub-
ject which is now under consideration, I
may perhaps trespass a littie on the tile
of the ]Hlouse. My hon. friend the Min-
ister of Agriculture is really more familiar
with the whole subject than I am, and I
do not propose to go into a debate upOD
it, but only to answer the question of Imy
hon. friend, more especially as I have seea
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the subject referred to in the newspapers
in a way that is not justified by the facts.
I shall, however, have to occupy the time
of the House but for a few moments. As
my hon. friend knows, about ten or twelve
years ago the question of carrying cattle
across this country was mooted in Eng-
land and here, and by the railways enter-
ing this country, or commencing, at the
Detroit River. After very full discussion
it was decided, with the entire assent of
the English Privy Council (a department
of which has jurisdiction of these mat-
ters) to allow railways to carry cattle
from the American frontier on the one
side to the American frontier on the other
side-that is to say, from the Detroit River
to Niagara, across that section of our coun-
try. The precautions, as my hon. friend
may suppose, which were to be taken in
order to be able to make that transit in
safety, were very numerous and very care-
fully considered, and they were adopted
with the entire consent of the Department
of the English Privy Council having juris-
diction over such matters. That trade has
been carried on from that timo until now,
and has become very large and important,
and this country derives benefit from.
that trade. When it was found that cattle
could be carried through the country with-
out danger the privilege was extended to
the Grand Trunk Railway, and for some
years past that railway has been carrying
catttle on the same principle across a much
longer portion of our country, down as far
as Island Pond. That has been going on
now for several years with the entire sanc-
tion of the English Privy Council and
under the precautions which have been
adopted by this Government. Since then.
it has been suggested that the slaughter
0.f cattle imported from the other
Side of the line in bond, and the manu-
facture and shipment of their products
Inight be carried on at given points in
this country with the same facility and
With as little danger as the transit, because
the rules respecting the transit require
that there shall be, at some intermediate
Point within our own limits, a quarantine
Yard or place where cattle are taken out
Of the cars and rested for a certain number
Of hours, and watered, and given exercise
and air to enable them to be freighted
across the country with safety. It has
been suggested that cattle might just as
Well, without any additional danger, be
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slaughtered at those places where they are
so taken out for rest and water; and a
suggestion has been made by a company,
who are represented to have considerable
capital, who are disposed to carry on the
slaughter of cattle and the manufacture
of their products on a large scale, to bring
them to a point in the country which
shall be fixed by the Government, and
when taken out there to be permitted to
slaughter them and manufacture the pro-
ducts in quarantine, and under bond for
export, under rules and regulations which
are to be determined upon by the Govern-
ment of Canada. The permission to do
that has not yet been finally accorded. It
is now under consideration, but I may
say that the proposed rules and regula-
tions for that purpose have been sub-
mitted to the British Privy Council, and
are perfectly satisfactory to them, and the
probability is that with the procautions
which are suggested and which the Govern-
ment will exact, and under rules and regu-
lations which the Government will fix, the
production for export only, of canned meats
and other kinds of meat, and of the various
articles which are manufactured from the
refuse and offal of cattle so slaughtered,
will be permitted at some point, and per-
haps more than one point in this country.
That, I may say, is now under consideration
of the Government. I mention the position
of the negotiation now, though it is some-
what unusual at this stage, because there
is some uneasiness felt about it; and I
wish to have it clearly understood by the
public that the proposal which is made
will not involve so much danger really of
infection to our cattle as the practice which
has been going on with the entire appro-
bation of the British Privy Council and
with perfect safety for the last twelve years.
And it will, I hope, prove a source of con-
siderable profit to the country, inasmuch
as the people who will be employed in the
various manu factures-which are more
important than hon. gentlemen will sup-
pose-from cattle and their offal, will be
numerous, and a considerable amount of
money will be expended ; and the benefit
to the neighbourhood will be very large.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-This Bill will be very
opportune at this time, as I noticed in the
morning paper that the vessel " Loch
Lomond" lost her cargo of cattle in a
hurricane last week. I am not aware of
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the regulations under which cattle have
been carried in transit in the past, but I
presume there bas been some sort of super-
vision.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Certainly there
has been.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I notice also that
a meeting of the Dominion Live Stock
Association has been held, and also a meet-
ing of persons interested in the shipping
trade, and that they have been formulating
some regulations with a view to bringing
them before the notice of the Government.
The interests of the great mass of the
people may not be in conformity with the
interests of the shipping trade. They
may object to the strict regulations which
are enforced, and it will be interesting to
know whether this Bill is to be passed
independently of any such feeling outside,
or whether it is proposed to wait and hear
the propositions which are to be made by
the Live Stock Association and shipping
interest. Possibly these regulations may
be matters of departmental arrangement
and may not interfere with the Bill, for it
would give very arbitrary and decided
powers.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I noticed in the
the papers the announcement to which my
hon. friend refers with regard to the " Loch
Lomond." It is described as being a terri-
fic hurricane, in which most of the animals
were killed or injured. That might be the
case, I presume, if it were a cargo of
human beings; but, I presume, such a
visitation of Providence as that cannot be
guarded against by any rules, though its
effects may be mitigated to a certain ex-
tent. With regard to the other observa-
tions of the hon. gentleman, I may assure
him that this Bill has no relation whatever
to the meeting of the shipping interests.
This Bill bas been in preparation for
several weeks past, and it has involved
necessarily correspondence with a great
many people about it. The Government
have also received many deputations, main-
ly of cattle shippers and of those who
carry the cattle, and they are thoroughly
familiar with the subject from both points
of view. But- the Bill itself makes no
rules. The Bill leaves it to the Governor
in Council to make the regulations, and I
can assure my hon. friend that neither the

shipping interests nor the people inter-
ested in the cattle shipped will have any
favour from the Government in respect of
the rules to be made. The Government
will endeavour to make the rules which
extensive enquiry upon the subject bas
familiarised them with thoroughly, so as
to benefit the trade and preserve and pro-
tect it for the advantage of the country.

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

QUEBEC SKATING CLUB BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (160) " An Act to authorize
the conveyance to the Quebec Skating Club
of certain Ordnance Lands in the City of
Quebec."

He said: " This is a Bill for a very
small affair, but it requires to receive the
sanction of this House in case it should be
thought worthy of it. The skating rink
at Quebec stands on some ground between
the Parliament buildings and the wall. It
is unsightly and inconvenient there, apd
it is desirable to remove it. There is some
vacant Ordriance ground on the other side
of the street, and it is proposed that the
skating rink people be allowed to put their
building there. Their building is largely
used for other purposes besides skating,
and is a convenience to the city, and it has
been arranged that the rink people will
remove their building from the present
site, in order that the ground may be laid
out properly, and will place it on the site
which it is now proposed to give them.

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

SUPREME AND EXCHEQUER
COURTS BILL.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (138) " An Act respecting
the Supreme and Exchequer Courts." 110
said: This is a Bill to make several small
changes with reference to procedure
mainly, but it deals with one very import-
ant matter, which is new. It bas been a
subject of discussion for some time pss
before the public and in other places, ad
the Government have now endeavoured to
embody it in legislation in such a way as
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to make the suggestion useful. It is with
regard to obtaining the opinion of the
Supreme Court as to questions touching
the constitutionality of provincial legis.
lation, and as to other matters which it is
important to have defined by the courts.
For instance, the appellate jurisdiction
which appears to be given to the Gover-
nor in Council by the constitution with
reference to separate schools, which is
somewhat difficult of construction as it
stands. This bil, by one of its
clauses, with several sub-sections, pro.
vides for the taking of the opinion
of the court upon such questions as these,
and the sub-sections provide for the proce-
dure. There is one matter referring to
appeals in Lower Canada which is some-
what important, and which, I think, pro-
bably when the Bill takes a further stage,
I shall find it necessary to make some
slight amendment in. That is the case of'
appeals from the court of review or re-
vision. Under the procedure in Lower
Canada, when a case is taken to review by
the losing party in the first court, and the
judgment is confirmed, that party cannot
take the judgment by appeal to our ordi-
nary courts of appeal, but may go straight
to the Privy Council. It is suggested by
nany practitioners that it is wrong to de-

prive them of the appeal which they have
in the country, and to which we desire to
direct our cases as much as possible, and
force them to go to the Privy Council,
when we have our Supreme Court here;
«and the amendment to which my idea tends
at this moment is to allow these persons
Who can now go direct from the court of
revision to the Privy Council, to go if
they choose to the Supreme Court instead.
I think that will be the only important
,amendment I shall propose.

HON. MR. MILLER-Can they do it
now ?

HON. MR.ABBOTT-No; I think the law
Was passed before the Supreme Court was
established. I cannot understand on what
Other ground it could have been omitted.

HON. MR. MILLER-I was aware that
they could go direct to the Privy Council
from the court of review, but I thought
they also had their option to go to the
Supreme Court.

HON. MR.ABBOTT-No; it is an isolated
case, that of Quebec. They can go to the
Privy Council direct from the court of
review, but they cannot go to the Supreme
Court-in fact, they have no appeal at all
to the Supreme Court from the court of
review.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-This Bill gives very
considerably increased powers to the Su-
preme Court, which, I think, are quite in
accordance with the demand that public
opinion has been making for some time,
and I think the Bill itself is a great
improvement on the Act. I desire to call
the attention ofmy hon. friend particularly
to the first section of the Act. He said the
only amendment he proposed is to sub-
sequent sections,but I think the first should
be properly amended, or the time for which
the Bill goes in operation should be fixed
for the lst of November, and for this
reason : The next sitting of the court takes
place on the fourth Tuesday of October,
and if it is moved to the 1st of October, if
Parliament does not rise until the 10th or
15th September there will only be a few
days in which to file factums, so that my
hon. friend will see that it will be necessary
to change the date. I think the simpler
way of dealing with the matter would be
to fix the time at which the Bill shall come
into the operation any day after the first
sitting of the court ; otherwise, it would
create considerable confusion.

HoN. MR. MILLER. That is a point
which can be easily arranged in com-
mittee. I think the fourth section is the
most important in the Bill-that repeal-
ing the 37th clause of the Act as it now
stands. The clause is as follows:-

" Important questions of law or fact touching the
exercise of the power of disallowance of provincial
legislation, or of the appellate jurisdiction as to
educational matters vested in the Governor in Council
by " The British North Amnerica Act, 1867," or by any
other Act or law, or touching the constitutionahty of
any legislation of the Parliament of Canada, or
touching any other matter with reference to which he
sees fit to exercise this power, may be referred by the
# Governor in Council to the Supreme Court for hearing
or consideration, and the court shall thereupon hear
and consider the same."

I think that is a very necessary and a
very desirable amendment in the law as it
now stands. If this amendment had been
the law on several occasions, when ques-
tions of the most exciting character in
connection with the disallowance of pro-
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vincial legislation came before the Federal
Government, a great deal of the trouble,
agitation and bad feelings which were
engendered in this country with regard to
important legislation on those occasions
would have been avoided. It is certainly
verydesirablethat the question of deciding
with reference to the allowance or dis-
allowance of provincial legislation should
be largely given to a tribunal without a
semblance of a partizan character or com-
plexion. For instance, if the question of
the disallowance of the Act of the Quebec
Legislature in reference to the Jesuits'
Estates had been submitted to the Supreme
Court instead of to the Minister of Justice
and the Government, all the unfortunate
excitement which took place with regard
to that measure might have been
avoided. So on other occasions, and
they have been numerous, as we are
all aware, since Confederation, of con-
flicting claims of the Local Legislatures
and the Federal Government with regard
to the limit of their authority or powers
of legislation. I look upon this as a most
important change contemplated in the law,
and I consider it a very desirable one
indeed, and I have no doubt it will receive
the unanimotis approval of this House.

HON. MR. POWER-1 think that the
leader of the Government will probably
not be displeased at the hon. gentleman
from Ottawa for having at this stage of
the Bill called bis attention to a clause
which needs anendment. It is more con-
venient than to wait till the House goes
into Committee. But notwithstanding the
fact that strictly speaking one should not
take up the various clauses of a Bill at the
second reading, I desire to call the atten-
tion of the leader of the House to the fact
that there is a clerical error' in the Bill-
that the 6th clause is not put in the proper
place. It should be No. 5, I think.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The 6th clause of
the Bill will have to be placed as No. 7 of
the sub-section of section No. 4. My hon.
friend from Ottawa also is perfectly right
in bis criticism as to the time of bringing
the law in operation, and I have in my
notes an amendment to add to this clause,
to the effect that this clause of the Act
shall not come into force until riext year.

HoN. Ma. KAULBACH-This Bill seems

to me not to be taking away the powers of
the Government in this regard, but simply
provides that any legislation respecting
education may be referred by the Govern-
ment to the Supreme Court, but their deci-
sion is not authoritative or binding upon
the Government. As the hon. gentleman
from Richmond has said, it is well that the
Government are providing a means by
which these questions can be disposed of,
instead of leaving them to the Government
themselves, because the deciding of such
questions by the Dominion Executive pro-
vokes a great deal of jealousy. The opinion
of some prominent member of the Govern-
ment who may hold strong views on any
particular question may predominate or
influence the decision of the Cabinet apon
such questions. I think the Government
have acted wisely in relegating all such
questions to the Supreme Court to obtaiti
an expression of opinion that will guide
them in any action they may take. For
these reasons I th ink this Bill is a very im-
portant one, and under its provisions ihe
Govern ment can dispose of a great many
questions without irritation that otherwise
would create bad feeling between the pro-
vinces and the Dominion with regard to
provincial rights.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I should be sorry
that lion. gentleman should form an
opinion on the Bill, or construe it as in-
troduced in any respect differently from
what I think itis-what is intended, at all
events, to be its true purport. I do not
think the Bill as it stands really relieves
the Government from any responsibility
in respect of disallowance. That is a sort
of prerogative which I think must still
rest with the Government; but the object
of it is to guide the Government materially
in the formation of its opinion as to disal-
lowance; and as my hon. friend from Rich-
mond said just now, if we had had this law
in existence at the time of the receit con-
troversies it would have very much tended,
if not to prevent them altogether, at all
events to mitigate their acerbity and to
assist in their solution. In mentioning one
amendment, I did not mean to say I had
no more. What I meant was, that thE
amendment I referred to was a substantial
amendment touching a clause of the Bilh
But I have several verbal amendment tO
propose to the Bill, and one to propose
to the 37th clause. The language her
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is "important questions of law or fact 1 EXCHEQUER COURT ACT AMEND-
touching the exercise of the power of dis- MENT BILL.
allowance of provincial legislation." That
of course does not, as it stands, convey the SECOND READING.
idea that the Government will transfer to
this court the decision of the question HON. o l. AT Aoe the o
whether or not disallowance shall take redn oh BiH (18 rA Act He
place. It is merely the submission to this ad The Exc eque C o set ihe
court of any doubtful question of law or aid This BiH isin o se r
fact bearing upon the exercise of the pre- and sove se dalso of p oe
rogative of disallowance. I intend to ask
the House to alter that a little by phrasing provision as to alterations whih bave
it in this way: " Important questions ofa
law or fact touching the meaning, effect or patents, copyrights, trade marks, and the
constitutionality, &c., &c." I think like-Bilis which we passed th'is session.
that is more expressive and broader There is one difflculty which bas bitherto
than the language which is used arisen frequently as to the disposition of
here, and it explains more clearly I cases where the judge of the Exchequer

thnktht hih e ral is.Nwi Court is interested. The first clause thatthink that which we really wish. Now, in aanmteilbrngeyddfn-
the case of the Jesuits' Estates Bill, for ts n maeral b e beond dfn
instance, if this law had been in existence on poes a ie oe o e bow
the question whether or not that Act was chase s an he ssd o b ne
constitutional, or was within the limits of cuse p oe f the assum tion bte
the jurisdiction of the Province of Quebec, cbeyr Crt ohrksdtn ote
would probably have been submitted to cp ih tradecmark, patentseand th
this court. That was a matter which wa ,
in controversy, and excited a great deal of sioshat hv atre bee ased thi
feeling and discussion. That is an instance
of the way in which the law would work Exchequer Court, instead of being decided
-there would have been an authoritative b the Minister. So also with regard to
decision from the court as to its consti- daims topublie lands where there is a dis-
tutionality. The same kind of question pute among elaimants where a deceased
arises in almost every Bill the disallowance person bad acquired a right to a lot with
of which is suggested. and it is very im-
portant indeed that before the Government points sometimes arise as to who should
eomes to a conclusion whether a Billshould get the patent, what rember of the family
be disallowed or not it should know in such and in what proportions. This provides
a manner as to be conclusive-it should for a mode of disposing of sucb questions
have something more than its own opinion wbere the Crown is interested. The other
as to the questions of law and fact which clauses of tbe Bil, witbout exception, pro
arise on the Bill. And it is in order t vide for similar matters. One setties the

obtan tat utbrittiv opnio, wichorder of procedure in the court as to theobtain that authoritative opinion, which .efo he ae hudbwvould guide it in exercising the power of provinc
disallowance, that this Bill is brought eard tirst, and there are other provisions
before the Houte. gwhich we can consîder in Comrnittee of

the Wbole.

ON. MR. MIL LE -You do not intend HON. MR. KAULBACH- have just
to give the Supreme Court of tbe Dominion received the Bill, and have glanced over It
the same power tbat the Supreme Court I see that it extends the power 6f the

af the United States possesses? Ex thequer Court as regard patents and
publie lands. Is there an appeal on al
those cases to the Supreme Courtm?

HON. Mp. ABBOTT-Oh, oi. HoN. Ma. ABBOTT-Yes; there i a

The motion was agreed to, and tbe Bim gneral provision in the law for that.
Was read a second time. The motion was agreed to, and the Bie

was rend the second t hme.

503



The Fisheries Act [SENATE] Amendment Bill.

FISHERIES ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

REPORTED FR031 COMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committee of
the Whole consideration of Bill (122) " An
Act further to amend the Fisheries Act,
Chap. 95 of the Revised Statutes."

IN THE COMMITTEE

On the lst clause,-
HON. MR. POWER-The hon. leader

stated that he had been informed that with
respect to the trial of cases under this Bill
when it becomes law there would be an
appeal from the decision of the magistrate
to the ordinary courts. Has the hon. gen-
tleman ascertained where that appeal is
given, because at first blush it would not
seem that there was an appeal. The
offence is created by the Act, and the Act
itself describes the manner in which the
offence is to be tried and the parties before
whom it is to be tried, and unless there is
some express provision in the law else-
where the trial would take place only in
the manner provided by the Act.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I did not verify
the A3t, but I understood that there is a
general provision in the Summary Con-
victions Act that an appeal shall lie to the
county court in New Brunswick and
Nova Scotia from a summary conviction
by a magistrate. I was contented with
citing three cases where such appeals had
been taken.

HON. MR. POWER-I find that the
decision was one way in New Brunswick
and another way in Nova Scotia.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Does my hon.
friend mean as to the jurisdiction of the
court ?

HON. MR. POWER-That is what I
was given to understand by a professional
gentleman.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-In one case the
appeal was to the Supreme Court and the
other to the county court. The appeal is
referred in both cases to the county court,
and it may have been in connection with
that or some other dispute about that
change that the decision which my hon.
friend bas referred to was given. I have
it from the Department of Justice that

there is no doubt about the right to appeal
from a summary conviction to the County
Codrt.

On the 2nd clause,-

HoN. MR. POWER-I think if the
committee consider tbe question carefully
they may not be disposed to adopt the
second clause. The clause is not neces-
sary at all for the general purpose of the
Bill, and in fact has no particular refer-
ence to the offence mentioned in the first
clause.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-iNo; it applies to
the whole Fisheries Act.

HoN. MR. POWER-The objectionable
feature in this second clause is that it
provides that in future half of every pecu-
niary penalty levied by virtue of this Act
shall belong to ler Majesty and the. other
moiety to the prosecutor. The existing
Act provides that the moiety shall go to
the prosecutor only in case he is not a
fishery officer. I think it is better to
adhere to the existing law. Ithas not been
made public that any complaints have
arisen under the existing law. It is the
duty of the fisheries officer to enforce the
law, and the principle of giving him half
of the penalty is highly ob*jectionable. We
all know how much ill-feeling has been
caused throughout the country by the
present practice of giving half the penalty
to the informer in cases arising under the
Customs laws, where it is less objection-
able and where there is more reason for it
than in the present case. It is very un-
desirablie to extend that principle of en-
abling officers who are paid for their ser-
vices to make large sums in addition to
their salaries by informing. It is calcu-
lated to lead to great injustice and to se-
rious abuse. We know there are in the
city of Ottawa Customs officers who are
drawing larger pay than the Minister of
Customs, just in virtue of a like provision
in the Customs Act.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-We are not
referring to the Customs Act now, but tO
the Fisheries Act, and therefore I do not
see how the hon. gentleman's remark ap-
plies. From my knowledge of the river
tisheries this clause is necessary, because,
while it is the duty of the fisheries inspec-
tor to look after violations of the law no
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one else will inform. It seems to be neces-
sary that the fisheries officer should be the
informer. The whole law is a dead letter
if the fisheries inspector is not allowed
that privilege, because other people will
not put themselves in the unfortunate and
invidious position of looking up transgres-
sors and having them fined. If the fish.
eries inspector does not look after those
who violate the law ho is not attending to
his duty; he should be dismissed, and in
order to make the law what it should be it
is necessary to give him this part of the
fine.

HON. Ma. MILLER-I am not prepared
to say that there is not some force in the
remarks of the hon. member from Halifax.
it would be very desirable if the enforce-
ment of the law could be obtained without
the stimulus of a portion of the fine levied
for breaches of the law. But experience
has shown that it cannot be done. In
enforcing the Customs laws it is found
necessary to hold out large inducements
to the officers of that branch of the public
service in order to prevent smuggling. We
all know that there is a very decided feel-
ing in the country against what is called
informing. The informer is looked upon
as a very mean and obnoxious character,
and very few care about iiicurring the
odium attaching to that character whose
duties do not necessitate their doing 8o.
That being the case, the enforcement of the
law, both in regard to smuggling and in
regard to the Fisheries Act, is left with the
officers of the department, and it bas been
found that unless you give them some
additional incentive to spur then on to
their duty they are not likely to be as
vigilant and efficient in this respect as
they ought to be. That is why it is found
necessary to let them participate in
penalties incurred by breaches of the
law. Thon, there is another reason : A
fisheries officer who informs is not
looked upon in the same odious light as
an'outside informer. It does not render
him arnenable to the same sort of odium
that an outsider is liable to if ho takes the
regular stops to give information which
leads to punishment for breaches of the
law. The experience of the public service
shows that some such incentive as is pro-
vided for in the Bill should be given to re-
gular officers, and if it were not for that I
do not think it would bejustified. Strictly

speaking, I think the officer should do his
duty without this incentive, but when we
are likely to get a botter enforcement of'the
law by offering the incentive I think it is
botter to give it. Under the circumstances,
I am prepared to support the Bill as it
stands.

HoN. MR. ALMON-These fisheries offi-
cials are paid very low salaries. I think
$100 is considered by the Department a
high sum to pay, and many of them do not
get more than $20 a year. If you suppose
that a person who gets only $20 a year is
going to make enemies in his village by
zealously enforcing the law you are asking
too much. The duty is very arduous. The
fisheries inspector at Halifax goes as far as
Sackville River. His pay is higher than
most of the others-perhaps $60 a year.
Unless you stimulate mon who get such
low salaries by offering them a portion of
the fines levied you cannot expect them to
incur the consequences of enforcing the
law. The odium is very serious. I have
known persons who enforced the fisheries
law to have their bouses burnt down and
their goods destroyed. In view of the
risk that a man runs, he should have some
reward.

HoN. Mi. ABBOTT-My two hon.
friends have most clearly stated the reasons
which actuate the Government in desiring
to make this alteration in the fisheries
law. It is perfectly true, as the junior
member from Halifax has just said, that
the salaries of these inspectors are very
small indeed. They are local people, who
are not supposed to make their living out
of the officiai salary, and my ion. friend
is right in supposing that $100 is considered
a large salary for these officers. They
have no incentive to diligence in discover-
ing breaches of the law. I would point
out that there is a great difference between
this and Customs penalties. The Customs
penalty, the division of which has produced
a good deal of discussion from time -to time
in the country, is really a penalty which
the Customs officers are accused of foster-
ing and nursing for the purpose of making
it large, and they have, in severalinstances,
succeeded in obtaining large penalties in
cases where it is supposed (I do not know
that it is true) that the officials allowed
illegal acts to accumulate until the amount
made a good haul for them. That bas
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met with severe censure, and, if esta-
blished, would undoubtedly lead to
punishment, so far as the officers are
concerned. But in the case of' Customs
officers making seizures at a moment's
notice, like those employed to stop whiskey
smuggling in the Gulf, no one would
object to those who make such seizures
getting a share of the proceeds of the
seizure as a reward for their diligence.
Here it is precisely the same sort of thing.
One of these men could not nurse up
offences and let them go on, as some Cus-
toms officers are accused of doing; they
could not increase their gains in that way.
The officer acts on the spur of the moment
and gets his share of the fine only, which
fine would not probably amount to a very
great addition to his income, because these
are not matters that will occur every day.
The number of purse-seines is small, the
punishment is severe, and the probability
is that few cases will occur, bocause the
punish ment is so severe that few will risk
incurring it. For all these reasons, I think
the change which is to be made by this
clause as to the division of the penalties
under the Fisheries Act, not merely with
regaid to purse-seines but with regard to
other offences, is one that is needed. The
Government attach considerable import-
ance to it.

HON. Ma. MILLER-It is has got to be
borne in mind alse that in the case of the
Customs the seizing officer gets half the
confiscated goods; but here, if the vessel is
confiscated, no share of that goes to the
officer. It is merely a share of the fine,
which may be anything from $50 to $500.

HON. MR. READ (Quinté)-I am quite
prepared to say that in the inland waters
this change is necessary. The fisheries
officers are paid very little for their ser-
vices, and generally this illegal fishing is
done during the night. Unless the officer
has some interest in the matter his zeal
will not allow him to stay up at night in
order to watch those engaged in illegal
fishing. He may almost know what is
going on, but he could not establish it
unless he remained up at night, and that
he will not do for the smàll salary paid. I
know the officer where I corme from has a
district of forty miles. Tho waters are
fliled with nets, and it would seem impos-
sible for fish to get up to spawn. All sorts

of nets are set to sto) them in their pas-
sage. I think this change in the law is
quite necessary.

HoN. Ma. POWER-I feel obliged to
admit that my views are somewhat modi-
fied by the expressions of opinion which I
have heard from other hon. gentlemen.
At the same time, I am not yet convinced
altogether, particularly with respect to the
offence with which the first clause of this
Bill deals. I think that getting half of the
penalty of $400, which is to be inflicted
upon a man who has seine nets inside of
the 3-mile limit, is rather calculated to
encourage perjury on the part of informers
and undosirable watchfulness for the of-
fonce. The hon. gentleman from Lunen-
burg appeared to labour under a misappre-
hension. He apparently was under the
impression that there was something in
what I proposed to prevent a fisheries
officer from being an informer. The present
law allow.s a fisheries officer to be the
informer, but provides that if ho does so
the whole of the penalty shall belong to
Her Majesty.

HoN. Ma. KAULBACHI-I knew that,
but I said unless an officer got semething
in addition to his salary he would not make
an extra effort to prevent these infractions
of the law.

HON. MR. O'DONOHOE, from the com
mittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment.

The Sonate adjourned at 5 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, August 25th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and toutine proceedings.

A QUESTION OF ORDER.

THE SPEAKER-Before the Orders of
the Day were called yesterday, the hon.
memberfrom Richmond called attention to
a notice of motion which was on the Paper,
and which ho claimed was out of order,
and should be struck out. The notice to
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which he referred was given by the Hon.
Mr. McInnes, of British Columbia, and
was as follows:-

That when the House is in Conmittee of the Whole
on Bill (146) intituled : " An Act further to amend
'The Dominion Elections Act,"' he will move that
the following clause be added to the said Bill

As a rule, i do not think that a motion
can be made as an amendment to a Bill
unless the Bill is before the House, and 1
think the same rule would apply to a
notice of motion. I am clearly of opinion
that this notice of motion is out of order
and ought to be struck out.

FISHERIES ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the third
reading of (Bill 122) " An Act further to
amend ' The Fisheries Act.' cap. 95 of the
Revised Statutes." He said: I gave notice
that I would move an amendment to-day.
The motion is the saine as that which 1
moved in committee, and is as follows:-

"That the Bill be not now read the third time, but
that it be amended by leaving out the words, ' together
with the confiscation thereof' in the ninth line, and
inserting the words ' for which there shall be a lien
on.',"

It is to provent, I think, unfairly and
improperly levying large penalties which
are imposed by the Bill upon an act which
is not an offence at all now. If the amend-
ment is carried it will leave the offender
liable to a penalty of $500, for which there
shall be a lien on the vessel and lier appa-
ratus.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I regret that
my hon. friend has seen fit to move
this amendment, because I think the
Bill, as it stands, is a very proper one,
and I can only say that that penalty of
$500 would not be a serious matter for
a vessel to pay if she was able to throw
her seine round fouir or five hundred
barrels of mackerel-in fact, it would be
no penalty at all. The fact is, stringent
neasures will have to be taken with this
mackerel fishing, and I think the Bill is
none too severe. I have in my hand a re-
port of the Fisheries Bureau of Massa-
chusetts, giving the exports and imports
Of mackerel and the catch, both American
and Canadian, and a short glance at this
report will show how necessary it is to put

an end to purse-seining, not for the pre-
servation of mackerel for the benefit of our
people alone, but also for the benefit of our
neighbours. During the last few years at-
tempts bave been made to find other means
to supply the dearth of fish in both
Canadian and American waters. Vessels
have been fitted out and sent to the
coasts of Africa, Spain, Cuba and round
Cape Horn, and more recently. within the
last two or three years, to Ireland, froi
which last year some 9,000 barrels of'
mackerel were imported into the United
States. This year, so far, there is scarcely
enough on the Irish coast to supply the
home markets with fresh fish, and there-
fore the fisheries of the United Kingdom
will not be able to send aîly appreciable
amount of mackerel to the American
market. This report aiso gives a memo-
randum of the catch of fish for the years
since purse-seining was first permitted, and
it will be observed at once how at first the
catch was increased very much, and how
at last, through its great destruction of the
fish, the catch has been decreased. For
the benefit of the House, I will read the
following figures from the report:-

1878......... .............. 196,468
1879....... .......... .... 220,599
1880.... . ..... .......... 349,674
1881................ .. . 291,657
1882...... ......... ... 378,863
1883...................... 226,68
1881........ .............. 478,076
1885................... .. 329,943
1886.............. .... .... 79,998
1887....... .... .. .. .... 88,382
1888....... ..... .... .... 48.205
1889........ .... .. ... ... 5,634
1890.................. .. 5,407

For the present year no returns have come
in. It will be seen by these figures how
fully justified the Government was in pur-
suing this course in regard to the catching
of fish round our shores. Also, in connec-
tion with the saine fact, the best informed
minds of the United States, in the report
of the special Fisheries Commission, have
spoken out very distinctly indeed with
regard to the destruction caused by those
purse-seines, and our neighbours have been
enforcing in their own waters very
stringent rules with regard to them. I
presume it was on an examination of these
facts that the Government were led to pass
a Bill of this kind. I think it wili be
necessary to have the penalties as high as
those fixed here; and, as the Premier bas
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remarked, they will probably nev er be
collected. When fish are bringing $16,
$20, $30 and $35 a barrel, it is a great
temptation to a man who has a seine cap-
able of taking $1,000 to $1,500 worth of
fish at a haul, a good vessel and 20 men
working on shares, to catch mackerel
when he can, and a penalty of $500
would not deter him for a moment. Unless
you adopt something as a deterrent that
will put an end to purse-seining alto-
gether I doubt if the object of this Bill
will be attained. That is the reason why
I think that the penalty should be so se-
vere as to be beyond any question of doubt.
This is a very important fishery-I say,
without fear of successful contradiction,
the most valuable and most important
fishery we have, so far as providing a
ready export, and especially in view of
the fact that the time is rapidly approach-
ing when fish will be sent to market fresh,
in preference to salting them. Patents
have recently been issued for a process
by which artificial ice can be produced
at a small cost. One of those ice ma-
chines is now in operation in the town
of Gloucester, Mass., in connection with
cold storage, by a firm largely engaged
in the fisheries; and the United States
being our largest market for mackerel it
is important that those fisheries shall be
protected. Men of large experience in
fisheries, who have gone into the business
as young men, and have risen from the
position of common hand to that mate, and
from mate to master-among such men
there is a consensus of opinion that purse-
seining should be put an end to. Surely
it is not too much to say that we should
make the law efficient to protect an inter-
est of such magnitude-that such a penalty
shall be provided in the Bill that will- deter
anyone from carrying on this destructive
mode of fishing. It then will come to this,
that men will take their seines on shore
and will resort to the hook-and-line once
more. Many of the old fishermen with
whom I have conversed have expressed
themselves asdesiring to go back to the
old mode of fishing.

HoN. MR. ALLAN-The hon. gentleman
said that $500 fine will be no deterrent as
compared with the value of a catch. Can
he give us any idea of what is the value of
an ordinary catch of fish by a purse-seine
-what it would represent in dollars ?

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-If you have a
purse-seine that will hold 1,000 barrels,
and the fisherman gets it half full, I leave
it to my hon. friend to figure out what
the value of the catch would be.

HON. MR. McCLELAN-I quite agree
with the remarks of the hon. gentleman
from Alberton with regard to the import-
ance of the fisheries, and the importance
of this Bill as a protection to them ; but
it has occurred to me that inflicting a
penalty of not exceeding $500, and, in
addition, confiscating the vessel, may lead
to very improper transactions. As I
understand it, it is not like other penalties
for which there is an appeal beyond the
Minister of the department. Where the
catch is so large that a fine of $500 would
be, as the hon. gentleman states, a small
consideration, the vessel engaged in that
kind of fishing must be a large oie, possibly
worth $6,000 to $8,000. One can imagine
that in detecting an infringement of the
law, and imposing a penalty, and then con-
fiscating the vessel and outfit, there might
be cases in which such a penalty would be
justifiable ; but it occurs to my mind that
there might also be cases where a very
great hardship would be sustained were
such power as that given by this Bill
enforced. If the maximum amount of the
penalty is not sufficient alone, would it not
be better to increase it according to cir-
cumstances, and make it a lien on the pro-
perty, and do away with the confiscation
of the vessel. It occurs to me, in listening
to the remarks of my hon. friend, and from
my own knowledge and feeling on the
matter, that the amendment proposed
would be an improvement to the Bill.

HoN. Ma. KAULBACH-We must not
forget that the consensus of opinion all
along the shore fisheries is that purse-
seining must be done away with alto-
gether. The only persons that will violate
the law will be owners of foreign vessels.
If you make this penalty simply a lien on
the vessel and outfit, what chance have we
got of collecting it ? The vessel moves off,
and we have no security at all for the
amount of the penalty or fine. Unless
you can seize the vessel found violating
the law you have no means ofsecuring the
penalty at all. The consensus of opinion
is so largely in favour of this law that I am
confident there will be no violation of it
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by Canadian vessels. It is absolutely neces- were considered just, if it were considered as
sary that the law should be prompt to be the only preventive of the practice of purse-
effectual. The fine provided is from $50 seining, then I say there should be one or
to $500. I should be disposed to increase two years' notice given before the Act
the fine, leaving it in the power of the shouldtakeeffector beenforced. Fishermen
Government to enforco it, according to the could then protect themselves, and, by all
circumstances of the case. We generally means in their power, dispose of the pro-
find in such cases of violation of the law perty they have acquired before this
that the Government is disposed to lean to law comes into force. It is a hard
the side of mercy. fate for a fisherman who has spent

perhaps twenty years of bis life accumu-
HON. MR. O'DONOHOE-In my opinion iatingsufficient means to purchase one of

the forfeiture is too extreme-too large- those vessels, and whcn le has rigged
and this, happily, is a question that the ler out for the season, and cores into
House can well consider without the usual our waters, bis vessel is seized and con-
stimulant of party motives. This is a fiscated. I do not believe that any reason-
question that comes home to the breast of able man can help thinking that it is outra-
every man. During the argument a purse- geous. Confiscate his vessel if you like,
seining vessel was compared to a vessel but give him notice; let hlm have a season
laden with contraband goods coming into or two of notice before bis vessel can be
Canada. I do not see any analogy between confiscated. There 18 no analogy between
the two cases. A vessel laden with con- that man and bis fisbing vessel, and the
traband goods is a designed fraud from the vessel bringing in eontraband goods. A
beginning, and it is for the purpose of vessel containing contraband goods is con-
defrauding the revenues of this country. fiscated. Why? Because from the very
Now, a fishing vessel, up to the present beginning the contemplation was to defraud
time, lawfully, pursuing ber vocation of theGovernment; but the owner of a fishing
fiRhing, may, at aùy time after the Royal vessel is ln bis rights up to this hour; he
Assent is given to this Bill, be seized and 18 pursuing a lawful ealling now, but after
confiscated. Of the merits of the fisheries, this Bil passes lis vessel may be seized
of their value, I have not a word to say. and confiscatod. I repeat, as to the details
Of purse-seining and thestringentmeasures of the measure I have nothirg to say.
against it, I have not a word to say; but I I know notbing about fishing or purse-
do say that when you pass a law to confis- seining, and it la not necessary to know
cate property, the owners of that pro- anything about it to say that the forfeiture
perty should have ample notice before s0 providez for in this Bi is too large. In
severe a measure if enforced. The fishing the United States the law is more reason-
vessel 18 unlike thiesmuggler'sslihip, because able. There the seines are seized and held,
the owner is pursuing bis lal1ul calling and th e amount of the fine imposed unles
to-day in this mode rffishing; and as 1 have immediately paid, becomes a charge against
hoard from hon. gentlemen conversant with the ship. That is more reasonabl1e.
the subject, a man may feel thtt ie is
within bis riglits, and througli a fog HONi. MRt. McCALLUM-Tliat gives the
being suspended over him, or from other lawyers a chance to collect it.
accidents of wind or weatheis, sze May
transgress the law by cominf within the HON. MR. 0'DOiNOHOE - The hon.
line, without intending any fraud or any gentleman bas sometimes taken upon hi m-
infingement of the law, yet bis vessel self the duties of a lawyer, and think be
is liable to seizure and confiscation. It is found it a very bard task. amn ot speak-
said that a fishing vessel may be worth ing ere as a lawyer or a fisherman. I a
$10,000, and, with ler seines and equip only speaking of the fishermen. We are
Ment, is worth considerable more. Tak- not caled upon to vote for the confiscation
ing it altogether, puoperby worth $14,000 of the property of men who have acquired
or perhaps $ 15,000 may be seized and con- it honestly in the course of a oifetime, be-
fiscated, throughi a violation of the law cause tbey may happen to e found fith-
Committed witiout any intention of doing ing with a purse-seine witbin the 3-mile
80. I tink that thia is too heavy a pen- limit. I shat therefore vote for the
asty. It as unreasonable; but even if it amendment myself, .and I hope overy lon.
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gentleman in this House will feel it his
duty to mitigate the severity of the pen-
alty provided in this Bill.

HON. MR. DEVER-I think the hon.
gentleman's remarks would be very well
and would apply properly if this law was
intended to prevent our own citizens from
violating the regulations.

HON. MR. POWER-So it is.

HON. MR. DEVER-But when it is taken
into account that these parties against
whom the law is particulary directed are
foreigners-

HON. MR. POWER-Not at all.

HON. MR. DEVER--Yes; foreigners and
pirates. They have no right in our waters.
When they corne on our coasts they cer-
tainly come within the 3-mile limit, and
there is no other mode that I can see,
except imposing some very severe penalty,
by which they can be kept away. They fit
out their ships, in the first instance, with
these purse-seines. They are very differ-
ent from the purse-seines used by our own
people. Our fishermen use very much
lighter nets. It is well known that this
Bill is directed against foreigners, who
come here and destroy our fisheries, as
they have destroyed their own. I have
friends in the old country who write me
showing how their fisheries have been
almost exhausted, and begging of us to
look after our fisheries carefully. Under
the circumstances, and knowing that our
Ministerof Marine comes from the province
most affected by this measure-knowing
that he was brought up there, and under-
stands what is needed by the fishing inte-
rest-knowing that he must have been
very largely advised by those who are
interested in preserving our fisheries in
drafting this Bill-I think lie is the proper
man to provide legislation, and I feel satis-
fied to leave it in his hands. If there is
anything wrong in this Bill we can amend
it to meet the emergency. I think, there-
fore, we should pass this Bill, which comes
from the Minister of Marine and Fisheries,
and hold him, as the country will hold
him, responsible for any deficiency in the
measure.

HÔN. MR. FLINT-I
fresh-water fisherman.
all My life, I may say.

am something of a
I have been at it
I think this Bill

is in the right direction, and I only wish it
were stronger. I remember reading an
account of a man who found a boy in his
apple-tree. First, he threw tufts of grass
at him. The boy did not come down.
Then he threw sorne clay at him, but still
the boy refused to corne down. At last
he threw some stones at the boy, and
brought him down. How bas it been with
()Ur fisheries ever since I have known any-
thing about them ? Our neighbours have
been encroaching upon them. We have
been throwing tufts of grass and clay long
enough, and it is about time that we took
harsher measures to oblige these people,
who have been encroaching on our fish-
eries under the pretence that they were
driven out of their course, to get out of
our waters and to mind their own business.
There is no doubt, in a short time, if those
purse-seines are allowed to be used in our
waters, we will have no fish on our At-
lantic coast. As I do not keep lent my-
self, it does not affect me; still, I have an
interest in my neighbours, and if they wish
to eat fish on Friday I am willing that
they shall have them. I think the principle
of the Bill is a good one, and it is high time
that we showed those gentlemen who are
in the habit of encroaching on our fish-
eries that they must keep away. The hon.
gentleman from Toronto thinks they ought
to have two or three years' notice. That is
aIl very fine. In'the meantime they would
destroy our fisheries, and then no notice
would be required. It puts me in mind of
the time when we introduced our national
policy. I was going out to Prescott on
the cars, and there was an American on
board, who took me and the Government
to task because we had sprung a miue on
the Americans. ie said we ought to have
given them six months' notice, so that they
could get in a lot of their goods before the
duty went up. It is a good deal the same
in this case; we should pass this Bill, and
if any vessel should be found in our waters,
and on examination it can be proved that
she strayed out of her course unintention-
ally, there is no doubt that our Govern-
ment will be perfectly willing to let them
off. But it is necessary for the protection
of our fisheries that something should be
done at once. It seems the fish have
become very scarce on the American shore
and have come into our waters, and it is
only proper that we should protect thein,
and therefore I shall vote for this Bill.
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HON. MR. VIDAL-I am never an advo-
cate for imposing severe penalties, or in-
flicting severe punishment when milder
measures will answer. But I do not look
on this in that light at all. It does not
appear to me that providing for the con-
fiscation of the vessel is intended to be so
much a severe punishment to the offender
as to carry out the principle of the Bill-
and that is the prevention of the use of
those purse-seines, which are universally
conceded to be so destructive in their
operation. The object is to prevent it
altogether, and I think after hearing the
remarks made by my hon. friend from
Alberton, an irresistible argument has
been made before us to show that the
whole purpoit of the Bill would be counter-
acted and its efficiency entirely destroyed
by making the amendment proposed by
the hon. member from Halifax. I t:ink,
therefore, that it would be a very great
pity that the Bill should suffer the change
of having the confiscation clause taken out
and the substitution of a'lien instead of it.
I think it would be entirely inoperative
under the circumstances so plainly por-
trayed to us by the hon. member from
Alberton.

The Senate divided on the amendment,
which was rejected bythe following vote:-

CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
Chaffers,
Grant,
McClelan,
McInnes (Victoria),
O'Donohoe,

PElletier,
Power,
Prowse,
Scott,
Stevens-10.

NON-CONTENTS :

Abbott,
Allan,
Almon,
Armand,
Bellerose,
Bolduc,
Botsford,
Boucherville, de,
Carling,
Casgrain,
Clemow,
DeBlois,
Dever,
Flint,
Girard,
Glasi-r,
Gowan,
Guévremont,
Howlan,
Kaulbach,
McCallum,
McDonald (C.B.),

Hon. Messrs.

McKay,
McKindsey,
McLaren,
McMillan,
Macdonald (Victoria),
Macdonald (P.E. I. ),
MacInnes (Burlington)
Masson,
Merner,
Miller,
Montgomery,
Montplaisir,
Murphy,
Ogilvie,
Perley,
Read (Quinté),
Ross,
Smith,
Sullivan,
Sutherland,
Tassé,
Vidal.-44.

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

MARKING OF DECK AND LOAD
LINES BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (106) "An Act to provide
for the Marking of Deck and Load Lines."
He said: This Bill deals with a matter of
very great importance to our shipping,
and I imagine it is a subject with which
my hon. friends from the Maritime Pro-
vinces are more familiar than I am. How-
ever, a few words will explain the purpose
of the Bill. There bas been, as hon. gentle-
men know, for a number of years past, a
good deal of agitation in England about
these load lines. It has been pretended
that ships were sent to sea overloaded, and
often with fraudulent designs on insurance
companies, and with results disastrous to
human life, and steps were taken ten or
twelve years ago to pass a law in England
to regulate the extent to which ships
may be loaded. That law was found to be
insufficient for the purpose, and recently
the English Parliament bas passed an-
other law regulating deck and load lines,
providing a special mode of calculating
the quantity or the weight of cargo
which a vessel may carry. These calcula-
tions are based upon figures which are in
use in England, and are based largely on
the measurements at Lloyds. Now, it
appears from experience and from mea-
surements that the particular mode of cal-
culation, which is fixed by the English Act
and will be adopted in England under it,
does not apply to the class of vessels which
we build in the maritime provinces: the
ships are of a different shape. As I under-
stand it, they are broader, and otherwise a
different kind of ship, and the calculations
upon which the load of a vessel built
according to the English models would
piove to be accurate would not answer for
the kind of vessels which we have in our
maritime provinces. This has been the
subject of discussion for a considerable
time past, and the matter was very fully
discussed at a meeting, I understand a sort
of convention of ship-owners from differ-
en.t countries, at Washington, the substance
of which is embodied in the report of the
Minister of Marine last year. That was the
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unanimous conclusion of the gentlemen
at this convention, .who were experienced
men, and knew whereof they were talking,
namely, that the method of calculation
which might be perfectly just and safe for
vessels built on the English model-vessels
of the character registered at Lloyds-
would not be just or fair to vessels of a
different shape, such wooden vessels as are
built in our maritime provinces. This was
represented to the British Government
when the Bill was being passed through
Parliament, and at the request of this
country a clause was put in the English
Bill which otherwise would apply to all
British ships, whethor in the colonies or
elsewhere, by which it was provided that
if any British possession has a law regulat-
ing the load lines based upon similar prin-
ciples to those which guided the English
Parliament in passing the Bill, but modified
to suit the conditions of the ship-building
interest in such British possession, that the
English Act should not apply to the colony
which so madelegislation ofitsown. Now,
this Bill is introduced for the purposeof pro-
viding a system of measuring deck and load
lines which will be perfectly just and per-
fectly fair to our ships, being of a different
shape from English ships, and at the same
time it is based, as we contend, on the same
principles as those upon whichreststheAct
passed by the English Parliament. There
are two or three modifications in it which
are of a minor character, but which I
think are impiovements. Our system
being necessarily different, there are dif-
ferences in our mode of arranging matters.
For instance, in fixing the load line in
England the owner had nothing to say. It
was done on the certificate of Lloyds. In
this country we have no such universal
test to apply to our ships, and here we
allow the owner to join with the inspector
in fixing the load line. If they differ, the
matter is regulated by the Department of
Marine and Fisheries, as in England it
would be regulated, if bore were any dis-
pute, by the Board of Trade, which corres-
ponds in that respect with our own depart-
ment. There are a number of minor pro-
visions in the Bill for the purpose of
giving it effect, but the object and prin-
ciple of the measure is what I have stated.

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

MILITIA GRANTS IN THE NORTHI-
WEST BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (159) " An Act respecting
grants of Land to members of the Militia
Force on active service in the North-West."
He said: This is a little.Bill to extend the
time for granting scrip to persons engaged
in the militia force in active service, who
are entitled to it under the law as it now
stands, but who have not actually recalled
their scrip.

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

PICTOU HARBOUR BILL.

THIRD READING.

The iUouse resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (150) " An
Act to amend the Acts respecting the
Harbour of Pictou, in Nova Scotia."

(In the Committee.)

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
second clause be struck out. He said:
This clause is taken from the old Act. The
provisions which are required for the pur-
pose for which it was intended are con-
tained in clause three. It is superfluous,
therefore, and I ask that clause 2 be struck
out.

The motion was agreed to.

HoN. MR. OGILVIE, from the com-
mittee, reported the Bill with an amend-
ment, which was concurred in.

The Bill was then read the third time,
and passed.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (162) " An Act to correct a clerical
error in the Act 53 Vict., Chap. 81, inti-
tuled: 'An Act respecting the GreatNorth-
West Central Railway Company." (Mr.
Clemow.)

The Senate adjourned at 4.15 p.m.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, August 26th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

CARLETON BRANCH RAILROAD
PURCHASE BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (158) "An
Act to authorize the sale of the Carleton,
City of St. John, Branch Railroad."

HON. MR. ABBOTT--This Bill is to
authorize the sale by the Government of a
small piece of road from Fairville, extend-
ing from the terminus of the Western
Extension Railway, to the city of St. John,
which had become practically useless by
the construction of the bridge across the
River St. John, as 1 understand. The value
of this road is entirely destroyed by the
railways which have been recently con-
structed, and the Government had been
leasing it fora nominal rental, say $1 a year,
or something of that sort. The Government
have found an opportunity of selling this
road for $40,000, which is a clear profit of
the whole of that sum, and they ask this
authority to sell it. My hon. friend from
Fredericton knows a great deal more about
it than I do, and I understand he proposes
to speak on the subject. I have no doubt
he can explain it a great deal better than I
can.

HoN. Ma. WARK-The Premier tells us
that the road is valueless, and I intend to
ask him to modify the demand that he has
made on the city of St. John. I think he
asks too much. I find that in 1881 New
Brunswick contained about 1 of the whole
population of the Dominion, and contri-
buted that proportion of the whole revenue.
Although we have ceased to control the
revenues raised in New Brunswick, we are
Wilting that the Gevernment shall spend
them in the public interest. Sometimes
expenditur.es are made in which we have
nO interest, but I am going to call the
attention of the House to expenditures
Which are decidedly detrimental to us. I
Inoved the other day, and received from

33

the Premier, the cost of the link of rail-
way built in Nova Scotia which is just
across the bay opposite St. John. The
city of St. John has enjoyed the trade of
that part of Nova Scotia since the earliest
history of the country. It was very easy
for those people to run across the bay to
St. John-much easier than to go round
to Halifax. The cost of the link was
$599,000. New Brunswiak has contri-
buted of that amount $45,000, and all that
contribution was made for the promotion
of a work intended to injure instead of
benefiting the city of St. John. That
link composed a part of the railway in-
tended to be built by the Western Counties
Railway Company. They never built it.
It stood there a gap between Digby and
Annapolis for a long time. The Govern-
ment at lergth, to encourage them to build
it, offered them half a million dollars as a
contribution, though it was only 20½ miles
in length. That sum ought to have been
sufficient to build the road. They entered
into an agreement, a clause of which pro-
vided that the Government should build
the road if the railway company did not.
The people of Halifax waited till the time
expired, and then passed strong resolutions,
almost censuring the Government for not
building it. The principal reason that
the Chamber of Commerce gave for de-
manding the construction of the road was
that they might get a trade which the city
of St. John bas so long enjoyed. So New
Brunswick is actually contributing about
$45,000 to divert a trade which St. John
has had since the earliest history of the
country. But that is not all. The people
of Halifax complain of want of accommo-
dation. When the Intercolonial kHailway
was first finished the station was outside
of the city. The road was subsequently
carried to a deep-water terminus, and the
Government erected wharves and an
elevator, affording all the accommoda-
tion necessary for shipping goods there.
They also carried the station from there
into the city-built a new station.
But now, with this increased trade that
they expect they have not sufficient room
there, and they are going to pay for addi-
tional grounds and furnish more accom-
modation. How were they met by the
people of Halifax ? There is an expensive
piece of land with buildings on it to be
purchased, and they have to pull down
these buildings. Does the Government
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pay for this ? Certainly. There was a
joint committee appointed by the city
council and the board of trade to call upon
the Government to pay, and that joint
committee decided upon $350,000. The
-committee of the board of trade reported
this, and the board of trade say that the
Government must pay $450,000. There
was à debate the other day in which the
Minister of Railways said the Government
were going to expend $650,000 in the city
of Halifax to provide increased accommo-
dation. Of that sum, $450,000 is to be paid
for the privilege of extending the road, and
here the Government turn round to New
Brunswick and ask for a road, which the
Premier admits to be valueless, no less
than $40,000. They pay $450,000 to the
city of IIalifax for the right to increa-e
the accommodation there, and they ask
$40,000 from New Brunswick for what?
The Government cannot be said to have a
toi] bridge there, but they have a bridge at
which tolls are collected and in whieh the
Government have an interest of 80 per cent.
It costs, I believe, $5 to geta carload across
that bridge. The Government have not a
collector there, but the company collects
$5 from a meichant of St. John for takinig
a carload of flour over the bridge, and
hands $4 of it to the Government. This is
the way they manage it, until they collect
the amount ofthe interest on their loan. and
then the company can have the rest. Now,
is it reasonable to ask such a price for
this bit of a railway ? There is io other
way to get to the deep-water terminus.
The Governnient have provided ail the ne-
cessary facilities for shipping freights at
Halifax; they have provided none at St.
John, although they have a terminus ofthe
Intercolonial Railway at St. John as well
as at Halifax. When a merchant in Mon-
treal or Toi onto wants to send a cargo to
England the Government, if they had the
facilities at St. John that they have at Ha-
lifax, could accommodate that merchant
wherever he could find the cheapest ship-
ping. Very often a vessel is lying there
ready to take freight, and a shipper at any
of the cities I have named could get the
advantage of the best freights. If he could
get better terms at St. John he would of
course want the Intercolonial Railway to
carry his goods there, but the Government
say: " No ; we cannot bring your goods
there; we have no facilities there." I claim
they ought to have facilities. They say:

" We have no facilities for shipping there,
and if you engage a vessel lying at
the port of St. John she must take ballast,
if necessary, and go round the coast of
Nova Scotia and take freight at Halifax."
Is this dealing fairly between thesetwo
cities? The Short Line of railway is
built, and it carries freight to the end of
this bridge. It can get no further; it can-
not get to deep water. The city of St.
John asked the Government to sell this old
bit of a road. The Government said: " Yes;
we will let you have that, but you must
pay us $50,000." The city remonstrated
a little, and the Government came dow»n
to $40,000, and this Bill is intended to con-
firm the bargain. Now, I will not take up
the time of the House unnecessa-ily. I
have put the case as fairly as I could be-
fore the House, and I think that the Govern-
ment ought to amend this Bill by striking
out "forty" and inserting "oie," because
they are getting only $1 a year for the
road now. I am not going to move any
amendment; I leave it to thegenerosityof
the Premier toamend that Bill by striking
out " forty " and inserting " one." I am
not going to ask his reason why he should
not do that, because I know there is no
reason. I just leave it to himself to do
what is obviously fair and just.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I think my hon.
friend omitted to mention one thing which
I understand is the fact, that the Govern-
ment paid the city of St. John $40,000 for
its stock in this very railway.

HoN. MR. WARK-No; it was to a com-
pany.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-According to my
instructions the city had $40,000 stock in
that railway, and the Gover-nment took that
stock at par and paid the city $40,000 for
it. Subsequently, by the construction of
the railway which my bon. friend bas
referred to, this little three miles branch
which was very useful for certain purposes
at ,that time became practically useless.
The city is now anxious to get back this
few miles of railway that would give the
Canadian Pacific Railway a deep-water
terminus, which is of great importance to
the city. They propose to buy back the
railway which the Governrnent acquired
some years ago, and pay back tbis $40,000;
and surely it is not unreasonable for the
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Government to say if you want the rail-
way give us back what we paid for it. In
point of fact, it is the city which offers
this sum of money. The Government did
ask $50,00 for it, for I understand they
paid other people besides the city. The
proportion they paid the city was $40,000;
but on the 27th October last Mr. Foster,
the Finance Minister, received from the
officials'of that city an offer by telegrani.
The Finance Minister replied accepting
the sum offered, and this Bill is to carry
out the agreement between St. John and
the Government by which the transfer can
be made. I understand the appeal which
my hon. friend puts in, and it is one
that it is difficult to resist; but the argu-
ment on which he bases his appeal, the
comparative treatment of other cities, in
that I am unable to follow the hon. gen-
tleman. I am afraid it would not do to
take some cities I could name as a gauge
for the amount of money we ought to
spend in every other city in the Dominion;
for by the time we should have carried
that out we would have transferred to those
cities the entire finances of the Dominion.
The city desires to get back what it sold
to the Government, and the Government
desire to get back what they paid the city
for it; and taking that view of it, I do not
think it is unreasonable to do so.

HON. MR. WARK-At the time this i'oad
was huilt it was the only means of reaching
the city of St. John by rail. The 440 miles
of railway were on that side of the river,
and all the intercourse with the United
States passed over these roads, and this was
the only point where theycould reach deep
water and cross with a ferry. The bridge
was built, for which purpose the Govern-
ment subsidized or loaned $330,000, and
when the trains of the Short Line reach the
bridge they must either pay to cross that
bridge or go down to the deep water at the
side of the river. I hope the hon. gentle-
man will adopt the amendment that I have
suggested and show some desire of meting
out equal justice to these two citics.

HoN. MR. MILLER-This is a money
Bill ? Can we amend it ?

HoN. MR. WARK-I will leave that to
the lawyers to decide.

HON. MR. POWER-I think the Pro-
vince of New Brunswick can congratulate
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itself on having a faithful guardian of its
interests in the person of the hon. gentle-
man from Fredericton. He always looks
after the interest of his own province, as
every member should do. I presume it is
a member's first duty to look after the
interests of his own province. With
respect to the statement the hon. gentlé-
man has made, there are certain other
omissions besides that pointed out by the
leader of the Government. The hon.
gentleman omitted, I think, to state that
the Dominion Government have within
the last three or fouryears spent aquarter
of a million dollars in securing the right
sort of facilities, including a deep-water
terminus for the Intercolonial Railway at
St. John. The little road which is spoken
of in this Bill is situated on the other side
of the river, and is intended to be
used by the Canadiati Pacific Railway,
and not by the Intercolonial Railway;
and further, some years ago the Govern-
ment built a branch on the east-
ern side of Halifax harbour, on the
Dartmouth side, and the town of Dart-
mouth has been obliged to pay interest on
the cost of the construction of that road
at the rate of $4,000 every year, Eo that
there is not any difference in the treatment
of the two harbours; they are treated in
substantially the same way. Now the
city of St. John has to refund the money
which it got from the Government for its
interest on the road on the west side of
the harbour of St. John. Thon, with
respect to favouritism supposed to be
shown to the city of Halifax, it is custom-
ary that lines of railroad when owned by
companies furnish the necessary facilities
at the termini, and the terminal facilities
at Halifax have been deemed by business
men, not only in Halifax but elsewhere,
insufficient; and if the Intercolonial Rail-
way were owned and operated by a com-
pany the facilities which exist or something
like them would be there, and certain other
facilities which do not exist would be
furnished by the company if it were in a
position to furnish them.

HON. MR. BOTSFOIR D-The hon. gentle-
man from Fredericton is quite right
with respect to his comparison of the
expenditure of public money in the city of
Halifax and in the city of St. John. It
just so happens that Nova Scotia, from her
large representation in the Cabinet, was in
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a position to obtain a larger expenditure,
and consequently a larger amount of money
has been expended in the city of Halifax,
and the city of St. Johi bas been left
without similar appropriations. Of course,
this being a money Bill it cannot be amend-
ed in this House, and we are further
estopped, I think, from making any amend-
ment, inasmuch as the city of St. John
itself has agreed to this arrangement.

HoN. MR. DEVER--I feel it my duty to
thank the Governiment and the Premier
especially for even this small favour of
$40.000 to the city of St. John. The people
of St. John will look on it as a favour, but
they cannot help thinking at the same
time, that greater facilities might be given
the city of St. John thap they have at
present for freight and other traffic at their
city. We have always felt that the Pro-
vince of Nova Scotia bas had such repre-
sentation in the Cabinet that that Province,
and especially the city of Ralifax, bas
always got what it wanted. Unfortunately,
it was not so with us. Our representation
was good; still, it had not that influence or
power in the Cabinet to enable it to get
the consideration from the Government
that we feel Nova Scotia has got. 1 do
hope that things will change now. We
have a new Government, and I believe we
are going to have a good Govern'ment. I
believe we are going to have an honourable
and faithful Premier, who will take into
consideiation himself all these public mat-
ters, and will not allow them to be neglected
by minor members of the Cabinet. I believe
that if the city of St. John could induce the
Govet rnment to take into account the bridge
that crosses the faills, that is only utilized
by the Western Extension arnd Short Line,
and make it a f ree bridge, the people would
have no reason to complain. The gift that
the Government are now about to give
is one that was thought otf as expedient
some years ago, when there was no thought
of building a bridge at the falls, and now
that they have the bridge across the river
and thereis noimpedimentin theway tocom-
plete the connection witb the cityofSt.John
bythe IntercolonialRai lway and Short Line
this intermediate piece of road owned by the
Government should be placed at tho dis-
posal of the people of St. John, who would
consider it a great boon. I hope, when
the Premier makes us a visit, as I trust
he will during the coming season, that he

will see the situation for himself, and that
he will do something for St. John that we
will feel lastingly grateful to him for.
This bridge at St. John cost some $400,000
or $500,000. If we had it open to all the
railroads coming into St. John it would be
nothing more than St. John is entitled to,
taking into consideration what bas been
done for other cities that are rivals of St.
John.

HoN. MR. McCLELAN-The hon. gen-
tleman from Fredericton has made out a
good case why the Government should, in
dealing with St. John city in the matter
of this railway, have given them much
better terms. He has shown that the
expendituio in Nova Scotia bas the effect
of diminishing therevenue and business at
St. John, while the people in St. John and
New Brunswick generally have had to
contribute towards these large expend-
itures. It may be invidious to draw com-
parisons between the provinces by speak-
ing relatively of the advantage which one
province may have in the lavish distribu-
tion of public money; but there is one
point they have not said anything about,
on which the province from which I come
bas been a very great sufferer. 1 say,
with reference to the Intercolonial Rail-
way, and I say advisedly, that the Inter-
colonial Railway, under the management
that bas been accorded to it during the
last few years, instead of being a boon to
the southern portion of New Brunswick
has been really a detriment. The special
rates upon that road and the advantages
which are given simply for the western
provinces to carry their freight cheaply
through New Brunswick by interfering
with our natural and legitimate markets
bas been a very great injury to us. I an
speaking of the old Intercolonial Railway
proper, from Quebec to Moncton. Of
course, the part now called the Interco-
lonial Railway, from St. John to Halifax,
is an old and well-paying road-a protit-
able work to the Government, and so
far as I know, is very well managed; but
I know if we added together the deficien-
cies on the Government railways for the
last few years it would aggregate several
millions. That deficiency has to be paid
by the people in New Brunswick. The
deficiency is created to the advantage of
other people, and in that way the railway
is being managed very improperly and
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very much to the injury of the province
which I represent. With regard to that
link which my hon. friend has mentioned,
I believe, if the Government wanted to do
anything which would really be to some
extent a boon to New Brunswick, if it was
impossible for them, in the exercise of
their spirit of fair play and justice to
donate this branch to the city of St. John,
they could make provision to incorporate
that bridge and link with the Iitercolonial
Railway, for we know that anything New
Brunswick bas to carry or send forward
over these roads has now to settle with
three lines of railway, adding materially
to the cost of freight. I speak of this par-
ticularly in view of what we have been
encou. aged to believe is to take place in
the month of October, that is to say, the
securing of a reciprocity treaty of some
kind or other, when New Brunswick mqy
find it necessary to send her natural pro-
ducts to the United States. In that event,
it would be a serious drawback to the
province if that piece of railway should
remain as it is, adding to the already high
rates of three or four different railways.

HoN. MR. DRUMMOND, from the com-
mittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.

FIFTH REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ADOPTED.

HoN. MR. READ (Quinté) moved the
adoption of the Fifth Report of the Joint
Committee of both flouse on the Printing
of Parliament.

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

LIVE STOCK SHIPPING BILL..

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
'nittee of the Whole on Bill (154) " An
Act respecting the shipping of Live Stock."

(In the Committee.)

On the 3rd clause,-

HON. MR. READ (Quinté)-There is no
subject that can engage the attention of

Parliament that is of greater importance
to the country at the present time than
that of shipping cattie to foreign markets
and especially to Great Britain-when we
consider that during the very short period
that this trade has been in existence it bas
grown to its present proportions from a
very small beginning indeed. I recollect
when a friend of mine shipped to England
the first forty-five head that were shipped
a few years ago, and when we consider the
leaps and bounds that this trade bas taken
since, we may well believe that anything
that will further the interests of this in-
dustry is of very great importance to
Canada. It may be as well to remind the
House of the progress that bas been made
in this cattle-shipping trade. I will quote
from the English returns. I find that in 1875
we shipped 12,012 head of cattle to England
and in 1S88 we shipped 61,105. I see that
in two years since then there bas been an
unprecedented increase of 100 per cent. In
1888, we shipped 109,736 oxen and bulls
and 10,859 cows, altogether over, 20,000
head of cattle to British and foreign mar-
kets. When we consider this marvellous
increase we must believe that anything
that will promote it is to the advantageof
the Dominion. I have no doubt whatever
that the arrangements the Government
will make as regards inspection, etc., will
have that end in view. It must be noticed
that the great bulk of the agricultural
exports of this country in the future must
be the cow and her product-with the
exception of the grain we will exportfrom
Manitoba and the North-West Territories.
Lot us look for a moment ut what our ex-
porIts were last year of' the cow and her
products. I find, according to the English
returns, computing it in dollars and cents,
that the value of the cheese shipped from
Canada last year was $9,571,160; oxen and
bulls 109,736 in number, valued at $8,698,-
590; cows numbering 10,859, at a vo lue of
$760,90; sheep, $418,280, or a total of
$19,450,930. Now, that is an export that
will inerease. It must necessarily increase;
and while upon that subject it may perhaps
be as well to quote the corresponding ex-
ports by our neighbours across the line, and
see whether the Unýted States is ouir natural
market for these products. Our Reform
friends are very much inclined to go to the
United States for a market. If they should
buy 1,000 head ofour cattle they have 1,000
more of their own to sell. England is our
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market for those products, and it must the shipper will pay a lower price in this
continue to be our market in the future. country, and the loss will therefore fall on
The United States shipped to England the farmer, and while his prospects are
last year oxen and cows to the value of very good this year he has not been in the
$36,796,075. They shipped beef to the most flourishing condition for a few years
value of $19,940,00--in all, of cattle and past. I would again urge on the Govern-
other products, $56,736,075. I have taken ment to do everything in their power to
this from the English returns. Where is see that proper facilities are furnished -for
our market in the United States ? Our the shipment of cattle. It is only since the
Reform friends say : "Give us reciprocity repeal of the Reciproeity Treaty that this
with the United States and we will have enormous trade has sprung up. We did
a market for our products." They say the not expQrt a pound of cheese or a head of
United States will give us a good market cattle to England before that time. We
for flour. I see that the Americans ex- sold our cows to the Americans and bought
ported last year wheat and flour to the chee.e fror them. That trade las sprung
extent of $66,506,000 to Great Britain up since then as if by magie, titi it now
alone. It does not appear tome that they reaches $20,000,000 a year. We possess
wantour flour. It is certain that they do grasses ofthc finest quality, and we are i
not want our cattle. Then I see that the a position to make as good butter and
Americans shipped last year $10,407,735 cheese as cat be produced. We have doue
worth of cheese. It is evident they do not a great deal in the cheese and in the cattie
want our cheese. So that these articles, our trade, but there is more to bc donc yet.
shipments of which amount to $20,000,000 The Government want to encourage the
a year, the Americans do not want, and production of butter under a joint stock
their market is of no use to us in that res- factory system. I ar pleased to think
pect. Now, as regards cows: we exported to that that matter 18 under their considera-
England last year 10,859 head. We had tion. Our people possess the facilities for
them to spare, and were too glad to sell making butter of the finest quaity, and
them. These were cows that were springers. only require to be educated up to it. While
If anything is done to cause alarm in Eng- they are slow in some matters, I think,
land these cows would be scheduled, and with a littie instruction from experts,thcy
I hope the Government will not grasp at wiII accomplish the objeet that the Gov-
the shadow and lose the substance. I hope ernment have in view, and in the very
they will not do anything by which our near future we will make butter for ex-
cattle may be scheduled in England, and port, and buitd up a trade which will be
this vast trade destroyed. These cows as valuable as our trado in cheese. I hope
woald not be required in England at all if that nothing will be done by the Govern-
they could not be used for domestic pur- ment in any way without the consent of
poses. In evidence of that I may mention the Imperial authorities as to the slaugh-
that while we shipped last year 10,859 tering of American cattie in this country,
cows the Americans only shipped 411. because the English farmer wilt soon get
Why ? Because the American cattle have frightened, and at the least appearance of
to be slaughtered on arrival at a Britith disease amongst their herds they wil ap-
port, while ours can be landed and peal te their Minister of Agriculture, and
used for domestic purposes. This Bill, no our cattie witt be laced in the sehedule
doubt, will have a good effect, but the with American cattl . We have an advan-
Government must take every precaution tàge in the English market; we have none
to see that the cattle are carried safely. in thc United States. low can we have
These ocean tramps do. not carry them as a market there, when they are shipping
safely as the regular traders. If a ship cattie to England te the enormous extent
labours heavily the ocean tramp will not I have mentioned? While it is pleasant
heave-to and give the cattle an opportunity to go across the une and seit what you
to keep up. It is different with the regular have to spare, and while 1 am anxious to
liners. They take the best care they can of the have reciprocal trade with the United
cattle. I know that our. shippers particu- States, 1 do net believe it would be Bo
larly are asking for this legislation, but the exceedingly profitable te the farmets of
greater class is more interested-that is, this country as some believe. Our neigh-
the producers. If eur catte are scheduled bours produce be same articles that we
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produce, and compete with us in the same
markets; and it is only a question whether
they shall act as middlemen for us or we
shall sell direct.

IION. MR. BOULTON-In the North-
West we take a great interest in, and
attach a high value to, the cattle trade
that has sprung up and is annually in-
creasing (as has been shown by the hon.
member from Quinté), and any Bill that
comes before this House touching upon
that trade requires the scrutiny and
attention of hon. members. I think I
may congratulate the Government upon
bringing forward a Bill for the purpose
of exercising a governmental supervision
over the transporting ofcattle from Canada
to Great Britain, and also for the
purpose of maving the lives of dumb
animals so frequently jeopardized by the
carelessness of shippers. In addition to
the sacrifice of life, there is the financial
loss to the country. The cattle unques-
tionably are insured, and there probably
nay not be a great financial loss to the

shippers, except through the depreciation
of the cattle, but the loss falls on the insur-
ance companies; so that ail around, j think
the Government may be congiatulated on
takng this matter in hand and obtaining
such power as is necessary to protect this
valuable trade that we have developed.
In 1873 it was not thought possible to ship
a live animal from Canada to Great Britain.
We shipped dead meat only. In 1874 we
shipped 4,000 head of cattle, and last year
we shipped upwards of 100,000 head.
The U.,nited States are competitors
with us, but we have an advantage over
them in the cattle trade in consequence of
the healthinessofourelimateand theprecau-
tions we take to prevent disease. Not only
can we ship our fat cattle to Great Britain,
but we can ship our store cattle, and that
is a trade in which the people of the North-
West and Manitoba are very much inter-
ested. Fortunately, up there we have
plenty of feed, and we can mature our
animals very early, in consequence of the
excellent feed and the wide range of
pasture they get, and we are able to ship
2-year olds to England for store purposes
wnich are valued very highly indeed, and
find ready sale. The trade in store cattie can
be increased very largely. Ireland shipped
600,000 store cattle to Great Britain last
year, and the possibilities of increasing our

exports are very great indeed to such a
large and valuable consuming market.
Anything thatis likely to interfere withsuch
valuable trade should be watched and con-
sidered very carefully. The hon. Minister
of Agriculture has very kindly informed
me of the precautions that are being taken
in connection with the concession now
under consideration-that is, of slaughter-
ing American cattle in this country and
re-shipping the meat. The cattle are to
be brought into the country in bond, care-
fully quarantined and slaughtered. They
do not come into competition with our
Canadian cattle any more than if they were
slaughtered and converted into beef in the
United States. That the concession will
not be make without the cooperation of
the Imperial Government, and its approval
of the rules adopted to guard against
infection. and I am informed by the hon.
Minister of Agriculture that a clause is
being put into the agr'eement which
permits this concession, that the very
moment the Imperial authorities feel that
the cattle trade of Great Britain is jeopar-
dized by this concession it is to be at once
cancelled. I think, with these precautions,
that no danger can arise to affect our
cattle trade; and no danger can arise
in Great Britain from having our cattie
scheduled and forbidden to enter the
country alive, becauso the agreement con-
tains a clause which will enable the Gov-
ernment to at once cancel the charter
under which they are working. The ad-
vantage of bringing trade through Canada
should not be overlooked because increase
in volume brings lower rates for our
heavy produce.. The carrying trade is
valuable to the country, and anything
that will tend to bring the trade of the
north-western States through Canada de-
serves most careful consideration. A con-
cession of this kind will tend to increase
the carrying trade of the country. We
have a great number of scrub cattle,
it is said. I am sorry to hear that
such is the case, but I suppose, as
long as we make cheese and raise
calves an whey, there will bo scrub cattle.
I think there is a great opening in the
North-West to improve such stock for sale.
In the eastern provinces we raise a number
of 2-year olds in our barn yards, and in
order to mako them beef and saleable at
all we have to keep them over until they
are three or four years old. I believe if
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the 2-year olds that are wintered in the
straw yards of the eastern provinces were
shipped to the North-West in the month of
April, and pastured for the summer, they
would pay the freight both ways-for
taking them up to the North-West and
bringing them back-and leave a fair mar-
gin to the farmers of the eastern provinces
and relieve their home pastures from being
overstocked. If that experiment were
tried, I am satistied it would be found
very advantageous. Take, for instance, a
county in Ontario where there is not
enough pasture for all the animals that
can be wintered with advantage. If the
farmers would combine and send up, say
four or five hundred cattle, under care of
one or two men, and let them range on the
prairie pastures, I believe that an arrange-
ment could be made with the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company by which the
freight on those cattle could be paid both
ways and leave a margin to sell them to the
people of England as store cattle or to feed
themselves. We have immense plains there,
on which millions of buffalo have herded in
the past; we have thousands of dollars
worth of valuable feed going to waste
there every year, and if it could be utilized
in that way it would redound greatly to
the benefit and advantage of the country.
As the hon. member irom Belleville bas
said, the English market isunquestionably
far more valuable to us than the markets
of the United States, and the trend of our
cattle trade for the last twenty years
proves it. Before we were able to ship
cattle to Great Britain at all we used to
send from 60,000 to 70,000 head of cattle
to the United States every year. They
realized on an average $26 a head. As
soon as the cattle trade with Great Britain
commenced the price began to fall, because
the people of Great Britain could afford to
give us for our good animals a tar higher
price than our neighbours would pay. The
price of animals shipped to the United
Statos went down from $26 a head until in
the last yeur or two they have brought
only $10 or $12 a head, while the cattle
shipped to the British markets -have in-
creased in value from $65 a head to $80 or
$90 in Liverpool. It shows the value of
cattle in the British market has been in-
creasing, while it bas been diminishing in
the United States. Anything that will
encourage thedevelopmen t of our trade with
Great Britain inthe products ofthe farm and

dairy should be done. I am pleased indeed
to think thatthe bon. Minister of Agricul-
ture and the Government have taken up
this question of the shipping facilities re-
quired to develop and extend this already
important trade.

HoN. MR. REESOR-This is perhaps
the most important question which bas
been brought before the Senate this
session. It involves one of the greatest
industries of the country. The annual
exports of Canada embrace about forty-
five millions of dollars of agricultural pro-
ducts, while the exports of manufactures
amount to about five millions of dollars.
This is, therefore, really a matter of vast
importance, and it is high time that a
measure should be passed-and this Bill
in the main covers the ground-to provide
better facilities lor the shipment of live
cattle across the Atlantic in order that the
losses may not be so heavy. As was said
by the hon. member from Belleville, these
losses ultimately come back upon the pro-
ducer and discourage the production of
that kind of stock. But there is another
point touched upon by my hon. friend
from the North-West. He says that there
is a great opening for the sale of store
cattle. in the English market. That is
very true, but it would be far more profit-
able if we fed our cattle here, so that they
would be beef before we shipped them-
far more profitable to the people of the
North-West, where the raw products can
be pfoduced more cheaply than here.
They are farming, and they always have
more or less inferior wheat, oring to
early frosts; they produce flaxseed and
other fattening feed, and in shipping
an animal there is very little differ-
ence in the cost of transportation,
whether it is fat or only a store animal.
It can easily be seen how great would
be the advantaze, then, to ship an ox
worth $80 or $90, rather than to ship
him when he is worth enly about $30.
The raw material that is produced so eas-
ily in the North-West ought to be used to
encourage the trade in fat cattle rather
than store cattle. It brings nearly double
the return to the country. In Ontario we
are placed at some disadvantage. Our
American neighbours have cheap eorn,
which we are not allowed to use, owing
to the duty upon it. The consequence is,
we are of late years increasing the number
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of stoie cattle that we are shipping to
England, whereas the number should be
decreased. None of our cattle should 'go
away in the condition of store cattle.
They should be made first-class beef, and
they will bring us back nearly double the
money. If anything should be done in the
way of negotiating a reciproeity treaty
with our neigh bours I hope something will
be done by which we can getcheapercorn
witbout paying the duty on it. I know
we are told that we have oatspease, barley,
and other coarse grain, but they cost more
than corn; if we can sell a bushel of bar-
ley for 50 per cent. more than the cost of o
bushel of corn, and if a bushel of corn will
make almost 50 per cent. more beef than
a bushel of barley, we should bave the
privilege of selling our barley in the best
market and buying our corn at the lowest
price. That is a national advantage, be-
cause it increases largely the value of our
exports. I sincerely hope that all these
points will be taken into consideration by
our worthy Premier. The whole question
is open, and 1 hope something will be done.

HON. MR. KAUL BACII-My hon. friend
appurently is under the impression that
our best market is the United States, not-
withstanding all the evidence that we
have to the contrary. He would like to
get cheap corn from the United States,
but what would become of our coarse
grains which the Americans exclude from
their market ? But the hon. gentleman is
always harping on the advantage of the
American market. This session he led
the House to believe, in quoting from the
IBlue-book, that last year our exports of
agricultural products to the United States
were $8,000,000 more thanx to Great Bri-
tain. He made that statement in order to
show that we must look to the United
States instead of to England for a market.
I am sure ho must be pleased to learnt that
his figures should be reversed, and that
instead ofthe difference being as ho stated,
that we export $8,000,000 more to Groat
-Pritain than to the United States.

HON. MR. REESOR-What I stated the
Other day I took from the official rcturns.

HON. MR. KAU LBACII-My hon.friend
struck the wrong page. He made the ex-
ports to Great Britain $43,390,241 and to
the United States $52,291,973. My hon.

frien.d got on the wrong side of the account.
We sent to Great Britain $48,353,694 and
to the United States $40,522,810, leaving
nearly $8,000,000 in favour of the exports
to Great Britain.

HON. MR. REESOR-If my hon. friend
will allow Pie, will correct him.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-My hon. friend
cannot correct me. le made an absolute
statement bore that we exportod more to
the United States than to Great Britain
during the year 1889-90. J took a note of
his words and I was amazed at them. My
hon. friend, probably not intentionally,
made a mistake. Last year the value of
our exports to Great Britain was eight
millions of dollars more than to the United
States, and this vear we have increased
that by 14 per cent. and have imported
about 10 per cent. more. I will not go into
the whole question, but I am glad to hear
that whatever may be done in allowing
cattle from the north-western states to
pass through this country, the moment
Great Britain feels that injury may be done
through contagious diseases being brought
into this country that trade must cease.
If we cai have those cattle brought in and
slaughtored here, no doubt it will be 'a
great thing for our railways; but I hope
it will be so done that it will not imperil
the important trade that we now have. It
is a valuable industry, and too much cannot
be said in favour of it. We know by a
Bill introduced in the Imperial Parliament
that they were go ng to exclude us fron
that trade, and it has only been by the
greatest exertion on the part of our Minis-
ters of Agriculture and Marine, and by
producing exhaustive evidence satisfying
them that it bas not been our fault, that
we succeeded in preventing the passage of
that measure. We are taking every pre-
caution, by the legislation before us now,
to have those cattle sent safely and in good
condition. I am sure that everyone who
bas anything to do with this valuable in-
(lustry must feel that the Government have
done everything possible to extend and
perpetuate this trade with Great Britain.
The Government cannot be too highly
commended for the manner im which they
are meeting the views of the country with
regard to this industry.

HON. MR. REESOR-My hon. friend
must certainly have misunderstood me.
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I did not aim the other day at making any
comparison between the exports to Great
Britain and to the United States. What I
aimed at explaining (and I think I did
explain it so that most peol)le could under-
stand it) was that the amiount of agricul-
tural products shipped by both countries
was very great, and that England is the
great market for our cattie. There is n1o
dispute about that. The Americans are
sending more, and we are sending more
every day, and that is acknowledged by
my hon. friend the Premier, when he
favours the passage of a Bill to allow Ame-
rican cattie to be brought in here to be
slaughtered-not to make any difference
between Canadian and American cattle,
because if they do not come this way they
will go some other way. That is my argu-
ment for free trade with the United S&ates.
They will not buy a dollar's worth of any-
thing if they do not want it, and we will
not sell it to them unless we can make
something by the transaction.

HoN. MR. K AULBACH-My hon. friend
does not yet say that he did not make a
mistake in the figures he quoted. He did
say that the exports from Canada to the
United States amounted to $8,000,000
more than our exports to Great Britain.

HON. MR. RESSOR-I haveno recollec-
tion of saying anything of that kind, and
did not intend to.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I am very glad in-
deed to find that my hon. friends who have
spoken take an interest in this Bill and
sympathize with its object. The remarks
which some of them have made with re-
ference to the shipment of cattle are very
just. It would he a great deal better for
this country if we shipped nothing but fat
cattle. If we could do without shipping
stockers it would be a good thing for us;
and so with regard to these rules: there
is a class of vessels which we know as
tramps, and it is upon those tramps as a
rule that the misfoitunes have happened
in crossing the Atlantic. It has not been
on the regular liners, because the owners
of those vessels, of their own accord, adopt
rules for carrying cattle safely, and it is
their interest to do so, because it increases
the trade. On this and every other sub-
ject referred to 1 can assure my hon.
friends that the greatest attention will be

paid, in framing the rules, to take precau-,
tions that will ensure, as far as practicable,
the safe shipment of cattle across the
Atlantic. The Government look upon this
trade as one of the most promising which
the Dominion possesses, and it will be their
earnest desire to further it in every way
that they possibly can. Some of the hon.
gentlemen have spoken of the project of
slaughtering cattie in this country, also
with a great deal of justice as to its plan,
and I hope that any fear that iny hon.
friend from Quinté may feel with regard
to the danger which this traffic may cause
to our cattle will be eutirely unfounded.
As I remarked a day or two ago on this
subject, if the Government should permit
the manufacture of meat products here
from American cattle, the precautions
which will be taken will be precisely
those that we have found satisfactory and
safe for the last ton or twelve years. No
relaxation of those precau tions will be per-
mitted, and immediately upon its being
apparent that any danger is threatened to
our traffic in live cattle with England, and
our- privilege of landing those cattle alive
in England, the Government will take care
to cancel this concession altogether, if
necessary for the protection of our own
cattle trade.

HoN. MR. BOULTON-I may say, with
regard to a remark which has just been
made by the honourable member forKing's,
that it is more desirable to ship fat cattle,
that that might be true if we could feed
them as cheapely as anybody else; but
in the west we are raising 2-year old
beasts, which are fetching from $36 to $40
on an average. Hundreds of beasts are
being purchased and delivered at the rail-
way stations now to come down here as
store cattle, and we are realizing from $36
to $40 a head for 2-year old animals.
That is as profitable a trade as it is possible
for any country to promote, and the farif-
ers of the Eastern Provinces can buy them
to féed or they can be shipped and fed bY
Scotch farmers who are very glad to get
them and give good prices, because the
frame is there to put beef on to.

The clause was adopted.
On the 7th clause,-

HON. MR. VIDAL-Before this clause
is passed [ wish to call attention to it. l
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appears to me that 'there is something
wanting. I notice that the offences against
the provisions of this section are to be a
misdemeanour, but I do not see in the sec-
tion any punishment for it. While section
8 in its sub-section 4 bas ample provision
for transgression against it, and section 9
is also furnished with the same provision,
section 7 provides that a porson transgress-
ing shall be guilty of a misdemeanour, but
no punishment attaches to it. Is it not
necessary that some punishment bo pro-
vided ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I think I undeir-
stand the reason why there is this distinc-
tion between the sections. Section 7 creates
the offence against the persons who do
wrong. Now, heing Iruilty of a misde-
meanour means something that is well
understood in the general lav, but in the
other clause to which my friend has re-
ferred the penalties are against the ship,
and the special remedies which are given
are remedies against the ship; while the
other misdemeanours are by the person, and
are provided for already by law.

The clause was agreed to.

HON. MR. MURPHY, from the com-
rnittee, reported the Bill without amend-
Inent.

THIRD READING.

Bill (160) "An Act to authorize the
conveyance to the Quebec Skating Club of
certain Ordnance Lands in Quebec." (Mr.
.Abbott.)

SECOND REA DING.

Bill (162) " An Act to correct a clerical
erroir in the Act 53 Vic., Cap. 81, intituled:
'An Act respecting the Great North-West
Central Railway Company.'" (Mr. Cle
rnow.)

SUPPLY BILL.

FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

Bill (167) '' An Act granting to Her
kajesty certain sums of money required
for. defraying certain expenses of the Pub-
lic Service for the financial year ending
d0th June, 1892, and for other purposes
relating to the Public Service," was intro-
duced and read the first time.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-This is another
instalment of supply, and it is needed to
keep the country going while Parliament
is sitting. I desire to have it read the
second time now; and I propose to ask the
House to-morrow to give it the third read-
ing, as His Excellency the Governor Gen-
eral will come down at 3:30 p.m. to sanc-
tion it; and it will require to be passed at
once to carry on the public service. I
therefore move that the Bill be now read
the second time.

HoN. Mit. POWER-You had botter
move the suspension of the rule first.

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

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (126) " An Act to amend the Act
respecting the North-West Territories."
(Mr. Abbott).

The Senate adjourned at 4:50 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, August 27th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READING.

Bill (167) " An Act for granting to Her
Majesty certain suins of money required
for defraying certain expenses of the
Public Service, for the financial year end-
ing the 30th June, 1892, and for other
purposes relating to the Public Service."
(Mr. Abbott.)

SUPREME AND EXCHEQUER
COURTS BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mitte of the Whole on Bill (138) " An Act
to amend Cap. 135 of the Revised Stat-
utes, intituled: 'An Act respecting the
Supreme and Exchequer Courts.'"
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(In the Committee.)

On the 3rd clause,-

HoN. Ma. ABBOTT-1 propose to amend
this bill to give an appeal direct from the
court of review in Lower Canada to the
Supreme Court in cases where the court
of review confirms the judgment of the
court below. At present the law with
regard to that class of judgments is that
if the court of review confirms the judg-
ment of the court below no appeal lies to
our ordinary court of appeals: the appeal
only lies to the Privy Council. That was
a rule made before the Supreme Court was
constituted, and there has always been that
anomaly, that any oLher final judgment
may be appealed to the court of appeals
unless it be a final judgment of the court
of review confirming the previous judg-
ment. It would be logical enough if there
were no appeal from such a judgment as
that, but in reality there is an appeal from
that to the Privy Council, and it seems to
be illogical that this particular class of
final judgments should be the only one
which we cannot take to our own Supreme
Court, where, in fact, we desire to direct
our final appeals as much as possible. I
think that the clause that I am now
proposing will result in a change of the
law, so that there will be the samo appeal
to our own court as there is from other
judgments, and I propose to offer it with
reference to a possibility of such a change
as that. I move that the following be
added to the clause:-

Provided that such appeal shall lie only from the
Court of Queen's Bench or from the Superior Court
in review in cases where and so long as no appeal lies
fron the judgment of that court when it contirns the
judgment of the court appealed from."

We should make the alteration so that
when the law of Lower Canada is so
altered as to give a right to appeal from a
judgment of the court of review, notwith-
standing it confirnis the previous judgment,
then this will cease.

HoN. MR. LACOSTS-Of course, this
retors only to eases of over two thousand
dollars ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-Yes.

The clause vas adopted.

On the 5th clause,-

HON. MR. POWER-Would the hon.
gentleman have any objection to telling
ihe comniittee the reason for the change
made by clause 5 in the mode of hearing
the appeal?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I could not tell
my hon. friend exactly the reason, but it
was found more convenient to do it, and
the Minister consulted the leading mem-
bers of the bar from the different pro-
vinces when they were here on the last
occasion, and it was agreed amongst them
that it would bu the most convenient order
of hearing the appeals in the interests of
all the prcvinces.

HON. MR. ROSS, from the committee,
reported the Bill as anended.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the Bill
be reprinted.

The motion was agreed to.

EXCHEQUER COURT BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Con-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (117) " An Act
further to amend the Exchequer Court
Act.'

(In the Committee.)

On the 3rd clause,-

HON. MR. POWER-It is not quite clear
from the 3rd clause whether the judge
recommends the person, or whether hO
simply asks thata substituite be appointed,
and the Governor in Uouncil then appointS
a substitute.

HoN. Mr. ABBOTT-It is not intende4

that the judge shal have anything to SA'y
in the appointment. This is merely gi'
ing the Governor in Council power to aP-
point some person other than the judge.

The clause was agreed to.

HoN. MR. GRANT, from the committee
reported the Bill with certain anendmento'
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MARKING OF DECK AND
LINES BILL.

LOAD

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (106) "An
Act to provide for the marking of Deck
and Load Lines."

(In the Committee.)

On clause 7, sub-section 6,-

HoN. MR. DRUMMOND-I would sug-
gest that logically sub-section 6 shotild be
amended by stopping at the word " mark;"
then it would be [Il right. Sub-section 7
requires thiat the vessels shall not go to sea
with two load lines, but it says nothing
about having one load line, and I would
suggest that that should be amended to
provide that she must have one load line.
At present the wording is ambiguous, and
I find that where shipowners or masters
find the law ambiguous they generally
take the wrong interpretation of it.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I am afraid that
lny hon. friend's suggestion would make it
Still more ambiguous. The mark becomes
defaced in course of time byuse. Itis im-
possible for. a master or owner to keep the
vessel marked forever, and the idea of the
clause is that he must somehow keep her
mfarked until she gets back to her next
Port; then the next clause provides how
she shall be re-marked.

The clause was adopted.

HON. Ma. POWER-This Bill is much
Imore carefully drawn and is more consider-
ate of the interests of vessel owners than
the Bill with respect to purse-seines. There
i8 no forfeiture of a ship here, and there is
a proper tribunal provided for trying
Offences. I wish to call attention to clause
11. It seems to me that there ought to be
Borne limitation to the amount which the
Owner of a ship should pay. The clause
Provides that the inspector "in addition
thereto, shall receive any travelling ex-
Penses actually and necessarily paid by him
Untder the provisions of this Act, and may
Withhold bis decision until such fee and
expenses have been paid." I do notobject
to the fee of $4; that is a fixed sum, but we
know how those travelling expenses mount

up under such circumstances. Provision
should be made for a fixed sum or a method
of ascertaining the travelling expenses.
There does not seem to be anything in the
Bill about that; it is left to the discietion
of the inspector himself, and is susceptible
of some abuse.

HoN. Ma. ABBOTT-I think my hon.
friend will find it hard to adopt a better
phrase than this: " Shall receive any
travelling expenses actually and neces-
sarily paid by him " for the purposes
atoresaid. If we were to fix the sum, the
probability is that it would be adopted
and always charged ; whereas, in ninety-
nine cases out of a hundred there might
be no travelling expenses whatever.

HON. MR. POWER-In dealing with
travelling expenses of' other officiais it is
generally provided that the rate shall not
exceed 5 cents a mile, or some amount of
that sort.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I do not like to put
in a figure of that sort, because it is plain
the expenses might be more or less than 5
cents a mile. The railway rate would not
exceed 3 cents, and 5 cents would be alto-
gether too small if the inspector travelled
by horse or cab. I do not think there is a
possibility of any injustice being done.

HON. MR. POWER-There is a possi-
bility, and one should contemplate the
possibility of the worst being dore.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The people who
are to do this duty are respectable men,
well acquainted with the shipping trade.
I really do not know how the phrase that
is used could be improved on.

HON. MR. GOWAN-It could not pos-
sibly be clearer.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I think that this
clause was likely put in for this reason :
the inspectors to be employed, both Lloyd's
and Bureau Veritas, are allowed something
like 25 cents a mile for inspecting a ship.
I think this is to prevent such a charge.

HoN. MR. POWER-If 25 cents a mile
is charged, and the officer bas to go to a
considerable distance in order to do bis
work, it will be seen that the fee may be
a serious one.
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HON. MR. ABBOTT-Certainly; that is
the reason why we cannot fix the rate.
Such a charge would not be necessarily
paid; it would be an arbitrary amount
which we do not authorize the inspector
to take.

HoN. MIR. PELLETIER, from the com-
mittee, reported the Bill with an amend-
ment, which was agreed to.

The Bill was then read the third time,
and passed.

MILITIA FORCE LAND GRANT BILL.

THIRI) READING.

The House resolved itself into a Con-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (159) " An
Act respecting grants of Laiid to members
of the Militia Force on active service in
the North-West."

(In the Committee.)

HON MR. POWER-Would the Premier
explain the object of this Bill?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It is simply to
provide for the granting of titles in cases
were the right of the party has been al-
ready settled under the law as it exists,
but where the actual conveyance has not
been made. It does not grant any new
rights.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN, from the cam-
mittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment.

The Bill was then read the third time and
passed.

THE CENSUS.

ENQUIRY.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
House do now adjourn.

HON. MR. WARK-I wish to enquire of
the Government why the Census has not
been laid before us, as promised to-day?
I see that the Citizen got hold of it yester-
day, and published extracts from it this
morning.

HON. MR. ABBOTT--I understood that
it was to be laid on the Table of the other

House, where it was asked for-at least,
the particulars were to be given. The
Census is not completed as to its details, but
the partieulars were to have been given
in the other House to-day. Had I been
asked for them here I should have sub-
mitted them to the Senate also.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4:15 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, August 28th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SHIPPING OF LIVE STOCK BILL.

THIRD READING.

The Order of the Day being called,-
"Third reading of Bill (154) 'An Act
respecting the Shipping of Live Stock.'"

HoN. MR. ABBOTT said: My hon. f riend
from Sarnia made a suggestion with refer-
ence to this Bill, which has attracted atten-
lion to something that I think isdecidedly
an improvement. The fact is, that as
respects the penalty there is a distinction
between the two classes of offence, if I may
call them so, one of which is declared tO
be a misdemeanour, and the other gives the
right of seizure and describes the mode of
procedure. The one which is declared to be
a misdemeanour is more in the nature of
a penalty, the other more in the nature of
a debt. Still, it is thought better to declaire
what the penalty should be for the mis-
demeanour, and I propose to add to sb-
section 2 of section 7, after the word
"misdemeanour," the following:-

And the ship shall also be liable to a penalty Of
$1,000, and will be seized and detained by any chie
oficer of the Custons whenever and wherever fotlÏd
in Canada, unless such penalty and the cost of seizure
are paid.

The motion was agreed to.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the third
reading of the Bill.
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HON. MR. READ (Quinté)-Before this
Bill is read the third time, I wish to say a
few words. There bas been considerable
discussion on this measuie, and on the
whole 1 think it is a Bill that is very de-
sirable and in the best interests of pro-
ducers of cattle in this country. It has
my hearty approval, and, so fir as I can
understand, is approved of to a great ex-
tent by the people engaged in shipping
cattle to Great Britain, which is our mar-,
ket now for a large quantity of our animal,
products. The returns show that in two
years the trade bas increased 100 per
cent., and if it continues to increase in the
same ratio it must ere long assume enor-
mous proportions. I need only refer to
some resolutions which were passed at the
recent interstate convention of cattle men
for 1890. The following are the resolu-
tions:-

" Whereas the cattle shipped froin Canadian ports
are given the freedom of the British Empire mme-
diately upon landing, whereby $20 per head is real-
ized for cattle of the saie quality shipped from
ports of the United States ; and

" Whereas the cattle shipped from ports of the
United States are slaughtered immnîediately upon land-
ing in Great Britain, solely on the plea that conta-
gious pleuro-pneumonia exists in our country; and

" Whereas this exceedingly abnormal condition of
things is one of the greatest of the causes of depression
in the cattle market ; and

"Whereas, it appears by recent information received
from the Department of Agriculture that cnt ious
>leuro-pneumoona exists only i two counities of . ew
York and one county of New Jirsey, and nowhere
else in the United States; therefore

" Be it resolved. That the Secretary of Agriculture
be requested to instruct the Chief of the Bureau of
Animal Industry to stamp out that disease in the said
three counties by slaughtering all the diseased and
exposed cattle within the next six months, thereby
giving our Government grounds upon which to de-
inand that foreign restrictions be removed."

It has gone so far that the American Gov-
ernnent have sent veterinar3 surgeons to
irspect the cati le before they leave United
States ports, and have also sent veterin-
aries to reside permanently at the place of
debarkation, where the cattle are slaugh-
tered, to see if disease is brought to that
-country. In many instances they have
tagged the cattle, that is, mai-ked them, so
that they know wher'e the cattle come from
and are able to trace where the disease
'Originates if pleuro-pneumonia happens
to break out. According to the last census
of this country we had 3,514,989 head of
-cattle, and we may naturally suppose that
the number bas reached five millions by
this time. We do not know wh'at cattle dis-
-ease is in this country, and hence, as a gen-

erai thing, our people do not fear it. We
have not been scorched as they have been in
the U nited States, but let it get amoügst us
like any other plague and we will soon learn
what it means. Not many years ago the
rinderpest broke out in England. It fir st
appeared .among a shipload oft300 cattle
brought from the Black Sea. From smal
beginnings it spread everywhere over the
eountry. It is the same with every pest.
Look at the way the potato bug, the
inidge, the weevil and other insect pests
have spread from small beginnings. My
idea is to prevent these things as far as
p)ossible.· 1 will now read from the report
of the commission appointed by the Rouse
of Lords to enquire into the origin of the
rinderpest a brief statement ot the spi ead
of that discase:

"The disease which is the subject of this enquiry was
first observed and recognized in Great Britain towards
the close of the -month of June. Two English cows
had been purchased on the 19th June in the Metro-
politan Cattle Market by a cow-keeper residing in
Islington, in whose shed they were when the symiptomns
of disease attracted, on the 27th, the notice of the
veterinary surgeon in charge. Similar symptoms were
observed on the 28th by the saine surgeon in a cow
belonging to a dairyman in Hackney, which had been
purchased in the saie place and on the sanie day.
Two Dutch cows in a Lambeth shed, likewise bought
in the market on the 19th,were attacked on the 24th.
The malady broke out immediately afterwards in
many London dairies, and spread with extreme
rapidity, destroying great numbers of animals. The
Islington cow-keeper lost her whole herd of 93 ; she
afterwards bought more and lost thei aiso, making
106 or 107 in all. An inspector who had charge of a
great part of the north and north-east of London
states that in his own district more than four-fifths
have either died or been slaughtered, and the general
average within the precincts of the metropolis is
probably at least as high. Very early in July it
appeared in Norfolk ; a little later in Suffolk and
Shropshire ; then in one county after another, and
before the end of the month it had invaded Scotland.
In all the earlier cases, at least, it seems to have been
directly traceable to purchases made in the Metro-
politan Market; but Norwich Hill and other country
markets speedily became, in their respective districts,
subordinate centres of infection. On the 14th October
it had extended into 29 counties in England, 2 in
Wales and 16 in Scotland, and was still advancing."

BILLS ASSENTED TO

The House adjourned during pleasure.
After some time the Bouse was resu-

med.
The Honorable Samuel Henry Strong,

one of the Puisiné Judges of the Supreme
Court of Canada, Deputy Governor, being
seated on the Throne.

The SPEAKER commanded the Gentleman
Usher of the Black Rod to proceed to the
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House of Commons and acquaint that
flouse: " It is the Deputy Governor's
desire that they attend him immediately
in this House."

Who being come with their Speaker,
The Clerk of the Cr-owne in Chancery

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

An Act to amend the "Bills of Exchange Act,"
1890.

An Act further to amend the Act respecting the
London Life Insurance Company.

An Act to confer on the Commissioner of Patents
certain powers for the relief of Jay Spencer Corbin.

An Act to anend Chapter seventy-seven of the
Revised Statutes, respecting the Safety of Ships.

An Act respecting the Intercolonial Railway.
An Act tosrevive and anend the Act to incorporate

the Oshawa Railway and Navigation Company, and
to change the nane thereof to "The Oshawa Railway
Company."

An Act further to amend an Act to incorporate the
Great Eastern Railway Company.

An Act respecting the Saskathewan Railway and
Mining Company.

An Act to amend an Act to incorporate the Mont-
real Bridge Company.

An Act further to amend the Act respecting Cer-
tificates to Masters and Mates of Ships.

An Act further to anend Chapter one hundred and
thirty-eight of the Revised Statutes, respecting the
Judges of Provincial Courts.

An Act to amend the Copyright Act.
An Act to amend the Act respecting Government

Harbours, Piers and Breakwater.
An Act further to anend " The Consolidated

Revenue and Audit Act."
An Act to incorporateý the Montreal and Atlantic

Company, and for other purposes.
An Act to incorporate the Macleod Irrigation Com-

pany.
An Act to incorporate the Great West tife Assur-

ance Company.
An Act to amend "The Patent Act."
An Act further to amend " The North-West Re-

presentation Act."
An Act further to ainend " The Customs Act."
An Act to amend " The Petroleum Inspection Act."
An Act respecting the Salisbury and Harvey Rail-

way Company.
An Act further to amend " The Steamboat Inspec-

tion Act."
An Act respecting the Winnipeg and Hudson's Bay

Railway Comnpany.
An Act in restraint of Frau(d#lent Marking.
An Act further to amend ' The Fisheries Act,"

chapter ninety-five of the Revised Statutes.
An Act further to amend " The Indian Act."
An Act further to amend " The General Inspection

Act."
An Act to amend Chapter ninety-six of the Revised

Statutes, intituled : " An Act to encourage the devel-
opment of the Sea Fisheries and the building of
1i ishing Vessels.

An Act to make further provision respecting
Weighers of Grain.

An Act to authorize the sale of the Carleton, City
of St. John, Branch Railroad.

An Act to authorize the conveyance to the Quebec
Skating Club of certain Orduance Lands in the City
of Quebec.

An Act respecting grants of Land to menibers of the
Militia Force on active service in the North-West.

To these Bills the Royal Assent was
prononineed by the Clerk of the Senate in
the following words:-

"In Her Majesty's name, His Honour
the Deputy otfHis Excollency the Governor
General doth assent to these Bills."

Then the Speaker of the House of Com-
mons addressed His Honour the Deputy
Governor as follows -

" MAY IT PLEASE YOUR HoNoUR
"The Commons of Canada have voted

the Supplies required to enable the Govern-
ment to defray the expenses of the Public
Services.

"In the name of the Commons, I piesent
to Your Honour the following Bill:-

An Act for granting to Her Majesty certain suins
of money required for defraying certain expenses of
the Public Service, for the financial year ending the
30th June, 1892, and for other purposes relating to
the Public Service.

To this Bill the Clerk of this House, by
His Honout-'s command, did thereupon
say:-

"In Her Majesty's name, His Honour,
the Deputy of His Excellency the Gover-
nor General thanks Her Loyal Subjects,
accepts their benevolence, and assents to
this Bill. "

The Deputy Governor was pleased to
retire, and

The House of Commons withdrew.

HoN. MR. READ (continuing his re-
marks) : It would seem that there is some
mistake in the Orders of the Day. The
Bill that I intended to speak upion is not
the .Bill that is.now before the House. I
took the Orders of the Day as my guide,
and if it is the desire of the House that
the Bill that was commenced should re-
ceive its final stage at once I will take my
seat until such time as another opportu-
nity is afforded.

HoN. Ma. ABBOTT-I understand that
my hon. friend is making some remarks
which would not be directly relevant il'
any degree to any Bill before the flouse
that I know of, but as they are upon a
subjeet of very great interest to everY-
body, and as I presume he proposes tO
finish his remarks with a question, for mY
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part I have no objection to his going on,
and will endeavour to answer any question
be may put to me.

HoN. Ma. READ (Quinté)-When I was
interrupted in my speech by the adjourn-
ment of the House I was showing that
from the introduction of one cargo of
cattle into England the most disastrous
results had ensued, and I had shown that
disease spread very rapidly, and for the
information of the House I may be per-
mitted to give the figures to show what
progress it made. I quote from the report
of the committee appointed to enquire into
the matter. For the first three months
the number attacked was 6,310; killed,
2,261 ; died, 3,155; recovered, 254. That
is an alarming statement; but let us look
at the next three months' return, and this
was in England alone. Attacked, 27,379;
killed, 6,176; died, 21,877; recovered,
2,240. The figures for the next three
months are still more alarming-attacked,
43,439; killed, 8,337; died, 25,000; re-
covered, 6,500. Now, if these figures are
not alarming I have not got them to give.
This is only one of the diseases they have
in England. They have others that we
know but little about, and we do not want
to know anything about them in this
country practically. My idea is that we
should run no risk by which disease can be
brought into the country. If we are now
running any risk we should stop it. British
agriculturists are desirous of preventing
our cattle from coming into England, and
on the first alarm they would demand of
Mr. Chamberlain that our cattle be put on
the same footing as those of the United
States. They do not want them coming
into competition with their own cattle.
When I tell you that 240 cases of pleuro-
pneumonia have broken out in England
since the 1st of January; and when I
tell you that last year a meeting of
the agriculturists of England was held,
and a deputation waited on Mr. Cham-
berlain, asking him to make provision
that the Empire bear the cost of
stamping out this disease instead of
the counties doing it, as was the case
before, you will understand the importance
of the question. The expense of cornbatting
this disease is now borne by the Empire,
and very large amounts have been expended
in trying to stamp out pleuro-pneumonia
from the herds of England. When I tell you
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that there are certain countries that are
not allowed to send cattle into England at
all, not because they have so much disease
amongst their own herds, but that they are
contignous to the countries that have dis-
eased cattle, you will understand the im-
portance of the question in England.
Cattle are not allowed to be brought in from
France, Germany, or Belgium, and why?
Because they are contiguous to countries
where cattle disease prevails, and I will
show, before I sit down, that it prevails to-
day, and that the authorities are trying to
eradicate it, but it is very bard when it once
gets into a country to get rid of it. As
prevention is better than cure, i would
enjoin upon the Government to be very
careful in exercising their judgment of
running a risk of allowing disease to be
brought amongst our herds, from which we
are free at the present time. We have only
to take the reports on this question of the
Bureau of Animal industry of the United
States to see what they are doing there.
The last report we have on the subject is the
report of the Commissioner of Agriculture
for 1888. It has the following remarks ou
the work ofstamping out pleuro-pneumonia
in the State of New York during that year

"In the city and county of New York the pro-
gress has also been very satisfactory. There are here
but a very few herds in which the disease is known
to exist, and these are being rapidly disposed of. By
far the heaviest work in this county has been done,
although it will be necessary, on account of the pro-
portions of the trade and of its being a central mar-
ket, to keep up a supervision until all parts of the
State are free from conta gion.

"The disease was found inuch more prevalent and
more generally distributed in King's and Queen'a
counties, Long Island, and elsewhere. Here there
has been a continual struggle during the whole year
to hold it under control. Much progress has been
made and the number of infected herds greatly re-
duced, but there is still a large amount of work be-
fore us.

" There has been more disease found during the
year than was anticipated at the time the preceding
report was written. Partly for this reason, and partly
on account of exhaustion of the appropriation for
the year ending 30th June, 1888, about six weeks be-
fore the end of the year, the results of the year's work
have not quite reached our expectations. For nearly
two montbs aIl active work ceaseâ, and the force was
reduced to such an extent that oniy a mere super-
vision of the movement of cattle could be maintained.

"From January 1 to November 30, 1888, there were
inspected in New York 12,333 herds, containing 99,-
726 head of cattle. Of this number 62,184 were re-
examined by deputies in addition to the professional
inspections, and 100,370 were tagged with numbers and
repstered upon the books at the Bureau.

'There were were 323 new herds found affected
with pleuro-pneumonia during the year, and these herds
contained 4,647 animals, 691 cf which were pronounced
diseased when the inspection was made. There were



Shipping of [SENATE] Live Stock Bill.

purchased for slaughter during the saine time 1,576
affected cattle, at a cost of $40,976.53 an average of
$26 per head ; also 3,196 exposed cattle, at a cost of
$72,410.50, an average of $22. 65 per head. The smaller
cost of the exposed cattle, as compared with the
affected ones, is due to the fact that the amount which
the owner realized for the carcasses was deducted from
the appraised value, the departnent paying the
balance.

"It has been found necessary to disinfect 1,339
stables, stock-yards and other premises during the
year, and also to make post mortem examinations
upon the carcasses of 15,538 bovine animals, of which
2,287 were found diseased with pleuro-pneumonia.

" The total expenses in New York from January 1
to November 30, 1888, have been $250,779.47, of which
$113,387.03 was paid for cattle purchased for slaugh-
ter as either diseased or exposed. The reniainder con-
stitutes the expense for disinfection, inspection, tag-
ging, registering, supervising the movement of cattle,
post mortem examinations, and all the various ex-
penses incident to a work of this character."

'There are reports also from Pennsylvania,
Maryland and Virginia. They have some
little disease in Illinois but not much-
only in one county. The point is, that there
is an impression abroad that .the Govern-
ment are considering the matter whether
American cattle should be brought into
this country to be slaughtered for export.
If American cattle are to be slaughtered
here I suppose they will be exported as car-
casses or manufactured into canned meats.
This scheme looks very well on the face of
it. I am one of those who like to see
established in the country every industry
that can be carried on profitably and with-
out danger. But when we consider the
danger that exists, when I have shown
conclusively that this disease spreads very
rapidly, and that when it once gets into a
country it is so hard to get rid of it, I think
that prevention is better than cure. We
are told that our railways will profit by
the carrying of these products. lf ours is
the best route to Europe for the cattle trade
it will corne this way ; but I think there
must be something behind all this. No-
body who is engaged in the trade will tell
vou that it can be made a commercial suc-
cess-and why ? Because the transporta-
tion of live stock to Three Rivers or
to any other part of the River St. Law-
rence costs more than the transportation
of the manufactured article. It bas all
got to go to Europe. England is the
great market for this product, and my con-
tention, and the contention of those who
have studied the matter is, that the trans-
portation of live stock to the point where
it will be slaughtered will cost so much
money that this industry cannot be made
a commercial success. That, of course,

those engaged in it would have to consider.
The idea is, that there is something else
behind it. Now, if it is only for the encour-
agement of the transportation I do not
think there is anything in it. If it is to
give employment to a few people there is
not much in that. It should not be at the haz-
zard of the great agricultural interest of
this country, an interest that, J am
ashamed to say, is not fairly represented in
Parliament; the farmers neglect to send
men to Parliament to advocate their cause
as it should be advocated; they are car-
ried away with young lawyers and doctors,
and are jealous of one another, and hence
they have few to speak for them and can-
not make theirvoicesheard. This danger
is arising now and they are almost help-
less; they are busy at their harvest.
They work sixteen and sometimes eighteen
hours a day at this time of the year, and
have no time to look after their interest.
Now, this matter will affect the man will
produces the article and not the trader.
If our cattle are scheduled the trader who
pay for cattle the schedule prices. We
have an absence of cattle diseases in this
country, and do not know what a con-
tagious disease means. I might show
the immense sums of money and the energy
displayed in the United States in try-
ing to stamp out disease there, and they
have not succeeded. I do not know whe-
ther a Bill is to be introduced giving the
Government authority to allow the import-
ation of cattle. I do not think it is. All
J can say is, if such a Bill is introduced it
will be carried by the opponents of the
Government and not by their supporters
in the House of Commons. I speak strong-
ly on this subject, because it is one that
requires to be spoken of in that way. If
such a Bill were introduced 1 do not think
there is a county council in Ontario that
would not pass resolutions against it. Any
little advantage that might be obtained
from the establishment of such an industry
would be far more than counterbalanced
by the risk incurred. I bave studied this
question carefully for years. I took it UP
when Mr. McGee was Minister of Agri-
culture. The Government of which he WaS
a member passed an Order in Council ad-
mitting sheep into this country. I showed
conclusively that they could convey rind-
erpest, and the Order in Council was res-
cinded or amended. The sheep were to be
shorn and quarantined at Grosse Ile. 1
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had seen a report that the Prince of Wales
had a number of cattle attacked with the
disease, and it was shown that they had
not been in contact with other cattle for
months. There was a wire fence between
the field where they were kept and an ad-
joining field where some sheep from. Lon-
don were kept, and it was proved that the
sheep conveyed the rinderpest in their
wool, though they were not attacked with
the disease themselves. I hope the Gov-
ernment will consider well before admit-
ting American cattle to be slaughtered in
this country for export.

HoN. MR. REESOR-Agricultural pro-
ducts, as I stated on a former occasion,
are now about half the exports of this
country, and they are every year increasing.
We have the land and the means, but un-
fortunately there are certain features in
the policy of the Government that dis-
courage this trade which my hon. friend
refers to ; otherwise, it would have been 50
per cent. more to-day than it is.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-What policy?

HON. MR. REESOR-Even in the Pro-
vince of New Brunswick a respectable firm
thal, a few years ago, fed 400 or 500 head
of beef annually, found, when the duty was
put on corn, that they could not continue
the business at a profit. They gave up the
business, and one of the firm is at present
in the United States following that same
occupation. The Premier has referred
to a company undertaking to slaughter
American cattle in this country. To that
there can be no objection, except the danger
of the introduction of disease. There is a
good deal of danger in that. It is a very
serious matter, and I do not think my hon.
friend from Belleville has spoken too
strongly upon the subject; but I will tell the
Premier how he can get over the difficulty
and have cattle slaughtered in this country
without introducing American stock. Let
him admit American corn free of duty,
and then we can feed cattle here as well
as anywhere. Importers of stock from
England complain strongly that they can
buy corn in Liver pool cheaper than in
Toronto. That woul d not be the case if there
was not a duty on corn. The Government
derive very little revenue from it, because
the amount imported since the duty was
imposed is very small. If the duty were

taken off, the tax-payers and consumers of
the country would be increased to such
an extent that they would use other dutiable
goods from which the Government would
derive more revenue than the tax on corn,
and the corn fed to the swine and cattle of
this country would bring in 1,000 per
cent. more to tho wealth of the country
than the revenue derived from the duty.
In that way, if the matter were left open,
now that people have acquired sufficient
wealth and means to purchase and raise
cattle and feed them, and if we had the
same conditions that exist in the United
States, in three or four years we might
have a sufficient supply of cattle in our
own country for manufacturing purposes.
Ttiat is the way to build up a substantial
trade that would last for a long time.
When we consider the pains taken to en-
courage other industries, the high duties
placed upon anything that can be manu-
factured here, although the export of manu-
factures does not amount to a million dol-
lars more to-day than it was twenty years
ago--the whole of the exports, taking
out such articles as cotton waste-

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I know my hon.
friend rarely addresses the House, and I
do not like to interrupt him; but does he
think it quite fair to try to draw this House
into a debate on so broad a question as my
hon. friend bas stated in speaking to the
remarks of the hon. gentleman from
Quinté, whose remariks themselves are ir-
relevant to the question before the House?
The result of this debate is, so far, that I
am engaged in a debate with my hon.
friend from Quinté on the subject of the
importation of American cattle for manu-
facture in this country, on a Bill wbich bas
nothing to do with that. My hon. friend
now is drawing us into a debate on the
whole trade policy of this country. En-
tirely independent of this, I am not pre-
pared for such a debate. Hon. gentlemen
who would like to discuss that question
may not be prepared. The duty on corn
interests our friends in the west in one
direction and our friends in the east in
another direction. No one had any inti-
mation that my hon. friend proposed to
provoke a debate on the question of the
corn duty. I consented to my hon. friend
from Quinté putting his question, because
I knew there was a feeling of uneasiness,
which is quite unfounded, about this per-
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mission to introduce American cattle, and his speech I should not have said anything.
I wish to have an opportunity of making I quite agree with my hon. friend as to the
a statement that I thought would entirely propriety of having the matter brought
allay that uneasiness; but I am not pre- up in such a way that ail parties may be
pared to go into a debate on the trade prepared to take part in the debate.
policy of the country.

HoN. MR. REESOR-I have no wish to
extend the debate at all. I only wish to
say a few words, inasmuch as the hon.
Premier allowed my friend from Belleville
to discuss this question.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Not that question.

HON. MR. REESOR-The same question.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The question that
my hon. friend froin Belleville was dis-
cussing was the propriety of allowing
American cattle to be brought into this
country to be slaughtered and the danger
of infection. My hon. friend is now
debating the question whether or no there
ought to be a duty on corn, and whether
or no our trade policy with respect to
other articles is incorrect.

HoN. MR. REESOR-It is entirely im-
possible to discuss any question if we are
to be restricted. What I have to say has
some application to the question whother
it is necessary to run the risk ofslaughter-
ing American cattle when we might pro-
duce cattle ourselves, and J suggested a
way in whiêh we could produce them, and
in which it would be to the interest of
the country to produce them in Canada.
I think that is quite applicable to the
question. Of course, if the House do not
want to hear more with regard to it, I am
quite willing to drop the question, because
I am in a very small minority here.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
knows that if he were alone in his opinions
the House is always ready to hear him,
but there is a certain regularity about our
proceedings which should be maintained
if possible, and if such large questions as
my hon. friend is now raising are brought
up, the House should have some notice of
it, so that all the members who desire to
be heard may be ready to express thoir
opinions.

HON. MR. REESOR-If my hon. friend
from Quinté had not been allowed to make

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The object I had
in consenting at once to the remarks of my
hon. friend from Quinté, though not appro-
priate to this Bill, was, as I have just said,
in order that I might answer them. J do
not propose to make any speech on the
subject, but simply to answer what I might
construe as questions on the subject of this
cattle business. The House, and my hon.
friend in particular, of course know that
the Government are perfectly familiar
with every detail of this cattle question.
The Government have studied it; it has
been through their exertions, and through
their precautions, in many respects, that
the trade has been brought to its present
stage, and protected through niany dan-
gers. I think the House and the country
may be very well satisfied that the Gov-
ernment are not going to do, on any temp-
tation, anything that would imperil that
trade. J may state it at once as a propo-
sition about which there is no possibility
of modification or abatement, that the
Government have always been and are
now deterniined to protect our cattle trade
in every possible way, and that they are
determined not to do anything that could
in any way imperil it, or that would tend
to introduce contagious disease into this
country, so as to deprive us of the very
valuable privilege that we enjoy of land-
ing our cattle alive in Eigland. This affair,
which has created some excitement, I think
needlessly, amounts to nothing more or
less than this: A number of gentlemen
proposed to put a capital of half a million
to a million dollars into an establishment
for the manufacture of the various articles
that are produced from cattle. They are
very numerous, much more numerous per-
haps than hon. gentlemen know. In the
butchering of cattle in the ordinary way,
there is enormous waste; in the manufac-
ture of meat products, as they are manufac-
tured in Chicago and the great centres of
the United States, there is no waste at all.
Everything that the carcass of the animal
produces is, turned to good account, and
if the meat be sold at cost, or below
it, there is profit enough made from the
hoofs, hide, blood, offal and various portions
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of the animal to pay, and pay liberally, for
its manufacture. I am told that the produce
of an animal thus manufactured is more
than double the cost of the animal itself
to the manufacturer. I do not know how
much more, but considerably more than
double the cost. Now,it was proposed to the
Government that an establishment of that
kind should be set on foot in this country;
that this large amount of capital should be
brought in; that four or five hundred peo-
ple would be employed in the manufacture;
that the parties could not depend upon
obtaining all the cattle constantly through
the yoar that they might require for this
manufacture in Canada; and, therefore.
they desired, before placing their money
in such an establishment, to secure them-
selves against the possibility of being stop-
ped in their work by having the privilege
of bringing in American cattle, in such a
case as that, to the point of manufacture.
At present American cattle pass through
the country every day by thousands. They
are carried under careful precautions,
which have been devised by the Govern-
ment and approved by the Imperial au-
thorities, and that trade has been going on
for ten or twelve years. There has been no
intection occurring through it, and the
Government firmly believe that there is
not the most remote danger incurred in
consequence of that traffic. In the course
of that trade the cattie are allowed
to be landed and to stay over for
twenty-four hours, 1 think, while they are
fed, rested and watered; and they are
replaced in the cars and sent to their des-
tination, which is beyond the boundary of
our country, at the other end. It was
urged on behalf of this company that if'
the cattle, instead of being replaced in the
cars where they stopped, were slaughtered
there under quarantine, duly protected, it
might be done with as much safety as
replacing them in the cars and sending
them out of the country. That seerned a
reasonable proposition What the Govern-
ment did was to apply to the Imperial
Privy Council to know what they tbought
of it-whether they considered that such
a business could be allowed without incur-
ring any danger of the cattle being
scheduled. That is what they have done.
In the meantime, they are endeavouring to
get such information as they can procure,
and are considering the precautions that
would need to be taken in order to do this

business. Those precautions are most
elaborate. I do not know that there is
any necessity for my mentioning them
here, but they would have been most ela-
borate-they would involve the entire
isolation of the animals, not only those
bought in this country, but those which
came over the line, in a quarantine station
protected by a double series of fences, in
the centre of a town whore no other ani-
mal could by any possibility even approach
the fence which enclosed the quarantine
that those animais were to be kept in.
None of the product of the slaughtered
animals would be allowed to go outside of
the inner fence, except in a manufactured
state, entirely free from any possibility of
conveying contagion. And there were
many other precautions which I need not
detail now, which were to be enforced by
officers of the Customs Department and
officers of the Department of Agriculture,
who were to be on the spot, and whose
sole duty it would be to see that those pre-
cautions were taken. The matter bas gone
no further than this: The Government
have been considering what precautions
they could take, and how far those pre-
cautions would probably be successful.
They have consulted the Imperial Gov-
ernment as to what they think of
it, and have received the reply from
the Imperial Government that they con-
sider there would be no danger. They have
been lately, and aro now engaged in endea-
vouring to get the opinion of our own
people-not only of the cattle-breeders and
shippers, but others, as to the chances of
contagion. They are getting the opinions
of those experienced in butchering and
handling cattle ag to the chances of con-
tagion, and also as to the effect on the pro-
duction of cattle in our own country-how
far the company would be competitors
with our own people in the purchase of
cattle. All that the Government have
been considering. We are not in a hurry;
we are not going to bring in a Bill about
it; we are simply considering the matter.
We have had lately some very important
information from cattle-breeders and ship-
pers, and the tendency of the information
we are getting is rather against permit-
ting this industry to be carried on in the
country. If it could have been done
with perfect safety, without a shadow of
danger to our cattle trade, we should gladly
have allowed an industry of such import-
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ance and magnitude to be established in
the eastern part of our country, where
labour is plenty, where our labourers are
going over the line to seek subsistence,
and where we would gladly provide labour
for them, to retain them in Canada and
improve their physical and financiai con-
dition. But no inducement of that descrip-
tion-and it is a strong one to this Govern-
ment, because it is our business to encour-
age the industries of our country, as well
manufacturingasagricultural-thoughthat
is a strong inducement to us it would not
weigh a feather's weight in the question
whether we would run any risk of im-
pairing the advantages which we derive
from our cattle trade with England.

iHON. MR. READ (Quité)-If the House
will permit me a moment, I would like to
read the following sentences from the
" Report of the Secretary of Agriculture,
Bureau of Animal Industry." Speaking of
the work done in the State of New York
towards stamping out pleuro-pneumonia,
he says:

" Fromt lst July, 1889, to 30th June, 1890, there were
inspected in New York 17,767 herds, containing 147, -
988 head of cattle. There were 151,284 animals re-
examined, and 34,905 were tagged with numbers and
registered upon the books of the Bureau.

There were 128 herds affected with pieuro-pneu-
monia during the year, and these herd s contained
2,879 animals, 182 of which were pronounced diseased
when the inspections were made. * * * It
has been found necessary to disinfect 416 stables,
stock-yards or other premises during the year, and also
to make postmortem examinations upon 17,109 carcas-
ses of bovine animais, of which 631 were found dis-
eased with pleuro-pneumonia."

This is in New York State alone.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-We are perfectly
aware of these facts.

HoN. MR. READ (Quinté)-No doubt;
but I want the country to be aware of them
also.

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

The Senate adjourned at 4:35 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday August 31st, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

GREAT NORTH--WEST CENTRAL
RAILWAY CO.'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. VIDAL, from the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours,
reported Bill (162) " An Act to correct a
clerical error in the Act 53 Vie., Cap. 81,
intituled: 'An Act respecting the Great
North-West Central Railway Company,'
without amendment.

HON. MR. CL1EMOW moved the third
reading of the Bill.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I should like to
ask my hon. friend about the runniing of
this road. 1 understand there are about
100 miles of it finished ?

HON. MR. CLEMOW-Oh, yes; a great
deal more than that.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I understand that
the road is not running. A great many
complaints are coming in that the road is
not running, and that the harvest is now
very nearly ready. I should like to ask
my hon. friend if it is likely to be running
soon ?

HON. MR. CLEMOW-The road, I be-
lieve, will run within ten days.

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

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (149) " An Act respecting the In-
spection of Ships." (Mr. Abbott.)

. Bill (168) " An Act to encourage the
production of Beet-root Sugar." (Mr.
Abbott.)

Bill (116) ' An Act further to amend
the Inland Revenue Act." (Mr. Abbott.)
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SUPREME AND EXCHEQUER
COURTS BILL.

THIRD READING.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved concurrence
in the amendments made in Committee of
the Whole House on Bill (138) " An Act to
amend Cap. 135 of the Revised Statutes,
intituled: 'An Act respecting the Supreme
and Exchequer Courts.'"

The motion was agreed to.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I desire now to
move a short amendment to the Bill re-
specting appeals from Lower Canada.
When the right to appeal depends on the
amount in dispute that amount is taken
to be the amount demanded, and not the
amount for which the judgment may be
rendered; but the Supreme Court has lately
adopted a different rule, and makes the
right of appeal depend on the amount
awarded, and not the amount demanded
which very often operates an inequality
and injustice. I propose to move that the
Bill be not now read the third time, but
that it ne amended by adding a 4th sub-
section to section 3, as follows:-

Whenever the right to appeal is dependent upon
the anount in dispute, such amount shail be under-
stood to be that demanded, and not that recovered, if
they are different.

This is copied verbatim from the Lower
Canada code, and as it applies only to ap-
peals from Lower Canada, I think it is but
right to add it here.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the third
reading of the Bill.

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

EXCIIEQUER COURT ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
amendments made in Committee of the
Whole to Bill (117) " An Act further to
amend the Exchequer Court Act," be con-
curred in.

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

SECOND READING.

Bill (151) " An Act respecting the On-
tario Express and Transportation Com-
pany." (Mr. MeMillan.)

THE EXPORTS OF AGRICULTURAL
PRODUCTS.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
House do now adjourn.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-Before the
House adjourns, I should like to have a
correction made by my hon. friend from
Yorkville. I would have done so before
the Orders of the Day were called had
ho been in his place. Last Wednesday, I
remarked that my hon. friend's figures
were not always correct, that he had stated
on a former occasion that the exports to
the United States in 1889-90 were in excesa
of those to Great Britain. I stated further
that he had stated the exports to Great
Britain to be $43,390,241, and to the
United States $52,291,973, when he should
have said that the exports to Great Britain
were $48,353,694 and to the United States
$40,522,810. My hon. friend corrected me
and said I was mistaken. 1 then remarked
that he had made the absolute statement
that the exports from Canada to Lhe United
States were $8,000,000 more than to Great
Britain. My hon. friend rather joined
issue with me, and said he had no recollec-
tion of having stated anything of the kind
and had not intended to do so. I had not
the official report before me at the time,
but I was quite satisfied that my figures
were correct and that I had taken them
down accurately. I find, on reference to
the Debates, No. 14, page 3, that the hon.
gentleman's error was even greater than I
had supposed. He said:

" My enquiry relates to a matter of very consider-
able importance to Canada. In looking over the
Trade Returns I find that our total exports amount to
$96,749,140. Out of that total export no less than
$53,000,000 go to the United States, so that any
interference with the trade with that country would
injure our commerce, and especially the trade in
agricultural products.'

I will hand the Trade Returns for 1889-90
to my hon. friend, and he will find that of
our total exports last year of $96,749,149,
only $40,522,810 went to the United
States, leaving the balance to other coun-
tries $56,226,339. My hon. friend made an
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error of nearly $16,000,000, and I am sure
that he would like to correctthe mistake
ho has made, in justice to himself and to
the House.

HON. MR. REESOR-I do not know
that there is any correction required with-
out looking up the speech that I made on
that occasion, but I will compare the figures
and sec if I am correct, and if I am not, I
promise to make an explanation to-mor-
row.

The Senate adjourned at 3:40 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, September Ist, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (126) " An Act to amend
the Act respecting the North-West Terri-
tories." He said : This ineasure is one
by wLich it is proposed to give extended
powers to the Legislature of the North-
West Territories on a large variety of
subjects. Tho principal changes are con-
tained in the amendment to section 13 :
that is to say, section 13 of the Act is
repealed and a new section is to be en-
acted. I think I might say in a general
way that the powers which are thus given
to the Legislature of the Territories are
similar to those possessed by the Provin-
cial Legislatures now. There may be
exceptions, but I do not think they are
important. A variety of the clauses are
merely slight alterations in procedure
with reference to the jurisdiction of the
judges, the mode of action of the sheriffs,
clerks, and so on. The advisory board is
got rid of, and the representation will be
increased a little. The power to repeal
the prohibitory clauses of the existing Act
is granted, so that the first Legislature
which is elected under this measure will
have the power to determine its own pol-

icy with reference to alcoholic liquors. An
important clause is that which makes
some alteration with regard to the lan-
guage to be used in the territories. Sec-
tion 110 of the existing Act contains the
provision on that subject, and it is adopted
here, subject, however, to the proviso that
the Legislative Assembly may, after the
next general election, by ordinance or
otherwise, regulate its proceedings and the
manner of recording the same. The pro-
vision of the Act as it stands is that either
the English or the French language may
be used in the debates of the Assembly, in
the proceedings before the courts, in pub-
lic records, etc. The alteration which is
made is that the Assembly may regulate
its proceedings and the manner of record-
ing and publishing the same : that is the
entire change. The constitution as it
stands is before us in the Revised Statutes.
This Bill is merely a change in several
respects, of more or less importance, in
that statute, and I think the discussion of
these changes can be best had when we
come before the Committee of the Whole
House, when every clause can be taken by
itself and fully discussed. I therefore,
without further preamble, move the second
reading of the Bill.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-This Bill gives, no
doubt, very much increased powers to the
Legislature of the North-West Territo-
ries-and I think very properly, and
it is a good deal more sweeping in many
of its features than probably one would
at first anticipate. From the hasty exa-
mination I have given it, there are some
points that strike me at the moment
as being somewhat contradictory. First,
as to the right of the territories to issue
licenses for the sale of intoxicants. It is
very well known that the Government of
Mr. Mackenzie decided that the question of
prohibition practically should be tried in-
the North-West. It was a new field, and
society felt that liquors had been very
properly excluded from that territory be-
fore wo took possession of it. We know
that the policy of the Hudson Bay Coln-
pany was to keep liquors out of that coun-
try as being fatal to the aborgines and to
those thon living in that country. that
policv was continued by the Government
in 1878, and when they revised the North-
West Act in 1880 they continued and
kept in force those prohibitory clauses. I
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regret to say, however, that in carrying
out the regulations relating more particu-
larly to the permits that were issued, a
very lax system grew up, and the pro-
hibitory law in the North-Wesi became a
farce, and it is so to-day. Permits were
issued and liquors of all degrees of strength
were allowed to be distributed over the
country. The Act of 1880, and I think
the earlier one, required-showing the
spirit with which Parliament intended that
that country should be placed under a
prohibitory system-that an annualreturn
should be made to the Minister of the
number of permits issued and the quan-
tity of liquor authorized to be sold, show-
ing that the desire was to restrict it as
largely as possible, and that return was
required to be laid before Parliament. I
have no recollection that within the last
fifteen years we have had that return be-
fore us. I have looked over one report of
the Department of the Interior, and I do
not find that it is there, although it is
compulsory that Parliament should be ad-
vised of the number of permits issued and
the quantity of liquor allowed. It was
intended that the wisdom of passing a pro-
hibitory law should be tested there prac-
tically. The hon. Premier has stated that
this Act gives generally to the North-
West Territories the powers of self-govern-
ment over those classes of subjects that are
usually conceded to the provinces. I am
glad to see that it is not quite so sweeping
as that in one or two particulars-that
is, with reference to the schools. As I
read the Act, the school system is not
under the control of the North-West Ter-
ritories Act.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend is
quite right.

HoN. Ma. SCOTT-I am very glad to be
so advised. In reading it over, not analy-
tically with the original Act, I carne to
that conclusion, that the Legislature has no
control over the schools, though it has
over the language. The one I regard as a
material question; the other is more one of
sentiment; and while I would be prepared
to concede to the North-West delegates the
right to control their own language, I should
exceedingly regret that any innovation
should be made with reference to the school
system that was inaugurated at the very
inception of granting powers to the terri-

tories. I notice that the principal officials
are still to be appointed from Ottawa. The
sheriffs are to be appointed from Ottawa,
and of course the judges are, as at present.
As it has been observed by the leader of
the Government, there are a good many
important questions that can be more pro-
perly discussed when the Bill comes before
the committee, and I will reserve for that
occasion some comments on the proposed
changes.

Hon. M. ARMAND.-Honorables mes-
sieurs,

A l'occasion du présent bill, je dirai au
ministre de l'Intérieur que son intelligent
et laborieux prédécesseur disait dans son
journal la Gazette, de Montréal : " Lors
même que la population anglaise de la cité
de Montréal serait en majorité, cette ma-
jorité anglaise devrait apprendre le fran-
çais."

Durant la dernière session, j'ai été heu-
reux d'entendre l'honorable sénateur pour
la division d'Inkerman, alors ministre sans
portefeuille, faire retentir dans cette ho-
norable chambre, toute sa sympathie,toute
son admiration pour nos lois françaises.

Aujourd'hui, que des circonstances impé-
rieuses l'ont placé à la tête du gouverne-
ment de la Puissance, ayons l'espérance
qu'il en fera autant si nos institutions, no-
tre langue et nos lois étaient menacées.

Car non, bien certainement non, nous ne
nous soumettrions pas à un acte aussi ini-
que; bien certainement non, nous ne cesse-
rions un seul instant de faire usage de l'un
des plus beaux privilèges que la constitu-
tion britannique nous accorde: celui de pé-
titionner. Je suis persuadé que dans le
parlement impérial, plus d'une voix se fera
entendre comme autrefois, lors de la guerre
d'indépendance des Etats.Unis, un membre
se levait du sein du parlement anglais et
disait à ses collègues: Messieurs, si j'étais
américain comme je suis anglais, non, ja-
mais je ne me soumettrais aux griefs que
vous voulez leur imp oser. Je suis persuadé
que les nobles Anglais, les braves Ecossais,
les enfants de la belle et verte Brin,
s'uniraient à nous pour prier notre
auguste, notre gracieuse et bien-aimée
Souveraine l'Impératrice des Indes, celle
qui préside si dignement aux destinées
de l'Albion, aux destinées de ce puissant et
brillant empire, qui toutes les fois qu'il a
voulu marcher avec son allié naturel, la
France, ils ont émerveillé le monde de leurs
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victoires, et ont fait trembler les souve-
rains et les gouvernements sur le sort
qu'ils pouvaient leur faire, tel on vit dans
la guerre de la Crimée, après les batailles
de Balaclava, d'Inkerman, d'Alma, et de
Sébastopol, les Russes fuir devant leur
armée comme autrefois les Scythes devant
Alexandre, comme autrefois devant Napo-
léon ler, à son entrée dans Moscou, à l'heure
de l'incendie.

Je termine, honorables messieurs, en
déclarant que moi pour un parmi mes co-
religionnaires qui ont la conscience de
leurs devoirs, parmi mes co-nationaux qui
ont la conscience de leur position, je ne
supporterais aucun gouvernement qui ne
voudrait pas faire usage des droits consti-
tutionnels qui seraient en son pouvoir pour
que mes coreligionnaires et mes nationaux
jouissent dans la Puissance des mêmes
droits, des mêmes privilèges que jouissent
dans ma province de Quebec nies conci-
toyens protestants et d'origine étrangère.
Je ne demande rien de plus, comme aussi
je ne demande rien de moins. Je suis per-
suadé que si cela se faisait tout irait bien,
tous seraient heureux, et je puis assurer la
mère-patrie qu'aussi longtemps qu'elle
sera fidèle à la foi jurée, qu'elle sera fidèle
à nous conserver ce qui nous a été garanti
par la foi des traités, nous et nos succes-
seurs répétons et répéterons à l'envie ces
paroles si loyales, si sincères de nos devan-
ciers que le dernier coup de canon qui sera
tiré en Amérique pour les intérêts britan-
niques le sera par un Canadien-français.

Oui, honorables messieurs, soyez cer-
tains, persuadés et convaincus que le mur
le plus solide, le talisman puissant, que
l'on puisse mettre entre les frontières
de la Puissance du Canada et le colosse
américain qui semble croître et grandir en
traversant les âges et en s'avancant dans
la postérité, est incontestablement la con-
servation de nos institutions, de notre
langue et de nos lois.

Et s'il m'était donné de dire à nos intel-
ligents et industrieux voisins que s'ils
avaient la conscience de leurs intérêts, ils
donneraient au million de mes compatriotes
qui sont passés sur leur territoire pour y
vivre et y mourir avec eux, la liberté de
leurs institutions, de leur langue et de
leurs lois.

Je termine en déclarant que je suis con-
vaincu que si jamais dans la Puissance du
Canada des hommes intolérants voulaient
nous trapper dans nos affections les plus

sacrées ils recevraient de l'Empire un ulti-
matum analogue à celui que viennent de
recevoir les habitants de l'île de Terreneuve
qui voulaient violer le traité des pêcheries
existant avec la France.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I may say
that it is my intention to move the amend-
ment, of which I have given notice, to one
of the clauses of this Bill; but, according
to the ordinary rules of Parliament. the
details of a Bill cannot be discussed, except
in a general way, at the second reading,
and as I would have to confine myself to
the rules or render myself liable to be
called to order, I will wait until a proper
time comes, and then I shall move my
amendment and say a few words in sup-
port of it. I shall dwell briefly on the
subject, because I spoke at length upon it
last session, atid I do not wish to weary
the House, much as I am disposed to de-
bate it fully. I wish to make one remark
in answer to something which fell from
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa, and
which I heard with much regret. He said
that the eighteenth clause was only a
question of sentiment. That remark
brought to my mind the events of ninety
years ago, when poor Ireland was de-
prived of her autonomy. It was because
the people of Ireland wei e governed more
by sentiment than by patriotism that their
representatives sold the independence of
their country and brought them under the
rule of England. It was because they
were more influenced by sentiment than
by patriotism that they have suffered in
the way that history records. I have to
tell him that if Irishmen do not desire the
French Canadians to become the slaves of
England in America, as Irishmen have
been for nearly a century the slaves of
England in their own country, they will
have to be influenced by patriotism, and
profit by the experience of the past to pre-
serve our liberties for their own benefit as
well as for ours.

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

The Senate adjourned at 3:40 p.m.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, Sept. 2nd, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SIR HECTOR LANGEVIN.

QUESTION.

HoN. MR. O'DONOHOE-Before the
Orders of the Day are cal led, I desire to ask
the hon. Premier whether the resignation
of Sir Hector Langevin has been accepted
by the Government, and whether he still
continues to act as a member of the Govern-
ment?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Not yet. He does
not continue to act as a member of the
Government.

INSPECTION OF SHIPS BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (149) "An Act respecting
the Inspection of Ships." He said: Hon.
gentlemen are aware that there has

een, during the last two years consi-
derable discussion and some excitement
about the statements made that ships
Were sent to sea in an improper and
unsafe condition, and legislation has been
passed by the Imperial Parliament on
that subject. The Bill which is before
the House is for purposes analagous to
those of a Bill which has been made law in
England. This is really a Bill which, if
passed, will provide for a systematic
inspection of ships before they can go to
sea, in order that it may be ascertained
with as much certainty as possible, before
they actually enter upon their voyage,
whether it is safe for life and property to
be intrusted to them; and uniess certifi-
cates are obtained from a proper officer
appointed for that purpose, that they are
fit for the voyage proposed to be taken,
that they shall not be permitted to proceed
Upon it. That is the substance of the Bill,
the details of which hon. gentlemen will
Se when we get into committee, and they
Will be able to discuss them there. This is

precisely the purpose of the Bill and the
purposes for which it is introduced, and I
ask the House to read it the second time.

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

BEET-ROOT SUGAR BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. M. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (168) " An Act to encour-
age the production of Beet-Root Sugar."
He said: I presume there is not much
necessity of my saying much on the
subject of this Bill. The purpose of it is
described in its title.

Hon. gentlemen will remember that up
to a late period of this session we had a
duty on the importation of sugar. That
duty has served as a protection to the pro-
duction of beet-root sugar to the extent to
which it goes, and it was represented to
the Government, on the introduction of the
measure which dispensed altogether with
the duty on raw sugar, that those people
who had been preparing for the manufac-
ture of beet-root sugar in two or three
places in Lower Canada, and in one place
I think in Upper Canada, would be taken
by surprise; that they had made con-
tracts for the delivery of beets and had
made preparations for the manufacture of
beet-root sugar during the present year, in
reasonable anticipation that they would
have the same protection for ·their beet-
root sugar that was afforded by the duty
on the ordinary importation of raw sugar,
that is to say, about 2 cents per pound. On
this representation, and with a desire to
see the experiment fairly tried, whether in
reality we can produce beet-root sugar in
this country, the Government were dis-
posed, in a moderate degree, to assist this
experiment, by leaving to the proposed
manufacturers of beet-root sugar the same
protection which they would have enjoyed
had the duty on sugar not been repealed.
And this Bill is for the purpose, pre-
cisely, of granting to those persons who
aie making the experiment, making
beet-root sugar, for two years, the same
protection which they would have enjoyed
if the sugar duties had remained. There
is no pledge or promise that the duty
should be continued. The claim on which
this is granted is of a mixed character .
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It is, in the first place, that people have
bond fide expended large sums of money
in preparing for this manufacture, with a
reasonable anticipation that they would
have this measure of protection. Another
reason is, that in reality the Government
would be pleased to see the experiment
fairly tried, whether we can profitably
produce beet-root sugar in this country or
not. For these two reasons they have con.
sented to lay before the House this Bill.
This industry, if it should be established
in the country, would be of enormous ben-
efit to agriculture and also to the industry
of cattle-feeding, of which we are proud,
and which we desire to see fostered in
every possible way.

The manufacture of beet-root sugar has
reached enormous proportions in France
and Germany, where it was commenced
under a high protective duty-much
higher than we are granting. I hope the
flouse will be satisfied that the Govern-
ment are acting prudently in allotting
this short measure of protection for this
-experiment, and that they will allow the
Bill now to be read the second time.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-The proposition is
not a very grave or important one, because
I see it practically only affords protection
for one year.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-For two years-
1891 and 1892.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-lt ends on the lst
July, 1893. I presume the beets grown in
1893 will not come under the provisions
,of this legislation ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-But the
grown in 1891 and 1892 will be.

beets

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I have not much
faith in the prudence of such legislation.
There are very many other ways in which
we can stimulate and favour industries
that are more valuable to this country. If
beet-root sugar had been r'egarded as a pro-
fitable industry, I think the enterprise of
our people would have tested the matter te
a very much greater degree than has been
the case hitherto. This legislation is, of
course, with a view of helping the farmer.
From my standpoiit, the farmer, who is
the large producer of wealth in this coun-
try, could be much more benefited by the

Government taking the duty off twine. It
would be a much more reas>)nable proposi-
tion to give him his twine free: that would
be an assistance which would not disturb
other industries, and would not create an
artificial condition of things, as you pro-
pose to do by this legislation. There are
many industries in this country that would
create great wealth if the high tariff were
removed, and in that way we could help
them very materially. For instance, we
could take the duty of all mining machi-
nery, and in that way stimulate the pro-
duction of wealth to a far greater degrce
than we can by this offer of a bounty to
the beet-root sugar industry, which is en-
tirely experimental. I feel that it is not a
sort of legislation that is practically bene-
ficial. It is stimulating the industry for a
time that is too short even to test the ques-
tion. You cannot test a great question of
that kind in one or two years. The crops
this year and next year may be failures. I
am glad to hear that the Government do
not feel themselves bound to continue this
legislation, and I hope that they will re-
main of that opinion.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I am not at all
surprised at my hon. friend's position. It
is precisely in harmony with his views on
the trade question. He desires to admit
the products and manufactures of other
countries free, to the disalvantage of our
own, and he does not desire to encourage
home industries, such as beet-root sugar
would be, by giving them a little protec-
tion. So my hon. friend is entirely consis-
tent in his stand ; I hope I am equally so in
mine, and I think I have the country be-
hind me.

HON. MR. REESOR-The whole systelm
of giving bounties for the production Of
beet-root sugar, or to the fisheries, or for
the production of iron and steel, invovOs
an unsound principle. You might as well
offer bounties, and with more justice, someD-
times, to the Manitoba farmers, who have
to contend against frosts some years, and
say: " Go on cultivatingwheat, and if you
have a failure we will give you a bountY
on what you do raise." Then it might be
said that the parties who need it are getting
it ; but it is better, on the whole, to leave
all those things to take their course. 1Let
every man be placed upon the same foot-
ing. Let all have an even race, and theY
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will find out what is most profitable and
what does not promise to be profitable.
Now, this question of producing beet-root
sugar in this country has been discussed
for thirty years in Ontario, and I believe
for a number of years in Quebec, and they
have even gone to a good deal of expense
getting out machinery to establish a beet-
root manufactury. They have lost a good
deal of money by it and have not succeeded.
Similar attempts have been made in the
United States, in Illinois, and in some of
the other States, but all have failed. Prob-
ably there is no country in Canada where
the people are more intelligent than in
Wellington. They are German, Scotch
and English farmers, many ofthem highly
educated men, and they are very successful
-as successful as any men can be in culti-
vating the soil in this country, with low
prices for their produce and having to com-
pete with the world. They have had this
question of cultivating the sugar beet dis-
cussed amongst them. Parties have gone
there for the purpose ofestablishing a busi-
ness in that direction, because they knew
the people there had a large amount of intel-
ligence and experience in the cultivation
of root crops. They had been cultivating
roots for feeding cattle-beets, turnips,
carrots and other roots. The farmers came
to the conclusion that inasmuch as those
who wished to organize the manufactory
could only hold out encouragement that
they would be able to pay $4.50 per ton for
the Leets delivered at their factory, they
would not undertake to cultivate them.
They thought that $4.50 was not sufficient
to pay for the production of the beets and
the use of the land. They are considered
to be worth $6 to $7 per ton for feeding
stock. I know it will be said that when
you manufacture sugar you still have a
great deal of feed that will do for stock,
which may be used in fattening cattle, but
you do not get the same quantity thatyou
do from the whole beet. When the sugar
is extracted you get what remains of the
beet, and it is nothing like as valuable as
the whole root. After many efforts to
establish the bebt-root industry in this
country, and after all have resulted in
failure, I think it a pity that a small
bounty should be offered now for one or
two years, because it will simply tend to
lead people into the investment of large
surms of money in an industry which is not
likely to succeed. But we are told that

the beet-root sugar industry has been made
profitable in France and Germany. Look
at the different circumstances. In Germany
the lands are mostly held by pretty
large proprietors, and the mass of the
people have to work exceedingly hard and
get very little pay. They live with a
degree of economy that the people would
not put up with in this country or in the
United States, where they have been in the
habit of living with considerable comfort
and working moderately. You cannot
expect our people to put up with fewer
comforts, and work still harder than they
do now, in order that they may produce
beet-root sugar that can be sold for 3c.
a pound or even 4c. a pound. They
certainly could not produce the article at
the low price that they do in Europe,
unless they worked in the saine way. It
bas been noted by people who have visited
Grermany and taken some pains to look
into the matter that the German families
go out at four o'clock in the morning, and
sometimes earlier, and work in the beet
fields-the men, women and children-and
remain there nearly the whole day until
sundown. The work is something excessive
and something beyond what our people can
be expected to undertake. I am very sure
that the industry would not be successful,
and would not be continued here for any
length of time. It would result in dis-
appointment to the people who put capital
into it, and there would be a reaction
which would operate unfavourably upon
other industries. It would be better to
leave the industry to take its chances.
Those who are engaged in it have studied
the question thoroughly; they know what
wages the people expect in this country
and the value of beets for feeding purposes.
All intelligent men, who are practical
mon, know that beets are worth more for
feeding purposes than $4.50 or $5 a ton,
and to expect people to produce beets for
a less price than they are worth is unrea-
sonable. They would only cultivate the
beet so long as the bounty was paid, and
would afterwards give it up, and the result
would be loss of the capital invested in the
industry.

HoN. MR. KAU LBACH-One would sup-
pose, to hear the hon. gentleman's remarks,
that those who are engaged in the beet-
root industry, and who have invested their
capital in it, are fools, and that it is our
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duty to stop the enterprise that they are
attempting to establish in this country.
No doubt, these people know what they are
about, and they are the best judges as to
whether this business can b made profit-
able. If their enterprise results in failure
they will have no one to blame but them-
selves. My hon. friend's policy is the fly-
on-the-wheel policy ; they do not wish to
do anything to encourage home industries.
One remark that the hon. gentleman made
I approve of. He said that the indus-
trious classes of this country have more of
the comforts and luxuries of life and have
less occasion to work excessively than the
inhabitants of European countries. I should
like that statement to go abroad among
the people of Europe, so that they may
know that they can improve their condi-
tion in life by settling in Canada.

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

INLAND REVENUE ACT
MENT BILL.

AMEND-

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (116) "l An Act further to
amendment the Inland Revenue Act."
He said: The important portion of this
Bill is that which is framed for the pur-
pose of supplementing our revenue in cou-
sequence of the loss resulting from the
reduction of the duty on sugar. There is
an additional duty imposed upon malt and
on whiskey, and on tobacco, and an import
duty on imported beers, proportionate to
the excise duty on malt. The last four or
five clauses of the Bill are devoted to the
re-arrangement of the tariff in respect of
these particular articles. It is tò the addi-
tional revenue which we hope to derive
from malt, whiskey and tobacco that we
look for recouping a portion of the revenue
which we lose by the reduced duty on
sugar. That is to say, we are supposed to
lose about three millions of dollars by the
abolition of the sugar duty, and we calcu-
late on recou ping ourselves to the extent
of $1,500,000 by the duties on these three
articles; and we hope, by economy in
ordinary expenditure, and by the reduc-
tion of expenditure on a large scale in
other ways, to save ourselves the other
$1,500,000, without imposing that burden
on the people. By these measures we

trust that we shall reduce the annual
burden by the sum referred to. The
remainder of the Bill is devoted to details,
to foimal changes in the Inland Revenue
Act, mainly as to licenses and procedure.
There is no other change in the Act
which is at all dependent on any prin-
ciple, but simply the machinery of the
Act is being improved by the remaining
clauses of this Bill, so that it will move a
little smoother. The main object of the
Bill, as I have stated, is to enact provisions
for the additional duties we are imposing
on these three classes of articles.

The Bill was rend the second time.

The Senate adjourned at 3:50 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, Sept. 3rd, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (U) " An Act respecting frauds
upon the Government." (Mr. Abbott.)

A CORRECTION.

H1oN. MR. KAULBACH-Before pro-
ceeding with the Orders of the Day, I think
my hon. friend from Yorkville wishes to
make some explanation with regard to an
error in one of his speeches.

-ION. MR. REESOR-The question that
came up that exercised my hon. friend
from Lunenburg a little was simply whel
I put the question to the Minister whether
any steps had been taken to get removed
the embargo that was placed on the ifl-
portation of stock from the United States;
I mentioned the very large amount Of
trade that we had with the United States,
and how important it was that this tradO
should continue. I also spoke, as appears
by the report, of the amount of imports
from the United States; as .I was re-
ported, and probably as I expressed it
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though I did not intend to express it
that way, I said the exports of this cotun-
try to the United States. That is the cor-
rection that I have to make. On looking
at the figures, I have to admit-and I never
intended to express it otherwise-that our
imports from the United States last year
were about eleven rillions of dollars more
than our exports to that country. Of course,
when we buy more goods from any coun-
try than we sell to them we must pay the
difference in cash, and I regret that it
should have been so last year, but it arose
mainly from the McKinley Bill, as every-
one knows. Taking the last three years,
our exports to the United States were
larger than our exports to England, but
the McKinley Bill cut off those exports, and
left our imports from the United States
something over eleven millions of dollars
more than our exports to that country.
That covers all the ground.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-My hon. friend,
I suppose, will have the correction made
in the Debates ?

HoN. MR. REESOR-Yes.

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The Order of the Day being called-
"Committee of the Whole on Bill (126),
Au Act to amend the Act respecting the
North-West Territories."

HoN. MR. BELbEROSE said: As it
happens occasionally that exceptions are
taken to the motions I have the honour to
place before the House, I will ask permis-
asion to move the amendment of which I
have given notice before making my re-
marks, and if there is no objection I will
then speak to it. I, therefore, move, in
amendment to the motion that the House
go into Committee of the Whole, that the
following words be added to the said mo-
tion :-

And that it be an instruction to the said com-
nittee to amend the said Bill by adding to clause 18,
at line 33, after the words " publishing the same," the
words "except in so far as regards the use of the French
and English languages, both of which shall continue,
as heretofore and at present, in use, as mentioned at
the beginning of this section. "

As I said on a previous occasion, when
this Bill was before the House for its second

reading, it is not My intention to enter
largely into a discussion of this question. I
do not intend to oppose the Bill. The
evidence of that is, that the Bill passed its
second reading without opposition. I then
stated, however, that I would move an
amendment to it before going into com-
mittee. In moving this amendment, I feel
that I am bound to refer to this proposal of
last year. Hou. gentlemen will remember,
if the Government had wished last year to
pass this Bill through both Houses, it
would now be the law of the land. They
had a majority in this House of 39, and in
the House of Commons I suppose the majo-
rity was 100. How was it, then, that this
Bill, which could have been carried in both
Houses-in this House by almost a unani-
mous vote, and in the other House by a
majority of three to one,-that it was killed
by its promoter in the committee ? It was
because this Bill would have worked mis-
chief in the elections. It was because the
French Canadians who voted for it would
bave to be responsible to their constituents,
and because those who speak English and
ropresent counties where British fair-play
is known to prevail would have the balance
changed against them. That was the
reason. The late Premier, who knew
very well how to work up public feeling,
thought it was advisable, after he had
compromised every man in both Houses,
to let it drop for a time, and on another
occasion havo the Bill passed, without
taking the risk of a defeat at the polle.
This very fact shows that he then
thought of having a general election. It
may be replied that it would not have
changed public sentiment in this respect.
There is not a gentleman in this Parlia-
ment, or in this Dominion, who ignores
the fact that there was not a single word
spoken on that question during the cam-
paign. The electors knew nothing about
it. They voted on other issues, but not on
that; so that it cannot be said now that
the elections have shown that the people
are willing to accept the situation. I have
more confidence in the electorate. I am
old enough to remember the feeling that
men who speak the English language and
others speaking the French language had
in times past. I remember, when in the
Legislative Assembly of Canada, French
having been abolished after '37, when the
Legislative Assembly of United Canada
gave a unanimous vote on an Address
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asking Her Majesty the Queen to give to
the minority the right to speak their own
language. At the time there was a majo-
rity of the English-speaking people. The
French in United Canada were in a mino-
rity of 1 to 3, but even then the unan-
imous vote gave them what they had
fought for years before, but which had
been refused to them ; and to what
was that refusal due ? It was due to the
fact that the oligarchy thought at the time
that they could crush the race that had
colonized the country. I will not go over
the whole ground. My remarks of last
year have been printed. They appear in
the Senate Debates, so that it is useless for
me *to occupy the time of hon. gentlemen
in repeating them; but I have other argu-
ments which last year want of time forced
me to overlook, and which I now propose
to lay before the House. Let me refer to
the treaty between France and England in
1763. What does that treaty say ? Not
only the treaty, but the agreement between
the generals commanding both armies ?
And what did England say to ber general
commanding at that time ? That the na-
tionality, language, religion, customs, laws
and property of the French would be pro-
tected by the British Government. This
has been done; for, as I said a minute ago,
although there was a short time during
which it was refused, it was only at a time
when England was deceived-when Eng-
land had received reports which led her to
believe that there was something wrong
with the French minority in Canada; but
later' on, when their eyes were opened,
these wrongs were remedied. For many
years past efforts have been made to abol-
ish the French language; but as England
had reserved to herself the right to deal
with that question these efforts were abor-
tive. If these rights were guaranteed
under treaty I would ask hon. gentlemen
whether it is proper for the Government
of Canada to now ask that section 18 of
this Bill he carried by the House and by
this Parliament ? It is against justice; it
is against a compact solemnly signed by
both parties. It is a compact the more
solemn because it was made on the battle-
ground, and more solemn still because it
was the only compact which induced the
French general to surrender, because if
those rights had been refused no doubt the
French general would have done as French
generals had done under other circum-

stances, rather than lose his honour ho
would have fought to the last, in the
hope that France would send assistance;
and who can say if the fortune of war
would not have changed? But no; the
general commanding the English army
could not refuse such a proposition, and he
accepted the terms, and they were ratified
by England, and now they are the law of
the land. We French people have carried
out our part of the agreement. We have
fought for England, and had it not been for
the French people of this country Canada
would have been years ago a part of the
American Republic. I have read enough.
of history to say that. But it is not only
by the Treaty ot' 1763 this right is ours ; it is
not only on the battle-field that we gained
that right, but we have a confirmation of it
in the Confederation Act. I forgot to say
that at the time of the treaty it was not
only Lower Canada which belonged to the>
French, but the greater part of North Am-
erica which was ceded to England, so that
it is no argument to say: "You in Lower
Canada have your rights; let us manage
the North-West as we desire." That is no
argument, because the reservations made
in the treaty are for the whole territory
which the French then possessed, and even
the North-West now, as well as Lower
Canada, has a right to use the French lan-
guage. I do not know whether the word
" boodle " could be used here-at all events,
until it is stolen from them. Hon. gentle-
men may laugh. I do not care for the
laugh, even though I may be thought ridie-
ulous on account of my speaking bad En-
glish; but I do care for arguments that
will prove that I am wrong. Those are
the arguments I want. If the stand I take-
is wrong, then I am bound in honour to-
drop my amendment and vote for the Bill
as it is before the House; but before this
is done I feel I have a duty to perforn and
arguments to advance, and if these argu-
ments are not answered justly it is because-
I will not use the word brutal, for it might
be taken exception to-but I will say it is
because there is a majority here that will
crush it down. Arguments I will receive
with pleasure, ready as I am to do what is
right. Now, this is not the only ground
where I find we have a right to the proposi-
tion I now make. You hon. gentlemen are
bound by the Act of Confederation, so that
hon. gentlemen must change their opinions
to-day in order to vote the Bill before the-
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House. The Parliament of Canada brought
about Confederation, and what was pro-
mised atthe time of the Union? In the Que-
bec Assembly, in 1865, some of our French
people in the House thought that the use
of our language was meanced, so they
asked the Government what its sta4us
would be. Mr. Dorion was one of them,
and he said : " Now I do not find that the
resolution as it stands is very fair for us
Canadians. This country of ours is ruled,
as in England and wherever responsible
government exists, by the majority. We of
French origin have not a majority, so the
interpretation of the resolution that we are
asked to vote with regard to French is not
satisfactory to the minority." What did
the Hon. John A. Macdonald, later Sir
John Macdonald, say ? Here are his words
in the official report:

"This was proposed by the Canadian Government,
for fear an accident might arise subsequently, and it
was assented to by the deputation from each of the
provinces that the use of the French lange should
forni one of the principles upon which Confederation
should be established.'

Now, that is your word, that is your
promise, that is your engagement upon
vour honor; and to-day will you do what
;was done by the saine Government a few
years ago ? You remember when I asked
the leader of the House on the subject of»
marriage: "I Did you not promise at Quebec
that the question of marriage should be re-
served wholly and exclusively to the Local
Legislatures ?" He replied, and I can show
it here in the official report: " Yes; but we
did not do so, and we have to submit to
the law." That was an atrocity and an
insult to the whole population. It was an
admission that the promise was made, but
that they had done the reverse-that when
we had confided in them they had wronged
us. Is Parliament ready to say that the
spirit of the Confederation Act is not that
the French language will be one of the
priinciples on which the Union is based ?
If it is, vote for the Bill as it stands ; if it

is not, I say that Parliament cannot in
honour support it. It is betraying, more
than betraying, the minority. Do you
think that, as a supporter of Sir John Mac-
donald at the time of the Union, I should
have voted for Confederation if we had
not been assured that we would be pro-
tected in the enjoyment of our rights ?
Protection was given, not only to the
French, but to the English minorities.

35

Ask the representatives of the English
minority in the Province of Quebec
whether the majority in the province
have ever refused to do them justice. Has
not the Local Legisiature done even more
than it promised to do? For eighteen
y ears we have had a law on the Statute-

ook of our province providing for the
appointment of a Protestant superinten-
dent of public schools. But the Protestants
say that there is no need of one, that the
Catholic inspector is honest and deals fairly
by the minority, and that it is needless to
go to the expense of appointing a Protes-
tant inspector. Let the Parliament of
Canada show as much liberality as that,
and you will never hear the French
minority in this House complaining of any
infringement on their rights and privileges.
We do not ask the majority to do more
than they have promised to do: we merely
ask them to keep their promises. At the
time of the Union Sir George Cartier said:

" I will add to what has been stated by the Attor-
ney General for Up r Canada, in reply to the hon.
menber from the County of Quebec and the hon.
member for Hochelaga, that it was also necessary to
protect the English ninorities in Lower Canada with
respect to the use of their language, because in the
Local Parliament of Lower Canada the majority will
be composed of Frenchi Canadians. The members of
the conferenoe were desirous that it should not be in
the power of that majority to decree the abolition of
the English language in the Local Legislature, etc."

Here is the chief of the majority in Lower
Canada offering the English minority that
protection which the constitution affords,
not leaving them dependent upon any-
body's promise. But these are not the only
undertakingsofthemajorityin thiscountry.
Eighteen years ago there was a rising
in the North-West, and a provisional gov-
ernment was formed. The Government
at Ottawa asked the provisional govern-
ment to send delegates to Ottawa. The
delegates came here accordingly and pre-
sented a Bill of Rights. One article in
that Bill of Rights was that their respec-
tive populations should be accorded the use
of both the English and the French lan-
guages. That was accepted by the Govern-
ment, and was enacted as part of the law
relating to the North-West. When the
outbreak occurred eighteen years ago, His
Grace, Archbishop Taché, was then in
Rome. Sir John Macdonald telegraphed
him to come home immediately. Hie left
his important duties at Rome and came to
Ottawa. He was asked by the Canadian
Government to go to the North-West,
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where be had so much influence, and he
was given extensive powers, even includ-
ing the power to grant an amnesty. His
Grace made a report of what took place,
and he states that the Government ac-
cepted the Bill of Rights and willingly con-
ceded the demand that both English and
French should be used as official languages
in the North-West. Now, that is your own
work. The majority of those who hear me
to-day were then in this House. Half of
the present members of the House of Com-
mons were also members then ; and apart
from all that, we, as a Parliament, are res-
ponsible for the engagements entered into
y the Government of that day and for

the legislation of this Parliament. Are
you ready to repudiate those engagements
and violate those promises ? For my part,
I hold that you are bound by those en-
gagements to support my amendment, or
any other amendment which will preserve
to the minority of the North-West the
privileges that they now enjoy. I appeal
particularly to those of my own national-
ity not to desert the cause of the North-
West. If they do, they desert the cause of
their own nationality. If they accept this
Bill to-day they vote against the use of
French anywhere in Canada. If they sup-
port this Bil1 to-day, how can they con-
demn the Government for refusing to veto
the unconstitutional legislation of Mani-
toba ? They will have to admit that Sir
John Macdonald did right in refusing to
veto the Manitoba legislation. And what
wili be the consequences if you allow Mani-
toba to lose that right ? What argument
can you advance if, at some future time,an
Address should be presented in this Parlia-
ment praying the Imperial Parliament to
pass an Act to deprive the French Canadian
population of this Dominion of the r ght
to use their own language officially ? You
can have none; you will have to submit,
and you will be obliged to admit that such
legislation is but the consequence of what
you are now doing. But I would also re-
mind the louse that an Address was voted
by Parliament some years ago for the pur-
pose of acquiring the North-West Terri-
tories, and that Address contained a promise
that Parliament would be ready to do
justice to the North-West. Is this Bill in
keeping with that promise ? I should say
not. An objection was made last year in
this House, which, I suppose, will be
renewed here to-day. It may be stated

that in Lower Canada our provincial law
allows municipalities to have only one
official language. A municipal council can
pass a by-law providing that only English
or French shalh be the official language,
according to the population. I cannot sup-
pose that any candid, educated man can
advance such an argument. A comparison,
to be of any value, should have some
analogy, but there can be no evil conse-
quences resulting from the passing ofsuch
a by-law. The Legislature of Quebec can
only deal with the matter when it is ap-
pealed to by a majority in the municipality.
It is well known that in our province there
are not many sections where English is
the language of the majority; in the greater
part of the province the great majority
are French Canadians, so no difficulty can
arise under the law that I have referred
to. It conflicts with no rights, it violates
no promises, it interferes with no privi-
leges. But that is not so in this case. I
have shown that even if there was only
one French Canadian in the North-West,
he bas a right to claim the use of his lan-
guage under the solemn engagements en-
tered into 130 years ago. It may be claimed
also that the object of this Bill is to pre-
serve peace; but that is not the case, be-
cause it is a violation of an agreement which
was entered into at the time of Confeder-
ation.Anyone who wishes to preserve peace
in this country will vote against this clause
of the Bill. Look where we are drifting!
We have McCarthys, O'Briens and others
in the House of Commons who are desirous
of infringing upon our rights and libertiet,
and others, who would not go so far, sym-
pathize with them. If you give away the
rights that the French Canadians in the
North-West possess, are you sure that you
could resist the demands of those who are
encroaching upon the rights of the French
Canadians throughout Canada? Are you
sure that you will not place in their hands
a weapon that may destroy all that you
cherish ? Anyone who is familiar with
history knows that a majority never
begins by asking much, but advances
slowly, step by step. Do you think that
Ireland was bought by England in one
day? Not at all. Long before 1800 they
had begun their work, but they did not
succeed in becoming masters of the situa-
tion until Ireland was betrayed by her own
people. That is the way we are going on
ourselves, and it is why, should I stand
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alone, I shall never consent to a step of
this kind. Canada above all for me, so
long as she is just and equitable. and then
my nationality. There is another objec-
tion made, that the French element in the
North-West is very small. But such an
argument is worth little, and does not call
for an answer. I say that our right being
conceded, if il is taken away by force, it
does not matter whether there are many
or few people in the North-West who
speak the French language. I was told
to-day that some hon. gentlemen will
support this Bill because they are sup-
porters of the Government. For my part,
I like to stand by Governments. I enterod
Parliament as a Government supporter,
and it was only when I thought that they
went too far astray that I felt I had to
leave them. I thought that conservatism
did not mean doing dirty work, but that
it meant maintaining our constitution, our
customs and our laws, and guarding the
rights and privileges which are dear to
every patriot. When I found the Govern-
ment pursuing a wrong course I left them.
I left Sir John Macdonald in 1872, when
he acknowledged that he had deceived
us at the time of the Confederation. I
left him again when the question of the
marriage laws arose, because I cannot sup-
port men who are lost to a sense of honour.
There were other reasons; but I have said
enough to explain why I was forced to
leave the ranks, and why I must to-day
oppose the Bill before us as it stands.. It
is a Bill prepared by the late Government,
but which the present Government have
adopted as their first-born ; it is the first
time that the Premier has opposed the
interests of Lower Canada and of his Lower
Canadian friends-the first time that I have
known him to attempt to crush those who
have stood by him and from whom he has
always received support. It has been said
that the 18th clause of the Bill contains
nothing mischievous-that it does away
with very little. The Bill is there, and
speaks for itself. I do not want anybody's
interpretation of it. Interpretation means
that il you submit a question to a hundred
men you will get a hundred conflicting
opinions. I prefer to take the Bill as it is,
and what does it say ? It says that in all
proceedings of the Legislative Assembly
of the North-West French or English may
be used now, but after the next general
election the English majority, who have
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already warned Governor Royal that if he
should speak French at the opening he
would be insulted, will have the power
under this legislation to do away with
French, if they like, in the debates of the
House and in the printing of the delibera-
tions and proceedings of the Assembly.
That is the meaning of the clause, and I
defy any man to contradict me. I would
be ready to accept this Bill if I felt that I
could honourably do so, but how can I go
back on what I have promised ? At the
time of Confederation I was among those
who promised that certain rights and pri-
vileges should be granted to the minority.
I am a representative of those who made
that agreement in 1865, and one of those
who hold that we should respect the rights
of the people of the North-West. If I
should go back on that I would be guilty
of a dishonourable act. Now, if you go
back to the history of old Canada you
will find that we had many troubles
in the past-and why ? At the time
when the mother country, deceived by
the oligarchy which ruled here, ill-
treated the minority in old Canada, we
had troubles. But when we became better
known in England, that is, after Lord Dur-
ham had made his report, things changed
for the better. I admit that Lord Durham
did make a report against us; I believe he
spoke the language of an honourable man.
Hie seemed to me to be a very clever man,
when in so short a time he could appre-
ciate the character of our people and give
to England, I may say, a fair idea of what
we were. But with our failiugs and our
defects, he saw also our good qualities, and
he told them te the people in England, and
I never said a word against his report, be-
cause I admit he was perfectly fair. When
Her Majesty the Queen saw that we had
agreed, French and English, in Canada, to
ask for the restoration of the French lan-
guage, it was granted. If the Govern-
ment of this country continue to deprive
us of our rights and privileges as they are
now doing it will bring trouble on the
Confederation. No doubt if it continues
there will be much agitation and trouble.
For my part, it God spares me a few years
more, and if this system of taking from us
our rights continues, I will be one of those
who will excite the feelings of my country-
men againsýt Governments who are not
willing to carry out their promises, who
are not anxious to have peace in our coun.
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try. I hope it will not come to that; I
hope there will be an end to it; I hope it
will be seen by every one that we have
rights and privileges that must be pre-
served sacred, as all such rights and privi-
leges should be. I will now leave in your
hands the motion which I have placed
before the House.

HON. MR. ARMAND (in French)-
While I endorse all that my hon. friend
from Delanaudière has said, I would go
further. I believe that the 18th clause
should be expunged altogether, and in ac-
cordance with the notice I have given to
that effect, I move in amendment to the
amendment that the 18th section be struck
out of the Bill.

HON. MR. GIRARD-I would not like
to leave the hon. member from Delanau-
dière alone in this debate. He said that if
he should stand alone on the point that he
has brought before this honourable House
he would follow the course he as now
taken. For my part, I am not disposed to
leave him unsupported on this question.
Under the Constitutional Act of 1867, and
when the Manitoba Act was passed, and
when the North-West Territories Act was
passed, provision was made for the pre-
servation of the dual language bystem.
On the present occasion the disposition of
Parliament is not in the same direction.
It is not my intention to repeat the discus
sion of last year. It was a very long one,
and every hon. gentleman gave his opin-
ion on the question, and those opinions are
of record in the official report of the
Senate debates, and there is no necessity
for repeating them on the present occa-
sion. The section that the hon. gentleman
from Delanaudière desires to amend, and
the one that Mr. Armand wishes to ex-
punge altogether from the Bill, still retains,
on a certain footing, the use of the French
language. At first sight we might sup-
pose that the French language is retained
as it is in the existing law; but if we read
a little further than the first provision we
will see that the first elected Legislature
will have authority to legislate on this
question, and I am afi-aid that when the
time arrives French will be abolished as an
officiai language. I desire to retain for
my people what they hold as a treaty
right, and I think the French people of
Canada are indebted to the hon. gentleman

from Delanaudière, who has pleaded the
cause of his compatriots and their lan-
guage with so much ability. In my opin-
ion, he has spoken as a patriot, as a man
who loves his country and its constitution,
and who is ready to make every sacrifice
to maintain and defend the rights of
his people. If we had some one at all
times as ready to defend and maintain
the rights of the French people of the Do-
minion as the member from Delanaudière
is, we would stand in a botter position than
we do to-day, and I would be recreant to
my dVties if I failed to assist him in his
efforts on behalf of the French people
of the North West Territories. While the
French Canadians of the Province of Que-
bec are largely in the majority, and on that
account retain what they consider to be
to their advantage of their laws and cus-
toms, they never abuse the power that they
have. Under every circumstance they
have been tolerant to the minority, and
have been at al! times willing to accord to
ail parties the rights to which they are
entitled. In the North-West Territories
also, where the French are in the minority,
we are very glad to accept the assistance
of those who are willing to defend our
interests, for it seems to me to be the
destiny of the French people to be pioneers
in civilization and colonization on this con-
tinent, and although they are in the min-
ority in most places where they have
founded settlements they prove themselves
to be good citizens and loyal to the country
of their adoption-doing their best to pro-
mote the prosperity and welfare of the
community in which they live. I will not
occupy the time of this House on this
occasion. Whenever we have appealed to
the Senate for redress for any wrong or
the abolition of any abuse we have always
had their sympathy and support. It has
been said on many occasions that the Son-
ate is not a very useful branch of the Logis-
lature; but it has been on many occasions
the first to point out dangers ahead, and
afterwards the first to provide a remedy.
1 have great confidence in the Senate, and
at the same time I am convinced that what-
ever may be done for the Legislature of
either Manitoba or the North-West will bO
done for their best interests. We cannot
always fight against the majority,
but I suppose we will be found excusable
if we express our apprehensions that if this
Bill becomes law our rights, which have
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not been contested up to the present time
in the North-West, will be abrogated. I
am not afraid of the English people; at the
same time, it is our duty to see that our
people are placed on a footing of equality
in the North-West. By the last Census
we find that comparatively no part of the
Pominion bas progressed as we have pro-
gressed in Manitoba and the North-West.
That progress will continue. The excess
of population, not only of the Dominion,
but of other countries, will pass into the
North-West, where there is room for mil-
lions and millions of people. That far
country will be-occupied largely by people
from the older provinces of Canada, and I
contend that there is no country in the
world that offers the same advantages to
strangers for settlement. Although the
frost has caused a good deal of destruction
in many of the States to the south of the
line it has done very little damage in Ma-
nitoba, and the crop prospects there are
magnificent. We expect that next year
the agricultural wealth of the Province
will induce many people to come and live
amongst us. If these bright prospects for
that magnificent country are endangered
by questions of race and religion I am sure
there is not a member of this honourable
House who would not make every effortin
his power to settle such questions in the
best interests of the country. I will not
trespass further on your time; I have done
as I desired to do: I have stood up with
my hon. friend to prove that we are faith-
fui to our friends and are ready to do
everything in our power to do what is
necessary in the interests of our people.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Before the vote is
taken on this question I should like to say
a word, for fear my position might be mis-
undèrstood. I can appreciate ail that has
been said by the hon. gentleman who has
brought this question before the House, in
claiming for the French people of this
country all the rights to which they are
entitled. I fully appreciate, and am quite
sure every hon. gentleman of the Senate
appreciates, what he bas said with refer-
ence to what we owe to the French Cana-
dian people, that Canada is to-day one of the
jewels of the British Crown. No doubtat the
time the thirteen colonies seceded had the
French Canadians chosen to throw in
their lot Canada to-day would be a State of
the Union, instead of a British dependency.

Late-on,duringtheWarof 1812, when over-
tures were again made to Lower Canada,
we all know how they were refused and
rejected, and how the preservation of Can-
ada at that time largely depended upon the
support of the French Canadians of Lower
Canada, who were then in the majority in
that province, as far as population goes. I
think we all recognize that, and if to-day
we were sacrificing any substantial right
of the people of Lower Canada this House
would be exceedingly slow to make a move
in that direction; but it is because I feel
that it would be a very great mistake to
insist upon the observance of a question of
this kind in a country where it will cause
a great deal of friction in the future that
I ask you, supposing we did place in the
Statute-book clause 18, enforcing the obser-
vance of the French language in the Legis-
lature and in the publication of its debates
and its laws, and making the French lan-
guage co-equal with the English, would it
be observed? I fear that the universal
conclusion would be that it would not-that
the law would be set at defiance. If I am
correctly advised, a very small proportion
of the population of the North-West is
made up to-day of people who speak the
French language. Excluding the French
half-breeds, they are a small fraction indeed
in that country. I ask, are French Cana-
dians going to that country ? Might they
not very wisely and properly and happily
have settled this question for themselves,
by migrating largely to the Nor-th-
West? Weallknowthatforthelasttwenty
years a considerable exodus has been
going on from Quebec, but where has it
been going? Not to the North-West, but
to the country south of us. We know that
large colonies in the eastern States and
towns are entirely made up of French
Canadians-in the manufacturing towns of
Massachusetts, Vermont and Rhode Island.
Had those people gone to the North-West,
as we all would have wished them to have
gone, I think it would have been better so-
cially for them, and would have been in
the interest of this great country, and
would have relieved us of this vexed ques-
tion to-day. But it is not so. They have
chosen to leave this country and cast in
their lot with the people to the south of us
to a very great extent. Therefore, I say it
is to be regretted that the element which
has left the Province of Quebec did not take
up their residence in the North-West. It
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becomes really a trifling matter after all if
the proportion of French Canadians in the
North-West is so insignificant as we are
led te believe it is. It would seem farcical
for us to insist on the continuance of this
clause in the constitution of that country
and deprive people that we invite there,
under the plea that they are to avail them-
selves of self-government, of the right to
say in what language shall their delibera-
tions be carried on. I say again it would
be futile on our part, because it would fail
in its puipose-would be ridiculous, and
would create greater friction than to allow
the people to settle the question for them-
selves. I ho pe there is liberality enough in
the North-West-if any French gentleman
wishes to address the Assembly in his own
language-that there is liberality and
courtesy enough there to listen to that
language as it has been spoken and listened
to in many intellectual assemblies in the
world; but it is not by force or by insist-
ing on it that we can make them adopt it.
It is rather by conciliation, and I think this
is a very excellent opportunity for draw-
ing the line as to what is fair and reason-
able to be left to the North-West in giving
them a constitution. There are other ques-
tions that will come up in the near future
that have been foreshadowed by gentlemen
who propose to introduce them, and it will
then be proper for the French Canadians
to stand up and substantiate a right that
is of some value and some usefulness in
the fature for even a small proportion of
the minority race in the North-West. I
allude to the school question, which is not
touched upon by this Bill, and which will
no doubt be forced upon Parliament at an
early day. I say the position of the
French Canadians is very much stronger
on that substantial question by their giving
way on this, which I consider merely one
of sentiment. I had thought this question
was practically settled last session. It
was settled in the other Chamber, and in
this House presumably, by a very con-
siderable vote in both places; and in that
vote I find that gentlemen from the Pro-
vince of Quebec recognized it as settled,
inasmuch as a majority, both of the House
of Commons and of the Senate, decided in
favour of the adoption of the principle laid
down in this Bill, that it should be left to
the Legislature of the North-West, after
the next general election, to settle this
language question. In the House. of

Commons when the vote came up it stood
149 to 50, and I find in that 50 there were
but 11 French Canadians, so that a very
considerable majority must have voted for
the Bill as it stands to-day. We know it
was very warmly discussed, and that this
was considered, by gentlemen holding
positions on each side, a fair and reason-
able compromise. I find also in the Senate
that the vote stood 46 to 7 when it came
up here, and there were eight gentlemen
from Lower Canada who sustained the Bill
as it was then and as it is to-day, while
there were but seven for the negative; so
that this question bas practically been
settled by the gentlemen from the Province
of Quebec in both Chambers, much to the
relief of those who speak the English
language exclusively. It is very well
known that in the Province of Ontario
there are more French Canadians than
there are inhabitants in the whole of the
North-West. The French Canadian element
in Ontario is somewhere about 75,000-
at the last census it was over 60,000
It is very well known that there are
three counties where they can always
elect a representative, and there are other
counties where their influence is so strong
that practically they have the control.
Could we not, with as much propriety,
appeal to Ontario to-day to allow the
French language to be spoken in its halls
as we could in the North-West, where the
French population is not growing with
such rapidity ? The County of Prescott is
nearly altogether French, and is repre-
sented in the Local Assembly by a French
gentleman. The next county, Russel], is
also represented in the Local Legislature
by a French gentleman, Mr. Robillard.
The County of Essex bas a very large
French population. Mr. White represents
it now, but second on the list, very close
in the contest, was a French gentleman,
and that county is largely French. There
are other constituencies, more particularly
in eastern Ontario, such as the city of
Ottawa, where the French vote is con-
sidered to some extent the controlling
vote. So, looking at the question from a
practical point of view, one might almost
say: Why not allow the Frenchì language
to be use in Ontario for the same reason ?
But when we come to consider the fact
that, as compared with the whole popu-
lation, it is infinitessimal, it is not con-
sidered a grievance. Where the French
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element is so small in numbers, it, in a
measure, is absorbed in the whole popula-
tion. At all events, the French have the
advantage of those who speak English,
because they always understand English,
and, as a rule, very few of the English-
speaking population understand French, so
they are not in anyway debarred. In the
Province of Ontario this question of
language has come up in connection with
the schools, and there we find, although
they are not bound to observe it in their
constitution, they have a bi-lingual reader,
they have French teachers, and the con-
cession is made generously and properly.
In the same way, in the North-West, I
trust the spirit of conciliation will so
largely prevail that this question of lan-
guage may not be a disturbing element in
the future, but I do think it would not be
in the interest of the French Canadians if
we were to-day to insist uponthe continu-
ation of the language in a Legislature
possibly in the future made up entirely of
English-speaking people. It would throw
it into ridicule. I ask my hon. friends from
the Province of Quebec,looking at it practi-
cally-because you have to recognize it as
a practical question-would it not place
us at a very great disadvantage if that
were to be insisted upon ? It would not
be observed, and we should have a con-
stant friction and irritation growing out
of this part of the constitution imposed
upon ninety odd per cent. of the com-
munity against their will. In my judg-
ment, it would do a great deal of harm
and would react in a great many ways
that we do not now dream of. We ought
all to be animated by a spirit of concilia-
tion. When there is anything substantial
that the French Canadians in this country
wish, so far as Parliament goes, they are
powerful enough, I am glad to say, to de-
mand it. If they claim any special right
that they think ought to be engrafted on
the constitution of this country, if it is
reasonable, they will find enough to sup-
port them to enable them to carry their
point, but it weakens the influence and
power of the French Canadian race if they
insist upon what I described the other day,
and what I still think is a purely senti-
mental question, without any special merit
in it. F or these reasons, I regret that I
cannot record my vote in favour of my
hon. friend's amendment, and I think it
would be very much wiser and more in

the interest of future harmony if he were
to withdraw his motion.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I agree very
much indeed with what my hon. friend op-
posite bas just said, and it is very gratify-
ing to see the reasonable and conciliatory
spirit in which the whole question is
treated in this House on both sides. I do
not propose now to go into the question
at any length or to make a speech upon it.
I would gladly repeat, if it were not
troublesome to the House, almost the very
language of my hon. friend from Ottawa,
because I concur in the greater part of it
so thoroughly; but I would just remark
this upon the question-that it is brought
before the House more as a compromise of a
very heated discussion and of very warm
feeling on the subject than as the adoption
of any special principle. The only prin-
ciple involved in it that I can sce is sub-
mission to the will of the majority;
but as respects the agitation which has
prevailed in reference to the use of the
language, I think this clause will be valu-
able as dissipating the feeling which bas
prevailed about it. I hope, and I support
this clause in the expectation. that we
shall hear nothing more of this dispute in
the North-West Territories, and that while
the people there who speak the French
language will have their laws printed in
French as well as in English, under the
terms of the law as it stands, the loss of
the privilege of debate, supposing the
Legislature should take it away, will be
one of very small importance to them. I
do not propose to say anythiig more on
the subject than that I hope in the interest
of peace, good will and harmony the
House wili adopt the clause.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE-I was sur-
prised at the remarks of the hon. gentle-
man from Ottawa (Mr. Scott) which the
hon. leader of the Government and of this
House says he accepts almost wholly. I
am surprised at both speeches, because it
cannot be denied that it is a question of
principle, and as I have shown from the
language of Sir John Macdonald at the
time ot Confederation, it is the very prin-
ciple on which the Confederation is based.
Therefore, nothing that has been said can
be considered an argument against my
contention. I have a right to claim that
the principle on which this Confederation



.North- West [SENATE] Territories Bill.

is based is one where two languages are
recognized as official. I voted for that at
the time, and I do not think 1 was wrong
then. It stands the law of the land, and if
any promise or pledge is to be regarded
as sacred, surely that should be. It is
something which concerns the honour of
the country. The hon. gentleman from
Ottawa repeated bis remark of the other
day, that this is a mere matter of senti-
ment. I deny that; if it were a more
matter of sentiment there could be no argu-
ment in tavour of our contention. But I
claim that it is a question of patriotism;
and that no argument has been advanced
which can be regarded as valid against
our caim. Then the bon. gentleman from
Ottawa said that French Canadians do not
go in any numbers to the North-West.
That is no argument in reply to my
contention that you are bound by
the constitution to maintain French as an
official language there. Are you relieved
from your promise by the fact that few
French Canadians go to the North-West?
The hon. gentleman from Ottawa was a
member of the Government that estab-
lished French as one of the official lan-
guages in the North-West. Now he is
ready to help the present Government
to destroy bis own legislation. Per-
haps bis idea was at the time to influence
votes in the North-West. Does the hon.
gentleman think it wili be a great induce-
ment to French Canadians to go to the
North-West to know that their language
las no official recognition there and that
they must learn English before they can
read the debates of the Legislature and
learn how their money is voted ? Is he
such a politician that he would rather see
the Norith-West colonized by any other
people than French Canadians ? It seems
so. We do not often see the French and
Irish agree. So long as we belp them, it
is all right, but when we wantthiem to help
us they go with their good masters the
English. We often see that in the city of
Montreal. Then the hon. gentleman said
there are only eleven members in the House
of Commons who voted against this Bill.
Does that reverse the principle that I lay
down, or does it destroy the evidence that
I have furnished to show that the princi-
ple bas been recognized and sustained by
previous Governments ? Not at all. What
is the use of speaking when you have
nothing to say ? The hon. gentleman is

too ingenious. Then the hon. gentleman
says that in Ontario there are about
75,000 French; I believe there are over
100,000.

HON. MR. CASGRAIN-One hundred
and thirty-five thousand.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-It does not
matter much what the number is; the
number has nothing to do with the stand
I take. It is no argument against the
principle that I have laid down and the
evidence that I have furnished. At the
time of Confederation the French element
in Ontario, forming but a small proportion
of the population, could not ask that their
language should be recognized as officiai,
and we in Lower Canada had no right to
meddle there at the time.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-The same thing
applies to the North-West.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-It is not the
same in the North-West. Upper and
Lower Canada were provinces, and had a
right to speak for themselves, and nobody
else could meddle with them; but the terri-
tories are our property-the property of
the Dominion, bought with the money of
Canada. French has been established
as one of the official languages in that coun-
try, and it is guaranteed by treaty. The
leader of the House says that this is a
compromise, but how can there be a com-
promise on a question of this kind ? Has
Parliament any right to vote a compro-
mise ? Not at all. The representatives
of the people have not been elected for
anything of that kind. The use of our
language has been guaranteed to us by
Imperial legislation, so that I do not see
how anybody is bound by this compromise.
Believing that I am right, I feel that I
must persevere in the course that I have
entered ipon. Seeing that the arguments
that I have made are unanswerable, I leave
the Flouse to decide the question, and after
them I leave it to the people at large to
appreciate the course followed by the
present Government and Parliament.

HoN. MR. GIRARD-The Mackenzie
Government was in power at the time
when the North-West Territories Act was
passed. As the Bill came from the other
flouse it contained no clause to guarantee
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the French population of the North-West
in their privileges. I claimed some guar-
antee for the people that I represented ;
whether I acted wisely or not I cannot say,
but I did what I thought was right, and
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa, who at
the time was leader of this House, admitted
the correctness of my contention, and
accepted the amendment that I proposed.
It was then that the clause was introduced
giving the French population of the North-
West the right to have their language
recognized as official. In view of these.
facts, I think the hon. gentleman is incon-
sistent.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I wish to correct
one remark of the hn. gentleman with
reterence to the Irishmen who are members
of this House. I want to show him how
completely he has missed the application
of the point. It is a well-understood fact
that a majority of the people in Ireland
favour Home Rule: that is exactly what
we want to grant in this case-to let the
majority in the North-West exercise their
judgment. If the Irish people could only
g et such legislation from the Imperial
Parliament as this Bill contains they
would be quite satisfied.

HON. MR. TASSÉ-I have heard with a
certain amount of surprise the speech de-
livered by the hon. leader of the Opposi-
tion. He has compared the position of the
French Canadians in Ontario with that of
the French population in the North-West.
I think ho is utterly mistaken-that there
is no similarity between the two cases
The use of the French language bas never
been granted in Ontario by law or by the
constitution,however numerous the French
element may be, and on this point I may
say that the figures given by the hon. gen-
tleman are not correct. He put the French
population of Ontario at 75,000.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I think it was 60,-
000 at the last Census. I cannot tell what
it is now.

HON. MR. TASSÉ--It was double that
figure at the last Census. It was more
than 100,000, and if we are to judge by
Our national development it must number
to-day at least 125,000 souls.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I hope it is so.

HoN. MR. TASSÉ-Large as the French
population in Ontario is, the official use of
our language bas never been recognized
either by the constitution or by the laws
of the province. Consequently, the case
of Ontario is different entirely from that of
the North-West. • Those who know any-
thing of the past history of the North-
West Territories are aware that in 1870
there was an insurrection there, and that
delegates were sent to the Government
at Ottawa to ascertain on what terms, after
a full and mature discussion, they would
enter Confederation; and if you examine
the various bills of rights which were
adopted, not only by the people of the
Hudson Bay Territory but by the people
of Rupert's Land, as it was termed then,
you will see that one of the very absolute
terms upon which they wanted to enter
Confederation was that the French lan-
guage should be put upon the same foot-
ing as English. On those terms the people,
who had taken up arms against the Crown
I am sorry to say, consented to enter Con-
federation, and those terms were concoded
by the Government of the day and sanc-
tioned' by the Parliament of Canada. I say
that the use of the French language was
guaranteed, not only to the people of the
Red River settlement, as it was termed
then, but to the people of the North-West.
When the Manitoba Act was passed the
use of the Fronch language was guaran-
teed to the people of that province, and
when the North-West Territories Act was
passed by this Parliament I am proud to
say that it was the Senate that came to the
rescue of the population there and granted
to them the officiai recognition of their
language. So there is no comparison be-
tween the state of things existing in Onta-
rio and that which exists either in the
Province of Manitoba or in the North-
West Territories. We have been told that
there are very few French settlers in the
Territories, and that on that account it
does not matter much whether they should
be granted the use of their own language.
Well, I do not admit that. Those who
know anything of the Census of 1881, as it
was published, are aware that at that time
there were as many French in the North-
West as there are English-speaking people
in the whole Province of Quebec, and pos-
sibly a little more. The English-speaking
minority in Quebec have rights that are
recognized by the constitution and the laws
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of the land, and, French Canadian as I am,
I should be the first man to stand ut for
those rights and liberties if ever they
were assailed. What would the English-
speaking people of Quebec say if to-mor-
row an attempt were made to introduce an
amendment to the constitution of this
country to deprive them of the official
recognition of their language ? You
would say: No; that right has been
granted to them under the constitution of
the country and the laws of the land, and
it is not in the power of the majority, large
as it may be, to deprive the minority of its
just rights. The people of Manitoba and
the North-West Territories are absolutely
in the same condition, in my eyes, as the
English-speaking minority of the Province
of Quebec. It is not a question of concili-
ation to me. Short as has been my career,
I have done everything in the past to con-
ciliate the various classes and creeds of this
country. It is not long since there was a
great agitation in the Province of Quebec,
and I was one of the very few at that time
who stood by the law of the land, and I
have been somewhat severely punished for
my conduct on that occasion. Still, I do
not regret what I have done. I did it in
the interest of conciliation of the various
classes and creeds of this country, in order
to show there was but one law for all. _'
stood by that principle, and I am still pre-
pared to stan by it; but between concili-
ation and the surrender of the rights,
privileges and liberties granted to a whole
race, there is a wide difference. I will not
consent to the surrender of a particle of
our rights. I will go for conciliation as
far as possible, but my policy on this
occasion will be no surrender.

The Senate divided on the amendment
to the amendment, which was rejected by
the following vote:-

CONTENTS:

Hon. Mesrs.
Armand, Chaffers,
Bellerose, Tassé.-5.
Girard,

NON-CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.

Abbott,
Allan,
Almon,
Botsford,
Boucherville, de,
Carling,
Casgrain,
Clemow,

MacInnes (Burlington),
Masson,
Merner,
Miller,
Montgomery,.
Monplaisir,
Murphy,
Ogilvie,

DeBlois,
Dever,
Glasier,
Gowan,
Grant,
Guévremont,
Howlan,
Kaulbach,
McCallum,
McDonald (C.B.),
McKindsey,
Macdonald (B.C.),

The amendment
the same division.

Perley,
Prowse,
Read (Quinté),
Reesor,
Ross,
Scott,
Smith,
Stevens,
Sullivan,
Sutherland,
Vidal.-39.

was declared lost on

The original motion was agreed to, and
the House resolved itself into a Committee
of the Whole.

(In the Committe.)

On the 3rd clausé,-

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B. C.)-It
seems a very short time having an election
every three years. Would it not save a
great deal of expense to have the electiona
every four or five years instead ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The tendentcy is
in the direction of having a short period
for a Parliament in a country where the
population is rapidly growing. There is
a great change in the population in three
years.

The clause was adopted.

On the 6th clause,-

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I should like to
make a remark about this clause. There
is a portion of the Territories under the
jurisdiction of this Parliament which is
not comprised in the portion of the terri-
tory represented by the members in this
Parliament, and I propose to amend the
Bill, when I come to the clause, to prevent
the operation of the power with respect to
spirituous liquors being extended over the
Territories. The jurisdiction which will
be given to the Legislature by sub-section
6 will only apply to the territory which
is included in the electoral districts men-
tioned in the schedule.

The clause was adopted.

HoN. MR. PERLEY-Can a member
rosign ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The powers of the
Legislature are much wider than they
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were before. That power was not ex-
pressly in the former Act, nor was the
power of dissolving, nor the power of call-
ing a Ministry. These powers will be
altered considerably under the present
Bill.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I do not know
how rapid the administration of criminal
justice is in the North-West, as there is a
large territory to go over, and large powers
are given to the judges there; but it strikes
me that having done away with the form
of indictment in order that the person may
not be detained in prison unnecessarily,
the judge should have power to see if the
offence is of a nature which he can adjudi-
cate upon, and if the evidence put in is
sufficient to justify the allegation, and, if it
is not sufficient, that the prisoner may be
discharged ; otherwise, in a large terri-
tory like that, a man might lie in gaol for
a long time, and would have to wait until
such time as the judge in the course of his
circuit can hear t he case. If the judge can
have the case referred to him to see if there
is evidence enough to justify the detention
of the prisoner it would avoid this diffi-
culty.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
will see that that can be done by writ of
habeas corpus.

HoN. MR. MACDONALI) (B.C.)-I was
going to call the attention of the Premier
to sub-section 3 of section 13. This clause
gives the Assembly greater power than
this Parliament has or any of the Assem-
blies of the Provinces. Itgives the power
not only to create the office but to appoint
the officials. That would make the officials
partizans of those who appoint them. At
present the Governor has an advisory
board, but this Bill leaves him entirely
bare-no Attorney General, no Secretary
for the Territories, and no officers of any
kind; he is left entirely alone, and the
question arises: Would thoses officers have
a seat in the Assembly or would they not ?
I think they should be appointed by the
Governor in Council. Let the Assembly
create the office and the salaries, and let
the appointment be made by the Governor
in Council; and these officials ought to
have seats in the Assembly, with power to
present Bills and be responsible to a
certain extent for the legislation of the

Assembly. I mention this because I have
lived for a long time under a Crown colony
government and we have had several
officials-four or five-and these presented
the measures for the country. They were
always in the minority. Supposing there
were four officers of this kind in the
House, there would be seventeen against
them, so that there would beý no fear of
their carrying any ireasure that would not
be liable to be defeated by the voice of the
majority.

HoN. MR. GIRARD-I want to have it
made clear what portion of the west is
included in the North-West Territories.
I see by the lar passed in 1886 that the
North-West Territories were understood
to include that part of the North-West
which is not included in Manitoba and
Keewatin. I am sure that the promoters
of this Bill, and every hon. gentleman of
this House, will be very sorry to have
strong liquors introduced into that part of
the North-West known as the Great Mac-
kenzie Basin. I would like to have that
part of the country excluded from the
operation of this part of the law
respecting permits for liquors; because
the temperance policy of that part of the
country bas induced many people to make
their homes there, to avoid being exposed
to the temptations that prevail in other
parts of the Dominion.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
did not observe the reply that I made to
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa. The
portion of this clause about tavern licenses
will be restricted to the territories which
are composed of the territorial divisions
mentioned in the schedule-that is to say,
it will be composed of the territories as
now organized. It will not extend to the
unoiganized territories. With reference
to the question of the hon. gentleman
from Victoria, 1 do not understand the
territorial officers to be such officers as the
hon. gentleman referred to ; thoy are, in
fact, officials who have nothing to do with
the legislation, but are merely adminis-
trative officers throughout the Territories
who are paid by territorial funds. The
hired officers have nothing to do with the
legislation at all.

HON. MR. POWER-Is there any pro-
vision in the Bill which we are amending
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for the territorial officers, attorney gen-
erals, treasurers, &c.?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I do not under-
stand that there is any.

HON. Ma. MACDONALD (B. C.)-I
think the advisory board ceases when this
Bill becomnes law.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Yes; the territoral
officers are not members of the Legislature.
They are appointed by the Local Govern-
ment and paid by the Local Government,
and have nothing to do with the legisla-
tion.

HON. MR. POWER-As there will not
be any territorial Legislature-whatwecall
responsible government-there will be no
Ministers in the House.

HoN. MR. ABBOT-No.

HON. MR. PERLEY-The Assembly will
have power to organize the committee ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-Yes ; that is
inherent in the Assembly,

The clause was agreed to.

On the 16th section,-

HoN. MR. PERLEY-I think the words
"on whose premises " ought to be struck
out of this section ; they might lead to
great injury. For instance, a person might
take a bottle of liquor and leave it on the
premises of some responsible person, and
the very fact of the police finding the
liquor there-forinstance, on my premises-
would render me liable to a fine under this
clause.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-There are so many
evasions of the law that it bas been made
very forcible and strict. These are the
words in the Revised Statutes passed in
1886, taken from the original Constitution
of the North-West Territories from five or
six years older, where it had been in
operation at least thirteen years, and there
has been no complaint of it in all that
period.

HON. MR. PERLEY - I think these
words should be ,truck out.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-It bas been the
law up to now.

HoN. MR. PERLEY-No matter; they
should be struck out.

HON. MR. POWER-By a provision of
this clause it authorizes the Local Legisla-
ture to grant licenses.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
will remember that the clauses which pro-
vide for the liquor traffic are left in force
until the Legislature repeals them. The
plan of the Act is the sections of the Re-
vised Statutes-the Constitution-which
provide for the piohibition of intoxicating
liquors are placed, by numbers, in the last
clause of this Bill, under the control of the
Legislature, so that they may repeal or
do as they like.

The clause was agreed to.
On section 20,-

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I propose to make
a change in the schedule by striking out
sub-section 10 and sub-section 11. By these
two numbers the former electoral district
of Moose Jaw wasdivided into two, but this
draft was made before the returns from
the Census were known, and it turned out
that there was an error in the estimate of
the population of that electoral division,
and it was thought best to endeavour to
preserve the proportions a little more
nearly by restoring the electoral district
of Moose Jaw to its former proportions;
and I ask to substitute the article of the
former schedule in place of section 10, and
to strike out section Il. It is possible
that I may at the third reading ask to
make another change. The populations of
the varions electoral divisions are now
ascertained, and the plan which is pro-
vided for by this Act would be, to some
extent, disproportionate. This distribu-
tion bas been made after communications
were received from all parts of the North-
West. There are two electoral districts,
so arranged as to give representation to
the halh-breeds.

HoN. MR. GIRARD-The change pro-
posed I feared might be to the contrary,
but after the explanation of the hon. gen-
tieman I am willing to accept it.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-We have arranged
the half-breed question in the Saskat-
chewan district.

The clauses were agreed to.
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HON. MR. ABBOTT-It is very probable
that at the third reading of the Bill'I will
ask provision to make a change in the
district of Assiniboia, but I will leave it
until the Bill comes up for the third
reading.

HON. MR. MASSON-Why are there in
some divisions two members instead of
one ?

HON. MR. ABBOTTê-That was part of
the original arrangement made by the
Assembly itself.

HoN. MR. MASSON-Does that meet
with the approbation of the people in that
part of the country - half-breeds and
others?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Yes; we have ar-
ranged with the half-breeds. I omitted,
as we passed through the Bill, to mention
the amendment I propose to make. Per-
mit me to go back to section 19, which
provides that the Assembly may repeal
sections 92 to 100, inclusive. Here is where
I propose to restrict the power of the
Assembly with regard to the liquor traffic,
leaving the law with regard to the liquor
trafflc in the unorganized territories just
as it is to-day. I therefore move to amend
section 19, in the thiyd line, after the word
"and," by inserting the words " also, in so
far as they apply to the territories com-
prising the several electoral divisions men-
tioned in this Act, &c."

HON. MR. GOWAN, from the committee,
reported the Bill with several amend ments.

THIRD READING.

Bill (168) "lAn Act to encourage
production of Beet-root Sugar."

The Senate adjourned at 5:50 p.m.

the

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, Sept. 4th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock. ,

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BAIE DES CHALEURS RAILWAY
CO.'S BILL.

REPORT OF THE RAILWAY COMMITTEE.

HoN. MR. VIDAL, from the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours,
to whom was referred the Bill " An Act
respecting the Baie des Chaleurs Railway
Company" presented theirsixth report. He
said: I think it is not desirable that the
report should be read at the Table. It is
long, and the consideration of it will cer-
tainly have to be postponed, because on
that report I presume there will be some
resolution passed by the House. It is a
report relating entirely to the non-attend-
ance of witnesses who were summoned
to appear before the committee. I would
also suggest that the appendices " A "
and "l B " attached to it need not be printed
in our minutes. They will appear in
the Journals ofthe House, and it would be
a pity to encumber our minutes with the
duplicate of them. I move that the report
be considered on Monday next.

The motion was agreed to.

AN ADJOURNMENT.

.MOTION.

HON. MR. STEVENS moved that when
the louse adjourns to-day it stand ad-
journpd until Tuesday next at 3 o'clock.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-If the leader
of the House says that the public business
will not be injured or delayed by this
adjournment I will not take advantage of
the position which is given to me by the
rules of the House to prevent the adjourn-
ment. We have for Monday next the
consideration of the report which has
just been presented to the House by the
hon. gentleman from Sarnia, and I am
sure it must provoke a considerable amount
of discussion.

HON. MR. SCOTT-No.
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HON. MR. KAULBACH-There are
other matters also to be dealt with. How-
ever, if the leader of the Government says
that the adjournrment will cause no incon-
venience to the public business, I have no
objection.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-Of course, the
House is aware, as well as I am, that we
have been so diligent in our work that we
have got through it as fast as it came on our
Paper, and there is nothing before us to-day
and nothing to corne up on Monday, except
the report to which my hon. friend refers.
I have been informed by my hon. friend
from Sarnia that this report does not
recommend any action of an extraordinary
character by the House, and therefore I
presume it will not provoke much discus-
sion. I can only say, therefore, that I do
not see that the public business will be
delayed or its progress interfered with
by this adjournment.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 3:25 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, September 8th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair
o'clock.

at 3

Prayers and routine proceedings.

INTERCOLONIAL TRADE.

MOTION.

HoN. Mi. WARK moved-

That an humble Address be presented to His Ex-
cellency the Governor General; praying that His
Excellency will take into consideration the importance
of drawing more closely the ties that bind the colon-
ies to the Mother Country and to each other, and
whether Canada should not take the initiative in
naking overtures to the other colonies of the Empire
with this object in view.

He said : The subject to which I propose
calling the attention of the House may be
considered a very large one, but I do not
intend to deal with more than a portion of

it. My object in bringing it before the
aouse is to see if some means cannot be
devised for recovering what was once a
prosperous and profitable business, a por-
tion of the irade of Canada which bas
dwindled away and almost become extinct
-I refer to the trade between Canadaand
the British West Indian possessions. That
trade grew up under peculiar circum-
stances. It was, I may say, almost called
into existence and nurtured under what
was called the Colonial Customs Act, an
Imperial statute which protected the Brit-
ish West Indian products in the markets
of the British North American colonies,
and, vice versa, protected our products in
the British West Indies. A very prosper-
ous and profitable trade was carried on for
a great many years, up to 1846, when that
Act was repealed. The consequence was
that the United States very rapidly al-
most absorbed the whole trade of the
British West Indies. Now, the question is
whether some attempt ought to be made
to recover that trade, and whether the
present is not a favourable opportunity.
A treaty has been negotiated recently be-
tween the United States and Spain by
which the products of the Spanish pos-
sessions are to have a preference in
the United States market. That will
operate very seriously against the Brit-
ish West Indies. Again, after the ex-
iration of the treaty between Great

Britain and Spain, next year we will appear
to disadvantage in the markets or the
Spanish possessions. The present, there-
fore, seems to be a favourable time, which
ought not to be allowed to escape, to bring
about closer relations between Canada and
the British West India islands. That, I
think, could best be done by offering to
these islands free trade. We cannot nego-
tiate treaties with them to discriminate
against other countries, and I suppose it
will be quite out of the question to attempt
to depart from that policy. In 1843 there
was a great deal of commercial depression,
and a cry waA raised throughout all the
North American colonies for protection.
The number of petitions that were pre-
sented to the different Legislatures was
very large, and the question was looked
upon as a pressing one. Canada took the
lead and introduced a system of protection,
which extended over almost every thing
that was raised on the farm, especially onl
horses, asses, mules, horned cattle of all
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kinds, and even sheep and lambs, and goats
and kids. Everything that was grown on,
the farm, every species of grain, was pro-
tected ; every species of fresh and salt
meats, ham and bacon-everything was
loaded with pretty heavy duties. This
was all directed against the United States.
Nova Scotia followed, and so did New
Brunswick, and we had this system in
operation for a very briet time, when it at-
tracted the attention of the Imperial Gov-
ernment. Lord Stanley sent out a dispatch
in 1843-it was rather termed a circular-
addressed to the Governor General and the
Governors of all the different colonies,
pointing out how embarrassing this would
be to the Imperial Government, and how
necessary it would be to abandon it, be-
cause it interfered with treaties with
foreign countries. The justice of this
was admitted. In fact, although this
dispatch recommended the Governors to
endeavour to dissuade the Legislatures
from passing such laws, it went further,
.and authorized and required them to with-
hold their assent from such legislation.
As I observed before, the policy was con-
.sidered reasonable, and it was acquiesced
in, but the Legislatures did not abandon
their favourite scheme of protection. The
difficulty was, that while British products
were in a great measure relieved from
these heavy duties, they had now to take
their chances with those of foreign coln-
tries. This went on until 1847, and it was
difficult to know how to et quit of it. In
New Brunswick a remedy was proposed,
and it suited admirably. While the House
was discussing this very subject I moved
a resolution to the effect that an Act sliould
be passed authorizing the Lieutenant
Governors, by proclamation in the Royal
Gazette, to admit into New Brunswick
goods the product or manufacture of any
other of the North American colonies when
it would be made to appear to His Excel-
lency that such province was admitting our
p roduct on the same terms. It was accepted
by the committee and the House, a Bill
was based upon it and passed forthwith,
The Nova Scotia Legislature was in session
at the time. They were made acquainted
with what we were doing, and they imme-
diatelyintroduced a Bill containingthe same
conditions. Canadaheld back. Sheobjected
to including manufactures, although we had
no manufactures to send them. But in conse-
quence of that objection Inspector General

Hincks drew up a long memorandum,
which was approved of by the Governor in
Council, and we had to change our legis-
lation so far as to confine our treaty to
natural products. Canada then entered into
the arrangement, and proclamations were
issued in 1849, and the policy was carried
out from then until Confederation ; and if
Canada had not objected to manufactures
-for we excepted nothing but spirits-we
would have baen exchanging our products
just as freely for eighteen years past. I call
attention to this to show that there is one
way of getting over the treaty, and I be-
lieve only one. We cannot go over to nego-
tiate. That was proposed by the Canadian
Assembly in 1843. They appointed a com-
mittee to negotiate wi'h the West Indies,
to admit their products on certain liberal
terms-terms of lighter duties-on condi-
tion of their reciprocating; but the dispatch
which 1 have referred to here-Lord Stan-
ley's dispatch-arrived here before the com-
mittee reported, and the whole thing was
abandoned. The only way we can get back
the trade with the British West indies is the
way I have indicated. This is a favourable
time, when the products of the Spanish
West Indies are to be admitted into the
United States on more liberal terms than
those of the British possessions. It would
be a favourable time for us to attempt to get
back that trade, and I think the only way
we can do it is by offering them complete
free trade-placing an Act on our Statute-
book which will admit their products free
of all duties whenever they are pleased to
reciprocate. We could not go into treaties
with the West Indies. It would be a tedious
work, and it would be uncertain whether
they would all agree to the same terms,
there are so many of them, some of the
ielands havingLegislatures of their own and
others Legislatures forgroups of islands. It
is probable, however, that they would all
come in by degrees, and I have no doubt
if we made them the offer it would soon
be accepted by most of them, and this
would be the beginning of the system of
free trade between all the colonies of the
empire, a thing much to be desired. I
simply call the attention of hon. gentle-
men to this one part of the subject of free
trade with the British West India Islands.

HoN. Mu. ABBOTT-I hope
friend will not press hie motion.
on reflection he will perceive

my hon.
I think

that the
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motion covers a ground so immeasurably
greater than that which he has stated in his
address, that for that reason only it would
scarcely be right that the Senate should
adopt the Address in its entirety, for the

urpose of attaining the object which my
hon. friend has referred to in his remarks.
But I think there is a wider objection than
that. The Address, it appearsto me, points
to something in the nature of Imperial con-
federation. I do not understand it in any
other way. I do not understand how it
can be construed in any other way, and
that is a subject of enormous importance,
one upon which I think a very small pro-
portion of the members of this House
would be prepared to address the Crown
just now. We scarcely know-at least, I
must confess i scarcely know, what Im-
perial confederation means, according to
the interpretation put upon it by its advo-
cates, and I have never heard so precise a
definition of its purposes, as would enable
me to judge whether I agreed with these
purposes or not. I hope, therefore, my hon.
friend will not insist upon having bis mo-
tion pressed. The subject he wishes to
bring up might be brought up in a nar-
rower form. I believe the only duty of
any importance we now levy on anything
coming from the West Indies is molasses
of a certain grade.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-And rum.

HoN. MR. DEVER-Some six millions
of dollars.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I was not aware
to what subject my hon. friend intended
to direct his remarks, and it was quite im-
possible for me to obtain the information
necessary to answer him accurately on
that point. There is a duty on rum-
there must be, in fact, a heavy duty on ram,
but on ordinary products I think the only
duty remaining is on some grades of
molasses. I would ask my hon. friend
not to press his motion for the Address,
otherwise, I fear I would have no altern-
ative than to object to it in its present
form. I can tell my bon. friend that I
sympathize with him in his desire to have
as free a trade as we can obtain with
the West Indies, and to obtain as much of
their trade as we cau; but I do not think,
honestly, that it can be furthered by the
passage of this resolution.

HoN. MR. ALMON-I think great credit
isdueto thehon. gentleman whohas brought
this resolution before the House. When we
consider that his life politics have been
opposed to the party who have been desir-
ous of obtaining treaties between Great
Britain and her colonies, I think he deserves
credit for bringing this question for-
ward, and I cannot see the force of the ob-
jection that the hon. Premier makes, that
he cannot explain what Imperial feder-
ation means. I have always objected to
Imperial confederation, because there has
been too much jingoism in it; but when
Imperial federation takes a practical shape
that there should be a treaty between
Great Britain and her colonies, then I
think there is something in it. It is very
clear that if England will put a duty on
American flour and admit flour from
Canada free, we could very easily afford
to take off some of those enormous duties
which we have on English manufactures
which cannot be made in this country.
All these things must commence from
small beginnings. I can remember when
they repealed the corn laws. When it
was proposed in Englandevery one laughed
at the idea, but from little it gr'ew to
great, until at last the reform was carried.
It may be said in opposition to this pro-
position that England will never put a
duty on foreign flour. I have heard it
said over and over again that England
would never repeal the corn laws. The-
corn laws have been repealed, and in my
opinion England will yet take a common
sense view of the question of trade with
her colonies, and once she puts a duty on
some things that are imported from
foreign countries in favour of her colonies
she will be drawing her colonies very-
much nearer to her; therefore, I think
there is a great deal of liollowness in the
statement of the Premier that we do not
know what Imperial confederation means.
There bas been a great deal of jingoism
about it. At one time I think I was a
pretty good Conservative, but now, if I
was in the English Parliament, and an im-
provement was to be made to a church
uilding and assessments were to be made

on Roman Catholics or dissenters for it, I
should object to it vèry strongly, even at
the risk of being put down as a Radical.
I think a treaty with Great Britain would
be a very excellent thing. My hon. friend
has taken a great deal Iaf trouble witW
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these resolutiuns, and he deser
thanks of this House for bringing
ject before our notice. Although
solution will not pass now, it is jus
tain that the measure indicated
hon. gentleman will pass as that t
laws have been repealed, and I
think there is a loyal Canadian w
hold up his hand against it.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I am v
my hon. friend hay brought up t
tion of the West India trade. As far
Scotia is concernedwe are doing al
to secure it, but as for any pro
scheme it is yet in its infancy. The
ment has subsidized steamers an
between Nova Scotia and the Briti
Indies, and I think they must be cc
ed for the interest they have take
question, and the information th
obtained. I think we have satisfied
end many of the British West Indi
that there is a very profitable
both parties to be developed
Canada and the islands. The fa
service established by the Unite
greatly developed trade between t
Indies and that country, and by
agents in the islands who have fam
themselves with the wants of the
and by a systematic sending of
required, the United States have
almost the whole of the trade at
enjoyed by Nova Scotia, and I ami
the effort that our Government ha
to bring back that trade to the
Provinces is to be commended
trade will rapidly develop in the

HMON. MR. BOTSFORD-I full
in the expression of opinion made
hon. colleague from New Brunsw
Confederation we had a very
trade with the countries mentione
has been almost entirely destroye
certainly think that every possible
should be taken to secure a retur
trade to the Dominion. With re
the largerquestion involved inthis
I may say very frankly I am dec
favour of the confederation of th
Empire. I believe that it will be a
to the people of the whole countr
Will also be a blessing to the
Other nations. I believe that it'
to a reduction of those enormou
Which are now kept up by the
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ves the nations of Europe, and which are supported
the sub- by the hard labour and the taxes wrung
his re- from the middle classes of those countries.

t as cer- I believe that if the British Empire was
by the federated, containing, as it does, one-fourth

he corn of the population of the world, and acted
do not in unison, it would have the effect of

ho will securing peace, as I have mentioned; but
the Address as proposed by my hon. friend
is open to the objection which has been

ery glad raised by the Premier, that it seeks to
he ques- address the representative of the Crown
as Nova on a question which is not yet fully deve-
1 we can loped. Before the Senate can be called
nounced upon to do that, a definite scheme should
Govern- be devised, on which a discussion could be
ci cables had with effect. Under the circumstances,
sh West I think the hon. gentleman should with-
mmend- draw his resolution, inasmuch as it goes

n on this much further than the part of the question
ey have to which he devoted his argument.
Jamaica
a Islands [ON. Mit. WARK-You may ut that
trade to construction on it if you please, but if it
between did refer to Imperial federation, although
st steam the subject has not received much consi-
d States deration here, there has boen a groat deal
he West of attention paid to it in other quartera

having bore, but more generally in the mother
iliarized country and among the representatives of

people, the different colonies. Soveral years ago
articles the late Mr. Forster, a very eminentstates-
secured man, was president of the organization,
ne time and now Lord Roseberry is the president.

sure that Only a few weeks ago a delegation waited
ve made on Lord Salisbury on the su ject, and ho
Maritime asked them to lay some plan before him.
and that A committee is now at work, comprised
future. of several noblemen and other ominent

public mon, devising such a plIan, and
y concur certainlywhenthoyare busy in the mother

by my country, it would not ho amiss il our public
ick. At mon were considering the question here,
lucrative too. About the timo of Coufederation we
d, which sent a commission of very respectucle mon
d, and I down t the West Indies and South America
measure to collect information and report as to how

n of that trade could ha promoted in that direction.
spect to We sont down another delegate, Mr. Simeon

Address, Jones, a few years ago, and ho made a
idedly in favourable report. The Minister ofFinance
e British has been there himself within twelve
blessing months, and the representatives of this

y and it country at the Jamaica Exibition brought
people of back valuable information, and the Gov-
will tend ernmont bave subsidized a steamer to carry
s armies on that trade. Certainly, it is timo that
diffent some benefit was being obtained from ail
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this expenditure. If there is nothing to be
done, if everything is to stand still, as it
has been, while now the West Indies are
open to most favourable terms, we will have
neglected our duty in some way. With
regard to Imperial federation, it is coming
to the front. It is looked pon vith sus-
picion by both parties in Canada, but I
can tell them that the question is one that
is bound to be taken hold of, and that
those who keep away from it will have to
take back seats. 1 shall withdraw the
resolution, but I have stated my opinions
very freely upon it.

HON. MR. McCALLUM-The hon. gen-
tleman who had brought up this question
deserves credit for what he bas done. I
consider this the most important subject
that has been brought before Parliament
in my time. Are we not to discuss it? Is
it not desirable that we should have closer
connection between Great Britain and the
colonies? Have we not been trying to go
to Washington for some time, and is it not
right that we should look elsewhere ? Are
we to be told that we must not discuss this
question? I do not wish in any way to
embarrassthe Government in anythingthat
may be done with our neighbours to the
south of us, but I have often desired to see
Great Britain and her colonies united to
trade with another. and let the world do as
it pleases outside of the empire. The
resources of the British Empire are so
great that we can get along very well
without begging for trade relations with
other countries. If this resolution is pre-
mature we can let it stand. I do not say
that it should not be withdrawn now, but
I hope that it will be brought up early
next Session.

The motion was withdrawn.

SIR HECTOR LANGEVIN'S RESIGNA-
TION.

AN .EXPLANATION.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The House will
remember that I was asked a day or two
ago with reference to the position of Sir
Hector Langevin in the Government. I
and my colleagues were under the impres-
sion that it was- generally understood,
from the time Sir Hector placed his resi-
gnation in my hands, that his functions as
a Minister practically ceased. I think a

statement of that description was made at
the time, which I repeated the other day
in answer to a question put to me by my
hon. friend from Toronto; but Sir Hector
having seen the questions put in this
House and elsewhere, thought proper to
write me the following letter, which I
desire to communicate to the House :-

" OTTAwA, 7th September, 1891.
"My DEAR PRIME MINISTER,-I see thatat the last

meeting of the Senate a question was put to you by
one of the senators to know whether my resignation
as Minister of Public Works has been accepted. This
question coming after a similar one in the House of
Commons, makes me perceive there is some misunder-
standing about my position ; and in order to put an
end to it, I wish, as intended by me in the first
instance, to ask you that my resignation may be
accepted without further delay.

"I remain,
"My dear Prime Minister,

" Yours very truly,
"(Signed) HECTOR L. LANGEVIN.

"Hon. J. J. C. ABBOTT."

I replied to him thus:
"PRIvY COUNCIL OFFICE,

"O'rTAWA, 7th September, 1891.
"DEAR SIR HECTOR LANGEIN,-I have to acknow-

ledge your letter of this morning, requesting that
your resignation may be accepted without further
delay,and to say that in accordance with your request
I shall regard your resignation as final, and shall lay
it before His Excellency immediately.

"I remain,
"Dear Sir Hector,

Yours very truly,
"(Signed) J. J. C. ABBOTT.'

I bave thought it proper to make this
communication to the House, in order that
hon. gentlemen might be perfectly aware,
in an official form, of the actual position
of matters with respect to Sir Hector Lan-
gevin.

INSPECTION OF SHIPS BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (149) "An
Act respecting the Inspection of Ships."

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the committee,
reported the Bill without amendment.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
Bill be now read the third time.

HON. MR. POWER-I desire to cali at-
tention to one provision in this Bill which
I think requires amendment. The 11th
clause provides that:

"When a ship is found liable by a conviction for
the penalty in the next preceding section, the Minis-
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ter nay direct any chief officer of Customs to seize
and sell any such ship ; and it shall thereupon be
the duty of such chief officer of Customs to seize and
sell such ship."

The penalty is not unreasonably large, but
the 12th clause provides that:

" Penalties under this Act may be recovered upon
sumîmary conviction ; and any information or coin-
plaint in respect of any offence against the provisions
of this Act may, whenever the prosecution, suit or
proceeding is instituted under ' The Sunmary Con-
victions Act,' be laid or made within twelve months
of the time when the inatter of the information or
complaint arose."

Now, it strikes me that that should be only
in cases of non-payment of penalty. This
clause provides, without any qualification,
that the ship may be seized and sold. We
ought to ex ress the ground on which a
ship should e seized and sold.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
does not suppose that the Minister would
order the ship to be seized and sold if the
penalty was paid ?

HON. MR. POWER-One cannot tell
what Ministers would do.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The clause is put
in the potential mood ; the Minister is
allowed to do this, but I cannot conceive
that anyone would suppose that he would
order it to be done after the penalty is
paid.

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

THIRD READING.

Bill (116) " An Act further to amend
the Inland Revenue Act," passed through
Committee of the Whole without amend-
ment, and was read the third time and
passed.

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES' ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

THIRD READING POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day being called,-
"Consideration of amendments made in
Committee of the Whole House to Bill (126)
' An Act to amend the Act respecting the
North-West Territories.'"

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I endeavoured to
nake these amendments complete, but I
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think it will be necessary to propose to the
House a further alteration in the districts,
which will give one more member to East-
ern Assiniboia, and it is possible-we are
now verifying the figures-that we may
find it necessary to ask for a still further
change, to give two members. But I am
unable to decide what I would propose to
do, and I therefore ask that this Bill be
allowed to stand over until to-morrow.

FRAUDS UPON THE GOVERNMENT
BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (U) " An Act respecting
Frauds upon the Government." He said:
Everyone understands the occasion of this
Bill, but of the purpose and plan of it I
desire to speak of shortly. There are two
or three separate laws on the Statute-book
applicable to frauds in respect of money.
There is, for instance, a direct enactment
against embezzlement, as it is understood.
There are laws respecting the making
away with trust funds. There is a series
of clauses under the head of threats, in the
Revised Statutes, dealing with this very
subject of frauds upon the Government.
Naturally, one has been led to look closely
at the provisions of these statutes, and I
doubt very much if they go anything like
as far as the common law itself in many
respects; but I think one of their chief
defects is that they do not provide for the
punishment of those persons who bring
about frauds of this description, being con-
fined entirely to the recipient of the bribe
or other inducement, and are not made to
attach at all to the person who offers or
gives it. I think that is a great defect in
the law on this subject, and that is one of
the defects which I propose to remedy by
this Bill. If the House will pass the Bill,
I propose to have it on recQrd on the
Statute-book, that he who offers to a public
officer an inducement to betray his trust,
shall be held to be equally guilty with the
man who accepts it, and I think it will
have as strong a tendency to check fraud
upon the public as any other method that
can be devised. That is a leading feature
of this Bitl, butin detail I may say it covers
very much more ground than any law now
on the Statute-book. The four or five
clauses under the head of threats in the

563



Frauds upon the [SENATE] Government Bill.

Revised Statutes, deal with practices which
require a considerable amount of investiga-
tion and proofas to the intent and motive, in
order to procure a conviction. It has
seemed to me that there is a certain class
of cases in which the intent and motive
may be sufficiently presumed, from the
character of the act done, to render it unne-
cessary that substantive proof of such
intent or motive may be adduced, and more
especially when the corrupt act charged is
not connected directly-is not a part of
the res gesto--not a part of the transaction
itself. When the bribe or compensation
for the wrongful act, is paid or offered
before or after the commission of the
offence, it will be found, as I think it bas
been found in many cases in the recent
investigations, that there is no connection
that is susceptible of proof between the
two transactions. However, it has also
seemed to me that the giving of presents,
or compensation, or remuneration in any
form whatever, by a person dealing with a
public department, to a person who is
acting for the department, is a transaction
of such a character as to require no sub-
stantive proof that the intention of the per-
son giving the remuneration, was not per-
fectly innocent. I presume there is not
one man in ten thousand, or one man in
the Dominion, probably, who would believe
that a person desiring to seli, or habitually
selling, goods to a department, who makes
presents to the person who, from time to
time buys them for the department, bas
not a desire to ingratiate himself with that
person, and procure larger prices or more
frequent purchases, or purchases unnecee-
sarily large in their magnitude, or some
other thing inconsistent with the interest
of the Government he represents. The Bill
is, in two words, made for the purpose of
dealing with offences of this description,
with definitions less broad and requiring
less substantive proof, than the clauses
which now appear on the Statute-book; and
the other feature of the Bill is that it
punishes those who give and those who
offer, bribes, as well as those who receive
them.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE-This Bill has
only been distributed in English, I believe,
but I will not oppose it on that ground.
I have not had time to read it over. I
regret that such legislation is before us,
though I feel that it is quite necessary.

It is well known that the scandais which
have led to the introduction of this Bill,
have occurred more in the upper classes
of our political community than in the
lower class. For tweiity years past
scandais have arisen between citizens and
Governments. In 1873 one of the first was
discovered. Is it surprising that officiais
who earn little and are subject to great
expenses, seeing that the leading men
of the country consider such conduet right.
follow their example ? I know that this
will not be accepted by every one who hears
me, but it is well known that even in this
House, not three months ago, a ruie was
passed which was considered only fit
for school boys-that if a member of this
House wanted anything from an official he
must give a written requisition. What
was this rule for? There must have been
a cause for it. In our days politices have
reached such a state that there are ail
kinds of scandais cropping up. The aile-
gations are not always made good, but
sufficient facts are brought out to· show
that there is ground for many of the
charges. Three years ago I said that
there was something wrong in connection
with the building of the block on Welling-
ton street, because the course followed then
showed that ail was not right-it showed
that there was money paid for nothing.
Has not that been established ? Other sean-
dais, which are the talk of to-day, wero
spoken of some time ago, and they have ail
been brought to light. If we want the
Canadian Parliament to be respected we
ought to adopt ineasures to prevent those
scandais; and we should begin with the
leaders in public life, who are the offenders.
So long as they furnish an example for
wrong-doing, others, who occupy less im-
portant positions, will follow the same
course. Why not make the law apply to
election funds also? It is very well known
that there is money stolen for election pur-
poses. It would seem that Parliament does
not care at ail about these things. They suf-
fer them to continue, until they become no-
torious, and then there is an investigation.
For years, I myself have brought to the
notice of the House things that I shall
not repeat to-day. How were those charges
received, though some of them were 80
serious as to involve the death of a man?
How were they met by Parliament ? Very
indifferently. Every rule of the House
was invoked against me, so that I might be
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ruled out of order, and I did not succeed
in attaining the end I sought. That is the
way things have been going on. For my
own part, I cannot shut my eyes to these
facts. Whatever bad feeling it may have
aroused against me personally, I felt that
I would not have done my duty as a
public man if I had not referred to them
under the circumstances. Let the Govern-
ment show, not only in this instance, that
they wish to do what is right-for I believe
this Bill is in the right direction-but
while they are about it, why not have an
amendment to the election law, to provide
that every man who will give money for
his election will be imprisoned ? What is
the law of the land to-day? It is a law in
favour of the rich and against the poor.
What does a rich man care about a fine
of $100, or what does a member of .this
House care about a penalty of $200 ?
They laugh at it and go their way. If it
was punishable by imprisonment it would
be a different thing entirely. Do not sup-
pose for a moment that by the passing of
this Bill it will prevent dishonesty. We
have already a law on the Statute.book to
prevent these frauds and these scandals.
There are scandals in every quarter, as I
have said before. The evidence taken be-
fore the committees of Parliament this
session shows that what I have been telling
for the last four or five years is quite true.
I have said a great deal on this subject
the last few years, and I have had
to withdraw my support from the
Government because of these scandals.
I would have been happy to sup-
port the late Governnent for some
years past, but I could not do so on account
of those scandais which I was sure of, but
which Parliamont did not care to inves-
tigate. It would be a very short amend-
ment to the Election Act to provide that
there shall be imprisonment as a punish-
ment for a breach of the law. Why not
do it? I am sure it would be successful in
preventing corruption in elections. I arr
sure of it, because I have seen enough of
elections in 45 years experience to know
where the difficulties are and where the
door is always left open for corruption for
those who desire to enter Parliament. It
is all very well for a party man to say that
the late Administration were not guilty.
But I say they were guilty, and the
evidence which has been adduced before
the committees of the other House shows

that they were. There are facts, although
they are not quite to the point, which show
how these things went on, sufficient even
in polities to condemn a man, though not
enough to hang him betore a tribunal.
This would be a proper time-if not now,
at least at the next session-to have such
an amendment as I suggest to the different
laws to provide the penalty of imprison-
ment for dishonest practices.

H ON. MR. GOWAN-I rejoice to see this
measure brought forward by the First
Minister. I think it is an additional evi-
dence of the intention of the present Gov-
ernment to secure what is fair and just in
all dealings with respect to the public ser-
vice. Everyone who is familiar with the
history of the criminal law and of crimes
knows how difficult it is to frame any
general measure that will reach and cover
the wonderful and subtle contrivances of
criminals to evade the law and escape the
penalty. From time to time it has been
found necessary to pass additional and
amending Acts in order to meet new con-
trivances of the dishonest and the criminal
to escape under the general wording of
some particular enactment. This, I take
it to be, is a Bill of that character, and in
the hasty reading that I gave it, it does not
appear to touch any existing remedies-it
does not lessen or alter the character of
anything that is now a crime under the
statute law, but is an addition to it; it is
very full, and, so far as I can see, very com-
plete, although hereafter an additional Act
may be necessary to meet new contriv-
ances. I take this Bill to be independent;
that it may be separated from all Acts that
now exist on the Statute-book; and, for my
part, the only thing that I wdll address my-
self to in considering the Bill more fully is
this: lis there anything declared by this
Bill to be a crime which ought not to be so
declared ? If there is not, I will gladly
welcome it, as everyone who bas the inter-
est of his country at heart and who desires
to see everything in the shape of fraud and
dishone9ty put down with a strong hand,
will welcome it. I think myself that it
would be wise to approach this measure
entirely irrespective of existing law. There
are many questions which need not be
entered into, and which would not be
discussed in this House at any great
length, of a technical charaëter, and the
mode that I suggest for dealing with
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it would rid me of all considerations
of that kind. I simply ask myself on each

lause, is it just, right and proper that men
should be punished for what is set forth
in the face of the Bill ? If it is, I at once
assent to it. The punishments in the Bill
are, some of them, severe ; but I entirely
agree with the hon. gentleman from
Delanaudière that punishment for crimes
affecting the public at large ought to be
severe, and ought not to touch merely the
poor, but should touch every member of
the community; and although the fine here
may be a thousand dollars and imprison-
ment, still I would suggest, for the con-
sideration of the First Minister, whether
it would not be advisable to insert a clause
in the Bill somewhat similar to that which
is contained in the laws of the United
States dealing with a kindred matter, that
all persons convicted of offences under
this Act should not be merely liable to
fine and imprisonment, but should be de-
clared thereafter to be incapable of hold-
ing any office of profit or emolument under
the Government. That is done in respect
to certain minor officers in connection
with the courts, and I really think, for the
grave offences that are enumerated in this
Bill, it might be well to consider whether
such a clause should not be incorporated
here, and I leave it to the First Minister
to consider my suggestion to addit in com-
mittee. There is another point I would like
to refer to the consideration of the Premier
also. In offences of the character set
forth in this Bill it is always found a very
great difficulty to frame an indictment
that will be complete and sufficient-in
familiar words, an indictment that will hold
water. This has been recognized in res-
peet of a great many offences, and you
will find in the procedure act that
there are statutory forms of indictment
given that will enable the prosecutor to
lay a charge with some degree of safety
before a court and jury. I would strongly
urge upon the First Minister to consider
whether one or two general forms of in-
dictment may not be added to this Bill. We
all recollect the old indictment for murder,
and the immense particularity that was
required, and we know how that was
simplified by giving a statutory form
that in a few words describei the offence
in common language, and got rid of many
of the subtleties that exist in preparing
indictments for serious charges. So in the

case of frauds and false pretenses there
are forms given. Upon these two points
I would strongly urge my hon. friend that
he consider whether it wouhld not be desir-
able to insert a clause of tie character that
I have mentioned, and further, a penalty
that would reach the bighest as well as
the lowest, declaring that any person con-
victed of an offence under the Act shall be
incapable hereafter of holding any office
of emolument under the Government.
With that addition I am perfectly satisfied
with the Act, and there is nothing in it
that I, as an honest mai, could not lay my
hand on my beart and say ought to be
done. The measure now before us being
cumulative, I do not trouble myself with
previous enactments.

HON. MR. ALLAN-I do not rise for
the purpose of saying anything with re-
gard to the details of the Bill, which, I
suppose, will be fully discussed in com-
mittee, but really to express my satisfac-
tion as a member of this House and as a
Canadian that the Government has seen
fit to introduce a Bill of this character.
The Civil Service is one that ought to be
pre-eminently an honourable one, and one
that ought Vo stand above all reproach,
and I am sure all of us who have the good
name of our country at heart and desire to
preserve our reputation in this respect can
only feel, apart from any party considera-
tion at alli, the deepest regret at the varions
-I suppose I must use the term-scandals
that have been brought before the public
view during the present session of Parlia-
ment. I, therefore, think the Government
are to be congratulated on introducing a
Bill of this character, which I hope will
deal thoroughly and effectually with the
malpractices that have been brought to
light. I trust that this Bill and the com-
mission which it is proposed to appoint
with respect to the Civil Service will have
the effect of putting the service on a betfer
footing. I would like to say one word with
respect to what has fallen from the hon.
gentleman from Delanaudière, and that is,
while I would be disposed to go to the
same length as he has with respect tO
members of Parliament, I think also it
would be very desirable that if a member
of Parliament should obtain his seat by
bribery or by any improper means of that
kind he shall be liable to imnprisonment as
well as fine. It is also desirable that the
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electer who selis his vote should be put in
the same category. The trouble arises
from the foot. Men are not always dis-
posed to give their vote from a feeling of
what is right and patriotic, .but because
they desire some equivalent in return, and
my own strong opinion has always been
that that is where the evil begins, and not
at the head, and if we cure that you would
not find it getting higher and higher, until
it gets into very high places indeed.

HON. MR. SCOTT-We must all deeply
regret, no doubt, the necessity of a
measure of this kind; for I assume, al-
though I have not had the opportunity of
going through it carefully, that it is more
searching in its consequence than the law
as it at present exists. I find its clauses
very much in line with the law as we have
had it on our Statute-book for many ye'ars.
It would be a deterrent equal to the pas-
sing of this measure if prosecutions were
to be commenced under the law as it is. I
am inclined to think that if the Depart-
ment of Justice were asked for an opinion
they would perhaps find, on examining the
law, that nearly al] the cases, if not all,
that have been brought under notico the
last eight or ten weeks are provided for
in our own statute as it exists, but the
law has been allowed to remain as a dead
letter. I certainly submit that the earnest-
ness and the good spirit of the Govern-
ment would be much more manifest if
they would turn their attention to the
prosecution of these parties under the law
as it is. I find, with respect to contracts,
that cap. 173 of 49 Vie., section 20, pro-
vides:

" Everyone who inakes any offer, proposal, gift,
loan, promise, agreement, compensation or considera-
tion, directly or indirectly, to any officer or person in
the employnient of the Government of Canada, or of
any province of Canada, with intent to secure the in-
fluence of such officer or person to promote either the
obtaining or the execution of any contract with such
Government, or the payment of the consideration
moneys therefor and-

" Every officer or person in the employment of such
Goverment, who accepts, or agrees to accept, any
such offer, proposal, gift, loan, promise, agreement,
compensation or consideration,-

Is uilty of a misdemeanour and liable to a fine not
exceedng $1,000 and not less than $100, and to im-
prisoninent for a term not exceeding one year and not
less than one month, and in default of payment of
such fine to imprisonment for a further teri not ex-
ceeding six months."

Then it goes on to say:
" Everyone who, in the case of tenders being called

for by or on behalf of the Government of Canada, or

of any province of Canada, for any contract, directly
or indirectly, by himself or by the agency of any other
person on his behalf, with intent to obtain such con-
tracts, either for himself or for any person, proposes
or makes any gift, loan, offer. promise or agreement,
or offers or gives any consideration or compensation
whatsoever, to any person tendering for such contract,
or any officer or person in the employ of such Govern-
ment and-

" Every person so tendering, and every officer or per-
son in the employment of the said Government, who
accepts or agrees to accept any such gift, loan, offer,
promise, agreement, consideration or compensation
whatsoever,-

" Is guilty of a misdemeanour, and liable to a fine not
exceeding $1,000 and not less than $100, and to im-
prisonment for a term not exceeding one year and
not less than one month and in default of payment of
such fine to imprisonment for a further terni not ex-
ceeding six months "

Then section 22 provides:

" Everyone who, being a public officer or paid em-
ployé of the Governnent of Canada, or of any pro-
vince of Canada, receives, directly or indirectly, any
promise, offer, gift, loan, compensation or consider-
ation whatsoever, either in money or otherwise from
any person whomsoever for fraudulently assisting or
favouring any individual in the transaction of any
business whatsoever connected with such Government,
or for doing so contrary to the duties of a special
position as an officer or employé of the Government,
is guilty of a misdemeanour, and liable to a fine not
exceeding $2,000 and shall be incapable for the term
of five years of holding any public office ; and every-
one who makes such offer shall be liable to the same
penalty."

That is a pretty strong clause as it stands.

HoN. Ma. ABBOTT-It is only pros-
pective, as my hon. friend will see. It ap-
plies to a gift given before the act.

HoN. MR'. SCOTT-I am reading from the
law.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-But it only applies
to a thing done before the act is done. I
carry it much further.

HoN. Ma. SCOTT-If I have read aright
the reports of some of the evidence taken
recently, there are a good many gifts that
have been given in advance of the con-
tract. •

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I have not repealed
the law relating to that.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I -am inclined to
think that if prosecutions were undertaken
under the statutes a more powerful deter-
rent than the passing of a new law would
be exhibited to the public. It is like
locking the door after the horse is stolen
passing this Act. Of course, there are a
great many sections that bear on the caness
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that necessitate this legislation, but I have
quoted sections 20, 21, 22, and I would
refer hon. gentlemen to section 26, respect-
ing traud and cheating. It would be
probably desirable that the Department
of Justice, who, 1 presume, have had some-
thing to do with the drafting of this Bill,
should advise us in what way the statute
is enlarged. It would assist us probably
when we go into committee.

HoN. MR. POWER-Probably this Bill
has been drawn up with more care, because
there has been more experience than we
'«d at the time when the chapter of the
e-vised Statutes referred to by the hon.
entleman from Ottawa was passed. But,

as my hon. friend has pointed out, it is not
a new departure. This is simply an amend-
ment and amplification of the existing law,
and it is a very good thing, and goes a
long away in the right direction. I cannot
quite agree with the hon. gentleman from
York. I think it was he who said that the
mischief began at the bottoin and gradually
worked itself up to the top. F think it is
the other way. I think the mischief began
at the top and worked down to the bottom ;
and the fault I find with this measure is
that it is not sufficiently radical. It does
not contain any provision to punish a
member of either House of Parliament
who undertakes to trade his influence for
valuable consideration. That is a thing
which is not mentioned. I do not see why
members of the two Houses, who are
as liable to temptation as other people,
should not be liable to the same punish-
ment if they happen to fall. There is
a provision in the existing law which
imposes penalties upon members who have
contracts themselves; but, as far as I am
aware, there is no provision to punish
a member of Parliament who corruptly
uses his influence or promises his influence
to another person. I quite agree with the
hon. gentleman from York as to the
promise. The law which the hon. gentle-
man from Ottawa refers to punishes the
person who receives as well as the person
who promises; and with respect to electoral
corruption, if we were dealing with that
matter now, I should go with the hon.
gentleman from York in thinking it would
be very desirable that a man who took a
bribe should feel that he was at the same
time running a risk of incurring a heavy
fine or imprisonment. I think you can

hardly expect that civil servants will be
pure if they have not pure examples be-
fore them; and as the hon. gentleman
from Delanaudière said, for a long time
there have been things done by members
of Parliament and by Her Majesty's Minis-
ters which are calculated to impress upon
civil servants that truth and honesty are
not things which are expected from them-
at least, that they are not the most admir-
able things. He may better by the instruc-
tion. That is only human nature. I
notice in this Bill also the same omission
which the hon. gentleman from Barrie
referred to in the second clause of the
Bill, which provides that:

" Every person convicted of any offence under the
provisions of the section next preceding shall be in-
capable of eontracting with the Governnent, or of
holding any contract with or fron it."

It does not provide that any officer of
the Government shall forfeit his place and
become incapable of holding office in the
future, as I think he should. I think this
Bill is a step in the right direction, and I
hope the Premier will carry it a little
further, and make its provision a little
wider. I think members of Parliament
and members of the Government should
come within the scope of this enactment,
if it is to work properly, as well as the
humbler classes of civilservants.

HON. MR. McCALLUM-I think they do.

HoN. Ma. KAULBACH-This Bill is
evidently introduced with a view of' meet-
ing those cases which have been brought
to light by the committees this session.
Those cases would be met by the law as it
exists, and it is necessary that this Bill
should be passed to meet every one of those
cases, because the existing law would not
affect parties who gave tolls, and who had
not a contract in view, or where a contract
had been entered into.

HON. Ma. ABBOTT-I do not propose,
and I do not suppose it would be necessary
for me, to discuss the offences of this persOn
or of that person, or of this Government or
of that Governnent. The subject is a fer-
tile one, and I might tread on the toes of
more persons than one. I accept the dis-
cussion, as far as the discussion has gone,
as a discussion of the Bill on its merits,
and I propose to deal with it in that way.
The hon. gentleman from Ottawa will see,
when he comes to read the Bill over more
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carefully, which I know he bas not yet had
the opportunity of*doing, that it enlarges,
in every respect the provisions of the
statute. It goes so far that the statute
might be repealed, but the effect of that
would be to relieve those persons who have
al-eady committed offences against the
provisions of it, from being prosecuted and
punished under it, which I do not propose
to do. I do not propose to discuss the
remedy which the Government may take
against those persons who have been found
guilty of committing offences under the
Act. There is a delay of two years fixed 1
by this Act under which the offence may
be prosec\ited, so that if my hon. friend
intended to censure the Government the'
louse may find his censure is somewhat

premature. as ho may have reason by-and-
by, to thinkhimself. But as regards the
amplification of the Bill, if my hon.
friend compares the clauses which are,
as he says, very much on the lines
of the former Act, he will see that in nume-
rous respects, te provisions of this Bill
are extended be.'ond the provisions of the
existing law. I d\m't know but that I shall
adopt my hon. riend's suggestion, that
persons who use their influence with the
Government for seuuring office, should be
punished in the sarÀe way as persons who
make use of their inguence with the Gov-
ernment to obtain contracts, or obtain the
payment of claims. It was an oversight,
I think, in drafting the Bill, not to have
put it in, and unless I see a good reason to
the contrary, I shall acct my hon. friend's
suggestion, and will see that clause (f)
which is precisely in lite with my hon.
friend's suggestion, is amènded, by asking
the House to provide a >unishment for
those who use influence, rea\ or pretended,
in getting office, the same as those who
use their influence, real or pretended, in
getting contracts or payment of debts. I
have stated the reason why the existing
law was not repealed: it is, that it may
remain in force and be availed of for use-
ful purposes before it becomes, necessary
to incorporate it and this Bill also, I hope,
in the provisions of the criminal code.

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

BAIE DES CHALEURS RAILWAY
CO.'S BILL.

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE.

HoN. MR. VIDAL moved the adoption

of the Sixth Report of the Select Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours, in
rethe Baie desChaleurs RailwayCompany's
Bill. He said: The House has had an
opportunity to read the report, and conse-
quently is familiar with its contents. I
have no doubt you will all have observed
that it is entirely confined to mentioning
the non-attendance of persons who were
summoned to appear before the committee
as witnesses in the investigation which
we have been carrying on. The committee
have not thought it necessary or desirable
to suggest to the House any course of action
to be adopted. No resolution bas been
prepared to be submitted to the House;
the committee bas contented itself with
simply giving a statement of the facts of
the case. I may, however, in connection
with it, make an observation or two on this
occasion with respoet to what occurs
to me should be~ taken notice of by
the House. The honoir and authority
of the Senate have received a very serious
wrong from those persons who, under any
pretence whatever, have failed to attend
as witnesses on receiving the order of the
committee duly authorized by the House.
You will have noticed that two or three of
the parties who were summoned failed to
appear under somewhat different circum-
stances. One of the earliest cases noticed
in the report is that of Mr. Pacaud. He
was not officially served, for he had got
out of reach before the messenger who
carried the official document reached
Quebec, but he had an intimation by tele-
gram of the warrant having been issued
and of the documents that he was required
to produce. This intima tion he had re-
ceived while he was still in Quebec. Had
ho felt any desire to yield te the wish of
the committee, there was ample time for
him to do so before going to New York on
his projected voyage to Europe. It is the
more remarkable tha he 'did not come
when he was the person, of all others, who
could give, if he chose to do so, some
explanation of the extraordinary pay-
ments which were made of public money.
One would think that he should have
availed himself most gladly of the oppor-
tunity afforded him by the committee of
coming forward and showing that these
transactions, which have an appearance of
gross wrong-doiig, were, after all, correct
and proper, if he could do so. His failing
to appear, and his leaving the country

569



Frauds upon the [SENATE] Government Bill.

under such circumstances, deserve, in My
mind, a sharp rebuke from the House.
Another gentleman who was summoned
should receive very different treatment-I
allude to Mr. Garneau, a member of the
Quebec Government. On receiving intim-
ation, as ho did, that a summons had been
issued for him, ho replied that he was un-
able to come, owing to ill-health, and that
he would send a doctor's certificate. That
would have been considered ample reason
by the Committee to excuse his non-attend-
ance; but he saw fit, two days afterwards,
to send to me a telegram intimating that
bis colleagues in the Quebec Government
desired him not to come. This altered bis
position very materially, and if it had
been the only plea advanced he would
have deserved censure from this House.
Subsequently, a telegram came from him,
in which he repeated the first plea, and ho
forwarded a do-tor's certificate, so that in
his case I do not see that any extreme cen-
sure should be passed upon him. Mr.
Phillippe Vallière was duly summoned,
but made no appearance. So far as I am
aware, ho sent no excuse and gave no
reason for bis non-attendance. Mr. Simeon
LeSage is another gentleman who was
summoned. His case, I think, was one
of peculiar aggravated wrong-doing. He
was not only summoned in the ordinary
way by telegram, and advised of the docu-
ments that were required, but he was also
properly summoned by an officer deliver-
ing the summons to him, and ho thought
fit to send, as an answer to that summons,
a telegiam in these words: "I received
instructions from the members of the
Quebec Government not to appear before
the Senate Committee." Now, it appears to
me that the members of the Quebec Gov-
ernment, in undertaking to give such a
direction to one of their officers, far ex-
coeded their powers, and acted in a man-
ner calculated to bring severe reproach
on themselves. Mr. LeSage having sent this
communication to me, and failing to ap-
pear, his conduct was such that it moved
one momber of the committee to ask that
authority be obtained from the House to
have Mr. LeSage brought before the com-
mittee; but before that could be carried
out the evidence which that hon. gentle-
man expected to obtain from him was
procured from another source, and ho
intimated to the committee that having
obtained the necessary evidence, and on

account of Mr. LeSage having acted on
instructions from his superiors, ho was
not prepared to insist on Mr. LeSage's
appearance. Consequently, the matter
was not brought before the House. The
whole responsibility of Mr. LeSage's con-
duct rests on the members of the Quebec
Government, who directed him not to
appear. On what grounds they gave
those instructions, and why they desired
that the fdcts should not be elicited, I
cannot conceive. It appears to me that
if everything had been straightforward
and proper, and capable of explanation
-for it is well known that serious
charges were made-the members of the
Quebec Government, of all parties, should
have been anxious that their employés,
who were familiar with the transac-
tions, should come and give evidence
under oath, and show that nothing was
wrong, if that could be done. The very
fact that they have not only refrained from
coming forward and availing themselves
of the opportunity of testifying themselves,
but that they have actually forbidden those
over whom they have control from doing
so, very naturally suggests that they did
not wish those persons who were well
acquainted with all the details to be sub-
jected to an examination by the committee,
that they were afraid of the results of such
an examination. That is the appearance
that it is likely to have in the public mind.
I think, therefore, they have made a grie-
vous mistake in resisting the summons to
appear and give evidence before the com-
mittee. The report makes no recommen-
dation to the House; it'simply reports the
facts, and it is for the House to decide
whether any further steps should be taken.
In my judgment, it would be desirable
that some strong statement should be
put on record, expressing the sense
which this louse entertains of their gross
disrespect and refusal to recognize its
authority; and although I do not see that
there is any iecessity for compelling their
attendance, I should like it to be put on
record that the House has full authority
and power to bring any and every one of
them bore, if necessary, to give evidence
before any of its committees. The fact
of a man holding a position in the Govern-
ment, or even of being Premier of the
Government, would not exempt him from
coming here when duly summoned as a
citizen of Canada, subject to the authoritY
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of this, one of its highest courts, to give
evidence. He would have certain rights
and privileges if questions were asked him,
which, as an executive councillor, he might
feel that he was under no obligation to
answer; all he would have to do would be
to refuse to answer the question put to him,
but many questions which would have been
asked with reference to the matters that
were being investigated had nothing
whatever to do with his official position as
a member of the Government. These gen-
tlemen should certainly obey the summons;
they should come here, and it would have
been quite time enough to shelter them-
selves under the plea of their' official posi-
tion in the Executive Council when ques-
tions were asked them which they might
think improper for them to answer. That
would have been the time to raise their
objection, and with that, I presume, no
fault would have been found ; but, in the
meantime, they have set at naught the
authority of this House, and I think it is
desirable that some expression of opinion
of their conduct should be put on record.
I have not prepared any resolution, not
knowing whether the House would coincide
with the view that I entertain; in the
meantime, I will simply move that the
report be adopted.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE-I cannot con-
cur in the report of the committee any
more than I did in the course taken by
them, because I feel that the committee
ought to have suggested to the House the
importance of having those men here. I
am opposed to corruption, and have always
been since I first occupied a seat in Parlia-
ment, as my public utterances will show;
but while 1 take that position, 1 also claim
that to investigate any such charges as
these we should take a proper course.
Above all, I stand by the British North
America Act. I look upon it as the indis-
pensable basis of the rights of the minority.
We had a great deal of trouble in framing
the Confederation Act to secure propei
protection for the minority, and I shall
never consent to any step that would have
a tendency to destroy our constitution
Anyone who has read history knows that
minorities should always oppose any viol
ation of a contract to which they are
parties. That principle applies - to al
bodies, whether political, religious, or other
I feel, therefore, that I cannot consent to

anything which would create a conflict
between the provincial and Federal author-
ities. When the committee made their
firist report I said that the House would take
a false step if they adopted it, and I feel
strongly now that 1 was right in the view
that I took then. The report to which I
refer was dated the 6th August, and asked
for power to send for persons and papers
and take evidence under oath. That was
the beginning of the wrong course which
has since been followed. We have the best
authorities for saying so. May says: "If
parties acquaint the committee that they
do not desire to proceed further with a Bill
that fact is. reported to the House, and the
Bill will be ordered to be withdrawn, or
the report will lie on the Table, etc." Had
the Committee followed that course they
would have been right, and the House would
then have decided whether the Bill should
be withdrawn or not; but the report did
not mention that fact, and it was therefore
contrary to parliamentary law. lt was a
false report of what had taken place, and
the Senate alone had the right to judge the
case, and say whether the committee should
go on or stop there. That was the
first wrong step. May says: "If the par-
ties abandon their Bill, and no other
parties undertake its support, the Bill
is lost, however sensitive the House may
be on the subject." May says that
even supposing the House is anxious that
the Bill should pass, it cannot force its
passage. Now, what are the powers of
the Committee on Railways? They have
the right to examine Bills reterred to
them, to make an inquiry, and prove the
preamble, or investigate anything that
the opponents of the Bill may bring for-
ward. The committee in this case went
further. Had they confined themselves to
their regular duties the Bill could have
been reported in a day or two, but the com-
mittee have been sitting for three or four
weeks inquiring into the manner in which
the Quebec Government has acted in con-
nection with that matter. The majority
carried their point, and have taken a wrong
course, and what will be the result ? It
will bring about a conflict between the
provincial and the Federal authorities.
Now, that is a very sad state of things. If
it were in order, I could show that the

1 whole course followed in the committee
was wrong; however, I can deal with that
when the report comes before us. The
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chai rman of the committee has to-day made
a charge against the Quebec Government.
I have read the evidence, and I must
admit that there has been some corruption
in connection with the Baie des Chaleurs
Railway project, but that is not what we
are dealing with to-day. We are asked to
say whether the evidence given is evidence
that we are bound to take. I say no. The
committee had to enquire into the
facts connected with the Bill. The
opponents of the measure said that the
Baie des Chaleurs Company owed them a
great deal of money, and that if the charter
asked for was granted they would lose
their money, because the Quebec Govern-
ment had promised to give them money
that they had reserved out of the Quebec
subsidy, and this money had been stolen.
Now, where do you get proof of that ? Not
by an investigation, lasting three or four
weeks, into matters that have no bearing
on the subject, but by bringing witnesses be-
fore the committee and examining them on
the point. That was not done, because the
committee thought that it was dangerous
to undertake to bring the Quebec Minis-
ters here. Why ? Though there is no
law on the subject, this House bas no right
to meddle with the Quebec Administration.
Suppose there is a comnittee sitting in
the other end of the building, and a
senator is wanted as a witness, the House
of Commons has to come to this House
and beg leave to have him appear as a
witness. The same rule applies to a
Committee of the Senate when a member
of the House of Commons is required as a
witness before it. In the same way, the
Senate bas no power to send for local
Ministeis, and that is the reason why the
committee does not recommend to-day that
these men be apprehended and brought
before it. There will be other committees,
and we will have the evideice taken, and
these men will be arrested if they do not
appear when we are sure of our powers.
To-day we are not. The Senate bas placed
itself in a false position by taking a wrong
course. If we have the power, and wish
to inake the public respect the majesty of
the Senate, we ought to foi'ce those men
to come before the Committee. But that
is precisely where my objection comes in:
a wrong course was taken, and the com-
mittee bas no power to force their
attendance. We should be in a position
to show the public that the Senate

is no respecter of persons, and that all
citizens of the Dominion stand in the same
position before us. For these reasons, I
cannot concur in the report. The chair-
man of the committee says that the
Quebec Government were wrong in not
obeying the summons. I do not think so.
I believe that they have been guilty of
corrupt conduct, and I hope the Lieute-
uant Governor will see fit to appoint a
Commission to thoroughly investigate the
charges against them and save the pro-
vince, but I want the proper course to be
followed. If these gentlemen in Quebec
believe that we have no power to demand
their attendance here they are acting
within their right when they refuse to
come. The hon. gentleman from Sarnia
thinks that wé should not arrest them for
failing to come, but that we should show
by a resolution of the House that they
have done wrong. That would be only
showing that we are weak, and afraid of
the consequences of undertaking to appre-
hend them. As to Mr. LeSage, the same
reason applies. This House has no power
to compel the attendance of an official of
the House of Commons before one of its
committees, but must ask the consent of
the other House to have him attend. That
is parliamentary law, and therefore is it
not the right of the Quebec Ministers to
say to their officers, especially a Deputy
Minister, who is the head of a Depart-
ment, that he shall not attend here with-
out their consent? I do not see, there-
fore, that there is anything wrong in the
course they have pursued. What does
Bourinot say: "l It is a clear and undeni-
able principle of parliamentary law that a
committee is bound by and is not at
liberty to depart from the order of refer-
ence." What was the order of reference ?
It was the railway Bill. The only ques-
tion we had to consider was whether the
money was there or not. Bourinot says:
" If a committee wish to go further, they
must report to the House, and ask that
instruction be given them." This did not
take place, so that that investigation, in
my opinion, has been quite a mistake, and
it is not surprising that these men in Que-
bee have refused to obey the summons. I
cannot vote that they were wrong, under
the circumstances. We have taken a
wrong coirse, and they have shown that
they are not under our jurisdiction. What
did the Premier say ? " That is parlia-



Frauds upon the [SEPTEMBER 8, 1891] Government Bill.

mentary law, but there are circumstances
under which you may do away with par-
liamentary law." It is an exception to
the rule, but I am afraid the Quebec Gov-
ernment will take exception to our course,
and it may bring about something which
may be unpleasant to both the Local and
the Federal Houses.

HoN. MR. VIDAL-My hon. friend quite
misapprehends the purport of the report.
I do not think he can point to one state-
ment in that report that he can find fault
with. It is a mere statement of facts
reported to the House, with no opinion on
the conduct of the parties and no recom-
mendation to take any action. Unless the
hon. gentleman is prepared to say that
there is something misstated in the report
I can see no reasonable objection to its
adoption. Al that he has said will come
in very properly wlien the full report is
presented. I hope that that will be very
soon; or, it would come very properly if
there were a resolution before the House
either requiring the attendance of those
parties or in any other shape, but the
larger portion of what he has said bas very
little reference to the report before the
flouse.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE-I complained
of the report because it did not go far
enough. It. should have suggested the
necessity of having those mren apprehended,
so that my remarks were all right. That
is my reproach, and in the committee I
voted against the report, because I said
that, the committee not having been
obeyed, we ought to take action. That
was why I said I had heard some remarks
which convinced me that some members
of the committee were afraid of the con-
sequences of apprehending these men, and
they thought it better not to recommend
the House to take action.

HoN. MR. O'DONOHOE-It seems to
me that there is much in this matter that
con cerns the head of the Government.
When an amendment to this Bill was pro-
posed in the committee which the promo-
ters could not accept, and they proposed
to withdraw their Bill, they should have
been permitted to do so. That point is aâ
perfectly decided as any question of law.
May says that the promoter of a Bill has
a right at any stage to withdraw it. Here

the proposal was made on behalf of the
promoters of the Bill, and the committee
refused to allow them to withdraw it. I
think the committee made a mistake in
preventing the withdrawal ofthe Bill, and
it is a question which particularly con-
cerns the Government that they should
see to it that we are at all events, acting
within the law. The committee denied the
right of the promoters of this private Bill
to withdraw it. This is one point. Another
is, that the question was put to counsel as
to what subsidy he was in quest of to be
paid to bis clients, and he stated that it
was the subsidy paid by the Dominion to
the Province of Quebec-the per capita
bubsidy. I contend that once that subsidy
enters into the hands of the Government
we have nothing to say about it. If the
Government threw it into the lake, or did
anything else with it that we did not ap-
prove of, we have no right to interfere
with them. It is their own money, col-
lected by the Dominion and given to them
under the Constitutional Act.

HoN. MR. McCALLUM-There is no
evidence to that effect.

HON. MR. O'DONOHOE-That is the
fact acknowledged in the evidence. I put
the question as to what subsidy it was the
learned counsel sought to be recouped
from, and he said it was the per capita
subsidy paid by the Dominion Government
last June or July. Now, we have no right
to interfere with that at all. Then there
is another point with regard to the
8100,000, about which so much has been
said-that $280,000, or something like that,
was earned and coming to Armstrong; that
he agreed, after a great deal of work and
pressure, to take $175,000 as full payment
of his claim; that when Armstrong re-
ceived that money it was his, and he could
do what he liked with it. He said he gave
8100,000 of it away. If he gave it all
away he could do as he pleased with it.
He got a receipt in full from the Quebec
Government for the amount of his account.
Now, these are the three points which seem
to me to be of so much importance in this
discussion as to deserve the attention of
the Government-first, that it was against
the law to prevent the promoters of that
private Bill from withdrawing it; second,
that the money was the money of Quebec,
and that the Government had the right to
do what they liked with it-
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- HoN. MR. MASSON-I rise to a ques-
tion of order. The hon. gentleman trom
Toroito, if I am not mistaken, is a mem-
ber of the committee, and as a member of
the committee he will have to discuss that
question on its merits with bis colleagues
of the committee. They have not dis-
cussed this question ; they have not com-
pared the evidence ; they have not made a
report on that evidence, and consequently
the hon. gentleman is entirely out of order
in debating a thing which is not before the
House. The only question before the
House is, whether certain persons, who, by
the decision of this House, have been
ordered to appear before the committee,
shall be reported to this House as not
having appeared. At the present moment
I consider the hon. gentleman is not in
order in discussing a report which is not
before the House.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE-I believe that
the point of order is not vell taken. Sup-
posing the hon. gentleman comes to the
conclusion that he wants the evidence of
these men to pass judgment on this ques-
tion, is he not in order to show before the
committee that it has not been proved
that the $100,000 is in the hands ,of the
Government? The hon. gentleman seems
to be arguing that these witnesses ought to
be called, and, if so, I believe he is in
order.

HON. MR. O'DONOHOE-I have no
intention to occupy the time of the House
by any remarks of mine, for I do not feel
well to-day, but I deem it of sufficient
importance to bring the point I have
raised before the notice of the House, and
having done that I have performed all my
duty, as it appears to me it was my duty
to do, more as amicus curi than in any
other capacity.

HON. MR. MASSON-The hon. gentle-
inan having sat down, I shall not insist on
my point of order.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-My hon. frieiid
savs he is not in order, and accepts of the
ruling of the Chair.

HON. MR. POWER-The Chair has not
ruled.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-The hon. gen-
tleman was most incorrigibly out of order.

SoME HoN. GENTLEMEN-Order I
order !

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-It is well,
since the question oforder has been raised,
and as it may be a guide to us on some
future occasion, that we should have the
ruling of the Speaker.

HoN. MR. DEVER-I contend that the
lon. gentleman from Lunenburg is him-
self out of order. While there is a ques-
tion of order before the Chair an hon.
gentleman has no right to speak.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-When there is
a question of order before the House I
have the right to discuss the question of
order.

TiE SPEAKER-There is no question
of order now before the Chair, if the hon.
gentleman does not insist upon bis point of
order. . asked the hon. gentleman from
Mille Iles if he insisted on the point, and
he said no. If any hon. gentleman does
insist, and will not allow the hon. mem ber
from Mille Iles to withdraw bis question
of order, then I must decide.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-If I am not to
refer to the question of order at all I will
now refer to the question of the report of
the committee.

HoN. MR. POIRIER-I call for a deci-
sion of the Chair. I was similarly situated
the other day. I admitted that a point of
order taken against me was wel[ taken,
but I was roundly abused, although I ad-
mitted that I was not in order,and the ruli ng
of the Chair was insisted upon and a very
elaborate decision was rendered. Now, I
am a dissentient voice, and I call for a
decision of the Chair.

HoN. MR. MASSON-My purpose was
accom plished when the hon. gentleman
from Toronto sat down, admitting that my
point of order was well taken. I do not
see that I could consistently, and with due
regard to the lon. gentleman himself,
insist upon a point of order which he him-
self admitted was correct. Consequently,
I yielded and sat down. Now, if any other
hon. gentleman wants to raise the same
objection he may do so. I do not want a
decision on the point of order I raised.

5T7A



Frauds upon the [SEPTEMBEIR 8, 1891] Government Bill.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I considered
that the point of order had been withdrawn
with the concurrence of the bon. gentle-
man, who admitted that he vas out of
order.

HON. MR. O'DONOHOE-The hon.
gentleman is charging me wrongly. I
never admitted anything of the kind. It
is perfectly untrue.

HON. MR. KAULBACH--I shall not re-
fer to the evidence before the committee,
for it is evidently out of order to do so;
neither will I refer to the jurisdiction of
the committee in this matter. I contend
that we had a perfect right to go on with
the Bill. The promoter had the right to ask
permission to wiihdraw it, but the com-
mittee had the right to say whether they
would grant permission or not. The
Campbell and White divorce cases may be
cited as precedents. In one case the peti-
tioner wanted to withdraw his Bill, but he
was not allowed to do so. The Bill was con-
tinued on behalf of the respondent, and an
Act was passed giving to the respondent
a separation a mensa et thoro. In this
case before us there has been a gross
contempt of the rights of Parliament.
If there is uny court of the land which
bas plenary powers it is the High Court
of Parliament, and no gentleman, no
matter how high bis position, can do any-
thing else than comply with the order of
this court. If a witness summoned wishes
to protect himself under some privilege he
may do so, but he is obliged to attend the
court first and claim his privilege there.
The counsel who appeared. for the Pro-
vince of Que bec ignored the righ t of Parlia-
ment to demand the attendance of wit-
nesses from Quebec, and there has been a
contempt of court on the part of some of
the witnesses that should not be passed
over without some resolution and some
remarks of the Senate.

HoN. MR. POWER-I understood the
hon. gentleman to say that steps should be
taken to enforce the attendance of wit-
nesses.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-No; I did not
say that.

HON. MR. POWER-I thought that was
the logical conclusion of the hon. gentle-
man's remarks. It does seem a little
singular that we should be discussing a
report which, as the hon. chairman of the

committee bas told us, is a mere state-
ment of certain facts as to which there
is no dispute. But I think it is not
to be wondered at, for this reason:
the committee have not in their report
recommended any action to be taken or
any course to be adopted as a consequence
of the facts reported, and when that re-
port is once adopted there will be nothing
before the House; eo that any member
who wishes to point out that the com-
mittee should have taken another course,
or that the House should take some course
suggested by the facts contained in the
report of the committee, is obliged to
speak now. When the report is adopted
it will be too late. I agree, on the whole,
substantially with the hon. gentleman
from Delanaudière. Having cited those
members of the Quebec Government and
the officers of the Quebec Government
here, and those gentlemen being absolutely
necessary witnesses for the purpose of
finding out the whole truth about the mat-
ter which we were substantially inquiring
about, I think that we ought to have them
here, and that we should not be satisfied
with merely reporting the fact that they
have not come; because we are in this
position: this is probably not the last
investigation which the Senate will be
called upon to hold, and when another in-
vestigation takes place, and we propose to
summon witnesses here, no matter who
those witnesses may be, they will point to
the great Baie des Chaleurs case, and say, in
that case members of the Quebec Govern-
ment, officers of the Quebec Government,
and others, were summoned, and they did
not come, and no evil consequences fol-
lowed from their not coming, and we shall
not go either. We are just in that position,
that if we have any regard for our own
dignity and if we are anxious, as hon. gentle-
men are supposed to be anxious, to arrive
at the truth of this matter, we are bound
to bring those men here or find out we have
no right to do so. If we have no right to
bring them, then we had no right to begin
an inquiry into their conduct and no right
to summon thenaN. I feel that the majority
of this House is bound, and I feel that I am
bound myself, because I am bound by the
action of the majority, though I did not
concur in it myself; but beingbound by the
action of the majority, I am bound to see
that action carried through to a conclusion.
I am sorry that the report of the committee
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does not contain any recommendation of thousand men, who first marched up the
the action to be takenby the House towards hill and then marched down again. These
the gentlemen who have not come here. witnesses are in a position to defy us, and
There is nothing wrong in the report, but I hope the leader of the Government, who
there is something not in the report which was particularly strong and clear when
should be there: it should contain a recom- this matter was before the House at the
mendation to the House as to the manner' previous stage in insisting that every one
in which these gentlemen should be dealt should come who could tell anything about
with. this matter, will insist that the House shall

have the information that it should have
HoN. -MR. ABBOTT-It does contain it. in order to enablo it to decide the ques-

tions wbich it is dealing with, and that the
H-on. MR. POWER-Will the hon. gen- dignity of the Sonate may ho sustained.

tlemai look at the report and see what it
says? The report says: Ho Ma. MASSON-I think it wouid

says very unfortunate if it went out to the
" The promoters and opposants of the Bill, and the- country, as hinted, that we have taken

counsel for the Government of the Province of Quebec,
having stated to your committee that the attendance
of certain of the above-mentioned witnesses, namely, vince of Quebe, or that we are invostigat-
of the Honourable Pierre Garneau and Messrs. Gus- ing aiything relating to the Province of
tave Grenier and Philippe Vallière, is not required by le
any of them, your conmmittee report the above facts ec quite understan that
for the information of your honourable House, and for Parliament had undertaken anything of
such further action as it inay be pleased to take there- the kind the argument used by the hon.
upon." gentlman from Delanaudière would ho
Does that contain any recommendation as correct, and that the Government of the
to the action to be taken by the House? Province of Quebec would probably inter-
It simply says: we shall lay the facts be- fore by its Legisiature with Dominion
fore the House and allow the House to affairs. But it is not the case at ail. The
act. I say their report sbould have con- Government of Quobec is not implicated
tained some recommendation for action, in this case at ail, so far as we are con-
and if it had been intimated by any gentle- cerned. We have nothing to do witb the
man that it was proposed to ask the House Governmont of Quebec; we are not ac-
to take any action I should not have used cusors of the Quehoc Govera ment, and the
the language I have done; but although Government of the Province of Quebec
this report has been under consideration have no right to retaliato aginst us. We
for some time we have not had the slightest are only investigating a misappropriation
intimation that it is proposed to ask the of the public funds of the Dominion that
House to take any action that will bring sbould have been givon to a particular
those gentlemen here. I feel that the party and was not givon to that particular
whole matter is in a very unsatisfactory party, by wbich ho was defrauded. The
position, and I am glad that the Premier Government of Quebec are only implicated
agrees with me. That is the result of de- by accident. We only knew of the impi-
parting from the proper and regular par- cation of the Government of Quebec acci-
liamentary practice. What would have dentally during the investigation. Sbould
been the proper course to have taken in not the members of the Quebec Goveru-
this case? If there was any charge of mont, foi their own justification, appear
improper conduct, that charge should have before this committee? The Senate of
been made by a member of this House Canada las nover levolled an accusation
rising in his place and making a clear and against the Quebec Government; if the
definite charge. We should thon have had accusation cores, it will only core as an
something to investigate. The committee incident in the inquiry of the committee.
have never known just what they were
supposed to be trying, and now we find HON. MR. VIDAL-J would like to say
that essential witnesses have not come, and a few words in reply to the hon, gentleman
we know not what we are going to do about from Hatifax. He would bave the impres-
it. We have not the faintest intimation sion that there was important evidence
that we are going to do anything. We are required that we could not get, and that
like the King of France, with twice ton we ought to insist on gtting. Ail the
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facts are abuîndantlv proved by the evi- had not the power, te compel the attend-
dence obtained. We had all parties inter- ance of these people. If we had net the
ested in the Bill stating to us that they power, we had no right ta assume that we
did not want any more witnesses sum- had. 1f we had the right, it was olir
moned. I asked particularly, in order to heunden duty, il we are to mainiain our
keep the committee clear fi om any charge of position and our dignity as the highest
that kind, if any more witnesses were to court irithe land, te compel them Ie come
be summoned. No member of the com- before us; and 1 am perfectiy satisfiel that
mittee-even the hon. gentleman from if they are compeiled to core befbre the
Halifax did not insist on other witnesses comrittee thoy will throw a great dent of
being summoned at the time; so that the im- iight upen what appears to be rather ob-
pression left on my mind as chairman of scure at p'esent, and if ne othor gentleman
the committee-and I presume ou the will move, I will move myseif tb:t is
minds of the majority of its members- Henour the Speaker issue a warrant com-
was that no more evidence was required, pelling their attendance.
and that even if these parties had come
they could have done nothing more thai HON. MR. ABBOTT-Weil, move.
repeat what we already knew. They
would have been merely corroborating HoN. MR. ALLAN-L want te correct
statements already made. so that the one statemont. 1 fully endorse what has
statement that these gentlemen were re- beensaid bythe chairman ofthecommittee
quired in order that we might acquire the with regard te summenilg witnesses. In
knowledge of certain fact. of which we fact, my hon. friend from New West-
were in ignorance, is contrary to the fact, minster, in some remarks in the ern-
and is calculated te mislead those who mittoe, may have expressed that desire;
listened to the hon. gentleman's remarks, but 1 wish te say emphaticaily that vhen
and I contend that the committee did the counsel on both sides (eclared their
perfectly right when all parties interested case closed, and before the committee rose,
in the Bill stated that no more witnesses when theydecided te report te the luse,
were required. Certainly, thereis no room the chairman put the question specificaHy
for fault to be found with the committee whethor any member ofthe cormitteo, or
in that respect. the counsel on either sido, desird te sum-

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-The hon.
gentleman is scarcely correct in saying
that no member of the committee desired
the attendance of these witnesses.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I did not say de-
sired; I said, when I asked the question,
that no member of the committee men-
tioned his desire that any member of the
Quebec Government should be summoned.

HoN. MR. MoINNES (B.C.)-I will go
further, and say that several members de-
sired their attendance, and I, myself, as a
member of that committee, asked that
they should be compelled to attend here,
and I am of that opinion still. I arn very
sure that these gentlemen are in a position
to give evidence and throw light upon the
transactions in connection with the subsi-
dies granted by the Dominion and the Local
Legislatures, and they are in a very much
botter position than aniy of the witnesses
that we have had before us. The position is
just this: we either had the power, or we

37

mon any more witnesses, and no other
witness was asked for.

HoN. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-That is
perfectly correct. I remember the chair-
mai putting those questions, and asking
the counsel on both sides if they had any
more witnesses to call.

HoN. MR. ALLAN-And any gentleman
on the committee.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I do not
think the committee were altogether in
the hands of counsel. They had their
duties to perform. They were sitting there
as judges. I distinctly stated that I did
ask for the attendance of witnesses.

HoN. MR. POWER-If this had been an
ordinary private Bill, and had been treated
as an ordinary private BiIl at the previous
stage of our dealings with it, that would be
a perfectly proper line for the committee
to take, and the House would be perfectYy
right in following out the line suggested

577



Ontario Express and [SENATE] Transportation Co.'s Bill.

by the comiittee. But where were the
promoters of the Bill ? The promoters of
the Bill had withdrawn from the matter
altogether fully a month before the report
was made. They had asked to be allowed
to withdraw the Bill. They had not
appeared before the committee in any
way; and it happened that on the day
when this motion was put-

HoN. Ma. ROSS-I rise to a question of
order. The hon. gentleman has spoken
two or three times on this subject, and is
not in order.

HoN. MR. POWER-I am about to move
an amendment, to which I am speaking.

HON. MR. ROSS-The hon. gentleman
cannot move an amendment, having al-
ready spoken two or three times on the
report.

HON. MR. POWER-I have spoken only
once before on the report.

THE SPEAKER-My ruling is this: that
no hon. member can speak on the same
question twice, and the hon. gentleman
baving r4poken once already is not in order
iii moving an amendment.

HoN. MR. POWER-I admit that the
point of order is well taken.

The report was adopted.

The Senate then adjourned at 6 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, September 9th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'cloek.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

ONTARIO EXPRESS AND TRANS-
PORTATION CO.'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

The Order of the Day being called,-
Consideration of the Report of the Select Commit-

tee on Banking and Commerce In re (Bill 151) "An
Act respecting the Ontario Express and Transporta-
tion Company."

HON. MR. ALLAN said: The hon. gen-
tleman who has charge of this Bill has
asked me to explain the amendmentsrmade
by the committee. The Bill was opposed
in the committee by certain parties who,
as they alleged, had been persuaded to be-
come shareholders in the company through
misrepresentations as to the status of the
conpany, and also that they had received
no notice of the intention of the promoters
of the Bill to apply for the present legisla-
tion. After a good deal of discussion the
amendments which have been reported
were agreed to, both by the promoters and
the opponents of the Bill. The first amend-
ment gives the option to all these parties
who are oppo8ed to the passing of the Bill,
or who do not desire to remain in the com-
pany, whenever the company makes a call
upon them after the passing of this legis-
lation, to abandon their stock. If they
give regular notice to the company that
they do not desire to continue shareholders,
and that they surrender their shares, the
shares shall be forfeited and they shall
have no further responsibility in respect
thereof. The other amendment is to strike
out the latter part of the 2nd clause. This
was rendered necessary by the first amend-
ment, because the latter part of the 2nd
clause provided that the company should
have a certain amount subscribed and paid
up within a limited time, and the promo-
ters represented that if clause (a) were
adopted it might make it impossible for
the company to have the amount paid up
in that time, because a good many of the
present shareholders might withdraw
under the first amendment, and therefore
the committee thought it only fair to stike
out the latter part of the 2nd clause. Those
are the only amendments in the Bill.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-Do I under-
stand.my hon. friend that there is no paid-
up capital in this company? I under-
stand that this Bill relates to a companY
that has eeased operations for a number
of years. If this proviso is struck out,
will the capital be exhausted ?

HoN. MR. MCMILLAN-No; the capital
is not exhausted. Twenty per cent. was
paid in by the former company. I move
that the report be adopted.

HoN. MR. POWER-The intention Of
the first amendment is that the preselt
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holders of stock in the company shall
have an opportunity of ceasing to be
members if, when the first call is made
under this Bill, they preter to withdraw.
They can then surrender their stock; but
as I read the amendment, it is capable of
this construction: if within one month
after notice to a shareholder of any call
made subsequent to the passing of this
Bill lie gives notice, lie can surrender his
stock. The language is quite general:
it does not apply to the first call after the
passing of this Bill, so that it would enable
the shareholder, after he had paid two or
three calis, to withd raw, and we can under-
stand how that might be a great injustice
to people doing business with the com-
pany. A shareholder might remain in the
company until it got into difficulties, and
peihaps when the last call was made to
enable the company to meet its liabilities
lie could give notice under this amend-
ment and escape his liability. I think
this amendment is capable of being con-
strued contrary to the intention of the
promoters of the Bill, and that a very
trifling change would get rid of the diffi-
culty. If we make it read: after notice to
him of the first call made subsequent to
the passing of this Bill, there coutd be no
misa pprehension, and the object in making
the amendment would be attained.

HON. MR. ALLAN-My hon. friend
from Halifax was kind enough to bring
this to my notice before the House met,
but I do not exactly construe it in the
same way that he does, because I take it
for granted that the first thing the com-
pany will do, if this Bill passes, is to catl
on the shareholders to pay up their shares,
and after a shareholder has received such
notice I apprehend if he does not take
advantage then of the opportunity afforded
him and surrender his shares he would be
precluded from objecting to pay any fur-
ther cals for all time to come. My chief
objection to any alteration is the fact that
after a good deal of discussion this clause
had been agreed to by the parties on both
sides. Of course, if my )ion. friend who
has charge of the Bill wishes to make the
alteration he can do so ; but I think, after
the Bill passes, the first thing the com-
pany will do will be to call on the share-
holders to pay up their calls, and if any-
one remains in the company I think he
cannot afterwards take advantage of this

amend ment to decline to pay up subsequent
calls.

HoN. MR. CLEMOW-As I understand
the amendment, it does not interfere with
the first call. Only one call bas been made,
and that has been paid; this amendment
refers to subsequent calls. Parties holding
stock at the present time are liable for the
payment of the first call, but not for any
call subsequent to the first if they desire
to withdraw. All the parties interested
were at the meeting of the committee and
agreed fully to the conditions imposed on
them by this amendment. It was per-
fectly well established that only one cali
had been made, and having paid that call
they are not to be relieved from the pay-
ment of it by this amendment, but they
are to be relieved from the payment of
future catls if they wish to get out of
the company.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I do not often
agree with my lion. friend from Halifax,
but I think lie is right this time. The
amendment refers to any call made sub-
sequent to the passage ofthis Bill.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I have had no pre-
vious communication of the Bill, but I am
inclined to think that there is something in
the objection that has been raised, and that
the amendment might really embarrass
the company very much and create an in-
justice if a man, after paying two or three
calls, should have the option to surrender
his stock and abandon the company. It
might be an injury to the creditors and a
serious embarrassment to the company. I
think it would be better to substitute " the
first " for " any."

HON. MR. PO WER moved that the clause
be amended as suggested.

THON. MR. McMILLAN-I am perfectly
willing to accept the amendment.

The motion was agre ed to, and the
report, as amended, was adopted.

The Bill was then read the third tiine
and passed.

The Senate adjeurned at 3:40 p.m.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, Sept. 10th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceediigs.

FRAUDS UPON THE GOVERNMENT
BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into Commit-
tee of the Whole on Bill (U) " An Act
respecting Frauds upon the Government."

(In the Committee.)

On the first clause,-

HoN. MR. ABBOTT.-I propose · to
amend sub-sectionI "f." The clause was
framed with a view to putting a stop to a
kind of brokerage for obtaining payment
of claims on the Government on the pre-
tense of having influence with the Govern-
ment. My attention was called, when
this Bill was last before the House, to this
clause as being capable of advantageous
expansion, and being made applicable to
other things besides the mere payment of
claims. It was suggested that it might be
made applicable to the obtaining of offices.
Now, I propose to alter it to carry it still
further, and my idea would be, besides
making two or three minor alterations
which I have had embodied in the clause,
that I have had re-copied altogether, to ex-
tend it in this way:

(f). Every person who, by reason of or under the
pretense of possessing influence with the Governiment
or with ny Minister or officiai thereof, shall demand,
exact or receive from any person any compensation,
fee or award for procuring from the Governnent the
payment of any claim, or of any portion thereof, or
for procuring or furthering the appointment of him-
self or of any other person to any office, place or em-
ployment, or for procuring or furthering the obtain-
img for himself or any other person of any grant,
lease or other benefit from the Government. and
every person who shall offer, promise, or pay to such
person under the circumstances and for the causes
aforesaid, or any of them, any such compensation, fee
or reward, and;

HON. MR. SCOTT-Is it proposed to
make it retroactive ?

HoN. MR. DEBOUCHERVILLE-Does
that apply to the person himself?

. HON. MR. ABBOTT-No; if he pays a
third party for procuring something for
himself it applies. For instance, if I pay
somebody so much for procuring something
for me or for somebody else it applies.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-As to sub-section
(g), I have modified this, not so much as
extending its provisions as makirg it more
plain what is meant. It was a little con-
fused. In the first place, it read so that a
clerk might take a commission ora reward
with the permission of the head of his
department. That is not intended. It is
not intended that the person shall take a
commission or reward with anybody's per-
mission. The secopd part of this clause I
think is not a proper limitation, because it
is too sweeping. There are a thousand
cases in which it might be perfectly proper
that a man should make a gift to a mem-
ber of the family of an employé of the
Government. Suppose, for instance, it
were a marriage gift: this clause as it stands
would prevent the making of a gift to the
son-in-law or daughter-in-law. I therefore
move that the clause be altered as follows:

(h.) Every person, being an employé or officiai of
the Government, who demands, exacts, or receives
from such person, directly or indirectly, by himself,
or by or through any other person for his benefit, or
who permits or allows any member of his family or
any person under his control to accept or receive,-

(a.) Any such commission or reward ; or,
(b.) Within the said çeriod of one year, without

the express permission in writing of the head of the
department with which such dealings have been had,
the proof of which permission shall lie upon hini,
accepts or receives any such gift, loan or promise.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
following be added as sub-section (g ):-

(y.) Every person having dealings of any kind with
the Government through any department thereof,
who pays any commission or reward, or who, within
one year of such dealings, without the -xpress per-
mission in writing of the head of the department
with which such dealings have been had, the proof
of which permission shall lie upon him, makes any
gift, loan or promise of any money, niatter or thing,
to any employé or officiai of the Government, or to
any member of the family of such employé or officiai,
or to any person under his control or for bis benefit,
and ;

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-No; I am sorry I HON. MR. DICKEY-I should like to
cannot. 1 ask my hon. friend if his attention has
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been directed to the scope of those words
which he has mentioned himself-"within
one year of such dealings."

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Yes.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-Does that refer to
a thing done before, or done after ?

loN. MR. ABBOTT-To both.

HON. MR. DICKEY-Would it not be
better to state that?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-If my hon. friend
thinks there is any ambiguity about it, I
am willing to make the change. I move
that the clause be amended accordingly.

The motion was agreed to, and the sub-
section was adopted.

loN. MR. REESOR-Will this Bill pre-
vent anybody from receiving mouey for
political purposes ? Can anyone take
money from a contractor for political pur-
poses ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-If the person who
receives it is an employé or official of the
Gove:·nment it would apply to him.

lION. MR. REESOR-It does not apply
to anyone else?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-No; I do not think
we could do that very well.

HON. MR, DICKEY-I should like to
ask my hon. friend if he has turned his
attention to the effect of this legislation,
when it becomes law, upon the present
clauses in the Act of which, in a great
many respects, it is a very material im-
provement-I mean to say, with reference
to the question of concurrent legislation or
conflict of law? In criminal matters, of
course, my hon. friend's experience will
remind him that it is very necessary to
have no doubt on questions of that kind,
that mnight give a person the opportunity
of e-caping conviction; and without pass-
ing any opinion on the subject, I would ask
my hon. friend if his attention has been
called to the effect of this as bearing on
other sections in cap. 173, remaining in
force, as I understand they are intended to
be.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I was not satisfied
with my own impression of it. I consulted
with my friend, the Minister of Justice,
about it, and the conclusion we came to was
that the mode I proposed to adopt was best,
to maintain the existingAct. The question
of my hon. friend is very pertinent as to
anything in the future; but as to the past,
the opinion we all formed upon it, and we
were decided about it, was that this Bill
would not affect the former Act, as every-
thing which happened previous to the
passing of this r)ill, and the procedure,
would remain the same.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The question as to
the future remains open ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-As respects the
future, our opinion is that this law will
govern. Our intention really is that next
session, when the criminal code is brought
before the House, this portion will be
incorporated. This Bill which we are now
about to pass will be incorporated with the
code, and anything which remains of the
old Act will be also incorporated.

HoN. MR. VIDAL, from the committee,
reported the Bill with amendments.

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES BILL.

AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the adoption
of the amendments made in Committee of
the Whole on Bill (126) " An Act to amend
the Acts respecting the North-West Terri-
tories." He said: I have had several
communications from the North-West on
the subject of the divisions provided for by
this Bill, and I find that very strong appro-
bation is expressed of them, and strong
objection to their beinîg altered in one or
two directions which were suggested.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 3:50 p.m.
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THE FENATE.

Ottaica, Friday, Sept. 11th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BAIE DES CHALEURS RAILWAY
CO'S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

HoN. MR. VIDAL, from the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours,
presented their final report on the Baie
des Chaleurs Railway Company's Bill.

HoN. MR. MILLER-I would suggest,
as the report is very long, and as it would
be more satisfactory to the House if mem-
bers could read it at their leisure in the
minutes, that its consideration be post-
poned until a future day.

HON. MR. VIDAL-1 entirely concur in
the suggestion of my hon. friend, and it
was my intention to make such a motion,
but I was rather surprised to observe on
the Paper for to-day a notice of a motion
to adjourn until Thursday next. If such
a motion should be adopted by the House,
it becomes exceedingly important, in my
mind, that this report should be first
attended to.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I gave notice of
a motion to adjourn until Thursday next,
but after consultation with the Premier I
beg leave to withdraw it.

HON. MR. VIDAL-There is another
matter in conneetion with this report to
which I should call attention. In my
judgment, it would be exceedingly ad-
visable to adopt a portion of the report at
once-that part relating to the Bill to
which amendments have been made. It
is most desirable that it should be returned
to the House of Commons at the earliest
possible moment, as it will doubtless lead
to discussion, and the passage of the Bill
might be jeopardized even by a very short
delay. I see no reasonable objection to
taking this course, beyond the fact that it
is not very customary to adopt a portion
of a report. I propose to move that the

parag raph at page 14 of the report, recom-
mending certain amendments to the Bill,
be now adopted. This may be a somewhat
unusual course, but it is not without pre-
cedent. I remember instances in which
portions of a report have been adopted
while the body of the report has beep
left over for further consideration.

HON. MR. MILLER-l do not think it
was understood by the Railway Committee
that this course should be pursued. We
made a report, and expected that it would
be considered as a whole on any day set
down for that purpose. There is no ener-
gency to call for the course recommended
by the chairman of the committee. It
the report should be adopted on Monday,
as will very likely be the case, the Bill can
then go down to the House of Commons,
and there will be plenty of time to have it
passed before prorogation takes place.as it
is notat all possible that the House will be
prorogued next week, and we will be pur-
suing a wiser course to let the report stand
over until Monday, and thon take it up as
a whole.

HON. MR. ALLAN-There is another
reason which it might be well to consider,
and that isthat the latter part of the report
really gives the reason why we have
amended the Bill. Therefore, I think the
two should go together.

bON. MR. VIDAL-I regard them as sO
entirely separate that I think they might
have been embodied in two distinct reports,
for that matter. My only desire is to
facilitate the public business. I move that
the report be taken into consideration on
Monday next.

The motion was agreed to.

GREAT NORTH-WEST CENTRAL
RAILWAY CO.'S BILL.

ENQUIRY.

HoN. MR. BOULTON enquired of the
Honourable the First Minister:

If lie has aty information that wil1 lead hii to
expect that the Great North-West Central Railway
will be soon operated ?

He said: It is not necessary for me to
enter into a detailed history of this com-
pany,which possesses one of the oldest char-
ters in the North-West, and whose lino
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runs through a country containing some
of the finestsettlements west of Winnipeg.
This railway bas been promoted and is
now being promoted by a company of
which I am pleased to say my hon. friend
from Ottawa is a member. He has very
much assisted the company in bringing
the road to its present position. About
this time last year, or a little earlier,
50 miles of this road was completed, ironed
and ready for running, and the whole
of last winter the settlers in that section
of the country had to look on, seeing every-
thing in readiness for the operation of the
railway, while they could not utilize it.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH--Why ?

HoN. MR. BOULTON-On account of
some difficulty between the contractor and
the company, I understand. I have not
yet been able to get at the bottom of the
difficulty; I merely state the facts. Last
spring meetings were held, and the reso-
lutions passed at those meetings were sent
to me, because the railway runs through
the constituency which I have the honour
to represent in this House. I was requested
to bring the matter to the notice of the
Government, in the hopes that something
might be done to utilize the railway ac-
commodation that was already there. I
addressed the Minister of Railways last
Marih in respect to it. This road bas not
been in operation up to this moment. The
president of the coinpany is in Ottawa
now, I believe, and has been out west to
inspect the line ; and I understand that he
is anxious to operate the road, but there
are difficulties between the company and
the contractor. The contractor says he has
fnot been paid, and be wants to run the
line. He holds a lien on it until he bas
been paid off. The company say he bas not
completed his contract. What thedifficulty
is I cannot say positively, but the broad fact
is plain,tlhat part of the country is suffering
for want of railway accommodation, while
this line is ready to be operated. It is a
line that the Government bas assisted, and
it is completed and ready for running.
The settlers have this year on that 50
miles between one and a-half and two
million bushels of wheat to move from that
section. I think if the Government were
to make enquiries they would probably
exert some influence which would bring
the contractor and the company to-

gether, and have the road made available
for use, so that the crops can be moved as
soon as they are threshed. I take the
opportunity of asking the Premier if he
bas any information as to whether there is
a likelihood of the road being run very
soon ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The Government
are fully aware of the importance to those
people of the running of this railway, and
for the last fortnight steps have been takeni
to ascertain what the difficulty was that
prevented the road being run, and how it
could be obviated. As a consequence of
this, Mr. Charlebois, the contractor for the
road, has submitted a memorandum to the
Minister of Railways of bis position in the
matter, and the Minister is investigating
the subject at present, and hopes in a day
or two to bring about an arrangement be-
tween him and the company to have the
road run. My hon. friend from Ottawa,
who has a large interest in the road, in
answer to a question of mine a few days
ago, said he hoped the line would be run-
ning in ten days from that time. I hope
that arrangements will be made to have
the road in operation in as short a time as
possible.

HON. MR. CLEMOW-The other day,
when this matter came before the House,
I either misunderstood the Premier or
was misunderstood myself. I am report-
ed as saying that 100 miles of the road
had been constructed. What I intended to
say was, that only 50 miles of the road had
been constructed. At that time the repre-
sentative of the English capitalists had
arrived in the city, and he was perfectly
satisfied that he had the means to settle
all difficulties. Lately the contractor has
had some differences with the company,
whieh have eventuated, I am sorry to say,
in the company taking legal proceedings,
which were instituted in Toronto yester-
day or the day before. Notwithstanding
all this, I do hope that the road will be
operated in time for the transportation of
the large quantity of wheat in that section
of the country now being threshed. I
believe it will amount to two millions of
bushels this year. The project has had a
great many difficulties to contend with.
In the first instance, the company had to
assume a large responsibility in the pay-
ment of old debts. Some 40 miles of the
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road had been constructed on a different desirous of bringing about an amicable
line, and when the original parties took settiement. 1 kuow that what the Premier
hold of it they were obliged to pay the has statod is perfèctly corret-that the
entire indebtedness of that 40 or 50 miles, matter is now in the bauds of the Minister
from whbch outlay they have obtained ne of Iailways, and with bis co-operation
benefit whatever. The matter was then and the assistance of the Government I do
taken hild of by an English company, and hope we will bring this question to a satis-
they have expended half a million dollars factory solution in a short time.
on the enterprise. The only difficulty at
the present time is to have a satisfactory TIE QUEBEC GOVERNMENT.
arrangement between the contractor and
the company. I regret, and all of us must ENQUIRY.
regret, to see a road, which is already
built and ready for traffic, lying for such HoN. MR. BOLDUC-Before the Orders
a time idle. I am on the directorate of of the Day are called, I desire to direct the
the company, and as far as lies in my power attention of the Government to certain
I will do what I can to bring the matter rumours that are current in Quebec about
to an amicable settlement. I do not des- a crisis alleged to exist in the Local Govern-
pair of succeeding. It was iny intention ment there. Perhaps the Premier will have
this afternoon to have gone to Montreal to no objection to telling us whether any
sec if '-omething could be doue to have the correspondence bas been exchangex be-
road run. If the matter goes into litiga- tween the Local and Dominion Govern-
tion I do not know when the road will be ments, or between the Lieutenant Governor
in operation. We all know what the of Quebec and the Dominion Government,
English people are-if they commence to about this matter.
fight you may depend upon it they will
not give iR, and the running of the road HON. MR. ABBOTT-There has been
will be indefinitely postponed. I eau under- no correspondence whatever between the
stand the feeling in the North-West. I Local Goverinment and the Dominion
deeply deplore the unfortunate position Government about the matter, directly or
of matters, and sympathize with the indirectly; but the Lieutenant Governor
people, not only as respects their interests bas transmitted to His Excellency a copy
but in respect to the ultimate success of of a letter which he addressed to Mr,
the enterprise. Had that road been in Mercier, the Premier of Quebec, and His
operation last year it would have been a Excellency bas transmitted that copy here,
succes financially to-day, and in place of
having only 50 miles constructed they NORTII-WEST TERR[TORIES BILL,
would have had much more of it in opera-
tion. I was misled the other day in stating THIRD READINO.
to the House that the road would be run- The Order of the Da bein- called.-
ning in ten days. I had the assurance of T

therepesetatve f te Erglsh apiaf Third reading of Bill (136) "l An Act to
the representative of the English capital- amend the Act respecting the North-West
ists to that etect, and I thought I was Territories."
justified in making the statement. I had
no thought of deceiving the House in any HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the Bill
way. nfortunately, difficulties have be not now read the thira time, but that it
since cropped up, and proceedings have bereferred to a Committee of the Whole
been taken which may possibly result in a House for certain ameudments. He said:
settlement. If there should be a lawsuit, The amendments which i wish to make
the litigation wiIl be tedious. There are are simply verbal alterations in the num-
many matters connected with the case bers of the lots designating the lines. The
which will protract the proceedings, and object is to prevent confusion hereafter. I
it will be ruinous to everybody-to the also wish to make a change in the clause
English capitalists, to thecontractores, and, describingthe electoral divisionsinEastern
to a certain extent, to that section of the Assinigboia, which mentioned to the rouse
country. Therefore, I think we ought to when we had this Bill betore the committee.
do everything we can to have the difficulty
settled. I know the Government are The motion was agreed to.
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HON. MR. G-OWAN, from the committee,
reported the Bill with amendments, which
were concurred in.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

The Senate adjourned at 3:55 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, Sept. 14th, 1891.
THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3

o'clock.
Prayers and routine procecdings.

FOREST FIRES IN MANITOBA.
INQUIRY.

HoN. MR. BOULTON rose to ask-
If it is the intention of the Dominion Government

to enact a measure having in view the preservation of
the timber from fire in the Province of Manitoba and
the North-West Territories?

He said: I think upon inquiry it will be
found that it is very desirable that such a
measure should be passed. The Province
of Ontario passed an Act some ten years
ago for the same purpose, and the benefits
which have accrued from that legislation
are apparent. The Province of Manitoba
and the North. West labour under greater
difficulties in regard to forest fires than
the old provinces, inasmuch as they are
surrounded with very inflammable material
in the long prairie grass, especially that
which grows with such great luxuriance
in the neighbourhood of timber. Not only
that, but the timber there is not in a solid
block, as it is in Ontario and the eastern
provinces. It is frequently in bluffs, and
there may be a bluff of timber with two
or three millions of feet of lumber in
it, surrounded by prairie, and a little
further in the neighbourhood a similar
bluff, so that the forest can be more speed-
ily destroyed where such inflammable ma-
terial exists, unless steps are taken to arrest
the setting out of fire. It is not only the
loss of the timber dues which the Govern-
ment derive from this timber, but the loss
to the country is in the burning over of
the valuable timber in the North-West.
The dues that are collected amount to

about $1.25 per one thousand feet of lum-
ber, whereas the value of the timb3r itself
when it comes to be sold and distributed
as a medium to employ labour amounts to
millions of dollars, so that country not only
loses the actual dues that may be paid
into the treasury for the timber cut and
for the sale of timber limits, but the value
of the trade that is developed from these
forests. It is a matter of very great import-
ance and requires, I believe, the attention
of the Government to devise some means by
which forest fires can be stopped. I know
in the neighbourhood where I reside there
are some valuable forests of sprice, balsam
and other timber in the Riding and Duck
Mountains, and the destruction to those
forests by fire in the past ten years has
been very great. If there were one or two
forest rangers and assistants, with the
combination of the lumbermen up there,
valuable property would be saved to the
country, and the material that is so much
needed by the settiers and which is so very
scarce would be preserved ready to their
hands for a great number of years. In
connection with this also is the consider-
ation of the growth of forest timber in
our western country. The soil is decidedly
rich, and it would be of great value to the
country, from a public point of view, to
encourage the growth of forests, and for
the Government itself to make some plan-
tations in various parts of the country. I
hope next session that the Government
will be able to see theiir way to prepare an
Act dealing with this question. The greatest
danger that the country experiences in
the forest fires is in the spring of the year,
after the snow has left the ground, and
when the grass is dry and inflammable, and
when people are apt to put out fires to bu rn
up the old grass and prepare their ground
for a new growth of hay. Therefore, be-
fore next spring, if the Government could
devise means by which some supervision
could be exercised, a great advantage
would accrue to the country. I may con-
gratulate the Governmeit upon the reduc-
tion they have made in the dues upon the
dry timber-that is, timber burnt through,
which would rot very quickly if it was not
cut. The Government have reduced the
dues on this class of timber one half, which
will encourage lumbermen to take it off
rapidly and turn it into lumber to the be-
nefit of the trade of the country. At the
same time, it would be very desirable that
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this dry material should not be produced
by the fires which occur so frequently
in that country, if steps can be taken for
prevent their frequency.

1ON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
does not in any degree overrate the im-
portance of the subject to which he has
called the attention of the flouse, but he
must allow me to say that its difficulty is
at least equal to its importance. The
matter has been for some time past under
the careful consideration of the Govern-
ment, and enquiries are being made as to
a plan that would be feasible 'or diminish-
ing these ires-preventing them, I fear,
is beyond possibility at the present-but
the Government will not be in a position
to introduce any measure this session or
that purpose.

THE BAIE DES CHALEURS
RAILWAY.

MOTION.

HON. MR. MILLER moved:

That an humble Address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General : praying that His
Excellency will cause to be laid before this House, all
correspondence between His Excellency the Governor
General and the Lieutenant Governor of the Province
of Quebec, in connection with the Baie des Chaleurs
Railway, and all other papers and correspondence in
the possession of the Governnent on that subject.

He said. Understanding that some cor-
respondence has passed between His
Excellency the Governor General and the
Governor of the Province of Quebec on the
subject of the Baie des Chaleurs Rail-
way, I have placed this notiée on the
Paper. I think it is very desirable that
if any such correspondence exists the
House should have it at the earliest possi-
ble moment, in view of the discussion
which is likely to take place on the report
of the committee dealing with this ques-
tion. I take it for granted that the leader
of the Government will be prepared to
say at once, and I presume to say in the
affirmative, that that correspondence will
be brought down. 1 understand there is
no other correspondence, excepting the
communications between the Governor
General and the Lieutenant-Governor of
Quebec, and therefore the latter part of the
motion may be regarded as surplusage.

hon, friend, but that the question whether
it would be proper to bring down this par-
ticular communication has not been decided.
There is only one, as I said on Friday-a
copy of the letter which His Honour pre-
sented to His Excellency-only that one
document; and the question as to whether'
it would be proper to make it public at
present or not is under consideration. It
has struck us that it might not perhaps be
expedient in the public interest to bring it
down at this moment. However, within
the next day or two we shall decide that,
and if we feel that it is just and proper to
bring it down we will lay it on the Table,
and therefore this motion may pass.

The motion was agreed to.

THE LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT.

ADOPTION OF THE REPORT OF THE COMMIT-
TEE POSTPONED.

TheOrderof the Day being called-Con-
sideration of the First Report of the Joint
Committee of both Houses on the Library
of Parliament.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT said. There is just
one point in this report which requires to
be deait with. It is as to the purchase ot
a number of books from the estate of the
late Mr. Todd, the revision of a volume
which he published, and that is still open
-it has not been disposed of in the other
House, and as it deals with a question of
money I must ask to have it stand over
until Monday.

The order was allowed to stand.

FRAUDS UPON THE GOVERNMENT
BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
report of the Committee of the Whole
House on Bill (U) " An Act respecting
frauds upon the Government," be concur
red in.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I desire merely to The Bill was then read the third time
say that I (o not oppose the motion of my and passed.
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BAIE DES CHAIAEUBS RAILWAY
CO.'S BILL.

MOTION.

HON. MR. VIDAL moved the adoption of
the seventh Report of the Select Cornmittee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Havbours, on
Bill (82), "An Act respecting the Baie des
Chaleurs Railway Conpany." le said:
In rising to move the adoption of this
report I do not think it necessary that I
should trespass at any length upon the
time of the House, as everything has been
so clearly and fully stated in the report,
and I presurne hon. gentlemen have made
themselves acquainted with, at any rate,
enough of it to corne to a decision as to its
merits and the desirability of approving of
it. I would, however, take the oppor-
tunity of making a remark or two in con-
nection with matters which have corne up
with reference to this subject. My hon.
friend from Delanaudiére has, and I think
with considerable reason, found fault with
the action of the committee at an earhier
stage; but while I concur in his view that
our action was irregular, that we ought
certainly to have reported to the House
the desire of the promoter of the Bill
to withdraw it when it was made known
to us, and to have then obtained the deci-
sion of the House that the Bill should not
be withdrawn, and its direction to go on
with the investigation, the House was
really in possession of the fact, though not
by the report of the committee. The
Flouse knew well what it was doing when
the debate took place and when it gave the
neccssary order for the summoning and
examining of witnesses. While I admit
that there was this irregularity, it has not
been the cause of any injury to any one,
and no evil result bas sprung from it; it
is entirely counteracted by the more recent
action of the promoters of the Bill in ask-
ing to withdraw their objection, and re-
questing that the Bill should be proceeded
with and amended. This, I think, would
do away with anything that might be sup-
posed to be wrong, or a hardship to the
parties connected with the Bill, and there-
fore the action of the committee has to that
extent been justified. When we remem-
ber the peculiar character of the Bill,
and the large amount of public money
invested in the railway, and when there
were presented to the committee claims of
parties-honest and just claims, as far as

the committee could judge-against the
company for the construction of the road,
and when we remember that the claimant
felt that his rights would be entirely swept
away, either by passing the Bill in its ori-
ginal statè as it came to us or by allowing
the BiIl to be withdrawn, it will at once be
seen that the committee was placed in a
difficult position. It would appear to be
countenancing a gross injustice to the
claimants if the Bill were dropped ; and
while unquestionably the House alone has
power to decide whether the Bill should
be proceeded with or not, still, as the parties
eventually did not wish to withdraw it,
and the public interest required that it
should be passed, the committee was
justified in the course that was taken.
With regard to the report itself. it is
quite unnecessary that I should d well
at any length upon it, but will briefly
refer to two or three important salient
points which are the essence of the whole. I
may saythat the main subject occupying the
attention of the committee after disposing
of the Billwas the investigation into the
allegation made by the counsel for the
opponents of the measure, that a very
large sum of public money had been mis-
appropriated. After investigating this
matter the committee came to certain
conclusions, and I think quite correctly.
It cannot be denied that they have given
every opportunity to any and all who
desired to give information or explana-
tions whieh could possibly be demanded.
The committee waq exceedingly anxious to
ascertain the actual truth or falsity of
every allegation that was made, and gave
every opportunity of disproving the char-
ges to those who contended that the state-
ments were untrue. In this I am sure no
fault can be found with the action of the
committee. It was proved that $175,000
of public money, granted in aid of the
railway by the Province of Quebec, was
misapplied and wholly diverted from its
intended pirpose. In order to have a
proper understanding of' this matter, as it
appeared to the committee, and on which
they based their judgment, I think it is
well that I should read from its Journal
the original resolution passed in .the House
of Assembly of the Province of Quebec
with reference to this subject. It was on
the 5th March, 1890, and was as follows:-

''Resolved nemine contradicente, That seeing the
urgeney of the case and without niaking it a prece
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dent, this House desires that the Government adopt
practical means to pay the wages of the persons who
worked on Section ' K ' of the Baie des Chaleurs
Railway, to pay the farmers who sold their produce
in good faith and are not paid, as well as the board
etill due by the persons who worked on such section
of railway, and all other privileged claims, and this
out of the value of the work done and of raterials on
the spot, as will be established by the Governmient
engineer, to be deducted from the subsidies to becone
due to the company."

This clearly sets forth the motive and
reason why the legislation which followed
was suggested and acted upon-the pro-
tection of these parties who had no other
way of getting their just claims paid.
Following out that resolution, action was
taken by the Legislature, and they also
were very careful in passing their act to
guard that the money thus to be appropri-
ated should be expended only in this
direction. I will read an extract which I
have takon from the Quebec Statute book
with reference to this matter. It is as
follows -

" The wages due to workmen, the amounts due to
farmers for and taken for Section 'K' of the said rail-
way, the amounts due to other ersons h wvin; privi-
leged elaims against the said company, and to others
having clains that niay be fairly considered privi-
leged, in proportion to the amount of work per-
formed on the said Section 'K' * * * provided the
amount does not exceed $20,00O."

Nothing can be clearer than the design of
the Legisiature and the authority which
was given to the Administration of Quebee
to pay this money to settle these privile-
ged claims of workmen and others, and
the House will observe the amount was
limited ; it was not to exceed $20,000.
When, therefore, it came to the committee's
knowiedge that the large sum of $175,000
had been paid out of the money which, by
the statute, was to be devotel to the pay-
ment of these debts, it became obvious that
something was wrong. The whole amount
by the statute was limnited to $20,000, and
here was $175,000 paid out. Thenthestatute
regulated the way in which the privileged
claims should be investigated, and, when
certified, paid; and the Quebec Govern-
ment appointed an officer tor the purpose
of making this investigation, requiring also
that the claims should be certitied by the
secretary of the existing company before
being paid. We find that this $175,000
was not paid in that way at all; there was
no investigation, there was no certificate
by a Government engineer as required, but
a direct order came from a superior officer
to this gentleman, who had beenentrusted

by the Governme'nt with the money to pay
these debts, to pay $175,000 to Armstrong
for his account as presented. It is true
this account was certified as correct by
the secretary of the existing company, but
it had not the authoritative proof required
by the Act so as to entitle it to be paid as
a privileged claim, and in no sense could
the committee regard it as such; yet, not-
withstanding this, we find it was paid.
On inquiring carefully of the gentleman
to whom it was paid we ascertained
most distinctly the fact that while he
claimed a very mach larger sum, and
accepted this $175,000 as a compromise,
he could not have got that sum, or indeed
anything at ail, unlessprior to getting his
claim allowed he would agree to give
$100,000 to Ernest Pacaud. This is the
essential feature of the whole affair-his
claim would not have been acknowledged
at ail unless he would agree to give 8100,-
000 of the money to Pacaud, which sum
was actually paid to him. This at once
showed that there was something very far
wrong. Pacaud could have no possible
claim on one single dollar of the moncy
that was granted for the payment of pri-
vileged claims, and therefore on continuing
their investigation into the matter the
committee discovered that not a single
dollar of the $100,000, and I question if any
of the $75,000 was properly and honestly
applied to the purpose for which it was
appropriated. It went into private pockets
or to meet private obligations to certain
banks. It is quite true that we have been
informed that a good deal of the money
thus obtained was a fund, supposed to be
quite rightby the parties forming it, for the
protection of those who were involved in
contesting elections for the House of Com-
mons which took place last March. Many
of these elections were to be disputed and
$1,000 was required to be deposited in
every case. In order to meet these expen-
ses, notes were given by Pacaud and money
wap raised, and tho-e notes were paid
eventually out of the $100,000. In connec-
tion with this, I would give a hint to my
Quebec friends on a point which has not
attracted attention in the committee, or
elsewhere, so far as I have seen: We were
informed that although this money had
been applied to the taking up of the notes
that the original amount obtained fron the
banks discounting them was paid into
court-that is, paid into the Quebec
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treasury, subject to the decision of the
courts with reference to the contested elec-
tions, and that it was the expectation of the
maker and endorsers that their cases being
good the most of this money would come
back to them again. I want to give my
Quebec friends a hint, that a good deal of
this stolen money is in the Provincial
Treasurer's hands; and if it should happen
that the election contests are to be gained
by those parties, what is to becomeof that
money lying in the Quebec treasury, which
is certainly a part of this $100,000. I
hope those interested more immediately
in Quebec finances will look into this
matter and see that this money lying there,
subject to the order of the courte, does not
go into Mr. Pacaud's pocket or any other
improper place. This is merely a hint for
them. The malappropriation of this large
sum of money is the essential feature of
the report, and I think it justifies the
action taken by this House and its com-
mittee throughout, and would justify us in
urging upon the Government that no
additional payment of subsidy should be
made to that road until they could satisfy
themselves that the money would be right-
fully, lawfully, and honestly expended.
With this view, it was-thought desirable
(and the committee have so amended
that Bill) that the Government should
have the power, if they think fit to use it,
to appoint two directors, who would see
that the money yet to be paid (because
there is some of the subsidy yet coming to
them, both from the Dominion and from
the Province of Quebec) is properly used,
and to see that there shall be no other
misappropriation of the public fands
granted in aid of that railway.

THE SPEAKER declared the motion
adopted.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-On a division.

HON. MR. ALMON-I call for the yeas
and nays.

HON. MR. SCOTT-If there is to be a
division, I should like to explain why I
said "on a division."

HON. MR. KAULBACH-If the hon.
gentleman wants to have the report adopted
on a division we must have the yeas and
nays.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-If it is allowed to be
carried on a division I have no desire to
say anything, but if the votes are to be
taken I shall have to claim the indulgence
of the House to say a word or two.

HoN. MR. ALMON-If the report is to
be declared carried on a division we must
have the yeas and nays, because we want
the public to know that the almost univer-
sal sentiment of this House is in favour of
the report of the committee. If the hon,
gentleman from Ottawa wants to give his
reasons for wishing to have it recorded
that the report is adopted on a division,
he should be allowed to do so.

The Senate divided on the motion, which
was agreed to on the following vote
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, September 15th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READING.

Bill (U) " An Act respecting the
des Chaleurs Railway Company."
Ogilvie.)

BILLS INTIROD)UCED.

Bai
(M

Bill (155) ' An Act respecting the duties
of Customs." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (171) "An Act respecting the Rath-
bun Company." (Mr. Read.)

The Senate adjourned at 3.40 p. m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, September 16th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE NEW SPEAKER.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Before the motions
are called, I should like to offer my con-
gratulations to the hon. Senator from
De la Durantaye on his appointment to the
Chair. He is a gentleman who bas had, at
all events, a very large experience of
parliamentary practice. It is my good
fortune to have known him for a period of
over thirty years, and thirty years ago our
names appeared together on a good many
division lists of the old Parliament of
Canada; so it fairly devolves upon me to
offer my best congratulations to him on
the honour that bas been conferied upon
him to-day. We, on this side of the
House, or rather the few gentlemen for
whom I speak, have, of course, no voice in
the appointment of a Speaker of this Cham-
ber, but it is always.gratifying to us when
a wise and judicious selection is made.
Though there are two or three hon. gentle-

men from that Province who could have
filled the Chair in a creditable manner, I
am quite confident that my hon. f riend
will discharge the duties with credit to

3 hinself and satisfaction to the Senate.
Those for whom I speak more particularly
teel that he will discharge those duties
impartially and fairly, not taking into ac-
count our numbers, but the propriety of
the position that we may at any time hold

e in reference to points that may arise. I
r. hope, sir, you will find the Chair a very

pleasant one, and we on our part shall·
endeavour to make it agreeable while you
continue to occupy it.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I cannot let
this occasion pass without congratulating
my hon. friend on his appointment. No
better choice could have been made by the
Government from amongst their support-
ers from the Province of Quebec. I con-
gratulate the hon. gentleman on his
appointment, and I also congratulate the
Government on what they have done in
this instance. If in other respects I have
had to complain of the Government, I am
happy to be able to congratulate them on
their choice of speakers in this House-on
their choice of the gentleman who filled
the Chair this session until now, and on
the appointment of his successor. It was
only right that another gentleman of the
same origin should fili the position. I
congratulate the Ilouse on the appoint-
ment, because we will have the advantage
of having for Speaker a gentleman who
understands both languages. I hope by-
and-bye, if any one of another nationality
is appointed to replace the hon. gentleman
who now fills the position, that we will
have one who also will have a knowledge
of both, languages.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-1 should have been
glad, if it had lain within my functions, to
take the initiative in congratulating my
hon. friend who has just taken the Chair
upon the position he occupies. It gives
me, and will give my colleagues in the
Government, the greatest satisfaction to
find that the high opinion which they
formed of His Honour, the present Speaker,
of his qualities and capacity for the posi-
tion to which he has been chosen, is shared
by hon. gentlemen opposite. He has had,
from this side of the House, the nost posi-
tive and unqualified testimony that was in
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our power to offer of the opinion enter-
tained of his character, capacity and
standing in the country, and he will be
gratified to perceive that it is participated
in by gentlemen on the other side of the
House-shared equally, I may say, by both
sides of the House. While, I am sure, we
all regret the absence of the hon. gentle-
man who occupied the seat before him, and
whose courtesy and firmness and judicious
conduct during the short period of his
office won golden opinions from the coun-
try and from the House, we shall feel satis-
fled that his place is worthily occupied by
the hon. gentleman who now fills the
Chair.

TRADE WITH THE BRITISH WEST
INDIES.

ENQUIRY.

HoN. MR. WARK enquired-

What steps, if any, the Government intend to take
with the object of recovering the trade with the
British West Indian possessions, enjoyed by the
North American colonies, while the Colonial Cus-
toms Act was in operation, but to a great extent lost
since the repeal of that Act.

He said: When I brought this subject
up a few days ago objection was taken to
il as being likely to involve the discussion
of a subject that is rather distasteful in
some quarters. I have no intention of
introducing anything that would cause
either alarm or uneasiness to the most
timid. At the same time, I could not dis-
cuss the question which I proposed to bring
before the House without making some
allusion to the matter. The question which
1 iiitended to bring before the fouse was
closer trade relations with the British
West Indies, and I stated the reason why
I thought the present was a very appro-
priate time, because by a treaty which
has been lately entered into between
the United States and Spain the pro-
ducts of the Spanish possessions will
be admitted into the United States on
much more favourable terms than those
of the British West Indies, and J thought
the time was very approp riate to offer f1ree
trade with the British West Indies. I say
free trade, because we cannot offer modi-
fied trade. I referred to the tiine when
we endeavoured to discriminate in favour
of our own products throughout the British
North American colonies, and I pointed
out that at that time Lord Stanley, who

was then Colonial Secretary, sent out a
despatchi in which he objected strongly
to this discrimination. He said if all the
colonies were to resort to that pohîcy it
would cause such embarrassment and
difficulty to the Imperial Government that
they were unwilling to assent to it-in
fact, he went so far as to direct the Lieu-
tenant Governors in the first place to
endeavour to dissuade the Legislatures from
such legislation, and failing that he directed
them towithholdtheirassent toany measure
of' the kind. The despatch came out in
1843. The British Colonial Customs Act
was repealed in 1846, and the impression
went abroad then that the subject of Lord
Stanley's objection would not be insisted
upon, and Earl Grey, then Colonial Secre-
tary, sent out another despatch, dated the
9th November, 1848, in which he con-
firmed Lord Stanley's despatch-the policy
of the mother country was still the same
-and th at was acquiesced in from that time
down to the present. Consequently, to
attempt now to enter into any kind of a
modified arrangement with the British
West Indies would be at variance with the
policy of the Imperial Government, which
has so long been admitted to be the proper
policy. if, therefore, we offer the West
Indies anything, we must get over it as we
got over it in 1849, when we adopted the
system of fi'ee trade between the B.N.A.
colonies. There was no discrimination there.
We just agreed that each colony should
admit the products of the other colony
free, and if we are to get over the diffi-
culty now of existing treaties, we
must agree to admit the products of
the other colonies into this Dominion
free, on condition of' their admitting our
products free. Consequently, we cannot
confine it to the West Indies; we must
extend it to the Australian colonies, the
Cape colonies and South Africa, which are
the only colonies perhaps that would
respond to our application. With regard
to the British West Indies, we have very
little to lose in the shape of revenue. We
have still less in relation to the Australian
colonies, and I do not think we have any
direct trade at present. with the South
African colonies. But the very fact of it
being understood that the trade was free
between the colonies must revive and give
an impetus to trade ofsome kind, and per-
haps a rapidly-increasing trade. What,
therefore, I propose is, that we should
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adopt the same policy that we had in 1847
and 1849-that is, offer free trade to the
other colonies and endeavour to draw back
the trade which we have lost. That trade
was very flourishing at one cime, butsince
the Colonial Cistoms Act was repealed
the United States have almost entirelv
deprived us of it. We had then a
flourishing trade, but the trade of the
United States now with the British West
Indies amounts to $27,813,00, while ours
amounts to only $3,000,000-that is, only
about one-tenth of the whole, while they
have nine-tenths of it. It seems to me,
then, that the present is a very favourable
time to try to open up negotiations with
the British West India Islands, and give
them our free market. We admit their
products almost free of duty now, and as
was remarked by the hon. Premier the
other day, there was only behind that
a little molasses. If this policy is to lead
to free intercourse between all the colonies
the movement will not stop there. In a
very brief time I should expect that the
colonies would begin to look for closer
commercial relations with the mother
country. They would propose a modi-
fication of the duties on the imports
from the mother country, which now
admits everything we send froe. There
then would be a favourable opportunity
for the colonies to go, not individually, but
unitedly, to the Imperial Government,
and say : " You have certain treaties in
operation now which require us to admit
the produets of foreign countries, which
tax our products highly, into our markets
on the same terms that we admit yours."
We want to modify our rates of duty
on British products, to reduce them gra-
dually, and we want to be relieved from
just what the hon. Premier proposes in
the Address of which ho bas given no-
tice, only ho comes directly to the point
and I come to it in an indirect way. If
those treaties are to be enforced and
remain in force, then the Imperial Govern-
ment would have this proposition to make
to those countries with which such treaties
exist: " Our colonies are unwilling that
you should continue your high duties while
they are about to reduce theirs. We give
you the alternative, either to consent to
these treaties being modified and stand in
the same position as other countries with
respect to the colonies, or make an equal re-
duction ofyour tariffs to the reduction made

by the colonies." This, I think. would be
a reasonable proposition, and one that it
would be difficult to reject. I believe that
free intercourse between the colonies will
eventually lead to free trade with the
mother country. It ought not to be at-
tempted hastily. We have several pro-
tected industries which have been brought
into existence, and we ought to give then
time to prepare for this change, but they
must look forward at no distant day, first
to our reducing our tariff to a revenue
basis, and next, if we see that it is for our
interest, to introduce a system of free trado
over the whole empire, and when that is
introduced I think we might stop there.
We would then have that great empire,
with its population of over 300,000,000,
composed of a number of communities,
each taking care of its * own interests,
enacting its own laws and administering
its own Government, each raising its own
revenue and expending it, and all trading
together freely, every man being permitted
to supply his wants in any parts of the
great empire on the best torms he could
get, an I everyone being permitted to sell
the fruits of his industry in whatever
portion of the empire ho could get the best
terms. We would thon have, I am satistied,
unbounded prosperity, and we would
be less dependent on foreign countries.
This, I may observe, is all the Imperial
Federation that I want. I know there are
parties who are unfavourable to this move-
ment. They speak of a great overruling
power, placed above not only the Colonial
Parliaments, but above the Imperial Par-
liament-that it would ho necessary to have
sonething of the kind to make treaties, to
maintain standing armies and to direct
taxation for their support. There is no.
necessity for anything of the kind. The
Imperial Government can be left to make
the treaties with the assistance of the
representatives of the different dependen-
cies of the empire; and so far as standing
armies are concerned, I think we might
safely trust to the patriotism of the people
if war should break out. Wars are not
very threatening, especially to an empire
like this, but lot us take a lesson from the
past. When the United States found Eng-
land involved in a death struggle with the-
first Napoleon, and declared war, did not
Upper Canada and Lower Canada imme-
diately take up arms and stand side by
side with the Imperial troops through
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the whole of that war ? There was no
compulsion beyond that. New Brunswick,
which had not then a population of more
than 50,000, raised a very excellent regi-
ment, which marched in the depth ofwin-
ter through deep snow and unbroken
forest to take a place alongside of the Im-
perial troops and to fight the battles of the
empire. Twenty-five years later, when
the difficulties arose both in Lower and
UpperCanada,NovaScotiacame tothe front
wlth a pledge of £20,000 or $80,000 and
NewBrunswick pledgedher whole revenues
for the purpose of sustaining the authority
of the Queen. These were all voluntary
movements. Coming down later, when
the Egyptian war was going on, a body of
men volunteered from this country to per-
form duties which no British troops were
capable of discharging on the Nile. These
examples leave it, I think, clear that the
patriotism of the people might be de-
pended on for any assistance that the Im-

erial Government might want in a war.
know we have parties who think that

we would have something like the Ger-
man Bund, every section of the empire
forced to supply a certain number of
men. They had 38 different organizations
there, from an empire down to a petty duke-
dom, and each of these had to furnish its
quota of men. I suppose this Bund, as it was
called, was the work of the wisest mon of
Germany, and yet the first Napoleon
crushed it all to pieces in two or three
campaigns. It was reorganized, and
Prussia in one campaign-in fact, in one
battle-scattered it to the winds again.
But the possibility of a war is becoming
more remote, so far as the British empire
is concerned. A power with 300,000,000
of mon, an empire that raises one thousand
millions of dollars every year for ordinary
purposes, wants neither men nor money
to carry on a war, and no nation would
venture to bring on a conflict with the
British empire. I think the other nations
will be more willing to court the friend-
ship than to run the risk of incurring the
displeasure of the empire. Consequen tly,
for these two reasons, I think the picture
that was drawn of this great over-
shadowing power which is to have
such control over all our affairs is
altogether visionary. In the meantime,
we may depend on the patriotism of the
people if a war should arise, and conse-
quently I believe that the picture I have
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drawn of the empire ought to attract every
one. There is nothing frightful about it-
a united empire, united on strictly com-
mercial principles. The plan that I pro-
pose for approaching the Imperial Go-
vernment and the mode proposed by the
hon. the Premier is very different. I pro-
pose going with propositions of improved
trade relationb with the mother country,
and placing in the mouth of the Govern-
ment some argument to use to those
countries with whom these unfortunate
treaties exist, When I heard the hon.
Premier read his address it occurred to
me that I had seen in some of the papers
an interview between delegates from what
is called the United Empire trade league,
who waited on Lord Salisbury and brought
this very question before him, and here is
what Lord Salisbury's answer was:

" The matter which you represent to us deals with
two separate subjects, one of them a question upon
which there will be very little difference in principle,
and another a question of a far more wide-reaching
kind. With respect to those two unlucky treaties
which were made by Lord Palmerston's Government
some thirty years ago-when I must say the matter of
our relations with our colonies could not have been
fully considered (cheers)-we have tried to find out
from official records what the species of reasoning was
which induced statesmen of that day to sign such very
unfortunate pledges. But I do not think they had
any notion that they were signing any pledges at all.
I have not been able to discover that they at all realized
the importance of the engagements in which they were
entering. I can give you with the greatest confidence,
I think, the asmurance that only will not this Goverri-
ment but any future Government be disposed to enter
into any such engagements again. (Cheers.) But
when you ask us to denounce the treaties iu which
they are concerned you must remember that these
particular and unlucky provisions do not constitute
the whole of these treaties, and that you cannot
denounce one article of a treaty by itself. If ou
wish to get rid of a treaty you may, with more or less
regard to international law, probably denounce it. I
should be sorry to give too confident an opinion on that
point, but I am qmnte certain that you cannot denounce
a treaty by bits. These treaties contain provisions
which in other respects are very valuable to the trade
of this country, especially at the time when the cur-
rent ot protection is runnn very high in every coun-
try except our own. Therefore, you must not ask me
to give any pledges on this matter. We should be
glad indeed to take any opportunity that arises for
deliveringourselves from this unfortunate engagement,
but we eau make no promise as to doing so at the price
of other protective stipulations, of which the trade of
this country niay be in very great need. The matter
mîust be one which the Government will carefuliy
watch, and I have no doubt that before a very long
time has elapsed some means of mitigating this evil
may be found. (Cheers.)"

Now you see the Prime Minister here
refers to the very important interests
which are concerned. I can give you an
idea of them. It is the trade of Germany
and Belgium. The British trade with
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Germany is as follows: annual imports,
$130,000,000; exports to Grerrmany, $152,-
000,000; so that that great body of trade,
$283,000,000, is all included and carried
on under the treaties, portions of which
we object to. Then, again, the trade with
Belgium, which is only a small country, is
very considerable. The imports from
Belgium are $86,918,000, and the exports
to Belgium $67,974,000-that is, $ 154,000,-
000 of trade that Belgium carried on under
these treaties. The trade altogether, under
these unfortunate treaties with these two
countries, amounts to $438,000,000. When
we come to ask for the abrogation of these
treaties, which the Prime Minister says
cannot be dealt with by bits, we ought to
have something to offer. We ought to be
able to offer the Imperial Government a
very m aterial reduction in our tariff against
these countries or against the products of
the United Kingdom; and we ought to
be prepared to allow the Imperial Govern-
ment to say to those Governments where
these unfortunate clauses are contained in
their treaties: "If you expect these clauses
to remain in our treaties you must make
concessions to the colonies." I will not
trespass longer on the time of the House,
but I think the matter is a very important
one, and deserves serious consideration.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-As my hon.
friend has made very extended remarks on
the question before the bouse, I may be
permitted to say a few words, although I
am speaking to a simple question and am
very much out of order. No doubt we
have lost the trade with the British West
Indies very largely, but coming, as I do,
from a county which has a larger direct
trade with those islands than any other
part of the country, a few words from me
may not be out of place, especial ly as it is
a question of vital importance to the part
of Nova Scotia from which I come. Ours
is the only county in Nova Scotia which
continues to hold the trade with the British
West Indies through the lumber and fish-
ing interests. There is no doubt the Gov-
ernment has done a great deal of late by
giving increased facilities for trade by
steamships to promote that trade. They
have also, in the exhibition held in Jamaica
last spring, ascertained the requirements
of the islands and the facilities for trade
with them, or for the interchange of pro-
ducts between Canada and the British West

Indies. No doubt they have found out in
Jamaica that our flour and products of
flour are preferable to those of the
United States. We in Nova Scotia
send wood, and the products of wood, and
fish, to the British West Indies. The
western portion of the country could send
dairy products and products of the farm.
No doubt it would be proper that we should
have the preference in trading in our own
markets-discrimination in favour of the
British West Indies in Canada would pro-
mote a very profitable trade for us. Such
a trade existed when the Colonial Custons
Act was in operation. I am old enough
to remember when we had an immense
trade. We had a provincial revenue de-
rived from foreign products, but only one
tax-that is, the Imperial tax. The Im-
perial revenue was chiefly consumed in
maintaining officials and the rest went
into ou' own treasury. It is a matter of
vast importance. It will give us a test, in
time, of the practicability of Imperial
Federation, of which I am a strong advo-
cate. Although this question is largely
involved in the one that the Premier has
asked us to discuss next week, it is a mat-
ter of such direct importance to the
county from which I come that I ask the
House to excuse me for having made
these remarks.

HoN. Ma. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
who put the question no doubt is aware
that the Government has been taking
several steps towards the rehabilitation of
the West India trade. tending to increase
the trade between this country and the
West Indies in several ways. For instance,
the Finance Minister went down himself
to the West Indies last year to meet the
various Governments and the people of
those islands, with a view of endeavouring
to arrive at some understanding by which
trade between those islands and this coun-
try could be facilitated. Besides that, this
Government spent a considerable sum of
money and took a g.reat deal of trouble in
getting a suitable exhibition of the pro-
ducts of Canada made in the West Indies
at their great exposition which took place
last year; and I may say-it is universally
recognized that that exhibition was an
extremely successful one, that it attracted
the attention of the people, and will no
doubt have a strong tendency to increase
the trade relations between us. In addi-

594



The Quebec [SEPTEMBER 17, 1891] Digficulty.

tion to that, the Government subsidized
three lines of steamers from and to various
points in furtherance of the trade of
the West Indies, and I really do not know
at this moment what further step could be
taken at present to improve this trade.
Of course, if reciprocal trade relations
could be established between the two
countries it would probably be of great
advantage to us, if it were not interfered
with in that respect by the reciprocal
trade relations which the United States
Government has received power to nego-
tiate, and which no doubt they will not
fail to attempt to negotiate without loss of
time; but we labour under this difficulty
in such a negotiation as that, which my
hon. friend bas not referred to, namely,
that we have scarcely anything on which
we can relax the duties. We are not
taxing the products of the West India
Islands at present to any extent in Canada.
Since we abandoned the sugar duties there
is no article of much importance coming
from the West Indies on which any duty
exists. There is a class of molasses, I be-
lieve, on which there is a duty. Of course,
the spirit of rum has a duty, necessarily,
and that cannot be abandoned and would
not be expected to be abandoned. There
are small duties upon fruit,the importations
of which are not very large, but the result
of the summary of what duties really
exist is simply this, that we have very
little indeed to offer them as a considera-
tion for their abandonment of their duties
upon our exports. These exports now pay
the same duties as those of the United
States, and unfortunately it is not within
our power to make any dilference in the
amount of duties they impose upon our
exports. We should gladly come to an
arrangement with them to make a conces-
sion in our favour with respect to those
exports, in order to induce them to reduce
their dutieF,; but we have really carried the
principle which my hon. friend advocates
so far that we have nothing of any great
importance at this moment to offer in
exchange for theirduties. My hon. friend
and the House may be perfectly sure that
the attention of the Government is very
earnestly directed towards this trade, and
that no opportunity will be lost to further
and improve it.
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RATHBUN CO.'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. Ma. READ (Quinté) moved the
second reading of Bill (171) " An Act res-
pecting the Rathbun Company." He said:
Th is company asks to have its Act ofincor-
poration amended, so that it can issue bonds
or debentures, as doubts have arison as to
whether it possesses the power to do so.

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

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (170) "An Act respecting the
North Shore section of the Canadian Paci-
fic Railway." (Mr. Abbott.)

The Senate adjourned at 4.20 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, 17th Sept., 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

AN ADJOURNMENT.

- HoN. MR. OGILVIE moved that when
this House adjourns to-day it stand ad-
journed until Tuesday next at 8 p.m.

The motion was agreed to.

THE QUEBEC DIFFICULTY.

ENQUIRY.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Before the Orders of
the Day are called, I should like to ask the
leader of the Government whether any
communication has been received from the
Lieutenant Governor of Quebec, in reply
to the communication laid on the Table
from the hon. the Premier. Thore was a
demand for an explanation, and I should
like to know whether that explanation bas
been received.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-1 am not aware of
His Excellency having received anyfurther
paper.
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HON. MR. SCOTT-The motion was
all the papers.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT - There are
others.

for

THE DEBATES COMMITTEE.

MOTION.

HoN. MR. VIDAL-Before the Orders of
the Day are called, I wish to move that the
name of the Hon. Mr. Boulton be added to
the Committee on Reporting Debates. The
committee is not a large one, and four of
its members are not available. One, Mr.
Haythorne, bas been removed by death;
we lose another by His Honour the Speaker
being in the Chair; Mr. Power is away,
and Mr. Thibeaudeau is not here.

The motion was agreed to.

DUTIES OF CUSTOMS BILL.

SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (155) " An Act to amend
the Acts respecting the duties of Customs."
He said: This is a Bill rendered neces-
sary by the change made during the
present session in the sugar and sait duties,
and in the duties on malt and things manu-
factured from malt, and .on tobacco and
spirituous liquors. The Bill deals entirely
with these changes, with which the House
is familiar, and which take off duties to
the extent of about three million of dollars.
This Bill provides for recouping that to
the extent of about half the sum.

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

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I presume there
will be no objection to putting the Bill
through. I therefore move that the 41st
Rule of this House be dispensed with, and
the Bill be read the third time.

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

The Senate adjourned at 3:40 p.m.

THlE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, Sept. 22nd, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 8
p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE QUEBEC DIFFICULTY.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Before the Orders of
the Day are called, I would like to ask the
leader of the Government whether that
letter has arrived from the Premier of
Quebec giving his answer to the letter of
the Lieutenant-Governor, laid on the Table
of this House last week ? '

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I have to say that
His Excellency received on Saturday a
number of communications from Lieuten-
ant Governor Angers. They were trans-
mitted here yesterday, and I received
them yesterday afternoon. They are now
iii course of being copied, and I will be
prepared to bring them down to-morrow
without notice.

HoN. MR. MILLER-If I may be per-
mitted to say so, I think the House is un-
der an obligation to the hon. leader of the
Opposition for the enquiry which he bas
made. I have seen it stated in the press
that we adjourned this House from Thurs-
day last until to-night, simply to prevent
the Government from putting the papers
before the House. I was one of those who
was in favour of the adjournment, and I
do not think a thought of that kind en-
tered into my mind, and I am simply
obliged to the hon. leader of the Opposi-
tion for calling the attention of the hon.
Premier to the matter.

RESIGNATION OF MR. BURGESS.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-Before the
Oiders of the Day are called, I would like
to ask the First Minister if the resignation
of the Deputy Minister of the Interior, Mr.
Burgess, has been accepted by the Govern-
ment ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-No; the resigna-
tion of the Deputy Minister bas not yet
been accepted.

HON. MR. McINNES (B. C.)-Is he
still under pay ?
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HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I think not. The
persons who have been suspended on the
charges that have been developed before
the committee all have their pay stopped.
A sub-committee of the Privy Council has
been appointed to try the cases. In every
case where the evidence wax completed
before the committee the person found
guilty of impropriety was dismissed. In
cases where the evidence was not com-
pleted, and where the person might be
supposed to have something to say on his
own behalf, he was suspended. In that
case his functions as a civil servant ceased,
and his pay ceased, and the sub-committee
of the Privy Council has been appointed
to try his conduct on its merits. We have
been too much occupied in various ways
to have these trials completed. I presume
they will iot be finally completed until
after the session, but that is the position of
those persons who have been accused before
the committee.

NORTH SHORE SECTION OF THE
CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY

BILL.
SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (170) " An Act respecting
the North Shqae Section of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway." He said: This is a
measure intended to change an arrange-
ment which was made by the Government
of the country several years ago-in the
year 1885. In that year a grant was
voted of one million tive hundred thou-
sand dollars for the purpose of facilitating
the entry of the Canadian Pacifie Railway
into the city of Quebec. There was great
complaint along the north shore of the
St. Lawrence and in the city of Quebec
in consequence of the deficiency in the
railway facilities which were then avail-
able to the people of that neighbourhood
and along that line. The North Shore
Railway was in anything but a good con-
dition in point of repair. It was not run
in a manner satisfactory to the people at
the time, and the Government were
strongly pressed to assist in enabling the
Canadian Pacifie Railway to get posses-
sion of this road and to make its final
summer terminus at Quebec. In the
course of the negotiations which took
p lace for the purpose of enabling the
Canadian Pacifie Railway to attain this

object it was provided that a certain sum,
amounting in the neighbourhood of one
million of dollars-which may be called
a million dollars for the sake of dis-
cussion-was set apart and was devoted
to the assistance of the company, by using
it for the purchase of bonds existing of
the North Shore road, and as the grant
was intended for the assistance of the
company, bhe interest of it was devoted to
that assistance, by being applied to the
payment of the interest of so many of the
bonds of the road-in fact, some of the
bonds being at a discount, a portion of' the
money was devoted to buying a certain
quantity of the bonds, I think at 90 per
cent. The provision made by the Govern-
ment at the time was one which it was
supposed would eventually operate in such
a way as to save this money to the country,
and the Government, by stipulating that
the Canadian Pacifie Railway shou d pay
the interest on those bonds so long as the
net revenue derived from the road was
sufficient to pay it, and the deficiency of
interest that had accrued during the time
it was sufficient; but the obvious conse-
quence of this arrangement was that the
company had no interest in improving the
road. It was not to their advantage,
or likely to enure to their advantage, to
put the road in first-rate order and in-
crease its traffic to such an extent as to
enable it to pay out of its net revenue the
interest on the bonds of the road and allow
thesurplus to pay interest on the bonds
of the Government. It was the company's
interest to make what they could out of
it, instead of using the surplus to place the
road in repair. Even by that restriction
they were prevented from improving the
condition of the road by the substitution
of steel or iron bridges for wooden bridges,
or by the substitution of any kind of work
on the road of a better quality than that
which was used in its original construction,
except on the express stipulation of the
Government-in other words, they could
not use the revenues of the road in improv-
ing it beyond the necessary repairs without
the permission of the Government; and
it was obvious that the amount they might
use in that way with the permission of the
Government would evenitually come out of
the Government itself, because they were
not bound to pay interest on the bonds
held by the Government until the net
earnings of the road were sufficient to pay,
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not only the current interest but the defi-
ciency in the interest which had previously
accrued. In fact, the airangement which
was devisedfor the purpose of endeavouring
to save a portion of the money appropratea
by Parliament to assist the Canadian Paci-
fie Railway to enter Quebec turned out to
be an arrangement skilfully, apparently,
devised for the purpose of preventing the
road from being improved, and preventing
Quebec from obtaining all the advantages
which it ought to have obtained by means
of this assistance. No doubt, whatever the
intention, it was, as I have said, an excellent
one. It involved the idea of endeavouring
to save this sum of money, and eventually,
of course, the capital for the Government
and the country, and the plan which was
devised for the purpose of doing that was
supposed to be one that was likely to turn
out such as the Government would desire.
Though I had myself something to do at
the time with the company, I had then
formed the opinion that the result would
be exactly what it has turned out. It bas
preyented the company and the country
from deriving the benetits which were cal-
culated to be obtained by a proper expen-
diture of this money voted by the Govern-
ment. Now, the object of this Bill is to
place the matter in the position which, no
doubt, it was intented to be placed in when
the grant of a million dollars was made.
The company has offered to make a large
number of improvements in the road, to
substitute steel bridges for wooden bridges
-to make renewals of a more permanent
and expensive character than the work
which was originally used in the construc-
tion of the railway-to put on a larger
quantity of rolling stock, including all
kinds of cars and carriages, similar in qua-
lity to those which are in use on the most
favoured portions of their line; to build
elevators, flour sheds, and other local im-
provements and facilities for handling the
traffic of Quebec and Three Rivers and
other places along the lino, and to make
certain other improvements which are
mentioned in the Bill, in Three Rivers,
improving the loop lino and the Piles
branch. The improvements which the
company have offered to make are detailed
in the Bill. They are satisfactory, I believe,
to the people along the route, and the con-
dition of this statute is that, upon its pas-
sage, and before the company can derive
any of the benefits which it is intended by

this Bill to confer upon them, they must
execute an agreement with the Goveru-
ment to the satisfaction of the Minister
and Department of Justice and the Gov-
ernor in Council, binding them to perform
these works according to the terms of this
Bill. That is the object of the Bill, and it
is hoped-in fact, it is certain that under
its provisions the line to Quebec and the
facilities for traffic at Quebec and towns
along the route will be equal to those ofanv
other portion of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way.

HON. MR. POWER-I do not rise for
the purpose of offering my opposition to
the Bill. I presume that as the leader of
the Govornment was right in 1885 when
this arrangement was made, he is likely
to be right now, and so far as the Bill goes
I presume it is calculated, when it be-
comes law, to effect an improvement in the
railway facilities of the city of Quebec
and of Three Rivers. I rise for the purpose
of calling the attention of the First Minister
to what I consider a very serious omission
in the Bill. Hon. gentlemen are aware
that this country has expended about two
million of dollars in the construction of
what is known as the St. Charles Branch
of the Intercolonial Railway. The main
object of constructing that ranch was to
make the northern and weTtern terminus
of the Intercolonial Railway a competing
point both for freight and passengers. The
Intercolonial Railway, previous to the
construction of the St. Charles Branch, was
felt to be completely dependent on the
Grand Trunk Railway for its western and
northern connection, and this branch was
constructed in order to make the Interco-
lonial Railway independent of the Grand-
Trunk Railway and make this western
terminus of the Intercolonial Railway a
competing point. The expenditure of that
two millions of dollars has not brought
about the result which was sought, and the
principal reason why it has not brought
about that result is that no proper facili-
ties have been afforded for connecting
traffic from the North Shore Railway with
the Intercolonial Railway. I think it is to
be regretted that this Bill does not contain
a provision to the effect that the company
should be obliged to run their line to a
point on the river side nearly opposite the
terminus of the Intercolonial Railway at
Lévis, and that there should be at least
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one ferry steamer there capable of carrying
freight cars across the river, as is done at
many other places. Until such an arrange-
ment as that is made, the great expendi-
ture which has taken place in connection
with the St. Charles branch will be per-
fectly useless, and the Intercolonial Rail-
way will continue to be handicapped, as it
has been handicapped ail along, by the
fact that it is altogether dependent for the
carriage of business west of Lévis on one
road-on the Grand Trunk Railway. I
think that, considering the fact that the
country has invested some fifty millions
of dollars in that road, itis to be regretted
that it is not dealt with as any company of
sufficient ability would deal with it. It is
of great consequence that proper connec-
tion should be made between the North
Shore and the Intercolonial Railway, and I
regret very much that the Government, in
making this new arrangement with the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company, have
not provided for making the terminus of
the country's own railway a competitive
point. I suppose that as this may be re-
garded as beiug a money Bill, we cannot
amend it here,but I think it possible that the
hon. gentleman may, ut any rate, even if we
cannot amend this Bill, be able to take such
stops as will remove the present want at
Quebec.

HoN. MR. DEVER-Before the Short
Line was constructed and connected with
the Intercolonial Railway at St. John the
hon. gentleman's argument might have
had some weight, especially for the people
of Nova Scotia, but the people of New
Brunswick are thoroughly Atisfied with
the present arrangement, and would not
feel disposed to go to the expense of
having a bridge constructed at Quebec.

HoN. MR. POWER-I did not suggest a
bridge at all.

HON. MR. DEVER-Any substitute for
a bridge would be a poor affair. I know
that in our part of the country we are
very much pleased with the Short Line of
the Canadian Pacific Railway and its con-
nections, and for the present we can get
along very well as we are.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I think a ferry
to carry the trade across at Quebec is
impracticable. I do not believe it would

give the advantages which my hon. friend
from Halifax believes it would yield, and
nothing short of a bridge across there will
provide the facilities desired in connection
with the Intercolonial Railway. Whether
that bridge will be buit is a matter to be
considered, but my hon. friend is entirely
wrong if he thinks that a ferry to cross at
Quebec, carrying freight and passenger
trains, would be attended with any degree
of success or give any advantage to the
trade of that part of the country.

HON. MR. ALMON-As this is a matter
in which the city of Halifax is very much
concerned, I agree with everything that
bas fallen from the senior member from
Halifax. Of course, I would prefer a bridge,
but that is a very expensive matter. With
regard to having boats to carry trains over
the river, there is very little expense con-
nected with that. The system is in oper-
ation in the United States. By one line
trains are carried into New York by ferries
that bave to run a distance of 15 miles.
One scarcely feels that he is aboard a ves-
sel. On making enquiries atQuebec I-find
that there are only about six days of the year
on which those steamers could not cross at
Lévis-at least, that is about the time that
small steamers are unable to cross. I do
not know that the ice would prevent large
steamers from crossing at all times, and
the suggestion of the hon. gentleman from
Halifax could at all events be carried out
at ail times, with the exception of six days.
If St. John is not satisfied

HoN. MR. DEVER-St, John does not
complain. New Brunswick is well sup-
plied at present.

HoN. MR. ALMON-If St. John does not
want the ferry at Lévis, Halifax does.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-[ am not prepared
to say that a ferry at Quebec would not be
a ·:seful institution, and that it might not
be, to a certain extent, an advantage to the
city and convey a small, but a very small
portion of traffic to the Intercolonial Rail-
way; but my hon. friend from Halifax will
preceive that the traffic which such a ferry
would carry to the Intercolonial Railway
would only be the traffic which might corne
upon the road at points between Montreal
and Quebec. It is perfectly obvious that
a crossing at Quebec by means of a ferry
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boat-which is a clumsy contrivance at
best, slow, and for large portions of the year
not capable of being used at all-could not
for a moment compete with the two railway
bridges existing at Montreal, and all traffic
coming from points west of Montreal would
of necessity cross the river at Montreal and
come down the south shore. We have now,
of course, only the Grand Trunk Railway
from Montreal to Quebec on the south bank
of the St. Lawrence, but there is another
system of railways rapidly approaching
completion on the south shore, and for the
whole period of the year during which the
ferry at Lévis would be useful we have
navigation which would enable us to tran-
ship goods at Montreal by water, if it were
thought proper, and forward by railway
at Lévis on the St. Charles branch. Now
my hon. friend stigmatizes the St. Charles
branch as being useless unless it is to
afford communication with the Catiadian
Pacifie Railway at Quçbec. Where would
be the remuneration for the building
of the St. Charles branch if its only
use is to obtain the traffie which comes
betweer Montreal and Quebec for trans-
mission to the Lower Provinces ? I sup-
pose the whole of the traffic that would
come over that road from Montreal to
Quebec and cross in a ferry might be car-
ried in carts down the river without any
great difficulty. It is not in the nature of
things that anything grown between Que-
bec and Montreal would go eastward
except to Quebec itself. The market of
that produce is all westward. The hay
which is produced in enormous quantities
along that road goes either to Montreal or
the United States. The natural market of
its produets is either of those large cities,
Montreal or Quebec. None of it would be
shipped by the Intercolonial Railway in
summer. The idea is quite incomprehen-
sible. from a business point of view, that
any of the potatoes, oats, or grain of any
kind, or hay, or cattle grown or raised
between Montreal and Quebec, would be
shipped over the Intercolonial Railway in
syimmer. I do not think any gentleman
who has to do with the carrying trade, or
with the business of the country, would
expect any such result: but the St. Charles
branch has its usefulness. The Intercol-
onial Railway, or rather the Grand Trunk
Railway, as it was originally, passed along
the high bank beyond Lévis and had no
access from the water eastward. It was

absolutely necessary when the In tercolonial
Railway was brought to Lévis 1 hat it should
have connection with the navigable water
at Point Lévis, and there it receives the
immense contribution of traffic which flows
down the St. Lawrence on vessels of all
descriptions for export to the seaboard,
besides performing in a more convenient
shape its connection with the Grand Trunk
Railway and, as I hope eventually, its cQu-
nection with other lines of railway running
down the southern bank of the St. Law-
rence. These are the uses, I take it, of
the St. Charles brandh to the Intercolonial
Railway-that is, giving it such access to
navigable water at Point Lévis as it has
at its other termini, falifax and St. John.
The object of this subsidy was not, in fact,
to create a crossing at Quebec: to have th at,
a further advance would have to be made.
It could not be expected to pay at present,
It would have to be subsidized largely, and
the only advantage gained would be the
transport of such small traffic as might
oviginate between Montreal and Quebec,
and as might need to be carried across in
the summer months. When the crossing
comes to be made at Quebec, as I hope
some day it will be, it must be by a bridge.
That would give an effective crossing that
would be useful for all purposes, as well
for passengers as freight, and would be use-
fui to the carrying trade of the Dominion.
Of course, we ail know that it is a formid-
able undertaking, and will require much
consideration and combination of forces
before it can be made, but I hope to see
the day when a bridge will be built to
carry trains across the St. Lawrence at
Quebec as they now cross at Montreal. I
remember the time when a bridge at
Montreal would have been considered an
infinitely more chimerical and distant pro-
ject than the construction of a railway
bridge at Quebec seems now.

HON. MR. POWER-Inasmuch as the
hon. leader of the Government and one or
two other gentleme seem to have mis-
apprehended what I have said, I may be
allowed to say a few words. I did not lay
much stress on the ferry; I was thinking
rather of the inconvenience to passengers,
and my feeling was that the railway might
go at any rate down to the shore, so that
passengers who intended going to the In-
tercolonial Railway or taking the Canadian
Pacifie Railway at Quebec-and there are
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a good many passengers who do that-
should not have to take what is not by any
means a pleasant drive, and particularly iii
the winter season. There is now the drive
from the station down to the ferry wharf,
which is rather long and very disagreeable
in winter, and it would not seem unreason-
able that the North Shore Railway should,
at any rate, come to some point nearly
opposite the Lévis station. The hon. gen-
tleman is probably il the main correct as
to freight, but perhaps he will be surprised
to learn that during the past season very
large quantities of hay have been shipped
from Quebec to Halifax and other points
in Nova Scotia.

HON. MR. MILLER-I desire to express
my congratulations to the hon. member
from Halifax for having drawn from the
Prime Minister a speech which explains
to the country, to a great extent, why this
Bill is before Parliament.

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

THE NORTH-WEST CENTRAL RAIL-
WAY.

ENQUIRY.

HON. MR. BOULTON inquired if the
Government had any information as to
when the North-West Central Railway will
be in operation ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I have had no
further information since the question was
put to me on Friday last.

BILLS [NTRODUCED.

Bill (169) "An Act further to amend
the Act 52 Vic., cap. 4, intituled ' An Act
to authorize the granting of Subsidies in
land to certain Railway Companies.'"
(Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (146) " An Act further to amend
the Dominion Elections Act." (Mr.
Abbott.)

SUPREMIE AND EXCIIEQUER
COURTS BILL.

COMMONS &MENDMENTs AGREED TO.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons to return Bill (138) " An Act
to amend chapter 135 of the Revised

Statutes' intituled An Act respecting the
Supreme and Exchequer Courts,'" and to
inform the Senate that they had agreed to
the same with certain amendments.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The only amend-
ment that is more than purely verbal is
one which describes the cases which are
to be appealable as those which are now
appealable to the Judicial Committee of
the Privy Council. That, in point of fact,
is only an additional description of the
.kind of case that was already sufficiently
described, in my humble opinion, in the
Act. The Act provided that cases which
were moved to the court of revision in
Lower Canada and which were copfirmed
by that court should have the right of
appeal to the Supreme Court. • By the law
as it now exists, such cases have the right
of appeal to the Judicial Comtnittee of the
Privy Council, but they had not the right
of appeal to the Supreme Court, which
was an anomaly that was caused simply
by the fact that the Act was passed before
the Supreme Court had any existence.
The amendment made in this House re-
medied that mistake, and the House of
Commons bas clinched the nail on the
other side by saying "and which cases
are appealabLe to the Judicial Committee
of the -Privy Council." The Act was per-
fectly clear and comprehensible as it was,
but it is not any the worse for the change,
and I ask the House to concur iu the
amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 8:50 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, Sept. 23rd, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine procëedings.

THIRD READING.

Bill (171) "An Act respecting the Rath-
bun Company." (Mr. Read.)
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THE CATTLE TRADE WITH ENG-
LAND.

ENQUIRY.

HON. MR. IREESOR rose to-

Call the attention of the Governnent to the great
disparity of the charges per head on cattle shipped
to Liverpool fron Canadian and American ports, res-
pectively, the former charging seventy shillings per
head while the latter char ge twenty shillings per
head : these charges I learn f rom newspaper reports
and ask the Government how far the reports are cor-
rect, and whether it is in the power of the Govein-
ment to cause such modification of the charges from.
Canadian ports as will secure the continuance of this
important trade ?

He said : Some little time ago I saw by
newspaper reports, which seem to be well
authenticated by correspondence from
Montreal, that there was a -very great
disparity in charges between the rates on
live stock shipped from Montreal and
from United States ports. I have made
further inquiries, and have learned from a
shipper that these reports are pretty well
Iounded. He did not say that the dis-
parity was quite as great as I had seen
reported in the newspapers, but he said
there was a difference of about ten dollars
per head. That, on over 100,000 head
shipped in the course of a year, would
ainount to a million dollars, so that it is a
matter of a good deal of importance to
Canada. It may be, however, that it will
not be at all in the power of the Govern-
ment to make the matter different, but
still I thought it of so much importance
that it was proper to call their attention
to it, and if it were possible by legislation
or otherwise, the difference should be
greatly modified in favour of our own
ports. Otherwise, it will not be long until
the stream of export will be through
United States instead of Canadian ports,
and no one can really desire that if we can
accomplish the work ourselves without too
great expense.

[IoN. Ma.KAULBACH-This is amatter
of great importance, and ] am really glad
to find that my hon. friend has come to
the conclusion that Governments can do
something to promote the trade and pros-
perity of the country. He belongs to the
party that thinks Governments are simply
flies on the wheel, and unable to do any-
thing for the conntry, beyond collecting'
and expending the public revenue. I am
very glad that my hon. friend has faith in

the present Government and believes that
they can do something to help the trade
of the Dominion, but he is expecting too
much when he asks them to regulate the
freight on cattle exported from Canada to
England. I believe my hon. friend is
wrong again in his figures. I do not think
there can be the discrepancy in rates
that he mentions. What is more impor-
tant, and what the Government can do, is
to see that the advantage which we pos-
sess over our American competitors in the
ports of Great Britain is maintained. We
know that in the United States they are
trying to get the embargo on their cattle
removed. In fact, this inspection law bas
been largely owing to their influence.
They are alive to the importance of the
great cattle industry, and will endeavour
by all means in their power to have the
embargo removed, as they have sought to
remove the embargo on pork in Germany.
The new regulations may have something
to do with the present rate on cattle, but
I doubt if the difference is as great as my
hon. friend mentions, although I have no
data before me to warrant me in saying
so.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
will perceive that it is really not in the
power of the Government to regulate the
rates of carriage for cattle. Thatdepends
altogether upon the supply of available
shipping and upon the demand for cattle
spacos, but I am under the impression that
my hon. friend's information, as contained
iii the question that he bas put, is very
erroneous, and that the position of matters
with regard to freights from the two points
mentioned is not by any means so bad as
my hon. friend believes. Information bas
been obtained since his question was put
on the Paper as to what the cattle rates
really are, and the Government learn from
two leading shipping houses in Montreal
that the maximum cattle rate at Montreal
during the present season was 60s.; the
present cattle rate at Montreal is 55s.
Spaces were rented in New York at the
end of last week at 45s. Two seasons ago
the situation, these gentlemen say, %vas
exactly opposite, American rates being
higher then, by one to two pounds per
animal, than the Canadian rates. The fluc-
tuation, as I commenced by saying, depends
entirely on the 'supply of shipping avail-
able and upon the demand for cattle spaces.
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HON. MR. READ-When this matter
came up a few days ago I took a little
interest in it and endeavoured to gain some
information. I have in my hand a telegram
from a gentleman who is largely interested
in the traffic and who is posted on the rates
in both countries, as they are quoted from
day to day. His answer is:

" American steamers have been going at from £1,
to 35 shillings. They are asking 40 shillings to 55
shillings at present."

It must be utiderstood that those vessels
in the permanent trade ask higher rates;
and they should ask higher rates, because
they take greater pains with the cattle
shipped on them. I made it my business
when in Montreal this week to visit a cattle
ship that bas just been fitted up. I thought
I would see for myself what the arrange-
ments were, and, having some knowledge
of the business, I thought the fittings up
were most complete. I was introduced to
the captain and ascertained from him that
his vessel had been most successful in car-
rying cattle. It was the captain's aim to
land his cargo in the best possible order,
and ho had been successfut. I asked the
reason of his success, and he said that it
aiose from the fact that when cattle were
suffering in a storm he laid-to if possible
until the storm abated. I have some little
knowledge of other ships that have not
had the same success. The great loss that
occurred within the last few weeks was
on a tramp ship that sailed from Montreal.
That ship lost, I think, 77 head of cattle,
whereas a regular cattle ship, sailing a
day or two before, lost very few. The loss
on the tramp ship was due to the tact that
the captain had not an interest in the
cargo. All the interest he had was to
land the cargo and get rid of it dead or
alive. Ti amp vessels that are not regularly
in the cattle trade from year to year never
have the same care for their cargo that
the regular traders have. The object of
the regular trader is to keep up the reputa-
tion of his vessel, and shippers are always
glad to pay him a little more money, and
they can well afford to pay it. Insurance
companies will insure cattle for a great
deal less upon those regular ships whose
captains they know will take good cure of
their cattle, and will land them in good
order if possible.

HON. MR. REESOR-I am very much
pleased to hear the explanation of the

leader of the Government. The Govern-
ment no doubt have better sources of
information than any private member bas
at his command, and it will be more
satisfactory to the country that these
facts shall be known. However, the
bon. gentleman's statement conflicts with
the statement I have from a prominent
trader, a man that has been shipping
recently-that the prices were very much
higher here than on the other side. At
all events, there is no harm in calling atten-
tion to the matter, even if we can bring
no pressure to bear upon it, as it will
give parties to understand that they have
the choice of two or three ports.

The Senate adjourned at 3:40 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, Sept. 24th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

JUDICIAL SALARIES.

QUESTION.

HON. MR. DICKEY rose to-

Call the attention of the House to the inadequacy
of certain judicial salaries in the Superior Courts of
the Dominion; and to enquire whether it is the
intention of the Government to propose a remedy for
the existing state of things?

He said: In calling attention tà the in-
sufficiency of the judges' salaries through-
out the superior and higher courts of the
Dominion, I wish to say that I do it on
my own mere motion, and not on the
suggestion of anyone. I have no personal
interest in the matter beyond that which
attaches to any member of this House who
is interested in having an efficient admin-
istration of justice. Hon. gentlemen will
all agree with me, I think, that this end
will not be attained unless by an adequate
and independent judiciary. The scale of
salaries attached to those high offices was
arranged shortly after Confederation, and
I may say, speaking generally, without
going into particulars, for I do not propose
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to quote figures, that the seale was made living for himself and family. I do not
upon a basis of the salaries in the two wish to make any suggestions, and I trust
larger provinces, being about $1,000 that in the few observations that I have
above those of the smaller provinces. I made I have not imported anything into
do not stand up here to contend for a hard- the question of a controversial character.
and-fast uniformity in a matter of this
kind, because the circumstances of the
various provinces are somewhat diffèrent; HoN. Mi. KAILBACH-Tbis is fot
yet, as the jurisdiction of the different exactly in the nature of a question, and
courts is co-ordinate, I think some regard therefore I think I am in order in raking
should be paid to this in any readjustment a few remarks on the subject. I quite
of salaries. A short time ago we had an agree with ry hon. friend in ail that ho
hon. gentleman of this Senate called to a bas said, as to the necessity for the effective
high position in Quebec. He was an orna- administration of justice, of gentlemen
nient to this House, as I am quite sure ho occupying such high positions being paid
will be an ornanent to the ermine that he suitable salaries. I also appreciate the
wears. It Ihas leaked out, and I presume skilful manner in which he has brought
it is correct, that his hesitation for a time this question before the buse and the
in accepting that high position arose en- Government. It involves a money vote,
tirely upon the question of the insuffi- and the hou, gentleman has put his ques-
ciency of the salary attached to the office tion in such a manner that it is not open to
and necessary to the maintenance of the objection on that score. 1 am sorry that
high position which ho occupies. That, I he has confined bis rerarks to the judges
am prepared to say, is not a solitary in- of the Superior Courts. The inadequacy
stance. I am not standing here as an ad- of salary of wbich he complains is Dot
vocate of high salaries. I merely call the confined to tbose judges, but extends also
attention of the Government and the to the County Court judges. There is a
House to the position of this matter, and remarkable instance ofthe kind in Halifax.
in connection with the fact that those Hon, gentlemen kuow that the judge of
salaries were arranged nearly a quarter of the County Court of Halifax is a man of
a century ago. During that period, which tbe bighest standing, Iearned in the law,
has been the life of the nation to which and having rost important duties to per-
we belong, we have seen throughqut very form. The public have confidence in bis
large inereases, beginning with the in- judgments. The amouutof workthathedoes
demnity of the members of Parliament, and exceeds that ofa Superior Court judge, and,
increases in salaries of Ministers, and in- in fact, is larger tban the work doue by al
creases in the salaries of almost every the other County Court judges in the pro-
public officer down to the bottom, and yet vince. 1e has a social position as high as
the salaries of judges have remained that of any judge of the Superior Court,
stationary. Nor' can it be said that the and the cases which corne before bun re-
wants oi those judges and the purposes quire as great kuowledge of law and
for which salaries have been given have judicial capacity as thoe which corne
been lessened during that period. On the before the higest courts. I brought this
contrary, I think we must ail admit that matter before tbe Minister of Justice some
Dot only have the exigencies of their posi- years ago, and he s iw the injustice that
tion been greater, but their salaries have was doue to that gentleman, but ie feit
remained in a position which scarcely that he could not very well take an isolated
enables the to maintain tbe social posi- case. que pronised that some tire in the
tion whic they occupy, mucG less meet future-m the not fi a future-the whole
tbe increased cost of living. My hon, question of the judges' salaries would be
friend, who will answer this question, considered, and he thought tbat this was a
whom. we have ail gladly welconed as the case that was worthy the cousideration of
leader of tis (overnrnent, will hardlyowish Parlia ent. I hope, tberefore, that the
to see the American system. iutroduced Government will specially consider this
into this country. I aro quite sure he case to which have referred. Something
would shrink frorc the idea of any judge must be doue to renedy the injustice which
being obliged to descend fror the bench in- bas been doue so long to th County Court
te the forensie arena in order to obtain a judge it Halifax.
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HoN. MR. SCOTT-I am very glad that
the hon. gentleman from Nova Scotia has
brought up this subject, although it is one
that has been from time to time brought
before the notice of Parliament in another
place during the last ten years. Speaking
more particularly of the Province of
Ontario, with which I am familiar, I do
not hesitate to say that the judges of the
higher courts are very much underpaid.
The hon. gentleman expressed the hope
that we would not have to adopt the
American system. There is one feature of
that system that I approve of-that is, the
remuneration of the judges. The salaries
paid to judges of the New York courts are
at, least twice as large as those paid to
judges of the iigh Court of Justice or the
Court of Appeals in Ontario. I do not
think in any part of the world judges per-
form more work or are more painstaking
than in the Province of Ontario, and it is
quite probable, so far as my observations
go, that the remark would equally apply
to the other provinces; but I am thmiliar
with the judges of Ontario, and I think we
do not show the high appreciation
in which those judges ouglit to be
held in the compensation that we
offer them for their services. We boast
of our judiciary, and claim that it is at
least abreast of that of any country in the
world-we think it is, perhaps, a little
more than abreast, because the judges of
Canada stand in a category peculiar to
themselves. They are recognized where-
ever they are known as men of integrity,
of painstaking habits and great capacity,
and certainly they are deserving of much
larger compensation than they receive.
It is a matter of fact now that it is im-
possible, when vacancies arise, to select
men in the first rank of the profession. It
is important that such men should be
chosen, men who are familiar with the
events of the day, because the character
of the business that is now before the
courts differs greatly from that which
came before the courts some years ago.
The casés are becoming more intricate,
and complicated, much larger sums are in-
volved, and more important matters come
up than had to be dealt with in the
early history of this country, but the
salaries have not kept pace with the
character of the business. It is a very
great mistake in any community to
underpay or undervalue the services of

the judges. They are the most important
men in the community. They are the
men who decide all our disputes of the
highest character, cases involving hun-
dreds of thousands of dollars. It is left to
them, and it is a matter of the highest
consequence, when vacancies occur, that
men in the first rank of the profession,
who are in the swim of the business of the
country, should be selected to fill them,
I will not mention names, but a dozen
names must occur to anyone familiar with
the profession, especially in the two larger
provinces of Ontario and Quebec, of gen-
tlemen who would not accept a position
on the bench with the salaries attached to
them at present. I have in my mind's eye
a gentleman who has been frequently
offered the highest position on the bencb,
but he says: " No; my income is three times
larger than the salary; why should I
present my services to the country? I
can make fifteen to twenty thousand
dollars a year and not work as hard
as the judges do." I know several
men in the profession in Ontario
who can make that amount, and
who, if asked to take a seat on the bench,
would refuse to sacrifice themselves fur
the benefit of the country. On the other
side of the line it is different. I was not
aware that this question was coming up
to-day. I have not, therefore, prepared
myself with the figures; but anyone who
will refer to the statistics of the United
States will find that the salaries paid the
judges there are more than double the
salaries paid to judges in Ontario and
Quebec. We are proud of our judges, and
we should compensate them. The cost of
living bas increased of late years; the cost
of keeping up a social state has grown of
late years, and this country would be
warranted in paying the judiciary higher
salaries. From time to time the subject
has been brought up elsewhere, and gov-
ernments have promised to consider it.
As far as I can gather, the difficulty seems
to be in adjusting between the several
provinces, because it is felt that the business
in some of the provinces is very much
greater than in other provinces. It does not
seem fair; the bench expected it and were
entitled to look for it. I hope the Premier
will see his way to adjusting this question.

HoN. MR. ALLAN-I should like to add
a few words to what has been said on this
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subject. I am quite sure that I express
the opinion, not merely of the members of
the profession in Ontario, but of very large
numbers of laymen, who think that the
present salaries of judges of the Superior
Courts are altogether inadequate. My hon.
friend here bas spoken of the necessity of
the judges keeping up a certain social state
befitting their position, but it would be an
absurdity for them to attempt anything of
the kind. In the present condition of
things, I know, and I think I can speak
with some degree of certainty on the mat-
ter, that the great majority of ourjudges,
unless they have private means, would find
it impossible to entertain or show that hos -
pitality befitting their position. Besides,
everyone knows that in the last few years
the cost of living has greatly increased.
and is ont of all proportion to what it was
when compared with the salaries of judges
25 years ago. I can confirm also what has
been said by the hon. member from Ottawa,
and it is a fact of' which we in Ontario are
all perfectly aware, that many gentlemen
of high standing in the profession, who
would certainly have been placed on the
bench if they would have accepted judicial
appointments, have declined, simply be-
cause they felt that they would be making
enormous sacrifices if they did so. I do
not think there is any position that a man
could till where it is so essentially impor-
tant that his mind should be free from
any worry or anxiety on pecuniary sub-
jects. I think a judge ought to have such
a salary paid to him that he can feel that
he can give his whole attention to the
duties of his office, without being perpetu-
ally worried by financial considerations or
as to how he can possibly go on from day
to day meeti ig the requirements of a large
family, or how that family shall be pro.
vided for after his death. Certainly, il
there is any class of mon deserving of thE
greatest consideration, and whom it is oui
interest in every way to place in such a
position that they can fill their duties with
ont distraction, it is the judges of the land,
I know a strong feeling has existed on this
subject for a long time in Ontario, and we
have frequently been told that some step
would be taken to remedy this state oi
things; but session after session bas passed
without anything being done, and I heaitil3
re-echo the wish expressed by my hon
friend from Ottawa, that the Premiei
will see his way to do something towardi

what might almost be called remeayng
an injustice which the judges of the Super-
ior Courts have laboured under.

1ioN. MR. POWER-I concur very much
in what has been said by the hon. gentle-
man who preceded me. I think it is very
essential that this question should be
settled in some way. This matter of the
arrangement of the judges' salaries has
been before the country and before Parlia-
ment for many years, ana it keeps the
minds of the judges in an uncomfortable
state of suspense, and possibly they at
times are thinking of an increase of salary
when they should be thinking of something
more important to litigants. I trust that
the Government at the next session-it is
too much to hope that they will be able to
do anything this session-will see that the
question is settled. We have at the head
of the Government a gentleman who is as
well qualified as any other gentleman in
the country to decide what the salaries of
judges should be, and we have at the head
of the Department of Justice and leading
the House of Commons a gentleman who
has been on the bench himself, and who
knows from experience whether or not the
piresent salaries are sufficient. Going from
the general principle to a particular case, I
wish to express my concurrence in what has
been said bythe hon. gentlemanfrom Lunen-
burg with respect to the county judge of
Halifax. The hon. gentleman bas not ex-
aggerated the amount of work done by that
judge nor the difficulties of his position,
and it bas always seemed to me to be an
anomaly that the county judge of St. John,
N.B., should receive as county judge $600
more than the county judge of Halifax,
who did at least as much work, and the
late county judge of St. John was, in addi-
tion, in receipt of $600 a year as judge of
the Vice-Admiralty Court. I do not know
whether the successor of the late judge
Watters will also be judge of the Vice-Ad-
miralty Court, but 1 presume the Govern-
ment intend to pay the successor of judge
Watters $3,000-the same sum as that
gentleman received. Then the judge of
St. John receives a much larger salary

f than the judge of Halifax. The saine is
I true of some important centres in Ontario.

Leaving out of consideration the many
years that Judge Johnson bas been receiv-
ing a very inadequate salary, he should
now be receiving $3,000 a year, and I hope
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that if a reconstruction of the salaries
does take place at an early date the
Government will not overlook the case of
Judge Johnson. Then, with regard to
the principle upon which the salaries of
judges should be re-adjusted, I regret to
say that my own views on the subject are
not altogether in harmony with the views
of other gentlemen who come from the
smaller provinces. My view is that the
country should pay the judges such salar-
ies as will secure for the bench the
best talent in the provinces. I do
not say that we should pay salaries
that will be equivalent to the sums
made by the very first lawyers in Toronto
and Montreal, because hon. gentlemen
will see by the language used by the hon.
gentleman from Ottawa that some of these
gentlemen are making from $15,000 to
$20,000 a year. 1 da not think the country
can pay those amounts, but we can get
first-class men for salaries much less than
those, and a good many of those gentlemen
who are in receipt of large incomes from
their practice would be willing to accept
smaller sums when appointed to the bench.
I think that is the true principle, that the
Government should pay such salaries as
will procure the best talent in the pro-
vince. If that principle is adopted, the
salaries in the smaller provinces will be
less than the salaries in the larger pro-
vinces. In the larger provinces, and in
the cities of Montreal and Quebec, the
judges would need to be paid larger salar-
ies than the judges in the lower provinces.
I do not mean to say that the salaries of
the judges in the lower provinces might
not be added to with justice and firm-
ness. As one member from the lower pro-
vinces, I would not be disposed to urge
that the judges from Nova Scotia, for
instance, should be paid the same salaries as
the judges from Ontario. We go into the
market, as it were, and pay market value
for the article we are getting, and the
best talent in Nova Scotia can be obtained
at a more reasonable figure than the best
talent in Ontario, or the best talent in
Montreal.

HoN. MR. WARK-The discussion seems
to run on the ground that it is always the
first-class men that find their way to the
bench. It is over forty years since we got
responsible government, and whatever ben-
efit it has been in other respects, it cer-

tainly has not placed the best men at the
bar on the bench. The men who reach
the bench are generally successful poli-
ticians. That is the general rule, and
very often the best men at the bar remain
at the bai', while men not equal to them
find their way to the bench. So far as
New Brunswick is concerned, the salaries
of our puisne judges were only $2,400 at
Confederation. They are now paid $4,000,
and we certainly have not superior men on
the bench to the men who sat on the bench
at salaries of £600 a year. In those days
the Chief Justice had £700 a year. The
salary of the Chief Justice now is $5,000.
He is a very respectable man certainly,
but the judges on. our bench are not, cer-
tainly, superior men to those who filled the
office at lower salaries, nor do we expect
the best men to reach the bench under our
present system.

HON. MR. DEVER-I presume we are all
in favour of seeing our public men
properly remunerated for their services.
That is the general opinion of the people
of this country who think on this matter;
but certainly to some people it is amarvel
that the judges are not satisfied with their
present salaries, when we look back and
remember that some of the most talented
men in this country received salaries, as
judges, of only £600 per annum. I have in
my mind at present a gentleman who is
recognized as one of the superior judges
of this country-if not the most superior
as to reputation. I remember distinctly
when that gentleman was raised to the
judiciary in New Brunswick he only
received £600 per annum. He was known
as one of the greatest lawyers we had, and
to-day he is universally looked upon as
one of our best judges; and as far as I can
learn, his salary is some $10,000.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-$5,000.

HoN. MR. POWER-$8,000.

HON. MR. DEVER-He is getting $10,-
000, I think. At all events, he is getting
a very large salary, and I have not the
slightest doubt he is worthy of it and much
more, and I hope if the Government take
into consideration the advancement of the
salaries of judges that that gentleman will
be considered according to his merit. With
reference to the judge at St. John, referred
to as the county judge, deceased within a
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short time, that gentleman had been a long
time in politics, and from the tact that he
was a prominent politician in New Bruns-
wick it was considered he should be raised
to the Supreme Court, but instead of that
ho was placed in the County Court. His
salary had been raised from time to time
until it reached $3,000 per annum. The
gentleman who succeeds him now is well
worthy of the position, and I would be
happy to find if the judges of other
provinces have their salaries advanced that
ho is to ho considered also. I hope the
hon. Premier will not forget it. We must
also consider that other people have claims
in this respect as well as judges. It is
pretty well understood that many of our
public mon are not properly paid-in fact,
it is generally felt by this Parliament that
the remuneration should be more than it
is at present. It is well known that the
cost of living in this county has almost
doubled.

HON. MR. DICKEY-That answers the
£600 argument.

HON. MR. DEVER-Yes ; I believe
that when the judges were appointed at
£600 they could maintain as good a posi-
tion in society on that salary as they can
to-day on $5,000. What the reason is I do
not know, but I know the general opinion
is that judges' salaries are too low, and I
hope the Government will see their way
to make them more uniform and more
satisfactory to public men. I have no par-
ticular interest in one judge more than
another. I am not fortuinate enough to
have any relation for whom I speak. I
simply speak for the whole judiciary,
and I trust that they will be treated in
such a manner that they can live comfort-
ably, and not have reason to complain, as
many of them do, that their salaries are
too small.

HON. MR. ALMON-We are all pleased
to see the unanimity with which members
meet this question of increased remunera-
tion of the judges. One hon. gentleman
said that leading members of the bar
would not take judgeships, because they
were making much larger sums of money
by their profession, and could not afford to
accept an appointment at $6,000 or $8,000
a year. Buthave hon. gentlemen considered
the number of leading members of the
bar that have been detained in Parliament

for five months for a thousand dollars
indemnity? Now, these are the men, as
remarked by an hon. gentleman opposite,
from whom the judges are appointed. It
is not the leading men of the bar that are
appointed; they are more likely to be
leading politicians. A judge requires to
have a knowledge of law, of course, but ho
will also require to boa leading politician
in bis party. The principle was exempli-
fied in the time of the Mackenzie Govern-
ment. I appeal te my hon. colleague from
Halifax tosay if the threejudges appointed
at Halifax were not the three ad hoc
judges who were appointed to decide some
election petitiond during the time of Mr.
Mackenzie ? Strange to say, they returned
the candidates that supported the Gov-
ernment, and were immediately after-
wards appointed to the bench. The hon.
gentleman is therefore quite right in say-
ing that judges are as frequently appointed
because of tlbeir political bias as of
their knowledge of legal lore. But why
confine increase of salaries to judges ? Are
medical health officers to continue at the
same salaries they are receiving, or are
we to make fish of one profession and flesh
of the other ? Medical men, many of
them, live from hand to mouth, and are
continually exposing themselves and their
families to infection from contagious
diseases. I can name three rnyselt who
have died from diseases contracted while
attending to quarantine duties. What is
to become of the medical man who is
ordered to board a ship that is infected
with cholera, or some other infectious
disease, that ho is liable to take home with
him to his family ? I say, let us hear no
more of lawyers and judges; let us think of
the medical men.

HON. MR. ALLAN-I would like to
make one protest against what bas been
said by two hon. gentlemen, as far as
Ontario is concerned. I venture to say
that the judges in Ontario have not been
appointed for political reasons; and I von-
ture to say that you will find very few
judges in Ontario who were known as
prominent politicians.

HON. MR. ALMON-I mentioned the
three appointments in Nova Scotia-the
ad hoc judges at Halifax.

HoN. MR. POIRIER-I am also of the
opinion that the judges of the land should
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be adequately paid. In New Brunswick
the judges of the Supreme Court are not
sufficiently paid. They draw $4,000 a
year, I believe, and the chief justice $5,000.
I would not be opposed to an increase in
their salaries, but I believe that the salary
attached to the position of County Court
judge is totally inadequate. The difference
in jurisdiction is not very considerable.
In criminal matters it is actually the same,
exeept that the County Court judges have
no jurisdiction in capital casos-which are
of rare occurrence. In civil matters and
actions for debt their jurisdiction goes up
to $400 and down to $200, which comprises
most of the cases; therefore, they are
really called upon to do as important
work almost as the judges of the Supreme
Court, while their salary is only $2,000,
as compared with $4,000 of the judges of
the Supreme Court. I believe that after a
certain number of years' service their
salary is increased to $2,400. There is too
great a discrepancy in the salaries of these
two classes of judges. I voice what I be-
lieve to be the opinion of the profession in
my province; therefore, I respectfully eall
the attention of the Premier to this matter,
so that if an arrangement is to be made the
discrepancy between the salaries of the two
classes of judges in New Brunswick should
be made less than what it is now-that the
salaries of the County Court judges should
be increased. Two thousand dollars a
year is not a sufficient salaiy for a man
where the jurisdiction is so large and the
responsibility so great. Two thousand a
year is only the earnings of an ordinary
lawyer; it is not sufficient for a judge of
the Cointy Court. Judges of our County
Courts are men of talent, and many of
them could with advantage sit on the
Supreme Court bench. Most of them
were necessarilygood lawyers, and if their
position has been a political recompense
they have a good record at the bar as well.

HoN. MR. DEVER-The hon. gentleman
does not mean that all the County Court
judges in New Brunswick only receive a
salary of $2,000 ?

HoN. MR. POIRIER-They are appoint-
ed, I believe, on a salary of $2,000, which
is increased to $2,400 after three years'
service. That may not be correct, but I
think it is.

39

HON. MR. AB.BOTT-The subject of this
discussion is certainly well worthy of the
time that bas been taken up, and the
Government is very sensible, and bas been
for some time, of its importance and of the
necessity of dealing with it. It has already
made a serious effort within the last two
or three years to do so, unsuccessfully, in
consequence of the great difference of
opinion which appears to exist in the
representative body as to the position the
judges should hold with regard to salary.
It appears to me that the discussion which
has taken place here affords a very ex-
cellent object lesson as to the extent of
these difficulties. While almost every
hon. gentleman thinks the salary of the
judges should be increased, the views as
to the extent and nature of that increase
are as numerous as the number of gentle-
men who spoke on the subject. It is this
kind of difference of opinion-and, in fact,
there are many kinds of differences of
opinion about this subject-which renders
it so. exceedingly difficult to deal with. In
the House of Commons, where a measure
was introduced for the purpote of increas-
ing the salaries, the diversity of opinion
was so strong, and finally the opposi-
tion was so strong, that it was found
impossible to proceed with the Bill.
Now, to-day my hon. friend on my left
thinks evidently that the salaries are large
enough, that there were as good judges in
his province at $2,400 a year as there
are now at $4,000 a year, and I think that
is very probable. For I remember, at a
shorter date probably than my hon. friend
himself could remember, when a man
could live in this country for one-half the
amount he can live on now-when the
fortunes which judges, in attempting to
maintain their social rank, had to compete
with were not one-tenth or one-hundredth
part of what they are now. It is not so
long ago when the sight of a millionaie
would have attracted crowdsin the street:
now there is not a town in the country
where you could not find men who are
several tintes millionaires. The cost of
living is greater. Men threaten a change
of dynasty, or a reconstruction of society
because they do not get the same price
for eggs as that which they got last year.
But eggs this year were three or four
times as costly as they were in those
years. And so with regard to other
articles of food, and to clothing.
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It may bc that in some respects
the necessaries of life have not increased,
but the requisites for maintaining one's
social position have increased ten-fold, and
it is impossible, as hon. gentlemen coneur
in saying, for the best men in the country
to be induced to take positions on the
bench at the rates which we now pay in
the larger centres of business and trade.
My hon. friend from Ottawa appears to
compare to some extent the rate of pay-
ment which we give our judges w.ith the
salaries paid on the other side of the line.
In some respects my hon. friend is quite
right. The salaries paid there to judges
of the courts in certain centres of business
are three or four times as much, in some
instances, as those paid to judges in some
of the important centres of this country.
But there are many reasons for that, not
the least of which is the very high rate of
living which is rendered necessary on the
other side of the line in consequence
of the enormous taxation. There, the
cost of everything required for living
is much greater than it is here ;
and the other reasons to which I
have alluded' prevail even more strongly
there than here. There the fortunes are
enormous, and in the competition for social
position there, even with the liberal salaries
allowed the judges, they are practically
nowhere. However, in a moderate way
there is no doubt whatever that an increase
in the salaries of our judges is necessary.
Whether it shall be particularly in favour
of one class of judges or another class of
judges, or what the amount of increase
shall be, are questions which, of course,
will have to be dealt with in detail. It is
the intention of this Government next ses-
sion to attempt to deal with the subject in
a manner which they hope will be satis-
factory to the country; but I must say this,
that without some little compromise of
views, and some little sacrifice of personal
ideas about judges, we should have diffi-
culty in passing the most admirable mea-
sure in the world even in this House,where
the easiness of the circumstances of its
members and their independant position
render them more unlikely to criticize a
liberal payment to judges than perbaps
members might do in another place. Such a
measure as the Government, with the most
careful consideration of the question, can
prepare, they propose to bring down next
session.

THIRD READING.

Bill (170) " An Act respecting the North
Shore Section of the Canadian Pacific
Railway." (Mr. Abbott.)

DOMINION ELECTIONS ACT
AMENDIENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (146) " An Act further to
amend the Dominion Elections Act."
He said : I do not know that I can give
the House very much useful information
as to the details of this Bill at this stage
of it. The Bill deals with nearly the
whole of the Elections Act as it stands in
the Statute-book, making minor amend-
ments and in some instances very import-
ant amendments, mainly in the procedure
under the Act-as to deposits made, as to
the certificates to be granted to returning
officers, as to the affidavit, as to ballot
boxes, and as to similar portions of the
Act. This Bill makes important pro-
visions, but the purpose and object of
them I think can only be stated when we
take up each clause in detail.

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

The Senate adjourned at 4:40 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, September 25th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

TRADE RELATIONS WITII THE
EMPIRE.

MOTION.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved:

That an humble Address be presented to Her Most
Gracious Majesty the Queen in the following words:-
To the Queen's Most Excellent Majesty:

MosT GRAcIous SOVEREIGN:
We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and loyal subjects,

the Senate of Canada, in Parliament
assembled, humbly request that Your Majesty may
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be graciously pleased to take into consideration the
position of Canada in respect of certain important f
matters affecting its Trade Relations with the Em-
pire and with foreign nations. t

Your Memorialists desire, in the first place, to draw
attention to certain stipulations in the existing
Treaties with Belgiim and with the Gennan Zollverein,
ordinarily referred to as the " most favoured nation "
clauses, which are extended to other countries whose
commercial treaties with Great Britain contain a
" most favoured nation" clause, and which apply to
British Colonies. By Article XV of the Treaty with
Belgiuin, entered into in 1862, Canada is compelled to
admit all articles, the produce or manufacture of
Belgium, at the same, or at no higher rate of duty
than is imposed upon similar articles of British origin.
And in the Treaty with the German Zollverein,
entered into in 1865, it is stipulated that the produce
of those States shall not be subject to any higher or
other import duties than the produce of the United
Kingdom, or any other country of the like kind ; and
that the exi>orts to those States shall not be subject
to any higher duties than exports to the United
Kingdom.

Your Memorialists consider that these provi-
sions in foreign treaties are incompatible with the
rights and powers subsequently conferred by the
British North America Act upon the Parliament of
Canada, for the regulation of the Trade and Coin-
merce of the Dominion; and that their continuance
in force tends to produce complications and embarrase-
ments in such an Empire as that under the rule of
Your Majesty, wheren the self-governing Colonies
are recognized as possessmg the right to define their
respective fiscal relations to all foreign nations, to the
Mother Country, and to each other.

Your Memorialists further believe, -ithat in view of
the fnreign fiscal policy of increasingly protective and
discriminative duties, it is clearly adverse to the
interests of the United Kingdom, and of each and all
of its possessions, that the Parliament of the United
Kingdom, or of any of Your Majesty's self-governing
Colonies, should be thps restricted in the power of
adoptin such modifications of its Tariff arrangements
as may erequired for the promotion of its trade, or
for its defence against aggressive or injurious measures
of foreign policy.

You Memorialists desire also to point cut that the
immense resources of the Dominion in its facilities for
the growth of food materials, its fisheries, and its lum.
ber, require for their profitable development the largest
practicable extension of its markets, more esc-ially
in countries whose native supply of such p uctions
is limited, while its rapidly developing manufacturing
industries demand larger and increasing supplies of
raw inaterial, to be manly supplied by countries which
are extensive consumers of the productions of Canada.
Your Memorialists believe that among the countries
with which such an interchange of traffic takes place,
the British Empire holds the highest rank mn amount,
and f rom its diversity of climate and productions
affords the widest prospect of rapid and practically
limitless increase, while the trade of the Dominion
with the United States is second only to that with the
British Empire, and its development and extension are
of great importance to us; though, fron the similarity
of most of the products of the two countries, it is prob-
ably not susceptible of so great an expansion as might
be effected in the interchange of traffic with the
Empire.

That Your Memorialists earnestly desire to foster
and extend the trade of the Dominion with the Emn-
pire, with its great neighbour, the United States, and
with other countries throughout the world, wherever
opportunity offers ; and believe that by mutual con-
cessions, and the adoption of measures for the re-
arrangement of trade relations between the various
portions of the British Empire, and between the En-
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pire and foreign nations, important and lasting bene-
icial results may be attained, and that to the way of
the attainient of these great objects,.the continua-
ion of the restrictions imposed upon Canada and
other portions of the Empire by the so-called favoured
nations clause creates an unnecessary and unjustifiable
obstruction.

The Senate and House of Commons therefore hum-
bly request Your Majesty to take such steps as may
b necessary to denounce and terminate the effect of.
the provisions referred to, as well in the Treaties with
the German Zollverein, and with the Kingdom of
Belgium, as with any other nation, in respect of
which such provisions are now in force.

He said: I gave notice some days ago of
my intention to move an address to Her
Majesty on the subject of the most favour-
ed nation clauses and I propose to detain
the House a few minutes by a statement
of the view with which I propose to ask
that address and the object which I hope
to attain by it. I presume the House is
fully aware of the importance of the sub-
ject with reference to the arrangement of
our trade relations, and also that it has
more than once been attempted to get rid
of these favoured nation clauses at differ-
ont periods during the last ton years. The
two treaties which are ordinarily referred
to on the subject, are the treaty with
Belgium, which was made on the 23rd of
July, 1862, and the treaty with what is
called the Zollverein-Germany and
Prussia-made on 30th May, 1865. It
may be well to see what the provisions of
those treaties are. The Belgian treaty
provides that:

" Articles the produce or manufacture of Belgium
shall not be subject in the British Colonies to other
or hi gher duties than those which are or may be im-
posed upon sumilar articles of British origin."

This treaty was made for ton years, with
a provision that it might b3 terminated at
the end of ton years, or at any period
after ton years, by giving a twelve months'
notice. The treaty with the Zollverein is
a little.different in its form, and in fact is
more extensive in its terms than that with
Belgium. It is there declared that:

" The stipulations of the preceding articles 1 to 6
shall also be applied to the colonies and foreign pos-
sessions of Her Britannic Majesty. In those colonies
and possessions the produce of the States of the Zollve-
rein shall not be subject to any higher or other im-
port duties than the produce of the United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Ireland, or of any other coun-
try, of the like kind ; nor shall the exportation from
those colonies or possessions to the Zollverein be sub-
ject to any higher or other duties than the exporta-.
tion to the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Ireland."

This treaty, as I have said, was made jn
1865. It was declared to be terminable at
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twelve months' notice, at or after the 30th
of June, 1877, so that both these treaties
are now in a condition to be terminated, if
it should be decided to give the twelve
months' notice which is required by their
terms. These clauses have been applied
.by less formai clauses to treaties with a
number of other nations, but none of late
years. There was a remonstrance on the
subject in 1881 from this country. In Lord
Kimberly's despatch of 2nd July, 1880, he
refers to a draft article which is contained
in Lord Carnarvon's despatch of 20th
August, 1880, which article has been in-
serted in ail the commercial treaties that
England has made since that period. The
purport of this article is that these clauses
shall not be applicable to the colonies un-
less the colony shall signify their desire
that they shall be, and in most of them
there is a schedule detailinig the colonies
to which the article which might be
applied, and in the returu which has been
recently made to the Imperial Parliament
the colonies which have declared their in-
tention to avail themselves of it are indi-
cated. Those which have refused and those
to which it is not made to apply are not
mentioned. But the point is with refer-
rence to these clauses that none of them
have been inserted in the last ten years in
anv commercial treaty binding on the
colonies, and in all those treaties there is a
clause which gives the colonies the option
if they choose of availing themselves of the
favoured nation clause inserted for the
benefit in the first instance of the mother
country. This subject of the favoured nation
clause has been brought under the-tten-
tion of our Government here on several
occasions. There was an Order in Council
passed about it on the 26th March, 1881.

Jnder the authority of that order the Colo-
nial Office was informed that it was the
wish of the Canadian Government to be
relieved, as soon as conveniently could be,
of the obligations connected with the
treaties then in existence, and that it was
the desire of the Canadian Government to
be informed:

" Of the inception of any new treaty, and that in
future no stipulation binding upon the commerce of
Canada should be introduced into any treaty w ithout
.reserving to the Canadian Government the option of
acceptance or refusal. And such option has been insert-
ed in the more recent commercial treaties negotiated
by Great Britain."

This position of the Canadian Govern-
ment was acceded to by the Imperial

Goveriment and the option referred to in
this Order in Council was the option un-
der which the clause mentioned in Lord
Carnarvon's despatch vas drafted and the
same which was referred to in Lord Kin-
berley's despatch of 1S81 and that option
has, as I have just stated, been inserted in
ail the treaties since that period. Again,
in November of the same year, a further
application was made to the Imperial
Government on this subject by Sir A. T.
Galt, who called the attention of tho
Imperial Government to the request of
Canada that she should be relieved from
these clauses and he was informed in
reply that:

" Her Majesty's Minister at Brussels and Her
Majesty's Ambassador at Berlin, had placed them-
Celves informally in communication with the Belgian
and German Governments as to the exemption of the
Dominion of Canada from the stipulations of the
treat.es in question and Her Majestys Minister at
Brussels had reported that in the opinion of the Bel-
gian Government the exemption desired by the

oninion of Canada would necessitate the lenun-
ciation of the treaty of 1862, and the negotiation of
a fresh treaty to replace it, and Her Majesty's Am-
bassador at Berlin had learnt that in the opinion of
the competent German authorities it would not be
either c)nvenieut or desirable to abrogate single arti-
eles of the Treaty of 1865 apart froni a general revision
of the whole instrument for which there did not
appear to be any inmediate necessity."

That is the difficulty which has been
indicated since that period on more than
one occasion, more particularly, I think, in
the interview between Lord Salisbury and
a deputation that waited on him in June
last, when he pointed it out. In 1890
certain gentlemen were appointed in Eng-
land, I think by the Board of Trade, to
consider the approaching expiry of various
European commercial treaties. On obser-
ving this, on the llth August, 1890, Sir
Charles Tupper wrote to the Colonial
Office suggesting that the Committee might
take into consideration the treaties with
the Zollverein and other nations, and stat-
ing that Canada held the same view about
those treaties and he asked that we be
relieved, continuing as follows:-

" The Dominion Government holds the same opin-
ion as when that correspondence took place (referring
to the correspondence of 1881) and I ani sure it will
be gratified, if it could be relieved from the obliga-
tions connected with those treaties, which are
regarded as not only limiting the freedom of action
of the Dominion Parliament, but tending to interfere
with the extension of trade between different parts
of the Empire, wichout corresponding advantages to
the colonies."

To that letter Sir Charles Tupper received
an acknowledgment; but nothing further,
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so far as we know, was done upon it. Tliat these favourednation clauses, orwithin the
is the position of these treaties at the pre- uohibition which they centain. The
sent day, except that I may add that there nited States bave contonded that such
are quite a number of countries, in the a treaty is net affected by these favoured
treaties with which these clauses are made nation clauses, and there has been a judg-
applicable to the colonies. There are a ment of the Supreme Court, holding that
number of others in whicb the colonies are in a case respecting some sugar imported
not mentioned at all, and others more from a colony of Denmark, the duty usu-
recently made, as I have stated, in which ally charged by the United States upon the
the option is given to the colonies to avail importation of sugar could net be enfo'ced,
themselves of those clauses if they think because Denmark had a favoured nation
proper. There seems to be no dispute or clause in its treaty with the United States,
difference of opinion bere, or in England, and was entitled te trade there on the sane
respecting the effect ofthose clauses. Lord terms as the mest faveured nation, and
Salisbury, in his discussion of the matter because the United States had granted free
in June last, expressed bimself most sugar te Hawaü, in a reciprecity treaty
strongly on the subject, declaring in effect with that country. But the centrary doc-
that he could not imagine fer what reason trine bas been held in England, and it is
Lord Palmerston or his Government had quite possible that in the treaty between
agreed te the insertien ef these clauses in the United States and Deonmark whih
the treaties te which I bave been referring. I have n t seen, there may be sme
And he intimates that probably the effect clause which would take that particular
of thern was not obseçved, arid perhaps the treaty eut af the ordinary rule in respect
clauses themselves passed without notice of such matters. At ail events, we are open
or question, and witbeut the consideration te the objection which those clauses afftrd,
te which tbey were entitled, and which in the event of our attempting te make any
they recently have received. But, as a provision in ou tarif , wt respect te im-
natter ef fact, there they are, and that is portations or exportations. We are exposed

theirposition. Imayadd that the cern- te the possibility f difficulty and litiga-
municatior of Si Charles Tupper on the tien anising eut eof these clauses. We have
subject was laid before the Ceuncil here by already had te modify our legisation, in a
him, and was approved; and the approba- way which we did nSt oiselves desire te
tien of the Couneil was transmitte te the do, in cHnsequence of these clauses-more
Colonial Office. thanonce believe. B rememberoneinstance,

As these clauses stand, tbey place this particularly, within the last three or four
-country in this position, that we ar years, where we fixed the rate for duty on
unable to legis te in such a way as t he goods imprted from England, at the rate
carry eut any arrangement we may make at which they were putrchased-the value
with any country, as te faveurs which we ofthe goods in the market of the ceuntry
desire te confer upon such country, in from whic they wre imperted-while
return fer favours whieh we expect or ge ds imperted from Germany had te
desire them t confer upn us, in cnnec- have added te their price the cest
tien with the trade between us and such ef bringing them te the seabeard. And
country. In respect ef that, we are tied upen that price, with the freight added,
hand and foet. We can make ne such the duty was required te be charged.
arrangement. If we are bund by the Germany reisnstrated, and we had te
lette. ef these clauses, we can make no alter the law, and put England and Germ-
discrimination of any kind or description, sny, in respect of such goods, on the thme
in respect ef any trade which we may féoting by a statute which stands te this
desire te foster between ourselves and any day upon the Statute-book. I mention this
et er country. 0f course we sheuld look case te illustrate te the use the osition
more particularly, in considering that in which these clauses place us. We have
uestirn, t the mother isuntry and te had with us bore net long ag, a gentleman

ou neighbours te the south ef us. I is who pr9pesed te us a very plausile scheme
quite true that there is a diffrence of for impreving our trade with the mother
dpirnien as to bow far a reciprcity teaty, country. I do int know that he had any
in whieh an equivalent is given for a reduc- authority from any special body thewxe, te
tion of dutye fals within the terns of make the suggestins ho did, but in thory
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they seemed to me, if practicable, very
likely to possess the germ of a movement
which might become important to us to
the last degree. Of course, I have not at
present the means of judging whether such
an arrangement would be favoured in Eng-
land, if we should finally, on due consi-
deration, think it desirable that it should
be made. The idea of taxing the food of
England is one which is repugnant, now
at ail events, to a very large proportion of
its people, and although protection under
the name of fair trade has made some
little progress in England, I question very
much whether it bas made a deep or a
lasting impression. How far' the change
may go in the future-how far the compe-
titionto which England's manufacture rs are
subjected by the fact that England alone
of ail counîtries in the world-practically
alone-admits free to lier markets the pro-
ducts and manufactures of other countries;
and that in lier case, as one of our states-
man lately observed she finds in every
qaarter of the globe over which her flag
does not fly a protective if not a probibi-
tory tariff opposed to ber manufactures.
may lead to a radical change in ber views,
no one can say. Now does any one know
how far the progress of events may load
England to consider, whether it may not
be worth her while to take steps to im-
prove her trade relations with ber 350,-
000,000 people, and to secure for herself
markets, where, independent of hostile
tariffs, she may dispose of her surplus pro-
ducts and from whence she may be fed;
even at some little sacrifice of the principle
which bas taken so strong a hold upon the
English mind-the principle of free trade ?
Whether or not that may happen, of course
it is impossible to judge. For my own part,
I do not think it at aIl impossible, though
perhaps it is not yet probable. The theory
which Mr. Vincent presented to us is cert-
tainly a most attractive one in its idea ol
forming a huge commercial community
six times the extent of the United States
which is a great commercial world in it.
self, opening the doors of that huge com
munity to its component provinces and
countries freely, or with preferen.ces ove
outside or alien countries. The picture
presents a bold outline, and it is possible
that it may be realized by its developmeni
by persons skilled in trade and in financia
matters, after a careful study of the modei
by which such a plan might be made ad

vantageous to ail the component parts of
this huge Empire. Again, we may fin-d
our neighbours to the sou th, more tractable
thkn they have been in the past, in the
way of trade relations. It may become
our interest to make arrangements with
them which we are now practically prev-
ented from doing by the terms of these
clauses: and I think it would be to our
advantage, and to the advantage of the
Empire, although with that I do not pre-
sume I can have much to do, although I an
a humble member of it-still looking at
ourselves alone, I think it is to our advan-
tage to be freed from these restrictions;
and to have it in our power, should events
take such a turn, to make it to our advan-
tage, to make special arrangement with
them or either of them as to our tariffs and
our trade. With these two countries we
have the large>t portion of our trade. It
is somewhat remarkable that of late the
exports to England and the exports to the
United States have been changing their
respective amounts in an inverse ratio.
The exports to England have been increas-
ing, the exports to the United States have
been diminishing. I find that in 1889 our
exports to England were $19,900,000 in
round figures-that is to say, our exports
of the produce of the farm. In 1890 they
were $22,240,000, an increase of two
and a half millions while during the
same periods, the exports ot' the produce
of the farm to the United States were
$16,000,000 in 1889 and $13,000,000 ii
1890; thus decreasing in rather a greater
proportioi than their incroase with Eng-
land, while the exports generally from
Canada to England were in 1890 848,000,-
000, and to America 840,000,000. I do
think it is generally supposed that the
conver'se of these propositions is the fact,
and that our trade is larger with the
United States than it is with England. But

f these figures are official, and I believe are
correct, and they -show, as I have stated,
that our trade with England is increasing

- in a larger ratio than oui trade with the
- United States, and that it is in itself intrin-
I sically larger than the trade with the

United States.
There is, of course, a difficulty in respect

of these clauses which Lord Salisbury
b pointed out, and which we were informed
l of, when we first made application to the
s British Government to relieve us from
- them in 1880. The difficulty is, that Eng-
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land cannot denounce one clause of a
treaty, but must denounce if at all the
whole of it, and it may be inexpedient for
England at the moment to put an end to
the commercial treaties with those coun-
tries, and with others to which the address
refers. But Lord Salisbury stated in his
reply to the deputation which waited upon
him, that inasmuch as England recognized
the importance of getting rid of these
restrictive clauses as soon as it is possible
to do so, the matter would be kept in
view; and the first occasion would be
seized for relieving the Empire of their
effect. I think it, therefore, well that we
sbould place of record, and transmit to the
Imporiatl Government, an Address laying
before Her Majesty in the most formai
manner possible, the desire of this country
to be rid of the restrictions which these
clauses impose. It is with that view I
have given notice of the Address which I
now have the honour to move.

My hon. friend from Manitoba bas given
notice of some changes in the Address
which, I fear, I cannot concur in. Some
of thein are merely verbal. Some of them
actually strike at the whole purpose of
the Address, and some of them extend
to a subject much larger and broader
than I propose to deal with. The Address
has for its object solely the request that
we be relieved from the favoured nations
clauses. Now, the first amendment which
my hon. friend proposes purports to indi-
cate to the Government of England the
difficulty that exists in the repeal of those
clauses-that is, it proposes to say "and
that the clauses in those treaties which
affect Canada cannot be expunged without
denouncing the treaties as a whole." I do
not think it is very appropriate in asking
Great Britain to relieve us from these
clauses, to take upon ourselves to inform
them of the difficulty which they them-
selves have told us exists, in getting the
clauses removed, and I cannot bring my-
self to think that that would be really an
improvement to the draft Address. Then,
my bon. friend proposes to strike out the
3rd and 4th clauses of the Add ress. It seems
to me that the 3rd and 4th clauses are of
the very essence of the Address. The 3rd
clause says:
"Your Memorialists consider that these provisions in

foreign treaties are incompatible with the i hts and
powers subsequently conferred by the British North
America Act upon the Parliament of Canada, for the
regulation of the Trade and Commerce of the

Dominion ; and that their continuance in force tends
to produce complications and embarrassments in such
an Empire as that under the rule of Your Majesty,
wherein the self-governing Colonies are recognized as
possessing the right to define their respective fiscal
relations to ail foreign nations, tothe Mother Country,
and to each other."

It seems to me that that is an assertion
that we have a right to make, that it is our
interest to make, and our duty to ourselves
te make; that is, to point out that since
these treaties were negotiated we have
had power conferred upon us to make the
very regulations respecting our trade
which these clauses prevent usfrom maki nig.
And, therefore, that they are to the last
degree inconsistent with, and incompatible
with, the clauses of our own constitution.
And it seems to me to be a very appropriate
occasion to point this out to the .British
Government, when we are asking it to
relieve us of these clauses. The 4th section
which my bon. friend desires to strike out,
is that in which we assert that it is clearly
adverse to the interests of the Empire, and
of ourselves, that we should thus be
restricted in the u.se of our own constitu-
tional powers. That also appeurs te me to
be an assertion which we ought to make.
We ought te place it respectfully before
Her Majesty, as the position which we
hold, that we have a right by the constitu-
tion which she and her Parliamnent have
given us, te regulate these matters for
ourselves ; and respectfully to point out Io
her, that it is incompatible with our
interests and with those rightsy that such
restrictions should continue, while at the
same time we ask ber respectfully to
endeavour to cause them to cease. There
is an addition which my hon. friend wouild
also make te the 5th clause near the end
of it.

HON. MR. DICKEY-It is a substitution
for the part that is struck out.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The part to be
struck out is also one that ought not to be
forgotten, and it is an appropriate occasion
on which to emphasize it. I propose to
make the point in it, with regard to the
similarity of the products of our friends to
the south and our own, that the markets
of a country which does not produce the
same articles as we do, is likely to afford
us a greater expansion of our trade than
the markets of a country whose products
are practically the same as our own; and
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which are in competition with our own
productions. To the 6th clause miy hon.
friend would also make an alteration which
goes further, I think, than the purport of
this Address vould justify. It is stated
that we believe that by " mutual conces-
sions, and the adoption of measures for the
rearrangement of trade relations between
the various portions of the British Empire,
and between the Empire and foreign na-
tions, important and lasting beneficial re-
sults may be attained." My hon. friend
would insert there, " and with the view of
ultimately establishing universal freedom
of trade." That is a pretty broad question.
It is a long way beyond the scope or tenor
of this Address, and I do not know that I
myself would concur in it as a practical
object, because as apractical object, I think
it is entirely futile and entirely hopeless to
dieam ofit. Probably in theory, if we had
universal freedom of trade, it might be the
best state of things for the world-that is
the theory; but it is a theory which is so
thwarted by practice throughout the world,
that however good it may be, it is not, and
cannot be, permitted its full operation : at
least as long as we live, or as the times in
-which we live seem to indicate, for a long
time after we all have disappeared. In the
7th clause my hon. friend would also insert
an amendmentwhich raises an entirely new
question, foreign at least to this Address,
and one which I think is not necessary. I
think it w ould be ungracious to insert it
here, even if it were in consonance with the
general purport of the Address. He wishes
to add after the word " force," in the 7th
clause, 6th line: " And that in the nego-
tiations of any new treaties, having for
their object the protection of the commer-
cial interests of British subjects, the Govern-
ment of Canada may have an opportunity
of expressing its views."

Now, taking that ini one sense it bas
been in force foé ten years. If it is
applicable to commercial treaties such as
those in which these favoured nations
clauses are to be found, we have had the
opportunity for tenlyears past of express-
ing our views upon them. The Govern-
ment of England long ago formally recog-
nized our right to be consulted, before any
stipulation is inserted in any treaty affect-
ing our interests in this direction, and we
have been consulted-that is to say, we
have had the option in every instance of
aecepting these favoured nations clauses,

acceding to them or letting them alone;
and in most instances we have taken the
latter alternative. If we are to take the
amendment in a sense foreign to this
Address, and hardly necessary to be dis-
cussed to-day, I think Canada bas nothing
to complain of in the way of being heard
as to our views. She bas, in every case of
late years in which our interests have been
concerned, invariably had the opportunity
of expressing her views, generally by the
presence of some person possessing her
confidence, in the negotiation of trçaties;
and if not to that degree, by full and inti-
mate communication of every step that
takes place in the negotiation, as in the
case of the Behring Sea. My hon. friend
has taketi a good deal of trouble in pre-
paring these amendments I am sure, and
has so prepared them with the idea of
improving the Address. I also have taken
a good deal of trouble in preparing the
Address. and discussed it with my collea-
gues with the view that it shall be intro-
duced by them in the Commons. We have
studied and rovised it, and in the form in
which I have the honour of presenting it
to the flouse we think we can support
every lino and every word of it; and we
would like to submit it in the form in
which it stands. I hope my hon. friend
will not press the amendments to it; but
if he should concur in the general principle
of the Address that he will also concur in
voting it as it stands. With these remarks
I beg to move the Address.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-The proposal of the
Government to bring this question of giv-
ing Canada practically a voice in treaty-
making with other countries, is a move in
the right direction. It bas long been part
of the policy of the Liberal party that
Canada should not only ho relieved from
the entanglement and embarrassment of
being included in the various treaties made
by the mother country from a-half to a-
quarter of a century ago, but they also
have felt that the condition of Canada was
such as to entitle her to take the initiative
in any treaties which it is proposed to
make. I should like it to have gone fur-
ther than it has and couple with it the
proposition that Canada shall make her
own treaties. The hon. Premier bas very
properly drawn the attention of the House
to the embarrassment that at present exists
in obtaining a reloase from the conditions
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imposed by several treaties. I recognize
that to a very great degree, and 1 very
much fear that very little will comye ofour
proposal. Still, I think it is quite wise
and proper that this matter should be
brought under the notice of the British
,Government. It is a fact recognized be-
tween nations that where a treaty is abro-
gated, or a particular clause of it, it involves
the making of a new treaty, and our pro-
posal to be released from the objectionable
clauses of the treaties now in existence,
would involve the making of twelve or
thirteen new treaties. So far as my notes
go, I find the favoured nations clause pre-
vails in alnost every treaty-in the ti eaty
with Belgium, with Germany, with Ans-
tria, with Colombia, with Costa Rica and
France.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-Not with France.

HON. Ma. SCOTT-The treaty of 1886
with France, Mecklenburg, Portugal, Rus-
sia, Salvador, Sweden and Norway. It
would involvo the abrogation of the trea-
tics between Great Britain and all those
countries, and it would be an exceedingly
difficult thing to bring about. It is for-
tunate for Canada that her interest in the
treaties with these particular countries is
somewhat limited. If we obtain larger
treaty relations with other countries we
could very well afford to allow those I have
named to come in, even under the favoured
nations clause. I do not think it woild
materially affect the position of any treaties
wo might makç with the countries with
which we are likely to get our largest
trade. It is important that something
should be done. This subject ought really
to have been moved ut the time of Con-
federation. Had we in 1866 made a move-
ment similar to this, we probably long be-
fore now should have been relieved from
.any of this entanglement and should be
free to make pegotiations with other
4countries. All our public men feel that
something ought to be done to increase the
trade of Canada, because it bas been practi-
cally stationary. We have not made any-
thing like the progress in the aggregate
trade of this Dominion in the last 10 or 20
years that the great resources of the coun-
try would justify one in hoping for. The
totals of the trade in the time I have men-
tioned have really not grown in anything
like the proportion of incroase in wealth
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and population of the Dominion. Our ag-
gregate trade last year was $218,000,000 ;
in 1877 it was $194,000,000 and in 1878 it
was $217,000,000, so it is perfectly evident
that the trade of Canada, from some cause
or other, has not grown in proportion to
her wealth and population. We have in
natural resources probably an excess over
all countries in the world in proportion to
our population and yet with all that great
natural wealth our trade bas not grown.
The bon. the Premier bas called attention
to a point that he thinks i8 deserving of
notice, and if it were really borne out by
the figures it might be an important index
of the future-that is, that the trade of this
country with Great Britain was growing
in an inverse ratio to that of the United
States, which was diminishing. We can-
not take any one year in particular as a
criterion. It is quite true that last year
the aggregate trade with Great Britain was
larger than the aggregate trade with the
United states by some nine millions of dol-
lars, but the .year before the aggregate
trade with the United States was $14,000,-
000 more than with Great Britain.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-That is what I have
said; it is decreasing.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I have gone over a
period of ton years and it is a very sin-
gular circumstance that taking that period
the aggrogate trade between Canada and
the United States and Canada and Great
Britain bas not varied half a million dollars,
showing that it just proceeds about pari
passu. There is no national sentiment in
our trade. So far as the United States is
concerned we can develop that trade when
we like. We can pass an Act to-morrow
which will increase it. So far as Great
Britain is concerned her markets are open
to us. We pay no tolls there; there are
no customs laws, and, therefore, there is
nothing more to attract us there. We go
into the markets of the United States and
have to get over a high wall to reach them;
therefore, it is perfectly apparent that as
our trade with the United States is equal
to that with Great Britain, if the high wall
were removed our trade with the United
States would grow in much greater propor-
tion. So far as the trade with Great Britain
is concerned, there is no way of stimulat-
ing it except by taking down our tariff.
Of course we could select the particular
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articles we get from Great Britain and HON. MR. ICKEY-The Treaty of
wbich the United States buy from Great Washington?
Britain also; we couli take down the tariff
on such articles and no doubt thereby HON. M. SCOTT-Yes, i the Treaty of
increase our trade with Great Britain. ItWashington, while the Alabama Itaim
depends on ourselves, we can do it by Act were recognized, our Fenian raids daims
of Parliament. were ignored. Thero my hon. friend las

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-We cannot do* an illustration at once. Where the ques-
without letting in the favoured nations ou ns were exacty similar, the aims of
the same terms. the United States for damages donc

same erms.through the Alabama were allowed wbile
HoN. MR. SCOIT-But England can the daim of Canada for damages done by an

compete with other nations. We would invasion of Fenians frorn the Unitcd States
simply improve our trade with Great was cast aside. In 1783, whon the colonies
Britain if we so desired it, there is no ques- first separated fron the mother country,
tion about that. thoy were perfectly content to make the

HON. MR. BOULTON-You cannot do Misissippi the western boundary of the
it without abrgating those treaties.We al know what fol-

it wthot arogtingthoo toates. lowod afterwards when tbey came to inter-
HoN. MR. SCOTT-Yes, because while prot that treaty; the commissionors of

you let in all those nations England can the United States had everything their
compete with them. Theire are some kinds pwn way. Lt is said that a very distin-
of goods that can be purchased in England guished Englishman was sent out to the
cheaper than anywhere else - articles Colombia River to ascertain wMether that
which other countries must buy from would fot be a proper boundary between
England. Let us reduce our tariff on those the two countries. Ho reported that the
classes of goods and we thereby increase country was wortb nothing. Lt is said that
our trade with England most certainlv. ho tried fly-fishing thero and finding that
We do not give them any preferences ; tboy the salmon woud not vise to tho fiy he
do not require preferences. They cari pronouneod the country worthless ai it
compeote with any country in the world on was given up to the United States to the
the same basis, and, therefore, it is not presont boundary lino. We ail know that
necessary for us to consider those favoured after the vevolutionav war Illinois and
nation clauses. if we are to wait untilail other western portions of the nited
the treatios that I have enumerated are States were under British dominion. Lt
abrogated before we mako a fiscal change, is a matter of history that even at Niagara
wo wili Wind others passing laws in this and Detroit and other points now in the
Chamber, becausc in my judgmHnt it is a United States, British troops wTre main-
very long way off. W should have been taingd long aftre the war-until some time
glad had the Govermont iwot only pro- inthe ninetiez,showingithat ai thattimethe
posed this Address, but included in it the United States did not recognize that they
application of Canada in tho future tot owned the country ther. iLt was simply
make ber own treaties. This tubject was given away beause those at the head of
brought up in anothhr place by the Hon. affairs in Great Britain did not consider that
Mr. Blako on behaf of tho Libiral party, the country as worth holding. Thers
and voted down. Lt bas sinco thon been was the Jay Treaty, which gave away a
brought up again and voted down. Eng- largo portion of ouim country, and the Ash-
landlas been told that Canada doos not burton Treaty by which Maine was allowed
desire to ho in a position to make er own isto take away a largo slie of what oglit
treaties, although ouv oxperience bas been lto we Canada. rf any gentleman will look
that not a traty negotiated by tho Colonial at the division lino on the map between
Office las beon in the interett of Canada- Canada and thc United States it is very
Canada bas had ber riglts sacrificed ini aIl remakable that wherevar it is posible to
of tem. Lf one will look at the traties make an encroaclihment on Canadian terri-
from 1783 down to the last one, it is p e tory it is done witout any sort o protest.
fectly obvious that in ail of tbem the Anyone groing up Lake Huron will notice a
rigts of this country have been entirely largo island-Drmmond Island-whibe is

oost sight of. entirely on the Canadian side of the lake
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but the boundary line is allowed to run in
and scoop it out, and the sane in Lake
Superior in regard to lie Royale. When
those treaties were made they did not
know much about the country.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-What abot
Pelee Island in Lake Erie ?

HON. MR. SCOTT-That is a part of our
territory. All these treaties show how
important it is that Canada should be re-
presented wherever her interests are at
stake and represented in such a manner
that her voice can be heard. There is
nothing derogatory to England in our ask-
ing for those rights. Surely, our quasi-
independent position here is sufficient to
warrant us in asking that in all treaties in
which we are interested we shall not only
have a voice but where our interests are
affected that we shall have the only voice.
We know that there is a desire on the
part of Englishmen to keep on the best
possible terms with the United States, and
although they may not desire to sacrifice
Canada's interest, yet we know wherever
the rights of Canada come up they are
made subservient to the interests of Great
Britain. England has an immense sum
invested in the United States, owning the
railways and many of the factories and
large enterprises there, and there is always
therefore a desire to make things smooth
and pleasant between the two nations. It
is quite notorious that wherever Canada's
interests come into collision with those of
the United States our interests have to
stand aside. A couple of years ago when
the Behring Sea trouble first arose, the
Government of this country announced
that it would be settled immediately, that
England would stand by the rights of
Canada-that Canada claimed the right of
Cana-lian vessels to go into the open sea
and catch seals, and that Behring Sea
could not be treated as a closed sea. That
was the consensus of opinion here. When
the United States began to talk to Great
Britain about it the Imperial authorities
saw it in the same light as the TJnited
States did, and agreed to send ont war ships
to assist the United States in protecting
the lessees and seizing Canadian vessels.
Who would have imagined two years ago
that the dispute would end in that way ?
We all believed we stood on an equal foot-
ing with other countries on the open sea,

and that we had a perfect right to catch
seals in Behring Sea. That was the view
entertained by everyone on both sides of
politics here, but the British Government
finally agreed to assist the United States
in keeping Canadian vessels out of the
seal fisheries in Behring Sea.

HoN. Mi. MACFARLANE-But they
kept American vessels out as well.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Of course they dd,
but they seized Canadian vessels for exer-
cising a right that they supposed they
possessed.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-And Ameri-
can vessels too.

ION. MR. SCOTT-Except the vessels
of those that held the lease from the
United States Government. - I am only
pointing out this as an illustration of the
manner in which Canadian interests are
sacrificed where treaties are made in En-
gland.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-1 hope my hon.
friend has got some better illustration than
that.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Well, I think that is
a pretty strong illustration and I have
mentioned others. Certainly, if Great
Britain had regarded the interests of Cana-
da in the broad light that they should
have been viewed in when the earlier trea-
ties were made, we would own what is
now a very large slice of the United States.
Had England stood firm, the Colombia
River would have been the northern boun-
dary of the United States on the Pacifie
slope. I do not think it is necessary to
quote another illustration. That is suffi-
ciently strong to show that in all the
treaty negotiations with the United Statos
we have been over-reached. My hon.
friend has devoted a few observations to
the advantages of developing trade with
England. As I said before, we can de-
velop that trade whenever we choose to
take down our tariff, because on the En-
glish side there is free trade. I do not
think he is warranted in under-estimating
the value of the market to the south of us.
or in saying that it is in any way inferior
to the market of Great Britain, because
the figures will not sustain that view, if you
take the returns for a period of .ten years.
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As I said before, I took the trouble to add
up the columns for ten years, and I find
that there is no variation in the aggregate
in those ten years. We have the advan-
tage in the two markets no doubt, and it
depends entirely on the values on the
other side whether our export trade in-
creases or diminishes. There are, however,
certain products in which we are deeply
interested that must go to the United
States under any circumstances. Over
three-fourths of the products of oui' mines
go to the United States, and a much larger
share would flnd sale there, no doubt, if
the tariff was reduced. The four millions
would become eight or ten millions in a
short time. Of the products of oui' fisher-
ies, in which a very large number of the
people of this country are interested, more
particularly in the Maritime Provinces
and on the Pacifie coast, over one-half go
regularly to the United States. I do not
think there is ever a period when Great
Britain takes anything like the same pro-
portion of oui' fish that the United States
does. In reference to the products of the
for-est, the returns are inovable figures.
Sometimes we send a larger proportion to
the United States and sometimes to Eng-
land. Last year we sent more to Great
Britain; the year before we sent more to
the United States. Of animals and their
products we send a larger portion to Great
Britain. Our trade in animals and dairy
products to Great Britain is gradually
growing, and no doubt it is capable of
large expansion. It is in the interests of
this country to foster that trade as much
as possible, because England is at all times
an open market, and there is no possibility
of its being closed. No doubt the British
market offers unlimited advantages and
unlimited scope;, but in reference to what
is known as agricultural products, I
say our true market is in the United States,
and the figures bear me out in saying so.
Last year our exports to Great Brîtain
amounted to only three millions of dollars,
while to the United States they reached
seven million-s of dollars. In 1889 the
proportion was even greater, four millions
to Great Britain and ten millions to the
United States; so it is perfectly apparent
that so far as the great mass of the peo-
ple are concerned-our fishermen, our
miners and our farmers-the attractive
market for them is the United States. The
figures running over a period of ten years

will bear out that statement, and I think,
therefore, that it is the market that ought
to attract us. The other market is a free
and open one. We have been endeavour-
ing ever since Confederation to extend our
markets, and it is acuriousand interesting
study to look at the number of gentlemen
who have been sent out as commissioners
to the West Indies and South America for
that purpose and nothing whatever has
come of it at all, showing that it depends
entirely on ourselves. In 1886 three gen-
tlemen were named for a mission of this
kind-Hon. Senator Ryan, Hon. Mr. Mc-
Dougall and Mr. Smith, of the Fisheries
Department. They visited several of the
West India Islands and made an elaborate
report, but nothing came of it. We know
that even the Minister of Finance himself
has recently visited the West India Islands
and nothing has come of it. It is quite
impossible. So long as we keep up our
own tariff we can get a treaty with any
country if we choose to let in the goods of
that country at any reasonable figure.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-What is our
tariff barrier against the West India Island
products?

HON. MR. SCOTT-Our tariff on the
sugar. We get the chief supply of sugars
from foreign islands. In the West Indies
Islands now they manufacture their own
sugars, and the United States are letting
in their high grades of muscovado, because
they admit sugar up to 16 degrees. We
have excluded all sugars up to 14. We
would not buy any sugar of 14 or under
in any of the groceries in Ontario or Que-
bec, or the Maritime Provinces, and we
cannot import the other profitably. We
have a trade with South America and the
West Indies which is very considerable.
It runs up to seven or nine millions of
dollars, and we are now in danger of los-
ing that, which is a very serious matter,
and which will affect the Maritime Pro-
vinces more than any other portion of the
Dominion, because under the treaty that
the United States is now making with
Cuba and other islands, they will adopt a
discriminating tariff as against other coun-
tries and allow the sugars and other pro-
ducts of those islands to come in free
on tbe condition that the goods of the
United States are allowed to go into these
particular islands free, which necessarily
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cuts off our trade with the West Indies,
and another year it may be entirely destroy-
ed. Of course it is no fault of ours. We
cannot help ourselves. Remonstrances
have gone forward to Spain more particu-
larly that under the favoured nations clause
Great Britain and ber colonies ought not
to be excluded; that she ought to come in
under as good terms as the United States.
But the United States have generally had
their way in all these treaties, and they
will have their way in the future. It is
generally conceded that where two nations
agreo absolutely to exchange products, the
favoured nations clause will not apply, as
a quid pro quo has been given. If this is
the interpretation to be put on it, after the
first of July next, you will find that our
trade with the West India Islands will
be sorely crippled. It is a trade exceed-
ingly favourable, more particularly to the
Maritime Provinces. These illustrations
only show how extremely important it is
for Canada to adopt some poliey at the
present moment to develope her trade. I
do not know that the proposition of my
hon. friend from Shell River with refer-
ence to free trade in his motion, which
has been somewhat sneered at, would be
so much out of place, because until we
ado pt some measure of free trade, we are
likely to have our trade year by year
more and more restricted. Every gentle-
man must admit that our trade is not
growing in proportion to our wealth and
resources. It has stood still practically
for ten years. This is a condition of
things which we ought to be ashamed of,
and should look upon with regret. As to
the question of fair trade in Great Britain
it is a myth. No man in his senses can
believe that the people who have to buy
nearly 200,000,000 bushels of feed are
going to put a tax on that food, in order
that Canada may get on 30,000,000, and
the Australian colonies on somewhat
more, a slight advantage at the expense
of the poor- operatives. That is not the
spirit of patriotism we would like to en-
courage. There is not a man of any stand-
ing in Great Britain to-day who will tell
you that there is any possibility of the
fair trade movement being adopted. I
would like to refer my hon. friend to what
Lord Salisbury, the leader of the Conser-
vative party, said on that question. He
had the candour and frankness to tell the
deputation that waited on him only a few

months ago, that it was perfectly hopeless
to expect that England could afford to
make any such retrograde movement.
No leading statesman that I have heard
of on the Conservative side would en-
tertain such a proposition for one mo-
ment. There is the fact that this large
importation of food has to be made. Would
it not be monstrous that English opera-
tives should be required to pay a tax on
this large importation, in order to give
Canada an advantage in that market ?
England has been able to compete with the
world in -manufactures, simply because she
gets ber food and raw material free. It is
on that account she can defy competition
and can send ber manufactures even into
the United States against the 60 per cent.
tariff successfully. It is because her people
have cheap food that they have been able
to, stand the competition ofother countries
foi so many years. Every person who has
looked at this question from a common
sense standpoint most feel that the confe-
deration of the Empire is impossible, based
on any proposition that would impose a
tax on the operatives of Great Britain.
The manufacturers there can compete with
foreign made goods, simply because they
have the raw material free. They can buy
breadstuffs at Liverpool to-day nearly as
cheap as they can be bought on this side
of the Atlantic, beceuse freights are so low.
They can buy raw cotton from the Amer-
icans, take it across the Atlantic, manu-
facture it, send it back and seli it to advan-
tage against a tariff varying from 40 to 60
per cent. in the American market. That
could not be done under any other condi-
tion of things, and you do not suppose that
the English people are going back on the
policy thiat has brought about such won-
derful results.

I hope that the proposition of the Gov-
ernment will meet with the success we all
desire. We all recognize how difficult it is
to obtain a proper earing for a proposi-
tion of this kind. We know that di plomatic
men move slowly, more particularly where
nations are concerned. It takes years and
years to bring about an arrangement, and
when we recognize the fact that a change
of the clauses in the treaty means the
making of a new treaty, and that nations
are unwilling to disturb existing treaties,
fearing they cannot accomplish as good
results in new treaties, I tear it is very
much complicated. However, it is a declar-
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ation on our part of the stand we ought
to take, and is an intimation to the people
of England that Canada is feeling her way
to the time that she will have control of
her own trade. We will have to consider,
however, whether we cannot bring about
similar results by the alteration of our
own tariff. With regard to the nations
who enjoy the advantage of the "favoured
nations " clause, it is fortunate for us that
they are not the nations with which we do
our largest trade. Running carelessly over
it, it would probably involve a trade of
twelve or thirteen millions of dollars. Of
course, it is a question of very considerable
importance, but I think by a reduction in
our tariff we could obtain very much the
same results, because nations that would
trade with us would be developed and
stimulated, and would be able to more than
compete with the countries I have named,
in whose treaties these " favoured nation "
clauses exist. So that on the whole I do
not think we have anything special to fear
so long as we ourselves can see our way to
such a reduction of our tariff as will ena ble
other nations to trade with us.

HON. MR. McCALLUM-I will not
occupy the time of the House but for a few
moments in discussing this question. I
was somewhat amazed at the remarks of
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa. When
he makes the assertion that we should
have the power to make our own treaties,
does he consider for a moment where we
abould stand if we had such power ? Where
are the army and navy to enforce a treaty
made by ourselves? Could we stand the
e.xpense ? The hon. gentleman also finds
fault with the arrangement made under
the Treaty of Washington. I ask him would
this country be in a botter position if we
had not Great Britain at our back when
that treaty was being negotiated ? It is a
question to me if we would not now be in
the arms of the great republic. It is all
very well to trade with people if we can
make that trade profitable. My hon.
friend said in his remarks that our trade
did not keep pace with our wealth and our
resources. It is wealth we are after. There
is no use in trade if we get no advantage.
I am very much pleased with the motion
before the fouse, because I think it is
about time we should look somewhere else
than the United States for markets in
which to exchange our products. We have

been going to Washington for a long time
and knocking at the doors there, and it is
about time we should turn our attention to
Great Britain. We can get nothing worse
there than a refusal. It is true we can cut
down our tariff, but can we cut down the
tariff of the United States? When the
hon. gentleman from Ottawa tells us that
the United States is the natural market for
our agricultural products I think he makes
a very great mistake. We are told that if
we get a reciprocity treaty with the United
States we will obtain a market of 65,000,000
people, but we are not told that that market
is already full to overflowing with agricul-
tural produce. If the hon. gentleman looks
at the latest returns of the United States
he will see that they exported $ 173,000,000
of agricultural produce alone to Great
Britain, and when an hon. gentleman gets
up in this House and shows that the United
States is the market for the products of
this country I am not going to credit it,
for I know better. I should be very glad,
indeed,if we could trade with the Americans
on reasonable terms. I have lived in this
country during the existence of the Elgin
Treaty, from 1854 to 1865. I know that
the country was prosperous for part of that
period. I know that at the beginning of
that treaty we had the Russian war going
on, and wheat was selling in Canada for
$2.50 a bushel. I know that in 1857
there was a terrible crisis in this country-
and I know that aftei' that we were pros-
perous because the Americans had each
other by the throat. They had a civil war
going on, while we in Canada were raising
food for them and getting their money. I
live within 32 miles of the City of Buffalo,
and I speak as an agriculturist. I farm
1,000 acres of land, and my opinion is, that
even the Treaty of 1854 would be a curse
to the people of this country if we had it
to-day. We must look to Great Britain or
somewbere else for a market. There is no
use in looking to the United States. People
think that because we were prosperous at
a time when the Americans were engaged
in destroying each other, we would be
prosperous to-day under the same fiscal
policy that we then had. But the Ameri-
cans to-day produce a great deal more
agricultural products than they can con-
sume themselves. That is the market that
is offered to us. I <o not think so much
of it all the same; if tbey will give us fair
trade we are prepared to deal with them.
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We do not want the power of making our
own treaties. I wish Canada to remain
part and parcel of the British Empire, and
I think we should make every movement
possible to increase our trade with Great
Britain. Some people speak in this country
.as if we could not live if it were not for the
United States. Supposing they were 1,000
miles away from us could the Canadians
live in this country? I think they could.
I think we could get along as well without
American produets as they can get along
without ours. As long as they labour
under the delusion that Canada is dying to
get into their arms we can make no fair
trade ai-rangements with them. I know
them very well. I have been back and
forward through their country for the
last 50 years aind I know that the moment
they think you are anxious to get any-
thing from them that is the time they will
withhold it. I am very much pleased to
see this motion before the House. I would
wish it to go a little further, but we had bet-
ter take one step at a time and the rest must
follow, because Great Britain and her colo-
nies have the population and the resources
and we ought to be able to trade with one
another advantageously. I would like to
see Great Britain and her colonies against
the world on the trade question. I have
not a doubt at ail but she can live comfor-
tably and prosper and go forward as the
bulwark of liberty for the whole world for
all time to come. There bas been a great
deal of finding fault with the Treaty of
Washington on the part of the hon. gen-
tleman from Ottawa. I know that there
was a great cry raised in this country
about it at the time; still we got 85,000,-
000 by it. The Americans said they paid
too much money. They were playing a
game of bluff then and they want to play
bluff now. My hon. friend has called
attention to the Behring Sea difficulty, but
he has found out that Great Britain only
took a back seat because it was in the
interests of peace and good neighbourhood,
and in order that the question may be
thoroughly investigated. Does my hon.
friend think for a moment that Great
Britain bas given way on any point which
she thinks ie her right ? No, never. She
might give way a good deal in the interests
of peace and good neighbourhood, but if
she knows she is right she will never
budge an inch. I feel satisfied to stand
here as a British subject, with Great

Britain at my back, no matter where I go-
no matter in what clime or on what sea
I have the protection of that flag. Britain
always looks after her own interests and
in looking after her own interests she
looks after ours. I do not want Canada to
bave the power to negotiate ber own
treaties without the assistance of Great
Britain, for the very reason that we could
not stand the expense-we have not even
got an army and navy to enforce the con-
ditions of a treaty, and we would be treated
with contempt if we undertook to enforce
treaty rights. We know that the Ameri-
cans exported last year 0173,000,000 worth
of agricultural produce to England alone,
after supplying their own people and
although we are told that if we had reci-
procity with the United States, we woule

ave a market of $55,000,000, we are not
told how many of them would be direct
competitorý with ourselves, and how many
of them are negroes who raise pork and
corn to feed themselves; and buy nothing.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-We are often
told that free trade would be of paramount
importance to Canada, but we have never
yet been informed by the gentlemen who
advanced this theory how we are to provide
for the loss of revenue-some $13,000,000-
that would be involved in such a policy.
Sometimes we have been told that it would
be made up by a tax upon property; others
say by a poli tax, and others have informed
us that we could save it in the expenditure
of the country; but I have never yet
heard any practical man submit a propo-
sition by which this $13,000,000 would be
saved. I have heard in my time some wild
statements made in this House, but I never
heard a more absurd statement of the
exports and imports of this country than
was given by the hon. gentleman from
Ottawa to-day. To listen to his state-
ments and quotations one would sup-
pose that Canada had stood still during
the last 20 years-that there had been no
advancement. How careful he has been
to quote ten years, so that anyone who is
unfamiliar with the Trade and Navigation
Returns of this country for the last 10 or
20 years would certainly come to the
conclusion that the people of Canada had
stood still during that period, and that the
exports of our manufactures and of the
products of our mines and foreste and
farms are no more now that they were
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ten years ago. Does the hon. gentleman
believe that himself?

HON. MR. SCOTT-The blue-book is
misleading if it is not the case.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-Does the bon.
gentleman believe it himself? He does
not; stili he would make the people of this
country believe that Canada had slept, as
it were, for the last ten years-even in the
face of the fact that in the last two years
$14,000,000 has been the combined volume
of increase of our trade one year over the
other. But take the whole history of this
country from the time we entered the
Confederation until now, and look at the
combined exports and imports, and you
will find it difficult to reach the conclusions
which the bon. gentleman from Ottawa has
tried to impose on the people of this country
to-day. Does he not know that we have
increased our trade steadily? There has
been a break in the increase in one or two
years, but that will happen in any country
occasionally through the decrease of con-
sumption in countries with which they
trade. The aggregate trade of Canada,
imports and exports, outside of the United
States and Great Britain, is only about
nineteen millions of dollars. It is easy for
us to draw the conclusions whi3h the
returns show. In 1889-90 the aggregate
trade of Canada was $218,000,000, an in-
crease of fourteen millions of dollars com-
pared with the previous year. It lias,
however, been exceeded in 1881 and 1882.
If we take the duty which bas been
paid it will show the increase of our
manufactures. In the export of animais
to the United States there bas been a de-
crease of about a million of dollars com-
pared with the preceding year. The de.
crease bas been chiefly in horses, sheep,
poultry, eggs and other products of the
farm. The principal articles of export to
the United States are barley, hay and
vegetables. Now, let us sec what the ex-
ports to the United Kingdom amount to.
They show that the current of trade in
agricultural products with England is in-
creasing, yet we are told that we are stand-
ing still. The hon. gentleman spoke of
the exports of fish. It is true that one-
half of the products of our fisheries goes
to the United States, but they are not con-
sumed there. They are merely taken
there to be distributed to the West Indies,

China and Japan. We know that the
American people are a mackerel-eating
people and do not consume codfish. Thero
is very little codfish used in the United
States. We know that the same remark
applies to some of our agricultural pro-
ducts. We know that in many instances
the manufacturers of cheese in the United
States mark their products with the Cana-
dian brand, because the character of
Canadian cheese is much better than
theirs. Here is a market which
is almost endless in Europe. I was quite
surprised to hear the hon. member from
Ottawa say that if we would only throw
down the barriers we would make great
advances. If that doctrine is correct, how
are we going to increase our trade if, as
the hon. gentleman says, we are deficient
in energy and enterprise? Statements like
these sent broadcast over the country have
raised a question in the minds of some
whether Canada is a fit country to live in.
The bon. gentleman says " hear, hear " ;
we heard the same " hear, hear " when we
undertook to build the Canadian Pacifie
Railway. He said it was midsummer
madnes to undertake it. And if it was a
mistake to build the Canadian Pacific
Railway, i t isalso a mistake, in bis opinion,
to try to settle in our North-West. I have
no doubt that others who will follow me
will give him some idea of the views held
on that subject by people in the North-
West. Canada may be proud of the advance-
ment she has made during the last ten
years, not only in ber trade but in ber
credit. She now stands higher than any
portion of the colonial empire in her
credit. Can all that be done without pro-
gress ? Do the people of Europe lend
their money to nations that are not pros-
perous? No; they draw different conclu-
sions from those which the hon. gentleman
bas been trying to impress on the people
of this country. If we ail entertained such
opinions and ideas prosperity would never
dawn on this country; we would never
have the courage to construct railways or
enlarge our canals, to extend our trade and
build up our manufactures. All such en-
terprises would be useless and worthless if
there is something inherent in Canada that
prevents us taking a step forward in ten
years. Does any reader of the press, who
has any knowledge of this country, believe
that the building of the Canadian Pacific
Railway bas not promoted the prosperity
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of this country ? He must be a very des-
pondent man and a very careless leader if
he thinks so. Ask our bankers whether
there is not more accommodation required
to-day for carrying on the commerce of the
country than was needed ten years ago ?
Ask the manufacturer if there is not a
greater demand for what he produces.
Ask the steamship owners and the railway
companies; and they al! will tell you that
for ten years progress bas been made in
this country. Ton year% ago we were
quite satisfied to go across the Atlantic
in twelve or fourteen days; I have been
sixteen days crossing it myself. Now, we
want a faster trip for the purpose of bring-
ing closer to the people of the older country
the productions which this generous Can-
ada of ours produces for export. That is
what we are trying to do, to bring the
producer and the consumer closer together.
I am glad to sec that trade with the empire
is, a subject that has been brought into
this debate, although it is not properly a
portion of it. The spirit of union is
abroad. It bas united the States of the
neighbouring Union. It has combined the
German state.s, and the same spirit is
growing throughout the British empire.
It is apparent in newspaper editorials, in
quarterlies and reviews, and in magazine
articles, and it is permeating the minds of
those who govern the dependencies of the
great empire. Sooner or later it will come
into shape, and is there any reason why it
should not? China and Japan are as near
to us now as Liverpool and London were
thirty years ago. In a very short time we
will have England brought as near to us
as was Prince Edward Island or Nova
Scotia a very few years ago. In fact,
eighteen years ago, when I first took a
seat in this Chamber, it was more difficult
and took longer to travel from Ottawa
to Prince Edward Island than it does now
to go from Ottawa to Liverpool. Shall
we stand still as portion of the great
empire ? Is that the impression wbich is
to prevail in these days, when the great
minds of the empire are considering how
to unite us together? The hon. gentleman
who is now leader of the Opposition and
who was once a member of the Canadian
Government, states in hiý place that for
ten years we have made no progress.

HON. MR. SCOTT-No progress in our
foreign trade, I said, and I gave the figures.
I was simply reading from the blue-book.

40

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-What is foreign
trade ?

HON. MR. SCOTT-Trade with Great
Britain the United States and other
countries.

HON. MR. 1IOWLAN-Does the hon.
gentleman mean to say that for ten years
the trade bas not increased ? -

HON. MR. SCOTT-I do.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-Then I say the
statement is iiot borne out by the blue-
books.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Thon we cannot rely on
our blue-books. There is one export which
has increased-I forgot to mention it-the
export of Canadians. We exported con-
siderably over half a million in the decade.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-With ail due
deference to my bon. friend, I think it is a
great pity that we did not export a few
more Canadians. The hon. gentleman
stated that our foreign trade had not in-
creased in the past ten years. I say that
statement is not borne out by the official
returns.

HON. MR. SCOTT-In 1873 or 1874 the
foreign trade of Canada was more than it
was last year. There must be something
radically wrong.

HON. MR. HOWILAN-Here are the
figures.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I am quoting from
the blue-book.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-So am I.

HON. MR. SCOTT-The trade is flue-
tuating very much.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I say, and I
state it advisedly, that my hon. friend can-
not prove from the blue-books the state-
ment that he bas made.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Here is the blue-
book.

HoN. Mit. HOWLAN-The hon. gentle-
man knows that this country has made
steady progress in the last ten years.

HON. MR. SCOTT-The foreign trade
bas not progressed.

625



Trade Relations [SENATE] with the Empire.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I can furnish able to back it up is of little value. We
figures. have been told also that if we bad possessed

HON. MR. DEVE R-Give the figures.
I want to get some information. The
House and the country want facts. Decla-
mation does not amount to a row of pins.
Let us have an argument based on figures
and then we can stand by it.

HON. MR. HOWLAN - I am much
obliged to the hon. gentleman, and I shall
never forget the day of my life when I
shall have to be advised and assisted by
him. I have already shown that the trade
of this country last year was fourteen
millions of dollars morb than the year
before. Does that show that we have been
standing still for ton years ?

HoN. MR. SCOTT-The trade of the
country last year was less than it was ten
years ago, showing that we have not in-
creased it in ten years.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-We send out
minerals to Great Britan $630,815 as
against $3,963,257 in the case of the United
States. The fishery exports to the two
countries were respectively $2,707,422 and
$2,850,528; the products of the forest
$14,098,865 and $10,247,640 ; animals and
their products, $18,578,722 and $5,966,-
474; agricultural products, $3,661,826 anß
$7,519,253 ; and manufactures, $1,816,147
and $2,667,282. The exports of Canadian
produce to the United States in the year
represented $33,291,207 and $41,499,149
in the case of Great Britain. The total
exports to Great Britain for the year show
an increase over 1889 of more than $10-
000,000, while there is a decrease of
$3,000,000 in the exports to the United
States. Leaving out the two countries
in question, the balance of the export
trade amounted to $7,545,158, the prin-
cipal countries concerned being the West
Indies, South America, Newfoundland,
Germany, Australia, &c. The items that
I have quoted are taken from the blue-
book. Now, with regard to the making of
our own treaties, in my opinion as long as
we remain a dependency of Great Britain we
can never possess that power. If we had
an army and navy to back us up we might
undertake it, but until we have, what
would be the good of possessing the treaty-
making power? History shows that the
power of making a treaty without being

the power of making treatios we would
not have lost the territory which has been
given to the United States under different
treaties. It is a question whether we
would or would not, but I think it is not
going too far to say that Canada has enough
land, if we only take proper care of it-
enough to make our people comfortable
and independent. We must settle our
vacant lands; no country can be great
until it has population. I am far from
believing that Canada has come to a stand-
still; on the contrary, I believe that we
will be prosperous and progressive in the
future as we have been in the past. We
have our avenues of trade and commerce
opened, and are securing the traffic of
other countries, and in the next ten years
we will be able to show as great advance-
ment as at any period in our history.

HON. MR. BOULTON-In placing the
amendments on the Notice Paper to which
reference has been made by the hon.
leader of this House, I observe that one
of the leading newspapers bas spoken of
my prentice work in taking a hand in
framing a document of this kind. I have
just this to say, that a man must be a
prentice before he is a master workman,
and that is my justification for bringing
forward these amendments. Tne leader
of the Government has expressed a desire
that I should not press these amendments.
I have so much respect for him as the
leader of the Conservative party and so
much respect for his years that I will
acceed to his request; but I desire to give
the reasons why I put these amendments
on the Notice Paper and to justify the
course that I have taken. I am astonished
at the position taken by the leader of the
Opposition in this debate. With his long
political career as a member of a Govern-
ment and leader of an Opposition and as a
lawyer I am surprised that he should state
in this House that we have the power if
we choose to discriminate in favour of
England.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I never said anything
of the kind; my hon. friend must have
misunderstood me.

HoN. MR. BOULTON-I understood the
hon. gentleman to say so.
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HoN. Ma. SCOTT-I stated that if we
took down our tariff the effect would be
to increase the imports from England.

HoN. MR. BOULTON-1 understood
the hon. gentleman to say that we could
discriminate in favour of England, and I
made the remark that we have no such
power and the hon. gentleman said we
had.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I stated that we
could obtain the same result by reducing
the tariff on articles that we get from
England-that although we would have to
receive the exports ot other countries on
the same basis, yet England could compote
with them and in that, way we would buy
from England.

HoN. MR. BOULTON-I said that we
had no power under those treaties to dis-
criminate in favour ot England, and the
hon. gentleman said we had.

HON. MR. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman
misunderstood me.

HON. M. BOULTON-Aud the hon.
gentleman misunderstood the word " dis-
crimination." The particular phrase in
this address with regard to the most
favoured nation clause is incorrectly stated,
because it is not the most favoured nation
clause we are discussing, not the clause of
the treaties which give favoured national
treatment. It is the privilege that the
treaties of 1862 and 1865 give Belgium and
Germany, that whatever national advan.
tages we may give to one another as pos-
sessions of the British empire, they should
come in on the same terms. That is the
position in which these two particular
treaties stand, quite different from any
other treaty on the Statute-book; quite
different from the twenty-four treaties
which we are subject to under the most
favoured nation clause: it is that we have
no power to discriminate in favour of the
West Indies, or Great Britain, or British
Guiana, or any other colony, unless all the
other nations that have treaties containing
the most favoured nations clause can come
in. That is the position in which those
two treaties are, and it is those particular
treaties that I understand we are appealing
to the Imperial Government to release us
from, not that we wish to be released from
all the treaties that contain the most
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favoured nations clause, because I think
they contain valuable clauses for the
benefit of British subjects; but while we
occupy the position that the treaties of
1862 and 1865 place us in, so far as that,
those two nations are entitled to the same
benefits that we may give to one another
under the most favoured national treat-
ment, we would also be bound to give to
thetwenty-four nations whose treaties we
are parties to, the same benefits, and,
therefore, if we get released from that
obligation in regard to the two treaties
thon we have the power to discriminate in
favour of the West Indies or Great Britain
if we wish to. As I understand it to be,
and I hope it is, the policy of the Governî-
ment, the object of presenting this address
is for the purpose of placing us in a posi-
tion that we may promote our trade with
the British Empire and not be forced into
any position through the hostile legislation
of the United States in promoting our
commercial welfare on our own linos. I
read from a return called for in the Im-
perial Parliament and brought down as a
memorandum by Sir Edward Hertslet en-
titled:-

" Returns of the Treaties of commerce in force
between the United Kingdom and foreign nations,
which preclucle preferential fiscal treatment of British
goods in the colonies and dependencies of the British
Crown, showing when such Treaties were concluded,
what notice is necessary for their termination, and if
the clauses placing the export trade of Great Britain
and Ireland within the Empire, upon the saine condi-
tions as the export trade to British Colonies of foreign
countries which deny a like advantage to the produc-
tion of British industry, can be abrogated without pre-
judice to the rest of the Treaties in question, and
what advantage such treaties secure to British trade."

" The followmg treaties between this country and
foreign powers expressly 'preclude preferential fiscal
treatment of British goods 'n the colonies and depen.
dencies of the British Crown:' "

" Treaty with Belgium, 23rd July, 1862, article XV."
" Treaty with the Zollverein, 30th May, 1865, article

VII.",
" The Treaty with Belgium contains this stipula-

tion:-
" ' Article VII. Articles, the produceor manufacture

of Belgium shall not be subject in the British Colonies
to other or higher duties than those which are or
may be imposed upon similar articles of British
origin.'"

" This Treaty is terminable after twelve months'
notice.

" The Treaty with the Zollverein of 1865 contains
this stipulation :

" ' Article VII. -The stipulation of the preceding
Articles I to VI shall also be applied to the colonies
and foreign possessions of Her Britannic Majesty.
In those colonies and possessions the produce of the
States of the Zollverein shall not be subject to any
higher or other import duties than the produce of the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, or of
any other country of the like kind; nor shall the
exportation from those colonies or possessions to the
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Zollverein be subject to any higher or other duties be informed of the inceptien of any new treaty, and
than the exportation to the United Kingdom of Great that in future no stipulation binding upon the coin-
Britain and Ireland.' nerce of Canadabe introduced into any treaty with-

" This Treaty is also terminable after twelve out reserving to the Canadian Government the option
months' notice. of acceptance or refusai.

'While these two treaties remain in force the ex- "The Committee concur in the foregoing recom-
press stipulations above quoted are extended to ail mendations, an submit the sanie for Your Excel-
countries whose commercial treaties with Great lency's approval.
Britain contain a most favoured nation clause, and Certified,
apply to British Colonies.n J. O. COTE,

That is the position in which these two
particular treaties are, and in reply to the
inquiry whether one of' the contracting
parties to the treaty can abrogate one of
its articles without prejudicing the re-
mainder of the treaty, Sir Edward Hert-
slet said:

"In reply to the enquiry whether one of the con-
tracting parties to the treaty can abrogate one of its
articles without prejudicing the remainder of the
treaty, it may be stated that it would not only be
contrary to diplomatic usage, but opposed to inter-
national law, for one of the contracting parties to
abrogate one or more of its articles without the con-
sent of the other contracting party, as all treaties
stand as a whole, unless a stipulation be made to the
contrary in the treaty itself. "

In presenting my first amendment, I
thought that it was desirable to insert at
the end ofthe 2nd clause of the address that
the clauses in those treaties which affect
Canada cannot be expunged without de-
nouncing the treaties as a whole. It might
be considered unnecessary, as the hon.
leader of the House has said, to put that in,
as it is a well known fact; but I put it in
lest>ve should make it appear as if England
refused or had refused at some previous
time to take out those clauses. Now, hon.
gentlemen, application was made on the
lst of March, 1882, by Sir Alexander Galt
(and it is contained in a copy of a report
of the hon. Privy Council approved by His
Excellency the Governor General on the
26th March, 1881.) That report contains the
following words:

" Sir A. T. Galt also suggested that as occasion can
conveniently be found, the Government of Canada
desire to be relieved of the obligation of the treaties
-that in future, no stipulations binding upon the
commerce of Canada shall be introduced into any
treaty, without reserving to the Dominion the option
of acceptance or refusal, and that the Canadian Gov-
ernment should be informed of the inception of any
treaty negotiations with foreign countries, with the
view of permitting them to submit such suggestions
connected with the trade of the Dominion as may ap-
pear desirable.

" The Minister states that he concurs in the views
of the High Commissioner, and recommends that a
despatch be prepared and sent to the Right Hon. the
Secretary of State for the Colonies, to the effect that
it is the wish of the Canadian Government to be re-
lieved as soon as conveniently can be of the obliga-
tions connected with any treaties now in existence,-
that it is the desire of the Caredian Government to

Clerk of Priry Council.

You will see that that report asks that we
may be relieved as soon as conveniently
can be. It does not say absolutely that
we must be relieved, but as sooin as con-
veniently can be. At the time that that
was done it wgs thought we might apply to
Germany andl3elgium, and get relief from
the clause of the treaty without breaking
the treaty. That was evidently the posi-
tion we thought it was in from the tenor
of the correspondence, and no application
was made to denounce the treaty as a
whole. The correspondence goes on further,
and Sir Alexander Galt as High Commis-
sioner concludes a request to the Imperial
Government carrying out the wishes of the
Government by saying:

"BELGIUM AND GERMANY.

"9, VIcTORIA CHAMBERS,
" LONDON, S. W., 12th Nov., 1881.

"My LoR,-I have the honour, under instructions
from the Governor of Canada, to recall to Your Lord-
ships attention the request conveyed by them in their
Order in Council of the 26th March last to be relieved
as soon as convenient fron the obligations connected
with any treaties of commerce now in existence with
foreign countries, so far as such treaties limit the free-
dom of action of the Dominion Parliament.

"I am instructed to state that the treaties more
particularly referred to are those with Belgium and
with the German Zollverein, wh ich both contain a
clause stipulating that neither Gr eat Britain nor any
of her possessions shall admit their respective produc-
tions at lower rates of duty than those imposed upon
the goods of the countries named.

" The stipulations referred to acquire additional
importance from the circumstances that under the
most favoured nat:ons clause they seem to be iimîported
into every commercial existing treaty-the treaties
in question having subsisted for their full term are
now liable to be denounced upon one year's notice, but
it is not doubted that Her Majesty's Government can
readily procure the cancellation of the clauses objected
to, without proceeding to a course that might be
inconvenient.

" I am further instructed to request that Your Lord-
ship will move the Secretary of State for Foreign
Affairs to take such action as may be deemed necessary
to meet the wishes of the Canadian Government.

"I have, &c.,
"A. T. GALT,

" High Commissioner.
"Rt. Hon. Earl of KIMBERLEY,

" Secretary of State for the Colonies."

You see that when our Government ap-
plied in 1881 to have that clause abro-
gated it was«with the idea of having the
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clause taken ont, not of having the treaty
denounced, and if it was inconvenient it
was a hint that it was not necessary to go
any further. Sir Alexander Galt takes
the same ground in'his letter to the
Imîperial Government on the same ques-
tion, and a reply came as follows:-

" DowNING STREET, 27th February, 1882.

"SiR,-With reference to my letter of the 7th
January last, I am directed by the Earl of Kimberley
to acquaint you that His Lordship is informed by the
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs that Her
Majesty's Mînister at Brussels and Her Majesty's
Ambassador at Berlin, in accordance with their
instructions, placed theiselves informally in commu-
nication with the Belgian and German Governments
as to the exemption of the Dominion of Canada from
the stipulations of Article XV of the An lo-Belgian
Treaty of 1862, and of Article 7 of the oninercial
Treaty of 1865 with Gernany.

"Her Majesty's Minister at Brussels has now
reported that im the opinion of the Belgian Govern-
ment the exemption desired by the Dominion of
Canada would necessitate the denunciation of the'
Treaty of 1862, and the negotiation of a fresh treaty
to replace it, and Her Majesty's Ambas-Qador at Ber-
lin has learnt that in the opinion of the competent
German authorities it would not be either convenient
or desirable to abrogate single articles of the Treaty
of 1865 apart, from a general revision of the whole
mnstrument, for which, however, there did not appear
to be any iinmediate necessity.

"I am, &c.,

" R. G. W. HERBERT."

The ground that I have taken in regard to
that matter was that we did not apply to
have the treaty denounced as a whole; we
had only applied to have one clause of it
abrogated. It was found that that clause
could not be abrogated without denouncing
it as a whole, and, therefore, the matter
was dropped until, as the hon. leader of the
House says, Sir Charles Tupper last year
revived the question, and it is being again
revived by this Address. Now, we wish
to be placed in a position that will free us
from the obligations contained in these two
treaties. My idea was that it was not out
of place to state the fact that the reason
we wanted to have the treaty denounced
as a wholeýwas because the clauee which
affected us, and which we wished to get rid
of, could not be eliminated without de-
nouncing the treaty as a whole. That was
my object in proposing that. amendment.
The following extract from a letter from
Earl Kimberley to the officer administer-
ting the Government of Canada shows
how quickly the British Government
responded to our expressed desire of being
consulted:-

"EGYPT.

"DowNING STREET, 20th August, 1881.
"Si,-I have the honour to transmit to you a copy

of a letter from the Foreign Office, stating that nego-
tiations will probably be opened shortly with the
Egyptian Government, for the conclusion of a com-
mercial treaty with Egypt; and I have to request
that you will inform me, at your earliest convenence,
whether there are any matters in respect of which
your Government would desire to make any special
proposals. In the absence of any stronger pressure
no action was taken towards the denouncing of the
two treaties under discussion to leave us unfettered
in our intorcolomal negotiations."

The following extract from a report of
the Privy Council, dated 26th October,
1882, shows how our negotiations with the
West Indies were hampered:

'' That the despatch states that the Governor of
Jamaica understands that the Canadian Government
are willing to reduce the duties on rum, sugar and
fruit, in return for wlich Jamaica would mae ade-
quate reduction, articularly on flour, fish and lumber.

pon this the 1Minister desires to remark that the
duties on rum are so intimately connected with the
Excise system of the Dominion that any interterence
with them would be attended with great difficulty.
As regards sugar and fruit, they might certainly
fori. the subject of future negotiation if it were
desired. But it is understood to be doubtful whether
the finances of Jainaica would permit any material
reduction of duties upon flour, fish and lum ber,
thereby rendering it absolutely necessary that the
fori of compensation to Canada should be through
an augmentation of duty upon these articles when
imported into Jamaica from the United States or
other foreign countries.

" This view seems to have been present in the mind
of Sir A. Musgrave, and his assumption that Her
Majesty's Government could not sanction any ar-
rangemènts which would involve the creLtion of
differential duties in favour of Canada, is stated by
Lord Kimberley to be entirely right.

" The Minister observed that although the Canadian
Government are no at present prepared to propose any
plan for a commercial convention with Jamaica or the
West Indies generally, they feel it necessary to record
their dissent from the principle hereby laid down,
that as between portions of the said empire no duties
discriminating in favour of British as against foreign
industry can be sanctioued by Her Majesty Govern-
ment.

" The Minister further observes that this principle
forms the subject of a protracted discussion with Her
Majesty Governiment in 1860-61, upon the proposal
made by Canada prior to Confederation, to have free
interchange of products with the Maritime Provinces
of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, maintaining
duties on the sarne articles against the rest of the
world. A reference to this correspondence will show
that the point was finally conceded by Her Majesty's
Government, and the policy desired by Canada
acquiesced in.

" That in accordance with this precedent the Cana-
dian Government clain that it is competent for any
of the colonies possessing representative and respon-
sible governments to enter into inutual agreements
for either partial or absolute free trade with the mother
country or with each other, or with both, discrimin-
ating against other countries.

" The saine principle should alsoapply to the Crown
colonies-but as their action must be through Her
Majesty's Government it is evident that their wishes
cannot be carried into effect without the sanction of

629



630 Trade Relations [SENATE] with the Empire.

the Imperial Executive. Negotiations with such
colonies do not seem to promise any beneficial results
until this principle be conceded-that trade should be
rendered as free as practicable between the various
portions of the empire, having regard solely to their
own interests and unfettered hy any obligations to
treat others with equal favour."

The 3rd clause of the Address states:
" Your memorialists consider that these provisions

in foreign treaties are incompatible with the rights and
powers subsequently conferred by the British North
America Act upon the Parliament of Canada, for the
regulation of the trade and commerce of the Dominion;
and that their continuance in force tends to produce
complications and embarrassments in such an empire
as that under the rule of Your Majesty, wherein the
self-governing colonies are recognized as possessing
the right to define their respective fiscal relations to
all foreign nations, to the mother country, and to
each other."
I thought th4 t this clause might properly
be left out. This clause seems to imply
that the Imperial Government had not re-
cognized our rightwhich we acquired under
the British North A merica Act. It seems as
if we were inaking some complaint against
the Imperial Government, when I do not
think there is any cause for complaint
These treati es were made in 1862 and 1865,
before the Dominion of Canada was formed,
and therefore the clause was inserted before
we had acquired those rights; and in look-
ing at the correspondence I do not feel that
any injustice has been done or intended
on the part of the Imperial Government,
and therefore it was unnecessary in my
opinion to assert that such was the case.
Now, hon. gentlemen, I wish to show
you hy reference to the other correspon-
dence in regard to the negotiation of
the treaty between Spain and Great Britain
in 1886, how far Great Britain con-
tinued to recognize our right to be con-
sulted, and our right to decide for ourselves,
how far we were prepared to be included
in the treaties which the British Govern-
ment was negotiating and which would
affect us, and how far she sacrificed her
interests in order to protect the interests of
the colonies and give them the benefits of
her markets in order to exact better terms
from Spain, than Spain was willing to give
in order that British subjects, without re-
spect to locality in Canada and the colonies,
might be benefited thereby. I will read
that portion of the correspondence which
refers to that particular point. On of the
first letters in the correspondence says:
(Extract.)

" Sir Clare Ford to the Earl of Roseberry.
" MADRID, 12th February, 1886.

"I have the honour to inform Your Lordship that
I have, within the last few days, been discussing with

Senor Moret, tbe Spanisb Minister of State, the
present position of tbe commercial relations between
Great Britain and Spain.

" I reminded His Excellency of tbe despatch, which
had been addressed by Earl Granville to Sir Robert
Morier on the 15th June, 1885, in which His Lord-
ship stated that the grounds on which Her Majesty's
Government held that the Spanish Government had
withdrawn from the declaration had arisen, not from
a difference connected with the Spanish Antilles, but
from the refusal of the Spanish Government to in-
clude within the provisions of the declaration the
Spanish colonies other than the Antilles, and to the
exclusion by them from its benefits of British colo-
nies and foreign possessions. I inquired of His Ex-
cellency how this matter would stand were we to sign
the proposed declaration. Senor Moret replied by
giving me the most formal assurance that the only
exclusion applied to the Spanish Antilles, namely,
Cuba and Porto Rico. and that under the arrane-
ment he proposed to sign with me, not only British
commerce, but also that of the British colonies and
foreign possessions would be admitted into Spain, and
into all the Spanish colonies (except the Spanish
Antilles) on a footing of most favoured nation treat-
ment."

You see at the outset of the negotiation of
that treaty between Spain and Great Bri-
tain, the Spanish Government refused to
give Canada the benefit of trading with
Cuba and Porto Rico under the "most
favoured nation " clause, and the question
for Her Majesty's plenipotientary to con-
sider was whether to proceed without that,
and he writes to the Earl of Roseberry:

" The question then for the consideration of Her
Majesty's Government is whether it would be ex-
pedient to seize the present opportunity of signing,
with a Spanish Minster whose friendly sentiments
towards England are proverbial, and who is one of the
prominent members of the Free Trade party in this
country, an arrangement by which Great Bretain will
obtain important commercial advandtages in return
for raising the 1s. duty on wine from 26 to 30 degrees
of alcoholic scale.

" Moreover, the fact should be borne in mind that
in the event of the Cortes being applied to again to
authorize any declaration having in view the improve-
ment of the commercial relations between this country
and Great Britain, such declaration will be certain to
meet with the strenuous opposition of the Deputies
from Catalonia, who represent the interests of the
manufacturing classes in that part of Spain."

You will observe by this that Sir Clare
Ford, who was negotiating the treaty, was
willing to forego that benefit-that the
Imperial Govei-nment had instructed him
to obtain for Canada and for the British
possessions. He to whom the negotiation
of the treaty was entrusted thought it
wise to sign it without including Cuba and
Porto Rico because it was a great benefit to
Great Britain and it was unwiso to throw
the treaty over. Therefore the treaty was
drawn up by Sir Clare Ford and the Span-
ish Government, and in Article I they set
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forth the principles of the treaty excluding
Porto Rico and Cuba from its operations.
It says:

"ARTICLE I.

"The Government of Her Majesty the Queen Regent
of Spain will rant to the United kingdom of Great
Britain and Ireland and Her Britannie Majesty's
colonies and foreign possessions most favoured nation
treatment in all that concerns commerce, navigation
and consular rights and privileges.

" The said grant of most favoured nation treatment
shall, however, not be applicable to the Spanish
Antilles.

I The provisions of his declaration shall come into
operation on the lst May, 1886, provided that Parlia-
ment shall have authorized the Government of Her
Britannic Majesty to alter the alcoholic scale as
proposed under the second paragraph of article IL.'

That was the treaty that Sir Clare Ford
negotiated and was prepared to sign,
and send it to the Imperial Government to
have it concluded on that basis excluding
Canada from trado under the most favoured
nations clauses with the Spanish West
Indies. That is the treaty, notice of the
abrogation of whidh has been given by
Spain to take effect in July, 1892, and the
two nations have been enjoying the bente-
fits of that treaty ever since, now, how-
ever being annulled through the negotiation
of the reciprocity clauses forced upon Cuba
and Porto Rico by the McKinley Bill. The
Earl of Roseberry however wrote as fol-
lows:-

"The Earl of Roseberry to Sir Clore Ford.

" FOREIGN OFFICE, March 22, 1886.
"Extract.

"IThe instruction which have been given to your
predecessor and yourself have 1laedyou in possession
of the views which are held in t is country with regard
to the requirements of British commerce, and have
shown the bases on which alone Her Majesty's Govern-
ment would be enabled to negotiate for the conclusion
of a commercial agreement with Spain. In return for
any concession which may. be granted to Spain as
regards the wine duties, it is necessary that ier Ma-
jesty's Governnent should obtain for British subjects
in matter of trade and navigation a treatnent in
Spain and the Spanish colonies co-extensive both in
amount of benefit and in duration with that accorded
to France and Gerinany.

"These considerations to which in the interest not
merely of the revenue but also of British trade much
weight must be attached, deter Her Majesty's Govern-
ment from granting you authority to sign the decla-
ration which you have submitted for their sanction.
They have however arrived at this conclusion with
much regret and they trust that the time is not dis-
tant when a more successful effort may be made tu
claim the objects which they have in view. It is
therefore the wish of Her Majesty's Government that
in the event of the Spanish Government being willing
to pursue them, the negotiations should be continued
by you on the wider basis which the foregoing remarks
indicate, but havingregard to the opinion expressed
in your despatch thatwing to the necessity which
would arise of a readjustment of valuation and of a

reduction of duties in the Spanish tariff, the present.
moment is not o portune for negotiatirtg a definitive
treaty such as the commercial classes would desire,
Her Majesty's Government leave to your discretion
the particular action which it may be desirable now
to take.

The Earl of Roseberry thus replies and tells
Sir Clare Ford to drop the treaty-that if
this is insisted upon they will not enter
upon the treaty, but if the Spanish Govern-
ment is willing to entertain it and open
the negotiations again the British Govern-
ment are willing to conclude a treaty if
the British colonies are permitted to have
the privilege of trading under the most
favored nation clause with Cuba and Port
Rica. Then Sir Clare Ford communicates
in reply to that :

Sir Clare Ford to the Earl of Roseberry.

MADRID, 27th March, 1886.
"MY LORD,--In confornity with the instructions

contained in Your Lordship's despatch of the 22nd
inst., I address this day a note to Senator Moret, the
Spanish Minister of State, in the sense of the despatch
which Your Lordship has addressed to me.'

In the course of the afternoon I had an opportu-
nity of seeing the Minister, who expressed to me the
regret he felt on learning that Her Majesty's Gov-
ernment were unable to grant me authority to sign a
declaration which I had submitted to them.'

* * * *

"1He was prepared, he said, to frame a Bill which he
would present to the Cortes as soon as they met in
the month of May, to grant to Great Britain the most
favoured nation treatment in Spain and the Spanish
colonieis, without any exception whatever, co-exten-
sive both in the amount of benefit and in duration
with that accorded to France and Germany."

So hon. gentlemen will see that by the firm-
ness of Great Britain the benefits of her
commercial treaties were extended to
Canada. Sir Clare Ford, on the 6th April
writes to Earl Roseberry as follows, and
sending the draft of a new treaty :-

" MADRID, 6th April, 1886.
"My LoRD,-I saw Senor Moret, Spanish Minister

of State, this afternoon. I enquired of His Excellency
whether under the proposed convention British colo-
nial produce would receive complete most favoured
nation treatment and would Newfoundland fish be
charged sanie duty as Norwegian. 'Most undoubtedly,'
h.e said, 'and no examples.are necessary, for the prn-
ciple of most favoured nation treatment covers every-
th'ng.

"Article I.
"The Government of Her Majesty the Queen Regent

of Spain will grant to the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Ireland and to Her Britannic Majesty's
colonies an i foreign possessions, most favoured nations
treatment in all that concerns commerce, navigation,
and consular rights and privileges in Spain and in the
Spanish colonies and foreign possessions, co-extensive
in amount of benefit with that accorded to France and
Germany under the treaties of the 6th February, 1882,
and the 12th July, 1883."
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On the 18th April, 1886, the Spanish of that treaty and other treaties. It was
Government objected to that portion of it the pronounced and detcrmined policy on
which gave the colony a year to decide, her part to give us the benefit of it if we
and the extracts from the following cor- wished to accept it, and there was no force
respondence again show the care that was in the matter at all. But not only that, it
bestowed upon points that affected our own was the value of the English markets that
interests: gave Canada that valuable privilege. It

"(Extract fron etter of Sir Clarc Ford, April 18th, was not ny markets that we had and were
1886.) able to offer te the Spanish Goverment

On receipt of Your Lordships telegram last even- but the Spanish Government wanted to get
ing, I called on Sonor Moret and comumunicated to someconcessions trom Great Britain with
him the substance of it. With regard to the subject regard to the wine duties, and in conse-
of power being reserved for any colony to withdraw o
within a year from the provisions of the present ar- quence o ngland's firm attitude and the
rangement, I explained to His Excellency that it was value of the Britibl market to them, they
a precept of Imnperial policy to confer upon the British found it to their interests to give us
self-governingcolonies, subject to certain limitations,
the right of making entire provision for the manage-
ment and regulation of their custons, trade and navi- we have been enjoying, and that I be-
gations." lieve the Spanish West Indies have been

"I also stated that within late years it had been
the practice of Great Britain, in concluding comner- enjoying from that day to this, and
cial treaties with foreign powers to adopt a formal Wu WOUI( continue enjoying it but for
article, such as the one--Article XIX of the treaty- the recipocity clauses in the American
between Great Britain and Italy, of the 15th June,
1883, a copy of which I showed to His Excellency." legisiation ; and tbe most favoured

t(Th Erl of Rouerry to Sir Clare Ford.) nations clause, which as inserted in the
(Theri ! Rodcry Fod.) treaty of 188ti has been fouuid to be so

" FoasICN OFFIcE, 21st April, 1886. effective that we have the privilege of
"SIR,-Her Majesty's Government have lad under tramîing in Cuba and Porto Rica on thetheir consideration their despatches -
" In the opinion of Her Majesty's Governnent the same terms that the people of the United

draft in question offered a fair basis for negotiation States are able to trade until the treaty is
although there were certain points on whic it was abroated and of which it has been found
necessary that further explanation should be sought.
The f act, however, that Senor Morethasagreed to the necessary to give notice, in order to give
extension to Great Britain and her colonies of ail effect to the recipocity with the United
such benefits as have been specifically granted o States I wishto point out one thet, and
France and Germany, and the satisfactory assurances
which, in compliance with my instruction, you have that is the value of the British markets in
obtained from His Excellency with regard to the new helping us to get advantages of trade with
division of the alcoholic scale the exclusion of *spark-
ling and bottled wines froni the proposed arrange-
ment, the inclusion of the produce of the British Britain has kept het faith firmly and
colonies and the possible sub-division of the lower Ioyally in giving us ail the advantages
half of the scale, enable Her Majesty's Government to
accept the substance of the proposals which have which we wish to enjoy and are able to
been placed before them." enjoy in any commercial treaty that she

Sir Clare Ford suggested that points aot negotiates, without any compulsion on our
mentioned in the teaty should be con- part to accept or refuse it. For that reason,
firmed by exchanging notep, which. led r thought, although I feel sure not pur-
the followin- exqtract. posely intended, that the 2nd clause of this

Address was unjust to the Bitish Govern-
(Extract (if letter front Senor Moret to ,Sir Claire Ford.) ment in view of' the position it had takfen

" With regard to lier Britannic Majesty's colonies, -that Great Bi-itain perfectly acknow-
it is understood that if within a year after the date of ledged our right to conclude a tieaty, or
this convention, and reckoned from the day on which it rather to take advantage of whatever
is signed any of the said, colonies dethare their inten-
tion to withdraw from the presentconvention the said treaty she concluded with the outside
coiony will be excwuded from the stipulations con- world. The 4th clause, which, with a por-
tained therein." tion of the 5th clause, my amendments also
Now, hon. gentlemen, these are some of the suggested should be left out, reads as

nief points in regard to the negotiation of followsth
the treaty between Spain and Great Brtain, "Your memorialists further believe, that in view
and the object of my bringing it before of the foreigt fiscal policy of increasingly protective
this honourable fouse is to show that the and discriminative duties, it is clearly adveise to the
Imperial Government had due regard to interests of the United Kùpeon, and of each and al

of its possessions, that the uarliament f the United
Kingdom, or of anyof Your Majesty's sef-governing
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colonies, should be thus restricted in the power of
adopting such modifications of its tarif arrangements
as iay be required for the promotion of its trade, or
f gr its defence against aggressive or injurious ineasures
of foreign policy ; though, from the similarity of most
of the products of the two countries, it is probably not
suscepti ble of so great an expension as might b-e effected
in the interchange of traffic with the Empire."

That is an expression of opinion on our
part, that the people of England will be
benefited by doing away with this treaty.
Now, I think that if the Government of
Great Britain was to send an Address to
Canada, saying that she thinks if we
adopted the principles of free trade that
it would be a great deal betier for us, we
would feel that there was an interference
and it is on those grounds that I thought
this clause sounded like an interference, by
giving advice and saying that we believe
it is good for the people of England. We
have a perfect right to express what we
think is good for ourselves, but I do not
think it is wise for us to express an opin-
ion as to what is good for the other pos-
sessions or what is good for the people of
Great Britain themselves. It is that idea
that prompted me to offir this amendnent,
in order to make the Address, which is one
of great value, the purport of which I
heartily approve of and sympathize with,
and it was only in a spirit of friendliness
to the Government that in the discussion
of such an important question we might
make the tonu of the Address better in
order' to gain the point that we wished to
attain tbat I proposed my amendments.
That was the sole object I had in view in
leaving out those two clauses and the con-
cluding lines of the 5ih clause, and insert-
ing the words: " Your memorialists desire
to express their appreciation of the value
of the markets of Great Britain, and the
advantage of co-operation for the purpose
of protecting the commercial interests of
British subjects." I think it is desirable
that we should take the opportunity to
point out to Great Britain how far the
advantages of co-operation exist. I have
shown you by the treaty that was con-
cluded between Spain and Great Britain in
1886 that the value of co-operation was
very great to Canada, because it was the
value of the markets of Grreat Britain that
enabled us to secure those advantages;
and I am one of those who thoroughly be-
lieve with hon. gentlemen who have spoken
before me that we have great possibilities
before us in developing trade to increase

the purchasing power of the people of
Canada and of tlhe British Empire by a
judicious system of treaties with one ano-
ther which will benefit us all. Now, let
let us look at the facts of the case as they
exist to-day. There is the McKinley Bill
facing us. There is a population of sixty
million of people, who value their markets
very highly, who think their markets are
so valuable that they can, by putting on a
high tariff and excluding other nations,
thereby force other nations to trade
with them on their own ternis, and
according to their own tar'iff, and
they have intro ..ý ed a recip'ocity clause
in the McKinley Bill as a result of that
policy, which compels the President to
close the markets for certain articles of
consumption except a reciprocity treaty is
negotiated. That reciprocity clause has been
so worded that it has deprived us of the
benefits of the markets of Cuba and Porto
Rica, which we enjoyed under the treaty
with Great Britain; because, in order to
give effect to it, Spain has given notice of
the abrogation of the treaty that protected
our trade. Now, are we willing to yield to
that position and say to the people of the
United States: We believe your markets are
valuable; you are excluding us in order
to make us appreciate the value of it, and
we must appeal to you and get you to take
us in on your own terms. That is the posi-
tion that they take. That is the position
taken by the press of our neighbours. I
have never heard anything authoritative
that would lead us to suppose anything
else. We have to accept that position and
discriminate against our friends in the
Br'itish Empire, or else go without the
American market. That is the position
taken by our friends to the south of us.
Now, when we want to negotiate a treaty
with our friends in the West Indies, as the
leader of this House said the other day in
response to a question from an hon. mem-
ber, that he could not see anything more
that could be done to advance trade be-
tween the West Indies and Canada. I
agree with him that that is the case in the
position in which we stand-that we, as
compared with the United States, have
very little to offer to the West Indies in
the way of markets. We are only a popu-
lation of 5,000,000, and the United States
are 60,000,000, and when it becomes a
question of negotiating a treaty with Can-
ada, or negotiating a treaty with the
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United States, who is going to the wall ? trade unions, time and again, to adopt
I say that Canada will have to go the wall, a different policy, and in 1887 pressure
unless we get strength from some otner was brought from British workmen and
source that will fortify our positionand that from people of all classes in Great Bri-
strength we can get trom British markets. tain and the West India Islands to coun-
The West Indies is a sugar-producing teract the effect of those bounties, and an
country, and that is the export trade they international conference was held for the
are interested in. The reciprocity claube purpose of adopting measures to prevent
of the McKinley Bill has struck such unfair competition. The members of
particularly at the sugar interests that conference agreed that bounty-fed
of this continent, because they know sugar was injurious to the trade of the
the value of the sugar trade. The sugar countries maintaining it, and that such a
trade bas been for the last 20 years, ever system should be abolished, and a conven-
since the two treaties that are under tion was signed agreeing to that policy;
discussion to-day were negotiated, been but up to the present tire that policy bas
undergoing a revolution. The conti- not gone into effeot, altbough I bolieve it
nental countries - Germany, Belgium, bas been modified. Without entering into
France, Prussia, Russia, &c.-have insti- any free trade question, or into any ques-
tuted a system by which they induced the tion that would lead us to ask England to
manufacture of sugar from the beet root discriminate in our favour, i regard to
by paying heavy export bounties, and in food products, which tbe leader of the
consequence of the paying of heavy export Opposition bas described as chimerical,
bounties they have destroyed the sugar without agreeing with him, it would not be
intèrests of those countbies wbere the necessary for us to ask England to do that
sugar cane is naturally produced. In 1862 in regard to the sugar question ; but it
the amount of sugar that was produced would ot be unreasonable to ask England
from beet-root in proportion to the sugar to prevent importation, and her mankets
industry of the world was 20 per cent. A to be made available for this enormous
year ago the proportion of beet-root sugar amount of sugar that was sent into ber
to the sugar production of tbe world was country to the detiment of ber colonial
upwards of 50 per cent., tbat is to say, possessions, and through their injury to
beet-root sugar supplied more than one- the detriment of berself. I find on look-
baif the sugar requirements of the world ing throug the British trade returns of
to the dispacement of cane sugar. imports and exports for 1890 that her-
But the beet-root sugar industry was only many sends to England every year four
worked up to that point by great sacri- million pound wortb of unre ned sugar;
fices on the part of continental count.ies, she also sends four million pounda worth
wbo were expending enormous amouints of refined sugar. There is 840,000,000
and burdening tbeir people in order to wortb of sugar sent ihto the Engisb mar-
create this export. Fance taxed werself ket from Germany alone, and that i lpor-
to tbe extent of 18000,000 in one year; tation is only stimulated by the payment
Germany to the extent of t7,000,000 in of heavy bornties in tbe countries where
one yeaal ; Belgium to tbe extent of it i produced. That is doue rt the ex-
t4,000,000, wbicb was paid to induce the pense of the West India slands. Suppos-
export of beet-root sugar, and it was doue ing Geat Britain said to Germany: Wewish
in order to provide empoyment for the to abrogate this treaty; we wish to give
people of their countries, and to bosster our colonies the privilege of trading with
Up industries that bad become demoralized one anotber upon more favoured ters
tbrough internai competition. The effect, than other nations are permitted to trade,
of that was that they pearly ruined the with toem, and in order to do that we wish
West India Islands and otber counties to abrogate tbis treaty, and in the renewal
that were dependent upon that particular of a treaty or in the negotiation ofanother
class of industry for their support and treaty that stand migbt be taken, and
livelibood, and England bas for years, and EngGand might say: We wil refuse i
up to tbe present, permitted the importa- future to receive into our market any
tion of that bounty-fd sugar from tbe sugar tbat is su ported by tbe bounty
continent perfectly free. She Tas been expott system. sat would be a matter
appeased to by her own people, by her own of justice. Lt is carrying fiee trade pria-
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ciples to an-extreme length when you not
only admit free into your country the pro-
ducts and industries of other nations, but
when you admit the product of a manufac-
ture which is not incident to the country it-
self and is only supported by large bounties,
to the detriment of one of her own posses-
sions, or rather a number of her own posses-
sions that are suffering in consequence of it
bythe destruction of their trade. If that was
done, Germany would not be able to send to
Great Britain forty millions of dollars
worth of sugar; her soil and her labour
would be employed in producing that which
would be more profitable, and our trade in
sugar would be distributed between the
West India Islands and India, Australia,
the Cape of Good Hope, South Africa and
those portions of the British territories
in which the sugar cane is indigenous. Now
what I contend is, and I think it is not an
unreasonable position to take, even if the
Britiah Government did not go to the
length of entering into a treaty policy that
would require them to co-oporate any fur-
ther than that, if the Imperial Government
would co-operate to that extent it would
build up the West India Islands-and by
oui co-operation in the same way it would
increase our trade with the West India
Islands, and they would not have to bow
down to the power of the United Siates,
and take advantage of that reciprocity
clause in order to put themselves on a
par with the islands of Cuba and Porto
Rico. Spain also would be more disposed
to negotiate a fresh treaty. We could pre
serve the markets of the Wes4t India Islands
to Canada and Great Britain, inst.ead of
allowing them to be gobbled up and- cap-
tured under the policy that has been
inaugurated by the McKinley Bill of our
neighbours. I think if we took that ground
in presenting an Address to Her Majesty to
initiate a policy that would increase her
trade with her colonies by co-operation,
and save ourselves from the absorbtion
which we may one and all bave to succumb
to, disunited as we are to-day commercially
-if we were united under a policy such as
that, our markets would be open to each
other, and we might save ourselves and the
the smaller and weaker states, such as the
West India Islands, and other outlying
possessions, from being gobbled up one
after the other. If we took a stand to.
gether and preserved the markets of the
British Empire for one another by an

enlightened and progressive policy on the
part of the Imperial Government the mar-
kets of Great Britain, which are the largest
national markets in the world, and in con-
junction with colonial markets amount to
nearly six thousand million of dollars a
year in their foreign trade, would insure
the most powerful trade organization in
the world, and it should be our desire to
foster that policy and build it up, rather
than allow ourselves to lose our trade, and
lose the trade of one neighbouring colony
after another, which would be absorbed
under the attraction of a sixty million
market. Especially when that market may-
easily become glutted as long as it is held
as a close preserve.

I think that now is the time, when we are
discussing an Address of this importance,
to give the Imperial Government an idea
of what the opinions of individual gentle-
men are in regard to the trade questions
we are dealing with. There is another
point which I desire to make in regard to
our trade relations of a domestie nature.
What position are we in at the present
moment with regard to our lumber and
our logs ? The United States have got
under the McKinley Bill, in addition to the
reciprocity clause, a policy ofdrawbacks-
that is tosay, if we send our lumber into
the United States; they charge a duty of $1
per thousand on it, if that lumberis manu-
factured into doors or sashes, or articles of
any kind, and exported to South America,
the West Indies, or any other point. they
get a drawback to the amount of the duty
paid on that lumber. In that way our
forests are being used up. without our get-
ting the full value for our raw products.
I consider that our forests are part of our
capital. They are not lîke our wheat, or
our cattle, or our manufactures, that we
can go on producing annually ; they are
part of the capital of the country. It takes
a century to grow a pine tree. Once it
is eut down and carried off we are de-
prived of the value of it. In the same
way, the timber that is cut for the pur-
pose of being manufactured into paper
pulp, which is a large industry, goes free
to the United States manufacturers, but if
we manufacture that timber into pulp our-
selves it is subject to a heavy duty, and
upon re-exportation of that pulp from the
United States it goes free into foreigu
markets, by reason of the drawback, to
enter into competition with our own manu-
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facture of that particular article in the
same markets, while being denied access
to their markets. In the same way, our
nickle mines are subject to discriminatory
duties against us under the operation of
the clauses of the McKinlev Bill. Other
articles of our raw products might be
enumerated, but I bave ·enumerated a
sufficient number to show in what way the
McKinley Bill operates to our disadvantage
in the manufacture of our own ruw
material. If we pursue a policy that per-
mits our logs and our lumber to go over
to the United States to be manufactured
and re-exported under a drawback, our
labour must follow it. That is one cause
of a good deal of the exodus that has taken
place. We do not proteet ourselves, and
we allow ourselves to be injured by a very
intelligent, shrewd and business-like people
on the other side of the line. Personally,
I have a warni feeling for the United
States. I have friends of my own there,
and it is not in any feeling of enmity that
I speak as 1 do; but I teli hon. gentlemen
that we who live in Canada will have to
protect ourselves, and will have to initiate
a policy of our own that will improve the
value of our markets, and consequently
the value of our resources, and we will
have to choose between the markets of the
United States and those of the British
Empire; we cannot hunt with the
hare and run with the hounds. For my
own part, I wish to range myself on an
occasion of this kind on the side of British
commerce and lend my humble assist-
ance in initiating a policy which will in
the future be not only of great value
to British subjects, but great value in pro-
moting that freedom of trade which is the
initial principle of the British race. In that
connection I thought it advisable to insert
in the 6th clause, after the words " foreign
nations," the following: " with the view of
ultimatly establishing greater freedom of
trade." We all know how the principles
of free trade are ingrained in the commer-
cial policy of the people of Great Britain,
and how averse they are to any policy
that has the effect of protection or build-
ing up class interests, and it is desirable to
allay the minds of British statesmen, and
show that our object is for the purpose of
ultimatly establishing greater freedom of
trade in the world. Carlisle in his "Past
and Present Book," IV, cap. 3, written in
1843 on the trade relations between Eng-

land and her colonies, was endowed with
the foresight accorded to genius when he
says, half a century ago: " Englands sure
market will be among new colonies of
Englishmen in all quarters of the Globe.
Hostile tariffs will arise to shut us out;
and then again will fall to let us in; but
the sons of England, speakers of the Eng-
lish langiage, even if nothing more, will
in all times have the ineradicable pre-
disposition to trade with England." No
policy should be inaugurated that will
hamper our trade with England or that
will have the effect of reducing the pur-
chasing power of the English population,
which affords such an excellent market for
Canadian produce. If the people of Eng-
land find themselves too sorely pressed by
hostile tariffs they may consent to a policy
that will have the effect of more fully
developing the possessions of the British
Empire, but as long as they can hold their
own on the free trade policy under which
they flourish they are likely to do so, and
that policy should receive the support of
Canadians. If the principle of free trade
could be extended to the United States
and to the British Empire, and to other
countries who were willing to operate on
those principles, that policy wh ich England
has stuck so persistently to for the past
half century would become a success, and
I feel confident that Canadians need have
no fear in promoting that policy; and we
have already gone as close to that policy
as we can, with due regard to our own in-
terests. With regard to the amendment
that I offered in the last clause by adding
the words "and that in the negotiations of
any new treaties having for their object
the protection of the commercial interests
of British subjects the Government
of Canada may have the opportunity
of expressing its views." That is re-
iterating the sentiments already ex-
pressed by the Government of Canada in
a report already quoted in my previous
remarks, and therefore it is not out of place
in this Address; but the special object that
I had in placing them there was to sug-
gest that a better opportunity might be
given to Canada to express its views upon
the many important trade and other ques-
tions that continually arise affecting
Canadian interests, than by the formal
methods of communication through the
High Commissioner, and that a higher
position might with advantage be accorded
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to the Canadian Government, or to a mem-
ber of the Canadian Government, in the
inner councils of the Imperial Govern-
ment. This point Was the subject matter
of a resolution I introduced last session,
upon the question of Imperial representa-
tion, with the view of gradually drawing
the bonds that unite British subjects closer;
and I wish to take the opportunity
afforded by this Address to again urge it
upon the consideration of the Government.
In concluding, I desire to say that I am in
most hearty sympathy with the object of
the Address under discussion, and I believe
it is a document pregnant with great
results in the future. So far as the amend-
ments I have suggested are concerned,
since I have had the opportunity of ex-
plaining why igave notice of them. Ihave
great pleasure in acceding to the wish of
the hon. leader of the Government, and
with the consent of the hon. Speaker I
beg leave to withdraw them.

At 6 p.m., the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

HON. MR. POWER-I thought that we
had to-day before us one of those motions
that we could deal with from a truly busi-
ness stand point without importing into the
discussion anything in the nature of poli.
tics. I regret to say that the experience
of the afternoon has shown that I was
mistaken. I am not going to blame anyone
in particular. I think the blame might be
distributed. It must be remembered, in
dealing with the trade question, that it is
a very extensive one and has ramifications
in a great many directions, and one has to
treat it very gingerly or some one whose
views differ from those of the speaker is
likely to think that he is assuming an
attitude of hostility to those of that par.
ticular listener. I remember that one ol
the points which the hon. leader of the
Government made was that England
stood alone as a free trader; and I coul]
not, as far as I was individually con
cerned, find any fault-if I may be excused
for talking that way-with the tone in
which the hon. gentleman said that
because I think he simply stated th
facts, and he did not indicate that h(
thought free trade was a mistake, whicl
some gentlemen might have done. Thi
hon, gentleman did refer to the fac

that our trade with England had been in-
creasing more rapidly than our trade with
the United States. That was true of the
last fiscal year, 1890. I think that both
the hon. gentleman himself and the gen-
tlemen who followed him left out of sight
the fact that the McKinley Bill bas been
affecting us during the past year; but pro-
bably it had not affected us during the
fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1890. I
do not propose to discuss these questions
at all or to make any speech. There were,
however, just one or two statements made
by hon. gentlemen which I think call for
a very brief mention. One was the state-
ment made by my hon. friend from Monck,
to the effect that it was clear from the fact
that the products of this country were
very similar to those of the United States,
that we could not expect to export very
much to that country. Fortunately or
unfortunately, fortunately for us and un-
fortunately perhaps for the hon. gen-
tleman from Monck, we have such things
as trade returns, and those trade returns
show that notwithstanding the remarkable
similarily between our products and
those of the United States, we export a
large amount to that country, more than
to any other country excepting England;
so that this argument about similarity of
products is not sound. It looks very well,
but when tried by the facts it is found
wanting. Then the hon. gentleman from
Alberton spoke of the great increase, as I
understood, in the trade of the country,
and pictured the Dominion as being in an
exceedingly prosperous condition. On
former occasions when statements of that
kind were made, we, perhaps, were not in
as good a position to answer them as we

i are to-day. The hon. gentleman laid par-
ticular stress upon a statement made by

i the hon. gentleman from Ottawa, that
- taking a period of ten years our trade had
f not increased, and generally the hon.

gentleman from Ottawa took the ground,
which I think was right enough in itself,
that there had been no substantial increase
in our foreign trade-1 do not think, per-
haps, that was just the subject we should

i have been discussing in connection with
this Address-but still the matter came up,
and it is as well that the statement
of the hon. gentleman from Ottawa,

i being correct, should be sustained.
3 I take the trade returns and look
t at the grand total of our trade, and I
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find that in 1873 it amounted to $217,-
801,203; that in 1874 the amount was
practically the same, $217,565,000. That
shows that going back 18 years we find
that our aggregate trade was about the
same as it was last year. I go back 9
years, to 1882, and I find that our aggregate
trade was $221,556,000, that is thr3e mil-
lions greater than it was during the past
year. In 1883 the aggregate trade was
.4230,000,000, that is twelve millions more
than it was during the past year. I think
those figures alone quite justify the lan-
guage of the hon. gentleman from Ottawa.

HoN. MB. HOWLAN-I understood
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa to say
that in the ten years from 1879 to 1889
our trade had not increased. Now, in 1879
the trade amounted to $157,000,000, and
in 1889 it had reached to $204,000,OOO.

HON. MR. POWER-I did not under-
stand the hon. gentleman from Ottawa to
select any two years. His argument was
this, that our trade was not advancing as
it should ; and, when one considers that
-Canada is a young country, with great
resources, one naturally expects a great
increase of trade, whereas, as a matter of
fact, our trade last year was the same as
it was in 1873 and 1874. Now, I think
that is a very discouraging fact. I am not
going to say what it is due to, but there is
the fact. In former years we saw that
our foreign trade was not increasing, and
then we were told that our internal trade
was growing; but I think the explanation
of the fact has been furnished by the census,
because we find now that not only has our
foreign trade not increased, but our popu-
lation has not grown in any such ratio as
we should have expected. Tho hon. gentle-
man from Alberton was particularly strong
in advocating the promotion of immigra-
tion. The returns made by the Depart-
ment of Agriculture show that during the
past ten years we brought into this country
something like 800,000 immigrants.
Where are those people now ? They are
not in Canada now, or, ifthey are, wehave lost
.a great many more Canadians than have
been born in the country in the ten years.
My theory is that we should not spend
,money bringing in immigrants, but should
adopt such a policy as would keep our
people at home. The hon. gentleman was

particularly emphatic as to the increase of
trade in the country and its prosperity,
and I could not help thinking that although
the bon. gentleman himself had a fairly
prosperous and comfortable appearance.
the census and trade returns show that
the Island which he represents has nothing
to boast of in that way. Her trade has
fallen off, and her population is stationary.
The House will excuse me, perhaps, for
having followed gentlemen who have pre-
ceded me in going away from the matter
more particularly before the House. The
hon. gentleman from Shell River confined
his speech pretty much to the matter
before the Senate, and I think he gave us
some very valuable inN\mation. I pre-
sume most of the members were aware of
the fact before, but the information that
he gave with respect to the attitude as-
sumed by the British Government in
connection with the Spanish treaty was
quite new to me. It was very im-
portant and valuable information, and
shows, I think, in a very clear and
emphatic way how careful the Imperial
Government has been of late of the inter-
ests of her colonies. We, in Canada, at
any rate, have every reason to be satisfied.
As to the question of the treaty-making
power: although there has been some-
thing said of that, I do not feel inclined
to deal with it now. If this matter had
come up some days ago, and we had plenty
of time at our disposal, it might have been
interesting to discuss all these questions
which are cognate to this resolution,
but I think under the circumstances
the House will be better pleased if I
confine myself to the resolution. I
may express my own entire concurrence
in the Address; and I am glad to think
that this is a sort of measure upon which
we can all agree. I hope that the leader
of the Government will not think, if I call
attention to two or three passages in the
Address which, in my humble opinion, are
susceptible of improvement, that the criti-
cism is in any unfriendly spirit. I may
be quite mistaken, but I think there are
two or three passages in the Address
which are capable of improvement. In
the first place, I refer to the words, in the
boginning of the Address which the hon.
gentleman from Shell River also said some-
thing about. There is a certain want-of
clearness in this first sentence of the second
paragraph, "your memorialists desire in
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the first place to draw attention to certain
stipulations in the existing treaties with
Belgium and with the German Zollverein
ordinarily referred to as the most fovoured
nation clauses, &c." I think the meaning
of that is not quite as clear as it might be.
There is just one expression at the begin-
ning of the next paragraph: "Your
memorialists consider that those provisions
in foreign treaties." In my humble opinion
the treaties are, not so much foreign treaties
as treaties with foreign powers. In the
nextparagraph I find : " Your memorialists
further believe that in view of the foreign
fiscal policy, &c "-that is the fiscal policy
of otuer nations than England. I do
not mean to say that there is any doubt
as to the meaning; but it strikes me
that we refer to the policy of for.
eign powers in the second place, and in
the first place we are speaking of the trea-
ties made with foreign powers by the
mother country. I presume it is the wish
of the Government-and I think it ought
to be-that this Address should be carried
without any dissenting voice. Naturally,
an Address which is carried unanimously
through both branches of the Canadian
Parliament would be regarded in the place
to which it is sent as having more weight
than if there was any dissenting voice, and
I-would respectfully suggest to the leader
of the Government that, looking to that
fact, it might be desirable to omit the last
three and a half lines of the 5th paragraph :
,, though from the similarity of most of
the products of the two countries, it is
probably not susceptible of so great an ex-
pansion as might be effected in the inter-
change of trafflc with the Empire." The
hon. gentleman will see that that is a deba-
teable proposition, and is sure tobe debated
in another place. It has already been dis-
cussed somewhat here, and I do not think it
really adds anything to the strength or
force of the paragraph. I think it is ques-
tionable as a matter of fact; and I humbly
submit that it would be better in the iritereet
of the Address that those lines should be
omitted. Then, there is just a verbal
criticism w'hile the first five paragraplis
begin with a direct statement, the 6th para-
graph begins with a " that," which I
think should not be there. That is all I
have to say. In conclusion, I cordially
concur in the Address, and I hope it may
have the beneficial effect that is to a cer-
tain extent looked forward to.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-l generally
like to follow my hon. friend from
Halifax; he affords me food for reflection
and expression of thought. This evening
he has utterly disappointed me and left
me with almost nothing to say, as far
as he is concerned. He says my hon.
friend from Prince Edward Island is not
exactly sound in saying that we cannot
have trade with the United States because
of similarity of products. I think my
hon. friend from Alberton is right in the
view that lie takes, because the surplus
products in the United States are the
same as ours, and both find the same mar-
ket-England. That cannot be denied. It
is obvious, therefore, that England and
not the United States is the best market
for such products. My hon. friend from
Ottawa says that this country is not parti-
cularly prosperous. I do not know a
country in the world that has enjoyed
groater prosperity than Canada since the
adoption of the National Policy. No
nation has succeeded as Canada has
since the end of the era of de-
pression and soup kitchens which
prevailed while the hon. gentleman from
Ottawa and lis friends were in power. My
hon. friend quotes from the returns for
1873-that was the last year of the Conser-
vative Administration. Up to the change
of Government in 1873 the country was
prosperous, and the falling off in our trade
was in the gloomy days when the Mackenzie
Administration held office. But the hon.
gentleman thinks he has made a great
point by bis reference to the census
returns. I do not look upon it in the same
light. We are now in a position, notwith-
standing all the efforts made by the Oppo-
sition and their press who would deride
the country in their efforts to gain the
ascendency, to encourage immigration into
the country. The Opposition have been
drawing comparisons between this country
and the United States to the disadvantage
of the Dominion, and have practically been
advising people to settle in the neighbour-
ing republic, which they represent as a
more prosperous country than ours. It
would be no wonder if this country had
not increased in population even to a less
extent than it has. But my hon. friend
must not forget that the census taken in
the previous decade was taken on a differ-
ent principle altogether., I know that in
Nova Scotia, and I speak from my own
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knowledge, the census was taken quite into the colonies, instead of allowing their
differently this year from the way it was energies and thoir wealth to be so diverted
taken in the previous census. In the pre- as to builc up and enrich fbreign countries.
vious census every man who was born as I do fot know any greater incentive to
a British subject was included. 1 know trade than the fostering of a paternal feel-
some relatives of my own who, because ing throughout the British Empire by so
they were absent from the country this framing our tarifs as to discriminate as
year, were not put down in the census. far as we can in favour of the colonies
No man with his eyes open, who travels trading with each other and witl Great
through Canada to-day, and notes the Britain. I believe that the Government
prosperous towns and villages and the im- has been very watclful and anxious, as
proved condition of the .country can fail Conservative Governments have always
to observe that there has been a large in- been while in power, to foster the trade of
crease in population beyond what is de- the country. They have shown it as usuai
clared in the census returns. My hon. in the Address bef(re us, and had this
friend from Shell Lake has apologized for Address fot core before us at this time,
proposing his amendments to the Address, and an effort had been made to encourage
and refers to some remarks that appear our trade with tle United States, we
in the press, to the effect that he is miglt have been open to the reproadl
trying lis prentice hand in diplom- afterwards that we might lave knowa
acy in endeavouring to amend this very well we could not increase our trade
Address. I think my hon. friend has relations there under the restrictions that
shown himself, during the short time he exist now in the favoured nations clauses in
has been in this Ilouse, as a masterhand the treaties with Belgium and other coun-
an'd not a prentice ; and every time h tries. We ail feel that the Government
rises to address this House he does so with lave taken a vise course in this matter,
a knowledge of the subjects before us, and and I am glad to find that the Ad-
he as treated the subject of this Address dress recommends itself to the apprecia-
in a way far beyond anything that I ex- tion of both sides of tle fouse. I wonld
pected of him. He has done credit to him- now make a few remarks on the observa-
self and to this House in lis masterly dis- tiens that feu from the leader of the Op-
cussion of the subject. I do not doubt that position, because it seems to me li neyer
if he had been at the elbow of the hon. addresses this fouse but li shows that li
gentleman who framed this Address he is se imbued with tle desire for more inti-
would have been able to make suggestions mate commercial relations with the United
which might with advantage have been States in preference to every otler country
incorporated in it. I refer particularly in the world that li belitties every enter-
to the amendment which suggests that we prise and every policy tlat does fot point
desire to express our appreciation of the to tle repubtic as being the source of al
value of the markets of Great Britain, and our future prosperity and greatness. Hoe
the advantage of co-operation for the pur- goes away back to the time when we lost
pose of protecting the commercial in- the twelve British colonies, and te tle
terests of British subjects. For my part, Aslburton Treaty, to show that England
I think that that could well have been in- at that time thought very littleofCanada.
corporated in it. I think there should We admit tlat at that time England did
be a community of interests between the not know as much about Canada as sle
mother country and her colonies. I be- might have known, and that sle certainl
lieve it is a loyal and practical idea, and J did not appreciate us as sle does now. If
am sure every one of us must feel that it England lad known the dharacter ofthe
is to our advantage to adopt such a policy, people inlabiting Nortl America at that
as far as possible. We want a large popu- time, and lad known better low to govern
lation in this country in our North-West, the country, shc would not have lost those
and where should we draw it from ? We colonies; butthehongentlemangoesback
must go to England, Ireland and Scotland, to that time to show tlat England lis no-
and let those people understand that the articular desire to hold Canada. I that
British Empire, in every part of it, gives e is entirely mistakei. It is evident that
a preference to her British subjects; and at the present time England looks upon
you will ten find Britisli subjects flowing Canada as being the brightest jewel in ier
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crown, she looks to us as being the direct
connection between herself and her eastern
possessions. She looks to us as being a
great source of wealth and prosperity,
and as the future source of' food sup-
ply for her millions of people. I say
that England has not shown of late
that she has no desire for closer relations
with Canada. Every question affecting our
interests she has shown a careful, a wise
and judicious regard for, and my hon. friend
cannot point to anything to the contrary.
IHe says that England makes Canada sub-
servient to her interests in dealing with
the United States, and as an illustration lie
refers to our seal fisheries. I do not know
anything more that England could have
done on the seal fisheries question unless
she wenttowar. Canadadid not wish the
mother country to involve the empire in
hostilities with the United States. It is
far better to settle these things amicably,
if it can be done, than to deluge the con-
tinent with blood. We have surrendered
norights in those waters. Onthe contrary,
if any surrunder was made it was by the
United States. when they abandoned the
exclusive rights that they had contended
for and agreed to join with England in
protecting those seal fisheries for one year.
In doiig so they acknowledged that we
had an interest in those ti-heries that was
deserving of respect. The other questions
in dispute will, no doubt, be amicably
arranged. Supposing we had stood alone
in this matter, and had the power to make
our own treaties, could we have made a
treaty with them at ail ? If we had not
the British flag and the British army and
navy at our backs how could we have
protected our rights against the hostile
nation to the south of us ? Are we to be
so unreasonable as to demand that we shall
have the protection of the British flag and
at the same timethe rightof makingtreaties
without consulting the mother country ?
My hon. friend from Ottawa said that
the United States market is as much value
to us as the maiket of Great Britain. He
stated most emphatically that in the ten
years from 1879 to 1889 the balance of
trade between the United States and Can-
ada and betweep Canada and Great Bri-
tain was about the same. The hon. gen-
tleman is wrong to the extent of over
$5,0)0,000. He wanted to show that we
are not progressive, that our volume of
trade is not as great to-day as it was ten
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years ago. My lion. friend is altogether
astray. Is it fair to compare the trade in
manufactures of a young counti ry like this,
still in its infancy, with that of the United
State, and our ability to compete with
them for trade in foreign markets ? Let
us consider what is our position now. We
export per capita a great deal more than
the.United States. Our exports and imports
ure both larger per capita than those of
the United States, and I quote from the
statistics of 1889. We find the foreign
trade of Canada with the United States
per capita in 1889 was $22.70 imports,
wlrile that of the United States was only
$11.46; the exports were $17.57, whiie
those of the United States were only
$11.44 per capita. In the face of
these figures my hon. friend states
that this country is not prospering. I
say that we are going ahead rapidly,
The hon. gentleman contends that the best
market for our fish, lumber and agricul-
tural products is the United States. That
is not the fact. I admit that we send one-
half of our canned fish to the United States,
and the rest tor Great Britain; but the
great bulk of the fisli caught on the
Atlantic coast goes to South America and
the West Indies, and a large proportion
of the fish, fat mackerel for instance,
exported to the United States is re-ex-
ported from thero to other countries.
Then, in the article of lumber, the bulk
ofit goes to England. No doubt the United
States like to get hold of our timber. I
have seen it stated recently by an Ameri-
can writer that their own forests are nearly
exhausted and that they must have our
timber. I believe we should keep our
timber in our own country and manufac-
ture it by our own workmeii. To allow it
to go to the United States to be there manu-
factured and brought into competition
with our own manufactures would be most
unwise and injurious to Canada. Now,
with regard to animais and products of ani-
mals, the hon. gentleman admits hiimself
that they go largely to the English mar-
ket. What would be the result of a reci-
procity treaty with the United States, in
regard to the important export of ani-
mals ? Ali the advantages we have in
the British markets would be lost to us.
When my hon. friend speaks of'the exports
and imports of this country notincreasing
in value lie is not only astray in bis figures,
but lie is astray as to his facts. He must
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understand that it is not the volume of our
trade but the value of it. Ten or' twelve
years ago, before we had the National
Policy, everything we consumed was
manufactured in foreign countries. At
present the raw material is imported into
the country, and the labour that is employed
upon it here increases its value, and when
my hon. friend talks about the import
trade not increasing, I say it is a fallacy-
the iniportance of the imports does not
depend on the cost of the article in the
foreign market but on its value after it is
manufactured by the industry and skill of
our people, and it is that policy of providing
employment for this skilled labour of the
country that makes the value of the trade.
If the hon. gentleman will consider the
number of steamers now plying across the
Atlantic and the Pacific and at the net.
work of railways extending all over the
country-at our interprovincial trade and
at the prosperous towns and hamlets all
over the country as compared with ten
years ago, he cannot shut his eyes to the
fact that the Dominion is prospering. You
can hardly go into a house in my province
in which you will not find a piano, an organ,
or sewing machine, and there is scarcely a
farm without labour saving machinery,
valuable stock and a comfortable buggy
and stylish horses.

I say that our fiscal policy has had very
much to do with this improved condition
of affairs. It has extended our commerce,
encouraged interprovincial trade and
fostered our manufactures. I would like
to know how the people of this country
would profit if we were to adopt the policy
proposed by the leader of the Opposition,
to lower our tariff or enter into a commer-
cial union with the United States? It
would be practically throwing down a
barrier and allowing them to come over
and take possession of our industries and
deprive us of our trade with England and
our political independence, and, as the ex-
leader of the Opposition said last winter,
it would ultimately lead to annexation.
That would be the result of looking
entirely to the United States -for our
prosperity, and I think the position taken
by Mr. Blake was very wise and statesman-
like. I find in the Year Book that our
trade with the English markets has
increased very largely within the last two
years, as hon. gentlemen will see from the
following table :--

EXPORTS TO GREAT BRITAIN.

1888
Cheese ..... . . $. 8,834,997
Cattle .... .. ... 4,123,873
Pease...... .... . 1,131,041
Sheep...... .... 211,881
Oatmeal..... ... 45,465

1889
$ 9,472,771

4,992,161
1,091,078

303,099
201,234

1890
S 10,484,935

6,565,315
1,190,836

486,299
250,657

EXPORTS TO THE UNITED STATES.

Barley . . ... .$ 6,438,317
Sheep....... . .1,027,410
Horses. ....... 2,402,371
Eggs. . ....... 2,119,582

$6,454,603
932,127

2,169,792
2,156,725

$4,582,575
764,217

1,959,355
1,793,803

The hon. gentleman from Ottawa says that
the people of Great Britain would repu-
diate the idea of taxing the bread of their
operatives to favour the colonies, but he will
find that in England there is a rapidly
growing feeling in favour of fair trade.
Her export trade had fallen last year forty
millions of dollars and the year pievious
to that the decrease was not much less.
The imports fell off thirty millions of dol-
lars last year, mostly on raw material.
What does that indicate ? Does it not show
that the raw material which gives the
labouring men work is not being imported,
that the country is suffering from foroign
competition, and when the labouring men of
England have no work they will cry for
bread ? If there were a community of in-
terests between the colonies of England
and the mother country, ani a preference
was given to the produce of the colonies
in the British market it would at once
result in a benefit to the Empire. It is only
a few months ago that the representatives
of fair trade, a trade which would be favour-
able to the colonies, met Lord Salisbury
and laid their views before him, and Lord
Salisbury certainly did not lead them to
understand that free trade was the unde-
viating policy of England. He showed
himself alive to the importance of the
question, and admitted that they could not
continue the present policy within hard
and fast lines; that there must be some
way of getting rid ôf the barriers to trade
and that'she must look to her colonies for
an extension of her trade.

If England does not do that, she will soon
find that she has waited too long. We know
all about the Corn Laws; at that time,
England believed they were too hard upon
the poor people and made dear bread, but
she did not know that othor nations would
put up high tariff barriers against her.
England lad developed her manufactures
to such an extent that she thought she had
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the whole world for her market. But
what bas occurred? Not only is she shut
out of the markets of other countries, but
foreign manufacturers are competing with
her own in Manchester and Birmingham.
England cannot much longer continue in
the same course. Take the sugar trade,
for instance: she cannot much longer allow
the sugar manufactured in Germany at a
large sacrifice of the public money to
destroy her own sugar trade. In this
country we should unite, as far as we
can, and impress upon England the
necessity of the various portions of the
empire standing by each other, discri-
minating in favour of each other, and
having a community of trade, and feeling
that we are related, not only by blood, by
loyalty and patriotism as parts of the
empire, but by pecuniary interest. Such
a union is necessary, not only to our
advancement but to the advancement of
the whole empire. If we can bring that
about, we have a great future before us. I
do not think England is rivetted so firmly
to the old policy of free trade that she will
not adopt a policy more in the interest of
the empire. When such a policy as I have
indicated is adopted we will soen find our
prairie lands settled. We have a vast
territory, capable of producing food for the
whole world. That country only needs to
be populated, and we can best settle it by
uniting the various portions of the empire,
so that those who leave the old country to,
settle in Canada will feel that they are
merely going from one part of their home
to another. We have everything to make
us a great people ; we have rich soil and
great natural wealth; wo only need popul-
ation to develop what we possess to be-
come one of the most important parts of
the great empire to which we belong.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-I
agree with the remarks made by the
different gentlemen who have preceded me
respecting this question-that is, as to its
importance ; but I fear that, with the
exception of one or two of those who have
spoken, they have kept very far apart from
the matters referred to in the treaties
under discussion. I was somewhat dis-
appointed with the remarks, eloquent
though they were, made by my hon. friend
from Lunenburg. I expected that a
gentleman representing a constituency
which has such large interests involved in
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these treaties would have gone more to the
root of the subject, and taken up the ques-
tions specially involved in the treaties
respecting which we are about passing
this Address. The subject is of great im-
portance to us in various ways-important
to our trade and commerce, to our shipping
and to our pedple. Each and all must be
affected materially by the Address, and I
regret to find that bon. gentlemen who
would be well able to discuss the question
in the broad light in which it deserves
to be viewed have not dealt more particu-
larly with that phase of the question. In
my opinion, in order to discuss the ques-
tion intelligently, we should have further
information than bas yet been laid before
us. We should have a statement of the
trade for a series of years between the
Dominion of Canada and Germany and
Belgium. We should have also a list of
the ships belonging to Canada which have
frequented the ports of Germany and
Belgium during a series of years. We
should see what our exports to and our
imports from those countries have been, in
order to judge of the effect which the
denunciation of these treaties would have
upon the Dominion. We should have the
text of the treaties before us, because no
one who bas addressed himself to this
question has referred to the various sub-
jects embraced in those treaties, and which
affect us so very materially. We should
also consider, in passing an Address of this
kind, whether we are making a request to
which the British Government would be
likely to accede. We know that it is a
very important question with them, as it
is with us. I do not think it is one
that we should take up lightly, without
considering very seriously what the effects
of the Address would be if its prayer
were acceded to. It would place the trade
of this country in a very different position
from what it is in to-day, so far as these
countries are concerned. We have rights
and privileges under these treaties. Our
people receive a measure of protection of
which they would be deprived if those
treaties were terminated. Our ships have
certain rights which would be taken from
them by the abrogation of those treaties,
and our trade and commerce would be on
a different footing. Our trade with those
countries is not large, but it is growing
and will gow. The Canadian produce
exported to Germany in 1871 was $16,-
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235; in 1879 it was $107,069, and in 1889
it was $142,749, showing a steady increase.
Our exports of Canadian produce to Bel-
gium were, in 1871, $57,467 ; in 1879,
$39,830, and in 1889, $6 4,756. Our
total exports to Germany in 1889
amounted to $507,143. That, of course
was not exelsively products of Canada.
Our trade with those countries has
been increasing Germany and Belgium
are probably the best markets we can find
for our phosphates and many other things
produced in Canada. If' these treaties are
terminated we will not have the same
advantageous footing in dealing with them
that we possess at present. I was much
pleased, and received much instruction
from the remarks made by the hon. gen-
t!eman from Marquette, who went ver.y
extensively into this question, and took a
very proper view of it. Although I did
not agree with the amendments which he
proposed to make to the Address, I was
sorry to see them withdrawn, because some
of theni would have made the subject
clearer than it is in the original Address.
The question is, what advantages are we
likely to gain by the termination of these
treaties ? Will these advantages be suffi-
cient to pompensate us for giving up the
treaties ? Let us look at what these treaties
give us. The following is a synopsis of'
the Treaty of Commerce and Navigation
between Great Britaiu and Belgium, signed
at London, 23rd July, 1862, between Her
Majesty and the King of the Belgians:

"Art. I.-Provides for reciprocal liberty of con-
merce between all the dominions and possessions of
the contracting parties. In matters of commerce and
navigation they are placed on a par with native sub-
jects.

" Art. II.-Amplifies the provisions contained in
Article I.

" Art. III.-Provides in all that relates to naviga-
tion and commerce neither party shall grant any
power to any other country without at once extending
it to their respective subjects.

"Art. IV.-All vessels registered under the laws
of either country to be deemed British or Belgian, as
the case may be.

"Art. V.-Exempts the vessels of either country
from all tonnage, harbour, lighthouse, pilotage, quar-
antine or other corresponding duties imposed in the
ports of either country upon vessels of the other which
shall not be equally imposed in like cases on vsssels of
the other country.

" Art. VI.-The vessels of the respective countries
shall be treated on a footing of equahîty in the ports,
docks, harbours, rivers or basins.

" Art. VII.-Allows vessels arriving in either coun-
try to discharge a part only of cargo and retain the
balance and proceed therewith to another port in the
same or any other country, without being compelled
to pay duty on such balance until arrval at destina-
tion.

" Art. VIII.-Places British and Belgian vessels
on a sumilar footing with respect to the conveyance of
goods.

"Art. IX.-Goods exported from either country in
the vessels of the other shall not be subject to any
further charges than if exported in the nation-s own
vessels.

"Art. X.-The only duties on goods warehoused
during the period allowed by the laws of the two
countries until removal for transit, exportation or
consumption shall be charges for storage and custody.
In no cases shall such articles pay higher duties than
if imported under the national flag of the most
favoured countries.

" Art. XI.-Exempts goods from transit duty, and
guarantees the treatment of most favoured nation to
eaeh of the contracting parties.

"Art. XII.-The subjects and vessels of each of
them shall in the dominions and possessions of the
other enjoy the same privileges and be treated in all
respects on the saie footing as national subjects and
vessels. This clause is linnted to those colonies that
open their trade to foreign vessels.

" Art XIII. -Applies regulations of treaty between
France and Belgium respecting importations to goods
imported from Britain and possessions.

" Art. XIV.-No higher duties to be imposed in
either country than imposed upon goods of any other
foreign country ; each party will extend to the other
every favour or privilege either nay grant to a third
party.

"Art. XV.-Articles the produce or manufacture
of Belgium shall not be subject iii British colonies to
other or higher duties than those which are or may be
imposed upon similar articles of British origin. Re-

ates trade marks.
"Art. XVI.-Relates to conditions on which trade

marks may be claimed, &c.
" Art. XVII.-Amplifies the foregoing rovision.
"Art. XVIII.-May appoint consuls who must be

approved.
" Art. XIX.-Vessels wrecked upon the coasts of

the other power or merchandise saved, or the proceeds
of saine, if sold, shall be restored to the proprietors
or agents, or, in their absence, to the consul of that
power to which they appertain, subject to salvage
saine as if national. The goods shall not be subject
to duties unless cleared for consumption.

" Arts. XX-XXI.-Relates to the Scheldt duties.
Tonnage dues in Belgian ports to cease, Pilotage
duties nereduced 20 per cent. for sailing vessels, 25
er cent. for vessels towed, 30 per cent. for steam-

ats, and local taxes imposed by city of Antwerp to
be diminished.

" Art. XXV.-Treaty to exist for ten years, and
then until 12 months' notice of abrogation shall have
been given by either party.

" Art. XXVI.-Abrogates treaty of 27th Decem-
ber, 1851.

" Art. XXVII.-Ratified at London, lst Septem-
ber, 1862."

Now, this is a very important subject to a
people engaged in trade, and especially to
those that are much interested in shipping.
Many vessels from the Dominion of Canada
are engaged in carrying freight to German
and Belgian ports, and if these treaties
were terminated our vessels would be
placed in a different position from that
which they enjoy now.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I am under the
impression that my hon. fiiend thinks we

64



Trade Relations [SEPTEMBER 25, 1891] with the Empire.

are asking to have this treaty terminated.
We have no idea of that; we are asking to
have one clause in each of the treaties
term inated.

HoN. MR. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-I
am very glad to have the explanation, but
no provision is made in this treaty of which
I have given a synopsis, or in the treaty
with Germany, fora partial termination of
either. As the lion. mem ber for Marquette
said, unless there is a certain clause in a
treaty providing for its partial termination,
or for the termination of some of its clauses,
the treaty must be terminated as a whole;
and I fear, even if we were to ask for the
termination of one clause of this treaty, we
would find that it could not be done with-
out the termination of' the whole treaty.
now, the treaty of 1865 is somewhat simi-
lar to the one I have referred to. Through-
out the whole of that treaty, in every
clause of it, the same idea runs ; what is
called the most favoured nations clause
appears to be incorporated in it, so that it
would be impossible almnost to ask for the
termination of any one clause without
abrogating the whole treaty; In the
Address which we are presenting we say
that " The Senate and House of Commons of
Canada, in Parliament assembled, humbly
request that Your Majesty may be gra-
ciously pleased to take into consideration
the position of Canada in respect of certain
important matters affecting its trade re-
lations with the empire, and with foreign
relations. Your memoralists desire, in the
first place, to draw attention to certain
stipulations in the existing treaties with
Belgium and with the German Zollverein,
or ordinarily reforred to as the most
favoured nations clause." The provisions
referred to extend, in my opinion, a good
deal further than what his hon. the leader
of the Governmont stated that they would
do. I look upon it that it embraces nearly
everything that is in the treaty of 1865,
and that it would be impossible to have
the favoured nation clause eliminated from
the treaty without having the treaty en-
tirely terminated. I think that we should
know also more fully than we have yet
been informed why we make such a re-
quest. It is stated here, in one of the
clauses of the memorial, that:

Your memorialists further believe, that in view of
the foreign fiscal policy of increasingly protective and
discriminative duties, it is clearly adverse to the in-
terests of the United Kingdom, and of each and all

of its possessions, that the Parliament of the United
Kingdoni, or of any of Your Majesty's self-governing
colonies, should be thus restricted in the power of
adopting such modifications of its tariff arrangements
as may be required for the promotion of its trade, or
for its defence against aggressive or injurious measures
of foreign policy.

Now, if it is the intention or the expec-
tation of hon. gentlemen to extend our trade
with Great Britain we should be very
definite about it. If it is our intention to do
away with the most favoured nation clause,
with the object of extending oùr trade with
the United States, we should also state our
intention more definitely. My opinion is,
that we should express our desire to be
placedinthe position to make tariff arrange-
ments to extend our trade with Great
Britain by such an extension of differential
duties as will admit to our markets the
products of Great Britain at a lower rate
than similar products of other countries.
But we are at present prohibited from
introducing any amendment to our tariff
that would discriminate in favour of impor-
tations from Great Britain. According to
my idea, we should express that view of
the question more definitely in the Address
than has been done. Some hon. gentlemen
have referred to various other matters
which are not connected 8o directly with
the question now before us. We bad the
census, the boundary question, immigra-
tion, cattle trade, and various other matters
taken up, which I shall not now refer to. I
do not know that I shall make any further
remarks on this question but it appears to
me that it is almost too important a matter
to have these treaties terminated, or to ter-
minate even those clauses of them, because
I feel we cannot do that without abrogating
the treaties as a whole, which might place
our trade, commerce and shipping and our
people in a much worse position than they
occupy at presont.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I am very sorry to
prolong the debate, but I think I should be
wanting in my duty if I were to abstain
from saying a few words on two or three
points that have been raised. With regard
to the proposition of my hon. friend who
has just sat down, I do not know that I
have much to say. We are not asking
England to repeal the treaties; we are sim-
ply asking her to get rid of one clause in
those treaties, and getting rid of this one
clause will not have any of the effect which
my hon. friend expects or fears. As to the
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proposed amendment to which he refers,
should be amused to see my hon. friend's

interview with Mr. Blaine on the 12th of
next month, after we had passed an Address
to Her Majesty asking her to impose dif-
ferential duties in our favour against all
other countries. The hon. gentleman must
consider that there are a great many other
things to be thought of besides the exact
language of the Address. As far as words
go, I think we are tolerably safe with
the Address as it is. England will not
terminate her treaty with the Germany
Zollverein or Belgium to gratify our
desire to get rid of the favoured nation
clause ; but I rely on the promise of Lord
Salisbury that ho will take advantage of
any occasion that may arise for termina-
ting the restrictive clauses-that he will
seize upon the first occasion for getting
rid of the restrictive clause, which he evi-
dently considers injurious to England as
well as to ourselves.

As respects two or three of the proposi-
tions raised by gentlemen on the other
side, although I agree with some of my
hon. friend's in thinking they are not very
appropriate to this particular discussion-
at all events, I do not see their exact con-
nection with this particular discussion;
still, they stand on record against our
country, and I think it is necessary to say
somothing in reply to- them. I think I
may say with perfect truth that every one
of them bas been thrice refuted in this
Hlouse, from year to year, for the last four
or five years; still, as they come back to
us with their old familiar features,
I think it is our duty to remark
upon them as we have done on former oc-
casions. My hon. friend from Ottawa has
an argument which was applicable, in his
mind, I suppose, in some way, to this
Address, that is his usual course of depre-
ciating the progress and standing of the
coun1try. I do not see how that applied to
the Address. I do not think it was appro-
priate to it. There is no assertion in the
Address that the country is prospering,
and therefore, if my hon. friend intended
to oppose the address, it was unnecessary
for that purpose to say that the country
was not prospering-that the country was
going to the dogs. If, on the other hand,
my hon. friend intended to support the
-Address, it was not, I venture to think, an
advantageous way of supporting it, to place
of record in the debate in which it was

canvassed the erroneous statements which
lie made about the country and its trade.
It was not holding out to England or
to any other country any great induce-
ment to help us to get rid of this
restrictive clause by way of improving
our relations, to show that our rela-
tions were worthless, or next to it, and
that they were depreciating every year.
Moreover, I do not think my hon. friend's
objection was well founded. As I said
before, most of them have been refuted,
but I do not think those of them that had
iot been previously laid before the House,
and had not been previously refuted, are
any botter founded than those which have
already been refuted. My hon. friend
made a singularly uncandid statement
with reference to Behring Sea, in the
course of his argument, that we ought to
bo able to make our own treaties. Some
of the objections which my hon. friend has
stated to the treaties which England has
made we have heard before, but I do not
know that I ever before heard my hon.
friend go so far in finding fault with Eng-
land for her treaties as Io complain that
she, relinquished the western States, and
did not keep them to form part of the
Dominion of Canada, which was to be built
up some half century or more afterwards.
That was a fault I never heard attributed
to England before. I do not think tbere
is much in it, and it is not worth while
detaining the House at this late stage
of the session by making any further
remark upon it. Now, how do we
stand with respeet to Behring Sea? My
hon. friend said that Behring Sea was free
to Canadians-that England declared she
would not permit any interference with
their fishing, and that then she sent her
men-of-war tc seize Canadian vessels and
prevent them from fishing. What is the
fact? England did say that Behring Sea
was an open sea, and free to her subjects to
fish in. The United States controverted
that proposition at one time, and they
actually seized, some years ago, two or
three of our vessels which were fishing
there, and threatened in another year, two
years ago, that they would continue to
seize our vessels which went there fishing.
What could we have done, supposing we
had been in possession of this treaty-
making power, and had gone to the United
States to make a treaty about Behring
Sea. Could we have said to them: If you
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touch any of our sealing vessels in Behring
Sea we shall take steps which may be
unpleasant to you to prevent it and to pro-
tect our ships. England did not say that
in such a way, but she spoke in such a
plain and decisive way to the United States
that from that day to this we have never
heard a whisper of the United States
interfering with our sealing vessels in
Behring Sea. And the newspapers of
the United states that were not blinded
by party feeling do not hesitate to state
that the United States had put her-
self in the way of being humiliated by
England in that particular, and had re-
ceived a deserved humiliation. Such action
by Canada would have been merely ridicu-
lous. As to England sending vessels out
to seize Canadian sealing vessels, how far
is that correct? The United States and
England, after this littie breeze, came to-
gether to consider how far they .could
agree on what was -necessary to prevent
the extinction of seal life in Behring Sea.
England on that occasion, as on all other
occasions, lent herself at once to a pro-
posal which was humane, and which would
also serve the permanent interests of her
trade, as well as the trade of the subjects
of' other nations. She and the United
States agreed that for one season they
would stop sealing altogether, both by
United States vessels and by English
vessels, in order that there might be some
respite to the slaughter of those animals,
which the Americans contended was des-
troying them, while England contended
there was no indication of thatresult. But
there was an arrangement entered into by
which the vessels of both nations should
be prevented from taking seals, in order
that this respite might be obtained, and
that an examination might be made by
experts, to see what, if any, regulations
should be made for the prevention of the
extinction of seal life.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-Was not that pro-
vision made in the first instance at the
suggestion of England ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I am not quite
certain. It was suggested in the course
of the correspondence. I am not quite
certain whether it was England or the
United States proposed it first, but Eng-
land readily yielded to the suggestion, as
being one in the interests of humanity, and

the arrangement was made. I do not pro-
pose now to say a word as to how far that
arrangement was carried out on the other
side. My hon. friend had not any fault to
find with the action of the United States
in that respect. There was a proposal
made that in the interests of the poor
starving Indians on the islands the lessees
were to be allowed to kill 7,500 seals for
their sustenance during the season, and we
know how far that agieement was carried
out. We know that so far from respecting
that exception to the stoppage of the
slaughter of the seals, for which the United
States had pleaded so strongly, so far from
conforming to the condition which had
been made, we know that about the same
number of seals have been slaughtered by
the Americans that were slaughtered last
year and the previous year in Behring
Sea. But that has nothing to do with the
present question. No doubt Lord Salisbury
is able to take care of England in that res-
pect, as in -any other. I have gono so far
in stating what has taken place in
Behring Sea to show that so far from
being injuriously treated in treaties made
by England, we owe our rights, so far,
and the rights of her subjects in Behring
Sea, to her action. The modus vivendi
is equally binding on American subjects
as upon British subjects. The vessels to
be stopped are American ships as well as
British ships, precisely under the same
rules. England permitted no encroach-
ment during this year or at any other
time on the rights of British subjects in
Bebring Sea-in fact, without the inter-
vention of England we should have been
perfectly helpless. But for her it would
have been competent for the Americans to
continue seizing our sealing vessels, until
they had driven our sealing fleet altogether
from Pacifie waters. There would have
been no mode of preventing them from
doing it, or punish them after they had
done it. That is rather a strong instance
of the failure of my hon. friend's argu-
ment as to England's conduct towards us
in respect of treaties. The idea of a treaty-
making power, without the power of
enforcing a treaty, or the power of pun-
ishing a breach of it, is to my mind as
illogical as inconsequent, and as futile as
any one could entertain. In the position we
stand in towards the United States, if we
had the treaty-making power, and the ma-
nagement and enforcement of our own
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treaties, what could we do? Send two or
three of our fishing schooners to attack
New York ? Or in what way could we vin-
dicate our rights if they were violated ? On
the other hand, if treaties made by us were
broken, with what face could we propose
to England first to let us make such trea-
ties as we please, and then that she should
stand at our back, and spend her money,
her men, her ships, and munitions of war,
in enforcing treaties in the making of
which she had no voice, and in which she
had no interest? We should be laughed
out of existence if we proposed such a
thing. It would be like what the New York
Tribune said in relation to the proposi-
tion of the hon. member for Ottawa and
bis friends, that we might have u.niversal
reciprocity, and continue to control our
own tariff; it would be mere " baby talk."
T sa9 the proposition that we should be
allowed to make treaties and expect Eng-
land to enforce them, without any voice ir
making them, is " baby talk, " and nothing
else. But my hon. friend's force was more
particularly displayed in proving that the
country was depreciating; he did not say
that trade was decreasing.

T d

country or. God's earth at this moment,
because its imports and exports are
very small in proportion to its popula-
tion. I do not know that they are
much smaller per capita than ours,
but they certainly do not show favour-
ably in comparison with ours, and there
have been occasions when their foreign
trade was infinitely less per head
than that which we now possess; but
without pressing that argument, is it the
fact that the import and export trade of a
country, which bas heavy protective
duties, and which secks to build up within
itself a large trade, a true test of its pros-
perity, or a test at all, as compared with
the period when a different trade system
prevailed ? . My hon. friend from Alberta
puts in my hand a book showing figures.
The imports per head of Canada are
$22.70; the imports per head of tho
United States are $11.46. The exports
per head of Canada are $17.57. The ex-
ports per head of the United States are
$11.44. What a miserable, poverty-
stricken country the United States must
be, considering what a miserable, poverty-
stricken country we are! How wretched
must be the condition of our neighbours on

H R. aSO -N o) I sai suationary. -the oLher side of tue iiie, when their
export and import trade is within a fraction

HON. MR. A BBOTT-That our trade had of being only one-half what ours is!
stood still, during the last ten years ; and
hé controverted my proposition that our HoN. MR. SCOTT-Their general foreign
trade with Great Britain in farm produce trade bas been growing, while ours hasand lumber was increasing, and our trade been stationary.
iu those articles with the United States
was gradually decreasing, although his
friends are so constantly crying out that IoN. MR. ABBOTT-I am rather inclined
the people were finding a larger market, to think, from my remembrance of the
and going more largely to that market in figures, that if I had time to look into
the United States than inEngland. My hon. these figures I could show that my hon.
friend controverted that proposition, and friend is not right even in that idea. In
he insisted that the country was standing 1890, though their foreign trade bas been
8till. Now, the hon. gentleman, for- the growing, as my bon. friend says, it is only
purpose of proving his statement, made half what ours is, so that before it began to
use of the time-worn fallacy that the true grow, again I say, what a wretched condi-
test, and a sure test of the progress of this tion must this country be in on the other
country, or of any country existing under side of the line. Our import and export
conditions similar to ours, is its trade-its trade arenearlydoublethose ofthewealthy,
import and export trade. My hon. friend prosperous country on the other side of
declined to take any notice of its internal the line, the imitation of which we are
trade; but he says, if its export and import continually exhorted to, in season and out
trade are not increasing it is standing still. of season.
If my hon. friend would apply these prin-
ciples to the country which he admires so HON. MR. SCOTT-They produce much
much, on the other side of the line, he more than we do, and do not require to
would find the United States is the poorest import or export.
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HoN. MR. ABBOTT-Perhaps there is
ïsome reason why our imports and exports
should not be more than twice as large as
those of the United States.

HON. MR. SCOTT-My point is that our
foreign trade bas not been, while the
foreign trade of the United States has
increased $200,000,000.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-If our foreign
trade has reached such a point above that
ofthe United States. we might be fairly
content with it, since that of the United
States, that has been growing, as my hon.
friend says, only comes up to one-half of
ours. Has our trade stood still ? The
nominal amount of our trade, picking out
three exceptional years in twenty, and
leaving out the disastrous period when my
hon. friend and his friends were in power,
altogether-

HON. MR. SCOTT-One of these years
was the best in that period.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-In 1874, while the
country still felt the bencficial effect ofthe
Conservative policy, it reached one of its
highest points. In 1883, when it again
began to rise under the beneficial effect of
the Conservative policy, it became about
equal to the trade of 1874; in 1883 it was
several millions more, and in 1884 it was
about the same as itwasin 1883. In 1874
we were practically what my hon. friends
on the opposite side are apt to call a free
trade country. We had a revenue tariff.
We did not manufacture anything to speak
of, and imported everything we eut and
drank, and everything wherewith we were
clothed. But our imports last year are as
large as they were in the largest year for
17 years or more within a small fraction.
If, then, we imported in the former years
al that we eat, and all that we drank,
and all that we clothed ourselves
with, and last year we imported little
but the raw material, out of which we
made all we required, yet the raw material
which we imported in 1890 amounted to
as much as the entire import of manufac-
tured goods in 1874. Is that no progress ?
Is that standing still ? What is the dif-
ference? I do not know; but I can ask
the question, and every bon. gentleman
will respond in his own mind by some
kind of an estimate, or perhaps by some-

thing better than an estimate: What is
the difference as an indication of trade
between the value of one hundred millions
of raw material and one hundred millions
of manufactured goods ? I think ev'ery
bon. gentleman will say it is two or three
times at the very least in excess of the
value of the raw material. Certainly,
when we bring raw cotton into this coun-
try and manufacture it, if we import one
hundred million dollars worth of raw cot-
ton, and manufacture it, we shall obtain a
good deal more than one hundred million
dpollars worth of manufactured goods out
of it.

HON. Ma. CLEMOW-Five hundred
millions.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My bon. friend
says five hundred millions, and I dare say
he is right. To put the mattershortly, we
bad this last year about the same amount
of imports that we had during the most
important year that we have yet passed
through in the course of our existence, and
that amount, say one hundred millions, re-
presented one hundred millions of raw
material, as against one hundred million
dollars' worth of manufactured goods in
the year my bon. friend speaks of. What
story does that tell of our internal trade?
If the hon. gentleman thinks that is stand-
ing still, I hope we may be standing still in
that way for the next century. But I shall
deal no more with the question of imports
and exports as a test of our proF perity, and
shall deal with the next proposition whieh
my bon. friend disputed. He said that
our trade with the United States about
stood still. I said that the trade with
England was increasing in inverse ratio to
the trade with the United States; that, in
other words, the trade with the United
States was diminishing while the trade
with England was increasing. Now,
I have just happened to lay my hand
on a statement showing the position of
that trade at three decennial periods. Our
exports of farm products to the United
States were as follows:-

In 1870 .. .. ................. $14,900,000
1880 ........... .... ..... 14,100,000
1890..... .......... ...... 13,485,000

They were growing " small by degrees
and beautifully less " during those thirty
years. That is what my hon. friend calls
standing still. Now, the exports to Great
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Britain in 1870 amounted to $9,723,000, as
compared with $14,900,000 to the United
States. I have not got the statement of'
exports for 1880, but in 1890 our exports
to Great Britain were $22,240,000, as
against $13,485,000 to the United States.
In other words, in 1870 they were not
quite two-thirds what our exports to the
United States amounted to, while in 1890
they amounted to rather more than one-
half-the exports to the United States
failed to reach two-thirds of our exports
to the mother country. Figures lie some-
times, but I do not see how it is possible
that there can be any deception in those
figures. Was I right in saying that our
trade with England was increasing while
our trade with the United States was dimi-
nishing ? My hon. friend says that lumber
sometimes goes one way and someti mes the
other; I think it goes one way and not the
other. In 1869 the exports of. lumber
amounted to $11,000,000 to the United
States, and to Great Britain to $10,000,000.
a difference in favour of the United States
of $1,000,000. In 1890 we exported
$10,000,000 to the United States-that is,
$1,000,00 less than in 1869 ; while to Great
Britain we exported $14,000,000, or
$4,000,000 more than in 1870. So in lum-
ber as in farm products, I was correct in
saying that our trade with England was
increasing, while it was diminishing with
the United States. But in these exports
of products to the United States must cer-
tainly be included a large amount of food
products which we have latel been ship-
ping to England through the lnited States
in bond. I do not imagine that our Cus-
toms keep any other record of grain and
other farm products which cross the lines
than the fact that they were exported into
the United States. Their ultimate desti-
nation, England or elsewhere, our Customs
people know nothing about. So that in
this diminishing export to the United
States must be included the large amount
of grain and other products of- the farm.
which we have been sending to Eng-
land in increasing quantities during
the later years through the United
States. Therefore, if the actual figures
could be arrived at, and we could compare
accurately the actual amount of farm pro-
ducts which we ship to England through
the United States and from our own ports,
we should find the discrepancy would be
much greater than the figures I have just

stated, and that the increase in our English
trade and the diminution in our %rade with
the United States would be much greater
than the figures I have quoted. On that
subject I do not propose to say anything
more. I only wished to lay these two or
three points before the House before the
Address passes, because I thought it right
that some few figures in contradiction, as
far as I was able to make them, of the
statements of my hon. friend from Ottawa
in depreciation of the country, should be
placed also on record, My hon. friend
from Halifax made two suggestions which
I think I should like to adopt. The first
was as to section 3. He criticised these
words: "That these pirovisions in foreign
treaties: " that is not a bad colloquial ex-
pression, but it is not strictly accurate, and
I would like to make that read, " Treaties
with foreign powers." Also, I think my
hon. friend was right in saying that the
word " That " should be struck out of clause
6, and I move that the Address be amended
accordingly, and that it do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Was
another suggestion made ?

there not

HON. MR. ABBOTT-That is a debatable
question. The hon. gentleman is not here,
and I did not discuss that point in his
absence. I do not care to adopt that sug-
gestion.

HON. MR. BOULTON asked permission
to withdraw his amendments.

The•amendments were accordingly with-
drawn.

The Address was tben agreed to as
amended.

SUBSIDIES IN LAND TO RAILWAY
COMPANIES BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. Ma. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (169) "An Act further to
amend the Act 52 Vie., cap 4, intituled:
'An Act to authorize the granting of Sub-
sidies in Land to certain Railway Compa-
nies." He said: This is an amendment to
the form of the grant which was made by
the statutes of 1889. The only change is in
one of the termini. The road was to start,
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accord ing to theAct which is to be amended,
from a point on the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way at Cheedle station, and to extend to a
point in or near Township 26, Range 33,
west of the 4th Meridian. The change is
simply from Cheedle to Calgary. It runs
precisely the same distance and to the
same point. The only change is in one of
the termini.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-Is it the usual
grant?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It is the same
as before ; there is no change, except the
one I mentioned.

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

The Senate adjourned at 10:15 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, 28th Sept., 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT.

FIRST REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE POSTPONED.

The Orders ofthe Day being called, "Con-
sideration of the Report of the Joint Com-
mittee of both Houses on the Library of
Parliament."

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the re-
port stand over until Monday next.

HON. MR. POWER-It should be dis-
posed of some way.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-In the other House
that is the way it was disposed of, and I
think we should follow the same course.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Has it been thrown
out in the other House ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-No; it bas been al-
lowed to stand over.

The motion was agreed to.

DOMINION ELECTIONS ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (146) " An Act
further to amend the Dominion Elections
Act."

(In the Committee.)

HoN. MR. POWER-I propose to move
an amendment that section 56 of the Do-
minion Elections Act be amended by insert-
ing after the first section thereof: " And
before the several deputy returning officers
proceed to count the ballot papers the
returning officer shall administer to the
candidates for election an oath against
bribery and corruption." There is a pro-
vision in clause 14 of the Bill punishing
any man who receives, or agrees to receive,
any consideration or bribe of any sort for
the way he votes, and this is simply to put
the candidate in the same position-to pro-
vide that the candidate shall take an oath
that he has not bribed or attempted to.
bribe any voter. I find that as long ago as
Blackstone's day this was looked upon as
a very desirable thing, because Blackstone
says (Book 1, Cap. 2, page 180):

" It might not be amiss if the members elect were
bound to take an oath against bribery and corruption,
which in all probability would be much more effectual
than administering it only to the electors."

HON. Ma. ABBOTT-How is that to be
done or ascertained? There is a deputy
returning officer in every division. It
seems to me absolutely impracticable that
the returning officer shall administer the
oath before the several deputy returning
officers proceed to count the ballot papers.
In many instances the deputy returning
officers are 40 or 50 miles from the return-
ing officer.

HoN. MR. POWER-This amendment
was handed to me a few minutes ago by a
gentleman who is not a politician. I
pointed out to him the difficulty that my
hon. friend has indicated, and I propose to
amend it so that one cari see what his inten-
tion is. The amendment as it stands does
not carry out his intention. It might stand
for a notice at the third reading.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-We might as well
leave it to the House of Commons.
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HoN. MR. POWER-We have not always
done that.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-If we prorogue on
Wednesday, as we hope to do, an amend-
ment to-morrow afternoon would be sharp
work for the House of Commons.

HON. MR. McCALLUM-We can head
off the corrupt candidate at the polling
places. I know candidates who have been
headed off that way. I do not know that
the amendment would be an improvement.
The proper time to administer the oath
would be the day of nomination.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-My hon. friend
had better drop the amendment at this
period of the session ; the other House
knows more about this than we do.

HON. MR. POWER-I recognize that we
should not, as a rule, interfere with the
election laws; but still this House, on more
than one occasion, has interfered, and in
one instance very seriously. 'I he inter-
ference was such as to, I think, decide the
result of an election in a very important
county where there were two candidates
to be returned. This House enfranchised
some 400 men who were disfranchised
under the law as it then stood. I do not
think that the amendment which this
gentleman handed to me carries out his
intention. A candidate should be obliged
to take an affidavit of this sort on nomi-
nation day, to the effect that he will not
bribe, and then he should take an oath on
declaration day that he bas not bribed.

HON. MR. McINNES (B. C.)-About
ten weeks ago I gave notice of an
amendment to this Bill. That notice was
stricken off the Paper about a month ago.
Unless the hon. leader of the Government
consents to adopt that amendment, I shall
not proceed with it at this very late hour
of the session. I amfullyaware that hon.
gentlemen are not in a mood to listen to
long speeches and to engage in the con.
sideration of a very important amend.
ment to this Bill. Without the consent o
the leader of the Government, I would
be scarcely justified in proposing the
amendment now; but I cannot allow the
committee to rise without saying that I
think the Government ought to have
brought this Bill down long ago. The Bil

was introduced in the other House over 3j
months ago, but has only reached us now.
Similar Government measures introduced
at the same time were disposed of here
two months ago.

HON. MR. OGILVIE, from the commit-
tee, reported the Bill without amendment.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-If my hon. friend
desires it, I will not move the third read-
ing now, but I think we might as well get
the Bill through. It is very difficult at
this stage of the session to get the other
House to agree to so important an amend-
ment. It is hardly fair to the House of
Commons to spring so important an amend-
ment on them so soon before prorogation.

HON. MR. POWER-I presume it is not
likely that the amendment will be agreed
to, and I will not press it.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the third
reading of the Bill.

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

THE SENATE DEBATES.

SECOND REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ADOPTED.

HoN. Ma. VIDAL moved the adoption
of the Second Report of the Select Com-
mittee on reporting the Debates of the
Senate.

HON. MR. DICKEY moved in amend-
ment, that the consideration of the second
and third clauses be deferred until next
session, with a view to ascertaining
whether better accommodation cannot be
supplied for the reporters.

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

SUBSIDIES IN LAND TO RAILWAY
COMPANIES BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Commit-
tee of the Whole on Bill (169) " An Act
further to amend the Act 52 Vic., chap. 4,
intituled: 'An Act to authorize the grant-
ing of Subsidies in Land to certain Railway

l Companies.'"
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HoN. MR. VIDAL, from the committee,
reported the Bill without amendment. a

g
HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the third g

reading of the Bill. t
a

HoN. Mit. DICKEY-I wish to call the t
attention of the House to the very serious i
strain that we are putting upon our re- f
sources in the North-West by the passage t
of these Bills granting enormous areas of 1
land to railway companies. This Bill it- i
self disposes in one or two short clauses of a
some thousands of acres of land, and when i
we look into the statutes and ascertain r
what grants we have already made we find E
them mounting up into the millions. One l
railway alone in the North-West bas a
subvention in the shape of no less than
2.880,000 acres. I think it my duty to
call attention to the manner in which we
are depleting our resources in lands in the
North-West in aiding railways. One rail-
wayalone,asIhave said, has received a grant
of 2,880,000 acres, the dimensions of a small
kingdom in Europe. Taking them in their
average quality. for I do not suppose that
all these grants will be made out of the
best land, they are perhaps superior to any
in the world, and it is not very likely that
they are taken out of the worst. I simply
rise for the purpose, not of interfering with
this Bill in any way, but of calling the
attention of the House to the position in
which we are with respect to the ungranted
lands of the North-West; and I say, if we
continue to go on at this rate, we will have
very little left to talk about in ten or twelve
years f rom this. It is not a matter which
can be put a side by a pooh-pooh, buta very
serious matter, and I hope that it will
receive the serious attention of the Govern-
ment with regard to the future. These
railways are happily made through a coun.
try which is better adapted to railway
construction than any other country in the
world covering the same distance. It is a
land peculiarly adapted to railway con-
struction, and when we come to give 6,000
or 7,000 acres of land for every mile of
railway that is constructed we are simply
affording the means of building the railway
without money subsidies at all. It may be
pooh-poohed now, but the day is not far
distant when the public mind will be alive
to the question, and we shall have an
opportunity of discussing the mattor in
the future.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I do not quite
gree with my hon. friend again. These
rants are very small as compared to the
reat area we have. What is the good of
hem? We are getting no good from them
.s they are. They are returning nothing
o the consolidated fund. The Government
s nót getting sufficient out of them to pay
Or the cost of their survey, and the sooner
hey get into the hands of railway com,
anies the better, because it will be to the
nterest of those companies to settle them
s rapidly as possible. The Government
s not disposed to spend large sums of mo-
ey to bring immigrants into the country,
nd it is to the railway companies we must
ook for the placing of settlers on these
wild lands.

HON. MR. DEVER-None of us want to
give away a foot of our land for nothing,
but we must not be like the dog in the
manger. The lands are worthless without
being opened up by railways. It is the
railway that gives them value. What value
were the lands before the Canadian Pacifie
Railway was built through them? There
was not an hon. gentleman in this House
who would take 5,000 acres of them as a
gift and pay the taxes before the railway
was constructed ; but in consequence of
these railways being constructed the lands
have become very valuable. I trust that
the Government will in their wisdom see
that lands are only granted for proper
purposes, to facilitate the construction of
railways through sections where they are.
needed, and in so doing they will be sus-
tained by the country.

HoN. MR. GIRARD-If we are pro-
gressing to-day in the North-West it is
due to the immigration that is coming into
it because of railways that have been
constructed. Without railways we would
certainly be in a very backward position
at the present time. I view with pleasure
every new railway that is projected in
that country, for without railways we
cannot expect any great progress. The
progress we have had in the past and up
to the present time is no doubt due to the
money that has been expended on public
works of this kind in that country. At
the same time, I feel somewhat uneasy as
to the position of the Bill before the House,
and would respectfully ask the Prbmier,
if possible, to postpone the third reading
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until to-morrow, untiL I have a better
understanding of the question.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I think it would
be unfortunate to adjourn the third reading
to the last day but one of the session.
There is no difficulty about the Bill before
the House. The Bill is the Bill we read
the second time lust Friday. It applies to
one old grant of land to a railway 55
miles long, at the rate of 6,400 acres per
mile, and i1l the change it makes in the
old grant Is that it changes one terminus.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-I must be under a
misapprehension.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The hon. gentle-
man is under a misapprehension.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-The Bill bas been
read clause by clause in committee.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-If my hon. friend
will allow me, I think I will make it plain.
The Bill which we read clause by clause
was a Bill which had never been before
the House at ail. It bad never been
introduced here or read the second time;
but being distributed on the desks of mem-
bers, and the object being similar to that
of the Bill which we read the second time
on Friday last, we took it up by mistake,
and put that Bill through Committee of
the Whole instead of the one which was
read last Friday. We discovered the mis-
take just before the third reading, and
then I asked the House to erase from our
minutes what had taken place, and I asked
the Speaker to put the House in committee
again on the right Bill. We have been in
Committee of the Whole on the right
Bill, and reported the Bill, and I am now
moving the third reading of the Bill
(No. 169) 'and the hoo. gentleman from

mherst has addressed his remarks to that
motion. His remarks, though made upon the
wrong Bill, were perfectly appropriate,
and not at all out of order, the subject
matter of them being applicable to this
Bill as well as to the oth er Bill which
I propose to ask the House presently to
enable me to bring up, and T would point
out to the hon. gentleman that neither of
them proposes a new grant. The Bill
which is before the House is an old grant.
We are merely altering the terminus. As
respedts the other Bill, it refers to three
portions of the same railway. They are

portions that were agreed to by Order in
Council several years ago, before the roads
were built-two of them were-and the
third was granted last year before the road
was begun. This Bill is only tO carry out
the obligations which the Government
assumed. Two of them were to be included
in the former Acts of this railway, but
through an error in description they
were omitted. This is only to remedy
an error, and the railway which it is
intended to assist was built according
to the conditions agreed upon, and now
opens up one of the most fertile districts
in the North-West, which would have been
perfectly valueless only for this grant.
There is a great deal of force in what my
hon. friend from Amherst has said. It is
necessary, undoubtedly, to be careful with
these lands, and the idea of the Govern-
ment is not to make these grants in any
case where roads can be expected to be
built, or got to be built without them.

HoN. MR. ALMON-After the remarks
which have fallen from the leader of the
Government, stating that probably to-mor-
row we may see the end of our labours, I
feel like Moses when from Mount Pisgah
he got a view of the promised land. Is
the hon. gentleman going to take the pro-
mised land away from us ? After the vote to
the Hudson's Bay Railway Company of land
of which I do not know how much was
swamp or wilderness, or whether it was the
best land in the country, having granted
that, are we, to quote scripture as the old
lady did : " Are we to strain at a gate,
having swallowed a saw-mill."

HON. MR. GIRA RD-I had no intention
to delay the Bill. I simply wanted to be a
little better informed as to the position in
which we stood, and having got the expla-
nation of the leader of the Government, I
am satisfied.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-There is no objec-
tion to the third reading of this Bill. I
have no objection to either of them.

HON. MR. POWER-There has been
some sort of religious cast given to this
discussion by my hon. friend on my right,
and the remarks of the hon. gentleman
from St. Boniface suggests to me now, in
the pilgrimage towards prorogation, that
he has pease in his shoes and finds it hard to
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go. I have not arisen for the purpose of
making an irreverent remark of that sort,
but rather to call the attention of the
House to the very remarkable spectacle
presented by the hon. gentleman from Lu-
nenburg. That hon. gentleman, whenever
an opportunity offers, accuses the Grits of
running down the country; yet that is the
hon. gentleman who bas just told this House
that those lands which we are told are in
the very best part of the North-West are
not worth anything-that it is better for
the Government to get rid of them-that
they do not pay the cost of surveying them.
I wish the House to notice that, because
the next time the hon. gentleman stands
up and accuses us of running down the
country I want it to be understood that
no Grit has ever run that country down in
the way the hon. gentleman bas done.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I do not know
how anything that I have said can be
construed as denouncing the country we
live in or the North-West country. I simply
stated that the Government were not pre-
pared to spend large sums of money out of
the public treasury in settling the North-
West, and I believe that these grants of
land would make of the railway com-
panies immigration agents, who would
settle these lands more expeditiously than
the Government would do it. As regards
my opinion of the Nortl\-West, I believe it
is the country we must rely upon for the
future success of the Dominion-that it
is the country we must look to for our
population in the future-a land flowing
with milk and honey.

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

SUBSIDIES IN LAND TO RAILWAY
COMPANIES BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (173) "An Act to
authorize the granting of Subsidies in Land
to certain Railway Companies."

The Bill was read the first time.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of the Bill under a tuspension o
the Rule.

HoN. Ma. POWER-I wish to ask, with
respect to this, if the grants are made in
the way in which they originally stood. I
think the original plan was to grant alter-
nate sections to the railway company, the
Government retaining alternate sections.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I understand they
are made precisely in the same way as the
original grant. They are, in fact, only
subsidiary to the original grants to the
roads mentioned in the Act. They are
calculated to supply three small vacant
spaces, which were accidentally omitted in
passing the former Act, and the lands are
granted on the same principle.

HON. MR. POWER-It occurs to me
that the system of making grants of alter.
nate sections along the lines of railways
is a bad one. The result is, as a rule, that
the railway companies hold their sections
and the Government dispose of the alter-
nate sections, and the settlement is scat-
tered along the line of the road. That is
not beneficial to the settlers or to the
country. This is not the time to discuss
the question, but I would suggest to the
Government whether it is not advisable to
reconsider that method of giving grants
to railways.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-Will my hon.
friend suggest a better system ? It seems
to me that it is the very best way to open
up the public lands of the country.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The impression
that the Government have,is that the mode
we have hitherto adopted is the best one,
but I think it is not likely to be in force
long, as we have not a great deal of land
which we can afford to give away to
railway companies. This particular Bill
refers to grants which are made to fill up,
as it were, interstices in existing grants
that were erroneously described in the
statute authorizing them. They apply to
the road shown on the map that I have
before me. The line intersects the country
south of the Pacific Railway between
Winnipeg and the Souris coal fields. Origin-
ally this road was intended to run in a
south-westerly direction, but the central
line, which is now shown on the map, was
not then calculated on at all. It wasfound

f afterwards that it would be preferable to
get two lines to run parallel through this
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section. It is a fin3 country, and one ofthe
most eligible for settlement in Manitoba.
Consequently, the grant which was in-
tended to apply to the connecting link was
diverted to the parallellines,which rendered
the link unnecessary. There was a further
grant made to these parallel lines, carrying
them one hundred miles further. The two
grants made by this Bill fill in the vacant
spaces. These were all supplied by Order
in Council-all adjusted before the road
was agireed to, and it is simpýy to correct
an error in drafting the statute. So my
hon. fiiend will see that these grants
would necessarily have to be made on the
same basis as the others.

HON. MR. POWER-This South-Western
road is now operated by the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company ?

HON. Ma. ABBOTT-Yes.

The Bill was read the second time and
referred to a Committee of the Whole
]louse.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE, from the com-
mittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment.

The Bill was then read the third time
and Dassed.

The Senate adjourned at 5 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, Sept., 29th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE WHARF AT ST. MICHEL
BELLECHASSE.

DE

MOTION.

HON. MR. BOLDUC moved-

That an humble Address be presented to His Excel-
lency the Governor General; praying that His Excel-
lency will cause to be laid before this House copies of
all correspondence since 1881 between the Government
and any person, with respect to repairs to be made to
the wharf at St Michel de Bellechasse and with res-
pect to the said wharf.

The motion was agreed to.

THE CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS OF?
THE SENATE.

MOTION.

loN. MR. READ moved the adoption of
the Fourth Report of the Select Committee
on the Contingent Accounts of the Senate.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-Some ten or
fifteen years ago, when Mr. Adamson was
appointed assistant clerk of the Senate, he
received a salary of $2,800, and there was
also at that tirne a second assistant, so that
Mr. Adamson had less work to do than the
assistant clerk has to-day. By this report,
the position rendered vacant by the death
of Mr. Adamson is filled by another gentle-
mari, who is to be allowed only $2,500, and
I do not see that the appointment of a
second assistant has yet been recommended
by the committee. There will be only
one assistant clerk, and he is to receive a
lower salary than was paid to Mr. Adam-
son. While I am, and always have been,
an advocate of economy, I believe that we
should pay proper salaries to our officers.
I believe that Mr. Adamson was not a
translator. I see now that the new assist-
ant is to be chief French transiator. We
are therefore increasing the work and
diminishing the salary. I should like to
have some explanation of this.

HoN. Ma. ABBOTT-There are no fixed
salaries attached to any of the clerkships
of the House, as I understand it, but the
clerks have their salaries increased from
time to time as the Contingent Committee
and the House think reasonable. The
clerk of whom my hon. friend speaks was
receiving $2,200 a year, and it is stated
that he was second clerk assistant and
chief translator. In appointing hin clerk
assistant we understand that we promote
the gentleman, as he well deserves. We
all know that he is an efficient clerk and
does his duties thoroughly well, and it
was right and proper, as the committee
thought, and as I thought, that he should
be promoted. It was also thought that
$300 additional to his salary was a reason-
able and fair addition, and the gentleman
himself thought so, and the committee
have ordered it to be paid retroactively.
Now, in regard to the work, I understand
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in the discussion which took place at the
committee that it was the intention to re-
commend another clerk, but it was difficult
to make a selection at present. The idea
is that there should be another clerk at
the Table, who would be an English-
speaking clerk, and we should then have
the usual staff. These were the reasons,
I think, which actuated the committee in
making the arrangements they did. I may
say I hope, and I am sure hon. gentlemen
hope, that it will be eatisfactory to the
gentleman who is promoted.

HoN. MR. POWER-I may be allowed
to say a few words with respect to the case
of Mr. Adamson. The hon. gentleman
from Delanaudière I do not think bas been
a member of the Contingent Committee.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-No.

HON. MR. POWER-Consequently, he is
not aware of all that took place there; I
remember distinctly, when Mr. Adamson
was promoted to the position of clerk as-
sistant, the motive that influenced the
commitee in recommending that he receive
at the start the maximum salary that is
supposed to belong to that office. The
reason was that there was a feeling on the
part of the conmittee that Mi'. Adamson
had been kept a very long time at what
was thought the very low figure of $1,600
salary, and as a sort of compensation to
him for what a majority of the committee
thought was a hardship, they recommended
that when promoted he should at once re-
ceive the maximum salary; but that rule
bas not been followed since in the case of
other officials. For instance, the late law
clerk, Mr. Montizambert, was in receipt of
a salary of $2,800.- Mi. Creighton, who
succeeded him, was appointed at a salary
of $2,000, and the salary was afterwards
increased to $2,200, and later on to $2,500,
so that Mr. Creighton is in exactly the
same position as the gentleman recom-
mended for appointment as clerk assistant.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-The Premier
has stated that it is in anticipation to ap-
point another assistant clerk at the Table.

understood it was decided that there
should be only two clerks at the Table. In
the House of Commons they have only
two, and I do not know of any reason why
we require three, if the Commons can do

42

their work satisfactorily with two. AI-
though the Premier bas suggested the ap-
pointment of another, I hope that it will
be seriously considered whether two clerks
are not sufficient, to do the work at our
Table, the same as in the Commons.

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

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES REPRE-
SENTATION AMENDMENT BILL.

FIRST,' SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-No doubt the
House will remember that in passing the
North-West Territories Bill we took a
great deal of trouble, and hon. gentlemen
postponed the consideration of the Bill
several times in order to try and get the
distribution of the divisions as accurate
as possible; but since it passed tlhrough
this House an objection has been raised to
this division, which the Government think
is a reasonable objection, and as it is im-
possible to amend the Act, we having
passed it and sent it to the other House, I
propose to-day to ask bon. gentlemen to
allow me to introduce a short Bill to cor-
rect this distribution in the mannor the
Government proposes to do. The fact is. that
in the three great divisions in the North-
West Territories there was an attempt, an
idea, at all events, to construct the divisions
with some similarity of population. It was
thought that with 26 members there should
be about 2,500 constituents to each member.
Upon going over the schedule carefully by
the light of the census it was found that the
division which bad been agreed upon did
not secure the desired end. There were
more electoral divisions in Saskatchewan
than it was entitled to. The electoral divi-
sions in the other two great divisions of
the North-West appear to meet the pro-
portion which was desired for them, and
having on an average about 2,500 consti-
tuents to each representative, but in Sas-
katchewan it turned out that there were
only about 1,800 constituents to each repre-
sentative. This, perhaps, may not ho of
any great importance itself, but it was
believed, and it is believed, that jealousies
may arise, and that it may ho found unfair
to some of the divisions that a smaller
number of constituents should have a larger
number of representatives, and foi' that rea-
son, which the Government thought was a
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good reason. it was considered advisable to
so arrange Saskatchewan that it would
have one constituency less, and in that way
would be made to approach pretty near to
the average of the other constituencies.
That seems to me to be an obviously fair
proposition. It is one which the people
themselves are content with, and I think
a great many of them earnestly desire,and
1 see no reasonable objection to it, and I
propose to ask the House to allow me to
pass a short Bill through, taking away from
Saskatchewan one of these constituencies,
making the total number 25, instead of 26,
as stated in the Bill. That will place the
people of the three great divisions of the
North-West Territories on the same foot-
ing. They will have an average of one re-
presentative to 2,500 constituents. The
Bill is simply to change the number 26 to
25, and to throw clauses 21 and 32, to each
of which, by the Act, was given one repre-
sentative, into one, and to give to that one,
so composed of those two, one representa-
tive. Imove that the Bill be now read
the first time.

The motion was, agreed to, and the Bill
was read at length at the Table.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The House will
perceive, as stated, that it is only throw-
ing two small divisions into one, and as
we are so near the end of the session,
hoping to prorogue to-morrow, I move that
the 41st rule of the House be suspended,
so far as the same relates to this Bill.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the Bill
be read the second time presently.

HON. MR. GIRARD-I am afraid of
those small Bills introduced at the end of
session.

HON. MR. READ (Quinté)-You ought
to have confidence in the Government.

HON. MR. GIRARD-I bave confidence
in the Government, but I owe a duty to
those that I represent here. When the
North-West Territories Bill was adopted
it was after much consultation. It was a
sort of pact between the representatives of
Manitoba and the North-West Territories,
and certain electoral districts were agreed
upon. The change which is now proposed

will not be satisfactory to the North-West,
and I have heard to-day that a great deal
of dissatisfaction is felt in that country at
the prospect of a change in the electoral
districts, which will cause the electoral
district of Batoche to disappear. The dis-
trict is the only one in which the French
population would be able to elect a mem-
ber. We know that in the first represen-
tation of the North-West Territories not
one of the French half-breeds was returned.
I am sure that the Premier would not
approve of the Bill if he knew that the
effect of it would be to deprive the French
population of the North-West of represen-
tation. That, I believe, will be its effect. I
leave the responsibility of the Bill with
the Premier himself, but I beg to remind
him that the North-West Territories Bill
was an agreement between ail the inter-
ested parties. I see no necessity for mak-
ing this change, the consequences of which
we cannot know. I am afraid that it will
cause trouble among the inhabitants of
the North-West Territories. I think,
therefore, at this late period of the session,
it would be better to let the Bill stand.
At all events, I consider it my duty to
protest against it, as I do now.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I donot know
anything about the North-West, so I can-
not say whether the reasons advanced by
the hon. member for Manitoba are very
strong; but I should think that the North-
West Territories Bill having been passed
under an arrangement between the parties
interested, and after due deli beration, there
should not be a change made in this way.
There is to be no election for five years,
and I see no reason why we should not let
the Bill, which was passed by both Houses,
remain the law of the land. Parliament
will meet four or five months hence, and
we can then consider this measure. In the
interval, tfe representatives of the North-
West will have returned to their homes
and consulted their constituents, and they
will be in a botter position to deal intelli-
gently with the subject when it comes up
next session. If we were on the eve of an
election I should think that this hasty
legislation might be justified, but as there
is no immediate prospect of an election
there is no hurry aboutit. The mere fact
of rushing a measure through in this way
is likely to excite suspicion in the minds
of the people of the Nortb-West that the
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intention is to take Parliament by surprise.
I do not say that this is so; after hearing
the explanation from the hon. Premier, I
believe that it is not so; but we have the
assurance of the hon. member from St.
Boniface that there is dissatisfaction
already in certain quarters of the North-
West at this prospective change. I believe
that it would be better, in the interest of
peace and harmony, to let the Bill stand
over until next session.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
has said a great deal that is reasonable, but
the facts are not exactly as he under-
stands them. The difficulty is, that there
is going to be an election immediately in
the North-West under the Act of this ses-
sion, which is practically a new constitu-
tion for that country. 1 presume as soon
as the Act which bas been passed becomes
law the writs will be issued and the elec-
tion will take place. The objection made
by the people of Alberta and Assiniboia
is that this division, as defined in the Bill
which bas already been passed, will give
to the people of Saskatchewan a very con-
siderably larger vote in the new Legis-
lature than they are entitled to by the
number of their population. That is the
objection which Assiniboia and Alberta
make, and it is in consequence of com-
plaints from the people of those districts
that the Government have thought it
right and reasonable that this Bill should
be passed. There is no design to
produce any effect on nationalities
at all. I do not know that it does
produce any such effect. I ·really must
confess that I have not considered exactly
what nationality the population may be of
those two small districts, but they are the
smallest, and the uniting of those two con-
stitutes the simplest and most reasonable
way of reducing the representation of
Saskatchewan by one member. As I have
said, if this law which we have already
passed goes into force there will be a pre-
ponderance of electoral power in Saskat-
chewan over and above the electoral power
of Assiniboia and Alberta, a preponderance
which it was not intended to give them,
and which it was not fair to the other
districts that they should have. That is
the sole reason why the Government pro-
p ose that the House should pass a small
Bill uniting two small constituencies of
Saskatchewan, so that the territory may
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have one member less. It seems to me
that the proposition is a fair one.

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

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

CONTINGENTS ACCOUNTS OF THE
SFNATE.

FIFTH REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. IREAD presented the Fifth Re-
port of the Committee on the Contingent
Accounts of the Senate.

The report was read at length at the
Table.

HoN. MR. READ moved that the report
be concurred in.

HoN. MR. ALMON-It is very unfair to
ask the House to adopt this report without
members having an opportunity of fami-
liarizing themselves with the contents of it.
The committee are very much to blame
for having put off presenting this report
to so late a period of the session. I have
nothing to say against it, because I do not
know the first thing of it.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE-It is quite
unfair to present such an important report
upon the very last day of the session.
There is no excuse for the committee
having delayed it, because such reports
have been made every year some days
before prorogation, so that we had time to
read them over and see what should be
done. There is one of these items, that
with respect to the restaurant, that I do not
concur in. If the restaurant keeper cannot
manage to pay his expenses with his
boarders when only a fifth or a axth of
the members of this House have aything
to do with it, it is too much to ask the
Dominion to make up to him what he loses
by not charging a paying price to his
boarders. The new Government appear
to desire to save money and carry on
the business of the country economically,,
but if they begin by voting money to the
keeper of the restaurant and to others it
will not be economy. It is only a few days
since that it was suggested that the salaries
of judges should be raised, but I think
before raising the salaries of judges we
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should consider the raising of the salaries
of Ministers. Judges are at no expense,
beyond the maintenance of their families,
while the Ministers have to incur many
expenditures that judges are not called
upon to make. I do not propose to discuss
the report, because I am not familiar with
the contents of it, and consider it is too
important a matter to have left it to the
last day of the session and then be asked
to concur in it.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-It is neither
riglit nor fair to have a report like this
held back until the last hour of the session.
The details of such a report should be con-
sidered, and we are not in a position to
discuss them. If the junior member from
Halifax takes the proper course, as I sup-
posed he would do from his remarks, and
as he bas the power to do, be. can stop this
report from being adopted. I am surprised
that the hon. gentleman, after the remarks
he made, has not taken that position, be-
cause if he bad I think he would be sus-
tained by a majority of the House. With
referonce to the stationery, there is oie
thing I object to, and that is the ink that
is supplied to us. Almost every business
bouse in Canada uses ink that is made in
the country, and I fail to see why we
should go to England to buy ink. The ink
we have been supplied with this session
is so destructive to pens that it corrodes
them in an hour's work.

HoN. MR. O'DONOHOE-I desire to ask
one question of the Premier: whether it is
fixed that prorogation will take place to-
morrow?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It is expected that
we shall be able to prorogue to-morrow.

HoN. MR. POWER-I think we all ex-
perience the regret expressed by one or
two hon. gentlemen that this report should
be submitted to us at so late a stage of the
session, and that we should not have an
opportunity of carefully considering it. I
do not know that the chairman of the
committee, or the committee, are quite as
much to blame, however, as might be sup-
posed. The committee met last week, ex-
pecting, I presume, that they would be
able to conclude the business for this
session, but there was such a mass of
business before the committee that a large

portion of it bad to be postponed until this
week. It was not easily prcticable to get
a meeting of the committee before Tues-
day morning; consequently, I do not think
the chairman of the committee is as much
to blame for the delay as might be sup-
posed. With respect to the nature of the
report, it proposes to increase the burden
upon the tax-payers of this country by an
amount of $400 or $500 a year. It will be
remembered that a report was submitted
by this same committee earlier in the
session, and the report was referred back to
the committee for reconsideration. That re-
port recommended that the sum of $2,800 be
paid to the widow of the late clerk assistant.
The report which we adopted a few minutes
ago ,reduced that amount to $1,000, in
addition to two months' allowance. The
other report recommended that our present
clerk assistant should be so appointed with
a salary of $2,800. His salary bas been
reduced to $2,500. The report further
recommended that Mr. Steven be appointed
second clerk assistant, with a salary of
$2,200. This report recommends that Mr.
Steven's salary be $1,800, so that as res-
p ects these three items there bas been a
large reduction upon the amounts that

were recommended by the committee at
the early part of the session and by the
full committee. There was a very large
meeting at the early part of the session.
The other two items are an addition of
$100 each to the salaries of two men who
have been in the public service for 30
years. I do not mean to say that those
gentlemen were not getting large enough
salaries ; however, faithful public servants
are not as plenty now-a-days as might be
desired, and I think the country does not
go too far in recognizing long and faithful
service by a slight increase of salary. It
is a very sad thing that we should have to
vote $500 without having ample time to
consider it, but we know that to-morrow
we shall be called on to vote forty millions
of dollars without time for consideration,
so we need not strain at a gnat and swallow
a camel.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-The hon. gentleman
bas not given us a good reason for adopt-
ing this report. He says that some items
of this report were before the committee
some time ago, and that we will save a con-
siderable sum by not adopting the report
too hastily. He has given us another
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illustration in the amount of the salaries of
the clerks, which he says are very mach
more in the direction of economy now than
they were before. He has only slightly
alluded to one of the main objections to the
report, that is, that it proposes to increase
the salaries of three officers of the House.
In my estimation, that is one of the most
objectionable features in the report. My
hon. friend on the other side of the House
imported into this discussion a matter
which did not properly belong to it, the
propriety of considering whether the sala-
ries of the judges might not be increased.
He enlarged upon that topic, but if he could
have heard the report read he would have
found the fact as 1 have stated it, that this
is not mere talk about increasing sala-
ries, but is actually increasing the salaries
of three of our officials; so it ought to
receive the condemnation of my hon. friend,
if he is so much opposed to increasing the
salaries of the judges. Under the circum-
stances-especially taking the argument
of my hon. friend from Halifax, who has
shown us clearly the very great advantage
of not adopting these reports hastily, but
taking time to consider them-I do not see
that the business of the House can suffer
by letting the report stand over till a future
session.

HoN. MR. ALMON-I have not the
slightest objection to the report myself,
because, as I said before, I have not read
it; but I have great objection to the mode
in which it was introduced in the Flouse.
With reference to the washing of the
napkins, I think if members get their
towels washed upstairs, byparity of reason-
ing the napkins downstairs should be
washed on the same terms. If the one
should be done at the public expense, so
should the other.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-I do not see
how blame can attach to the chairman of
the committee. How could he tell whether
the session would last three or five months ?
He must wait until such time as the
matters coming before his comm'ttee are
matured. How has the country suffered
by his not calling the committee together
sooner?

HON. MR. POIRIER-I do not think we
have been at all extravagant in making
this increase of the expenditure of the

House, considering that we have dimi-
nished the expenditure in another direc-
tion; but that is not the question. I be-
lieve our modus operandi is entirely unsa-
tisfactory. We have absolutely nothing to
guide us in making these increases of
salary but the preferences of individual
mnembers of the committee. I think we
should have some organization to deal with
these cases in a systematic way. I hope
next session that such a report will not be
brought in on the very last day, when it
cannot be even read, but that some arrange-
ment will be arrived at by which the whole
situation can be studied and no injustice
done to anyone, while employés deserving
of increases will get them. We must
remember that the employés of this House
depend upon us for justice, and it is our
duty to see that they meet with fair play
and are treated generously. I do not say
that we have not been generous to them
hitherto. but I think our mode of dealing
with the question is wrong. While I do
not oppose the report this year, I hope we
will next year be ready to proceed in a
more systematic way.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It is quite true,
as some hon. gentlemen have said, that
we have only increased the salaries by
about $500. That may he all right, or it
may not be right at all. On what princi-
ple have we increased them ? I understand
that what is donc is this: One hon. gen-
tleman moves that a certain official receive
one or two hundred dollars more, or that his
salary be the same as is paid to some other
employé. That being granted, another
hon. gentleman says: "<Here is another
man who has been as long in the public
service; let us increase his salary, too."
I think if we considered the position of
everybody it is possible that we should
not have conceded it. It seems to me
there is no principle at all in dealing with
our employés in that way. I agree that
they should be treated liberally and pro-
perly, but I do not see why an official
should get an increase of one hundred
dollars here because an official elsewhere
has had a similar increase. I quite agree
with the hon. member from New Bruns-
wick, that if we make these changes
we should agre.e upon a system on
which our people are to be paid,
and that their promotion and salaries
should be based on some fixed principle.
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We should discourage every attempt to
depart from a system which we may thus
introduce. When we do introduce it, lot
us stick to it. One of these votes, I under-
stand, was made because the clerk to whom
it was granted had been very attentive to
his work. Well, I am not at all sure that
that is a good reason. I do not oppose
the grant; it is hardly worth while, at
this stage of the session, to make any diffi-
culty about it; but to say that an official's
salary should be increased because he has
done his work well, or has been an old and
faithful servant of the House, is to suggest
that others who do not get such increases
have not done their work well, or are iiot
old servants of the House, or not faithful
employés. It seems to me that this re-
port is the offspring of gentlemen who
appreciate good work and desire to see it
rewarded. That is creditable to them to
desire to reward those who performed
their duties satisfactorily, but there is
nothing so calculated to produce difficulty
in the management of the staff as this
desultory way of dealing with the salaries
of the employés.

HON. MR. CLEMOW-I entirely agree
with the last remarks of the Premier. It
is un'fortunate that these recommendations
come down at this late period of the ses-
sion. Next year there ought to be an
organized system of dealing with those
matters.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-There are some
very important matters dealt with iii this
report besides the increases of salaries.
There is the audit of the accounts, and
there are other matters of importance,
and therefore I think it would be as well
to let the report be adopted.

HON. MR. CLEMOW-I am perfectly
willing to do so, but I think it is acting
on an erroneous principle, or rather on no
principle at all. You may depend upon it,
if you go on this way y'ou will never arrive
at a satisfactory conclusion. The true way
is to have a-committee appointed and put
the matter on a satisfactory footing. I shall
not make my motion, since the Premier
desires to have the report adopted; but I
think it would be better to let this matter
remain in abeyance until next session.

CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

A Message was received from the House
of Conimons with Bill (147) " An Act
further to amend the Dominion Contro-
verted Elections Act."

The Bill was read the first time.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the 41st
Rule of the House be suspended, so far as
it relates to this Bill.

The motion was agreed to.

The Bill was then read the second time,
and reforred to a Committee of the Whole
House.

(In the Committee.)

On the 3rd clause,-

HON. MR. POWER-There is some
objection to the concluding portion of that
clause. It is perfectly reasonable and
proper that the petitioner should make
an affidavit to his belief in the truth of
the allegations of his petition, but if, for
instance, as a result of perhaps a corrupt
agreement between the petitioner and the
party petitioned against, the petitioner
withdraws, it is unreasonable to expect
that an elector who, under the existing
law, may be substituted for the petitioner,
shall be expected to make "affidavit that
the allegations in the petition are true. An
elector may come in to prevent the carry-
ing out of this petition being withdrawn
on account of a corrupt bargain, and he
may not be in a position to make affidavit
as to the truth of the allegation of the
petition.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
will perceive the provision is very care-
fully guarded. It does not require the
elector who comes in to take up the
petition to swear that the petition is true.
He is only required to swear that he has
good reason to believe and does believe
that the petition is true.

The clause was agreed to.
On the 17th clause,-

The motion was agreed to, and the report HoN. MR. POWEiR-I remember that
was adopted. , there was a good deal of difference of
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opinion with respect to this particular
provision in the other House, and it is
impossible now to look at the existing law
with sufficient attention to see the full
force of it.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Under the exist-
ing law the petition is tried by one judge,
and this provision is made simply in
consequence of trial by two judges.

HON. MR. POWER-I think there was
a very strong opinion in the committee of
the other House that where the judges dif-
fer there should be an appeal, and it is not
very easy to teli from this Bill whether
there is an appeal or not.

HON. Ma. ABBOTT-There is no appeal.
It was agreed that there should be no ap-
peal.

HON. MR. POWER-That might satisfy
members very well, but I doubt if it sub-
serves the interests of justice.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-Tliere could
be no appeal where the judges differ, be-
cause the judges trying the appeal would
have to see the witnesses and hear the
evidence.

The clause was agreed to.

HON. Ma. CLEMOW, from the commit-
tee, reported the Bill without amendment.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

Bill (176) " An Act to amend the Rail-
way Act," was introduced and read the
first time.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the suspen-
sion of the 41st Rule of the House as
regards this Bill.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of the Bill. Ie said: This Bill is
simply for the purpose of making provi-
sion with regard to proceedings before arbi-
trators in the expropriation of lands for

railway purposes. It has been found, more
particularly in one province, that the arbi-
trators' who take down the evidence in
writing, make use of that provision in the
Act in order to protract the proceedings
to an unreasonable length. They have
two sessions a day, write the depositions
themselves, and spin out the proceedings
in that way to an unreasonable length. It
bas been suggested by persons who are
familiar with such proceedings that the
parties shall have the right of demanding
that the evidence be taken by shorthand,
and this is a Bill with one clause, author-
izing parties before arbitrators in expro-
priation proceedings to require that the
evidence be taken by means of shorthand,
and that the cost of the taking of the evi-
dence in that way shall betaxed as part of
the costs of the arbitration.

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

The Bill was then passed through Com-
mittee of the Whole, reported without
amendment, and read the third time and
passed.

TRANSFER OF PUBLIC PROPERTY
BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READ4NGS.

Bill (111) "An Act authorizing the
transfer of certain Public Froperty to the
Provincial Governments," was introduced
and read the first time.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved that the 41st
Rule of the House be suspended as regards
this Bill.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the Bill
be read the second time. He said: This
is a Bill authorizing the Dominion Govern-
ment to transfer over to the different pro-
vinces certain portions of the shores of
navigable waters and other portions of
territory with respect to which there have
been disputes between themselves and the
provincial Governments. This is yielding
up the bone of contention, and in this way
ending any further dispute on the subject.
The Bill was before the House and country
last session. It has been made a little
more comprehensive, and I ask that it be
read the second Lime.
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HoN. MR. KAULBACH-It does noti has been doubt as to the law on the
affect navigation or shipping ? subject. Of course, the courts and the

Goveinment were bound by this deci-
HON. MR. ABBOTT-No. sion of the Supreme Court, but 1 un-

derstand the present Minister of Justice,
HoN. MR. KAULBACH-These lands in his capacity as Attorney-General of

are ceded on the ground that it is not to Nova Scotia. recommended a grant of the
affect navigation ? Legislature with respect to the foreshores,

and ho felt bound afterwards, under the
HoN. MR. DEVER-How does it affect judgment of the Supreme Court, being

the grants that have been made before? guided by this case of Holman and Greene,
to decide that a grant of that sort was not

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-What we hand valid. The argument from convenience is
over to the Local Legislature is thatwhich all in favour of leaving the granting of the
is now in dispute between us and the Local foreshores to the local authority. I think
Government. The Local Legislature claim the Bill is a step in the right direction.
that where they own the land down to low There are certain reservations in it which
water mark it belongs to them. The Do- might be questioned by the local auth ri-
minion claim that the land between low ties, but I think the Dominion Government
and high water mark belongs to them, and have done right in giving up all that they
it is to put an end to all discussion about do not now occupy for their own purposos.
theseclaims, by handing the lands over to There is une thing susceptible ofcriticism,
the Local Government, which owns the ad- but at the same time the local peuple can
joining property, and is therefore botter question it if they please. 1 refer tu tho
calculated to take charge of them, that third clause,which provides forthedisposai
this Bill is introduced. by the prQvince of land near public works.

HON. MR. DEVER-The Government lioN. MR. ABBOTT-It is a more pre-
are to control the navigation ? cautionary measure.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-Yes.

HON. MR. POWEI--This Bill is decid-
edly a step in the right direction. In the
early days of Confederation it was gene-
rally held that the Local Legislatures had
the right to deal with those foreshores.
There was a case of Hlman and Greene
which arose in the Province of Prince Ed-
dward Island, with respect to the title of
some land covered with water, forming
part of the har bour of Summerside. There
was a lawsuit about it, which was argued
before the Supreme Court of Prince Ed-
ward Island, which unanimously decided
that the Local Logislature had the right to
deal with the foreshores. This case was
appealed to the Su preme Court of Canada,
and the decision of the Supreme Court of
Prince Edward Island was reversed. The
counsel for the claimant, who claimed un-
der the provincial grant, felt that the
decision of the Supreme Court of Canada
was not sound law, and ho wished to ap-
peal to the Privy Council, but his clients
were not sufficiently wealthy to enable
him to do that, and ever since that
decision of Holman and Greene there

HoN. MR. POWER-That is quite justi-
fiable on the part of the Dominion Gov-
erninent, but it may be objected to by the
local authorities.

HoN. MR. McCALLUM-What effect
will that have upon the fishing rights of
this country? If the Local Government
controls the foreshore ail along the lakes,
it will prevent the fishermen from drawing
their nets.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-They will be in
the same position as they were before. At
present the Dominion Government could
prevent thom drawing their nets, supposing
it to belong to them. It merely transfers
the jurisdiction over that to the Local Gov-
ernments.

HoN. MR. McCALLUM-As I under-
stand it, the right to license fishing would
belong to the Local Government?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-Yes.

HoN. MR. McCALLUM-It would not
be in the Dominion, but in the Local Gov-
ernment.
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HON. MR. ABBOTT-Yes.

HON. MR. McCALLUM-That is an im-
portant concession. On the great lakes I
know the privilege of fishing is obtained
by license from the Dominion Govern-
ment. Is the Local Government to have
control of the foreshore, and does that
privilege cease, so far as the Dominion
Government is concerned ? If so, it gives
the Provincial Governments control of the
right of the fishemen to haul their nets
and land their boats. I look upon it as a
virtual giving away of the fishing rights
along the great lakes of this country.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-It is a ques-
tion whether we have that right to give
away-whether it does not belong to the
provinces at present.

HoN. MR.McCALLUM-We havealways
held that right.

HON. MR. KAULBACH - We have
claimed the right.

HON. MR. McCALLUM-The fishermen
must now go to the Local Government, if
I understand the question before the
House, to get their licenses, and the Local
Government will control th m, instead of
the Dominion Government.

HoN. MR. POWER-I do not think this
Bill will alter the law with respect to the
fishermen at all. There are practically no
fores hores on the lakes. The Local Govern-
ments control the land down to the water's
edge. The Dominion Government have a
right to deal with the fisheries in navigable
waters.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-There is a special
reservation of the Dominion rights with
respect to the fisheries of inland waters in
the fifth clause of the schedule.

HON. MR. DEVER-I would sooner the
Dominion Government woild have control
over the deep water in some of the pro-
vince,.

HoN. MR. POWER-So they have.

HON. MR. DEVER-I have in my mind
now a large bay, the navigation of which,
to a very great extent, has been given
away to a company, who have boomed it
and shut everybody out, unless they man-

aged to go through a sea of logs. The
people who own the land on the shore of
this bay are excluded from the navigation,
and of course have no redress except
through the Local Government. If the
Dominion Government had control, as I
thought they had, of the navigable waters,
we could refer to them in case of dispute,
but at present there seems to be nobody to
appeal to except the Local Government,
and they, when appealed to, say that it
is navigable water, and that we must go to
the General Government. I should like to
know, before I go home, if the Dominion
Government gave up their right to navig-
able waters, which I thought they con-
trolled.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-We specially
keep it to ouirselves.

HON. MR. DEVER-In that case, these
parties should come under some restric-
tions, because they control all the naviga-
ble waters of this bay that I speak of.

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read the second time, and referred to a
Committee of the Whole House.

HoN. MR. ALLAN, from the commit-
tee, reported the Bill without amendment.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

DOMINION LANDS ACT
MENT BILL.

AMEND-

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READING8.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (165) "An Act
further to amend the Dominion Lands Act."

The Bill was read the first time.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
41st Rule of the House be suspended with
regard to this Bill.

HoN. MR. POWER-We have suspended
the Rule now with respect to some three
or four important Bills. I do not propose
just now to object to the suspension of the
Rule with respect to this Bill. It seems to
be a rather long one, and dealing with a
somewhat important subject. The leader
of the Government is aware that session
after session strong complaints have been
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made in the Senate with respect to this
practice of bringing Government Bills
down in the last days of the session, when
there is no time to consider them. If this
House has any value at all, its principal
value, at any rate, is supposed to be for
the revision of legislation from the other
branch of Parliament, and if we do not get
the most important measures until the day
before prorogation it is plain that it is out
of the power of this House to discharge its
most important function. I do not see that
the Government has any goo(£ excuse
for keeping these measures back to so
late a period of the session. There was
nothing to hinder the Government from
pressing their measures long ago. The
tact that committees of the other louse
were engaged in investigations of one
kind or another did not prevent the
Government getting their routine work
through in good time, and sending Bills up
here; but the fact is, we bave nearly all the
important measures of the session coming
up now the day before prorogation. The
Bill which we have just passed, with
respect to the foreshores, is of a very
important nature and calls for most care-
ful scrutiny. Hon. gentlemen are aware
that Bills amending the Dominion Lands
Act have always received a great deal of
attention here. How can the House give
attention to a long Bill, containing a num-
ber of clauses, which is brought before us
at this stage? I have not complained up
to the present time, but I think that the
Government have not doue their duty by
this House in connection with these Bills.

HoN. M. ABBOTT-I think my bon.
friend is a little unreasonable, but I do not
wonder that he should take an opportunity
of objecting, for I must say he has been
very complacent and obliging in further-
ing the business of the Flouse, so that I
have not much reason to find fault with
him for taking this objection, though I do
not think it has very much fiundation. My
hon. friend must remember that an unu-
sual number of Bills have been passed
during this session. I think we shall be
able to say that every measure which was
referred to by His Excellency in bis open-
ing speech has been passed this session,
something which has never, in my recol-
lection, been the case before ; and these
Bills-not only these Bills, but a great
number of other important measures have

been passed, have been coming up from
day to day during the whole session. There
has been no accumulation of Bills to pass
at the end of the session, and to-day the,
accumulation which my hon. friend
speaks of, consists simply of four
Bills. There must be some Bills to
pass at the end of the session, other-
wise we should not be sitting. If there
were no Bills to pass in the other House
to-day we should have prorogued. I must
say I differ from my hon. friend in think-
ing that sending up four Bills on the last
day of the session is not trespassing on
our patience. We have the whole night
before us, if necessary, to discuss them. I
do not see -the necessity, for my part, of
spending a large amount of time on a Bill,
the details of which and of the law we are
familiar with. I can see at a glance, and
do see at a glance, and my lon. friend sees
at a glance, in what respect the Bill alters
the existing law. I must say, though,
my bon. friend has been very moderate in
bis objections; if be had made others, I
should have thought this one quite un-
founded. As lie has not made any others,
I admit, for argument's sake, that lie bas
some ground for it, but I do think it is
very small indeed.

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

The Bill was then passed through a
Committee of the Whole, and read a third
time, without amendment and without
debate.

SUBS[DIES IN AID OF THE CON-
STRUCTION OF CERTAIN

RAILWAYS BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

Bill (175) "An Act to authorize the
granting of Subsidies in aid of the con-
struction of lines of Railway therein men-
tioned," was introduced and read the first
time.

HON. Ma. ABBOTT-I move the sus-
pension of the 41st Rue of the House as
regards this Bill. The Bill makes no new
grant; it simply revotes mostly balances of
former grants, and in no instance does it
make any new grant to any railway.

The motion was agreed to.
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The Bill was then read the second time,
passed through Committee of the Whole,
and read the third time without debate.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that when
this House adjourns to-day it do stand
adjourned until Il a.m. to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 6 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, Sept. 30th, 1891.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 11
o'clock, a.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SUPPLY BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (177) " An Act for
graniting to fier Majesty certain sums of
money required for defraying certain ex-
penses of the Public Service for the finan-
cial year ending 30th June, 1892, and for
other purposes relating to the Public
Service."

The Bill was read the first time.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved that the 41st
Rule of the House be suspended with regard
to this Bill.

The motion was agreed to.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved that the Bill
be now read the second time. He said: This
Bill, I think, in substance, bas twice passed
this House; portions of grants for almost
every purpose have been already voted on.

HoN. MR. POWER-The hon. Prime
Minister was good enough to remind us
that we had already passed portions of this
Bill. He will remember that we did not
discuss the other portions which have
been passed. They were passed to meet
urgencies. Now, we have the whole Bill
here, and it is a very formidable one.
We have a couple of hours at our dis-
posal, and I do not know that they

could be more profitably employed than
in considering the varions items.
There has been a good deal said about the
item to increase the indemnity to members,
and I think perhaps it is to be regretted
that we are called upon to vote an addi-
tional amount for the purpose indicated,
but the present indemnity was based on a
three months' session, or a session not ex-
ceeding 100 days, beginning in the month
of January, or usually in the early part of
February, which I think is the best time to
begin a session, and ending in the early
part of May. Now, we have had a session
of five months, which las run over the
active business period of the year, and which
must have caused very serious loss to
gentlemen who are engaged in active busi-
ness operations. I think that an indemnity
of $1,000 for a three months' session, be-
ginning in the early part of February, is a
much better thing than an indemnity of
$1,500 for a session lasting from April
until October. I only hope that the Gov-
ernment will try and avoid, in future,
adopting the course of calling Parliament
together at such an inconvenient season of
the year. Some hon. gentlemen-the hon.
igentleman fron Lunenburg-has suggested
January. Hon. gentlemen will remember
that on two occasions within the last few
years Parliament was summoned in Jan-
uary, and I am sure everyone will say that
it was our experience that we gained
nothing by meeting in January. Experi-
ence bas shown that the best time for the
meeting of Parliament is the early part of
February. (Cries of "No; no.") Hon.
gentlemen say " No," but that las been our
experienco. We did not get away a day
earlier when we met on the 16th January
than when we met in February, and there
is this to be borne in mind: business men
generally take the month of January to
settle up the business of the preceding year,
and it is often inconvenient for them to
leave their business before February. I do
not think there is likely to be any very
serious opposition to this Bill. I do not
think that anyone will move that the Bill
be thrown out on account of the particular
item that I refer to. I looked to see the
hon. gentleman from Lunenburg move that
the Supply Bill bô thrown out on account
of the presence of that item in it. Yester-
day he and one or two other hon. gentle-
men felt disposed to reject the report of tne
Contingencies Committee because it in-
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voived a sum of about $500 going to the
servants of this House.

HON. MR. CLEMOW-That was not the
reason at all.

HON. MR. POWER-Of course, these
gentlemen, to be consistent, would be dis-
posed to dispense with the $500 that is
going to the members.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH - I do not
think it is fair of my hon. friend to bring
my name conspicuously before the House
in reference to these small items in the
report of the Committeo on Contingent
Accounts. I did not object to any one of
them, although I believe that no one item
was carried on its own merits, as each one
on the committee had some object to
attain, and by combination the whole of
these items were passed, many of which
would not have carried on their own
merits. The report was brought down at
the last day of the session, when we had
not time to look into it. I really do think
that Parliament should meut in the begin-
ning of January. It would be the best
time of the year for all concerned. The
session would thon be through in time to
let business men away, and farmers living
in the North-West would be at home in
time to begin their spring operations.
Taking it all round, I believe the sense of
this House is that as soon after the New
Year as possible, would be the proper
time to call Parliament together. I regret
that this Bill does not contain several items
that are not provided for; but taking into
consideration the reduction in the revenue,
by removing the duty off sugar, I presume
the Government are not prepared to enter
upon any new expenditures. We have
this satisfaction of knowing that although
we expend a large sum of money we gen-
erally spend it out of revenue, and our
increase of debt is smaller now than it was
during the time of the Governmnt that
was supported by my hon. friend from
Halifax.

HoN. MR. FLINT-I think this particular
item that we are talking about is in the
right direction. I do not see why, if we are
detained here five months instead of three,
we should not have some allowance. I think,
however, it would be better, under all the
circumstances, if the Government would

take into consideration during the recess
the question of fixing the indemnity at a
higher rate than it bas been heretofore.
We are as well deserving of it as they are
in Australia or the United States. In
Australia, I believe, $2,500 is the sessional
allowance. If in that country they can
afford it, I am sure Canada cati; and par-
ticularly we can afford $1,500, as well as
we can afford $13 a day to pay the wages
and eating expenses, and travelling
expenses in addition, of an arbitrator, who
does less work and who is not detained
away from his home as we are. It would
be well if the Government would consider
during the recess the advisability of in-
creasingthe indemnity to $1,500 for 100
days, and if gentlemen are determined to
linger and not do the work of the session
in 100 days, to deduct $50 or $25 a day for
every day they work beyond that. It
might have a good effect. It would reduce
the amount of unnecessary talk in the
other House, that is made to fill up the
Hfansard and to enable those who make
the, speeches to point out to their con-
stituents: "See what speeches 1 made! "
I am always in favour of fair play, and am
willing to take what is given to me, but I
think, under the circumstances, the plan I
suggest would be better than to have to
come down, if there is a long session, and
ask for further indemnity. it does not look
quite right. Still, it is no more than is
honest and just, and I do not blame the
Premier if he does not like it, and I do not
think my hon. friend from Halifax is quite
sincere when he says he thinks it is not
quite right.

HoN. MR. POWER-Excuse me; i did
not say that I do not think it is right; I
said I thought it was perfectly right.

HoN. MR. FLINT-I think the indemn-
ity should be such that räembers should
not be pinched down to $3 or $4 a day after
paying for their board and washing, etc.
While I am on my feet, there are some
other things I should like to say a little
about. For instance, in this House we are
a great part of the time in darkness, and
we are burning wood every day this hot
weather to blow a bellows to keep us cool.
Those north windows, beautiful as they
are, if they were changed to common
glass, and made so as to open and let in
the light of heaven upon us, and to give
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us the pure air which comes from God,
I think we would be far better off than
being cooped up here in semi-darkness
in 80 or 90 degrees of heat. There is not
enough ventilation in this House to carry
off the foul air. I throw out the hint, and
I trust the Premier will take a note of it.
Here we are burning four or five cords of
wood every day to keep us cool. Who
ever heard of such a thing ? I venture to
say there bas been more expense for fuel
during this summer session of Parliament
than there has been in any session hereto-
fore for the same period.

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

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I receive with
thanks and with gratitude the suggestions
which my hon. friends have made with
respect to the meeting of Parliament, and
I shall certainly communicate to my hon.
colleagues the suggestions for giving us
fresh air, instead of the bad air which
proceeds from the House. With regard
to the length of the session, I do not know
that anybody can be blamed or reproached
for it. It is most unfortunate that it
should have been so long. It is most
unfortunate that circumstances should
have rendered it necessary that Par-
liament should have been called at
such a period of the year, and as far as I
can influence such matters in future it
shall be my study to have the House called
together at a time when its business can
be done with the least possible injury to
the public. Of course, one cannot settle
beforehand at what time the House can be
called, because there are often questions to
be considered connected with the public
service which may render it necessary to
call it a little earlier or a little later; but
certainly early in the winter, at as early a
period as convenient after the holidays,
Parliament shall be called together as a
general rule. With reference to the
additional indemnity, I must say that no
indemnity was ever better earned than
that which we voted yestorday to the
members of both Houses. There is no
comparison between the loss and injury
which is caused to the members of these
two Houses by spending their whole sum-
mer, their whole business season at Ottawa,
and the usual custom of expending three
to four months of the winter season here,

when business is comparatively slack. If
we were to calculate by any known process
the loss which members have sustained,
the additional loss over that of an ordinary
session, it would not be merely $500 we
should have voted. The actual loss that
has been sustained has been infinitely more
than that, and I cannot avoid using this
occasion to repeat again the gratification
that I have felt, and my colleagues have
feit, and the approbation which I think
the country must feel, towards men who
have so patiently and so tenaciously stuck
to their posts through a most arduous and
most unpleasant session, apart altogether
from the unpleasantness of having it in.
summer. I venture to hope that some
good bas been done. I venture to hope
that the foundation bas been laid for
measures that will be of service to the
country in future, and I also think the
session has been unusually prolific in legis-
lation. We have not had a great many
Bills pretentious in their appearance and
often useful in their substance, but we have
had a large number of excellent measures,
useful in remedying defects in former
legislation, in other instances entirely new,
in other instances only remedying errors,
omissions or deficiencies of one kind or
another informer legislation; andwe have
a number of those Bills, a very large num-
ber of what I think will prove to be
excellent measures, and I may say also,
as I have stated before, that it is almost
unparalled the exactness with which the
pledges made to the House. or the quasi
pledges made to the House in His Excel-
lency's Speech in the opening of the session,
have been fulfilled. Every measure which
His Excellency spoke of in his Speech bas
been passed. The only eiception is a
measure that was not intended to be put
through this session-that is, the Criminal
Code-a Bill of great importance indeed,
requiring a vast amount of labour and re-
search, and one in which every individual
man in the Dominion is interested more or
less; and it was always intended that that
Bill should be laid before the Housein one-
session and retained until the next, to give
the country an oppòrtunity to criticize it
as it mayduring therecess. Thatis the only
Bill, I think, mentioned in the Governor's
Speech atthe commencement of the session
that bas not been actually passed, and there
are a number of other -Bills which were
not referred to that have also been passed.
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I think, on the whole, we may congratulate
ourselves on having done our duty in a
useful and practical manner during the
session, and I hope that what we have
donc will have far-reaching effects on the
country. I move the third reading of the
Bill.

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

THE COPYRIGHT LAWS.

MOTION.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons with an Address to the Imper-
ial Government on the subject of the copy-
right laws.

The Address was red at the Table.

HON. Mr. ABBOTT-You have heard
the Address which has been passed by the
House of Commons on the subject of the
copyright laws, and I presume it suffi-
ciently explains itself. No doubt hon. gen-
tlemen are also familiar themselves with
the subject of the Address. It is really a
very simple matter, and I am a little sur-
prised that it has not long ago been finally
disposed of. This Address is proposed to
be sent to Her Majesty in the hope that
it may accelerate the placing of Canada in
the position that she should occupy with
regard to copyright. The circumstances
are very simple: they are detailed in the
Address. It appears that up to the time of
Lord Grey's circular letter in 1846, com-
plaints had been made against the enforce-
ment of the English Copyright Act: that
then Lord Grey proposed, by his circular,
practically to give the Local Legislatures of
the colonies precisely the power which this
Address now asks should be given to them,
that is to say, that they may have the
power to legislate upon copyright in their
own Legislatures, the circular-letter pro-
posing, however, that there should be a
certain restriction or limit as to their
jurisdiction, in so far as the legis-
lation passed by them should receive
the sanction of the Queen in Council
before becoming law. That proposition
was made, but was never carried out, and
in our constitution we conceive we have
the power given us to legislate with re-
spect to copyright, and we have done so.
The Act of 1889, to which the Address re-

fers, makes rather broader provisions with
regard to copyright than were contained
in previous Acts, and in anticipation of
Rome discussion on the subject with the
Home Government the operation of the
Act was suspended until a proclamation
should issue putting it in force, and of
course communication was made to the
Imperial Government stating the fact,
calling attention to the Bill and asking the
consent of the Home Government to issue
the proclamation. That consent we have
not yet obtained. The Minister of Justice
took occasion to bring this matter up in
England when he was there a year or so
ago, and had a considerable discussion on
it with the Colonial Minister. It was
thought at that time that matters were
roceeding to an adjustment that would
e satisfactory to this country, but noth-

ing has since been done, and we have
thought it best to ask the Houses to place
their views and their request for the re-
moval of all doubts as to their right to en-
act such legislation as this before Her
Majesty, in the shape of a formal Address
of both Houses. This is the Address that
has just been read, and which I now ask
to be adopted. I move that this House
agree with the House of Commons by fill-
ing up the blank with the words "Senate
and."

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 12
noon.

o'clock,

SECOND SITTING.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair ut
2:45 p.m.

FRAUDS UPON THE GOVERNMENT
BILL.

COMMONS AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN\

A Message was received from the House
of Commons to return Bill (U) " An Act
respecting Frauds upon the Government,"
and to acquaint the Senate that they had
made certain amendments to the Bill.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT- Hon gentlemen
will 'perceive that the Bill is amended to
provide for a kind of corruption which we
did not deal with in our Bill, and I think
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it is perhaps fortunate that we gave the
House of Commons an opportunity to
assist us in making the measure perfect,
as I must assume it is now, since it has
received the assent of both Houses. I
nove that the amendments be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to.

TRADE WITH FOREIGN NATIONS.

MOTION.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons informing the Senate that
they had agreed to the Address to Her
Majesty with reference to trade relations
with foreign nations, with an amendment.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The object of this
amendment is to restrict the direct appli-
cation which we make to Her Majesty for
denouncing the most favoured natiion
clause to the treaties with the Zollverein
and Belgium. The other countries to
which this clause applies have a compara-
tively insignificant trade with us, with the
exception of Spain, and it is just possible
that including Spain in the request which
we are making to the Imperial Govern-
ment might be disadvantageous to us.
We are anxious to preserve our trade with
Spain, at all events with her colonies, and
the suggestion that was made by my col-
leagues in the House bas been agreed to
by myself, that we should strike out the
portion of the clause which would comprise
the treaties with the smallest countries and
also with Spain, leaving our special request
to Her Majesty to be confined to the Zoll-
verein and Belgium. I think that is a
right thing to 4o, and I ask this House to
concur in it. I move that the amendment
be concurred in.

The motion was agread to.

The Senate adjourned during pleasure.

PROROGATION.

BILLS ASSENTED TO.

At 3 p.m. the House resumed.

Ris Excellency the Governor General
took bis seat upon the Throne. The mem-
bers of the Senate being assembled, Ris
Excellency was pleased to command the
attendance of the House of Commons, and

that House being present, the following
Bills were assented to, in lier Majesty's
name, by fis Excellency the Governor
General, viz.:-

An Act to amend the Acte repecting the Harbour
of Pictou in Nova Scotia.

An Act to correct a clerical error in the Act fifty-
third Victoria, chapter eighty-one, intituled: " An
Act respecting the Great North-West Central Rail-
way Company."

An Act to provide for the marking of Deck and
Load Lines.

An Act respecting the Shipping of Live Stock.
An Act to encourage the production of Beet Root

Sugar.
An Act further to amend the " Exchequer Court

Act."
An Act respecting the Inspection of Ships.
An Act further to amend " The Inland Revenue

Act."
An Act respecting certain Female offenders in the

Province of Nova Scotia.
An Act respecting the Ontario Express and Trans-

portation Company.
An Act to amend the Acts respecting the Duties of

Customs.
An Act respecting the Baie des Chaleurs Railway

Company.
An Act to amend chapter one hundred and thirty-

five of the Revised Statutes, intituled : " An Act re-
specting the Supreme and Exchequer Courts."

An Act respecting the Rathbun Company.
An Act respecting the North Shore section of the

Canadian Pacific Railway.
An Act to amend " The Dominion Elections Act."
An Act further to amend the Act fifty-second Vic-

toria, chapter four, intituled : "An Act to authorize
the grantin. of Subsidies in Land to certain Railway
Companies. '

An Act to authorize the granting of Subsidies in
Land to certain Railway Companies.

An Act to amend the Acts respecting the North-
West Territories.

An Act further to amend " The Dominion Contro-
verted Elections Act."

An Act to amend "The Railway Act."
An Act authorizing the transfer of certain public

property to the Provincial Governments.
An Act further to amend " The Dominion Lands

Act."
An Act to authorize the granting of subsidies in aid

of the construction of the lines of Railway therein
mentioned.

An Act respecting Frauds upon the Government.
An Act further to amend the Acte respecting the

North-West Territories.

Then the Honourable the Speaker of the
House of Commons addressed RHis Excel-
lency the Governor General as tollows

"MAY IT PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCY:

" The Commons of Canada have voted certain Sup-
plies required to enable the Governtnent to defray the
exipenses of the Public Service. .

' In the name of the Commons, I present to Your
Excellency the following Bill:- .

'An Act for granting to Her Majesty certain sumns
of money required for defraying certain expenses of
the Public Service, for the financial year ending the
30th June, 1892, and for other purposes relating to the
Public Service.'

"To which Bill I humbly request Your Excellency's
assent."
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To this Bill the Royal Assent was signlified
in the following words:-

" In Her Majesty's name, His Excellency the Gov-
ernor General thanke lier Loyal Subjects, accepts
their benevolence, and assents to this Bisc."

After which His Excellency the Governor
General was pleased to close the FiRST
SEssION of the SEVENTH PARLIAMENT Of'
the DoMINION with the following

SPEECH:
Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate:

Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

tion of the lives of persons employed upon them,
while the Act respecting the foreshores of the Domin-
ion and the obstruction of navigable waters will
remove a possible source of dissension between this
(Government and the provinces.

Notwithstanding that the rsuilt of the census shows
a less important increase in population than was
expected, it is satisfactory to observe the continuance
of the general prosperity of the countty. And the
bountiful harvest with which Providence bas blessed
us this year will give a fresh impetus to the settle-
ment of the North-West, and to the enterprise and
industries of the country generally.

It is gratifying to perceive that you have felt justi-
fied in reduîcing the duty upon sugar to the extent of
about three millions of dollars, thus materially lessen-
ing the cost of an article of universal consumption,
and that you have not judged it necessary to provide

I desire to convey to you my high appreciation of -for replacing revenue to the extent of more than half
the earnestness and assiduity which you have devoted the reduction thus made. It is a further recommen-
to your Parliamentary duties during this protracted dation of this important measure, that while it largely
session. reduces the cost of a necessary article of food, it pro-

I have also to express my sympathy in the regret vides for supplying the consequent loss of revenue by
which you and the whole Dominion must feel, and the imposition of duties on luxuries only.
which I sincerely share, for the lamented loss of the The extensive frauds upon the Government by a
late Prime Minister, the Right Honourable Sir John group of contractors, and the irregularities of certain
A. Macdonald, who died full of years and honours, persons in the Civil Service, which have been dis-
in the midst of your deliberations ; and I congratulate covered. in investigations by your committees, are
you and the country upon the moderation and much to be regretted. The punishment withwhich
patriotism which you manfested in that crisis, and many of them have already been visited, the steps
which enabled the legislative business of the country which are to be taken in regard to others, and the
to be continued without serious interruption. operation of the statute you have passed for their

An agreement was made in June last, between repression in future, will, I trust, have the effect of
Great Britain and the United States of America, for preventing their recurrence. And it is the intention
the practical cessation of seal fishing in Behring's of my Ministers to procure the issue of a Commission
Sea during the past season, with a view to the pro- to investigate the organization of the Civil Service and
tection of seal life, pending an investigation by report as to measures for its improvement.
experts, in which this country has taken part, into the The question of the restriction or prohibition of
question of the necessity of measures for preventing the liquor traffic has also been occupying the attention
its extinction. The report of the experts lias not yet of my Ministers ; and a Commission will issue during
been received, and the negotiations for the settlement Recess to enquire into, and report upon, this impor-
of the questions which have arisen on the subject are tant subject.
proceeding, but are otill incomplete.

I am pleased to observe that, in anticipation of a Gentlemen of the House of Commons:
friendly conference with the Governnent of the United I thank you for the liberal provision which youStates, on the subject of the extension and develop- made for the requirements of the Public Service.
ment of our trade with that country, and other im-
portant matters, the provisions of the protocol of Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate,
1888, known as the modus vivendi, have been extended. Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

The measures you have concurred in passing are In ta
important and useful. The reorganization of the I n g leave of you for the pesent, it is with an
Legislature of the North-West Territories and the earnest desire for your happinmes and prosperity in
readjustment and increase of its powers, are just your several homes.
tributes te the eminent capacity for self-government
which that important and rapidly increasint section TuE SPEAK ER of the Senate then said:
of Canada has manifested. The Acts for the improve- Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate, and Gentlemen ofment of the law respecting elections will, I hope, be the House of Commons:found beneficial, by simplifying procedure and facili-
tating the repression of corrupt practices. The mea- It is His EXCELLENCY THE GoVERNOR GENERAL'S
sures respecting the cattle trade, the loading of ships, will and pleasure, that this Parliament be prorogued
theregistration of trademarksand the Vice-Admiralty until Monday, the ninth day of November next, to
courts will prove advantageous to trade, commerce be here held, and this Parliament is accordingly pro-
and shipping. The enactments respecting the inspec- rogued until Monday, the ninth day of November
tion of ships must prove of great value in the protec- next.

672



INDEX

TO

DEBATES OF THE SENATE
OF THE

DOMINION OF CANADA,

1891.
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the respective subjects.

PART Il. constitutes an analytical index to all subjects debated.

The following abbrevations are used:. Amt., Amendment; Aind., Amended;

B., Bill; Cl., Clause ; Co., Company; Cofn., Committee ; Com. of the W., Committee

of the Whole House; Corresp., Correspondence ; Govt., Goverument ; H.E., His

Ex., His Excellency; H. of Commons, House of Commons; Impl., Imperial; Incorp.,
Incorporation ; Inqy., Inquiry; Inquies., Inquiries; Ins., Insurance; M., Motion,;

m., moved; Mfg., Manufacturing; Rep., Report; Res., Resolution; Ry., Railway;

W., Whole House.

On a Division: C., Content; N.-C., Non-Content.

lst R., 2nd R., 3rd R., lst, 2nd and 3rd Readings.

*, Without comment or debate.

BILLs which have become STATUTEs have the chapter added in each case:
(54-55 Vict., cap. .)





L-INDEX TO SENATORS.

ABBOTT, Hon. J. J. C.
"ACT RELATING TO RAILWAYS," B. (A).

Ist R.*, 4.

ADAmsoN, MR. J., gratuity to widow. See
" Contingent Acets. Coin."

ADJOURN M EN TS •

(Ascension Day), for two days,-Notice of M.,
18, 19.

M., 32.
- On Amts. to extend period, 36.
(Corpus Christi), M., 47.
(On Premier's death), M., 86.
(St. Peter's and St. Paul's Day and Dominion

Day), M., 135.
(16th July), on Mr. Dever withdrawing his

M., 241.
-- Remarks in reply to inluiries, 242.
(17th-29th July), M., 265.
(4th-Sth Sept.) on M. (Mr. Stevens) for, 558.
(29th Sept.), till11 a.im. to-morrow, m., 667.

ANMIRALTY JURISDICTION, in Canada; B. (13).
Introduced*, 224.
2nd R. n., 229; in debate, 233-4-5-6.
Reference to Coin. of the W., to-morrow, m.,

237.
In Coin. of the W. ; on 6th cl. (local judges)

and Amt. (Mr. Power) to exclude barristers
fron appointment, 239.

On 9th cl. (powers of local judges), 239, 240.
On l th cl. (surrogate judges), 240.
3rd R. n., 240.
Judge Sinclair, retention of ; reply to Mr.

Scott's inqy., 240.

-- JUDGES' SALARIES, scale of ; B. (153).
Introduced*, 295.
2nd R. m., 305 ; replies to remarks, 305.
3rd R.*, 413.

ALBERT RY. Co., payment of employés.
Reply to inqy. (Mr. McClellan) as to inten-

tion of Govt., 447 ; on Mr. Power's remarks
thereon, 448-9.

ALBION MINES SAVNoS BANK, charter exten-
sion, &c. ; B. (113).

Introduced*, 143.
Suspension of 41st Rule and 2nd R. m., 143-4.
In Com. of the W., 144.
3rd R.*, 144.

ALEXANDER, HON. MR., vacation of seat.
Reference to Com. on Privileges m., 19, 20, 21.
In Com., 3 weeks adjt. and notification m., 21,

25.
On report of Coin., postponement m., 37, 38.
To re-commit, for report as to notice given,

m., 48.
Adoption of report, seat vacated, m., 57-8.

APPROPRIATION AcTs. See " Supply Bills."

ABBOTT, Hon. J. J. C.-Continued.

AUDIT ACT AMT.; office rules; removais; B. (137).
Introduced*. 301.
2nd R. in., 345.
3rd R.*, 412.

BAIE DES CHALEURS Co.'s B. (82).

On M. (Mr. Ogilvie) for 2nd R.*, 268.
On M. (Mr. Tassé) for adoption of 2nd Report

of Ry. Coin. (for order for attendance of C.
N. Armstrong as witness), and questions of
procedure thereon, 367, 369, 370.

On Amt. (Mr. Bellerose) to refer Report back,
for Com. to give its procecdings, and on
further questions of order and procedure,
386-7-8-9, 390.

On M. (Mr. Tassé) for an Order of the Senate
to Mr. Armstrong to attend Coin. and pro-
duce papers, 391.

On Mr. Armstrong being sunmoned to the
bar, 441.

On M. (Mr. Vidal) for adoption of 6th Report
of Com. (non-attendance of witnesses) ; on
Mr. Power's remarks, as to the action there-
on, 576 ; on Mr. McInnes's remarks, 577.
--- CORRESP. WITH LT. -GOV. OF QUEBEC.

Reply to inqy. (MIr. Bolduc), 584.
On M. (Mr. Miller) for the papers, 586.
Replies to Inquiries (Mr. Scott) respecting the

papers, 595-6.
BEET-SUGAR, BOUNTY ON; B. (168).

Introduced*, 534.
2nd R. m., 539; in debate, 540.
3rd R.*, 557.

BEHRING SEA CONTROVERSY, -Action of the Impl.
Govt.

Reply to Mr. McDonald's inqy., 62.

BILLS OF ExCHANGE Act Amt. B. (B).

Introduced*, 60.
2nd R. m., 64-5-6.
In Coni., on Mr. Power's amt. to strike out cl.

5, 70-1-2-3.
-- further debate on 5th and 7th els., 77-

8-9, 80.
3rd R.*, 83.
Amts. of H. of C. (signatures of acceptor, &c.,)

concurrence n.. 300.

BILLS, DELAY in printing of.

Remarks on the 2nd R. of Citizens' Ins. Co.
B., 73.

BILLS, GOVT., procedure with.

On suspension of 41st Rule (Dom. Lands Act
Amt. B.) ; on Mr. Power's protest against
tardiness in submitting Govt. measures to
Senate, 666.



6.-INDEX TO SENATORS.

ABBOTT, Hon. J. J. O.-Continued.
BILLS, REFERENCE to the proper Com.

On Pembroke Lumber Co.'s B., decision that
Mfg. Co. Bs. should go to Coin. on Banking
and Commerce, 163.

BILL REJECTED (Whirlpool Bridge Co.'s B).
Suggestion that H. of C. btinformed, 201.

BILLS, SUB-AMT., substantive, on 3rd R.

On Vancouver Dock B.. Sub-Amt. on 3rd R.,
requirinig notice, being practically a sub-
stantive M., 188.

BODY-SNATCHING, penalty for; B. (P).
On M. (Mr. McMillan) for adoption of Report

of Special Com., and suggestion for reference
to Com. of the W., 297-8.

In Com. of the W. ; on suggestion for reprint-
ing as amd., 299.

BOUCHER, MR., salary of. See " Contingent Accts.
Coin."

BROCKVILLE AND S. STE. MARIE Ry., subsidy. See
" Railways, Subsidies to," B.

BURGESS, MR., Depy. Min. of the Interior.
Reply to inqy. (Mr. McInnes, B. C.), as to

resignation, 596-7.
CABINET CHANGES. See "Ministerial Changes."

C.P.R., BRANDON BRANCH, land grant. See
"Railways, land subsidies to," B.

C.P.R., NORTH SHORE SECTION, cancellation of
bonds on agreement for new works, &c. ; B.
(170).

Introduced*, 595.
2nd R. m., 597 ; on Mr. Power's suggestion

for proviso for Ry. ferry steamers at Quebec,
599.

3rd R.*, 610.

CANALS. See " Welland," &c.

CARLETON BRANCH RY., St. John, sale of ; B.
(158).

Introduced*, 466.
2nd R.*, 493.
In Coin. of the W. ; on provisions of the B.,

513-4.
3rd R.*, 517.

CATTLE, BONDING for slaughtering. See "Cus-
toms Act Amt." B.

FRIEGHT RATES, to England.

Reply to inqy. (Mr. Reesor) as to disparity of
-rates from American and Canadian ports,
602.

SHIPPING OF, Act. See " Live Stock."

- SLAUGHTERING OF IMPORTED. See
"Custoins Act Amt."; also debate on " Live
Stock Shipping Act."

-- PRECAUTIONS AGAINST DIsEsE. See
same debate.

CENSUS, presentation of Report.

Reply to inqy. (Mr. Wark), 526.

ABBOTT, Hon. J. J. Ç.-Continued.

CHIGNECTO MARINE RY. subsidy; B. (97).
Introduced*, 12-2.
2nd R. m., 136.
In Com. of the W.; on lst cl. (extension of

time, &c.), 174. On 2nd cl. (relief from
penalty), 175.

3rd R.*, 175.

CHURCH ORNAMENTS, free entry of.
Reply to Mr. Girard's inqy., 74.

CITIZENS' INSURANCE CO., B. respecting (H).
Introduced*, 67.
2nd R. m., 73.
(Reported from Banking Con. with Amt.,

104).
3rd R.*, 107.
Amts. of H. of C., concurrence m,, 282.

CIVIL SERVICE; Royal Commission; Inspector,
. &c.

Reply to Inqy. (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington),
469, 470.

(See also " Government Frauds " B.)

CIVIL SERVICE SUSPENSIONS, &c.
Reply to inqy. (Mr. McInnes, B. C.) as to

resignatioù of Mr. Burgess, &c., 596-7.
COLONIES AND FOREIGN TREATIES.

M. for Address to the Queen, for abrogation
of " most favoured nation" clauses, 610 ; on
Mr. Boulton's proposed amts., 615; on Mr.
Scott's remarks, 617-8-9; on Mr. Mac-
donald's and other Senators' remarks, 644-5,
647-8-9. Slight amts. (suggested by Mr.
Power) m., and passing as and. m., 650.
Amt. of H. of C. (restricting application to
Zollverein and Belgium) concurrence m.,
671.

AND G. B., closer trade relations.
On M. (Mr. Wark) for Address, for Govt. to

consider and open negotiations, 559-60.
--- RIGHTS OF, in copyright legislation.

M. for concurrence with Commons in Address
to the Queen, 670.

_ _- WEST INDIAN, RECOVERY OF TRADE.

Reply to inqy. (Mr. Wark) as to Govt.
measures for, 594.

COMBINATIONs, TRADE. See "Trade."
COMMITTEES, Standing, Appointment, m., 26.

Divorce, on suggested changes in, 30-1.
Addition of newly appointed Senators m., 61.
(Reports. See "Library," "Printing," &c.)

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS COM., Reports of.
Ist Report: On M. -Mr. Read) for adoption;

on salaries of messengers, &c., 32.
3rd Report: On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption;

salaries, on promotion, of Messrs. Boucher
and Stephen. Amt. m.·, to re-commit for
further consideration, 192.

2nd Report : On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption;
gratuity to widow of Mr. J. Adamson,
207-8. Amt. m., to re-commit for further
consideration, 244.

4th Report: On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption;
on promotion and salary of Clerk Asat., 656.
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ABBOTT, Hon. J. J. C.-Continued.
5th Report: On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption;

reply to Mr. O'Donohoe, respecting proro-
gation, 660 ; on general question of officials'
salaries and promotions, 661 ; on audit of
accounts, &c., 662.

CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS ACT. See "Dominion."

COPYRIGHT ACT AMT.; prosecution directly by
party interested ; B. (141).

Introduced*, 301.
2nd R. m., 345.
3rd R.*, 413.

COPYRIGHT, right of Canada to legislate upon.

M. for concurrence with Commons in Address
to the Queen, 670.

COLBIN, J. C., Patent extension;. B. (30).
On M. (Mr. McKindsey, in absence of Mr.

McMillan) for 2nd R., 293.

CUSTOMs ACT AMT. ; sugar bonding cl. struck
out, &c. ; B. (156).

Introduced*, 432.
2nd R. m., 437 ; reply to inqy. (Mr. Power)

respeccing bonding of aninials, 437.
3rd R.*, 445.

CUSTOMS DUTIES, Amt. ; sugars, tobaccos, alco-
hols and their products ; salt; B. (155).

Introduced*, 592.
2nd R. m., 596.
Suspension of 41st Rule, and 3rd R. m., 596.

CUSTouS DUTIES on Church ornaments.
Reply to Mr. Girard's inqy., 74.

-- , EXPORT, on Sawlogs.
Reply to Mr. Flint's inqy., 205.

DANISH CRIMINAL IMMIGRATION.
Reply to inqy. (Mr. Boulton) on prevention of,

241.

DECK AND LOAD LINES, marking of; B. (106).
Introduced*, 466.
2nd R. m., 511.
In Coin. of the W. ; on cl. 7, sub-sec. 6, and

Mr. Drummond's suggested Aint. (keeping
vessel marked) 525. On cl. Il (inspectors'
travelling expenses), 525-6.

3rd R.*, 526.

DISINTERMENT, UNLAWFUL. See " Body-snatch-
ing " B.

DIvoRcE CASE, and ques. of custody of children
by petitioner. See " Ellis, Mahala, Divorce,"
B.

DIVORCE COURT for Canada.
In debate, on appointment of Stand. Coin., 30.

DIvORcE COURTS, establishment of ; B. (O).
On M. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) for 2nd R., 153.

DOMINION CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS ACT Amt.;
B. (147).

Introduced*, 662.
Suspnsion of 41st Rule, and 2nd R. m.*, 662.
In Com. of the W.; on 3rd cl. (substitution of

an elector for petitioner, affidavit required),
662; on 17th cl. (trial by tîwo judges), 663.

3rd R.*, 663.

ABBOTT, Hon. J. J. C.-Continued.

DoMINIoN ELECTIONS ACT FURTHER AMT. ; B.
(146).

Introduced*, 601.
2nd R. m., 610.
In Coin. of the W. ; on a proposed Amt. (Mr.

Power) to add to lst cl. of sec. 56 (oath to
candidates, against bribery), 651-2.

3rd R. m., 652.

DOiIN ION LANDS ACT, further Amt. ; perfection
of homestead entries, &c. ; B. (165).

Introduced*, 665.
Suspension of 41st Rule m., 665 ; on Mr.

Power's protest against tardiness of submit-
ting Govt. measures to Senate, 666.

2nd R.*, 666.
3rd R.*, 666.

DUTIES. See "Custons" and "Inland Revenue."

DUTY, EXPORT, on Timber, imposition of.
Reply to inqy. (Mr. Flint) in the negative, 205.

EDMONTON, location of public buildings.
Reply to inqy. (Mr. Girard), 495.

ELECTIONS See " Dominion Elections Act";
" Dom. Controverted Elections Adt"; "Fran-
chise Act Amt."

ELECTORAL FRANCHISE ACT. See "Franchise."

ELLIS, MAHALA, DIVORCE; B. (I).
On M. (Mr. Clemow) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.

McCallum), to strike out cl. giving petitioner
custody of the children, 159.

ELLIS, MR., Supt. of Welland Canal.
On Mr. McCallum's M. for statement, 88.

ExCHEQUER COURT Act Ant. ; extension of
jurisdiction over copyrights, &c. ; B. (117).

Introduced*, 466.
2nd R. m., 503 ; reply to inqy. (Mr. Kaulbach)

respecting appeal, 503.
In Coin. of the W. ; on 3rd cl. (appointment of

judges pro hac îice), reply to Mr. Power's
inqy., 524.

Amts. of Coin. of the W., concurrence m.*,
535.

3rd R.*,.535.
(See also " Suprene Court Act Amt." B.)

ExPLOSIVES, IN SHIrS, carrying of. See
" Ships."

FARM, GOVT., REPORTS, distribution of.

On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of 2nd Rep. of
Printing Con., 120.

FARMERS' BANK OF RUSTICO. See "Rustico."

FEMALE REFORMATORY, N. S. See "Nova Scotia."

FIRES, PRESERVATION OF TIMBER FROM. See
" Manitoba."

FISHERIES ACT AMT. ; purse-seining prohibited
B. (122).

Introduced*, 301.
2nd 'R. m., 450; in debate, 454, 459, 460,

462-3.
Reference to Com. of the W. to-morrow m.,

463.
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ABBOTT, Hon. J. J. O.--Continued.

In Com of the W. ; debate on provisions of the
B., 483-4-5. On Amt. (Mr. Almon), to
substitute lien on vessels for confiscation,
489-90. On Ist cl., remarks as to convic-
tion and appeal, 504. On 2nd cl. (moiety to
prosecutor), remarks as to fishery officers,
504-5.

3rd B. m., 507.

FISHERY RiGHTS oN FORESIIORES. See " Fore-
shores, transfer to Provincial Govts." B.

FISHING BOUNTIES, increase of amount ; B. (152).
Introduced*, 414.
2nd R. in., 435.
M. into Com. of the W., 438.
In Coin. of the W. ; ni. to add 6th cl.

(regulations ; verification of claims on oath),
440.

3rd R.*, 445.

FiSHiNG, SEAL. See "Behring Sea."

FISHING VESSELS, U.S. (Modus viiendi), B. (10).
Ist R*, 40.
2nd R. to-morrow ni., 40, 41.
2nd R. 7n., 48, 50, 51-52.
In Com. of the W., 52, 55-6-7.
Suspension of Rule 41, and 3rd R. m., 57.

FisHING VESSELS, U.S., seized at Eastport.
In debate on Fisheries Act Aint. B., 459, 462.

FOREICN TREATIES. See " Colonies and Foreign
Treaties."

FORESHORES, TRANSFER, to Provincial Govts.
B. (111).

Introduced*, 663.
Suspension of 41st Rule, and 2nd R. m., 663;

replies to inquies. respecting fishery and navi-
gation rights, 664-5.

3rd R*, 665.
FRANCHISE ACT AMT. ; restriction to British

subjects, &c. ; B. (145).
Introduced*, 268.
M. for 2nd R. to-morrow, 268.
2nd R. ,n., 281 ; reply to Mr. Scott, 282.
Suspension of 41st Rule and ref. to Com. of

W., m.*, 282.
3rd R. m., 282; reply to Mr. Power, 282.

FRAUDS UPON GOVERNMENT, B. See " Govern-
ment."

FRAUDULENT MA RKING (white-lead, &c.), penalty;
B. (140).

Introduced*, 432.
2nd R. m., 442.
3rd R. to-morrow ni., 466 ; 3rd R. ni., 467.

FRENCH LANGiTAGE, use of. See " Manitoba";
also " N. W.T. Acts Andt. " B.

GOVERNMENT, FRAUDS UPON; bribing, &c., of
officials ; B. (U).

Introduced*, 542
2nd R. m. 563; in debate thereon, 567-8.
In Com. of the W.; on lst el., M. to amd. and

remodel sub-sec. f. (extending the list of
offences), 580. Sub-sec. h. ; Amt. m. (inodi-
fying it, as to receiving permissible gifts),
580; Ait. (Mr. Dickey) as to periods,
accepted and m., 581. Reply to further in-
quies. (Messrs. Reesor, Dickey), 581.

ABBOTT, Hon. J. J. Ç.--Continued.

Report of Com. of the W.; concurrence m.*,
586.

3rd R.*, 586.
Amts. of H. of C. (contractors subscribing to

election funds) concurrence m., 670.
(See also " Civil Service Commission," &c.)

GOVERNMENT PIERS, WHARFAGE. See " Har-
bours and Piers " B.

GRAIN, "COMMERCIAL GRADE." See "Inspec-
tion Act Amt."

GRAIN, W EIGHERS OF. See "Weighers of Grain.'

GRAND JURY SYSTEM, abolition of.
On Mr. Gowan's M. for corresp., 106.

GRAVE DESECRATION. See " Body-snatching " B.

GREAT EASTERN RY., subsidy. See "Railways."

GREAT MACKENZIE BASIN. See "Mackenzie."

GREAT NORTHERN RY., subsidy. See "Railways."

GREAT N. W. CENTRAL RY. Co.'s B. (162).

On M. (Mr. Clemow) for 3rd R. ; inqy. as to
running of road, 534.

operation of road.
Replies to inquies. (Mr. Boulton) as to date,

-583, 601.

HALIFAX FEMALE REFORMATORY. See "Nova
Scotia."

HARROURS AND PIERS ACT AMT. ; wharfage dues;
B. (115).

Introduced*, 295.
2nd R. ni., 306.
3rd R.*, 413.

HAYTHORNE, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.
Eulogium of, 38ï.

"HAZEL DELL, " arrest of Captain. See " Ryder."

HUDSON BAY RY. See " Winnipeg and Hudson
Bay."

IMMIGRATION OF CRIMINALS, DANISH.

Reply to inqy. (Mr. Boulton) on prevention of,
241.

IMPERIAL FEDERATION. See "Colonies and G. B."

INDIAN ACT, Ait. ; trespass, &c. ; B. (144).
Introduced*, 414.
2nd R.*, 435.
In Com. of the W.; on lst and 2nd els. (fine

for trespassing on reserves), 465. Reply to
inqy. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) as to fishing
leases in N.-W., 465.

On order for 3rd R., M. to re-commit for amt.
(reduction of penalties for trespass), 466.

3rd R.*, 466.
INDIAN AFFAIRS IN N. -W. See "Mackenzie

Basin."

LANDS B. See "Ontario."

INDEMNITY TO MEMBERS, increased.
Remarks on 2nd R. of Supply B., 669.

INLAND REVENUE ACT Amt. ; increased duties
on malt, whiskey and tobacco, &c.; B. (116).

Introduced*, 534.
2nd R. m., 542.
3rd R.*, 563.
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ABBOTT, Hon. J. J. O.-Continued.

INSPECTION ACT AMT. ; "Commercial grade"
grain; B. (S).

Introduced and lst R. m., 414.
2nd R. *, 435.
3rd R.*, 437.

INSPECTION OF PETROLEUM. See " Petroleum."

INSPECTION OF SHIPS ACT; appointment of in-
spectors; powers; penalties, &c. ; B. (149).

Introduced*, 534.
2nd R. ni., 539.
3rd R. ni., 562; reply to Mr. Power respecting

1lth and 12th els. (penalties and prosecu-
tions), 562-3.

INTERCOLONIAL RY. ; Govt. lines in Que., N.B.
and N.S. declared part of; B. (105).

lntroduced*, 295.
2nd. R. 11., 303.
3rd R.*, 346.

, change in management of.
Reply to inqy. (Mr. Power), 292.

INTERCOLONIAL TRADE; M. respecting. Sce
" Colonies."

INVERNESS AND VICTORIA RY. AND MINING CO.'S
B. (136).

On M. (Mr. Almon) for 2nd R., and Mr.
Miller's request for postponement, 295.

JUDGES, ADMIRALTY. See " Admiralty."

-- COUNTY COURT. See " Justice, Admin-
istration of."

JUIDES' SALARIES, INADEQUACY OF.

Reply to inqy. (Mr. Dickey) as to Govt.'s in-
tention of remedying, 607, 609.

JUDGES' SALARIES, (ADMIRALTY). See "Admiralty
Judges' Salaries " B.

JUSTICE, ADMINISTRATION OF; County Court
judges; Retired judges; Provincial assize;
Fees; Provincial Courts; B. (14).

Iitroduced*, 106.
2nd R. m., 133.
In Com. of the W. ; on 2nd cl. (County Court

judges acting in other districts), 160.
3rd R. m.*, 161.

KEEWATIN AND MACKENZIE BASIN. &e " Mac-
kenzie."

KINGSTON, SMITH's FALLS, &c., Ry., Subsidy.
See " Railways."

LANDS ACT, DOMINION. See " Dom. Lands Act."

LANGEVIN, SIR HECTOR. eSee " Ministerial ex-
planations."

LEAD, W HITE.-See " Fraudulent marking."
LEGISLATION ACCOMPLISHED during Session.

In debate on Supply B., 669.
In debate on Dom. Lands Act Amt. B., 666.

LEONARD, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.

Eulogium of, 38.
LIBRARY COM., lst Report of,

(Purchase of Bourinot's and Todd's works,
&c.) ; postponement of consideration m., 107,
168, 586, 651.

LIQUOR LAW. See "Prohibitory."

ABBOTT, Hon. J. J. C.-Continued.
LIvE STOCK SHIPPING ACT; B. (154).

Introduced*, 466.
2nd R. m. 497; in debate (respecting also

slaughtering in Canada of imported cattle),
498, 500.

In Com. of the W. ; on 3rd cl. (Govt. regula-
tions), 522. On 7th cl. (violation a misde-
ineanour), 523.

On order for 3rd R. ; Amt. ni., for addition to
7th cl. (penalty on the ship), 526.

3rd R. m., 526 ; in debate (respecting also
precautions against impot ting diseased cattle,
and respecting slaughtering in Canada), 528,
531-2, 534.

(See also " Cattle freight rates to England.")

MACDONALD, THE RT. HON. SIR JOHN A.
Critical state of health, announced, 61.
Decease, announced, 83; adjt. (8-17 June) m.,

5 ; funeral arrangements, 86.

MACKENZIE BASIN, exploration, &c., of.

On Mr. Girard's M. for reports upon, 59.
On his M. for Return of receipts and

expenditures, 82.
On his M. for Select Com., 100.

MANITOBA ; FIRES, preservation of timber fron.

Reply to inqy. (Mr. Boulton) as to Govt.
measures, 586.

MANITOBA, official use of French language.

On Mr. Girard's M. for corresp., 43.

MANITOBA, Separate schools.

On Mr. Girard's M. for corresp., 46.

MAN. S. W. COLONIZATION RY., land grant. See
" Railways, land subsidies" B.

MARKING, FRAUDULENT (LEAD). See "Fraud-
ulent marking " B.

MARKINGOF SHIPS. See "Deck and Load Lines."

MASTERS AND MATES, certificates of; classifica-
tion, coast, inland and minor waters; B. (12).

Introduced *, 2950
2nd R. in., 304 ; replies to Messrs. Miller and

Kaulbachs 304.

MILEAGE OF MEMBERS ; B. (43).

On M. (Mr. Power) for 2nd R., 166.
In Com. of the W. ; on lst cl., and Amt. (Mr.

Power) fron one point in Canada to another
by direct route, 206-7.

MILITIA, N.W. campaign, land grants; B. (159).

Introduced *, 467.
2nd R. m., 512.
In Coin. of the W. ; on scope of B., 526.
3rd R.*, 526.

MILL-REFUSE, IN RIVERS. See " Navigable
Waters" B.

MINISTERIAL CHANGES.

Reply to Mr. Power's inqy., 21.
Renarks, on Mr. Scott's ques., on Premier's

death, 86.
Announcenient, upon formation of Cabinet, 89,

90, 96-8. '
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ABBOTT, Hon. J. J. C.-Continued.
Reply to Mr. Scott, respecting Public Works

portfolio, 432.
Reply to Mr. O'Donohoe,-Sir H. Langevin's

resignation, 539.
Announcement-Sir H. Langevin's resignation

acceptèd, 562.
MINUTES, delay in printing of.

Remarks, on 2nd R. of Citizens Ins. Co. B., 73.
Modw vivendi. See "Fishing Vessels."

MONTREAL AND ATLANTIC Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (29).
On M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R., and Amt. 'Mr.

Power), rights of South Eastern Ry. bond-
holders), 333, 335.

MONTREAL AND OTTAwA Ry., subsidy. See
" Railways subsidies," B.

MONTREAL HARBOUR COMMRS. Act Amt. B. (95).
Introduced *, 106.
2nd R. m., 134.
In Com. of the W. ; M. to add a 5th cl. (auth-

ority to borrow $1,000,000), 161-2.
Report of Com. of the W. ; adoption m.*, 192.
3rd R.*, 192.

MOTION, WITHDRAWAL, notice having been given.
On Mr. Dever's withdrawing M. for adjt, 241,

242.

NAVIGABLE WATERS Act Amt., prohibiting saw-
dust; B. (D).-(Mr. Clemow).

On 2nd R., 128, 130, 132.

NAVIGATION, rights on Foreshores. See " Fore-
shores, transfer to Provincial Govts." B.

NEWFOUNDLAND, and its Treaty with U. S.
In debate on nodus rirendi B., 53, 55-6.

NEwFOUNDLAND, arrest, " Hazel Dell." See
" Ryder."

NIAGARA WHIRLPOOL BRIDGE. See "Whirpool."
N. W. T. ACTS Aint. ; Legislative Assembly,

constitution and extended powers of, &c. ; B.
(126).

Introduced *, 523.
2nd R. m., 536 ; in delAte, 537.
On Order for Com. of the W. ; on Anit. (Mr.

Bellerose) to amd. 18th cl., in favour of per-
nanency of dual language, and sub-amt.
(Mr. Armand) to strike ont entire cl., 551.

In Com. of the W. ; on 3rd cl. (3 years' As-
sembly), reply to Mr. Macdonald, B.C., 554.

On 6th cl. (powers of Assembly), remark on
regulation of liquor traffic, 554 ; further on
this point, 555. Remarks and replies on
a ointment of territorial officers, fnnctions

Ministry, &c., 554-5-6.
On llth cl. (charge in lieu of indictment, for

criminal procedure), reply to Mr. Kaulbach,
555.

On 16th cl. (unlicensed liquor traffic), replies to
Messrs. Perley and Power, 556.

On 20th cl. (schedule of electoral districts),
Amt. m. to sub-secs. 10 and 11, (Moose Jaw),
556. Remarks as to further Amts. to
schedule required, 557.

On 19th cl. (Assembly's regnlation of liquor
traffic), Amt. m. (restricting powers to repre-
sented districts), 557.

ABBOTT, Hon. J. J. O.-Continued.

On Order for consideration of Amts. ; post-
ponement asked, 563.

Amts. of Com. of the W., concurrence m., 581.
On Order for 3rd R., reference to Coin. of the

W. m., for Amts. as to numbers of lots; also
divisions, East Assa., 584.

3rd R. m.*, 585.

N.W.T. AcTs, FURTHERAMT.; districtof Batoche;
B. (V).

Introduced, 657.
Suspension of 41st Rule m., 658.
2nd R. m., 658; reply to Messrs. Girard and

Bellerose, 659.
3rd R.*, 659.

N.W.T. ; FIRES, preservation of timber from.
Reply to inqy. (Mr. Boulton) as to Govt.
ineasures, 586.

N.W.T. REPRESENTATION AcT AMT. ; deposit,
in currency; B. (148).

Introduced*, 295.
2nd R. m., 343; reply to Mr. Scott, 344.
M. into Com. of W., 431 ; on Amt. (Mr. Mc-

Ines, B.C.) for instruction to Com. to add
provision for voting by ballot ; adjt. of de-
bate m., 432.

In resumed debate, 435-6.
3rd R.*, 437.

N. W. T. ; SCHOOL GRANTS, continuance of.
Reply to inqy. (Mr. Girard) in affirmative, 203.

NOVA SCOTIA FEMALE (R.C.) REFORMATORY; B.
(R).

On Order for 2nd R., postponement requested,
164.

In Com. of the W., on lst cl. (committal to
reformatory) on Govt. inspection, and ap-
proval of rules, 214-15.

On 9th cl. (Industrial Refuge) as to period df
committal, and (10th cl.) provision for main-
tenance, 216, 219.

On l th cl. (education of convicts), 220.
On Order for 3rd R. and M. (Mr. Power) to re-

commit for amt. ; on Govt. approval of
rules, and on transfer of incorrigible offen-
ders to Penitentiary, 225-6.

In Com. of the W., further respecting rules,
226-7.

ODELL, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.

Remarks upon the death of, 266.

ONT. AND QUE. AccOUNTS, Settlement; B. (E).
Introduced*, 60.
2nd R. m., 66.
l Coin. of the W., 74.
3rd R.*, 75.

ONT. ExPRESS AND TRANSPORTATION CO.'S B.
(151).

On consideration of Amts. of Com. on Bank-
ing and Commerce (option of abandoning
stock and ceasing responsibility), and Mr.
Power's suggestion to further amd. (on Ist
call only), 579.

ONT. INDIAN LANDS, Settlement; B. (A).
Introduced*, 60.
2nd R. m., 63, 64.
In Com., 68.
3rd R.*, 68.
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A

Introduced*, 466.
2nd R. n., 492.
In Com. of the W. ; M.

superfluous, 512.
3rd R.*, 512.

to strike out cl. 2 as I

PIERS, WHARyAGE AT. See " Harbours and
Piers " B.

PRINTING COM., 2nd Report of.
On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of (distribution

of Govt. Farm Reports), 120.

PRINTING OF MINUTES AND BS., delay in.
Remarks, on 2nd R. of Citizen's Ins. Co. B., 73.

PRIVY COUNCIL, ex-Speakers appointed to; an-
nounced, 61.

formation of Cabinet. See " Ministerial
Changes."

PROHIBITORY LIQUOR LAW.

On M. (Mr. Vidal) for Select Com. on peti-
tions received, 127.

PROPERTIES, TRANSFER B. See " Foreshore."

PROVINCIAL ACcOUNTS SETTLEMENT B. See
" Ont."

.BBOTT, Hon. J. J. O.-Continued.

ORDER, on question of.
M., on withdrawal of (Mr. Dever), notice

only having been given, 241, 242.
- question of.

On Mr. Power's remarks, after a decision of
Speaker, 492.

question of.
Sub-Amt., on 3rd R. of B. (Vancouver Dock),

requiring notice, being a substantive M.,188.
OSHAwA RY., subsidy. See " Railways."

PARLIAMENT, DATE of calling.

Reinarks, on 2nd R. of Supply B., 669.
DISQUALIFICATION FOR, of shareholders

in subsidized companiles, &c.
Question of order (on Mr. Power's remarks,

after Speaker's decision), 492.

INDEMNITY, increased.
Remarks, on 2nd R. of Supply B., 669.

PASSENGER SHIPS, safety of. See " Ships."

PATENT ACT AIT. ; suit directly by party inter-
ested; B. (142).

Introduced*, 301.
2nd R. m., 346.
3rd R.*, 416.

PATENT EXTENSION B. See " Corbin."
PEACE AND MACKENZIE RIVERS. See "Macken-

zie Basin."

PEMBROKE LUMBER Co. Incorp. B. (26).
On M. (Mr. Clemow) for reference to Private

Bs. Com. ; decision that Mfg. Co. Bs. should
go to Com. on Banking and Commerce, 163.

PETROLEUM Inspection Act Amt. ; lubricating
oil exempted ; B. (157).

Introduced*, 432.
2nd R. m., 437.
3rd R.*, 445.

PICTOU, N..S., Harbour Commission B. (150).

ABBOTT, Hon. J. J. C.-Continued.
PROVINCIAL JUDGES' SALARIES B. See "Admi-

ralty Judges."
PURSE-SEINING PROHIBITED. See " Fisheries

Act."

QUARANTINE, on sheep and swine in U. S.
Reply to Mr. Reesor's inqy., 82.

QUE. AND L. ST. JoHN RY., subsidy. See "Rys."

QUE. AND ONT. AccoUNTS B. See "Ont."

QUEBEC GOVT., CRISIS IN.
Reply to inqy. (Mr. Bolduc) whether any cor-

respondence, 584.
On M. (Mr. Miller) for correspondence, 586.
Replies to inquies. (Mr. Scott) respecting the

papers, 595-96.

QUEBEC, Ry. FERRY STEAMERS FOR. See "C.
P.R., North Shore Branch," B.

QUEBEC SKATING CLUB, sale of land to; B. (160).
Introduced,* 467.
2nd R. m., 500.
3rd R.,* 523.

RAILWAY ACT AMT. ; arbitration proceedings in
expropriation, shorthand report; B. (176.)

Introduced,* 663.
Suspension of 41st Rule, and 2nd R. m., 663.
3rd R.,* 663.

RAILWAYS, CASH SUBSIDIES TO-

Brockville, Westport and S. Ste. Marie Ry.
Great Eastern Ry. ;
Great Northern Ry.
Kingston, Smith's Falls and Ottawa Ry.
Montreal and Ottawa Ry.
Oshawa Ry. ;
Que. and Lake St. John Ry.;
St. Lawrence and Saguenay Ry.;
South Ont. Pacific Ry.;
Tobique Valley Ry. ;

Revotes of subsidies ; B. (175).
Introduced*, 666.
Suspension of 41st Rule, and 2nd R. m., 666.
3rd R*., 667.

RAILWAYS, LAND SUBSIDIES TO.

C.P.R., additional (Brandon Branch); and
Man. S. W. Colonization Ry., additional
grant; B. (173.)

Introduced*, 655.
Suspension of 41st Rule, and 2nd R. m., 655;

reply to Mr. Power, and on general ques.
of subsidies, 655-56.

3rd R*., 656.

Red Deer Valley Ry. ; change in grant; B.
(169.)

Introduced*, 601.
2nd R. m., 650; reply to Mr. Kaulbach, 651.
3rd R. m., 653; explanation that wrong B.

had been put through Coin., 654; on gen-
eral question of land subsidies to Rys., 654.

RECIPROCITY QUESTIONS. See " U.S."

RED DEER VALLEY Ry., land grant. See "Rys."

REFORMATORY, FEMALE, N. S. See "Nova
Scotia."
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ABBOTT, Hon. J. J. O.-Continued.
REPORTS, GOVT. FARM, distribution of.

On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of Printing
Coin. Report, 120.

REVENUE AND AUDIT ACT. See "Audit Act."

RIVERS, SAWDUST IN. See " Navigable Waters."

RULES, SENATE, Revision of.

On suggestion of Mr. Wark, 243.

RUsTICO, FARMERS' BANK OF, Continuance of
Incorp., &c. ; B. (40).

Introduced*, 144.

Suspension of Rules and 2nd R. ni., 144.
3rd R.*, 144.

RYDER, CAPTAIN, of " Hazel Dell."
Reply to ingy. (Mr. Boulton) as to arrest of,

in Newfoundland, 297.
ST. JOHN, CARLETON BRANCH Ry. Sec " Carle-

ton Branch Ry."
ST. LAWRENCE AND SAGUENAY RY., Subsidy. See

" Railways."

SALARIES ANI) GRATUITIES, Senate. See " Con-
tingent Acets. Coin."

SAWDUST iN RivERS. See " Navigable Waters."

SAWLOGS, Export Duty on, imposition of.
Reply to inqy. (Mr. Flint) in the negative,

205.

SCHOOL GRANTS IN N.W.T. See "N.W.T."

SCHOOLS, SEPARATE. See "Manitoba."

SEALS. See " Behring Sea."

SENATE AND CoMMîoNS Act Aint. See " Mile-
age of Members " B.

SENATE RULEs, Revision of.
On suggestion'of Mr. Wark, 243.

SHEEP AND SwINE, quarantined in U.S.
Reply to Mr. Reesor's inqy., 82.

SHIPPING oF LIvE STOCK ACT. See "Live Stock."

SH1IPS, DECK AND LOAD LINES. See "Deck, &c."

SHIPS, INSPECTION OF, ACT. See "Inspection."

SHIPS, MASTERS AND MATES OF. See " Masters."

SHIPs, SAFETY OF, ACT, Amt. ; penalty for car-
rying explosiv es in passenger ships ; B. (44).

Introduced*, 295.
2nd R. in., 303.
3rd R*, 346.

SHORES, TRANSFER, to Provincial Govts. See
" Foreshores."

SINCLAIR, JUDGE, retention of.

Reply to inqy. (Mr. Scott), 240.

SOUTH ONT. PACIFIC RY., subsidy. See "Rys."

SPEAKERSHIP; Appointment of Hon. J. J. Ross.
Congratulations offered, 592.

SPEAKERS (Ex-), appointed P. C., announced, 61.

.A.BBOTT, %Ion. J. J. O.-Continued.
STEAMBOAT INSPECTION ACT Amt.; exemption of

foreign registered vessels, &c. B. (85).
Introduced*, 295.
2nd R. ni., 343.
In Coin. of the W.; Amt. m. (to include a pre-

vious amending Act), 413-14. Concurrence
in Amt. m., 432.

3rd R. mn.*, 432.

STEPHEN, MR., salary of. See " Contingent
Acets. Con."

SUGAR (BEET) BOUNTIES. See "Beet Sugar."

SUGAR BONDING. See " Customns Act Amt."

SUPPLY BILL, partial (127).
Ist R.*, 210.
M. for 2nl R. to-morrow, 210.
2nd R. in., 222.
Suspension of 41st Rule and 3rd R. ni., 222.

SUPPLY BILL, further partial (167).
Introduced*, 523.
2nd R. ni., 523.
3rd R.*, 523.

SUPPLY BILL, final (177).
Introduced*, 667.
Suspension of 41st Rule and 2nd R. ni., 667.
3rd R. n. ; remarks on ventilation of Chamber

date of calling Parlt. ; indemnity of mem-
bers ; legislation accomplished. 669.

On legislation acconplished ; in debate also on
Don. Lands Act Ant. B., 666.

SUPREME AND EXCHEQ. COURTS Act Amt. ; ap-
peals ; reference of constitutional questions,
&c.; B. (138).

Introduced*, 467.
2nd R. ni., 500 ; in debate, 501-2-3.
In Coin. of the W. ; on 3rd cl., Amt. mn. (ap-

peal direct from Court of Review, Quebec),
524.

On 5th cl. (order of hearing appeals), 524.
Concurrence in Airits. of Com. pf the W. nt*,

535.
Aint. m. (Quebec appeals-amount), 535.
3rl R.*, 535.
Amts. of H. of C. (definition of appealable

cases, &c.), concurrence in., 601.
(Ste al.o " Exciequer Court Act Amt." B.)

SwINE, BoNDING tor slaughtering. See " Cus-
toms."

TARIFF. See "Customs " and "l Inland Revenue."

TIMBER, EXPORT DUTY, imposition Of
Reply to inquies. (Mr. Flint) in the negative,205.

TIMBER, PRESERVATION FROM FIRE. See " Mani-
toba."

TOBIQUE VALLEY Ry., subsidy. See " Rys."
TODD'S PARI.IA.MENTARY GOVERNMENT.

Library Com.'s Report, recomnmending purchase;
postponement of consideration m., 107, 168,
586.

TRADE, COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF; B. (15).
On M. (Mr. McCallum) for 2nd R., 391.
In Coin. of the W. ; on the lst cl. (eliminating

words " unduly," &c.), and Amt. (Mr. Vidal)
to add proviso (not to affect proper business
arrangements), 433-4.
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ABBOTT, Hon. J. J. C.-Continued.

TRADE, INTERCOLONIAL, Ms. respecting.
" Colonies."

TRADE MARKS ACT Amt. B. (F).
Introduced*, 60.
2nd R. m., 66.
In Com. of the W., 75-6.
3rd R. n.*, 77.

TREATIES, FOREIGN. See " Colonies and Foreign
Treaties."

UNITED STATES:

- AND NEWFOITNDLAND TREATY.

In debate on Modus. lVirendi B., 53, 55-6.

- DUTY ON TIMBER EXPORTED TO.

Reply to Mr. Flint's inqy., 205.

FIsiNG VESSELS SEIZED AT EASTPOR&.

In debate on Fisheries Act Amt. B., 459, 462.
- MOoUS VIVENDI B. See " Fishing
Vessels."

-- QUARANTINE ON SHEEP AND SwINE.

Reply to Mr. Reesor's inqy., 82.

- RECIPROCITY WITH.

In debate on Modus Virendi B., 51-2-3, 55-6.
See al.,o debateson " Colonies, Trade Relations,"

"Colonies and Foreign Treaties," &c.
VANCOUVER DOCK Co. INCORP. B. (51).

On M., (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) for 3rd R., and
Mr. Mclnnes' re(uest for postponement, 166.

On M. (Mr. Macdonald) for 3rd R., Amt. (Mr.
McInnes) precluding a Dom. Govt. subsidy,
and sub-Ant. (Mr. Bellerose) to strike ont
entire subsidy cl. ; on ques. of Order, that
the sub-Amt. is a substantive motion, re-
quiring notice, 188.

VENTILATION OF CHAMBER.

Remarks, on 2nd R. of Supply B., 669.

WEIGHERS OF GRAIN, appointment of ; B. (T).

Introduced and lst R. m., 414.
2nd R.*, 435.
3rd R.*, 438.

WELLAND CANAL, Supt. of (Mr. Ellis).
On Mr. McCalluin's M. for statement, 88.

WESTERN COUNTIEs RY., Digby to Annapolis.

Reply to inqy. (Mr. Wark), amounts expended,
.conditions of transfer, 432.

WEST INDIES, TRADE RELATIONS with. See
" Colonies."

WJIARFAGE DUES. See "Harbours and Piers" B.

WHIRLPOOL BRIDGE CO. INcoRP. B. (58).
On adoption of Com.'s Report, rejecting the

B. ; suggestion that H. of C. be in-
formed, 201.

WHITE-LEAD. See "Fraudulent marking."

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY Ry. Co.'s B. (119).
Introduced*, 240.
On Order for 2nd R. ; on Mr. Power's objec-

tion (B. not distributed), 2nd R. to-morrow
m., 241 ; remarks, on ques. of adjt., 242.

ABBOTT, Hon. J. J. Ç.-Continued.

2nd R. m., 244. On Amt. (Mr. Scott) for 6
months' hoist, 250. On sub-Amt. (Mr.
McCallum) for postponement until more
definite information be given, 407-8-9, 410-
11-12.

In Com. of the W., Amt. m. (requiring previ-
ous approval of location by Govt.), 435.

3rd R*, 437.
WOOD, A. F., Commissr. of Rys. and Canals.

On M. (Mr. Flint) for statement of payments
to, 303.

ALEXANDER, Hon. George (Scat vacated).

Report from Clerk, of absence for two Sessions,
presented by the Speaker, 19 ; Mr. Abbott
m its reference to Com. on Privileges, 19, 20,
21 ; shortness of notice toSenator objected to,
and procedure discussed (Mr. Scott, 19, 20,
21-Mr. Miller, 20, 21-Mr. Botsford, 20--
Mr. Gowan, 21); M. agreed to, 21.

In Com. on Privileges, Mr. Abbott m. considera-
tion 3 weeks hence, and that Mr. Alexander
be notified, 21, 25 ; further debate on pre-
cedents and procedure (Mr. Miller, 22, 24-
Mr. Dickey, 22-3-Mr. Botsford, 22--Mr.
Scott, 22-Mr. Power, 23-4-Mr. Ross, 24-
Mr. Kaulbach, 25-Mr. Allan, 25) ; M.
agreed to, 26.

2nd Report of Coin. presented, 37 ; considera-
tion to-norrow, ni. by Mr. Abbott, 37-8 ;
discussed (Mr. Miller, Mr. Dickey, 38) ;
agreed to, 38.

On Order of the Day for consideration; Mr.
Abbott ni. reference back, for report as to
notice given Mr. Alexander, 48 ; agreed to,
48.

3rd Report of Com., submitting Res. that seat
is vacant, presented, 67 ; adoption thereof
and Address to His Ex. thereon, w. by Mr.
Abbott, 57-8 ; debate on procedure (Mr.
Scott, 57-8-Mr. Dickey, 58-Mr. Miller, 58
-Mr. Power, 58) ; M. agreed to, 58.

ALLAN, Hon. George William.

APPOINTED A PRIVY COUNCILLOR. Announce-
ment (Mr. Abbott), 61.

ADJOURNMENT (17th July).

On ques. of Order; on Mr. Dever's withdraw-
ing M., only Notice of which had been given,
243.

ALEXANDER, HoN. MR., vacation of Seat.

On procedure in Coin. on Privileges, 25.

BAIE DES CHALEURS Ry. Co.'s B. (82).
On M. (Mr. Vidal) for adoption of 6th Rep.

of Ry. Coin., 577.
On presentation (Mr. Vidal) of final Rep., his

suggestion for partial adoption presently,
and Mr. Miller's objection thereto, 582.

BRIGHTON, WARKWORTH AND NORwOOD Ry. Co.'s
INtOp. B. (86).

On Mr. McCallum's M. to refer to Standing
Orders Com., having been received without
a Petition, 209, 210.

6931891)]



8.-INDEX TO SENATORS.

ALLAN, Hon. William G.-Continued.

CITIZENS' INSURANCE CO.'S B. (M).
Reported from Banking and Commerce Coin.,

with Amts., 104.
COLLINGWOOD AND BAY OF QUINTÉ Ry. Co.'s B.

(47).
Introduced*, 122.
Reference to Standing Orders Com. rn., B.

having been received without a Petition, 122.
2nd R.*, 164.
3rd R.*, 201.

CONSTRUCTION CO. OF CANADA INCoRP. B. (L).
Reported from Banking and Commerce Com.,

with Aints. (capital stock increased, increase
of tramway construction, &c.), 164.

DIvoRCE COURTS, ESTABLISHMENT OF, B. (O).
On M. of Mr. McDonald (B.C.) for 2nd R., 152.

FARM, GOVT., REPORTS, distribution of.
On adoption of 2nd Rep. of Printing Com., 112.

FisHERIES ACT ANIT. ; purse-seining prohibited;
B. (122).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R., and Aint. (Mr.
Power) to substitute lien on vessel for con-
fiscation, 508.

FORESHORE, transfer to Provincial Govts., B.
(111).

Reported fron Con. of the W., without
Aint., 665.

GOVERNMENT, FRAUDS UPON, B. (U).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 566.

INVERNESS AND VICTORIA RY. AND MINING CO.
Incorp. B. (136).

On M. (Mr. Almon) for 2nd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Miller) for 6 months' hoist, 428.

JUDGES' SALARIES, inadequacy of.
On inqy. (Mr. Dickey) as to Govt.'s intention

of remedying, 605, 608.
LAKE ERIE AND DETROIT RIVER Ry. Co.'s B.(60).

Introduced*, 192.
On Order for 2nd R., n. to refer to Standing

Orders Con., B. having been received
without a Petition, 208-9.

2nd R.*, 228.
3rd R.*, 238.

MARITIME SULPHITE FIBRE Co.'s B. (39).
3rd R. ni. (in absence of Mr. MacInnes)*, 227.

MINISTERIAL CHANGES.
On Mr. Abbott's announcement of new Cabi-

net, 93.

N. S. FEMALE (R.C.) REFORMATORY B. (R).
On seconding Mr. Power's M. for 2nd R., 197.

ONT. EXPRESS ANDTRANSPORTATION Co.'s B.(151).
On Order for consideration of Report of Coin.

on Banking and Commerce; Amts. explained
(abandonment of stock and ceasing respon-
sibility), 578-9.

PICTOu BANK WINDING-UP B. (76).
Reported from Banking Coin., with Amts., 222.

PROHIBITORY LIQUoR LAw.
On Mr. Vidal's M. for Select Com., 126.

ALLAN, Hon. William G.--Continued.

SHORES, transfer of rights. See " Foreshore."

WHIRLPOOL BRIDGE CO. INCORP. B. (58).

On Mr. McCallun's M. for 2nd R., 167-8.

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY BY. Co.'s B. (119).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., and Amt.
(Mr. Scott) for 6 mnonths' hoist, 313-14.

ALMON, Hon. William J.

ADJOURNMENT.

Upon the death of the Premier. Remarks
upon Mr. Abbott's M. for, 86.

--- , on 17th July, proposals for.
Withdrawal of M. of which Mr. Dever had

given Notice, objected to, 241 ; ques. of Or-
> der upon the point, 242.

BAIE DES CHALEURs Ry. Co.'s B. (82).
On M. (Mr. Vidal) for adoption of final Report

of Ry. Coin.; the Speaker having declared
it adopted ; and Mr. Scott having called for
record " on a division." Yeas and nays
called for, 589.

C. P. R., NORTH SHORE SECTION, CANCELLATION
OF BONDS, on agreemnent for new works at
Quebec, &c.; B. (170).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R.; on Mr. Pow-
er's suggested proviso for Ry. ferry steamers
at Quebec, 599.

CHIGNECTO MARINE RY. Co.'s B. (97).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 138.
In Com. of the W., 173.

COLONIES AND G. B., closer trade relations.
On M. (Mr. Wark) for Address, for Govt. to

consider and open negotiations, 560.

CONSTRUCTION CO. OF CANADA INCORP. B. (L).

Introduced*, 73.
2nd R.*, 98.
Amts. of Banking and Commerce Com. ; con-

currence m., 165.
3rd R.*, 165.
Amts. of H. of C. (curtailing powers); con-

currence m., 264.

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS CoM., 5th Report of.

On M. (Mr. Read) for concurrence in ; remarks
as to lateness of presentation, &c., 659, 661.

FISHERIES ACT, FURTHER AMT. ; purse-seining
prohibited ; B. (12-2).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. ; in debate,
on Eastport seizures, 459.

In Com. of the W. ; in debate on provisions
of B., 488.

Amt. in. (to substitute lien on vessel for con-
fiscation), 489 ; in debate thereon, 490.

Again in Coin. ; on 2nd cl. (moiety to pro-
secutor), remarks respecting fishery otlicers'
salaries, 505.

INTERCOLONIAL Ry. MANAGEMENT.

On Mr. Power's inqy.,- as tc intention of
making change in, 288.

684 [S688i0n



I.-INDEX TO SENATORS.

ALMON, Hon. William J.-Continued.

INVERNESS AND VICTORIA RY. AND MINING CO.'S
B. (136).

Introduced*, 268.
2nd R. m., 293 ; at request of Mr. Miller for

postponement, Order discharged, 294-5.
2nd R. again n., 416 ; on Amt. (Mr. Miller)

for 6 months' hoist, 429.

JUDGES' SALARIES, INADEQUACY OF.

On inqy. (Mr. Dickey) as to Govt.'s intention
of remedying, 608.

N. W. T. REPRESENTATION ACT AMT. B. (148).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. ; in debate

(question of entire abolition of ballot), 344.
On M. (Mr. Abbott) into Com. of the W. ;

and Amt. (Mr. MeInnes, B.C.) for instruc-
tion to Com. to add provisions for voting by
ballot, &c., 437.

PRINTING OF GOVT. FARM REPORTS.

On Mr. Read's M. for adoption of Report of
Printing Ccm. ; remarks as to numf>er of
copies printed, 111.

RAILWAY LAND SUBSIDIES ACT, Amt. (Red Deer
Valley Ry.) ; B. (169).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R., and on date of
prorogation, 654.

TARIFF, REMARKS UPON THE.

In debate on Report of Printing (om., 111.

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY Ry. Co.'s B. (119).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., and Amt.

(Mr. Scott) for 6 months' hoist, 260, 263.

ARMAND, Hon. Joseph F.

N. W. T. ACTS Amt. ; Legislative Assembly,
constitution, extended powers, &c. ; B.
(126).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 537.
On Order for Coin. of the W., ani Amt. (Mr.

Bellerose) for instruction to Com. (to amend
cl. 18, in favour of permanency of dual
language) ; sub-Amt. m. (to strike out the
entire el.), 548.

N. W. T. REPRESENTATION ACT Amt.; B. (148).
Reported from Com. of the W., without Amt.,

437.

BELLEROSE, Hon. Joseph H.
BAIE DES CHALEURS RY. Co.'s B. (82).

On presentation (Mr. Vidal) of the 2nd Report
of Ry. Com. (for order for Mr. Armstrong's
attendance) ; on ques. of necessity that
Chairman should move its adoption, 365.

On correctness of the Report, and on the
ques. of right of promoters to withdraw B.
from Com., 370. Amt. m., to refer Report
back, with instructions to Com. to give its
proceedings, 373-4 ; in debate, on ques. of
the right of withdrawal of B., 379, 383.

On M. (Mr. Vidal) for adoption of 6th Report
of Ry. Com. (non-attendance of witnessei),
and on ques. of promoters' right to with-
draw the B., also as to proper duties of Ry.
Com., 571, 573 ; on ques. of Order, on Mr.
O'Donohoe's remarks, 574.

BELLEROSE, Hon. Joseph H.--Continued.
BODY-SNATCHING, punishment for; B. (P).

In Com. of the W.; reply to Mr. Power (pro-
posed Amt. respecting disinterments), 345.

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS COM., Reports of.
4th Rep., on M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of ; on

salaries of officials, 656-7.
5th Rep., on M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of ;

on lateness of presentation ; on restaurant ;
on salaries of Ministers, 659.

FARM, GOVT., Reports, distribution of.
On adoption of 2nd Report of Printing Com.,

109, 118.
FRENCH LANGUAGE.

Inqy., intention to publish Govt. farm bulle-
tins in, 100.

Report of Printing Com., attention
called to non-distribution in French, 109.

-_ Farm, Govt., Reports, enquiry as to
their being printed in French, 109, 118.

GOVERNMENT, FRAUDS UPON, by officials, &c.;
B. (U).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 564.
MASTERS' AND MATES' CERTIFICATES ; B. (12).

Reported from Com. of the W., without
Amt., 413.

MINISTERIAL CHANGES.
On Mr. Abbott's announcement of new Cabi-

net, 94.
N. W. T. ACTS Ant.; Legislative Assembly,

Constitution, extended powers, &c. ; B.
(126).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 538.
On Order for Com. of the W.; Amt. m. for

instruction to Com. to amend cl. 18, to pro-
vide for permanency of dual language, 543.

On sub-Amt. (Mr. Armand) to strike out
entire 18th clause, 551-2.

N. W. T. REPRESENTATION ACT Amt. (district of
Batoche); B. (V).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 658.
PARLIAMENT; DISQUALIFICATION of Shareholders

in Cos. under Govt. contracts, &c.
On ques. of Order, as to Mr. Poirier address-

ing the House, without specific motion or
question, 472-3.

M. (Mr. Ross) for adjt. (for Mr. Poirier's
speech) seconded, 474.

QUEBEC BRIDGE Co.'s B. (87).
Introduced *, 223.
2nd R.*, 228.
3rd R.*, 241.

RAILWAY LAND SUBSIDIES (Man. N. W. Colon.
ization Ry. ; C.P.R., Brandon Branch) ; B.
(173).

Reported from Com. of the W., without Amt.,
656.

SPEAKERSHIP; Appointment of Hon. J. J. Ross.
Congratulations offered, 592.

VANCOUVER DOCK CO. INCORP. B. (51).
On M. of Mr. Macdonald (B.C.) for 3rd R.,

and Amt. of Mr. McInnes (B.C.), precluding
Dom. Govt. subsidy ; sub-Amt. m., to strike
out entire subsidy clause, 184; in debate,
185 ; on Mr. Howlan'a point of Order on
the sub-Amt. without notice, 187-8-9.
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BOLDUC, Hon. Joseph.
QUEBEC GOVERNMENT, alleged crisis in.

Inqy., whether correspondence has been ex-
changed with Local Govt. or Lt. Governor,
584.

ST. MICHEL DE BELLECHASSE, wharf.
M. for correspondence respecting repairs, &c.,

656.

BOTSFORD, Hon. Amos Edwin.

APPOINTED A PRIVY COUNCILLOR; announcenent
(Mr. Abbott), 61.

ALBERTA RY. AND COAL Co.'s B. (16).
On Mr. Ogilvie's M. for 2nd R. on day fol-

lowing Ist R. ; on the ques. of procedure, 210.
ALEXANDER, HON. MR., vacation of seat.

On M. to referReport to Coin. on Privileges, 20.
On procedure, in the Committee, 22.

CARLETON BRANCH RY.. St. John, sale of
B. (158).

In Coin. of the W., 515.

CHIGNECTO MARINE Ry. Co.'s B. (97).
In Coin. of the W., 172-3.

COLONIES AND G. B., closer trade relations.
On M. (Mr. Wark) for Address, for Govt. to

consider and open negotiations, 561.
FISHERIES ACT AMT. ; purse-seining prohibited;

B. (122).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. ; in debate, on

seizure of U. S. fishing boats at Eastport, 462.

FiSHING VESSELS, U. S. (modu, rirendi),- B. (10).
Reported from Con. of the W., 57.

GRAND JURY SYSTEM, abolition of.
On Mr. Gowan's M. for corresp., 106.

NOTICE OF AMT. Lo a B. not yet before Senate.
On ques. of Orler (Mr. Miller); on notice

(Mr. Mclnnes, B.C.) of Ait. to B. (146),
495, 497.

ROCKY MOUNTAIN Ry. AND COAL Co.'s B. (N).
On Mr. Lougheed's M. for * concurrence in

Cominons Amts. ; postponement of con-
sideration suggested, 237.

BOUCHERVILLE, DE, Hon. Charles E.
Boucher.

ADJOURNMENTS.

(6th May) on M., Amt., and ques. of Order, 33.

GOVERNMENT, FRAUDS UPON,. by officials &c.;
B. (U).

In Coin. *of the W. ; on Ist cl., and M. (Mr.
Abbott) to amd. and re-inodel sub-sec f. (ex-
tending list of offences); inqy., to whon
applicable, 580.

GREAT EASTERN Ry. Co.'s B. (124).

Introduced *, 265.
2nd R. m. *, 268.
3rd R. m. *, 346.

MESSENGERS, SALARIES OF.
On report of Contingencies Coin.; inqy., 31.

BOUCHERVILLE, DE, Hon. Charles E.
Boucher-Continued.

MILEAGE OF MEMBERS, B. (43).
In Coin. of the W. ; suggestion, without resi-

dence in Canada, no niileage, 206.

MONTREAL BRIDGE Co.'s B. (121).

Introduced*, 265.
2nd R. m.*, 268.
3rd R. n.*, 346.

ONT. AND QUE. ACCOUNTS, settlement of, B. (E).
Reported from Coin. of the W., 75.

PARLIAMENT ; DISQU 4 LIFICATION of shareholders
in subsidized Cos., &c.-(Mr. Poirier.)

On Ques. of Order; as to discharging Order of
the Day, pending Speaker's decision, 474.

VANCOUVER DOCK CO. INCORP. B. (51).
On M. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) for 3rd R., and

Amt. (Mr. McInnes, B. C.) precluding a
Dominion Govt. subsidy ; on Mr. Miller's
ques. as to constitutionality of the Amt., 189.

BOULTON, Hon. Charles Arkel.

BAIE DES CHALEURS Ry. Co.'s B. (82).

On M. (Mr. Tassé) for adoption of 2nd Report
of Ry. Con. (for order for Mr. Arnstrong's
attendance), and on Aint. (Mr. Bellerose) to
refer Report back to Coin. (to give its pro-
ceedings), 383-4.

CHIGNECTO MARINE RY. Co.'s B. (97).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 141.

COLONIES AND FOREIGN TREATIES.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for Address to the Queen,
for abrogation of " most favoured nation"
clauses ; on Mr. Scott's renarks, 618, 626;
on the Address, and Aits. proposed, 626-7;
Aints. withdrawn, 637, 650.

DANISH CONVICT IMMIGRATION.

Attention called to notice in Montreal Gazette,
241.

EDMONTON, PUBLIC BUILDINGS, location of.

On inqy. (Mr. Girard) as to intention of Govt.,
494.

FARM, GOVT., REPORTS, distribution of.

On adoption of 2nd Report of Printing Coin.,
111.

FOREIGN TREATIES. See "Colonies and Foreign
Treaties."

GREAT N. W. CENTRAL RAILWAY, date of oper-
ating.

Inquies. as to Govt. information respecting,
582-3, 601.

HUDSON BAY ROUTE, Imperial assistance to.

M. for Address, wvithdrawn, after renarks, 103.
-- RY. Co.'s B. (119).

On proposed postponement (by an adjt. of
Senate), 243.

On Mr. Abbott's M. for 2nd R., and Mr. Scott's
Amt. for 6 nonths' hoist, 245, 253-4-5,
257-8-9, 262, 274, 310.
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BOULTON, Hon. Charles A.-Continred.
INTERCOLONIAL Ry., change in management of.

On inqy. (Mr. Power) as to intention of Govt.,
284.

KEEWATIN AND MACKENZIE BASIN.
On Mr. Girard's M. for return of receipts and

expenditure ; ques. as to Indian treaty
rights, 82.

LIvE STOCK SHiPPING ACT; B. (154).
In Com. of the W. ; on 3rd cl. (Govt. regula-

tions), on subject also of trade relations with
England and U.S., and of slaughtering of
imported cattle in Canada, 519, 522.

MAN. AND AssINIBOIA GR. JUNCTION Ry. Co.'s
B. (Q).

1 st R. in.*, 104.
2nd R. m.*, 133.
3rd R. m.*, 165.
Amts. of H. of C. (bonding power increased),

concurrence m., 265.

MAN. AND N.W.T., FIRES IN.

Inqy. as to Govt. ineasure for preservation of
timiber, 585.

MINISTERIAL CHANGES.
On Mr. Abbott's announcement of new Cabi-

net, 95.

MONTREAL AND ATLANTIC RY. Co. INCORP. B. (29).

On M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R., and Aint. (Mr.
(Power) to add cl. (rights of South Eastern
Ry. bondholders), 322-3.

NOVA SCOTIA FEMALE (R. C.) REFORMATORY; B.
(R).

In Coin. of the Whole, on 9th and 10th clauses
(provision for maintenance), 216-17-18.

RYDER, CAPT., of " Hazel Dell," arrest of.
Inqy. as to action of Nfld. authorities, and

intention of Govt., 295.

TREATIES, FOREIGN. See " Colonies and Foreign
Treaties."

U. S., RCIPROCITY wITH.

Discrimination against G. Britain ; M. against,
withdrawn, after remarks, 123.

VANCOUVER DOCK Co.'s B. (51).
On Mr. Macdonald's M. for 3rd R.. and Mr.

McInnes's Aint., precluding Dom. Govt. sub-
sidy, and Mr. Bellerose's sub-amt., to strike
out entire subsidy clause, 185, 187.

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY ROUTE. See "Hud-
son Bay."

BOYD, Hon. John.

MINISTERIAL CHANGES.

On Mr. Abbott's announcement of new Cabi-
net, 95.

CARLING, Hon. John.

SUMMONED TO THE SENATE; introduced, 3.

CARLING, Hon. John-Cotinued.

FARM, EXPERIMENTAL, BULLETINS.

On Mr. Bellerose's inqy., as to intention to
publish in French, 100-1.

REPORTS.

On Mr. Read's M. for adoption of 2nd Report
of Printing Coin. (distribution of pamphlets),
113, 117 ; (Tenant Farm Delegates' Reports,
on ques. of printing in England), 117; (on
printing in French), 118; (on Mr. Power's
remarks), 120.

VISIT TO.

Invitation extended to the Senators, 238.

CASGRAIN, Hon. Charles Eusèbe.

N.-W. T. ACTS AMT. ; Legislative Assembly,
constitution, powers, &c.; B. (126).

On Order for Com. of the W.; on Amt. (Mr.
Bellerose) to instruct Com. to amd. cl. 18
(in favour of permanency of dual language),
and sub-Amrt. (Mr. Armand) to strike out
entire cl.; on Mr. Bellerose's remarks, 552.

CLEMOW, Hon. Francis.

ANGLO-CANADIAN ELECTRIC
CORP. B. (92).

Introduced*, 224.
2nd R. n., 228.
3rd B.*, 241.

STORAGE CO. IN-

BAIE DES CHALEURs RY. Co.'s B. (82).
On M. (Mr. Tassé) for adoption of Report of

Ry. Com. (for order for Mr. Armstrong's
attendance), and on Amt. (Mr. Bellerose) to
refer Report back (for Com. to give its pro-
ceedings), 373 ; ques. of Order (on Mr. Scott's
remarks), 375.

BRISTOw, THOMAS, DIVORCE B. (J).
Introduced*, 73.
2nd R.*, 102.
3rd R. n., 169.

CANADIAN POWER CO.'S B. (41).
Introduced*, 123.
2nd R.*, 162.
3rd R. (n. by Mr. MacInnes)*, 176.

COLONIES AND FOREIGN TREATIES.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for Address to the Queen,
for abrogation of " most favoured nation "
clause ; on Mr. Abbott's remarks respecting
cotton manufacture, 649.

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS COM., 5th Report.
On M. (Mr. Read) for concurrence ; on adop-

tion of a systein for promotion of officials,
662; on Mr. Power's remarks (on 2nd R. of
Supply B.), 668.

CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS ACT AMT. B. (147).
Reported fronm Com. of the W. without Ant.,

663.

E. B. EDDY Co.'s B. (23).
Introduced*, 122.
2nd R.*, 162.
3rd R.*, 176.
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CLEMOW, Hon. Francis-Continued.

ELLIs, MAHALA,. DIVORCE B. (I).
Introduced*, 67.
2nd R.*, 101.
3rd R. m., and on the proposal to strike out

cl. giving Petitioner custody of the children,
156.

FRANCHISE ACTAMT. B. (145).
Reported from Com. of the W., with an ant.,

282.
GREAT N.-W. CENTRAL RY. Co.'s B. (162).

Introduced*, 512.
2nd R.*, 523.
3rd R. m., 5.34; reply to Mr. Abbott's inquies.,

as to date of running of road, 534.
On inqy. (Mr. Boulton), as to date of operating,

and reply (Mr. Abbott), 583.

MCKAY MILLING Co. INCORP. B. (24).
Introduced*, 123.
2nd R. m., 163.
Reference to Banking and Commerce Com. m.,

163.
3rd R.*, 176.

MINUTES, omission of Petitions presented.

Remarks, on M. to adjourn, 60.

MONTREAL AND ATLANTIC Ry. Co.'s INCoRP. B.
(29).

On M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Power) to add cl. (rights of South Eastern
Ry. bondholders), 340-1.

MONTREAL AND OTTAWA RY. Co.'s B. (65).

3rd R. m. (for Mr. Tassé)*, 202.

NAVIGABLE WATERS, protection Act Aint. B.
(D.)

Introduced*, 60.
Withdrawn, 128, 130, 131.

NIAGARA AND GRAND ISLAND BRIDGE Co.'s B.
(18).

Introduced*, 106.
2nd R.*, 133.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. Mclnnes)*, 165.

N. S. FEMALE (R. C.) REFORMATORY B. ; (R).

In Com. of the W. ; on 9th cl. (Industrial
Refuge) and 10th cl. (provision for mainten-
ance), 216. On 16th cl. (transfer of incor-
rigible offenders to Penitentiary), 221.

ONT. EXPRESS AND TRANSPORTATION Co.'s B.
(151).

On Amts. of Com. on Banking and Commerce
(abandonment of stock), and Mr. Power's
proposed further Amt. (on lst call only),
579.

OTTAWA AND PARRY SOUND Ry. Co.'s B. (96).

Introduced*, 224.
2nd R. m., 228.
3rd R.*, 238.

PARLIAMENT ; DISQUALIFICATION of Shareholders
in Cos. under Govt. contracts, &c.

On Mr. Poirier's speech, as to propriety of
amending the law, 481.

CLEMOW, Hon. Francis--Continued.
PEMBROKE LUMBER Co. INCORP. B. (26).

Introduced*, 123.
2nd R. m., 163.
Reference to Private Bs. Coin. m., 163.
3rd R.*, 176.

SUPPLY BILL (177).
On Mr. Power's remarks on 2nd R., respecting

Contingent Acets. Com. Report, 668.
WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY RY. Co.'s B. (119).

On Mr. Abbott's M. for 2nd R., and Mr.
Scott's Amt. for 6 months' hoist, 252,
307, 309, 310.

DE BOUCHERVILLE,
Boucher.

Hon. C. E.

See " Boucherville, De."

DEVER, Hon. James.

ADJOURNMENTS.

Extension of time (May 6-20), Notice, 18-19.
Amt. m., 32.

On Mr. Abbott's M. (June 26-July 2), 135.
M. for adjt. (July 16-Aug. 11), withdrawn, 241,

243.

ADMIRALTY COURTS; B. (13).
In Com. of the W.; on 6th cl. (appointment of

local judges), and Mr. Power's Amt. exclud-
ing barristers, 239.

BAIE DES CHALEURS RY. CO.'S B. (82).
On M. (Mr. Tassé) for adoption of 2nd Report

of Ry. Com. (for Order for Mr. Armstrong's
attendance) ; on ques. of promoters'right to
withdraw B. from the Com., 372.

On Amt. (Mr. Bellerose) to refer Report
back (for Com. to give its proceedings), 385.

On M. (Mr. Vidal) for adoption of 6th Report
of Ry. Com. (non-attendance of witnesses);
on Mr. Kaulbach's remarks, there being a
point of Order before the Chair, 574.

C. P. R., CANCELLATION OFBONDS, AGREEMENT;
construction of works at Quebec, &c. ; B.
(170).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. ; on Mr.
Power's suggestion for Ry. ferry steamers
at Quebec, 599.

CARLETON BRANCH Ry., St. John; sale of ; B.
(158).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 516.
CHIGNECTO MARINE Ry. Co.'s B. (97).

In Com. of the W., 171.

COLONIES AND FOREIuN TREATIES.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for Address to the Queen,
for abrogation of " most favoured nation"
clauses; on Mr. Howlan's remarks, 626.

COLONIES AND G. B., closer trade relations.
On M. (Mr. Wark) for Address, for Govt. to

consider, and open negotiations ; remarks on
Mr. Abbott's speech, 560.

FARM, GOVT., REPORTS OF.
On adoption of 2nd Report of Printing Com.,

recommending distribution, 116.

688 [Seson



1891] 1.-INDEX TO SENATORS. 689
DEVER, Hon. James-Continued.

FiSHERIES ACT AMT. ; purse-seining prohibited;
B. (122).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Power) to substitute lien on vessel for con-
fiscation, 510.

FiSHERY BOUNTIES, amount increased; B. (152).
On M. (MIr. Abbott) into Com. of the W. ; on

Mr. Miller's speech; inqy., 439.

FORESHORES, TRANSFER, to Provincial Govts.;
B. ( 11).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 664-5.

FRAUDULENT MARKING (WHITE-LEAD, &c.); B.
(140).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 443-4.

HAYTHORNE, THE L %TE HoN. SENATOR.

Eulogium of, 40.

INTERCOLONIAL RY., change in management.

On inqy. (Mr. Power) as to intention of Govt.,
291.

INVERNESS AND VICTORIA RY. AND MINING CO.'S
B. (136).

On M. (Mr. Almon) for 2nd R., and Mr. Mil-
ier's request for postponement, 294. On
Amt. to 2nd R. (Mr. Miller) for 6 months'
hoist, 430.

JUDGES' SALARIES, INADEQUACY OF.

On inqy. (Mr. Dever) as to Govt.'s intention
to remedy, 607-8-9.

LEONARD, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.

Eulogium of, 40.

MILEAGE OF MEMBERS; B. (43).

In Com. of the W., 206.

MONTREAL AND ATLANTIC RY. CO.
(29).

INcORP. B. 1

On M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R., and Amt.
(Mr. Power) to add cl. (rights of South-
Eastern Ry. bondholders), 340.

ODELL, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.

Eulogium of, 266.

PARLIAMENT; DISQUALIFICATION of shareholders
in subsidized Cos., &c.

On Mr. Poirier calling attention to propriety
of amending the law; on Mr. Miller's
speech, remark, 476 ; on Mr. Read's, 483.

RAILWAY LAND SUBSIDIES ACT (Red Deer Valley

Ry.) Amt. ; B. (169).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R. ; on general

question of land subsidies, 653.

SHORES, TRANSFER, to Provincial Govts. See
" Foreshores."

VANCOUVER DOCK CO. INcORP. B. (51).

On M. of Mr. Macdonald (B.C.) for 3rd R.,
and Amt. of Mr. McInnes (B.C.), precluding
Dom. Govt. subsidy, 184; on Amt. of Mr.
Bellerose, to strike out entire subsidy
cl., 186.

44

DICKEY, Hon. Robert B.

ALEXANDER, HoN. MR., vacation of seat.
On procedure, in Com. on Privileges, 22, 23.
On Report and postponement of consideration,

38.
On procedure, on adopting Report of Com., 58.

COLONIES AND FOREIGN TREATIES.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for Address to the Queen,
for abrogation of " most favoured nation "
clauses ; on Mr. Boulton's proposed Amts.,
615; on Mr. Scott's remarks, 618; on Mr.
Abbott's, 647.

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS COM., 5th Report of.

On M. (Mr. Read) for concurrence in; on
salaries of officials, &c. ; postponement sug-
gested, 661.

DEBATES COMMITTEE, 2nd Report of.

On M..(Mr. Vidal) for adoption of ; Amt. m.
(consideration of 2nd and 3rd cls., accommo-
dation for reporters, deferred), 652.

DIVORCE COMMITTER, appointment of.
Reasons for not serving on Com., 29, 31.

COURT, establishment of.
In debate on appointment of Stand. Com., 29.

GOVERNMENT, FRAUDS UPON, by officials, &c.;
B. (U).

In Con. of the W. ; on Ist cl., and M. (Mr.
Abbott) to add sub-sec. g. (as to making per-
missible gifts), suggestion to amd. (respect-
ing limit of time), 581.

Inqy. as to conflict with existing legislation,
581.

HAYTHORNE, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.
Eulogium of, 39.

INSPECTION OF SHIPS ; B. (149).

Reported f rom Com. of the W., without Amt.,
562.

JUDGES' SALARIES, INADEQUACY OF.

Attention called to, and inqy. as to G ovt.'s
intention of remedying, 603; on Mr. Dever's
remarks, 608.

LEONARD, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.

Eulogium of, 39.

ONT. INDIAN LANDS, settlement; B. (A).

Reported from Com. of the W.*, 68.

RAILwAY LAND SUBSIDIES ACT (Red Deer Valley
Ry.) Amt. ; B. (169).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R. ; on general
question of land subsidies in N.W., 653-4.

DRUMMOND, Hon. George A.

CARLETON BRANCH Ry., St. John, sale of ; B.
(158).

Reported from Com. of the W., without Amt.,
517.

DECK AND LOAD-LINES, marking of ; B. (106).

In Com. of the W. ; on c. 7, sub-sec. 6, Amt.
suggested (keeping load-line marked), 525.
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FLINT, Hon. Billa.
ADJOURNMENT (1î7th July).

On different proposals for, 243.
FARM REPORTS, GOVT., printing of.

On adoption of Report of Printing Coi., 112.

FISHERIFs ACT AMT. ; purse-seining prohibited;
B. (510).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) fôr 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Power) to substitute lien on vessel for con-
fiscation, 510.

INDEMNITY, SESSIONAL. See " Supply Bill " de-
bate.

PARLIAMENT; DISQUALIFICATION of Shareholders
in subsidized Cos., &c.

On Mr. Poirier's speech (on. M. for adjt. of
House by Mr. Ross) as to propriety of
amending the law, 482.

PETERBORO', SUDBURY AND S. STE. MARIE R.;
B. (172).

Introduced*, 164.
2nd R.*, 191.
3rd R.*, 202.

SAW-LOGS, exported to U.S., duty on.
Inqy. as to intention of Govt., 203.

SUPPLY BILL (177).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. ; on rate of

sessional indemnity, and on ventilation of
building, 668.

VENTILATION of Chamber. See " Supply Bill"
debate.

WOOD, A. F., Commissr., Rys. and Canals.

M. for statement of payments to, in 1890,
301-2-3.

GIRARD, Hon. Marc Amable.

ADJOÙRNM ENT.

(6th May) on M., Aint., and ques. of Order, 34.

BILLS RECEIVED WITHOUT PETITIONS.

On M. to refer to Standing Orders Com., the
Brighton, Warkworth and Norwood Ry. B.,
209.

BODY-SNATCHING, punishment of, B.; (P).
In Com. of the W., M. that words " guilty of

felony " be struck out, 299.

CHURCH ORNAMENTS, IMPORTED, for mission pur-
poses.

Inqy. respecting free entry of, 74.

CUSTOMS DUTIES ON CHURCH ORNAMENTS.

Inqy. respecting intention of Govt., 74.
KEEWATIN AND MACKENZIE BASIN.

M. for statement of receipts, &c., 80, 82.
EDMONTON, Public Buildings at.

Inqy. as to location of, 493.

GREAT WEST (MAN.) LIFE ASSURANCE Co. IN-
CORP. B. (48).

Introduced*, 164.
(2nd R., m. by Mr. Perley*, 268).
(3rd R., m. by Mr. McKindsey*, 316).

GIRARD, Hon. Marc Amable-Continued.

INDIANS, MACKENZIE RIVER, protection of.

M. for statement of expenditure, &c., 80.
KEEWATIN, RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURE IN.

M. for statement of, 80, 82.

MACKENZIE BASIN, DEVELOPMENT OF.

M. for orders, and Reports upon, 59.
Select Coni., M. for appointient of, 98, 100.

Report of, adoption m., 153.
M., that Factor Macfarlane's answers,

lists, &c., be added to Report, for printing,
415.

__- CUSTOMS RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURE.

M. for statement of, 80, 82.

MANITOBA, CHURCH ORNAMENTS, for Mission pur-
poses.

Inqy. respecting free entry of, 74.

FRENCH LANGUAGE IN, official use of.

M. for corresp. respecting Provincial Act, 42-3.

SEPARATE SCHOOLS IN.
M. for Corresp. respecting Provincial Act, 44-6.

N. S. FEMALE (R.C.) REFORMATORY; B. (R).
On M. (Mr. Power) for 2nd R., 198.

N. W. T. ACTs AMT. ; Legislative Assembly,
constitution, powers, &c. ; B. (126).

On Order for Coin. of the W. ; on Amt. (Mr.
Bellerose) to instruct Coin. to amd. 18th el.,
in favour of permanency of dual language,
and sub-Amt. (Mr. Girard) to atrike out
entire cl., 548, 552.

In Coin. of the W., on 6th cl. (powers of As-
sembly), remark, respecting liquor traffic,
555. On 20th cl. (schedule of electoral dis-
tricts), on Amt. (Mr. Abbott) respecting
Moose Jaw District, 556.

REPRESENTATION ACT AMT. (district of
Batoche); B. (V).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 658.

SCHOOL GRANTS IN.
Inqy. as to intention of Govt. respecting, 202.

See also " Keewatin " and " Mackenzie
Basin," above.

ONTARIO AND RAINY RIVER RY. Co.'s B. (77).
Introduced*, 224.
2nd R.*, 237.
3rd R.*, 240.

RAILWAYS, LAND SUBSIDIES ACT AMT. (Red Deer
Valley Ry.); B. (169).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R., 653-4.

VANcOUVER DOCK Co. INcoRP. B. (51).
On M. of Mr. Macdonald (B.C.) for 3rd R.,

and Amt. of Mr. Mclnnes (B.C.) precluding
a Dominion Govt. subsidy, 187.

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY RY. Co.'S B. (119).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., and Amt. (Mr.

Scott) for 6 montha' hoist, 278, 280-1.

GOWAN, Hon. James Robert.
ALEXANDER, HON. MR., vacation of seat.

On M. to refer Report to Coin. on Privileges, 21.
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GOWAN, Hon. James Robert-Continued.. 1 GRANT, Hon. Robert Patterson.
BRISTOw, THOMAS, DIVORCE B. (.J).

Report of Select Com. in favour of, adoption
m., 169.

DECK AND LOAD LINEs ; marking of; B. (106).

ExCHEQUER COURT AcT AMT.; extension of juris-
diction over copyright, &c.; B. (117).

Reported from Com. of the W., with Amts.,
524.

In Con. of the W.; on cl. Il (inspectors' tra- R
vellingH YTHORNE, Hon. Robert Poole.

DIvORcE COMMITTEE, 3RD REPORT OF.

Extending tineforPetitions; adoption m.,60-1.
DEATH OF; Remarks: Mr. Scott, 38-Mr. Ab-

bott, 38-Mr. Dickey, 39-Mr. Macdonald
(P.E.I. ) 39-Mr. Dever. 40.

- COURT, ESTABLISHMENT OF; B. (0). j
On M. of Mr. Macdonald (B.C.) for 2nd R., 147. H OWLAN, Hon. George William.

ELLis, MAHALA, DivoRcE B. (I).
On consideration of Report of Select Com., and

proposal to strike out clause giving Petitioner
cistody of the children, 154-5-6.

On Mr. Cleinow's M. for 3rd R., and Mr. Mc-
Callum's Amt. to above effect, 157.

FARM, GOVT., REPORTS, distribution of.
On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of 2nd Report

of Printing Com., 115.
GOVERNMENT, FRAUDS UPON, by officials, &c.; B.

(U).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 565.

GRAND JURY SYSTEM, abolition of.
M. for correspondence of Dept. of Justice, 104.

JUSTICE, ADMINISTRATION OF, B. respecting (14).
In Com. of the W. ; on 2nd cl. (County Court

judges acting in other districts), 160, 161.
N. S. FEMALE (R. C.) REFORMATORY ; B. (R).

On Mr. Power's M. for 2nd R., 198.
In Com. of the W.-On Ist cl. (imprisonment

in reformatory instead of gaol), 211 ; on
designation " Feminine," 211. On 2nd cl.
(transfer from prisons to reformatory),
212-3--4; Amt. m., to substitute word
"female" for "woman or girl," 215; on
Govt. approval of Rules, 215. On 9th cl.
(Industrial Refuge-period of committal),
and on 10th cl. (provisioi for maintenance),
215, 218-19. On 1Ith cl. (educationi of con-
victs-name of governing body), 220. On
13th cl. (apprenticeship to service), and
Amt. of Mr. Macdonald, B.C., against re-
striction to R. C. employers, 221. On 16th
cl. (transfer of incorrigibles to penitentiary),
221.

N. W. T. AcTS AMT. ; Assembly, constitution,
powers, &c.; B. (126).

Reported from Com. of the W., with several
Amts., 557.

with further Amts., 585.

RUSSwORm, ADAM, DIVORCE B. (C).
Report of Select Com. in favour of ; adoption

m., 168.
TAPLEY, ISABEL, DIVORCE B. (K).

Report of Select Com. in favour of ; adoption
m., 169.

TENANT FARM DELEGATES' REPORT, distribution
of.

On adotion of 2nd Rep. of Printing Com., 115.

SUMMONED TO SENATE, 37 ; introduced, 37.
ADMIRALTY COURTS, ESTABLISHMENT OF; B.(13).

Reported from Com. of the W., without
Amt.*, 240.

- JUDGES' SALARIES; B. (153).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 306.

BAIE DES CHALEURS RY. CO.'S B. (153).

On M. (Mr. Tassé) for adoption.of 2nd Report
of Ry. Coin. (for an order for Mr. Arm-
strong's attendance), and Amt. (Mr. Belle-
rose) to refer report back (for proceedings
of Com. to be given), 376-7 ; on Mr. Power's
remarks, 377, 382.

BRIGHTON, WARKWORTH AND NORwOOD RY.
Co.'s INcoRP. B. (86).

Introduced*, 192.
(2nd and 3rd Rs. m. by Mr. McCallum), 209,

228, 238.

CHIONECTO MARINE RY., Subsidy; B. (97).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 139.

COLONIES AND FOREIGN TREATIES.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for Address to the Queen,
for abrogation of "most favoured nation"
clause, 623-4-5-6, 638.

CONTINGENT AccTS. COM., 5th Report of.
On M. (Mr. Read) for concurrence in; on

complaints at lateness of the report, 661.
DECK AND LOAD LINES, marking of; B. (106).

In Com. of the W.; on el. Il (remarks respect.
ing inspectors' travelling expenses), 525.

FISHERIES ACT AMT. ; purse-seining prohibited;
B. (122).

In Com. of the W., on provisions of the Bill,
486.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Power) to substitute lien on vessel for con-
fiscation, 507-8.

INTERCOLONIAL RY., change in management of.
On Mr. Power's inqy., as to intention of dis-

posing of the Ry., or of taking over private
ines 284.

MASTERS' AND MATES' CERTIFICATES Act Amt.
(inland waters); B. (12).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 304.

MILEAGE OF MEMBERS; B. (43).
On M. (Mr. Power) for 2nd R., 167.
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HOWLAN, Hon. Geo. William-Continued.
MILITIA oN N.-W. SERVICE; land grants; B.

(159).
Reported from Com. of the W., without Ant.,

526.
MINISTERIAL CHANGES.

On Mr. Abbott's announcement of New Cabi-
net, 94.

NEW BRUNSwICK RAILWAY ACT AMT. ; B. (37).
2nd R. m. (in absence of Mr. MacInnes, Bur-

lington)*, 135.
N.S. FEMALE (R.C.) REFORMATORY; B. (R).

Reported from Con. of the W., with Amts.*,
227.

N.W.T AcTs AMT.; Assembly, constitution,
powers, &c.; B. (126).

On Order for Coin. of W. ; on Aint. (Mr.
Bellerose) to instruct Coin. to amend 18th
cl., to provide for permanency of dual lan-
guage, and sub-Aimt. (Mr. Armand) to strike
out entire 18th cl., 553.

PARLIAMENT; DISQUALIFICATION of Shareholders
in subsidized Cos., &c.

On ques.'of Order (on Mr. Poirier's speech),
suggestion that the matter be deferred, for
Ruling, 474..

PROVINCIAL COURTS, JUDGES, Salaries. See "Ad-
miralty Judges."

SALARIES OF SENATE OFFICIAIS.
On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of 3rd Rep. of

Contingent Acets. Coin., and Amt. (Mr.
Abbott) to refer back for further consider-
ation, 193.

VANCOUVER DOCK CO. INcoRp. B. (51).

On M. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) for 3rd R., Amt.
(Mr. McInnes, B.C.) precluding a Govt. sub-
sidy, and sub-Amt. (Mr. Bellerose) to strike
out entire subsidy cl., 186. Question of Or-
der, that the sub-Amt. (on 3rd R.) requires
notice, 187-8, 190.

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY RY. Co.'s B. (119).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., and Amt. (Mr.

Scott) for 6 months' hoist, 269, 271-2, 274,
276, 311-12-13.

KAULBACH, Hon. Henry A. N.

ADJOURNMENTS.

(6th May) in debate on, 19.
on further notice, point of Order, 26.
on M., Amts., and questions of Order,

33, 35.
(Over Corpus Christi day) on M. for, 47.
(On death of the Premier) on M. for, 8-17

June, 86.
(Dominion Day) on Premier's remarks, 135.
(17-29 July) on Mr. Abbott's M. for, 265. On

Mr. Dever withdrawing M. (adjt. till
llth Aug.) of which he had given notice,
and on ques. of Order thereon, 241-2.

'4-8 July) on Mr. Stevens's M. for, 557-8.

KAULBACH, Hon. Henry A.N.-Continued
ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION IN CANADA; B. (13).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 232-3.
In Coin. of the W. ; on 6th cl. (local judges)

and Mr. Power's Amt. (to exclude barristers
from appointment), 238.

A.DMIRALTY JUDGES, salaries of; B. (153).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 305.
(See also " Judges' salaries, inadequacy of.")

ALEXANDER, HON. MR., vacation of seat.
On procedure, in Com. on Privileges, 25.

BAIE DES CHALEURS Co.'S B. (82).
On M. (Mr. Tassé) for adoption of 2nd Report

of Ry. Com. (recommending order for atten-
dance of C. N. Armstrong as witness), 370,
372.

On M. (Mr. Vidal) for adoption of 6th Report
(non-attendance of witnesses); on ques. of
Order (Mr. Masson) on Mr. O'Donohoe re-
ferring to proceedings of Com., not before
the House, 574 ; on the ques. of promoters'
right of withdrawal of B., and on witnesses'
conduct, 575.

On M. (Mr. Vidal) for adoption of final re-
port; on Mr. Scott calling for record " on a
division," and Mr. Almon's call for Yeas
and Nays, 589.

BEET-SUGAR BOUNTIES, B. authorizing (168).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd B., 541.

BEHRING SEA CONTROVERSY, action of Impl. Govt.
On Mr. Macdonald's inqy., 62.
In debate on Colonies and foreign treaties M.

(Mr. Abbott), 619.
BILLS OF EXCHANGE ACT AMT. ; B. (B).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 65.
In Com., on Mr. Power's Amut. to strike out

cl. 5, 69, 71.
BILLS RECEIVED WITHOUT PETITIONS.

See " Brighton, Warkworth and Norwood Ry."
" Lake Erie and Detroit River Ry."

BODY SNATCHING, punishment of ; B. (P).
On M. (Mr. McMillan) for 2nd R., 143.
On M. (Mr. McMillan) for adoption of Rep. of

special Coin., and Mr. Power's suggestion
for reference to Coin. of the W., 297.

In Com. of the W. ; on 2nd cl. (penalty), 299.

BRIGHTON, WARKWORTH AND NORwOOD RY.
Co.'s B. (86).

On M. (Mr. McCallum) to refer B. to Stand-
ing Orders Coin., no Petition having been
received, 209.

BRISTow, THOMAS, DIVORCE B. (J).
On M. (Mr. Gowan) for adoption of Rep. of

Select Coin. ; remarks, as to Petitioner
marrying again, 169.

CABINET, CHANGES IN.

On Mr. Abbott's announcement of, 96.
CANADA AND FOREIGN TREATIES. See " Col-

onies."
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KA ULBACH, Hon. Henry A.N.-Continued
C. P. R., BRANDON BRANCH, grant. See "Rail-

ways, Land subsidies " B.

NORTH SHORE SECTION, CANCELLATION
OF BONDS, on agreement for new works, &c.;
B. (170).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., and Mr.
Power's suggestion for proviso, for Ry. ferry
steamers at Quebec, 599.

REMARKS ON, in debate. See "Van-
couver Dock B."

CATTLE, FREIGHT RATES TO ENGLAND.

On inqy. (Mr. Reesor) as to disparity of rates
from U.S and Canadian ports, 602.

(See also " Live Stock Shipping Act.")

CHIGNECTO MARINE RY. subsidy; B. (97).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 138-9, 141.
In Com. of the W.; on Ist cl. (extension of

time), 171-2.
CITIZENS' INSURANCE Co.'s B. (H).

On 2nd R., remarks on delay in printing, 73.
CIvI, SERVICE, FRAUDS UPON GOVT. BY. See

"Government."

COLONIES AND FOREIGN TREATIES.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for Address to the Queen,
for abrogation of "most favoured nation"
clauses, 619, 620, 639.

--- AN D G. B., closer trade relations.
On M. (Mr. Wark) for Address, for Govt. to

consider, and open negotiations, 561.
WEST INDIAN, recovery of trade with.

On inqy. (Mr. Wark) what steps Govt. will
take, 594.

CONTINGENT ACCTS. COM., 3rd Report of.
On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption, and AMt.

(Mr. Abbott) to refer back for re-considera-
tion; remarks on salaries and number of
Senate officials, 193.

4th Report.
On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of; on number

of clerks required at Table, 657.
5th Report.

On M. (Mr. Read) for concurrence; on lateness
of presentation; on quality of ink supplied
to Senate, 660.

On Mr. Power's remarks -m 2nd R. of Supply
B., 668.

CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS ACT. See"Dominion."

COUNTY COURT JUDGES. See "Justice, Adminis-
tration of."

DEBATE, on irregular occasions. See " Edmon-
ton, public buildings;" also " Parliament,
disqualification for.'

DIVORCE CASE, and question of alinony and cus-
tody of children by Petitioner. See " Ellis."

CASE, Petitioner marrying again. See
"Bristow."

CASE, Remarks on the evidence. See
"Tapley."

COMMMITEE, PERSONNEL OF.

Addition of Hon. Mr. Dickey suggested, 29,31.

KAULBACH, Hon. Henry A. N.-Continued

DIvORcE COURTS, establishment; of B. (O).
On M. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)for 2nd R., 151-2.

- EXTENSION OF TIME for Petitions.

On adoption of 3rd Rep. of Com., 61.

DOMINION CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS ACT AMT.
B. (147).

In Coin. of the W.; on 17th cl. (trial by two
judges), on ques. as to an appeal, 663.

ELECTIONS ACT, Amt. B. (146).
In Com. of the W.; on Mr. Power's proposed

Amt., to add cl. to sec. 56 of Act (oath to
candidates, against bribery), 652.

EDMONTON, public buildings at, location of.
On Mr. Girard's inqy. ; point of Order that

such questions are not debatable, 494.
ELECTIONS ACT. See " Dominion Elections."
ELLiS, MAHALA, DIVORCE B. (I).

On Report of Select Com. ; in debate as to
elimination of cl. giving Petitioner custody
of the children, 155.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) for 3rd R., and Mr. Me-
Callun's Amt. to strike out above el., 158.

EXCHEQUER COURT ACT AMT., extension of
jurisdiction, &c.; B. (117).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. ; inqy., respect-
ing appeals, 503.

EXPORT DUTY. See " Timber."

EXPORTS AND IMPORTS.

On Mr. Reesor's statements: See " Live Stock
Shipping Act " debate.

,See also " Colonies and Foreign Treaties;"
"Colonies, Trade Relations;" "U. S., reci-
procity with."

FARM, GOVT., REPORTS, distribution of.
On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of 2nd Rep. of

Printing Com., 108, 120.
FEMALE REFORMATORY, HALIFAX. See "N.S.'

FiSHERIES ACT AMT. ; purse-seining prohibited;
B. (122).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 460, 464.
lu Com. of the W., debate on provisions of B.,

486, 488.
On Mr. Almon's Amt., substituting lien on

vessel for confiscation, 489.
On 2nd cl. (moiety to fishery officers, prosecu-

tors), 504, 506.
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R., and Amt.(Mr.

Power) substituting lien on vessel for confis-
cation, 508.

.-- -RIGHTS ON FORESHORES.

In debate on 2nd R. of B. (111), transfer of
foreshores to Provincial Govts., 664-5.

FISHERY BOUNTIES, amount increased to$]60,000,
B. (152).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) into Com. of the W., 439.
In Coin. of the W.; on M. (Mr. Abbott) to add
cl. (verification of claims on oath), 440.

FISHING BOATS, better equipment of ; B. (G).
On M. (Mr. Power) for 2nd R., 101-2.
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KA ULBACH, Hon. Henry A.N.-Continued

FISHING VESSELS, U.S. (modus rivendi); B. (10).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 50.
In Com. of the W., 54.

FOREIGN TREATIES. See " Colonies and Foreign
Treaties."

FORESHORES, TRANSFER, to Provincial Govts.,
B. (111).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R.; on rights over
fisheries and navigable waters, 664-5.

FRAUDS UPON GOVT. BY OFFICIALS. See " Govt."

FRAUDULENT MARKING (White Lead, &c.); B.
(140). On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 444.

GOVERNMENT, FRAUDS UPON, by officials; B. (U).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 568.

GRAND JURY SYSTEM, abolition of.

On Mr. Gowan's M. for Departnental corres-

pondence, 106.

GRAVES, DESECRATION OF. See "Body-snatching."

GREAT N. W. CENTRAL RY., date of operation.

On inqy. (Mr. Boulton) as to Govt. informa-
tion, 582.

HALIFAx FEMALE REFORMATORY. See " N.S."

HUDSON BAY Ry. B. See " Winnipeg and Hud-
son Bay."

I.NDIAN ACT AMT.; penalties for trespassing; B.
(144).

In Coin. of the W.; on 1stcl. (fine for trespass),
465.

On Order for 3rd R., and Amts. (Mr. Abbott)
reducing penalties, 466.

INQUIRIES, not debatable. See " Edmonton, pub-
lic buildings :" also " Parliament, disquali-
fication for," in debates upon.

INTERCOLONIAL RY., change in management of.

On inqy. (Mr. Power) as to intention of Govt.,
284, 288, 289, 290.

INTERCOLONIAL TRADE RELATIONS. See " Colon-
ies."

INVERNESS AND VICTORIA RY. AND MINING CO.
INCORP. B. (136).

On M. (Mr. Alnon) for 2nd R., and Mr. Mil-
ler's req uest for postponement, 294. On
Mr. Miller's Amt. for 6 months' hoist, 429,
430.

JUDEGES' SALARIES, ADMIRALTY, B. (153.)
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 305.

JUDC.ES' SALARIES, INADEQUACY OF.
On inqy. (Mr. Dickey) as to Govt.'s intention

of remedying, 604.
JUSTICE, ADMINISTRATION OF ; County Court

Judges, jurisdiction in other districts, &c.;
B. (14).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 134.
(See also " Grand Jury, abolition of.")

LAKE ERIE AND DETROIT RIVER RY. Co.'s B.
(60).

On M. (Mr. Allan) to refer B. to Standing
Orders Com., no Petition having been re-
ceived, 208.

KAULBACH, Hon. Henry A.N.-C<ntinued

LAND GRANTS to Railways. See "Railways."

LIvE STOCK SHIPPING ACT; B. (154).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., and Mr.

Power's remarks (slaughtering in Canada of
imported cattle), 498.

In Com. of the W., on same point, and on Mr.
Reesor's remarks respecting corn duties, and
imports and exports, &c., 521-2, 531. On
Mr. Reesor's correction of statement, 535,
542-3.

FREIGIT RATES TO ENGLAND.

On inqy. (Mr. Reesor) as to disparity of rates
from U. S. and Canada, 602.

LoOs, EXPORT DUTY. See " Timber."

MACDONALD, THE RT. HON. SIR JOHN A.
Decease of; on M. foir adjt., 8-17 June, 86.

MACKENZIE BASIN, development of.
On Mr. Girard's M. for Select Com., 100.

MAN. AND ASSINIBOIA GRAND JUNCT. RY. CO.'s
B. (Q).

On M. (Mr. Boulton) for concurrence in Amts.
of H. of C. (increase of bonding power), 265.

MAN. S.W. COLON. RY. GRANT. See "Railways."

MARKING, FRAUDULENT (LEAD). See " Fraudu-
lent Marking."

MASTERS AND MATES' CERTIFICATES ACT AMT.
B. (12).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., inqy. as to
new classification, 304.

In Com. of the W. ; on 2nd cl. (3 years' domi-
cile), 413.

MILL REFUSE B. See "Navigable Waters."

MINISTERIAL CHANGES.
On Mr. Abbott's announcement of new Cabinet,

96.

MINUTES, Delay in printing of.

Remarks, on 2pd R. of Citizens' Ins. Co. B., 73.
on Mr. Miller calling attention to, 192.

MONTREAL AND ATLANTIC RY. Co. INCORP. B. (29).
On M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.

Power) to add cl. (rights of South Eastern
Ry. bondholders), 330-1.

MONTREAL HARBOUR COMMRS. ACT AMT. B. (95).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R.; inqy., qualifi-

cation of shipping houses, 134.

MOTION, OF WHICH NOTICE HAD BEEN GIVEN, On
withdrawal of (Mr. Dever) and ques. of Order
thereon, 241-2.

NAVIGABLE WATERS ACT, Aint. (Sawdust); B.(D).
On order for 2nd R., and Mr. Clemow's with-

drawal of the B., 128, 131.

NEWFOUNDLAND AND U. S. TREATY.

In debate on modus vivendi B., 54.

N. W. T. ACTS AMT. : Assembly, constitution,
powers, &c. B., (126).

In Com. of the W.; on l th cl. (charge in lieu
of indictment, for criminal procedure), 555.
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KAULBACH, Hon. Henry A.N.-Continued
N.W.T. REPRESENTATION ACT AMT.; deposit pay-

able in currency ; B. (148).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 344.
On M. (Mr. Abbott) into Com. of the W., and

Amt. (Mr. McInnes, B. C.) for instruction
to Com., to add provisions for ballot, 431.

N. S. FEMALE (R. C.) REFORMATORY B. (R).
On M. (Mr. Power) for 2nd R., 196.
In Com. of the W., on 2nd cl. (transfer from

prisons to reformatory) and Mr. Gowan's
Amt. (substituting word "female "), 215.
On 9th cl. (industrial refuge) and 10th cl.
(provision for maintenance), 218, 220. On
12th cl. (tickets of leave), 220. On 13th cl.
(apprenticeship to service), and Mr. Mac-
donald's Amt. against restriction to Roman
Catholic employers, 221. On 16th cl. (trans-
fer of incorrigible offenders to penitentiary),
221. Further on this cl., on order for 3rd
R., and Mr. Power's m. to recommit the B.,
224-6.

OFFICIALs, FRAUDS UPON GOVT. BY. See "Govt."

OFFICIALS, SENATE. See " Contingent Acets.
Coin."

ONT. EXPRESS & TRANSPORTATION Co.'s B. (151.)
On report of Com. on Banking and Commerce;

inquies. as to paid up stock, 578 ; on Com. 's
Aint. (abandonment of stock) and Mr.
Power's proposed further Amt. (on lst call
only), 579.

PARLIAMENT, DATE for calling of. See " Supply
B.," debate.

-DISQUALIFICATION of shareholders in sub-
sidized Companies, &c.

On Mr. Poirier "calling attention" to sub-
ject ; point of Order-not a debatable
motion, 471.

On the main subject, upon Mr. Poirier's speech
on a M. for adjt., 480.

On the point of Order, further on Speaker's
ruling, 492.

PrCTou BANK, WINDING UÊ, B. (76.)
Introducel*, 164.
2nd R. ni., 191.
Amts. of Banking Com., concurrence m., 223.
3rd R.*, 223.

PRINTING COM., adoption of 2nd Report.
On Mr. Power's objection to expense of Govt.

Farn reports, 108, 120 ; on mode of dis-
tribuing the reports, 120.

PRINTING, Delay in.
Remarks, on 2nd R. of Citizen's Ins. Co.'s B.,

73.

Remarks, on Mr. Miller calling attention to
delays, 192.

PROHIBITORY LIQuOR LAw.
On Mr. Vidal's M. for Select Com., 127.

PROVINCIAL, COURT JUDGES' SALARIES. See
" Admiralty."

QUARANTINE, on sheep and swine in U.S.
On Mr. Reesor's inqy., 82.

KAULBACH, Hon. Henry A.N.-Cotinued
QUEBFC, RY. FERRY STEAMERS. See "C.P.R."

RAILWAYS, LAND SUBSIDIES To, Bills:-
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. of B. (169),

change in grant to Red Deer Valley Ry. Co. ;
ques., 651. On M. for 3rd R. ; on general
principle of such grants, 653, 655.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. of B. (173.),
Man. S. W. Colonization Ry., and C.P.R.,
Brandon Branch, grants ; on the general
principle, 655.

RECIPROCITY QUESTIONS. See "U.S."

RED DEER VALLEY RY., land grant. See "Rail.
ways." R

REFORMATORY, FEMALE, HALIFAX. See "N.S.'
RIvERS, SAWDUST IN. See "Navigable Waters

Act."

SALARIES OF JUDGES. See "Admiralty Tudges'
Salaries," B. " Judges' Salaries, Inade-
quacy of," Inqy.

__ SENATE OFFICIALS.

On M. (Mr. Read)for adoption of 3rd Rep. Con-
tingent Acets. Com., and Amt. (Mr. Abbott)
to refer back for re-consideration, 193.

On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption 4th Report,
657.

SAWDUST BILL. See "INagivable Waters."

SAW-LOGS, export duty. See "Timber."

SENATE OFFICIALS. See "Contingent Acets.
Com."

SHoRES, TRANSFER, to Provincial Govts. See
" Foreshores."

STEAMBOAT INSPECTION ACT AMT. B. (85.)-Mr.
Abbott.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. ; inqy., 343.
In Com. of the W. ; on Amt. (Mr. Abbott) to

include a previous amending Act; inqy., 414.

SUGAR (BEET). See "Beet-sugar."

SUPPLY BILL (177).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. ; on Mr.

Power'sremarksrespectingContingentAcets.
Com. Report ; on date for calling of Parlt.
on amount of expenditures, 668.

SUPREME COURT ACT AMT., reference of consti-
tutional questions, &c. ; B. (138).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 502.
SwINE AND SHEEP, quarantine in U. S.

On Mr. Reesor's inqy., 82.

TAPLEY, ISABEL, DIVORCE B. (K).
On M. (Mr. Gowan) for adoption of Rep. of

Select Com. ; remarks, on nature of the evi-
dence, 169.

TENANT FARM DELEGATES' REPORT,distribution.
On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of 2nd Rep.

of Printing Com., 108, 120.
TIMBER, EXPORT DUTY ON.

On Mr. Flint's inqy., as to intention of Govt.,
205.

1891] 695



I.-INDEX TO SENATORS.

K.AULBACH, Hon. Henry A.N.-Continued

TIME, STANDARD.
On Mr. Maclnnes's M. for corresp., 47.

TRADE COMBINATIONS, prevention of ; B. (15).
On M. (Mr. McCallum) for 2nd R., 391.

TRADE MARKS ACT, Amt., B. (F).
In Coin. of the W., on 3rd cl., 76. -

TRADE, QUESTIONS OF. See "Colonies, W. I.,
recovery of trade," debate; "Colonies and
foreign treaties," debate; " U. S., reci-
procity with."

TREATIEs, FOREIGN. See " Colonies and Foreign
Treaties."

UNITED STATES, DUTY ON TIMBER EXPORTED TO.

On Mr. Flint's inqy. as to intention of Govt.,
205.

EXPORTS AND IMPORTS ; Mr. Reesor's
statement. See " Live Stock Shipping Act,"
debate.

ModiusvivendiB. See"FishingVessels."

NEWFOUNDLAND, TREATY WITH.

In debate on modus rivendi B., 54.

- QUARANTINE ON SHEEP AND SwINE.

On Mr. Reesor's inqy. respecting, 82.

RECIPROCITY WITH.

In debate on modui virendi B., 50, 54.

TRADE AND TREATY RELATIONS WITH.

See " Colonies, W. I., recovery of trade,"
debate ; " Colonies and Foreign Treaties"
debate.

VANCOUVER DOCK CO. INcoRP. B. (51).

On M. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) for 3rd R., and
Amt. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) precluding a Dom.
Govt. subsidy, 180-1 ; on ques. of Order (Mr.
Power) as to relevancy of remarks respecting
C.P.R., 181-2.

WEST INDIAN TRADE RELATIONS. See "Col-
onies."

WHITE LEAD, MARKING OF. See " Fraudulent
Marking."

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY Ry. Co.'s B. (119).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Scott) for 6 months' hoist, 247, 348-9,
351-2, 354.

LACOSTE, Hon. Alexandre.

(The Speaker, until 15th September.)

APPOINTED SPEAKER; took the Chair, 3.

ALEXANDER, HON. MR., report of non-attendance
presented, 91.

Report of Com. presented, 37.
- Final report of Com., presented, 57.

LACOSTE, Hon. Alexandre-Continued.

BAIE DES CHALEURS RY. CO.'s B. (82).
Mr. C. N. Armstrong summoned to the Bar,

442.
Mr. Armstrong informed of Senate's decision

that he shall answer questions, 442.
(For Rulings upon this B, see " Rulings,"

below).
On 6th Report of Com.; on ques. of Order (Mr.

Masson), remark-ques. withdrawn, 574.
On final report of Con. and M. (Mr. Vidal)

for its adoption ; M. declared adopted, 589.
COMMONS, desired to elect a Speaker, 3.

summoned, for assent to Bills (26th
June), 144; (10th July), 223; (28th August),
527.

Rulings.
ADJOURNMENT, M. for; Amt. to extend period

(Mr. O'Donohoe), without previous notice,
questioned (Mr. Mclnnes, B.C.) 32; Ruled:
notice unnecessary, 34.

ADJOURNMENT, M. for the (in order to speak).
Mr. Poirier, not allowed to m., while ques.
on his " calling attention " to a matter-see
below-was before the Chair, 474.

ATTENTION, CALLING OF THE H. (Mr. Poirier, on
the subject of disqualifying for Parliament
shareholders in subsidized Cos., &c.) ; ruling
postponed, 473.

Ruled : not being a specific question or M.,
addressing the House not permissible, 491-2.

AMT., MOVING OF, by a member already spoken.
Mr. Ross objecting to Mr. Power, (who had
already spoken to M. for adoption of Report
of Com. on Baie des Chaleurs Ry. B.)
moving an Amt. to the M. Ruled: H3ving
spoken once, the inember cannot m. an Aint.,
578.

COMMITTEE, proceedings, reference to, in debate.
(2nd Report of Ry. Coin. on Baie des
Chaleurs Ry. B. being before the House,
which report the Chairman and others
claimed was defective). Ruled: No refer-
ence, in discussion, should be made to Com's
proceedings which are not before the House,
370.

DEBATE, repeated speaking in. Mr. Ross's
objection to Mr. Power's repeated speaking
(on report of Com. on Baie des Chaleurs
Ry. B.) sustained, 578.

NOTICE OF AMT. to a B. not yet before Senate.
Notice on Order Paper (Mr. Mclnnes, B.C.),
of Amt. to B. (146). Ruling postponied, 507.
Ruled: Notice is out of order %nd ought
to be struck out, 506.

QUESTION OF ORDER, any inember may speak to.
(On questions as to unparliamentary expres-
sions on Com.'s report on Baie des Ohaleurs
Ry. B.), 375.

SUB-AMT. (Mr. Bellerose, on 3rd R., Vancouver
Dock Co.'s B.) not being relevant to ques.
raised by Amt., ruled not in order, without
previous notice, 190.

SUPREME AND EXCHEQUER COURTS ACT AMT.; B.
(138). In Com. of W.; on 3rd cl. (appeal
from Court of Review, Quebec) ; inqy., 524.
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LEONARD, Hon. Elijah.
DEATH OF ; Remarks : Mr. Scott, 38-Mr.

Abbott, 38-Mr. Dickey, 39-Mr. Dever, 40.

LOUGHEED, Hon. James Alexander.
BILIS OF EXCHANGE ACT AMT. B. (B.)

In Coni. of the W., on 5th cl., 78-79.

CHIGNECTO MARINE Ry. Co., Subsidy B. (97.)
In Com. of the W., on 2nd cl. (relief from pen-

alty for non-completion of work), 175.
ELLIS, MAHALA, DIVORCE B. (I.)

On Mr. Clemow's M. for 3rd R., and on propo-
sal to strike out cl. giving petitioner custody
of the children, 156; on Mr. McCallum's
Amt. to that effect, 158.

FARM, GOVT., REPORTS, distribution of.

On adoption of 2nd Report of Printing Com.,
110.

MACLEOD IRRIGATION CO. INCoRP. B. (52.)
Introduced*, 240.
2nd R. m.*, 264.
(3rd R. m. bv Mr. McMillan), 301.

MEDICINE HAT Ry. AND COAL Co.'s B. (25.)
Introduced*, 122-23.
2nd R.*, 162.
3rd R.*, 201.

RED DEER VALLEY RY. AND COAL CO.'S B. (68.)
Introduced*, 144.
2nd R.*, 168.
3rd R.*, 201.

ROCKY MOUNT. RY. AND COAL CO. INCORP. B. (M).

Introduced*, 80.
2nd B.*, 98.

Amts. of Ry. Com., concurrence m., 122.
3rd R.*, 12-2.
Amts. of H. of C., concurrence m., 237.

SASKATCHEWAN RY. AND MINING Co.'s B. (84.)
Introduced*, 265.
(2nd and 3rd Rs. m. by Mr. Perley*), 268, 346.

TRADE MARKS ACT AMT. B. (F.)
In Com., Amt. to 3rd cl. suggested, 75.

WINNIPEG, ASSINIBOINE WATER-POwER B. (91).
Introduced*, 223.
2nd R.*, 228.
3rd R.*, 238.

McCAL LUM, Hon. Lachlan.
ADDRESS, in debate on the, 17.
BAIE DES CHALEURs Ry. Co.'s B. (82).

On M. (Mr. Vidal) for adoption of 6th Report
of Ry. Com. (non-attendance of witnesses);
on Mr. O'Donohoe's remarks, 573.

BRIGHTON, WARKWORTH AND NoRwOOD RY. Co.
INCORP. B. (86).

(Introduced by Mr. Howlan*), 192.
On order for 2nd R. ; M. to refer B. to Stand.

ing Orders Con. (petition being mislaid),
209,

2nd R. m.*, 2'28.
3rd R. m.*, 238.

McCALLUM, Hon. Lachlan-continued.

BUFFALO AND FORT ERIE BRIDGE CO., INCORP. B•
(70).

Introduced*, 223.
2nd R.*, 228.
3rd R.*, 238.

CANADA AND MICHIGAN TUNNEL Co. B. (19).
Introduced*, 60.
2nd R. m., 63.
3rd R.*, 67.

COBOURG, NORTHUMBERLAND
Co.'s B. (90).

Introduced*, 201.
2nd R.*, 222.
3rd R.*, 229.

AND PACIFIC RY.

COLONIES AND FOREIGN TREATIES.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for Address to the Queen,
for abrogation of "most favoured nation"
clauses, 622.

COLONIS AND GREAT BRITAIN, closer trade
relations.

On M. (Mr. Wark) for Address, for Govt. to
consider, and open negotiations, 562.

DOMINION ELECTIONS ACT, Amt. on varions
matters of procedure ; B. (146).

In Com. of the W. ; on Mr. Power's proposed
Amt., addition to Ist cl. of sec. 56 of Act
(oath to candidate, against bribery), 652.

EDMONTON, public buildings at.
On inqy. (Mr. Girard) as to location; and on

Mr. Boulton's remarks, 494.

ELLIS, MAHALA, DIVORCE B. (I).

On Mr. Clemow's M. for 3rd R. ; Ant. m. to
strike out clause giving petitioner custody
of the children, 156.

ELLIS, WM., Supt. of Welland Canal.

M. for statempent of receipts in excess, 86.

FISHERIES ACT AMT. ; purse-seining prohibited;
B. (119).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R., and Amt.
(Mr. Power) to substitute lien on vessel for
confiscation; on Mr. O'Donohoe's remarks,
509.

FISHERIES ON FORESHORES. See debate on
" Forehores " B.

FORESHORES, TRANSFER, to Provincial Govts.
B. (111).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. ; on question
how the fisheries will be affected, 664-5.

HUDSON BAY Ry. See " Winnipeg and Hudson
Bay."

GOVERNMENT, FRAUDS UPON, BY OFFICIALS; B.

(U).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. ; on Mr.

Power's remarks, 568.

INSURANCE, STEAM-BOILER AND PLATE-GLASS,

Co., Incorp. B. (50).
Introduced*, 224.
2nd R.*, 237.
(3rd R. m. by Mr. McKindsey*, 241).
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McCALLUM, Hon. Lachlan-Continued.

KINOSTON AND PONTIAC RY. Co. INCORP. B. (89).
Introduced*, 201.
2nd R.*, 222.
3rd R.*, 228.

PARLIAMENT; DISQUALIFICATION of shareholders
in Companies under Govt. contracts, &c.

On Mr. Poirier calling attention to the ques-
tion of amending the law, 479, 480.

RECIPROCITY WITH THE U. S. See ' U. S."

ST. CATHARINES AND MERRITTON BRIDGE CO. IN-
CORP. B. (88).

Introduced*, 223.
2nd R.*, 228.
(3rd R. in. by Mr. McKindsey*, 241.)

SHORES, TRANSFER, to Provincial Govts. See
" Foreshores."

TRADE, COMBINATIONS in restraint of ; B. (15).
Introduced*, 268.
2nd R. m., 391 ; in debate, 392.
In Com. of the W. ; on Ist cl. (eliminating

words " unduly " and " unreasonably " in
the Act), and Aint. (Mr. Vidal) to add pro-
viso (Act not to affect proper business ar-
rangements), 433. Concurrence in Amt. in.,
434.

3rd R.*, 438.

U. S., RECIPROCITY WITH THE.

Remarks in debate on the Address, 17.
on M. (Mr. Abbott), "Colonies and

Foreign Treaties," 622.

VANCOUVER DOCK CO., Incorp. B. (51).
On M. of Mr. Macdonald (B.C.) for 3rd R.,

and Amt. of Mr. McInnes (B.C.) precluding
a Dom. Govt. subsidy, 183.

WELLAND CANAL, Supt. Wm. Ellis.
M. for statement, receipts in excess, 86.

WHIRLPOOL BRIDGE Co., INCORP. B. (58).
Introduced*, 144.
2nd R. ni., 167-8.
On Report of Ry. Coin., rejecting the B.; sug-

gestion, that fees be refunded, 201.

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY Ry. Co.'s B. (119).
On M. (Mr. Abbott for 2nd R., and Amt.

(Mr. Scott) for 6 months' hoist ; Amt. to
Amt. m., postponement until definite in-
formation as to location, &c., be given, 359,
360; in debate, 361.

WOOD, A. F., Commissioner Rys. and Canals.
On M. (Mr. Flint) for statement of payments

in 1890, 302.

McCLELAN, Hon. Abner Reid.
ADJOURNMENT.

(6th May) in debate on notice of M., 19.
on M., Amts. and ques. of Order, 34.

ALBERT Ry. Co., payment of employés.
Inqy. as to proposed action of Govt., 445-6.

CARLETON BRANCH Ry., St. John, sale of, B.
(158).

In Com. of the W., on provisions of the B., 516.

McCLELAN, Hon. Abner R'eid-Continued.

CHIGNECTO MARINE Ry., Subsidy B. (97).
In Com. of the W., 173.

DIVORCE COMMITTEE.
Request to be relieved from serving, 28.

FARM, GOVT., REPORTS, printing of.
On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of 2nd Report
of Printing Com., 109.

FISHERIES ACT AMT.; purse-seining prohibited;
B. (122).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Power) to substitute lien on vessel for con
fiscation, 508.

FRAUDULENT MARKING (WHITE LEAD, &c.); B.
(140).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 443.

MILEAGE OF MEMBERS; B. (43).

Reported from Com. of the W., as amended,
207.

PROHIBITION OF LIqUOR TRAFFIC.

On Mr. Vidal's M. for Select Com., 127.
SAWDUST, THROWING INTO RIVERS, prohibition,

B. (D).
On Mr. Clemow's withdrawal of the B., 131.

McDONALD, Hon. William (C.B.)

INVERNESS AND VICTORIA RY. AND MINING CO.,
Incorp. B. (136).

On M. (Mr. Almon) for 2nd R., and Mr. Miller's
request for-postponenent, 294.

On Amt. (Mr. Miller) to M. for 2nd R. (6
months' hoist), 426-7-8.

PATENT ACT AMT.; B. (142).
Reported from Com). of the W. without Amt. ,

416.

McINNES, Hon. Thomas R.

ADDRESS, in debate on the, 17.

ADJOURNMENT.

(May 6), extension of time, Ait. m., 18.
on Mr. Abbott's M., adjt. till 8th; Mr.

Dever's Amt., adjt. till 20th; and Mr. O'Dono-
hoe's sub-Amt., adjt. till 26th; ques. of
Order on sub-Amt., 32.

(July 16th), on Mr. Dever's withdrawal of M.
of which he had given notice, 241.

BAIE DES CHALEURS Ry. Co.'s B. (82).
On M. (Mr. Tassé) for ado tion of 2nd Report

of Ry. Com. (for order or Mr. Arnstrong's
attendance), anI Ant. (Mr. Bellerose)to refer
report back to Com. (to give its proceedings);
on right of promoters to withdraw the B.
from Com., 374-5-6, 383 ; on Mr. Miller's
objection to expressions used, 374; on ques.
of leaving the investigation to Quebec Legis-
lature, 376, 387.

On M. (Mr. Vidal) for adoption of 6th Report
of Com. (non-attendance of witnesses) ; on
ques. of Order (Mr. Masson) as to reference
to proceedings of Com., not before the
House, 574. In further debate on the re-
port, 577.

698 [Session



I.-INDEX TO SENATORS.

McINNES, Hon. Thomas R.-Continued.

BAIE DES CHALEURS Ry. Co.
- EXPENDITURES ON, and balances.

M. (for Mr. O'Donohoe) for statement of, 491.

BODY SNATCHING, punishment of ; B. (P).

On question of reprinting as amended, 300.
BOUCHER AND STEPHEN, MESSRS., salaries of.

On Mr. Read's M. for adoption of Report of
Coin., and Mr. Abbott's Amt., to refer back
for further consideration, 193.

B. C. PENITENTIARY, drugs supplied.
]. for Address for tender of McPherson &
Thompson, 269.

BURGESS, MR., DEPY. MIN. OF INTERIOR.

Inqy., whether resignation is accepted, 596.
CIVIL SERVICE REMOVALS.

Inqy., respecting resignation of Mr. Burgess,
596.

DoMNON ELECTION ACT, further Amt. B. (146).
In Com. of the W., Amt. of which notice given

(against officials taking part in Elections)
dropped; remarks on Govt.'s tardy pro-
cedure with B., 652.

ELLIs, MAHALA, DIVORCE ; B. (I).
On adoption of Report of Select Com., and

proposai to eliminate cl. giving Petitioner
custody of the children, 155-6.

On Mr. Clemow's M. for 3rd R., and Mr.
McCallum's Amt. to above effect, 158-9.

FARM, GOVT., REPORTS, distribution of.

On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of 2nd Report
of Printing Com., 118.

HUDSON BAY Ry. B. See " Winnipeg & H.B."
INVERNESS AND VICTORIA Ry. AND MINING CO.,

Incorp. B. (1.36).
On M. (Mr. Almon) for 2nd R., and Mr.

Miller's request for postponement, 293-4.
On Amt. (Mr. Miller) to the M. for 2nd R.,

(6 months' hoist), 420, 424-5-6-7-8.
MACKENZIE AND PEACE RIVER INDIANS.

On Mr. Girard's M. for return of receipts
and expenditures ; ques. as to treaty-making,
82.

MILEAE, MEMBERS' RESTRICTION ; B. (43).

On Mr. Power's M. for 2nd R. ; ques., 167.
MINT, CANADIAN, establishment of.

M. for Select Com., withdraîvn, 67.
N. W. T. REPRESENTATION ACT, Amt. ; deposit

in currency, &c. ; B. (148).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. ; remarks,

&c., notice of Amt., to provide for voting by
ballot, 344-5.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) into Com. of the W.
M. (for instruction to Com. to provide for
ballot voting, &c.), 431 ; Amt. withdrawn,
436.

NOTICE OF AMT., to a B., not yet before Senate.
On ques. of Order (Mr. Miller) as to notice

given, of Ant. to B. (146), " Dom. Elections
Act Amt.," 495.

On further ques. (Mr. Miller) as to personal
remarks, 496.

MOINNES, Hon. Thomas R.-Continued.

SHUSWAP AND OKANAGON Ry. Co.'s B. (78).
Introduced *, 175.
2nd R.*, 194.
3rd R.*, 211.

TAPLEY, ISABELLA, DIVORCE; B. (K).
Introduced *, 73.
2nd R.*, 102.
Report of Select Com., adoption m. (by

Gowan), 169.
3rd R.*, 170.

Mr.

VANCOUVER DOCK CO. INCORP. B. (51).
On M. of Mr. Macdonald (B.C.) for 2nd R., 136.
On M. of Mr. Macdonald, for concurrence in

Amt. of Rys. and Harbours Coin., 165.
On Mr. Macdonald's M. for 3rd R., postpone-

ment called for, 166.
On Mr. Macdonald's further M. for 3rd R.,

Amt. m., precluding a Dom. Govt. subsidy,
126, 179, 181 : on Mr. Kaulbach's speech,
ques. of Order (personal), 181; on Mr. Belle-
rose's sub-Amt., to strike out entire subsidy
cl., and ques. of Order thereon, 189.

VICTORIA, SAANICH AND N. WESTMINISTER Ry.
Co.'s B. (67).

On Mr. Scott's M. to refer B. to Standing
Orders Coni. ; question, 167.

WINNIP.EG AND HUDSON BAY Ry. Co.'s B. (119).
On Mr. Abbott's M. for 2nd R., question, 248 ;

on Aint. (Mr. Scott) for 6 months' hoist,
259 ; on Mr. Howlan's remarks, 276 ; on Mr.
Kaulbach's remarks, inqy., 349. Ques. of
Order (irrelevancy of debate), 354.

MoKINDSEY, Hon. George C.
BODY SNATCHING, punishment of ; B. (P).

On M. (Mr. McMillan) for adoption of report
of special Com., and ques. of reference to
Com. of the W., 297.

On question of re-printing as amd. in Com.,
300.

CORBIN, J. S., Patent extension; B. (30).

2nd R. m. (for Mr. McMillan), 293.

GREAT WEST(MAN.) LIFE ASSURANCECO., Incorp.
B. (48).

3rd R. m. (for Mr. Girard)*, 316.

INSURANCE, STEAM BOILER AND PLATE GLASS
B. (50).

3rd R. m. (for Mr. McCallum)*, 241.

LoNDON AND CANADIAN LOAN, &c., Co.'s B. (27).
Introduced*, 123.
2nd R.*, 162.
3rd R.*, 176.

LONDON LIFE INSURANCE Co.'s B. (135).

Introduced*, 268.
2nd R.*, 300.
3rd R.*, 316.

ST. CATHARINES AND MERRITTON BRIDGE Co.,
Incorp. B. (88).

3rd R. m. (for Mr. McCallum)*, 241.
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McKINDSEY, Hon. George C.-Continued.
ST. CATHARINES AND NIAGARA CENTRAL RY. CO.'S

B. (61).
(Introduced by Mr. Sanford*, 224.)
2nd R.*, 228.
3rd R.*, 238.

STEAMBOAT INSPECTION ACT, Aint. ; B. (85).
Reported from Coin. of W., with Amt., 414.

TORONTO, HAMILTON AND BUFFALO Ry. Co.'s B.
(80).

3rd R. m. (for Mr. Sandford)*, 228.

McMILLAN, Hon. Donald.

ALBERTA RY. AND COAL Co.'s B. (16).
3rd R. m. (for Mr. Ogilvie)*, 228.

BODY SNATCHING, punishment of; B. (P).
Introduced*, 104.
2nd R. n., 143.
Reference to a Special Com. m., 143.
Reported from Com., and consideration m.,

202 report of Special Com., adoption m.,
297 ; M. for reference to Coin. of the W.,
298.

In Coin. of the W., on 2nd cl. (penalty for
unlawful disinterring), 298-9. M. to report
progress (for reprinting B.), 300.

3rd R.*, 412.
- M. on the subject, withdrain, 104.

CENTRAL COUNTIEs RY. Co.'s B. (38).
Introduced*, 122.
2nd R.*, 142.
Amts. of Ry. Com., concurrence m., 166.
3rd R.*, 166.

CORBIN, J. S., Patent of ; extension B. (30).
Introdunced*, 268.
(2nd R. in. by Mr. McKindsey, 293).
3rd R. m.*, 316.

MACLEOD IRRIGATION CO., Incorp. B. (52).
3rd R. ni. (for Mr. Lougheed), 301.

NOVA SCOTIA (R. C.) FEMALE REFORMATORY B.
(R).

On M. (Mr. Power) for 2nd R. ; ques. 198.

ONTARIO ExPRESS AND TRANSPORTATION Co.'s B.
(151).

1st R.*, 495.
2nd R. *, 535.
On Report of Com. on Banking and Commerce;

reply to inqy. (Mr. Kaulbach) as to paid-up
capital, 578. Amts. of Com. (abandonnient
of stock) ; Mr. Power's further Amt. (on lst
call only) accepted, 579.

3rd R.*, 579.

MACDONALD, Hon. Andrew Archibald.
SUMMONED TO THE SENATE, 37; introduced, 37.
COLONIES AND FoREIGN TREATIES.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for Address to the Queen,
for abrogation of "most favoured nation"
clauses, 643, 645.

FISHERIES ACT AMT. ; purse-seining prohibited;
B. (122).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 453-4, 463.
HAYTHORNE, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.

Eulogium of, 39.

IACDONALD, Hon. William John.
ADMIRALTY JUDGES, SALARIES OF, B. (153).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 305.
BAIE DES CHALEURS RY. Co.'s B. (82).

On M. (Mr. Tassé) for adoption of 2nd Report
of Ry. Coin. (for order for Mr. Arnstrong's
attendance) ; on irrelevancy of Mr. Dever's
remarks, 372.

On Amt. (Mr. Bellerose) to refer back (for
Com. to give its proceedings) ; point of
Order (reflection on Com.), 374 ; on remarks
of Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 375 ; on regularity of
summons issued by Com., 381 ; on correct-
ness of Com.'s report, 383.

BEHRING SEA CONTROVERSY, action of Imperial
Government.

Inqy. respecting, 62.

BURRARD INLET AND WESTMINSTER VALLEY RY.

Co., Incorp. B. (107).
Introduced*, 223.
2nd R.*, 2-28.
3rd R.*, 238.

CIVIL SERVICE ADMINISTRATION.

On inqy. (Mr. MacInnes, Burlinigton) as to in-
téntion of Govt., 468.

DIVORCE COURT, ESTABLISHMENT OF.

On M. for appointment of Standing Com. on
Divorce, 28.

- ; Bill (O).
Introduced*, 102.
2nd R. m., 145; in debate, 147, 150, 152.
B. withdrawn, 153.

INDIAN ACT AMT. ; penalties for trespass, &c.
B. (144).

In Com. of the W. ; on Ist and 2nd els. (fines
for trespass), 464. Inqy. as to fishing leases
in N. W., 465.

On order for 3rd R., and Aint. (Mr. Abbott)
for reduction of penalties, 466.

MANITOBA, FRENCH LANGUAGE IN, official use of.
On Mr. Girard's M. for corresp., 43.

MINISTERIAL CHANGES.

On Mr. Abbott's announcement, 94.

N. S. FEMALE (R. C.) REFORMATORY B. (R).
On M. (Mr. Power) for 2nd R., 196.
In Coin. of the W. ; on 2nd cl. (transfer from

prisons to reformatory), 213. On 9th cl.
(industrial refuge) and 10th cl. (provision
for maintenance) and 13th cl. (apprenticeship
to service, limited to R. C. employers), 215.
On the 13th cl. again, 2·20, 221.

On 3rd R., and Mr. Power's M. to re-commit
the B. for Amt., to insert a cl. (Govt. appro-
val of rules), 226.

N. W. T. ACTS AMT. ; Assembly, constitution,
powers, &c. ; B. (126).

In Coin. of the W. ; on 3rd cl. (3 years' As-
sembly) ; ingy. as to period, 554. On 6th
cl. (appointment of territorial officers) ; in-
quiries., 555-6.

PROVINCIAL COURT ,JUDGES' SALARIES. See "Ad-
miralty Judges."
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MACDONALD, Hon. Wm. John--Continued 1 MacINNES, Hon.Donald (Burlington)Con.

VANCOUVER DOCK CO., Incorp. B. (51).
Introduced*, 122.
2nd R. m., 136.
Amts. of Ry. and Harbours Com.; concurrence

m., 165.
3rd R. m., 166; on Mr. McInnes's objection,

postponed, 166.
3rd R. m., 176. On Amt. of Mr. McInnes,

precluding a Dom. Govt. subsidy, 179, 183.

VICTORIA AND N. A. Ry. ; Becher Bay Ferry;
B. (62).

Introduced*, 122.
2nd R.*, 135.
3rd R.*, 165.

VICTORIA, SAANICH AND N. WESTMINSTER RY.
Co.'s B. (67).

Introduced (by Mr. Scott)*, 144.
2nd R.*, 194.
3rd R.*, 211.

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY RY. Co.'s B. (119).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., Amt. (Mr.

Scott) for 6 months' hoist, and sub-Amt.
(Mr. McCallum) for postponement until de-
fnite information be given as to location,
&c., 360-1.

MACFARLANE, Hon. Alexander.

BEHRING SEA, EXCLUSION OF BRITISH VESSELS.
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for Address to the Queen

respecting foreign treaties; on Mr. Scott's
remarks, 619.

MacINNES, Hon. Donald (Burlington).
ALBION MINES SAVINGS BANK B. (113).

Reported from Coin. of the W., without Amt.*,
144.

ATIKOKAN IRON RANGE Ry. Co., Incorp. B. (55).
Introduced *, 144.
2nd R.*, 164.
Amts. of Ry. Coin., adoption of report m., 201.
3rd R.*, 201.

BAIE DES CHALEURs RY. Co.'s B. (82).
On M. (Mr. Tassé) for adoption of 2nd Report

of Ry. Con., and Amt. (Mr. Bellerose) to
refer report back (for Coi. to give its pro-
ceedings); inqy., 376.

CANADIAN LAND AND INVESTMENT Co. 's B. (79.)
Introduced *, 224.
2nd R.*, 237.
3rd R.*, 241.

C. P. R. ACT, FURTHER AMT. ; B. (74).
3rd R. m. (in absence of Mr. Scott) *, 202.

CANADIAN POWER Co. ACT, Amt. B. (41).
3rd R. m. (for Mr. Clemow) *, 176.

CHATSWORTH, GEORGIAN BAY AND LAKE HURON
Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (N).

Introduced *, 80.
2nd R.*, 98.
Amts. of Ry. Com., concurrence m., 165.
3rd R. *, 165.
Amts. of H. of C. (increased stock and bonding

power), concurrence m., 264.

CIVIL SERVICE ADMINISTRATION.

Inqy. ; intention of Govt. to take steps for re-
form, 467, 469 ; on Premier's reply, further
inqy,, as to a permanent commission, 470.

FiSHERY BOUNTIES, amount increased; B. (152).
Reported from Com. of the W., with Amt.
(verification of daims on oath), 440.

GUELPH JUNCTION RY. AND C. P. R. AGREEMENT
B. (66).

Introduced*, 164.
2nd R.*, 191.
3rd R.*, 202.

MARITIME SULPHITE FIBRE CO.'S B. (39).
Introduced*, 164.
2nd R.*, 194.
3rd R. (?n. by Mr. Allan)*, 227.

N. B. Ry. Co. ACT. Amt. B. (37).
Introduced *, 122.
2nd R. (m by Mr. Howlan) *, 135.
3rd R.*, 165.

N. B. RY. CO. AND C. P. R. AGREEMENT B. (69).
Introduced*, 201.
2nd R.*, 222.
3rd R. (m by Mr. Scott) *, 229.

NIAGARA & GRAND ISLAND BRIDGE Co.'s B. (18).
3rd R. m. (in absence of Mr. Clemow)*, 165.

ONT. AND N. Y. BRIDGE CO. INCORP. B. (93).

Introduced*, 201.
2nd R.*, 222.
3rd R.*, 229.

ST. CLAIR RY. BRIDGE AND TUNNEL Co's. B. (17).
Introduced *, 60.
2nd ». m., 63.
3rd R.*, 67.

SOUTH ONT. PACIFIC RY. Co's. B. (73).
Introduced *, 164.
2nd R.*, 194.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. Vidal) *, 211.

SOUTH WESTERN Ry. Co's. B. (46).

1st R.*, 164.
2nd R.*, 191.
3rd R.*, 202.

TEMISCAMINGUE COLONIz. RY. CO.'S B. (22).

Introduced*, 60.
2nd R. m., 63.
3rd R.*, 67.

TIME, STANDARD.

M. for all corresp. respecting, 46.

TRADE, COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT oF, Act,
Amt. ; B. (15).

In Comn. of the W. ; on 1st cl. (eliminating
words " unduly," &c.), and Amt. (Mr. Vidal)
to add proviso (Act not to affect proper busi-
ness arrangements), 434.

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY Ry. Co.'s. B. (119).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Scott) for 6 monthe' hoist, 310, 347.
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MASSON, Hon. Louis François Rodrique.

BAIE DES CHALEURS RY. Co.'s B. (82.)

Introduced (in absence of Mr. Ogilvie), *, 240.
On M. (Mr. Vidal) for adoption of 6th Report

of Ry. Com. (non-attendence of witnesses).
Ques. of Order, Mr. O'Donohoe referring to
proceedings of Com. not before the House,
574; Mr. O'Donohoe having dropped the sub-
ject, point withdrawn, 574. On the main
subject, 576.

FRAUDULENT MARKING (WHITE LEAD, &c.), B.
(140).

Reported froim Coin. the of W., without Amt.,
466.

JUSTICE, ADMINISTRATION OF, B. respecting (14.)
Reported from Com. of the W., without Amt.,

161.

N. S. FEMALE (R. C.) REFORMATORY B. (R.)
In Com. of the W., on ilth clause (instruction

of prisoners; on naming the institution), 220.
On 13th cl. (apprenticeship to service ; on re-

striction to R. C. employers), 221.

N. W. T. ACTs AMT. ; Assembly, constitution,
powers, &c. ; B. (126.)

In Com. of the W. ; on cl. 20 (schedule of
electoral districts), inqy., as to number of
members in divisions, 557.

VANCOUVER DOCK Co. INCORP. B. (51).

On M. of Mr. Macdonald (B.C.) for 3rd R., and
Amt. of Mr. McInnes (B.C.) precluding Dom.
Govt. subsidy, 182. On sub-Amt. of Mr.
Bellerose (striking out entire subsidy clause),
on ques. of Order, 188-89.

WINNIPEG AND HUD,ON BAY RY. Co.'s B. (119).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., andAmt. (Mr.
Scott) for 6 months' hoist ; inqy., 410.

MERNER, Hon. Samuel.

BERLIN AND C. P. JUNCTIoN RY. Co.'s B. (64).

Introduced*, 144.
2nd R.*, 168.
3rd R.*, 201.

RUSSwORM DIVORCE B. (C).

Introduced*, 60.
2nd R.*, 98.
3rd R.*, 169.

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY RY. Co.'s. B. (119).
Reported from Com. of the W., without Amt.,

435.

MILLER, Hon. William.

APPOINTED A PRIVY COUNCILLOR.

Announcement (Mr. Abbott), 61.

ADAMSON, MR. J., gratuity to widow.

On Mr. Read's M. for adoption of 2nd Rep. of
Contingt. Acets. Com., Mr. Abbott's request
for postponement, and ques. of proper pro-
cedure, 208.

MILLER, Hon. William-Continued.

ADJOURNMENT.

(16th May) on proposal to extend time, 18-19.
on further notice, point of Order, 26.
on M. and Amts., and further ques. of

Order, 32, 33, 34, 36.
(Dominion Day) on Mr. Abbott's asking opinion

of H., 135.

ADMIRALTY TUDGES' SALARIES, B. (153).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 305.

ALBERT RY. Co., payment of employés.
On inqy. (Mr. McClelan) respecting ; ques. of

Order, interruptions by an hon. member, 448.
ALBERTA RY. AND COAL CO.'s B. (16).

On M. (Mr. Ogilvie) for 2nd R. on day following
1st R., and on ques. of Rules, 210.

ALEXANDER, HON. MR., vacation of seat.
On M. to refer report to Com. on Privileges,

20, 21.
On procedure, in the Com., 22, 24.
On report and postponement of consideration,

38.
On procedure, adoption of final report, 58.

AMT. TO B. not before the House. See "Notice."

BAIE DES CHALEURs RY. Co.'s B. (82).
On 1st Report of Ry. Coin. being adopted

(authorizing Com. to send for persons and
papers); M., authorizing evidence being
taken under oath, 346-7.

On presentation (Mr. Vidal) of 2nd Report of
Com. (for an order for Mr. Armstrong's at-
tendance), ques. as to Chairman's intention
to move its adoption, 365.

On M. (Mr. Tassé) for adoption of report, 366.
On the questions of procedure :-1st. Infor-
mality of notice given Mr. Armstrong by the
Com. ; 2nd. Right of promoters to withdraw
B. from Com. at request, 367-8 ; question of
public character of the B., 368-9; on Chair-
man's objection to the report as defective,
369 ; on Mr. Vidal's remarks, 371 ; on with-
drawal of a B. requiring unanimous consent
of House, 373.

On Amt. (Mr. Bellerose) to refer report back (for
Com. to give itsproceedings),further on with-
drawal of Bs., 373. Ques. of Order (Com.'s
proceedings being styled " arbitrary- "),
374; point withdrawn, 375. On ques. of
Order'; members address the Senate, not the
Speaker, 377. Review of the question before
the House, 378-9 ; on the report, as to
regularity of summons by Com., 381. Fur-
ther remarks, 383.

4th Report of Com. (that Mr. Armstrong re-
fuses to answee) being adopted; M. to sum-
mon him to the bar, 441-2. On his consent-
ing to answer ; M., leave for his withdrawal,
but Order of House to stand, 442.

Final report; postponement of consideration
suggested, 582; proposed M. (Mr. Vidal) for
partial adoption, objected to, 582.

M. for correspondence between Gov.
Genl. and Lt. Gov. of Que., 586.

- On inqy. (Mr. Scott) as to arrival of
reply from Premier of Quebec, 596.
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MILLER, Hon. William-Cntinued.

BILLS NOT YET BEFORE THE SENATE. See " Notice
of Amt."

- READINGS ON SUCCESSIVE DAYS. See
"Alberta Ry. and Coal Co.'s B."

- RECEIVED WITHOUT PETITIONS. See
"Lake Erie and Detroit River Ry. B."
" Brighton, Warkworth & Norwood Ry. B."

REFERENCE TO THE PROPER COMS. See
"McKay Milling Co. B." "Pembroke Lum-
ber Co. B."

-- REJECTED, REFUND OF FEES. See

"Whirlpool Bridge Co.'s Incorp. B."

BRIGHTON, WARKWORTH AND NoRwOOD RY. Co.
INCORP. B. (86).

On M. (Mr. McCallun) for reference to Stand-
ing Orders Com., no Petition having been
received, 209, 210.

CABINET, FORMATION OF.

On Mr. Abbott's announcement, 89, 90.

C.P.R., NORTH SHORE SECTION, CANCELLATION
OF BONDS, on agreement for' new works at
Quebec, &c.;,B. (170).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., and Mr.
Power's suggestion for proviso for Ry. ferry
steamers at Quebec, 601.

CARLETON BRANCH Ry., St. John ; sale of ; B.
(158).

In Com. of the W. ; on Mr. Wark's speech,
on provisions of the B. ; (ues. as to Senate
amending a money B., 515.

COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF TRADE. See
" Trade."

COMMITTEES, AMT. OF REPORTS OF; proper pro-
cedure. See "Adamson, Mr., gratuity to
widow."

CONTINGENCIES COM., Reports of.
1st and 2nd, on M. for adoption of, 31, 208.

DISQUALIFICATION FOR PARLIAMENT. See " Par-
liament."

ELLIs, MAHALA, DIVORCE B. (I).

On Mr. Clemow's M. for 3rd R., and proposai
to strike out clause giving custody of the
children to Petitioner, 156; on Mr. Mc-
Calluim's Amt. to that effect, 156.

FAAM, GOVT., REPORTS, distribution of. See
" Printing Com., Report of."

FEMALE REFORMATORY B. See " Nova Scotia."

FISHERT ACT AMT.; purse-seining prohibited;
B. (122).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 455, 457.
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for reference to Com. of

the W., 464.
In Com. of the W. ; on 2nd cl. '(moiety to

prosecutor), remarks as to duty of fishery
officers, 505-6.

FISHERY BOUNTIES, increase in amount ; B. (152).
In Com. of the W. ; on the general question,

438-9.

MILLER, Hon. William--Continued.

FISHING VESSELS, U.S. (modwu î'ivendi); B. (10).
On M. for 2nd R., without Notice, 41.

HUDSON BAY RY. See "Winnipeg and Hudson."

INVERNESS AND VICTORIA RY. AND MINING CO.
INCORP. B. (136).

On M. (Mr. Almon) for 2nd R. ; postpone-
ment of consideration requested, 293-4-5.

Amt. M. (6 months' hoist), 417-423; in debate,
424-5, 427-8-9.

JUSTICE, ADMINISTRATION OF; B. (14).

In Com. of the W. ; on 2nd cl. (County Court
judges acting in other districts), 161.

LAKE ERIE AND DETROIT RIVEA Ry. Co.'s B.
(60).

On M. (Mr. Allan) for reference to Standing
Orders Com., no Petition having been re-
ceived, 208.

MCKAY MILLING CO. INCORP. B. (24).

On M. (Mr. Clemow) to refer to Banking and
Commerce Com., 163.

MACDONALD, THE RT. HON. SIR JOHN A.

On announcement of critical state of, 61.

MASTERS' AND MATES' CERTIFICATES ACT, Amt.
(inland waters); B. (12).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 304.
In Com. of the W.; on 2nd cl. (3 years' domi-

cile in Canada), 413.

MILEAGE OF MEMBERS B. (43).

On M. (Mr. Power) for 2nd R., 166.
In Com. of the W.; on Mr. Power's Amt.

(mileage from one point in Canada to an-
other by any direct route), 206-7.

MINISTERIAL CHANGES.

On Mr. Abbott's announcement of new Cabi-
net, 89, 90.

MINUTES, OMISSION, of Petitions presented.

Remarks, on M. to adjourn, 60.

DELAY in printing of.

Attention called to, 193.

MODUS VIVENDI B. See "Fishing Vessels."

NIAGARA WHIRLPOOL BRIDGE B. See " Whirl-
pool."

NOTICE OF AMT. to a B., not yet reached Senate.

Ques. of Order, that notice (Mr. Mclnnes,
B.C.) of Amt. to B. (146), which has not yet
reached Senate, is irregular, 495. Further
ques. of Order, on personal remarks, 496.

NOVA SCOTIA FEMALE (R. C.) REFORMATORY B.
(R).

On order for 2nd R., postponement requested,
163.

On further order for 2nd R., objection taken,
B. not distributed in French, 191.

On M. (Mr. Power) for 2nd R., 194, 196.

ONT. AND QUE. ACCOUNTS, SETTLEMENT; B. (E.)

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 66.
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MILLER, Hon. William-Continued.

PARLIAMENT; DISQUALIFICATION of shareholders
in Cos. under Govt. contracts, &c.

On Mr. Poirier calling attention to propriety
of amending the law, and on ques. of Order
(Mr. Kaulbach), that no question is before
the House, and that speech is not permis-
sible, 471-2. On Mr. Poirier moving adjt.,
while point of Order is before the Chair, 472,
492. On the main ques. of Order, 473 ; on
proposal to amd. M., to render it debatable,
474.

On the subject of disqualification, 476-7-8.
Further remarks, on Speaker's ruling on ques.

of Order, 492.

PEMBROKE LUMBER CO. INCORP. B. (26).

On M. (Mr. Clemow) to refer to Private Bs.
Com., reference to Banking and Commerce
Com. suggested, 163.

PRINTING COM., 2nd Report of.

On Mr. Read's M. for adoption, and Mr.
-Power's suggestion to drop lst paragraph
(printing of (ovt. Farm reports for distri-
bution), pointed out that Senate cannot
amend a Joint Com.'s Report, 108; on
mode of distributing the reports, 117.
- DELAYS IN.

Attention called to, 192.

PROVINCIAL AcCOUNTS SETTLEMENT B. See
" Ont."

PROVINCIAL COURT JUDGES' SALARIES. See "Ad-
miralty."

ST. JOHN, CARLETON BRANCH Ry. See "Carle-
ton."

SENATE AND COMMONS B. See " Mileage."

DISQUALIFICATION. See "Parliament."

SUPREME COURT ACT AMT. ; appeals; Govt. re-
ference of constitutional questions, &c. ; B.
(138).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 501, 503.
TRADE, COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF; B. (15).

On M. (Mr. McCallum) for 2nd R., 392.
In Com. of the W. ; on lst el., and Amt. (Mr.

Vidal) to add proviso (Act not to affect
proper business arrangements), 433.

U. S., MODUS VIVENDI. See " Fishing Vessels."

VANCOUVER DOCK Co. INCORP. B. (51).

On M. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) for 3rd R., and
Amt. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) precluding a
Govt. subsidy; (on a point of order-per-
sonal, 181); constitutional ques., that Amt.
interferes with right of Govt. to initiate
money votes in H. of C., 183. On Amt.
(Mr. Bellerose) to strike out entire subsidy
cl., 185; on ques. of Order, that such an
Amt. (on 3rd R.) requires notice, 188-9, 190.

WHIRLPOOL BRIDGE CO. INCORP. B. (58).
On adoption of Report of Com., respecting

the B. ; on Mr. McCallum's suggestion for
refund of fees, 201.

THE DECEASE OF. Announce
Messrs. Scott, Abbott, IN

O'DONOHOE, Hon. John.

ADJOURNMENTS.

mient, and renarks

ark, Dever, 266.

(May 6) extension suggested, 18.
further extension, Notice of M., 26.

Amt. m., 32, 33, 35.
(Over Corpus Christi day) on M. for, 47.

BAIE DES CHALEURS RY.
M. (by Mr. McInnes, B.C.) for account of ex-

penditures,.to whom paid, &c., 491.

Co.'s B. (82).
On M. (Mr. Vidal) for adoption of 6th Report

of Ry. Com. (non-attendance of witnesses) ;
on ques. of right of promoters to withdraw
B. from Com., on right of Quebec Govt. to
dispose of subsidy, and on Mr. Armstrong's
action, 573.

On ques. of Order (Mr. Masson), allusions.to
proceedings in Com., not reported to House,
-subject dropped, 574 ; but point of Order
not admitted, 575.

DIVORCE COURT, ESTABLISHMENT OF ; 'B. (O).
On M. of Mr. Macdonald (B.C.) for 2nd R.,

147.

FARM, GOVT., REPORTS, distribution of.
On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of 2nd Report

of Printing Com., 116.
FIsHERIES ACT AMT. ; purse-seining prohibited;

B. (122).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 457, 463.
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for reference to Com. of

W., 464.
Com. of the W. ; progress reported, 491.
B. reported without Amt., 506.
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.

Power) to substitute lien on vessel for con-
fiscation, 509.

MILLER, Hon. William- Continued.

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY Ry. Co.'s B. (119).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., and Amt.

(Mr. Scott) for 6 months' hoist, 314.
On ques. of Order (Mr. Kaulbach) as to rele-

vancy of remarks of Mr. Mclnnes, 354.
On sub-Amt. (Mr. McCallum) for postpone-

ment until more definite information as to
location, &c., be given, 362-3, 402.

MONTPLAISIR, Hon. Hippolyte.

SUMMONED TO THE SENATE; introduced, 3.

MURPHY, Hon. Edward.

LIVE STOCK SHIPPING ACT; B. (154).
Reported from Com. of the W., without Amt.,

523.

PROHIBITORY LIQUOR LAw.

On Mr. Vidal's M. for Select Com., 126.

ODELL,Hon. William Hunter.
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O'DONOHOE, Hon. John--Continued.

INVERNESS AND VICTORIA RY. AND MINING CO.
Incorp. B. (136).

On M. (Mr. Almon) for 2nd R., and Amt.
(Mr. Miller) for 6 months' hoist, 430.

MANITOBA, SEPARATE SCHOOLS IN.
On Mr. Girard's M. for corresp., 46.

MINISTERIAL CHANGES.
Inqy. ; acceptance of Sir H. Langevin's resig-

nation, 539.
MONTREAL AND ATLANTIC Ry. Co. INcoRP. B.

(29).
On M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.

Power) to add cl. (rights of South-Eastern
Ry. bondholders), 335-36, 338-9, 340-1.

ORDER, QUESTION OF.
In debate on inqy. (Mr. McClelan) respecting

payment of Albert Ry. employés; on Mr.
Miller's objection to Mr. Power's remarks,
449.

PROROGATION, date of.
Inqy., 660.

OGILVIE, Hon. Alexander W.

ADJOURNMENTS.

(6th May), on proposal to extend time, 18-19.
(26th June), on Mr. Abbott's proposal, adjt.

till the 30th ; extension till 2nd July sug-
gested, 135.

(17th-22nd September), M. for, 595.

ALBERTA RY. AND COAL Co.'s B. (16).

Introduced*, 210.
M. for 2nd R. to-morrow, 210; on ques. as to

period required by the Rules, 210.
2nd R.*, 222.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. McMillan)*, 228.

BAIE DES CHALEURS RY. Co.'s B. (82).
Introduced (by Mr. Masson)*, 240.
2nd R. in., 267-8.
On presentation of final report of Com. (Mr.

Vidal), and ques. of postponement of con-
sideration; notice of M. for adjt. of House
withdrawn, 582.

3rd R.*, 592.

BODY-SNATCHING, punishment of; B. (P).

Reported from Com. of the W., with Amts.,
345.

DOMINION ELECTIONS ACT AMT. B. (146).

Reported fron Coin. of the W., without Amt.,
652.

ELLIS, MAHALA, DIVORCE B. (I).

On consideration of Report of Select Com.,
and proposal to eliminate clause giving Peti-
tioner custody of the children, 156.

FRAUDULENT MARKING (WHITE-LEAD, &c.);
B. (140).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 443.

N. W. T. ACTS, Amt. ; Assembly, constitution,
powers, &c.; B. (126).

45

OGILVIE, Hon. Alexander W.-Continued.
On Order for Com. of the W. ; on Amt. (Mr.

Bellerose) for instruction to Coni., to amd.
18th cl., by providing for permanency of dual
language; and sub-Amt. (Mr. Armand) to
strike out entire 18th cl. ; on Mr. Bellerose's
remarks, 552.

PARLIAMENT; DISQUALIFICATION of shareholders
in Cos. under Govt. contracts, &c.

On Mr. Poirier's calling attention to question
of anending the law, 479.

PICTOu, N.S., Harbour Commission; B. (150).
Reported from Com. of the W., with Amt.,

512.

TRADE MARKS ACT AMT. B. (F).
In Coin. of the W., 76.
Reported fron the Com., 77.

VANCOUVER DOCK CO. INCORP. B. (51).
On M. of Mr. Macdonald (B.C.) for 3rd R.,

and Amt. of Mr. McInnes (B.C.) precluding
a Govt. subsidy, 179; on ques. of Order
(relevancy of discussion), 181, 189.

PAQUET, Hon. Anselme Homère.

BODY-SNATCHING, punishment of; B. (P).
In Com. of the W. ; on 2nd cl. (penalty for

unlawful disinterring), 299.
FisHING VESSELS, U.S. (modes n'rendi); B. (10).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 50.

PELLETIER, Hon. C. A. P.

BAIE DES CHALEURS RY. Co.'s B. (82).
On M. (Mr. Tassé) for adoption of 2nd Report

of Ry. Com. (for order for Mr. Armstrong's
attendance), 366.

CHIGNECTO MARINE RY. Co.'s B. (97).
Reported from Com. of the W., without Amt.,

175.

DECK AND LOAD LINES, MARKINC OF; B. (106).
Reported from Coin. of the W., with an Amt.,

526.

MONTREAL AND ATLANTIC RY. Co.'s B. (29).
Reported from Com. of the W., with an Amt.,

343.

PERLEY, Hon. William Dell.

ADJOURNMENT (on 17th July).
Remarks on the proposal, and as to the passing

of Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Ry. B., 242.

FARM, TENANT, DELEGATES FROM ENGLAND.
On printing of report of (adoption of 2nd Rep.

of Printing Com.), 114.

GREAT WEST (MAN.) LIFE ASSURANCE CO. IN-
CORP. B. (48).

2nd R. m.*, 268.
INDIAN ACT AMT. ; penalties for trespass, &c.

B. (144).
In Com. of the W., on provisions of the B., 465.
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PERLEY, Hon. Wm. D.-Continued.

MONTREAL AN D ATLANTIC RY. Co. INCORP. B.(29).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.

Power) to add cl. (rights of South Eastern
Ry. bondholders), 339.

N. W. T. AcTs AMT.; Legislative Assembly, con-
stitution, powers, &c. ; B. (126).

In Com. of the W. ; on 6th cl. (powers of As-
sembly) inquies. as to resignations, &c., 554,
556; on 16th cl. (unlicensed liquor traffic),
556.

ONT. ANI) QU'APPELLE LAND Co.'s B. (102).
Ist R.*, 224.
2nd R.*, 228.
3rd R.*, 241.

SASKATCHEWAN RY. AND MIN INo Co.'s B. (84).
2nd R. m.*, 268.
3rd R. m.*, 346.

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY Ry. Co.'s B. (119).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., and Amt. (Mr.

Scott) for 6 months' hoist, 355. On sub-
Amt. (Mr. McCallum), postponement until
definite information as to location, &c., be
given, 404.

POIRIER, Hon. Pascal.

BAIE DES CHALEURs Ry. Co.'s B. (82).
On M. (Mr. Tassé) for adoption of 2nd Rep.

of Ry. Coin. (for order for Mr. Armstrong's
attendance) ; on question also of right of
promoters to withdraw the B., and on public
character of the B., 372-3.

On Ant. (Mr. Bellerose) to refer report back
to Coin. (to give its proceedings); qqes. of
Order, expression objected to, 374-5. On
speech of Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 376 ; on Mr.
Smith's speech, 380 ; on Mr. Power's speech,
as to right of withdrawal of B., 381-2-3.

On M. (Mr. Vidal) for adoption of 6th Rep.
of Com. (non-attendance of witnesses); on
ques. of Order (Mr. Masson) on Mr. O'Dono-
hoe's remarks, being withdrawn ; Ruling
called for, 574.

CHIGNECTO MARINE RAILWAY Co.'s B. (97).
On Mr. Abbott's M. for 2nd R., 141.

CONTINGENT AccouNTS COM., 5th Report.

On M. (Mr. Read) for concurrence in; on system
of increases of officials' salaries, 661.

INVERNESS AND VICTORiA RAILWAY AND MINING
CO. INcoRP. B. (136).

On M. (Mr. Almon) for 2nd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Miller) for 6 months' hoist, 429.

JUDGES' SALARIES, inadequacy of.

On inqy. (Mr. Dickey) as to Govt.'s intention
to remedy, 608-9.

PARLIAMENT; DISQUALIFICATION of shareholders
in Cos. under Government contracts, &c.

Attention called to propriety of amending the
law, 471. On ques. of Order (Mr. Kaulbach),
no debatable motion before the House, 472.
Point conceded, and adjt. m., 472. On fur-
ther ques. of Order (Mr. Miller), M. not

POIRIER, Hon. Pascal-Continued.

permissible, previous point of Order being
before the Chair, 472-3. On the Speaker
reserving decision; ques., right to move the
adjt., 474.

On M. (Mr. Ross),for adjt., speech on the sub-
ject of disqualification, 474, 476-7-8, 480, 483.

On Speaker's ruling on point of Order; ques.
again raised, right to move adjt., when there
was no motion before the House, 492.

SAWDUST, throwing into Rivers, prohibition of;
B. (D).

On Mr. Clemow's withdrawal of the B., 129.
TRADE, COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF; B. (15).

Reported from Coin. of the W., with Amt.
(Mr. Vidal), Act not to affect proper business
arrangements, 434.

WINNIPEC AND HUDSON BAY Ry. Co.'s B. (119).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., and Amt. (Mr.

Scott) for 6 months' hoist, 274, 277.

POWER, Hon. Laurence Geoffrey.

ADAMSON, Mr. J. ; gratuity to widow.

On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of 2nd Rep. of
Contingent Acets. Com., 208, 244; on 5th
Rep., 660.

ADJOURNMENTS.

(On death of Premier), on Mr. Abbott's M.,
remarks on funeral arrangements, 86.

(17th July), inqy. as to Prenier's intention,
241-2..

ADMIRALTY COURT CASES, number of.
M. for statement of, vithdravn, 176.

JURISDICTION IN CANADA; B. (13).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 229, 232-3-4-
5-6.

In Com. of the W. ; on 6th cl. (local judges),
Amt. m. (excluding barristers from appoint-
ment), 238-9.

On 9th clause (powers of local judges), 239.
On 1lth cl. (surrogate judges), 240.

JUDGES, LOCAL, SALARIES OF; B. (153).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 306.

ALBERT Ry. Co., payment of employés.

On inqy. (Mr. McClelan) as to action of Govt.,
and reply (Mr. Abbott), 446-7-8-9.

ALBERTA Ry. AND COAL CO.'S B. (16).
On ques. of readings on successive days, 210.

ALBION MINES SAVINGS BANK B. (113).

On passing its stages, under suspension of
Rule, 143.

ALEXANDER, HON. MR., vacation of seat.
On ques. of procedure, in Com. on Privileges,

23, 24.
on adoption of the report, 58.

APPROPRIATION AcTs. See " Supply Bille."
BAIE DES CHALEURS Ry. Co.'s B. (82).

On M. (Mr. Ogilvie) for 2nd R., 267.
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POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.

On M. (Mr. Tassé) for adoption of 2nd Rep.
of Ry. Coin. (for order of attendance of C.
N. Armstrong as witness), 368 ; on ques. of
Order (objection of Chairman to the report),
369, 370; ques. of Order (on Mr. Kaulbach's
remarks), 372; on further ques. of Order
(allusion-Mr. McInnes-to proceedings of
Coin. as " arbitrary "), 374 ; on Amt. (Mr.
Bellerose) to refer report back for proceed-
ings of Com. to be given ; and on ques. of
procedure (withdrawal of B. from Coi. at
request of pronoters), 377 ; on further ques-
tions, 381-2-3-4.

On M. (Mr. Tassé) for order to C. N. Arm-
strong to attend Coin., 391.

On M. (Mr. Vidal) for adoption of 6th Rep.
of Con. (non-attendance of witnesses), re-
mark on point of order, 574 ; on Mr. Kaul-
bach's remarks, 575 ; on the report, and
action to be taken thereon, 575-6-7; on ques.
of Order (Mr. Ross), having previously
spoken, proposal to în. an Aint., 578; point
of Order admitted, 578.

BILLS oF ExCHANGE ACT AMT. B. (B.)

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 65.
In Com., Ant. to strike out clause 5 m., 68,

70-1-2-3.
further debate on 5th cl., 77, 79, 80.

-- question on the 7th cl., 80.

DELAY IN PRINTING OF.

On 2nd R. of Citizens' Ins. Co. B., 73.

- GOVERNMENT, delay in procedure.
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for suspension of Rules

(for 2nd R. of Dom. Lands Act Amt. B.),
protest against tardiness of submitting Govt.
measures to Senate, 665.

READINGS, on successive days.
On Mr. Ogilvie's M. for 2nd R., to-morrow, of

Alberta Ry. B., 210.
- RECEIVED, without Petitions.

On reference of Brighton and Norwood Ry. B.
to Standing Orders Con., 210.

REFERENCE TO THE PROPER COM. See
" Pembroke Lumber Co. Incorp." B.

BODY SNATCHING, punishment for; B. (P).
On M. (Mr. McMillan) for adoption of report

of Special Com.; reference to Con. of the
W. suggested, 297.

In Con. of the W.; on 2nd cl. (penalty), 298.
On 3rd cl., Amt. in. (respecting disinter.
ments), 345.

BRIGHTON, WARKWORTH AND NORwoOD RY.
Co.'s B. (86).

On M. (Mr. McCallum) to refer B. to Standing
Orders Con., no Petition having been re-
ceived, 210.

CABINET, CHANGES IN ; inqy,, 21.

- FORMATION OF.

On Mr. Abbott's announcement, 89, 91.
C. P. R., BRANDON BRANCH, land grant. See

"Railways, land subsidies " B.

45-

POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.
C. P. R., NORTH SHORE SECTION, CANCELLATION

OF BONDS, on agreement for new works, &c.;
B. (170).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R.; proviso sug-
gested, for Ry. ferry steamers at Quebec,
598-9, 600.

CARLETON BRANCH Ry., sale of ; B. (158).
In Coin. of the W.; reimarks, 515.

CATTLE, SHiPiPNG, and slaughtering of. See
" Live Stock.'

CHATSWORTH, GEORGIAN BAY AND LAKE HURON
Ry. CO.'s B. (N).

On M. (Mr. MacInnes) for concurrence in
Amts. of H. of C. (increase of bonding power),
264.

CHIGNECTO MARINE RY., Subsidy; B. (97.)
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 137, 141.
In Con. of the W.; on lst el. (extension of

time), 171-2-3.
CITIZENS' INSURANCE Co.'s B. (H).

On 2nd R., remarks on delay in printing, 73.
CIVIL SERVANTS, frauds by, upon Govt. See

" Government."
CLERKS, SENATE, salaries of. See " Contingent

Acets. Coin."
COLONIES AND TREATIES WITH FOREIGN PowERs.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for Address to the Queen,
for abrogation of " most favoured nation"
clauses, 637-8. Verbal amts. suggested,
638-9.

COMMONS, DISQUALIFICATION FOR. Sée " Parlia-
ment."

CONSTITUTIONAL QUES.; Senate's right to inter-
fere with Giovt.'s initiation of money votes
in Comnions. See "Vancouver Dock Co."B.

CONTINGENT AccTs. COM.; Reports of.
2nd Report : On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption

of; on gratuity to widow of Mr. Adanson,
208, 244.

4th Report: On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption
of; on officials' salaries and promotions,
657.

5th Report: On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption;
on gratuity to Mr. Adamson's widow, and
salaries and promotions, 660.

In debate on 2nd R. of Supply B.; further re-
marks, 667-8.

CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS AcT, Amt. Ses
"Dominion."

COUNTY COURT JUDGES. See " Justice, Adminis-
tration."

DECK AND LOAD LINES, marking of; B. (106).
In Com. of the W., on llth cl., remarks re-

specting inspectors' travelling expenses,
525.

DIVORCE CASE. See " Ellis."

DIVORCE COURT, ESTABLISHMENT OF.

In debate on appointment of Stand. Con. on
Divorce, 30.

B. (O).
On M. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)for 2nd B., 149,

150.
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POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.
DIVORCE PROCEDURE, and question of custody of

children. See " Ellis, Mahala, Divorce B."

DOMIION CONTROVERTED ELECTIONs ACT, further
Amt. B. (147).

In Coin. of the W. ; on 3rd cl. (substitution of
an elector for petitioner, affidavit required),
662; on 17th cl. (trial by two judges), 662-3.
- ELECTIONS ACT, further Amt. B. (146).

In Com. of the W. ; Amt. proposed, to add cl.
to sec. 56 of Act (oath to candidates, against
bribery), 651; discussed, and dropped, 651-2;
on Senate's right of interfering with election
laws, 652.

LANDs ACT AMT. ; homestead entries,
&c. ; B. (165).

On. M. (Mr. Abbott) for suspension of Rules
for 2nd R. ; protest against tardiness in sub-
mitting Govt. measures to Senate, 665.

ELECTIONS ACT AMT. See " Dominion Elec-
tions."

ELECTORAL FRANCHISE B. See " Franchise."

ELLIS, MAHALA, DIvORCE B. (I).
On M. (Mr. Clemow) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.

McCallum) to strike out el. giving petitioner
custody of the children, 156.

EMPIRE PRINTING Co., Incorp. Act Ant. ; B.
(28).

2nd R. in. (for Mr. Sanford) *, 162.

ExCIIEQUER COURT ACT AMT., extension of juris-
diction, &c.; B. (117).

In Com. of the W. ; on 3rd cl. (appointment
of judge pro hac rice), inqy., 524.

(See al.so Supreme Court Act.)

FARM, GOvT., REPORT. See " Printing Com.
Report."

FEMALE OFFENDERS IN N.S. See "Nova
Scotia."

FISHERIES ACT AMT. ; purse-seines prohibited;
B. (122).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 450, 454, 460,
462.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for reference to Coin. of
the W. to-morro-w, 464.

In Com. of the W. ; iin debate on provisions of
the B., 484-5-6. On Amt. (Mr. Almon) to
1st cl. (substituting lien on vessel for confis-
cation), 489, 490. On lst cl., renarks (as to
conviction and appeal), 504. On 2ud cl.
(moiety to prosecutor), remarks, 504, 506.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R. ; Amt m. (to
.substitute lien on vessel for confiscation),
507 ; in debate, 510.

FISHERMEN, BETTER SECURING SAFETY OF;
B. (G).

Introduced *, 61.
2nd R. n., 101-2.
3rd R.*, 102.

FISHING BOUNTIES, amount increased ; B. (152).

In Com. of the W. ; on M. (Mr. Abbott) to
add cl. (verification of claims on oath), 440.

POWER, Hon. Laurence G.--Continued.

FiSHING VESSELs. U. S. (modius irendi), B. (10).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. to-morrow;

postponement suggested, 40, 41.
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R.; and on ques-

tion of unrestricted reciprocity, 48, 50, 52.
In Coin. of the W., further on reciprocity

question, 52, 56-7.
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R., under suspen-

sion of Rule ; further information again
demanded, 57.

FORESHORES, TRANSFER, to Provincial Govts.
B. (11.)

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. ; on foreshores
near public works, 664 ; on fishery and navi-
vation rights, 665.

On 2nd R. of Dom. Lands Act Amt. B., fur-
ther remarks, 666.

FRANCHISE ACT AMT. ; B. (145).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R. ; inqy. ; date

of operation of lst cl. (restriction to British
subjects), 282.

FRAUDS UPON GOvT., by Officials. See " Govt."

FRAUDULENT MARKING (WHITE LEAD, &c.), re-
straint of ; B. (140).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 442.

GOOD SIIEPHERD's REFORMATORY. See " Nova
Scotia."

GOVT., FRAUDS UPON, by officials ; B. (U).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 568.

GRAVES, DESECRATION OF. See "Body Snatching."

HALIFAX FEMALE REFORMATORY. See " Nova
Scotia."

HUDSON BAY RY. See " Winnipeg and Hudson
Bay."

INDEMNITY, SESSIONAL, amount of.
In debate on 2nd R. of Supply B., 667-8.

INDIAN ACT AMT. ; B. (144).
In Com. of the W. ; on 1st and 2nd cls. (fine

for trespassing on reserves), 465.
INSPECTION OF SHIPS ACT ; B. (149).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R., suggestion as
to aint., els. 11 and 12 (penalties and pro-
secutions), 562-3.

INTERCOLONIAL Ry. ; change in management of.
Inqy., intention of Govt. to dispose of I.C.R.,

or to take over any private lines, 283 -4-5,
287-8 ; on Mr. Kaulbach's remarks, 289, 290;
on the Premier's reply, 292.

INVERNESS AND VICTORIA RY. Co's. B. (136).
On M. (Mr. Almon) for 2nd R.; and Mr.

Miller's request for postponement, 293.
JUDGES, COUNTY COURT. See "Justice, Adminis-

tration."
ADMIRALTY COURTS. See "Admiralty."

JUDGES' SALARIES, INADEQUACY OF.

On inqy. (Mr. Dickey) as to Govt.'s intention
of remedying, 606 ; on Mr. Dever's re-
marks, 607.

SALARIES, ADMIRALTY COURTS. See
" Admiralty Courts, Local Judges," B.
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POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-continued.
JUSTICE, ADMINISTRATION OF ; B. (14).

in Com. of the W., on 2nd cl. (County Court
judges acting in other districts), 160-1.

LAND SUBSIDIES to Rys. ; B. See " Railways."

LANDS ACT, Amt. B. See " Dominion Lands."

LIBRARY, REPORT OF JOINT COM.
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for further postponement

of consideration, 651.

LIqUOR LAW. See " Prohibitory Liquor Law."

LIVE STOCK SHIPPING ACT ; B. (154).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. ;iny. respect-

ing slaughtering in Canada of imported
cattle, 498.

LOAD LINEs. See " Deck and Load Lines."

MACDONALD, THE LATE RT. HON SIR JOHN A.
Remarks upon Funeral arrangements, 86.

MAN. AND ASsINIBOIA GRAND JUNCT. Ry. Co.'s B.
(Q).

On M. (Mr. Boulton) for concurrence in Amts.
of H. of C. (increase of bonding power), 265.

MANITOBA, Separate Schools in.
On Mr. Girard's M. for corresp., 46.

MAN. S. W. COLONIZATION RY., grant. See
" Railways, land subsidies," B.

MARKING OF CASES. See "Fraudulent Marking."

MASTERS' AND MATES' CERTIFICATES, Act, Amt.;
B. (12).

In Com. of the W. ; on 2nd cl. (3 years'
domicile), 412-3.

MEMBERS, DISQUALIFICATION. See " Parlia-
ment."

MILEAGE OF MEMBERS, restriction; B. (43).
Introduced*, 144.
2nd R. ?n., 166-7.
In Coin. of the W., Amt. m. (mileage from one

point in Canada to another by any direct
route), 206-7.

3rd R.*, 211.
MILITIA, LAND GRANTS TO, for N. W. service;

B. (159).
In Coni. of the W. ; inqy. (object of B.), 526.

MILL REFUSE. See " Navigable Waters Act."

MINISTERIAL CHANGES.

Inqy. respecting, 21.
On Mr. Abbott's announcement of new Cabinet,

89, 91.

MINUTES, OMiSSION of Petitions presented.

Remarks, on M. to adjourn, 60.

DELAY, in printing of.

- 0n 2nd R. of Citizens' Ins. Co. B., 73.
Modux ricendi. See " Fishing Vessels."
MONTREAL AND ATLANTIC RY. Co., Incorp. B.

(29).
On M. (Mr. Scott) for 2nd R., 227.
On M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R., 318, 320-1;

Amt. m., to add cl. (rights of South-Eastern

PCWER, Hon. Laurence G--Continued.

Ry. bondholders), 321; in debate thereon,
323-4, 326, 328-9, 333, 339, 341.

In Com. of the W. ; on reduction of bonding
power, 343.

NAvIGABLE WATERS ACT, Amt., prohibiting sàw.
dust and mill-refuse ; B. (D).

On order for 2nd R., and on Mr. Clemow's
withdrawal of the B., 130-1-2.

NEWFOUNDLAND AND U.S. TREATY.
In debate on modus vivendi B., 52, 56.

N.W. REBELLION, land grants to Militia. See
" Militia."

N.W.T. ACTS AMT. ; Legislative Assembly, con-
stitution, powers, &c. ; B. (126).

In Coin. of the W. ; on 6th cl. (powers of As-
sembly), inquies. as to Territorial Officers,
&c., 555-6. On 16th cl. (unlicensed liquor
trafBc), 556.

N.W.T. REPRESENTATION ACT, Amt. ; B. (148).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) into Com. of the W., and
Amt. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) for instruction
respecting ballot voting, &c., 431.

NOVA SCOTIA FEMALE (R. C.) REFORMATORY B.
(R).

Introduced*, 122.
On order for 2nd R., and Mr. Miller's request

for postponement, 164.
On further order for 2nd R., and Mr. Miller's

objection that B. is not distributed in French,
191.

2nd R. in., 194; in the debate, 196-7-8, 200.
In Coin. of the W. ; on lst cl. (imprisonment

in reformatory instead of gaol), 211-12.
On 2nd cl. (transfer from prisons to reforma-

tory), 213-14-15; on Amt. (Mr. Gowan) to
insert word "feinale," 215. As to rules
being subject to Govt. approval, 215.

On 9th cl. (industrial refuge) ; debate as to
period of imprisonment, and (10th cl.) pro-
vision for maintenance, 215-16-17-18, 220.

On 1 lth cl. (education of convicts) ; debate on
naming the governing body, 220.

On 12th cl. (tickets of leave), 220.
On 15th cl. (provision for inspection), 222.
On order for 3rd R.; M. to re-commit for Amt.

(Govt. approval of Rules), 224-25-26.
In Coin., on adding such cl. to sec. 15, 227.
3rd R.*, 227.

OFFICIALS, FRAUDS UPON GOVT. BY. See "Govt."

ONT. AND QUE. ACcOUNTS, settlement of ; B. (E).
In Coin. of the W.; ques., 74.

ONT. ExPRESS AND TRANSPORTATION CO.'s B.(151.)
On consideration of report of Coin. on Bank-

ing and Commerce (abandonment of stock
and ceasing responsibility); Amt. suggested
(limiting privilege to Ist call), 578; Amt.
m., 579.

ONT. INDIAN LANDS, settlement; B. (A).
In Coin. of the W.; question, 68.

ORDER, QUESTION OF. On Speaker giving de-
cision after Mr. Poirier had conceded the
point, 492.
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POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.

ORDER,-Relevancy of debate. See "Vancouver
Dock Co. Incorp. B."
- Senate's right to interfere with Govt.
initiation of money votes in Commons. See

. sanie B.
Speech on " calling attention." See

Parliament, disqualification for."
See also " Bills," procedure on.

PARLIAMENT, DATE of calling.
In debate on 2nd R. of Supply B., 667.

PARLIAMENT; DISQUALIFICATION of shareholders
in subsidized Cos., &c.

On1 Mr. Poirier " calling attention," and ques.
of Order thereon ; suggestion-notice in
proper fori, 474.

On Mr. Poirier's speech (on a M. for Adgt.), on
the propriety of amending Act, 478. On
Speaker's decision on point of Order, which
Mr. Poirier ha.d conceded, 492.

PARLIAMENT, INDEMNITY to members.

In debate on 2nd R. of Supply B., 667-8.
PEMBROKE LUMBER CO., Incorp. B. (26).

On Premier's remark, that Mfg. Co. Bs. should
be referred to Banking and Commerce Com.,
163.

PRINTING CoM!., 2nd Report of.

On Mr. Read's M. for adoption; debate on
printing and distribution of Govt. Farm Re-
ports and Tenant Farm. Delegates' Reports,
107-8, 117, 119, 120, 122.

PRINTIN, DELAY IN.

Remarks on 2nd R. of Citizens' Ins. Co. B., 73.

PROHIBITORY LIQUOR LAW.
On M. (Mr. Vidal) for a Select Com. on Peti-

tions received, 125-6.

PROPERTY, TRANSFER, to Provincial Govts. See
" Foreshores."

PROVINCIAL AccoUNTS, settlement; B. See
" Ont."

PURSE-SEINING. See "Fisheries Act Amt."

QUE. AND ONT. ACcOUNTS, settlement. See "Ont."

QUEBEC, FERRY STEAMERS. See " C. P. R.,
North Shore section."

RAILWAYS, LAND SUBSIDIES TO.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R. of B. (169),
Red Deer Valley Ry. grant, change in; on
general question of land subsidies, 654.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. of B. (173),
Man. S.W., and C. P. R., Brandon branch ;
on system of granting alternate sections,
655; ques. respecting S.W. road, 656.

RECIPROCITY WITH U.S. See "U.S."

RED DEER VALLEY RY., land grant. See " Rys."

REFORMATORY, FEMALE. See " Nova Scotia."

RULES, QUESTIONS OF. See " Bills."

REVISION OF, on Mr. Wark's suggestion
for, 243.

POWER, Hon. Laurence G.--Continued.

ST. JOHN, CARLETON BRANCH, RY. See " Carle-
ton."

SALARIES, JUDGES. See ".Judges."

ADMY. JUDGES. See " Admiralty."
SENATE OFFICIALS. See " Contingt.

Acets. Com."

SAWDUST IN RIVERS. See "Navigable Waters
Act."

SENATE AND CoMMONS ACT AMT. See " Mileage
of Members" B.

DISQUALIFICATION FOR. See " Parlia-
ment."

OFFICIAL, gratuity to widow. See "Ad-
aison."

OFFICIALS, salaries. See " Contingt.
Acets. Com."

RULES. See " Rules."

RIGHT of interference with Govt. initia-
tion of monev votes in Commons. See
" Vancouver Dock Co. Incorp. B."

SEPARATE SCHOOLS. See "Manitoba."

SHIPPING OF LivE STOCK B. See "Live Stock."

SHIPS, INSPECTION OF, Act. See "Inspection."

MARKINu OF. See " Deck and Load lines."

SHORES, TRANSFER, to Provincial Govts. See
"Foreshores."

SUBSIDIES, LAND, to Rys.; B. See " Railways."

SUPPLY BILL, FURTHER PARTIAL, (167).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. ; suggestion,

that suspension of Rule be m., 523.
FINAL (177).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R.; on additional
indemnity to members, date of calling Par-
liament, &c., 667-8.

SUPREME COURT ACT (extension of functions;
appeals, &c.); B. (138).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. ; attention
called to re-arrangement of clauses, 502.

In Coin of the W.; on 5th cl. (order of hear-
ing appeals), inqy., 524.

(See also " Exchequer Court Act.")

TENANT FARM DELEGATES' REPORT. See " Print-
ing Com., Report of."

TRADE, COMBINATIONS AGAINST, prevention; B.
(15).

In Coin. of the W. ; on lst el. (eliminating
words " unduly," &c.), and Amt. (Mr. Vidal)
to add proviso (Act not to affect proper
business arrangements), 433-4.

TRADE MARKS ACT AMT. ; B. (F.)

In Com., on 3rd cl., Amt. suggested, 76.
TRADE RELATIONS OF THE COLONIES. See " Col-

onies."

TREATIES WITH FOREIGN POwERS. See " Col-
onies."

U. S. AND NEWFOUNDLAND TREATY.

In debate on modus vivendi B., 52, 56.
U. S., modus vivendi. See " Fishing Vessels."
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POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.

U. S., RECIPROCITY AND TRADE WITH.

In debate on moduq vivendi B., 49, 50, 52, 57.
In debate on " Colonies and Treaties," 637-8.

VANCOUVER DOCK CO. INCORP. B. (51).

On M. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) for concurrence
in Aint. of Com. on Rys., &c., and on re-
quest of Mr. McInnes for postponement
(point of Order), 165-6.

On M. (Mr. Macdonald) for 3rd R., and Amt.
(Mr. McInnes) precluding a Dom. Govt. sub-
sidy ; on Mr. Kaulbach's speech, ques. of
Order (relevancy of remarks upon C.P.R.),
181-2.

On sub-Amt. (Mr. Bellerose) to strike out
entire subsidy cl., and upon the main Amt.,
185-6-7. On constitution, ques., right of
Senate to interfere with Govt.'s initiation of
money votes in Commons, 190.

VICE-ADMIRALTY COURTS. See " Admiralty."

WHITE-LEAD, MARKING. See "Fraudulent Mark-
ing."

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY Ry. Co.'s B. (119).

On order for 2nd R.; objection, B. not dis-
tributed, 241.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., and Aint.
(Mr. Scott) for 6 months' hoist, 247, 253, 257,
271-2, 274, 276, 280, 309, 310-11-12-13, 349,
351 ; ques. of Order (Mr. Kaulbach's remarks
irrelevant), 352; on Amt. (Mr. McCallum),
for postponement for more definite informa-
tion, 361, 363, 397, 408.

PRO WSE, Hon. Samuel.

ADDRESS, in reply to H. E.'s Speech, seconded, 9.
FARM, GOVT., REPORTS, distribution of.

On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of 2nd Report
of Printing Com., 122.

FISHERIES ACT AMT.; purse-seines prohibited;
B. (l22).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 454.
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for reference to Com. of

the W., 463.
In Com. of the W.; on provisions of the B.,

484. On Amt. (Mr. Almon) to substitute
lien on vessel for confiscation ; inqy. as to
use of bag-nets, 490.

INDIAN ACT AMT. ; penalty for trespass, &c. ; B.
(144).

Reported froin Com. of the W. without Amt.,
465.

with Amts. (penalties reduced), 466.

N. S. FEMALE (R.C.) REFORMATORY; B. (R).

On Mr. Power's M. for 2nd R., 197.
In Com. of the W. ; on 9th cl. (Industrial

Refuge) as to period of imprisonment, 218.

VANCOUVER DOCK CO. INCORP. B. (51).

On M. of Mr. Macdonald (B.C.) for 2nd R.,
Amt. of Mr. McInnes (B.C.) precluding
a Dom. Govt. subsidy, and sub-Amt. of Mr.
Bellerose, to strike out entire subsidy cl., 185.

READ, Hon. Robert.
ADJOURNMENTS.

(6th May) on M., Amts., and ques. of Order,
34, 36.

(26th June-2nd July) on Mr. Abbott's M., 135.

BAIE DES CHALEURS Ry. Co.'s B. (82).

On M. (Mr. Tassé) for adoption of report of
Ry. Com. (for order for attendance of C. N.
Armstrong), and the Amt. (Mr. Bellerose)
to refer report back (for Com. to report its
proceedings) ; remarks on ques. of proce-
dure, whether the B. was a private one, and
could be withdrawn from Com. at request
of promoters, 385.

BUFFALO LAKE AND BATTLEFORD Ry., &c., Co.
INCoRP. B. (57).

Introduced*, 144.
2nd R.*, 164.
3rd R.*, 201.

CATTLE, FREIGIIT RATES TO ENGLAND.

On inqy. (Mr. Reesor) as to disparity of rates
from American and Canadian ports, 603.

_ _ See also " Live Stock Shipping Act."

CONTINGENCIES COM., REPORTS OF.

Ist Report, adoption of, m., 31.
3rd Report (promotion of officials), adoption

2n., 192.
2nd Report (pension to Mrs. Adamsoni, adop-

tion m., 207. Adoption again m., 244.
4th Report (salaries of officials, &c.), adoption

m., 656.
5th Report (restaurant, officials' salaries, ac-

counts, &c.), concurrence m., 659.

FISHERIES ACT AMT. ., purse-seining prohibited;
B. (122).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 458.
In Com. of the W. ; on 2nd cl. (moiety to pro-

secutor) remarks, as to fishery officers'
duties, 506.

INVERNESS AND VICTORIA Ry. AND MININO CO.
INCORP. B. (136).

Reported fron Ry. Com. : preamble not
proved ; rejection of B. recommended ; con-
currence in report m., 465.

LIVE STOCK SHIPPING ACT; B. (154).

In Com. of the W. ; on 3rd cl. (Govt. regula-
tions) debate, respecting also trade relations
with England and U.S., and slaughtering of
imported cattle in Canada, 517.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R. ; further re-
marks on above points, 527-8-9, 534.

- See also " Cattle, Freight Rates."

N. W. T. ACTs, FURTHER AMT. ; electoral dis-
trict of Batoche defined ; B. (V).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. ; on Mr.
Girard's remarks, 658.

PARLIAMENT; DISQUALIFICATION of shareholders
in Cos. under Govt. contracts, &c.

On Mr. Poirier's speech, on propriety of amend.
ing the law, 483.
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READ, Hon. Robert.-Continued.

PRINTING COM., REPORTS OF.

2nd Report, adoption m. (Govt. Farm, Dairy-
ing, and Tenant Farm Delegates' Reports),
107, 109; (on printing in French), 109, 111.

3rd Report, adoption m. (Mr. Whillock, em-
ployment of ; copies of U. S. trade papers,
Behring Sea papers, Jamaica Exhibition
Report, Mackenzie Basin Report), 207.

5th Report, adoption m*, 517.
RATHBUN CO. ; bond-issuing powers ; B. (171).

Introduced*, 592.
2nd R. in., 595. -
3rd R.*, 601.

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY Ry. Co.*s B. (119).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. ; Amt. (Mr.

Scott) for 6 months' hoist; and sub-Ant.
(Mr. McCallum) for postponement for more
definite information, 398.

REESOR, Hon. David.

BAIE DES CHALEURS Ry. Co.'s B. (82).
On M. (Mr. Tassé) for adoption of Ry. Com.'s

Report (for order for attendance of C. N.
Armstrong), and Amt. (Mr. Bellerose) to
refer report back (for Com. to give its pro-
ceedings) ; debate, on ques. of procedure, as
to right of promoters to withdraw B. from
Com., 386.

BEET-SUGAR BOUNTY ; B. (168).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 540.

CATTLE, FREIGHT RATES TO ENGLAND.
Attention called to disparity in rates from

American and Canadian ports, and inqy. as
to Govt. action, 602 ; or Mr. Ablott's reply,
603. j

DIvORCE COMMITTEE, PERSONNEL OF.

On suggested addition of Hon. Mr. Dickey, 31.

FISH ERY BOUINTIEs, amount increased ; B. (152).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) into Com. of the W., 439.

GOVERNMENT, FRAUDs UPON, hy officials, &c.;
B. (U).

In Coin. of the W. ; inqy., as to receiving
money for political purposes, 581.

LIvE STOCK SHIPPING ACT ; B. (154).
In Com. of the W. ; on 3rd cl. (Govt. regula-

tions) ; debate, respecting also general ques-
tion of exports and imports, 520-1-2.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R., further debate,
531-2.

On Mr. Kaulbach's remarks on statements in
above debate (and on inqy. respecting
quarantine of stock, below), 536. State-
ments corrected, 542-3.

- See also " Cattle, Freight Rates on."
QUARANTINE, on sheep and swine in U. S.

Inqy., as to action of Govt. ; remarks on
exports and imports, 82.

(See also debate on Live Stock Shipping Act,
above.)

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY RY. Co.'s B. (119).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., and Amt.

(Mr. Scott), for 6 months' hoist, 261.

ROSS, Hon. J. J. (The Speaker, from 16th
September).

APPOINTMENT AS SPEAKER ; congratulations,
(Messrs. Scott, Bellerose, Abbott), 592.

ALEXANDER, HON. MR., vacation of seat.

On procedure, in Com. on Privileges, 24.

BAIE DES CHALEURS RY. Co.'s B. (82).

On M. (Mr. Tassé) for adoption of 2nd Report
of Ry. Com. (for order for Mr. Armstrong's
attendance) ; on ques. of Com. reporting its
proceedings, and of discussion in Senate on
Com.'s proceedings, 369-370.

On M. (Mr. Vidal) for adoption of 6th Report;
ques. of Order, upon Mr. Power's repeated
speaking, or moving an Amt., 578.

MINISTERIAL CHANGES.

On Mr. Abbott's announcement of new Cabinet,
95.

MONTREAL ANDATLANTICRY. CO. INCORP. B. (29).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R., and Amt.
(Mr. Power) to add cl. (rights of South
Eastern Ry. bondholders), 329.

In Com. of the W., on ques. (Mr. Scott) of
reducing bonding power to $12,500 a mile,
342-3.

NOvA SCOTIA FEMALE (R. C.) OFFENDERS B. (R).
Reported from Com. of the W., with Amt.,

222.

PARLIAMENT; DISQUALIFICATION of Shareholders
in Cos. under Govt. contracts.

On Mr. Poirier calling attention to propriety
of amending the law ; pending Speaker's
decision on ques. of Order, adjt. m. (to
enable Mr. Poirier to speak), 474; on Mr.
Power's speech on the main subject, 478;
M. for adjt. withdrawn, 483.

SUPREME COURT ACT AMT. B. (138).
Reported fron Com. of W., with

(appeals), 524.
Amt.,

TRADE MARKS ACT AMT. ; B. (F).

In Con. of the W., on 3rd cl., 76.

SANFORD, Hon. William E.

EMPIRE PRINTING Co. ACT AMT. B. (28).

Introduced *, 123.
2nd R. (m. by Mr. Power), 162.
3rd R.*, 176.

ST. CATHARINES AND NIAGARA CENTRAL Ry.
Co.'s B. (61).

Introduced *, 224.
(2nd and 3rd R. m.

and 238.)
by Mr. McKindsey *, 228

TORONTO, HAMILTON AND BUFFALO Ry. Co.'s
B. (80).

Introduced *, 211.
2nd R.*, 222.
(3rd R., m. by Mr. McKindsey*, 228).
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SCOTT, Hon. Richard William.

ADDRESS, in debate on the, 12.

ADJOURNMENTS.

(On Premier's death) ; on Mr. Abbott's M., 84,
86.

(l7th July) ; renarks as to Hudson Bay Ry. B.,
242.

(4th-8th July) ; on Mr. Stevens's M. for, and
Mr. Kaulbach's remarks, 557.

ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION IN CANADA B. (13).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R.; ques. as to
retention of Judge Sinclair, 240.

- COURT JUDGES' SALARIES, B. (153).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 305.

See also " Judges' Salaries, Inade-
quacy of."

ALBION MINES SAVINGS BANK B. (113).
On its being passed summarily, 143.

ALEXANDER, HoN. MR., vacation of seat.
On M. to refer Report of non-attendance to

Coin. on Privileges, 19, 20, 21.
On procedure, ir the Committee, 22.
--- on adoption of report, 57.

BAIE DES CHALEURS RY. Co.'s B. (82).
On M. (Mr. Ogilvie) for 2nd R., 267-8.
On M. (Mr. Tassé) for adoption of 2nd Report

of Ry. Coin. (for order for Mr. Armstrong's
attendance), and on questions of Order and
procedure, 366-7-8-9, 370, 372-3.

On Amt. (Mr. Bellerose) to refer report back,
with instructions to Coin. to give its pro-
ceedings, 374-5, 377, 380, 384, 389, 390.

On M. (Mr. Vidal) for adoption of final report
of Coin.; on the Speaker declaring it carried,
record " on a division " called for, 589.

CORRESPONDENCE.
Inqy., whether reply froin Lt. Gov. of Queb'ec

is received, 595-6.
Further inqy., as to reply of Premier of Que.,

596.

BEET-SUGAR BOUNTY B. (168).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 541.

BILLS OF EXCHANGE ACT AMT. B. (B).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 64-5-6.
In Coin., of the W.; on Mr. Power's Amt. to

strike out cl. 5, 71-2.
BILLS, NOTICE OF AMT. TO. See " Notice."

REFERENCE to proper Committee. See
"McKay Milling Co. B."

- REJECTED, REFUND OF FEES. See
"Whirlpool Bridge Co. Incorp: B."

BODY SNATCHING, punishment of; B. (P).
On reference to Com. of the W., and in Com.;

reprint as anended by special Com. sug-
gested, 298-9.

BoURINOT'S PARLMNTY. PRACTICE, purchase of.
On presentation of Library Com.'s Report ;

remarks, 107. On M. (Mr. Abbott) for fur-
ther postponement, 651.

CABINET, FORMATION OF. See " Ministerial Chan-
ges."

SCOTT, Hon. R. W.-Continued.

CANADA AND FOREIGN TREATIES. See "Colonies."

C.P.R. ACT AMT.; consolidated debenture stock;
acquisition, &c., of branch lines ; B. (74).

Introduced *, 164.
2nd R. m., 191.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. MacInnes)*, 202.

C. P. R.; POWER OF PURCHASING other lines, and
of selling surplus lands; B. (75).

Introduced *, 164.
2nd R. m., 191.
3rd R.*, 202.

CHIGNECTO MARINE RY., Subsidy; B. (97).
In debate, in Con. of the W., 170-1-2-3.

CIVIL SERVICE, FRAUDS UPON GOVT. See "Govt."

COLONIES AND FOREIGN TREATIES.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for Address to the Queen,
for abrogation of "most favoured nation"
clauses, 616-7-8-9, 620, 624-5-6-7, 648-9; on
adoption of Mr. Power's suggested Amts.,
ques. as to further Aipt., 650.

COLONIES AND G.B., closer trade relations.
On M. (Mr. W ark) for Address, for Govt. to

consider, and open negotiations; remark on
Mr. Abbott's speech, 560.

COUNTY COURT JUDGES. See " Justice, Adminis-
tration of."

DIVORCE COURTS, ESTABLISHMENT OF; B. (O).
On Mr. Gowan's speech in debate on 2nd R.;

remark, 147.
DIVORCE, EXTENSION OF TIME for Petitions.

On adoption of 3rd Report of Com., 60.

DUTY, EXPORT, on Timber.
On Mr. Flint's inqy. as to intention of Govt.,

205.

EASTPORT, SEIZURE OF U. S. FISHING BOATS.

In debate on Fisheries ACT AMT. B., 459, 460.

ELECTIONS, THE RECENT.

Remarks in debate on the Address, 13, 15-16.
ELECTORAL FRANCHISE ACT. See "Franchise."

FARM, GOVT., REPORTS, distribution of.

On m. (Mr. Read) for adoption of 2nd Report
of Printing Con., 112.

FISHERi Es ACT AMT. ; purse-seining prohibited;
B. (122.)

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 459, 460.

FiSfING VESSELS, U.S. (modui ivendi); B. (10.)

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 52.

In Coi. of the W. ; on U.S. and Newfdld.
Treaty, &c., 53-4-5-6-7.

FRANCIiiSE ACT AMT. B. (145.)

On M. (Abbott) for 2nd R. ; citizenship re-
quirements ; ques., as to date of coming into
operation, 281.

FRAUDS UPON GOVERNMENT B. See " Govern-
ment."
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SOOTT, Hon. R. W.-Continued.

FRENCH LANGUAGE, use Of. See " Manitoba."

GOVERNMENT, FRAUDS UPON, by Officiais ; B.(U.)
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 567.
In Com. of the W. ; on lst cl., and M. (Mr.

Abbott) to amd. and remodel sub.-sec.f.
(extending list of offences); inqy., if retro-
active, 580.

HAYTHORE, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.

Eulogium of, 38.

HUDSON BAY Ry. Co's. B. See " Winnipeg and
Hudson Bay Ry."

IMPERIAL FEDERATION. See " Colonies, Trade
Relations."

INDIAN LANDS SETTLEMENT B. See " Ont."

INTERCOLONIAL TRADE, M. See "Colonies."

INVERNESS AND VICTORIA Ry. Co. INCORP. B.
(136.)

On M. (Mr. Almon) for 2nd R., and Ant. (Mr.
Miller) for 6 months' hoist, 427-8.

JUDGES' SALARIES, Inadequacy of.

On inqy. (Mr. Dickey) as to Govt's. intention
of remedying, 605.
-- (Admiralty). See " Admiralty Court
Judges' Salaries" B.

JUSTICE, ADMINISTRATION OF; B. (14.)
In Com. of the W. ; on 2nd cl. (County Court

judges acting in other districts), 161.
KEEWATIN, INDIAN AFFAIRS IN.

On Mr. Girard's M. for return of receipts
and expenditures, 82.

LEONARD, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.

Eulogium of, 38.

LIBRARY COM., on Report of the.

Renarks (purchase of Bourinot's and Todd's
works), 107 ; on M. (Mr. Abbott) for further
postponement of consideration, 561.

LIVE SOTCK SHIPPIN. ACT; B. (154).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 499, 500.

McKAY MILLING Co., Incorp. B. (24).
On M. (Mr. Clemow) to refer to Banking and

Conmierce Com. ; suggestion for reference to
Private Bs. Com., 163.

MACDONALD, TIiE RT. HON. SIR JOHN A.

On the announceient of his decease, 84, 86.

MANITOBA, FRENCH LANGUAGE IN, official use of.
On Mr. Girard's M. for corresp., 43.

MASTERS' and MATES' CERTIFICATES, Act, Ant.
(inland waters) B. (12).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 304.

MINISTERIAL CHANGES.

On Mr. Abbott's announcement of the Prem-
ier's death; inqy., 86.

On Mr. Abbott's announcement of new Cabinet,
89, 90.

Inqy. respecting portfolio of Public Works,
432.

SOOTT, Hon. R. W.-Continued.

MONTREAL and ATLANTIC Ry. Co. INcORP. B. 29).)
Introduced *, 223.
2nd R. m., 227.
Amts. of Ry. Com., concurrence m., 300.
3rd R. m., 316. On Anit., (Mr. Power) to add

cl. (rights of South Eastern Ry. bondhold-
ers), 320-1, 326-7-8-9, 331-2-3, 335-6, 338,
341.

Ref. to Com. of W., m., to reduce bonding
power to $12,500 a mile, 342.

In Com.; in debate on the above, 342-3 ; Amt.
concurred in, 343.

3rd R. *, 343.

MONTREAL HARBOUR COMMISSIONER.S; B. (95).
In Com. of the W. ; on Mr. Abbott's M. to
add a 5th cl. (authority to borrow $1,000,000),

ques. as to present debt, 162.
N. B. RY. and C. P. R. AGREEMENT; B. (69).

3rd R. m. (for Mr. MacInnes) *, 229.

NEWFOUNLAND TREATY WITH U. S.

In debate on modus riveindi B., 53-4-5-6.

NIAGARA WIHIRLPOOL BRIDGE B. See " Whirl-
pool Bridge Co."

NOTICE OF AlMT. to B., not yet reached Senate.

On ques. of Order (Mr. Miller) respecting notice

(Mr. McInnes, B. C.) of Ant. to B. (146), 497.

N. S. FEMALE (R. C.) REFORMATORY t. (R.)
On M. (Mr. Power) for 2nd R., 199.
In Com. of the W. ; on 9th cl. (industrial re-

fuge) and 1Oth cl. (provision for maintenance),
217-18-19. On 16th cl. (transfer of incorrigi-
ble offenders to penitentiary), 222.

N. W. T. ACT AMT. ; Legislative Assembly, con-
stitution, powers, &c; B. (126).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 536-7.
On order for Com. of the W. ; on Amt. (Mr.

Bellerose) to instruct Com. to amd. cl. 18, in
favour of dual language, and sub-Amt. (Mr.
Armand) strike out entire 18th cl., 549, to
553.

N. W. T. REPRESENTATION ACT AMT. ; paynment,
of deposit in currency; B. (148).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 344.
On M. (Mr. Abbott) into Com. of the W., and

Amt. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) for instruction to
provide for ballot voting, 436.

ODELL, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.

Eulogium of, 266.

OFFICIALS, FRAUDS UPION GOVT. BY. See " (;ovt."

ONT. AND QUE. ACCOUNTS, settlement; B. (E).
On M. for 2nd R., 66.

ONT. INDIAN LANDS, settlement; B. (A).
On M. for 2nd R., 64.

PRINTING COM., on 2nd Report of.
On distribution of Govt. Farni Reports, &c.,

112.

PROVINCIAL ACCOUNTS, settlement; B. See
" Ont."

PROVINCIAL COURT JUDGES' SALARIES. See
" Admiralty."
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SCOTT, Hon. R. W.-Continted.

PURSE-SEINING. See "Fisheries Act Amt."

QUE. AND ONT. AccouNTs B. See " Ont."
QUEBEC GOVERNMENT DIFFICULTY. See "Baie

des Chaleurs Ry."

RECIPROCITY. See " United States."

SALARIES OF JUDG ES. See " Judges' salaries, in-
adequacy of." " Admiralty Court Judges'
Salaries " B.

SAw LoGs, export duty on.
On Mr. Flint's inqy. as to intention of Govt.,

205.

SHIPPING OF LIVE STOCK ACT. 6ee " Live
Stock."

SINCLAIR, JUDGE, retention of.

Inqy., on 3rd R. of Admy. Jurisdiction B. (13),
240.

SPEAKER, THE NEw, appointment of.
In debate on the Address, remarks on the

frequent changes made, 12.
On appointment of Hon. J. J. Ross; congra-

tulations offered, 592.

SUGAR BOUNTY B. See " Beet-sugar."

SUPREME COURT ACT AMT. ; appeals-, reference
of constitutional questions, &c. ; B. (138).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. ; remarks as
to date of B. coming into operation, 501.

TENANT FARM DELEGATES' REPORT, printing of.
On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of 2nd Rep. of

Printing Coin., 112.

TIMBER, export duty on.
On Mr. Flint's inqy. as to intentions of the

Govt., 205.
TODD'S " PARLIAMENTARY GOVT.," purchase of.

On presentation of Library Com. Rep. ; re-
marks, 107 ; on M. (Mr. Abbott) for further
postponement of consideration, 651.

TRADE, INTERCOLONIAL, M. See "Colonies."

TREATIES, FOREIGN. See "Colonies and For-
eign Treaties."

U. S. FisHING BOATS seized at Eastport.
In debate on Fisheries Act Amt. B., 459, 460.

modus vivendi B. See " Fishing Vessels."
RECIPROCITY WITH.

In debate on the Address, 13.
In debate on modws vivendi B., 52-3-5-7.
In debate on Mr. Flint's inqy., as to intention

to impose an export duty on timber, 205.
In debate also on " Colonies and Foreign

Treaties," 617-18, 620, 624-8, 648-9.

TREATY WITH NEwFOUNDLAND.

In debate on modus i'irendi B., 53-4-5-6.

VANCOUVER DOCK CO. INcORP. B. (51).

On M. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) for 3rd R., and
Amt. (Mr. Mclnnes, B. C.), precluding a
Govt. subsidy, 179.

On ques. of Order (whether Amt. is before the
Chair), 190.

SCOTT, Hon. R. W.-Continued.

VICTORIA, SAANICH AND N. WESTMINSTER Ry.
Co.'s B. (67).

Introduced*, 144.
Reference to Standing Orders Com. m., B.

having been received without Petition, 167.
2nd and 3rd R. (m. by Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)*,

194, 211.

WEST INDIES, TRADE WITH, M. See "Colonies."

WHIRLPOOL BRIDGE CO. INCORP. B. (58).
On adoption of Report of Com. on Rys., &c.,

rejecting the B.; on Mr. McCallum's sugges-
tion for refund of fees, 201.

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY Ry. Co.'s B. (119).
Remarks, on proposed adjt. of Senate (17th

July), 242.
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R.; Amt. m. (6

month hoist) 244-5, 247-8, 250, 252; in
debate thereon, 254-5, 258, 263, 271-2, 274,
280-1, 309, 349, 352.

On sub-Amt. (Mr. McCallum) for postpone-
ment until definite information as to location,
&c., be given, 401-2, 404, 406, 409, 411-12.

SMITH, Hon. Frank.

ADJOURNMENT.
(6th May) on M. (Mr. Abbott) to adj. till 8th,

Amt. (Mr. Dever) until 20th, and sub-Amt.
(Mr. O'Donohoe) until 26th, 36.

BAIE DES CHALEURS Ry. Co.'s B. (82).

On M. (Mr. Tassé) for adoption of 2nd Rep. of
Ry. Com. (for order for Mr. Armstrong's
attendance as witness), and Amt. (Mr. Belle-
rose) to refer report back (for Com. to give
its proceedings), 379, :80; on the publie
character of the B., 381.

DIVORCE COM., appointment of.
Substitution of Mr. McKay for Mr. McClelan

m., 28.

INTERCOLONIAL RY., change in management of.

On Mr. Power's inqy. as to the intention of
Govt., 285.

SNOWBALL, Hon. Jabez Bunting.

SUMMONED TO SENATE, 37 ; introduced, 37.

INTERCOLONIAL Ry., change in management of.

On inqy. (Mr. Power) and reply (Mr.Abbott)
as to intention of Govt., 292.

MONTREAL AND ATLANTIC RY. CO. INcoRP. B.
(29).

On M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Power) to add cl. (rights of South Eastern
Ry. bondholders), 325-6-7-8-9, 330-1-2, 335.

SAWDUST, throwing into Rivers ; prohibition ; B.
(D).

On Mr. Clemow's withdrawal of the B., 132.

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY Ry. Co.'s B. (119).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., and Amt.
(Mr. Scott) for 6 months' hoist, 263.
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SPEAKEfR, The.

See LACOSTE, Hon. Alexandre, to 15th September.

See Ross, Hon. J. J., from 16th September.

STEVENS, Hon. Gardner G.
ADJOURNMENT.

(4th to 8th July) m., 557.

SULLIVAN, Hon. Michael.

BODY SNATCHING, PUNISHMENT OF; B. (P).
In Coin. of the W.; on 2nd cl. (penalty for

unlawful disinterring), 298.

KINGSTON, SMITH'S
Co.'s B. (94).

Introduced*, 201.
2nd R.*, 222.
3rd R.*, 326.

FALLS AND OTTAWA RY.

OSHAWA RY. Co.'s B. (123).
Introduced*, 265.
2nd R.*, 300.
3rd R.*, 346.

SUTHERITAND, Hon. John.

DIVORCE COURT, ESTABLISHMENT OF.
Debate, on appointnent of Stand. Coin., 29.

TASSÉ, Hon. Joseph.

SUMMONED TO THE SENATE; introduced., 3.

ADDRESS, reply to H. E.'s Speech, m., 4.

ADJOURNMENT.
(On Premier's death) ; on Mr. Abbott's M., 85.

BAIE DES CHALEURS RY. Co.'s B. (82).
M. for adoption of 2nd Report of Ry. Com.

(for an order for attendance of C. N. Arn-
strong as witness), 366.

M. for order of the Senate (for Mr. Armstrong's
attendance at the Com.), 390.

MACDONALD, THE RT. HON. SIR JOHN A.
On the announcenent of his decease, 85.

MONTREAL AND OTTAWA Ry. Co.'s B. (65).
Introduced*, 164.
2nd R.*-, 19 1.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. Clemow)*, 202.

N. W. T. ACTS AMT. ; Legislative Assembly, con-
stitution, powers, &c. ; B. (126).

On order for Con. of the W. ; on Ant. (Mr.
Bellerose) to instruct Coin. to amd. 18th el. in
favour of permanency of dual language, and
sub-Amt. (Mr. Armand) to strike out entire
18th cl., 553.

UNITED STATES, RECIPROCITY WITH.

Remarks, in moving the Address, 6-7.

VIDAL, Hon. Alexander.
ADAMSON, LATE MR. J. ; gratuity to widow.

On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of 2nd Report
of Contingent Accts. Con., and suggestion
to refer report back to Coin., 908.

VIDAL, Hon. Àlexander.-Continued.

ADJOURNMENTS.

(6th May); on notice, discussion irregular, 18,
19.

on M., Amts. and ques. of Order, 33, 36.
(17th July); on Mr. Dever's withdrawing M. of

which he had given Notice, 241.

ATIKOKAN IRON RANGE RY. Co. INCORP. B. (55).
Reported from Ry. Com., with Amt., 201.

BAIE DES CHALEURS RY. Co.'s B. (82).
Report of Ry. Coin. (for authority to send for

persons and papers) presented, 346 ; adoption
in., 346.

On M. 4Mr. Miller) for evidence under oath,
347.

2nd Report of Ry. Com. (for order for attend-
ance of C. N. Armstrong as witness) pre-
sented, 365. On ques. as to dûty of Chair-
man to move its adoption, 365-66.

On M. (Mr. Tassé) for adoption of report, and
on questions of Order and procedure ; as to
incompleteness of report, 369 ; as to right of
promoters to withdraw B. fromi Com., 369 ;
as to mentioning Com.'s proceedings to the
House, 370; on Speaker's decision on latter
point, 371 ; on ques. of Ry. Committee in-
vestigating irregularities, 371.

On Amt. (Mr. Bellerose) for reference of report
back (for Com. to give its proceedings), 376;
further ques. of procedure, right of a Com.
to deal with a B., after request of promoter
to withdraw it, 385.

4th Report presented (reporting Mr. Arm-
strong's refusal to answer), 440. Adoption
of report ?n., 441.

6th Report presented (non-attendance of wit-
nesses) and future consideration m., 557.
Adoption ?n., 569; in debate, 573, 576-7.

Final report presented, and partial adoption
presently suggested ; future consideration of
report m., 582. Adoption m., 587.

BILLS OF EXCHANGE ACT AMT. B. (B.) -

Progress reported, from Com., 73.
In Coin., and reported without Amt., 80.

RECEIVED WITHOUT PETITIoN. See
"Brighton, Warkworth and Norwood Ry.
B."

REJECTED, QUES. OF REFUNDINo FEES.

See " Whirlpool Bridge Co.'s B."

REPORTED (seven) fron Ry. Com*., 228.

BRiGHTON, WARKWORTH AND NoRwOOD RY. Co.
INCoRP. B. (86).

On M. (Mr. McCalluni) to refer B. to Standing
Orders Coin., it having been -received with-
out a Petition, 210.

CENTRAL COUNTIEs Ry. Co.'s B. (38).

Reported from Ry. Coin., with verbal Ants.,
166.

CHATSWORTH, GEORGIAN BAY AND L. HURON Ry.
Co. INCORP. B. (N).

Reported from Ry. Com., with Amts. ; amal-
gamation of Cos. and change of route, 165.
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VIDAL, Hon. Alexander.-Continued.

CHIGNECTO MARINE RY., Subsidy; B. (97).
In Coin. of the W. ; on 2nd el. (relief

penalty), 175.
DEBATES COMMITTEE.

from

M. to add naine of Mr. Boulton, 596.
2nd Report of Coin., adoption m., 652.

ELLIS, MAHALA, DIVORCE B. (1).
On M. (Mr. Clemow) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.

McCallum) to strike out cl. giving custody
of the children to Petitioner, 159.

FARM, GOVT., REPORTS, distribution of.
On M. (Mr. Readi for adoption of 2nd Rep. of

Printing Coin., 118-19.

FEMALE REFORMATORY AT HALIFAX. See "N.S."
FIsHEiEs ACT AMT. ; purse-seining prohibited;

B. (122).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.

Power) to substitute lien on vessel for con-
fiscation, 511.

FIsHING VESSELs, U. S. (modus vivendi) ; B. (10).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., without Notice,

41.

GOVERNMENT, FRAUDS UPON, by Officials, &c.;
B. (U).

Reported froin Coin. of the W., with Aimts.,
581.

G. T. R., GLENCOE BRANCH, construction; B. (36).

Introduced*, 106.
2nd R. m., 133.
3rd R.*, 165.

CR EAT N. W. CENTRAL RY. Co.'s B. (162).

Reported from Ry. Com., without Amt., 534.

INVERNESS AND VICTORIA RY., &C., CO., INCORP.
B. (136).

On M. (Mr. Alnion) for 2nd R., and Ant.
(Mr. Miller) for 6 mnonths' "hoist," 423-4,
426-7-8.

LIvE STOCK SHIPPNsG ACT ; B. (154).

In Coin. of the W. ; on 7th cl. (violation of
provisions a misdemeanour), 52,2.

MACLEOD IRRIGATION Co. INCORP. B. (52).
Reported from Con. on Rys., &c., with Amt.

(eliminating superfluous cl.), and concurrence
m. 301.

MILEAGE OF MEMBERS B. (43).

In Com. of the W. ; on Amt. (Mr. Power),
mileage froni one point in Canada to another
by any direct route, 206.

MODUS VIVENDI B. See "Fishing Vessels."

MONTREAL AND ATLANTIC RY. CO. INCORP. B.
(29).

On M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R., and Aint. (Mr.
Power) to add cl. (rights of South-Eastern
Ry. bondholders), 324.

NIAGARA WHIRLPOOL BRIDGE. See "Whirl-
pool."

'VIDAL, Hon. Alexainder.-Continued.
N. S. FEMALE (R.C.) REFORMATORY, B. (R).

In Com. of the W.; on 2nd cl. (transfer from
prisons to reformatory), on term " female,"
214.

On 9th cl. (industrial refuge) and 10th cl.
(provision for maintenance), 216.

On 1lth cl. (education of convicts), on using
title of governing body, 220.

On 13th cl. (apprenticeship to service), on
restriction to R. C. employers, 221.

On 15th cl. (provision for Govt. inspection),
222.

N. W. T. REPRESENTATION ACT AMT. B. (148).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 345.

PROHIBITORY LIQUOR LAw.
M. for Select Coin. upon Petitions received,

123, 126-7 ; naies of Messrs. Carling and
Ross added to Com., 128.

RAILWAY LAND SUBSIDIES (Red Deer Valley
Ry.), Aint.; B. (169).

Reported from Com. of the W., without Amt.,
653.

RED DEER VALLEY RY., land subsidy, Amt. ; B.
(169).

Reported from Coin. of the W., without Aint,
653.

ROCKY MOUNTAIN RY. AND COAL CO., INCORP. B.
(M).

Reported from Ry. Coi., with slight verbal
Amt.; 122.

SALIsBURY AND HARVEY RY. Co.'s B. (120).
Reported from Ry. Com., with Aints. (pay-

ment of claims against former Co.), 414.

SENATE AND H. OF C. See " Mileage " B.
SOUTH ONT. PACIFIC RY.- Co.'s B. (73).

3rd R. m. (in absence of Mr. Mclnnes)*, 211.
TRADE, COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF; B. (15).

On M. (Mr. McCallum) for 2nd R., 392.
In Coin. of the W. ; on Ist el. (eliminating

words "unduly "and "unreasonably "); Amt.
m. to add proviso (Act not to affect proper
business arrangements), 432; in debate
thereon, 434.

U. S., modu4 vivendi. See " Fishing Vessels."

VANCOUVER DOCK Co., INCORi. B. (51).

Reported from Coin. on Rys., &c., with an
Amt., 165.

On M. (Mr. Macdonald, B. C.) for concurrence
in Amt., and request (Mr. McInnes, B.C.)
for postponement of consideration, 165.

On M. (Mr. Macdonald) for 3rd R., and Amt.
(Mr. McInnes) precluding a Govt. subsidy,
178-9.

WHIRLPOOL BRIDGE Co., INCORP. B. (58).
Reported against, from Coin. on Rys., &c.;

adoption of report m., 201.
Refunding of fees; on Mr. McCallum's sugges-

tion for, 201.

WIARTON SOUTIERN Ry. B. See " Chatsworth,
Georgian Bay and L. Huron Ry."
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VIDAL, Hon. Alexander.-Continued.

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY RY. Co.'s B. (119).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Scott) for 6 months' hoist, 261-2.

On sub-Ant. (Mr. McCallum), postponement
for more definite information respecting
location, &c., 392.

WARK, Hon. David.

CARLETON BRANcH RY., St. John; sale of; B.
(158).

In Com. of the W., on provisions of the B.,
513-14-15.

CENSUS REPORT, presentation of.

Inqy. ; cause of-the delay, 526.
CHIGNECTO MARINE RY. Co., Subsidy; B. (97).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R., 141.
In Com. of the W., 171.

COLONIES AND THE MOTHER COUNTRY, closer
trade relations.

M. for Address, that Govt. consider, and open
negotiations, 258 ; remarks on the debate,
and M. withdrawn, 561-2.

WEST INDIAN, recovery of trade with.

Inqy., what steps Govt. will take, 593.
INTERCOLONIAL RY. ; change in management of.

On inqy. (Mr. Power) as to intention of Govt.,
290.

JUDGES' SALARIES, INADEQUACY OF.

On inqy. (Mr. Dickey) as to Govt.'s intention
to remedy, 607.

WARK. Hon. David-Continued.

MACKENZIE BASIN, development of.

On Mr. Girard's M. for Select Coin., 100.

MONTREAL HARBOUR COMMISSIONERS ; B. (95).
Reported from Com. of the W., with Amt.,

162.

ODELL, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.
On announcement of decease of, 266.

PICTOU TowN BRANCH RY. ; OXFORD AND N.
GLASGOw LINE; C. B. LINE; GRAND NAR-
ROwS BRIDGE.

Inqy. ; cost and length of each, 471.

RULES OF THE SENATE, revision of.

Notice of M. for a Committee, 243.

SALISBURY AND HARVEY Ry. Co.'s B. (120).
Introduced*, 240.
2nd R.*, 300.
Amts. of Ry. Com. ; concurrence m, 415.
3rd R.*, 415.

WESTERN COUNTIES Ry., Digby to Annapolis.
Inqy. ; amount expended, and conditions of

transfer, 432.

WEST INDIAN TRADE. See "Colonies.

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY Ry. Co.'s B. (119.)

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. ; Amt. (Mr.
Scott) for 6 months' hoist ; and sub-Amt.
(Mr. McCallum) foi postponement until
information as to location, &c., be given,
406.
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ADAMSON, THE LATE MR. JAMES.
Gratuity to Widow. On 2nd Report of Con-

ting. Com., remarks (Mr. Abbott), 192.
On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of 2nd Report

of Coi., 207 ; reiarks, Mr. Abbott, 207-8 ;
Messrs. Miller, Power, Vidal, 208; report
allowed to stand, 208.

Adoption again m. (Mr. Read), 244; remarks,
(Mr. Power) ; Ant. m. (Mr. Abbott) to re-
commit for further consideration ; agreed to,
244.

On M. (Mr. Read) for adoption of 5th Report,
further remarks (Mr. Power), 660.

Address in answer to Hie Excellency's
Speech.

M. (Mr. Tassé), 4; seed. (Mr. Prowse), 9; de-
bate : (Mr. Scott, 12; Mr. McCallum, 17;
Mr. Mclnnes, 17; agreed to, 18.

ADDRESSES, other. See the wudject.
ADJOURNMENTS. See " SENATE."

Moving the. See " Order."
Admiralty Act, 1891 (Exchequer Court

jurisdiction, local AdmiraltyJudges,
&c.) B. (13).-Mr. Abbott.

1st R.*, 224.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 229 ; debate : Mr.

Power, 229, 232-3-4-5-6-Mr. Kaulbach,
232-3-Mr. Abbott, 233-4-5-6 ; M. agreed
to, 237.

Reference to Coin. of the W. to-morrow, m.
(Mr. Abbott) and agreed to, 237.

In Coin. ; on 6th cl. (local judges, appointment),
Amt. m. (Mr. Power) excluding barristers
fromappointment,238; debate: Mr. Kaul-
bach, 238-Messrs. Dever, Abbott, Power,
239; Amt. lost on divn., and cl. adopted,

-239.
On 9th cl. (local judges, powers), ques. (Mr.

Power), 239 ; reply (Mr. Abbott), 239-40;
cl. adopted, 240.

On 1lth cl. (surrogate judges), ques. (Mr.
Power), reply (Mr. Abbott), 240; cl.
adopted, 240.

Reported (Mr. Howlan) froi Com., without
Amt., 240.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 240; ques., Judge
Sinclair's appointment (Mr. Scott), 240 ;
reply (Mr. Abbott), 240; M. agreed to,
240.

Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 29.)

ADMIRALTY COURTS IN CANADA.
M. (Mr. Pow.er) for statenient of cases, with-

drawn, 176.
Admiralty Judges' Salaries, Scale of;

B. (153.)-Mr. Abbott.
1st R.*, 295.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 305; remarks:

Messrs. Scott, Macdonald (B.C.), Kaul-
bach, Miller, Abbott, 305-Messrs. Power,
Howlan, 306; M. agreed to, 306.

3rd R.*, 413.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 27.)

ALBERT RY. CO., PAYMENT OF EMPLOYÉS.
Inqy. (Mr. McClelan) as to action of Govt.,

445-6; reinarks : Mr. Power, 446-7-8-9 ;
Mr. Miller (point of Order, respecting inter-
ruptions), 448 ; Mr. Abbott (reply to inqy.),
447-8-9.

Alberta Ry. Act, 1891; purchase of
Stock, &c., of N.-W. Coal and Navi-
gation Co. confirmed; increase of
capital stock ; debentures, &c. ; B.
(16).--Mr. Ogil.ie.

lst R.*, 210.
M. for 2nd R. to-morrow (Mr. Ogilvie), 210;

remarks as to Rules : Messrs. Power, Ogil-
vie, Botsford, Miller, 210; M. agreed to,
210.

2nd R.*, 222.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. McMillan)*, 228.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 77.)

Albion Mines Savings Bank; continu-
ance of Acte in force; also powers
of amalgamation; B. (113).-Mr. Abbott.

lst R.*, 143.
Purpose of B. explained (Mr. Abbott); renarks

(Messrs. Scott and Power), 143; suspen-
sion of Rule 41, and 2nd R. m. (Mr.
Abbott), and agreed to, 144.

In Coin. of the W., further remarks (Mr.
Abbott); reported without Amt. (Mr.
MacInnes, Burlington), 144.

3rd R.*, 144.
Assent, 145.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 112.)

ALCOHOLS, NEw TARIFF ON. See "Customs."

ALEXANDER, HON. GEO., seat vacated. See " SEN-
ATE, THE."

Anglo-Canadian Electric Storage and
Supply Co. Incorp. B. (92).-Mr. Cle-
mow.

lst R.*, 224.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Clemow), and agreed to, 228.
3rd R.*, 241.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 128.)

ANIMAIS QUARANTINED IN U. S.
Inqy. (Mr. Reesor) as to steps taken by Govt.,

82 ; remark (Mr. Kaulbach) ; replies (Mr.
Abbott), 82.

APPROPRIATION AcTs. See "Supply Bills."
ARBITRATION OF AccoUNTS B. See "Ontario."

ASCENSION DAY, ADJOURNMENT. See " SENATE.
ASSENT TO BILLS.

June 24th, 144.
July 10th, 223-4.
August 28th, 528.
September 30th, 671-2.

ASSINIBOINE RIVER WATER-POWER. See " Winni-
peg."

AssizE, PROVINCIAL COMMISSIONS OF. See"Justice.
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Atikokan Iron Range Ry. Co. Incorp. B
(55). - Mr. MacInnes (Burlington).

1st R.*, 144.
2nd R.*, 164.
Reported (Mr. Vidal) from Ry. Com., with

slight Amt., 201. Adoption of Report m.
(Mr. Maclnnes), and agreed to*, 201.

3rd R.*, 201.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 61.)

ATLANTIC AND N. W. RY., B. affecting. See "Mon-
treal and Atlantic Ry."

ATTENTION CALLED TO CERTAIN MATTERS. (Ques.
of Order). See that heading, under "Order."

ATToRNEY GENERAL AS PROSECUTING OFFICER.
See debate on the " Trade Marks' Act Amt.
B."

Audit Act Amt.' Auditor General may
make his oýfce rules removals and
promotions, &c. ; B. (137).--Mr. A bbott.

lst R.*, 301.
2nd R. ni. (Mr. Abbott), 345; M. agreed to,

346.
3rd R.*, 412.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 16.)

Baie des Chaleurs Ry. Co.; Dominion in-
corporation extension of time, &c.;
B. (82). -Mr. Ogilvie.

1st R. (n. by Mr. Masson, in absence of Mr.
Ogilvie)*, 240.

2nd R. in. (Mr. Ogilvie), 267 ; debate: Mr.
Power, 267 - Mr. Ogilvie, 267-8 - Mr.
Scott, 267-8-Mr. Abbott, 268; M. agreed
to, 268.

Report of Ry. Coin. presented (Mr. Vidal), for
authority to send for persons and papers,
346; agreed to, 346.

M. (Mr. Miller) authorizing Com. to take
evidence uînder oath, 346 ; remarks
(Messrs. Vidal and Miller), and M. agreed
to, 347.

2nd Report of Ry. Com. (recommending order
for attendance of C. N. Armstrong as wit-
ness) presented (Mr. Vidal), 365. Remarks
on procedure thereon: Mr. Miller, 365
-Mr. Bellerose, 365-Mr. Vidal, 365-6.
Adoption of report in. (Mr. Tassé), 366.
Debate, involving varions points of Order
and Procedure (which heading see - in
INDEX TOSUBJECTS) : Mr. Scott, 366-7-8-9-
370, 372-3-Mr. Miller, 366-7-8-9, 371,
373-Mr. Pelletier, 366-Mr. Abbott, 367,
369, 370-Mr. Power, 368-9, 370, 372-
Mr. Vidal, 369, 370-1-Mr. Ross, 369, 370
-Mr. Bellerose, 370, 373--Mr. Kaulbach
370, 372-The Speaker (Ruling), 370-Mr.
Dever, 372-Mr. Macdonald (B.C.), 372
-Mr. Poirier, 372.

Amt. m. (Mr. Bellerose) to refer report back,
with instructions to Coin. to give its pro-
ceedings, 373. Debate thereon, and on
further questions of Order, &c. :-Mr.
Macdonald (B.C.), 373-4, 375, 381, 383-
Mr. McInnes (B. C), 374-5-6, 383, 387-
Mr. Miller, 374-5, 377-8-9, 381, 383-Mr.
Power, 374, 377, 380-1-2-3-4, 387-8-9-Mr.
Scott, 374-5, 377, 380, 384, 389, 390-Mr.

Poirier, 374-5-6, 380-1-2-3--Mr. Clemow,
373, 375-The Speaker, 375-Mr. Mac-
Innes (Burlington), 376-Mr. Vidal, 376,
385-Mr. Howlan, 376-7, 382-Mr. Belle-
rose, 374, 379, 383- Mr. Snith, 379, 380-1
-Mr. Boulton, 383-4--Mr. Dever, 385-
Mr. Read (Quinté), 385-Mr. Reesor, 386-
Mr. Abbott, 386-7-8-9, 390. Amt. lost
(C. 11, N.C. 27), 390. Report adopted on
a division, 390.

M. (Mr. Tassé) for an order to C. N. Arm-
strong to attend Com. and produce papers,
390; remarks: Messrs. Power, Abbott,

391 ; M. agreed to, 391.
4th Report of Ry. Com. (refusal of Mr. Arm-

strong to answer questions, and requesting
action thereon) presented, and its adop-
tion m. (Mr. Vidal), 441 ; M. agreed to,
441.

M. (Mr. Miller), calling Mr. Armstrong to the
Bar, 441 ; agreed to, 441. Remarks : Mr.
Abbott, 44 1-Mr. Miller, 442; Order (the
Speaker) for appearance ; and notification
of Senate's decision, 442. Promise (Mr.
Armstrong) to answer questions ; permis-
sion to withdraw m. (Mr. Miller), and
agreed to, 442.

6th Report of Ry. Com. (on the non-attendance
of witnesses) presented, and its future con-
sideration m. (Mr. Vidal), 557. Adoption
m. (Mr. Vidal), 569 ; dehate : Mr. Belle-
rose, 571, 573-Mr. Vidal, 573-Mr.
O'Donohoe, 573-Mr. McCallum, 573.
Question of Order (Mr. Masson), as to
Mr. O'Donohoe discussing a report not
before the House, 574 ; remarks by several
hon. members; point withdrawn, 574.

Debate continued : Mr. Kaulbach, 575-Mr.
Abbott, 576-7 -- Mr. Masson, 576 - Mr.
Vidal, 576-7-Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 577-
Mr. Allan, 577- Mr. Power, 575-6-7.
Ques. of Order (Mr. Ross) upon repeated
speaking, 578 ; Mr. Power wishing tom.
an Aint., ruled (the Speaker) ont of Order,
578. Report adopted, 578.

Final Report (on provisions of, and Aints. to,
the B.) presented (Mr. Vidal), 582; re-
marks as to consideration: Messrs. Miller,
Vidal, Ogilvie.; proposal to ni. partial
adoption (Mr. Vidal), objected to :
Messrs. Miller, Allan ; consideration Mon-
day next m. (Mr. Vidal), and agreed to,
582.

Final Report of Com.; adoption m. (Mr. Vidal),
587 ; declared adopted (the Speaker), 589;
"on a division " (Mr. Scott); yeas and
nays called for (Mr. Almon); renarks:
Messrs. Scott, Kaulbach, Almon, 589; M.
agreed to (C. 43, N.-C. 10), 589.

3rd R.*, 592.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 97.)

BAIE DES CHALEURS Ry.
M. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) for account of ex-

penditures and subsidies, and unpaid bal-
ances, 491 ; M. agreed to, 491.

Inqy. (Mr. Bolduc) as to a crisis at Quebec;
reply (Mr. Abbott), 584.

M. (Mr. Miller) for correspondence with Lt.-
Gov. ; renarks (Mr. Abbott); and M.
agreed to, 586.
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Inqy. (Mr. Scott) as to further correspondence,
595-6 ; reply (Mr. Abbott), 595-6.

Further inqy. (Mr. Scott) ; reply (Mr. Abbott);
and remarks (Mr. Miller), 596.

BANKS, CHEQUES WITH FoRGED ENDORSEMENTS.
See the debate upon " Bills of Exchange Act

Amt. B."
Bills relating to. See "Albion Mines
Savings Bank." "Pictou Bank." "Rus-
tico Bank."

BAY OF QUI'NTÉ Ry. B. See " Collingwood and
Bay of Quinté Ry."

BECHER BAY FERRY B. See " Victoria and N. A.
Ry. "

BEERS, DUTY ON. See "Inland Revenue."

Beet-sugar, production of; Bounty au-
thorized; B. (168).-Mr. Abbott.

1st R.*, 534.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott) 539; debate: Mr.

Scott, 540-Mr. Abbott, 540-Mr. Reesor,
540-Mr. Kaúlbach, 541 ; M. agreed to,
542.

3rd R.*, 557.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 31.)

BEHRING SEA, NEGOTIATIONS WITH U.S., &C.
Inqy., whether Canada is taken into consul-

tation (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.), 62; remarks
(Mr. Kaulbach); reply (Mr. Abbott), 62.

Papers, .50 copies for Library ; adoption of
Printing Coin.'s Report (on M. of Mr. Read),
207.

In debate on M. (Mr. Abbott) for Address to
the Queen, for abrogation of " most favoured
nation " clauses of Treaties, 619.

BELLECIHASSE, ST MICHEL DE, Wharf at.
M. (Mr. Bolduc) for correspondence respecting

repairs, &c., 656 ; agreed to, 656.
Berlin and C. P. R. Junction Ry. ; time

extended, line described, &c.; B.
(64).--Mr. Merner.

1st R.*, 144.
2nd R.*, 168.
3rd R.*, 201.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 85.)

BILLS ASSENTED TO.
June 26th, 144.
July 10th, 223-4.
August 28th, 528.
September 30th, 671-2.

BILLS, DELAY IN PRINTING OF.
On 2nd R. of Citizens' Insurance B.; remarks

(Messrs. Power, Kaulbach, Abbott), 73.

Bills of Exchange Act Amt. B. (B).-Mr.
Abbott.

1st R.*, 60.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 64; debate: Mr.

Scott, 64-5-6-Mr. Power, 65-Mr. Kaul-
bach, 65-Mr. Abbott, 64-5-6 ; M. agreed
to, 66.

In Com. of the W. ; on 5th cl. (cheques bearing
forged endorsements; rights of banks re-
specting, &c.), debate: Mr. Power, 68, 70-
1-2-3-Mr. Kaulbach, 69, 71-Mr. Scott,
71-2-Mr. Abbott, 70-1-2-3; progress
reported (Mr. Vidal), 73.
46

On 5th cl., resumed debate: Mr. Power, 77,
79, 80-Mr. Abbott, 77-8-9-Mr. Loug-
heed, 78-9-Mr. Vidal, Chairman, 80.

On 7th cl. (words "bankrupt") ques. (Mr.
Power), 80; reply (Mr. Abbott), 80; B.
reported without Amt. (Mr. Vidal), 80.

3rd R.*, 83.
Amts. of H. of C. (acceptor's mode of signa-

ture, &c.) concurrence m. (Mr. Abbott),
300; agreed to, 301.
Assent, 528.

(54-55 Vict., Cap). 17.)
BILLS, PROCEDURE WITH. See " Order and Pro-

cedure."

BILLS-seriatim:
(A) An Act relating to Railways.-(Mr. A bbott).
. Introduced*, 4.

(A) An Act for the settlement o\ certain ques-
tions between the Governments of Canada
and Ontario respecting Indian Lands. -
(Mr. Abbott.)

lst R*, 60.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 63; ques. (Mr. Scott),

reply (Mr. Abbott), 64; agreed to, 64.
In Coin. of the W., ques. (Mr. Power), reply

(Mr. Abbott), 68 ; reported without Amt.
(Mr. Dickey), 68.

3rd R.*, 68.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 5.)

(B) An Act to amend " The BillI of Exchange
Act, 1890."-(Mr. Abbott.)

1st R.*, 60.
2nd R. ni. (Mr. Abbott), 64 ; debate : Mr.

Scott, 64-5-6-Mr. Power, 65-Mr. Kaul-
bach, 65-Mr. Abbott, 64-5-6; M. agreed
to, 66.

In Coin. of the W. ; on 5th cl. (cheques bearing
forged eidorseinenbs; rights of banks re-
specting, &c.), debate : Mr. Power, 68, 70-
1-2-3-Mr. Kaulbach, 69, 71-Mr. Scott,
71-2-Mr. Abbott, 70-1-2-3 ; progress
reported (Mr. Vidal), 73.

On 5th cl., resumed debate: Mr. Power, 77,
79, 80-Mr. Abbott, 77-8-9-Mr. Loug-
heed, 78-9-Mr. Vidal, Chairman, 80.

On 7th cl. (words " bankrupt ") ques. (Mr.
Power), 80; reply (Mr. Abbott), 80>; B.
reported without Aint. (Mr. Vidal), 80.

3rd R*, 83.
Amts. of H. of C. (acceptor's mode of sig-

nature, &c.) ; concurrence m. (Mr. Abbott),
300 ; agreed to, 301.

Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 17.)

(() An Act for the Relief of Adam Russworm.-
<Mr. Merner.)

lst R*, 60.
2nd R.*, 98.
Report of Select Com., adoption m. (Mr.

Gowan), 168 ; agreed to on a divn., 169.
3rd R.*, 169.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 134.)

(D) An Act to amend Chapter ninety-one of the
Revised Statutes of Canada, intituled " An
Act respecting the Protection of Navigable
Waters."-(Mr. Clemow.)

lst R.*, 60.
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BILLS-Seriatim-Continued.
On Order for 2nd R., renarks : Mr. Abbott,

128, 130, 132-Mr. Kaulhach, 128, 131-
Mr. Clemow, 128, 130-1-Mr. Poirier, 129
-Mr. Power, 130-1-2-Mr. Abbott, 130,
132- Mr. McClelan, 131-Mr. Snowball,
132; B. withdrawn, 133.

(E) An Act respecting the Settlement of Ac-
counts between the Dominion of Canada
and the Provinces of Ontario and Quebec,
and between the said Provinces.-(Mr.
A bbott.)

lst R*, 60.
2nd R. in. (Mr. Abbott), 66 ; remarks (Mr. Mil-

ler), 66 ; reply (Mr. Abbott), 66 ; M. agreed
to, 66.

In Com. of the W. ; ques. (Mr. Power), reply
(Mr. Abbott), 74. Reported with Aits.
(Mr.DeBoucherville), 74;concurredin*, 75.

3rd R.*, 75.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 6.)

(F) An Act further to amend the Act respecting
Trade Marks and Industrial Designs.-
( Mr. A bbott.)

Ist R.*, 60.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 66; agreed to, 67.
In Com. of W.; on the 3rd cl. (Atty.-Genl.

as prosecutor), debate : Mr. Lougheed,
75-Mr. Abbott, 75-6-Mr. Power, 76-
Mr. Kaulbach, 76-Mr. Ross, 76. Re-
ported without Amt. (Mr. Ogilvie), 77.

3rd R.*, 77.
Assent, 2-23.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 35.)

(G) An Act for better securing the safety of cer-
tain Fishermnen.-(Mr. Power.)

lst R.*, 61.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Power), 101 ; debate : Mr.

Kaulbach, 101-2-Mr. Power, 102; M.
agreed to, 102.

3rd R.*, 102.
(R) An Act respecting the Citizen's Insurance

Company of Canada.-(Mr. Abbott.)
Ist R.*, 67.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 73 ; agreed to, 73.
Reported (Mr. Allan) froin Banking Com.,

with Amt., fixing capital at $400,000;
report adopted, 104.

3rd R.*, 107.
Amts. of H. of C. (on minor points) concurrence

m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 282.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 116.)

(I) An Act for the relief of Mahala Ellis.-(Mr.
Clemow.)

Ist R.*, 67.
2nd R.*, 101.
Report of Select Com., on Order of the Day for

consideration of ; discussion as to elimina-
tion of clause giving Petitioner custody of
the children : Mr. Gowan, 154-5-6-Mr.
Kaulbach, 155-Mr. McInnes (B.C.),
155-6-Mr. Ogilvie, 156; remark that the
elimination comes on 3rd R. (Mr. Miller),
156. Report adopted, 156.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Clemow), 156; further debate
on procedure and precedent as to elimina-
tion of such clauses, leaving the points to
settlement in court: Mr. Clemow, 155-

Mr. Lougheed, 156, 158-Mr. McCallum
(Amnt. m., to strike out clauses), 156;
debate : Mr. Miller, 156-Mr. Power,
156-Mr. Gowan, 157-Mr. Kaulbach,
158-Mr. McInnes, 158-9-Mr. Vidal,
159-Mr. Abbott, 159. Aint. agreed to,
on a div., 160; B., as amd., 3rd R., 160.

Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 133.)

(J) An Act for the relief of Thomas Bristow.-
(Mr. Clemow.)

lst R.*, 73.
.2nd R.*, 102.
Report of Select Coin., adoption of, m. (Mr.

Gowan), 169; remarks (Mr. Kaulbach),
169; M. agreed to, 169.

3rd R. in., (Mr. Clemow), agreed to on a divis-
ion, 169.

Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 132.)

(K) An Act for the relief of Isabel Tapley.-
(Mfr. MlcInnîeq, B.C.)

1st R.*, 73.
2nd R.*, 102.
Report of Select Con., adoption n., (Mr.

Gowan), 169; remarks (Mr. Kaulbach),
169; M. agreed to on a division, 170.

3rd R.*, 170.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 135.)

(L) An Act to incorporate the Incorporated
Construction Company of Canada.-(Mr.
Alnon.)

1st R.*, 73.
2nd R.*, 98.
Reported (Mr. Allan) from Banking and Com-

merce Com., with Amts. : capital stock
increased to $250,000 ; increase of tram-
way construction, &c., 164 ; concurrence
n. (Mr. Almon), and agreed to*, 165.

3rd R.*, 165.
Amts. of H. of C. (curtailing powers, &c.), con-

currence m. (Mr. Almon), 264 ; agreed
to, 264.

Assent, 287.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 127.)

(M) An Act to incorporate the Rocky Mountain
Railway and Coal Company.-(Mr. Loug-
heed.)

lst R.*, 80.
2nd R.*, 98.
Reported (Mr. Vidal)\from Ry. Com., with

slight verbal Amts., 122; concurrence in.
(Mr. Lougheed), and agreed to*, 122.

3rd R.*, 122.
Commons Amts., concurrence m. (Mr. Long-

heed), 237 ; ques. (Mr. Botsford), reply (Mr.
Louglieed), 237; M. agreed to, 237.

Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 58.)
(N) An Act to incorporate the Chatsworth,

Georgian Bay and Lake Huron Railway
Company.--(Mr. MacInnes8, Burlington).

lst R.*, 80.
2nd R.*, 98.

Reported (Mr. Vidal) from Ry. Com., with Amts.:
amalgamation of Cos. and change of route;
concurrence m. (Mr. MacInnea, Burlington),
and agreed to*, 165.

3rd R.*, 165.

[S688On



II.-INDEX TO SUBJECTS.

Amts. of H. of C. (increase in capital stock
and bonding power), concurrence m. (Mr.
MacInnes), 264; ques. (Mr. Power),
reply (Mr. MacInnes), 264; agreed to, 264.

Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 62.)

%O) An Act respecting Divorce.-(Mr. Mac-
donald B.C.)

let R.*, 102.
2nd R. ?n. (Mr. Macdonald), 145. Debate: Mr.

O'Donohoe, 147-Mr. Macdonald, 147,
150, 152-Mr. Gowan, 147-Mr. Scott,
147-Mr. Power, 149, 150-Mr. Kaulbach,
151-2-Mr. Allan, 152-Mr. Abbott, 153.
B. withdrawn (Mr. Macdonald), 153.

(P) An Act for the punishment of the offence
generally teried " Body-snatching.
(Mr. McMillan.)

1st R.*, 104.
2nd R. m. (Mr. McMillan), 143; remarks (Mr.

Kaulbach), 143; M. agreed to, 143.
Reference to Select Com. m. (Mr. McMillan),

and agreed to*, 143.
Reported (Mr. McMillan) from Select Com.

with Amts., and future consideration m.,
202.

Report of Com., adoption m. (Mr. McMillan),
297; remarks: Messrs. Power, Kaulbach,
McKindsey, Abbott, 297-Messrs. Scott,
Abbott, 298. M. (Mr. McMillan) to refer
to Coin. of the W., 298 ; agreed to, 298.

In Com. of the W.; on 2nd cl. (penalty for
unlawful disinterring), debate : Mr. Power,
298-Mr. Sullivan, 298-Mr. MeMillan,
298-9-Messrs. Paquet, Scott, Abbott,
Kaulbach, Girard, 299-Messrs. McInnes,
(B. C.), McKindsey, 300. On the suggestion
for re-print of B. as amended ; on M.
(Mr. McMillan), progress reported, 300.

Again in Com., ques. (Mr. Power), reply (Mr.
Bellerose), and Amt. m. (Mr. Power),
respecting disinterments ; agreed to, 345.
B. reported(Mr. Ogilvie), with Amts., 345;
Amts. concurred in, 345.

3rd R.*, 412.

(Q) An Act to incorporate the Manitoba and
Assiniboia Grand Junction Railway Com-
lany.-(.Mr. Boulton.)

let r*, 104.
2nd R.*, 133.
3rd R.*, 165.
Amts. of H. of C. (increase of bonding power),

concurrence in. (Mr. Boulton), 265 ; re-
marks : Messrs, Power, Boulton, Kaul-
bach, 265 ; M. agreed to, 265.

Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 60.)

(R) An Act respecting certain Female offenders
in the Province of Nova Scotia.--(Mr.
Power.)

1st R.*, 122.
On order for 2nd R., post ponement requested

(Mr. Miller), 163; (Mr. Abbott), 164; m.
(Mr. Power), after remarks upon nature of
the B., 164; agreed to, 164.

On further order for 2nd R., 190; objection
(Mr. Miller) B. not distributed in French,
191 ; postponement m. (Mr. Power), and
agreed to, 191.

46J

2nd R. m. (NIr. Power), 194; debate: Mr.
Miller, 194, 196-Mr. Kaulbach, 196-Mr.
Power, 196-7-8, 200-Mr. Macdonald,
(B.C.), 196-Mr. Allan, 197-Mr. Prowse,
197-Mr. Girard, 198-Mr. McMillan,
198-Mr. Gowan, 198-Mr. Scott, 199;
M. agreed to, 200.

In Com. of the W.; on Ist clause (imprison-
ment in reformatory instead of gaol),
debate : Mr. Gowan, 211-Mr. Power,
211-12; cl. agreed to, 212.

On 2nd cl. (transfer from prisons to reforma-
tory), debate : Mr.Gowan, 212-13-14-Mr.
Macdonald (B.C.), 213-Mr. Power, 213-
14-15-Mr. Vidal, 214-Mr. Abbott, 214-
15-Amt. (word" female ")m. (Mr.Gowan),
215; remarks: Messrs. Kaulbach and
Power, 215 ; Amt. lost, 215. As to Rules
being subject to Govt. approval, remarks:
Messrs. Abott, Gowan, Power, 215. Clause
adopted, 215.

On 9th cl. (industrial refuge) debate as to
period of imprisonment, and (1Oth cl.)
provision for maintenance: Mr. Gowan,
215, 218 19-Mr. Macdonald (B.C.), 215-
Mr. Power, 215-16-17-18, 220-Mr. Vidal,
216-Mr. Abbott, 216, 219-Mr. Clemow,
216-Mr. Boulton, 216-17-18 ; Mr. Scott,
217-18-19--Mr. Kaulbach, 218, 220-Mr.
Prowse, 218; cl. agreed to, 220.

On i1th cl. (education of convicts-nane of
governing body) debate: Messrs. Vidal,
Gowan, Power, Abbott and Masson, 220;
cl. agreed to, 220.

On 12th cl. (tickets of leave), remarks : Messrs.
Kaulbach and Power, 220 ; cl. agreed to,
220.

On 13th cl. (apprenticeship to service) Ant. m.
(Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) against restriction
to R. C. employers, 221 ; remarks : Messrs.
Kaulbach, Gowan, Macdoriald, Masson
and Vidal, 221 ; Amt. lost on a div, and
cl. agreed to, 221.

On 15th cl. (Govt. and city inspectors) re-
marks : Messrs. Vidal and Power, 222;
cI. agreed to, 222.

On 16th cl. (transfer of incorrigible offenders
to penitentiary) remarks : Messrs. Kaul-
bach, Gowan, Clemow, 221-Mr. Scott,
222.

Reported (Mr. Rosa) fromn Com., with verbal
Amt., 222; concurred in*, 222.

On order for 3rd R. ; M. (Mr. Power) to re-
commit for Amt. (Govt. approval of
rules), 224-5-6; debate: Mr. Kaulbach
(on transfer of prisoners to penitentiary),
224, 226-Mr. Abbott, 225-6-Mr. Mac-
donald (B.C.), 226; M. agreed to, 226.

Iri Com., further renarks: Mesrs. Power and
Abbott, 226-7; Amt. agreed to, 227.

Reported (Mr. Howlan) from Com., as amend-
ed, and Ants. concurred in*, 227.

3rd R.*, 227.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 55.)

(8) An Act further to amend the Genera1 Inspec-
tion Act.-(Mr. Abbott.)

Introduced (Mr. Abbott), and lat R., 414.
2nd R.*, 435.
3rd R.*, 437.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 48.)
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BILLS-Seriatim-Continued.
(T) An Act to make further provision respecting

Weighers of Grain. -(Jfr. A bbott.)
Introduced (Mr. Abbott) and 1st R., 414.
2nd R.*, 435.
3rd R.*, 438.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 47.)

(U) An Act respecting Frauds upon the Govern-
ment.--( Mr. A bbott.)

1st R.*, 542.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 563; debate : Mr.

Bellerose, 564-Mr. Gowan, 565--Mr.
Allan, 566-Mr. Scott, 567--Mr. Abbott,
567-8 ; Mr. Power, 568-Mr. McCallum,
568-Mr. Kaulbach, 568; M. agreed to, 569.

In Com. of the W.; on lst cl., M. (Mr.
Abbott).to amd. and remodel sub-sec. f.
(extending the list of - offences), 580;
inquies. (Messrs. Scott, DeBoucherville),
and replies (Mr. Abbott), and M. agreed
to, 580.

Sub-sec. h. ; Amt. m. (Mr. Abbott) modifying
it (as to receiving permissible gifts), and
M. agreed to, 580.

Sub-sec. g. ; M. (Mr. Abbott) for its addition
(as to making permissible gifts), 580 ;
suggestion (Mr. Dickey) to amend as to
periods, 580-1; Amt. accepted and m.
(Mr. Abbott) and sub-sec. so adopted, 581.

Further inqies. (Mr. Reesor-as to whom B. is
applicable), (Mr. Dickey-as to conflict
with existing legislation), and replies
(Mr. Abbott), 581.

B. reported (Mr. Vidal), with Amts., 581.
Concurrence in Report of Coin. m. (Mr.

Abbott), and agreed to*, 586.
3rd R.*, 586.
Amt. of H. of C. (contractors subscrib-

ing to election funds), concurrence m. (Mr.
Abbott), 670; agreed to, 671.

(54-55 Vict., Cap. 23.)

(V) An Act further to amend the Acts respect-
ing the North-West Territories.-(Mr.
A ott.)

Ist R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 657 ; agreed to, 658.
Suspension of 41st Rule, and
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 658 ; remarks:

Messrs. Girard, Read, Bellerose, 658-
Mr. Abbott, 659 ; M. agreed to, 659.

3rd R.*, 659.

(10) An Act respecting Fishing Vessels of the
United States of America. -- (Mr. A bbottt.)

lst R.*, 40.
2nd R. to-morrow, order for, in. (Mr. Abbott),

40-1 ; objection, for want of notice (Mr.
Power) 40-1 ; remarks (Messrs. Miller and
Vidal), 41 ; M. agreed to, 41.

-im. (Mr. Abbott) 48, 50-1-2; debate
(Mr. Power), 48, 50, 52 ; (Mr. Paquet) 50 ;
(Mr. Kaulbach), 50 ; (Mr. Scott,) 52 ; M.
agreed to, 52.

Further stages, leave for, asked (Mr. Abbott),
52; further information, in such case, re-
quested (Mr. Power), 52.

In Com. of the W ;-on 2nd cl., debate: Mr.
Power, 52, 56-7-Mr. Abbott, 52-3, 55-
6-7-Mr. Scott, 53-4-5-6-7-Mr. Kaulbach,
54.

Reported from Com., without Amt. (Mr. Bots-
ford), 57.

Suspension of 41st Rule, and
3rd R. in. (Mr. Abbott), 57. Objection, with-

out further information (Mr. Power), 57 ;
objection not pressed ; M. agreed to, and
Bill passed, 57.

Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vie., Cap. 4.)

(12) An Act f urther to amend the Act respecting
Certificates to Masters and Mates ot Ships.
-(Mr. Abbot.)

1st R.*, 295.
2nd R. rn. (Mr. Abbott) 304 ; remarks: Messrs.

Scott, Miller, Howlaxi, Kaulbach, Abbott,
304; M. agreed to, 304.

In Coni. of the W. ; on 2nd cl. (3 years' domi-
cile in Canada required), remarks : Mr.
Power, 412-Messrs. Kaulbach, Miller,
Power, 413; cl. agreel to, and B. reported
(Mr. Bellerose), without Amt., 413.

3rd R.*, 413.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vic., Cap. 41.)

(13) An Act to provide for the exercise of Ad-
miralty jurisdiction within Canada, in
accordance with " The Colonial Courts of
Admiralty Act, 1890."-(ifr. Abboit.)

1st R.*, 224.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 229; debate: Mr.

Power, 229, 232-3-4-5-6-Mr. Kaulbach,
232-3-Mr. Abbott, 233-4-5-6 ; M. agreed
to, 237.

Reference to Com. of the W. to-morrow, m.
(Mr. Abbott) and agreed to, 237.

In Com.; on 6th cl. (local judges, appointment),
Amt ni. (Mr. Power) excluding barristera
from appointment, 238; debate: Mr. Kaul-
bach, 238--Messrs. Dever, Abbott, Power,
239; Amt. lost on divn., and cl. adopted,
239.

On 9th cl. (local judges, powers), ques. (Mr.
Power), 239; reply (Mr. Abbott), 239-40;
cl. adopted, 240.

On Ilth cl. (surrogate judges), ques. (Mr.
Power), reply (Mr. Abbott), 240 ; cl.
adopted, 240.

Reported (Mr. Howlan) from Com., without
Amt., 240.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 240; ques., Judge
Sinclair's appointment (Mr. Scott), 240;
reply (Mr. Abbott), 240; M. agreed to,
240.

Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vic., Cap. 29.)

(14) An Act with respect to certain matters
affecting the Administration of Justice.-
(Mr. Abbott.)

1st. R.*, 106.
2nd R. in. (Mr. Abbott), 133; remarks (Mr.

Kaulbach), 134.
In Com. of the W. ; on 2nd cl. (County Court

judges acting in other districts) ; debate:
Mr. Power, 160-1--Mr. Gowan, 160-1:
Mr. Abbott, 160-Mr. Scott, 161; Mr.
Miller, 161. Bill reported (Mr. Masson)
without Anit., 161.

3rd R. m. (Mr.Abbott), and agreed to*, 161.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vic., Cap. 28.)
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(15) An Act to amend the Act for the Preven-
tion and Suppression of Combinations
formed in restraint of Trade.-(Mr. Mc-
Callun. )

1st R.*, 268.
2nd R. in. (Mr. McCallum), 391 ; discussed:

Messrs. Abbott, Kaulbach, 391-Messrs.
Miller, McCalluin, Vidal, 382; M. agreed
to, 392.

In Coin. of the W. ; on lst clause (eliminating
words " unduly " and " unreasonably," in
the Act), Amt. m. (Mr. Vidal) to add pro-
viso (Act not to affect proper business
arrangements), 432; discussed: Messrs.
Abbott, Power, McCallum, Miller, 433-
Messrs. Abbott, Power, Vidal, MacInnes
(Burlington), 434 ; Amt. agreed to, and B.
reported (NIr. Poirier) as and., 434. Con-
currence in Amt. m. (Mr. McCallum), and
agreed to, 434.

3rd R.*, 438.

(16) An Act to amend the Acts relating to the
Alberta Railway and Coal Company.-
(Mr. Oilvie.)

lst R.4 , 210.
M. for 2nd R. to-morrow (Mr. Ogilvie), 210;

remarks as to Rules: Messrs. Power,
Ogilvie, Botsford, Miller, 210; M. agreed
to, 210.

2nd R.*, 2·22.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. McMillan)*, 228.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 77.)

(17) An Act respecting the River St. Clair Rail-
way Bridge and Tunnel Company.-(Mr.
MacInnes, Burlington.)

lst R.*, 60.
2nd R. m., 63 ; agreed to, 63.
Reported from Ry. Com. without Aimt, and
3rd R.*, 67.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 102.)

(18) An Act respecting the Niagara Grand Island
Bridge Company.-(Mr. Clemow.)

1st R.*, 106.
2nd R.*, 133.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. MacInnes)*, 165.
Assent, 223.
54-55 Vict., Cap. 105.)

(19) An Act respecting the Canada and Michigan
Tunnel Company.--(Mr. McCallum.)

lst R.*, 60.
2nd R. m. (Mr. McCallun) 63; agreed to, 63.
Reported from Ry. Coin. without Anit., and
3rd R.*, 67.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 103.)

(22) An Act respecting the Lake Temiscaningue
Colonization Railway Company.-(Mr.
MacInne.s, Burlington.)

1st R.*, 60.
2nd R. m., 63 ; agreed to, 63.
Reported from Ry. Com. without Amt., and
3rd R.4 , 67.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 94.)

(23) An Act respecting the E. B. Eddy Manufac-
turing Company, and to change the name

to "The E. B. Eddy Company."-(Mr.
Clemow.)

1st R.*, 122.
2nd R.*, 162.
3rd R.*, 176.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 123.)

(24) An Act to incorporate the McKay Milling
Comipany.-(.Mr. Clemow.)

Ist R.*, 123.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Clemow), and agreed to, 163.
M. (Mr. Clemow) to refer to Banking and Con-

inerce Coin., 163 ; remarks as to proper
Coin. for reference (Mesars. Scott and
Miller), 163; M. agreed to, 163.

3rd R.*, 176.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 125.)

(25) An Act to revive and amend the Act res-
pecting the Medicine Hat Railway and
Coal Company.--(Mr. Lougheed.)

1st R.*, 122.
2nd R.*, 162.
3rd R.*, 201.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 79.)

(26) An Act to incorporate the Pembroke Lum-
ber Company.-(Mr. Clemow.)

1st R.*, 123.
2nd B.*, 163.
M. (Mr. Clemow) to refer to Private Bs. Con.,

163; suggestion (iMr. Miller) to refer to
Banking and Commerce Com.; concurred
in (Mr. Abbott); remarks (Mr. Power);
agreed to, 163.

3rd R.*, 176.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 121.)

(27) An Act to authorize the London and Cana-
dian Loan and Agency Company (Limited)
to issue debenture stock.-(Mr. McKind-
Iey.)

lst R.*, 123.
2nd R.*, 162.
3rd R.*, 176.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., cap. 114.)

(28) An Act to amend the Act to incorporate the
Empire Printing and Publishing Company
(Limited).-(Mr. Sanford.)

lst R.*, 123.
2nd R. (m. by Mr. Power)*, 162.
3rd R.*, 176.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 130.)

(29),An Act to incorporate the Montreal and
Atlantic Railway Company, and for other
purposes.-(Mr. Scott.)

lst R. *, 22.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Scott), 227; remarks : Messrs.

Power and Scott, 227; M. agreed to, 227.
Amts. of Ry. Coin., concurrence m .(Mr. Scott)

and agreed to, 300.
.3rd R. m. (Mr. Scott), 316; Amt. m. (Mr.

Power) to add cl. (rights of South Eastern
Ry. bondholders), 318, 320-1 ; debate :
Mr. Scott, 320-1, 326-7-8-9, 331-2-3, 335-6,
338, 341-Mr. Power, 323-4, 326, 328.9,
333, 339, 341-Mr. Boulton, 322-3-Mr.

1891] 725



II.-INDEX TO SUBJECTS.

BILLS-Seriatim-Continued.
Vidal, 324-Mr. Snowball 325-6-7-8-9,
330-1-2, 335-Mr. Ross, 329-Mr. Kaul-
bach, 330-1-Mr. Abbott, 333, 335--Mr.
O'Donohoe, 335-6, 338,-9, 340-1--Mr. Per-
ley, 339-Mr. Dever, 340-Mr. Clemow,
340-1. Amt. lost-(C. 10, N.-C. 41), 342.

Ref. to Com. of W., to reduce bonding power
to $12,500 a mile, m. (Mr. Scott) and
agreed to, 342.

In Com., debate on the above: Mr. Ross, 342-
3-Mr. Scott, 342-3--Mr. Power, 343-B.
reported (Mr. Pelletier) with Amt., 343
Amt. concurred in, 343.

3rd R.*, 343.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 68.)

(30) An Act to confer on the Commissioner of
Patents certain powers for the relief of Jay
Spencer Corbin.--(Mr. M1fcJillan.)

lst R.*/, 268.
2nd R. ni. (Mr. McKindsey), 293; inqy.

(Mr. Abbott), reply (Mr. McKindsey),
293; M. agreed to, 293.

3rd R*, 316.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap., 131.)

(36) An Act rèspecting the Grand Trunk Rail-
way Company of Canada.-(MIr. Vidal.)

Ist R.*, 106.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Vidal), and agreed to, 133.
3rd R.*, 165.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 69.)

(37) An Act to amend the Act respecting the
New Brunswick Railway Company.-
(Mr. MaInnes, Burlington.)

1st R.*, 122.
2nd R.*, 135.
3rd R.*, 165.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 99.)

38) An Act respecting the Central Counties
Railway Company.-(Mr. McMillan.)

1st R.*, 122.
2nd R.*, 142.
Reported (Mr. Vidal) fron Ry. Coin., with

verbal Aints., 166. Concurrence m. (Mr.
McMillan) and agreed to*, 166.

3rd R.*, 166.
Assent, 224.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 89.)

39) An Act respecting the Maritime Chemical
Pulp Company (Limited), and to change
the name thereof to " The Maritime
Sulphite Fibre Company (Limited)."-
(Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.)

lst R.*, 164.
2nd R.*, 194.
3rd R. (in. by Mr. Allan)*, 227.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 124.)

40) An Act respectiug the Farmers' Bank of
Rustico.-(Mfr. Abbott.)

1st R.*, 144.
Purpose of B. explained, and suspension of Rule

41 nt. (Mr. Abbott), 144; agreed to*, 144.
2nd R.*, 144.
3rd R.*, 144.

Assent, 145.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 113.)

(41) An Act to amend the Act incorporating the
Canadian Power Company.--(Mr. CIe-
mow'.) .

ist R.*, 123.
2nd R.*, 162.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. MacInnes)*, 176.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 126.)

(43) An Act further to amend Chapter eleven of
the Revised Statutes, intituled " An Act
respecting the Senate and House of
Commons. "-(Mr. Power.)

Ist R*, 144.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Power), 166-7 ; debate: Mr.

Abbott, 166-Mr. Miller, 166-Mr. How-
lan, 167-Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 167 ; M.
agreed to, 167.

In Com. of the W. ; Amt. m. (Mr. Power),
mileage from one point in Canada to an-
other by any direct route, 206; debate :
Mr. Vidal, 206-Mr. Power, 206-7-Mr.
M filler, 206-7-Mr. DeBoucherville, 206-
Mr. Dever, 206--Mr. Abbott, 206-7; AnIt.
agreed to, 207. Reported (Mr. Mc-
Clelan) from Com., with Amt. ; concurred
in*, 207.

3rd R.*, 211.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 21.)

(44) An Act to amend Chapter seventy-seven of
the Revised Statutes, respecting the Safety
of Ships.-(3Ir. Abbott.)

1st R.*, 295.
2nd R., m. (Mr. Abbott), 303; agreed to, 303.
2rd R.*, 346.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 38.)

(46) An Act respecting the South Western Rail-
way Company.--(M. MacInnes, Bur-
lingt on).

lst R.*, 164.
2nd R.*, 191.
3rd R.*, 202.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 83.)

(47) An Act to amend the Act to incorporate
the Collingwood and Bay of Quinté Rail-
way Company.-(Mr. Allan.)

1st R.*, 12,2.
Reference to Standing Orders Coin. m. (Mr.

Allan), having been received without a Peti-
tion, 122; agreed to, 122.

2nd R.*, 164.
3rd R.*, 201.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 84.1

(48) An Act to incorporate the Great West Life
Assurance Company.-(Mr. Girard.)

Ist R.*, 164.
2nd R. (ni. by Mr. Perley)*, 268.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. McKindsey)*, 316.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 115.)

(50) An Act to incorporate the Steam Boiler and
Plate Glass Insurance Company of Canada.
-(Mr. McCallum.)

1st R.*, 224.
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2nd R.*, 237.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. McKindsey)*, 241.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 118.)

(51) An Act to incorporate the Vancouver Dock
and Ship Building Conpany.-(Mr. Mac-
donald, B.C.)

]et R.*, 122.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.), 136; re-

marks (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) re Esquimalt
Dock, 136; M. agreed to, 136.

Reported (Mr. Vidal) from Com. on Rys. and
Harbours, with an Amt. to borrowing
powers, for protection of creditors, 165.
Concurrence m. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.),
165 ; objection to present consideration
made (Mr. McInnes) ; remarks: Messrs.
Vidal, Power, 165-6; objection with-
drawn, 165; M. agreed to, 166.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Macdonald) but objected to
(Mr. McInnes), and 3rd R..postponed, 166.
Again m. (Mr. Macdonald), 176; Amt. m.
(Mr. McInnes, B.C.), precluding subsidy
from Dominion Govt., 176 ; debate: Mr.
Vidal, 178-9-Mr. McInnes, 179, 181-
Mr. Ogilvie, 179-Mr. Macdonald, 179,
183--Mr. Scott, 179-Mr. Kaulbach, 180-
1-2-Mr. McInnes (point of Order-per-
sonalities), 181-Mr. Miller, .181-Mr.
Power (ques. of Order-relevancy of de-
bate), 181-2-Mr. Ogilvie, 181--Mr. Mas-
son, 182-constitutional ques. (Mr. Miller),
that Amt. interferes with right of Govt.
to initiate money votes in H. of Comnons,
183-Mr. McCallum, 183-Mr. Dever, 184.
Sub-Amt. m. (Mr. Bellerose) striking out
entire clause authorizing subsidies, 184;
debate: Mr. Boulton, 185, 187-Mr.
Power, 185-6-7--Mr. Miller, 185-Mr.
Bellerose, 185-Mr. Prowse, 185-Mr.
Dever, 186-Mr. Howlan, 186--Mr. Boul-
ton, 187-Mr. Girard, 187. Ques. of Order
(Mr. Howlan), that the sub-Ant. (on 3rd
R.) requires Notice, 187 ; discussed: Mr.
Bellerose, 187-8-9---Mr. Miller, 188-9, 190
-- Mr. Masson, 188-9-Mr. Howlan, 188,
190-Mr. Abbott, 188-Mr. McInnes, 189
-Mr. DeBoucherville, 189-Mr. Ogilvie,
189-Mr. Power, 190-Mr. Scott, 190.
RULINO (the Speaker) : this sub-Amt. is
really a new Amt., and cannot be put with-
out Notice, 190. Amt. of Mr. McInnes put
and lost (C. 14, N-C. 42), 190. B. 3rd R.
and passed, 190.

Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 129.)

(52) An Act to incorporate the Macleod Irriga-
tion Company.-(Mr. Lojheed.)

lst R*, 240.
2nd R.*, 264.
Reported (Mr. Vidal) from Com. on Rys., &c.,

with slight Ant., 301 ; concurrence m.
(Mr. Vidal), and agreed to, 301.

3rd R. (m. by Mr. McMillan)*, 301.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 109.)

(55) An Act to incorporate the Atikokan Iron
Range RailwayCompany.-(Mr. MacInnes,
Burlington.)

1st R.*, 144.

2nd R.*, 164.
Reported (Mr. Vidal) from Ry. Com., with

slight Amt., 201. Adoption of Report m.
(Mr. MacInnes), and agreed to*, 201.

3rd R.*, 201.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 61.)

(b7) An Act to incorporate the Buffalo Lake and
Battleford Railway Coal and Iron Com-
pany.-(Mr. Read.)

1st R.*, 144.
2nd R*, 164.
3rd R.*, 201.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 59.)

(58) An Act to incorporate the Whirlpool Bridge
Company.-(Mr. McCallum.)

lat R.*, 144.
2nd R. m. (Mr. McCallum), 167; remarks:

Mr. Allan, 167-8; replies (Mr. McCallum),
167-8; M. agreed to, 168.

Reported (Mr. Vidal) from Ry. Com., B. not
in public interest, 201. Adoption m. (Mr.
Vidal), 201. Suggestion (Mr. McCallum)
as to refunding of fees, 201 ; remarks :
Messrs. Vidal, Miller, Abbott, Scott, 201;
M. agreed to, 201.

(60) An Act respecting the Lake Erie, Essex and
Detroit River Railway Company, and to
change the naine thereof to " The Lake
Erie and Detroit River Railway Com-
pany."--(,Mr. A llan.)

lst R.', 192.
On Order for 2nd R., M. (Mr. Allan) to refer

to Com. on Standing Orders, 208 ; debate,
as to Bs. being presented without Peti-
tions: Messrs. Miller and Kaulbach, 208-
Mr. Allan, 209; M. agreed to, 209.

2nd R.*, 228.
3rd R.*, 238.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 88.)

(61) An Act respecting the St. Catharines and
Niagara Central Railway Company.-(Mr.
Sanford.)

1st R.*, 224.
2nd R. (m. by Mr. McKindsey)*, 228.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. McKindsey)*, 238.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 87.)

(62) An Act to enable the Victoria and North
American Railway Company to run a
Ferry between Becher Bay, in British
Columbia, and a point on the Straits of
Fuca, within the United States of Aimer-
ica.--(Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)

lst R*, 122.
2nd R', 135.
3rd R.*, 165.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 101.)

(64) An Act respecting the Berlin and Canadian
Pacific Junction Railway Company.-(Mr.
Merner).

lst R.*, 144.
2nd R.', 168.
3rd R.*, 201.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 85.)
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(65) An Act respecting the Montreal and Ottawa

Railway Company.--(Mr. Tassé.)
1st R.*, 164.
2nd R.*, 191.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. Clemow)*, 202.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 96.)

(66) An Act to confirm a Lease made between the
Guelph Junction Railway Company and
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company,
and for other purposes. -(Mr. MacInnes,
Burlington.)

Tst R.*, 164.
2nd R.*, 191.
3rd R.*, 202.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 73.)

(67) An Act respecting the Victoria, Saanich
and New Westminster Railway Company.
-- (Mr. Scott.)

lat R.*, 144.
On order for 2nd R., M. (Mr. Scott) to refer to

Private Bs. Com., no Petition having been
presented to the Senate ; agreed to, 167.

2id R. (m. by Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)*, 194.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)*, 211.
Assent, 224.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 75.)

(68) An Act to revive and amend the Act to in-
corporate the Red Deer Valley Railway
and Coal Company.-(Mr. Lougheed.)

1st R. *, 144.
2nd R.*, 168.
3rd R.*, 201.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 ViCt., Cap. 76.)

(69) An Act to confirn an Indenture between
the New Brunswick Railway Company
and the Canadian Pacific Railway Con-
pany.-(Mr. MacInne, Burlington.)

lst R.*, 201.
2nd R.*, 222.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. Scott)*, 229.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 74.)

(70) An Act to incorporate the Buffalo and Fort
Erie Bridge Company.- -(Mr. MIcCallum.)

lsr R.*, 223.
2nd R.*, 2-28.
3rd R.*, 238.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 65.)

(72) An Act to incorporate the Peterborough,
Sudbury and Sault Ste. Marie Railway
Company. -(Mr. Flint.)

Ist R.*, 164.
2nd R.*, 191.
3rd R.*, 202.
Assent, 224.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 63).

(73) An Act respecting the South Ontario Pacific
Railway Company.--(Mr. MfacInnes, Bur-
lington.)

1st R*, 164.
2nd R*, 194.
3rd R.*, 211.
Asseut, 224.
(54-55 1ict., Cap. 92.)

(74) An Act further to amend " The Canadian
Pacifie Railway Act, 1889."-(Mr. Scott.)

lst R*, 164.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Scott) and agreed to, 191.
3rd R (m. by Mr. MacInnes)*, 202.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 71.)

(75) An Act fspeeting the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company.-(Mr. Scott.)

Ist R*, 164.
2nd R. n. (Mr. Scott), and agreed to, 191.
3rd R.*, 202.
Assent, 224.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 70.)

(76) An Act to continue the Charter of the Pictou
Bank.--(.Mr. Kaulbach.)

lst R.*, 164.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Kaulbach), and agreed to,

191-2.
Reported (Mr. Allan) from Banking Coin., with

Amts. as to time extension, 222. Concur-
rence m. (Mr. Kaulbach), and agreed to,
223.

3rd R.*, 223.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 111.)

(77) An Act respecting the Ontario and Rainy
River Railway Company.--(Mr. Girard.)

Ist R.*, 224.
2nd R.*, 237.
3rd R.*, 240.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 82.)

(78) An Act to confirm an Agreement between
the Shuswap and Okanagon Railway
Company and the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company, and to grant further
powers to the Shuswap and Okanagon
Railway Company.-(Mr.McInnes, B.C.)

Ist R.*, 175.
2nd R.*, 194.
3rd R.*, 211
Assent, 224.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 72.)

(79) An Act respecting the Canadian Land and
Investment Company (Limited). -(Mr.
MacInes;, Burlington.)

1st R.*, 224.
2nd R.*, 237.
3rd R.*, 241.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 119.)

(80) An Act respecting the Toronto, Hamilton
and Buffalo Railway Company. -(Mr.
Sanford.)

1st R.*, 211.
2nd R.*, 222.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. McKindsey)*, 228.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 86.)

(82) An Act respecting the Baie des Chaleurs
Railway Company.-(Mr. Ogil?,ie.)

lst R. (m. by Mr. Masson, in absence of Mr.
Ogilvie)*, 240.

2nd R. m. (Mr. Ogilvie), 267; debate: Mr.
Power, 267-Mr. Ogilvie, 267-8-Mr.Scott,
267-8-Mr. Abbott, 268; M. agreed to,
268.

[S88ion4
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Report of Ry. Coin. presented (Mr. Vidal), for
authority to send for persons and papers,
346; agreed to, 346.

M. (Mr. Miller) authorizing Com. to take evi-
dence under oath, 346; remarks (Messrs.
Vidal and Miller), and M. agreed to, 347.

2nd Report of Ry. Com. (recommending order
for attendance of C. N. Armstrong as wit-
ness) presented (Mr. Vidal), 365. Remarks
on procedure thereon: Mr. Miller, 365
-Mr. Bellerose, 365-Mr. Vidal, 365-6.
Adoption of report ni. (Mr. Tassé), 366.
Debate, involving varioas points of Order
and Procedure (which heading qee-in
INDEX TO SUBJECTS): Mr. Scott, 366-7-8-9,
370, 372-3-Mr. Miller, 366-7-8-9, 371,
373-Mr. Pelletier, 366--Mr. Abbott, 367,
369, 370- Mr. Power, 368-9, 370, 372-
Mr. Vidal, 369, 370-1-Mr. Ross, 369, 370
-Mr. Bellerose, 370, 373-Mr. Kaulbach,
370, 372-The Speaker (Ruling), 370-Mr.
Dever, 372-Mr. 'Macdonald, (B.C.), 372
-Mr. Poirier, 372.

Ant. in. (Mr. Bellerose) to refer report back,
with instructions to Com. to give its pro-
ceedings, 373. Debate thereon, and on
further questions of Order, &c. :-Mr.
Macdonald (B. C.), 373-4, 375, 381, 383-
Mr. MeInnes (B. C.), 374-5-6, 383, 387-
Mr. Miller, 374-5, 377-8-9, 381, 383-Mr.
Power, 374, 377, 380-1-2-3-4, 387-8-9-Mr.
Scott, 374-5, 377, 380, 384, 389, 390-Mr.
Poirier, 374-5-6, 380-1-2-3-Mr. Clemow,
373, 375-The Speaker, 375-Mr. Mac-
Innes (Burlington), 376-Mr. Vidal, 376,
385-Mr. Howlan, 376-7, 382-Mr. Belle-
rose, 374, 379, 383-Mr. Smith, 379, 380-1
-Mr. Boulton, 383-4-Mr. Dever, 385-
Mr. Read (Quinté), 385--Mr. Reesor, 386-
Mr. Abbott, 386-7-8-9, 390. Amt. lost (C.
11, N-C. 27), 390. Report adopted on
a division, -390.

M. (Mr. Tassi) for an order to C. N. Armstrong
to attend Coin. and produce papers, 390;
remarks : Messrs. Power, Abbott, 391;
M. agreed to, 391.

4th Report of Ry. Com., (refusal of Mr. Armi-
strong to answer questions, and requesting
actiopmthereon) presented, and its adoption
m. (Mr. Vidal), 441 ; M. agreed to, 441.

M. (Mr. Miller), calling Mr. Arnstrong to the
Bar, 441 ; agreed to, 441. Remarks : Mr.
Abbott 441--Mr. Miller, 442; Order (the
Speaker) for appearance; and notification
of Senate's decision, 442. Promise (Mr.
Armstrong) to answer questions ; permis-
sion to withdraw m. (Mr. Miller), and
agteed to, 442.

6th Report of Ry. Com. (on the non-attendance
of witnesses) presented, and its future
consideration m. (Mr. Vidal), 557. Adop-
tion in. (Mr. Vidal), 569 ; debate: Mr.
Bellerose, 571, 573-Mr. Vidal, 573-Mr.
O'Donohoe, 573 - Mr. McCallum, 573.
Question of Order (Mr. Masson), as to
Mr. O'Donohoe discussing a report not
before the House, 574 ; remarks by several
hon. members; point withdrawn, 574.

Debate continued : Mr. Kaulbach, 575-
Mr. Abbott, 576-7-Mr. Masson, 576-

Mr. Vidal, 576-7-Mr. Mclnnes (B.C.),
577--Mr. Allan, 577-Mr. Power, 575-6-7.
Ques. of Order (Mr. Ross) upon repeated
speaking, 578; Mr. Power wishing to m.
an Ant., ruled (the Speaker) out of Order,
578. Report adopted, 578.

Final Report (on provisions of, and Amts. to,
the B.) presented (Mr. Vidal), 582;
remarks as to consideration: Messrs.
Miller, Vidal, Ogilvie; proposal to m.

Sartial adoption (M r. Vidal), objectedi to:
Messrs. Miller, Allan; consideration Mon-
day next ni. (Mr. Vidal), and agreed to,
582.

Final Report of Coin. ; adoption m. (Mr.
Vidal),587; declaredadopted(theSpeaker),
589 ; " on a division " (Mr. Scott) ; yeas
and nays called for (Mr. Almon) ; remarks:
Messrs. Scott, Kaulbach, Almon, 589; M.
agreed to (C. 43, N.-C. 10), 589.

3rd R.*, 592.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 97.)

(84) An Act respecting the Saskatchewan Railway
and Mining Conpany.-(Mr. Lougheed.)

Ist R.*, 265.
2nd R. (m. by Mr. Perley)*, 268.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. Perley)*, 346.
Assent, 528.
(54.55 Vict., Cap. 78.)

(85) An Act further to amend " The Steamboat
Inspection Act. "-(MVr. A bbott.)

lst R.*, 295.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 343; ques. (Mr.

Kaulbach), reply (Mr. Abbott), and M.
agreed to, 343.

In Coin. of the W.; Amt. rn. (Mr. Abbott) to
include a previous amending Act, 413;
ingy. (Mr. Kaulbach), and reply (Mr.
Abbott), 414; Amt. agreed to, and B. so
reported (Mr. McKindsey), 414. Con-
currence in Amt. ni. (Mr. Abbott), and
agreed to, 432.

3rd R.*, 432.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 39.)

(86) An Act to incorporate the Brighton, Wark-
worth and Norwood Railway Company.-
(Mr. Howlan).

1st R.*, 192.
On Order for 2nd R., M. (Mr. MeCallum) to

refer to Coin. on Standing Orders, 209 ;
debate as to Bs. being presented without
Petitions: Messrs. Miller, Girard, Kaul-
bach and Allan, 209-Messrs. Power,
Vidal, Allan and Miller, 210; M. agreed
to, 210.

2nd R. (m. by Mr. McCallum)*, 228.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. McCallum)*, 238.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vit., Cap. 64.)

(87) An Act to revive and amend the Act to in-
corporate the Quebec Bridge Company.-
( Mr. Bellerose).

ist R.*, 223.
2nd R.*, 228.
3rd R.*, 241.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 107.)
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Il.-INDEX TO SUBJECTS-

BILLS-Seriatim- -Continucd.
(88) An Act to incorporate the St. Catharines

and Merritton Bridge Company.-(Mr.
McCallum. )

Tst R*, 223.
2nd R.*, 228.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. McKindsey)*, 241.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 104.)

(89) An Act to incorporate the Kingston and
Pontiac Railway Conpany.-(Mr. Mc-
Callun.)

Ist R.*, 201.
2nd R.*, 222.
3rd R.*, 228.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vie., Cap. 66.)

(90) An Act to revive and amend the Act to in-
corporate the Cobourg, Northumberland
and Pacifie Railway Company.--(Mr. Mc-
Callin.)

Tst R.*, 201.
2nd R.*, 222.
3rd R.*, 228.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 90.)

(91) An Act to revive and amend the Act to
enable the City of Winnipeg to utilize the
Assiniboine River Water Power.-(Mr.
Lougheed.)

lst R.*, 223.
2nd R.*, 2-28.
3rd R.*, 238.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 108.)

(92) An Act to incorporate the Anglo-Canadian
Electrie Storage and Supply Company.-
(JMr. Clemowi.)

lst R.*, 224.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Clemow), and agreed to, 228.
3rd R.*, 241.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vici., Cap. 128.)

(93) An Act to incorporate the Ontario and New
York Bridge Comipany.-(Mr. MacInne.,
Burlington.)

let R.*, 201.
2nd R.*, 222.
3rd R.*, 229.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 67.)

(94) An Act respecting the Kingston, Smith's
Falls and Ottawa Railway Coirpany.--
(.Mr. Sullivan.)

lst R.*, 201.
2nd R.*, 222.
3rd R.*, 229.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vlict., Cap). 95. )

(95) An Act further to amend the Act thirty-
sixth Victoria, Chapter sixty-one, re-
specting the Trinity House and Harbour
CoCimissionersof Montreal. -(Mr. A bbott.)

Tst R.*, 106.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 134; ques. (Mr.

Kaulbach), reply (Mr. Abbott) 134; M.
agreed to, 134.

In Com. of the W.; M. (Mr. Abbott), to add
a 5th cl. (authority to borrow $1,000,000),
161-2; questions (Mr. Scott), (Mr. replies

Abbott), 162. B. reported (Mr. Wark)
as amended, 162.

Report of Coin., adoption moved (Mr. Abbott),
and agreed to*, 192.

3rd R.*, 192.
Assent, 224.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 53.)

(96) Au Act amalgamating the Ottawa and
Parry Sound Railway Company, and the
Ottawa, Arnprior and Renfrew Railway
Company, under the nane of " The
Ottawa, Arnprior and Parry Sound Rail-
way Company."-(M. Clemow'.)

1st R.*, 224.
2nd R., m. (Mr. Clemow), and agreed to, 228.
3rd R.*, 238.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 93.)

(97) An Act to amend the Acts respecting the
granting of a Subsidy to the Chignecto
Marine Transport Railway Company
(Linited).-(Mr. Abbott.)

lst. R.*, 122.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 136; debate : Mr.

Power, 137, 141-Mr. Kaulbach, 138-9,
141-Mr. Almon, 138-Mr. Howlan, 139-
Mr. Wark, 141-Mr. Boulton, 141-Mr.
Poirier, 141 ; M. agreed to, 142.

In Com. of the W.; on lst cl. (extension of
time), debate: Mr. Scott, 170,1-2-3- Mr.
Wark, 171-Mr. Dever, 171-Mr. Power,
171-2-3-Mr. Kaulbach, 171-2--Mr. Bots-
ford, 172-3-Mr. Almon, 173-Mr. Scott,
173-Mr. McClelan, 173--Mr. Abbott,174.

On 2nd cl. (relief from penalty), debate:
Messrs. Lougheed, Vidal, Abbott, 175.
Reported (Mr. Pelletier) without Amt.,
175.

3rd R.*, 175.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 12.)

(102) An Act respecting the Ontario and Qu'-
Appelle Land Company
Perley.)

1st R.*, 224.
2nd R.*, 228.
3rd R.*, 241.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 120.)

(105) An Act respecting the Intercolonial Rail-
way.-(Mr. Abbott.)

lot R.*, 295.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 303; M. agrecd to, 304.
3rd R.*, 346.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 50.)

(106) An Act to provide for the Marking of Deck
and Load Lines.-(Mr. Abbott.)

Jst R*, 466.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 511 ; M. agreed to, 512.
In Coni. of the W. ; on cl. 7, sub-sec. 6

(keeping load-line marked), slight Amt.
suggested (Mr. Drummond), remarks (Mr.
Abbott), and cl. adopted, 525.

On cl. 11, remarks respecting rate of inspectors'
travelling expenses : Messrs. Power,
Gowan, Howlan, 525-Mr. Abbott, 525-6.
B. reported (Mr. Pelletier) with an Amt.,
526.

[sesOnt

(Limnitedl).-(Mr..



II.-INDZX TO SUBJECTS.

3rd R.*. 526.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 40.)

(107) An Act to incorporate the BurrardInletand
Westminster Valley Railway Company.-
(Mr. Macdonald, B. C.)

lst R.*, 223.
2nd R.*, 228.
3rd R.*, 238.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 57.)

(111) An Act authorizing the transfer of certain
Public Property to the Provincial Govern-
ments.-(Mr. Abbott.)

lst R.*, 663.
Suspension of 41st Rule, and
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 663 ; debate : Messrs.

Kaulbach, Dever, Power, McCallum,
Abbott, 664-Messrs. McCallum, Kaul-
bach, Power, Dever, Abbott, 665. M.
agreed to, 665.

In Coin. of the W., and reported (Mr. Allan)
without Amt,*, 665.

3rd R. *, 665.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 7.)

(113) An Act respecting the Albion Mines
Savings Bank.-( Mr. Abbott.)

1st R..*, 143.
Purposeof B. explained(Mr. Abbott) ;remarks

(Messrs. Scott and Power), 143; suspen-
sion of Rule 41, and 2nd R. m. (Mr.
Abbott), and agreed to, 144.

In Com. of the W., further remarks (Mr.
Abbott); reported without Amt. (Mr.
MacInnes, Burlington), 144.

3rd R.*, 144.
Assent, 145.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 112.)

(115) An Act to amend the Act respecting
Government Harbours, Piers and Break-
waters.-(Mr. Abbott.)

lst R*, 295.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 306 ; agreed to, 306.
3rd R.*, 413.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 52.)

(116) An Act further to amend " The Inland
Revenue Act."-(Mr. Abbott.)

Ist R.*, 534.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 542.
3rd R.*, 563.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 46.)

(117) An Act further to amend the Exchequer
Court Act.-(Mr. Abbott.)

lst R.*, 466.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 503; inqy. (Mr.

Kaulbach) respecting appeal; reply (Mr.
Abbott), 503 ; M. agreed to, 503.

In Com. of the W.; on 3rd cl. (appointment of
judge pro hac rice); inqy. (Mr. Power);
reply (Mr. Abbott), 524 ; cl. a2reed to,
524. B. reported (Mr. Grant) with Amts.,
524.

Amts. of Com. of the W., concurrence m. (Mr.
Abbott), and agreed to*, 535.

3rd R.*, 535.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 26.)

(119) An Act respecting the Winnipeg and
Hudson Bay Ry. Company. - (Mr.
Abbott.)

1st R.*, 240.
On Order for 2nd R., objection (Mr. Power)

B. not distributed; M. (Mr. Abbott) for
2nd R. to-morrow, agreed to, 241.
Further remarks, upon proposed adjt. of
Senate, 242-3.

2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 244 ; Amt., 6 months'
hoist m. (Mr. Scott), 244-5-7-8, 250-2;
debate: Mr. Boulton, 245, 253-4-5, 257-8-
9, 262--Mr. Kaulbach, 247-Mr. Power,
247, 253, 257-- Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 248,
259-Mr. Abbott, 250-Mr. Clemow,
252-Mr. Scott, 254-5, 258, 263-Mr.
Almon, 260, 263-Mr. Reesor, 261-Mr.
Vidal,261-2--Mr. Snowball, 263.

Debate resumed : Mr. Howlan, 269, 271-2,
274, 276-Mr. Power, 271-2, 274, 276,
280--Mr. Scott, 271-2, 274, 280-1-Mr.
Poirier, 274, 277-Mr. Boulton, 274-
Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 276-Mr. Girard,
278, 280-1.

Debate again resumed: Mr. Clemow, 307,
309, 310-Mr. Scott, 309-Mr. Power.
309, 310-11-12-13-Mr. MacInnes, 310-
Mr. Boulton, 310-Mr. Howlan, 311-12-13
-Mr. Allan, 313-14-Mr. Miller, 314.

Debate again resumed : Mr. MacInnes (Bur-
lington), 347-Mr. Kaulbach, 348-9, 351-2,
354-Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 349, 354-Mr.
Power, 349, 351-2-Mr. Scott, 349, 352-
Mr. Miller, 354-Mr. Perley, 355.

Sub-Amt. m. (Mr. McCallum) postponement
until definite information as to location,
&c., be given, 359; debate : Mr. Mac-
donald (B.C.), 360-1-NMr. McCallum, 361
-Mr. Power, 361, 363- Mr. Miller, 3693.

Debate resuned : Mr. Vidal, 392-Mr.
Power, 397, 408-Mr. Read (Quinté), 398
-Mr. Scott, 401-2, 404, 406, 409, 411-12
-Mr. Miller, 402-Mr. Perley, 404-Mr.
Wark, 406 -Mr. Abbott, 407-8-9, 410-11
12-Mr. Masson, 410. Sub-Amt. rejected
(C. 15, N-C. 35), 412; Ait. lost on same
divn. ; and M. for 2nd R. carried, same
divn. reversed, 412.

In Com. of the W., 434; Amt. m. (Mr.
Abbott) requiring previous approval of
location by Gov ., 435; agreed tQ, and
reported (Mr. Merner) as amended, 435.

3rd R.*, 437.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 81.)

(120) An Act respecting the Salisbury and Har-
vey Railway Company.-(Mr. Wark.)

lst R.*, 240.
2nd R.*, 300.
Reported (Mr. Vidal) from Ry. Com., with

Amts. (paymeut of claims against former
Company), 414. Concurrence m. (Mr.
Wark), and agreed to *, 415.

3rd R.*, 415.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 100.)

(121) An Act to amend an Act to incorporate the
Montreal Bridge Company.- (Mr. De
Boucherville.)

lot R.*, 265.



II.-INDEX TO SUBJECTS.

BILLS-Seriatim-Continued.
2nd R.*, 268.
3rd R.*, 346.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 106.)

(122) An Act further to amend " The Fisheries
Act," Chapter ninety-five of the Revised

. Statutes.-(Mr. Abbott).
Ist R.*, 301.
2nd R. 7n. (Mr. Abbott), 450 ; debate: Mr.

Power, 450, 454, 460, 462-Mr. Macdonald,
(P.E.I.) 453-4, 463-Mr. Prowse, 454-
Mr. Abbott, 454, 459, 460, 462-3-Mr.
Miller, 455, 457--Mr. O'Donohoe, 457,
463-Mr. Read, 458-Mr. Scott, 459,
400-Mr. Almon, 459-Mr. Kaulbach,
460-Mr. Botsford, 462; M. agreed to, 463.

M. (Mr. Abbott) for reference to Com. of the
W. to-norrow, 463 ; remarks: Mr.
Prowse, 463-Messrs. Kaulbach, Miller,
Power, O'Donohoe, 464.

In Com. of the W. ; debate on provisions of
B. : Mr. Abbott, 483-4-5-Mr. Power,
484-5-6-Mr. Prowse, 484-Mr. Kaulbach,
486, 488-Mr. Howlan, 486-Mr. Almon,
488; Amt. to Ist cl. ?n. (Mr. Almon), sub-
stituting lien on vessel for confiscation,
489; debate thereon : Mr. Kaulbach,
489-Mr. Power, 489, 490-Mr. Abbott,
489, 490-Mr. Almon, 490-Mr. Prowse,
490. Amt. lost on division, 491. Progress
reported (Mr. O'Donohoe), 491.

Again in Com. of the W. ; on Ist cl., remarks
as to conviction and appeal : Messrs.
Power, Abbott, 504. On 2nd cl. (moiety
to prosecutor), remarks as to fishery
officers: Mr. Power, 504, 506-Mr.
Abbott, 504-5--Mr. Kaulbach, 504, 506-
Mr. Miller, 505-6-Mr. Almon, 505-Mr.
Read (Quinté), 506. B. reported (Mr.
O'Donohoe), without Aint., 506.

3rd R. m. ('Jr. Abbott), 507. Amt. ?n. (Mr.
Power) to substitute lien on vessel for
confiscation, 507; debate: Mr. Howlan,
507-8-Mr. Allan, 508-Mr. McClelan,
508-Mr. Kaulbach, 508--Mr. O'Donohoe,
509-Mr. McCallum, 509-Mr. Dever,
510-Mr. Power, 510-Mr. Flint, 510-
Mr. Vidal, 511. Amt. rejected (C. 10,
N-C. 44), 511. B. 3rd Rý, 511.

Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 43.)

4123) An Act to revive and amend the Act to
incorporate the Oshawa Railway and
Navigation Company, and to change the
naine thereof to the " Oshawa Railway
Company."--(Mr. Sudlivan.)

lst R.*, 265.
2nd IR.*, 300.
3rd R.*, 346.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 91.)

%(124) An Act further to amend an Act to incor-
porate the Great Eastern Railway Com-
pany.-( Mr. DeBoucherville.)

lst R.*, 265.
2nd R.*, 268.
3rd R.*, 346.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 98.)

(126) An Act to amend the Acts respecting the
North-West Territories.-(Mr. Abbott.)

lst R.,* 523.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 536 ; remarks: Mr.

Scott, 536-7--Mr. Abbott, 537-Mr. Ar-
mand, 537---Mr. Bellerose, 538 ; M. agreed
to, 538.

On order for Com. of the W. ; Amt. in. (Mr.
Bellerose) for instruction to Com., to
amend cl. 18 in favour of permanency of
dual language, 543. Sub-amt. m. (Mr.
Armand) to strike out the entire cl., 548.
Debate : Mr. Girard, 548, 552-Mr. Scott,
549, 553-Mr. Abbott, 551-Mr. Bellerose,
551-2--Mr. Casgrain, 552-Mr. Ogilvie,
552-Mr. Howlan, 553-Mr. Tassé, 553.
Sub-Amt. rejected (C. 5, N-C. 39), 554.
Amt. lost on saine divn., and M. agreed
fo' 554.

In Com. of the W. ; on 3rd cl. (3 years' Assem-
bly), remark as to period (Mr. Macdonald,
B.C.), 554; reply (Mr. Abbott), 554; cl.
adopted, 554.

On 6th cl. (powers of Assembly), remark
(Mr. Abbott), liquor license in unrepre-
sented districts, 554; cl. adopted. 554;
further on this point (Mr. Girard), and
reply (Mr. Abbott), 555; -4ee, also, 19th
cl., below. On questions of appointment
of territorial officers, functions of ministry,
&c., remarks: Mr. Perley,, 554, 556-Mr.
Macdonald (B.C.), 555-6-Mr. Girard, 555
-- Mr. Power, 555-6-Mr. Abbott, 554-5-6.

On lith cl. (charge in lieu of indictment,
for criminal procedure), remark (Mr. Kaul-
bach), reply (Mr. Abbott), 555.

On 16th cl. (unlicensed liquor traffic), re-
marks : Messrs. Perley, Power, Abbott,
556 ; el. agreed to, 556.

On 20th cl. (schedule of electoral districts),
Amnt. m. (Mr. Abbott) to sub-secs. 10
and Il (Moose Jaw). 556 ; remnark (Mr.
Girard), reply (Mr. Abbott), and el. agreed
to, 556. . Further remarks on electoral
districts (Messrs. Abbott, Masson), 557.

On 19th cl. (Assembly's regulation of liquor
traffic), Amt. m. (Mr. Abbott), restrict-
ing powers to represented districts, 557;
agreed to, 557.

Bill reported (Mr. Gowan), with amendments,
557.

On order for consideration of Amts. ; post-
ponement asked (Mr. Abbott), 563.

Amts. of Com., adoption m. (Mr. Abbott),
and agreed to, 581.

On order for 3rd R., reference to Com. of
the W. m. (Mr. Abbott) for Amts. as
to numbers of lots ; also electoral divi-
sions, E. Assa., 584; M. agreed to, 584.

Reported <Mr. Gowan) froir Com., with Amts.,
585 ; concurred in, and B. 3rd R. *, 585.

Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 22.)

(127) An Act for granting to Her Majesty cer-
tain sums of money required for defraying
certain expenses of the Public Service, for
the financial years ending respectively the
30th June, 1891, and the 30th June, 1892,
and for other purposes relating to the
Public Service.-( Mr. Abbott.)

Ist R.*, 210.
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M. for 2nd R. to-morrow (Mr. Abbott), agreed
to, 210.

2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 222.
Suspension of 41st Rule m. (Mr. Abbott), and

agreed to, 222.
3rd R.*, 2.
Assent, 224.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 1.)

(135) An Act further to amend the Act respect-
ing the London Life Insurance Company.
-- (Mr. McKind-4ey.)

lst R.*, 268.
2nd R.*, 300.
3rd R.*,.316.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 117.)

(136) An Act to incorporate the Inverness and
Victoria Railway and Mining Company.-
( Mr. Almon.)

lst R.*, 268.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Almon), 293; postponement

requested (Mr. Miller), 293; remarks :
Mr. Almon, 293-4-5-Mr. Miller, 293-4-5;
-Mr. Mclnnes (B.C.), 293-4-Mr. Power,
293-Mr. Kaulbach, 294-Mr. Dever, 294
-Mr. McDonald (C.B.), 294-Mr. Ab-
bott, 295; Order discharged, 295.

2nd R. again m. (Mr. Almon), 416 ; Amt. m.
(Mr. Miller), for 6 months' hoist, 417-423;
debate : Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 420, 424-5-
6-7-8-Mr. Vidal, 423-4, 426-7-8 - Mr.
Miller, 424-5, 427-8-9-Mr. McDonald (C.
B.), 426-7-8-Mr. Scott, 427-8--Mr. Allan,
428-Mr. Almon, 429-Mr. Poirier, 429-
Mr. Kaulbach, 429, 430-Mr. O'Donohoe,
430- Mr. Dever, 430 ; A nit. lost (C. 23,
N-C. 27), 431 ; M. agreed to on.a divn.,
and B. 2nd R., 431.

Ry. Com., report of, for rejection of B., pre-
sented (Mr. Read); concurrence m. (Mr.
Read), and agreed to *, 465.

(137) An Act further to amend " The Consoli-
dated Revenue and Audit Act. "-(Mr.
A bbott. )

1st R.*, 301.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 345; M. agreed to,

346.
3rd R.*, 412.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 16.)

(138) An Act to amend Chapter one hundred and
thirty-five of the Revised Statutes, inti-

I tuled : " An Act respecting the Supreme
and Exchequer Courts. "-(Mr. A bbott.)

1st, R.*, 467.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 500 ; remarks: Mr.

Miller, 501, 503- Mr. Scott, 501 - Mr.
Power, 502- Mr. Kaulbach, 502 - Mr.
Abbott, 501-2-3 ; M. agreed to, 503.

In Com. of the W., 523 ; on 3rd cl., Ant. m.
(Mr. Abbott), appeal direct from Court of
review, Quebec ; remarks : Mr. Abbott,
Mr. Lacoste, 524 ; cl. adopted, 524.

On 5th cl. (order of hearing appeals) ; remarks:
Messrs. Power, Abbott, 524. B. reported
(Mr. Ross) as amd., 524.

Reprint m.. (Mr. Ross), and agreed to*, 524.
Concurrence in Amts. of Com. of the W. m.

(Mr. Abbott) and agreed to*, 535.

Amt. m. (Mr. Abbott),- Quebec appeals -
amount, 535 ; agreed to, 535.

3rd R.*, 535.
Amts. of H. of C. (defining appealable cases),

concurrence m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed
to, 601;

Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 25).

(140) An Act in restraint of Fraudulent Mark-
ing.-(Mr. Abbott.)

lst R.*, 432.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 442 ; debate: Mr.

Power, 442-Mr. Ogilvie, 443-Mr. Mc-
Clelan, 443-Mr. Dever, 443-4-Mr. Kaul.
bach, 444 ; .l. agreed to, 445.

In Con. of the W., and reported (Mr. Masson>
without Amt.*, 466. 3rd R. to-morrow,
m. (Mr. Abbott), 466 ; agreed to, 466.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 467 ; agreed to, 467.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 32.)

(141) An Act to amend " The Copyright Act."
(Mr. Abbott.)

lst R.*, 301.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 345.
3rd R.*, 413.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 34.)

(142) An Act to amend the " Patent Act."--
(Mr. Abbott.)

lst R.*, 01,
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 346.
In Com. of the V., and reported (Mr. Mc-

Donald, C. B.) without Amt.*, 416.
3rd R.*, 416.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 33.)

(144) An Act further to amend " The Indian
Act."-- (Mr. Abbott.)

lst R.*, 414.
2nd R.*, 435.
In Com. of the W. ; on lst and 2nd els. (fine

for trespassing on reserves), remarks : Mr.
Macdonald (B.C.), 464-Messrs. Abbott,
Power, Perley, Kaulbach, 465; cl. agreed
to, 465. Inqy. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) as

. to fishing leases in N. W., and reply (Mr.
Abbott), 465. B. reported (Mr. Prowse)
without Amt., 465.

On order for 3rd. R., M. (Mr. Abbott) to re-
commit, for Amt. (reduction of penalties
for trespass), 466 ; remarks: Messrs. Maç-
donald (B.C.), Kaulbach, Abbott, 466; M.

, agreed to, 466. B. reported (Mr. Prowse)
with Anits. ; concurred in, 466.

3rd R.*, 466.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 30.)

(14à) An Act further to amend " The Electoral
Franchise Act."-(Mr. Abbott).

lst R.*, 268.
M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. to-morrow, 268;

agreed to, 269. •
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott) 281; inqy. (Mr.

Scott) 281, reply (Mr. Abbott), 282. M.
agreed to, 282.

41st Rule, suspension m. (Mr. Abbott), and
agreed to*, 282.

In Com. of the W., and reported* (Mr. Clemow)
with an Amt., which agreed to*, 282.
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BILLS-Seriatim-Continued.
3rd R. m. (Mr. Abbott) ; remarks (Mr. Power),

as to postponement of operation, and replies
(Mr. Abbott), 282; M. agreed to, 282.

Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 18.)

(146) An Act further to amend "The Dominion
Elections Act.''-(Mr. Abbott.)

Notice of Anit. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) given
before B. reached Senate, objected to (Mr.
Miller), 495; diseussed, 495-7 ; ruled (the
Speaker) out of Order and struck off, 506.

Ist R.*, 601.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 610.
In Com. of the W.; Amt. proposed (Mr.Power),

addition to sec. 56 of Act (oath against
bribery, to candidates), 651; discussed: Mr.
Abbott, 651-2-Mr. Kaulbach, 652; Amt.
of which Notice given, dropped (Mr. Mc
Innes, B. C.), owing to late hour of session,
652. B. reported (Mr. Ogilvie) without
Amt., 652.

3rd R. ni. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to*, 652.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Viet, Cap. 19.)

(147) An Actfurther toanend "The Dominion Con-
troverted Elections Act."-(Mr. A bbott.)

1st R.*, 662.
Suspension of 41st Rule, and
2nd R.*, 662.
In Com. of the W. ; on 3rd cl. (substituion of

an elector for petitioner, affidavit re-
quired), remarks: Messrs. Power, Abbott,
662; on 17th cl. (trial by two Judges), re-
marks: Mr. Power, 662-Messrs. Abbott,
Power, Kaulbach, 663 ; B. reported
(Mr. Clenjow) without Amt., 663.

3rd R.*, 663.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 20.)

(148) An Act further to amend "The North-
West Territories Representation Act."-
(Mr. Abbott).

lst R.*, 295.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 343-4; remarks:

Messrs. Scott, McInnes (B.C.), Kaulbach,
Almon, 344-Messrs. McInnes, Vidal, 345.
M. agreed to, 345.

M. (Mr. Abbott) into Com. of the W., 431;
Amt. m. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) for instruc-
tion to Com. to add provisions for voting
by ballot, &c., 431 ; remarks: Messrs.
Kaulbach, Power, 431.

Debate resumed : Mr. Abbott, 435-6-Mr.
Scott, 436-Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 436--àMr.
Almon, 437; Amt. withdrawn, 437.

In Com. of the W., and reported (Mr. Armand)
without Amt.*, 437.

3rd R.*, 437.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 56.)

(149) An Act respecting the Inspection of Ships.
-(Mr. Abbott.)

1st R.*, 534.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 539.
In Com. of the W., and reported (Mr. Dickey)

without Amt.*, 562.
3rd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 562; remarks on 11 th

and 12th cls. (penalties and prosecutions):
Mr. Power, 562-3-Mr. Abbott, 563; M.
agreed to, 563.

Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vicet., Cap. 37.)

(150) An Act to amend the Acts respecting the
Harbour of Pictou in Nova Scotia. -(Mr.
A bbott.)

lit R.*, 466.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 492; agreed to, 493.
In Coin of the W. ; M. (Mr. Abbott) to strike

out cl. 2, as superfluous, 512; agreed to,
512. B. reported (Mr. Ogilvie) with
Amt., 512.

3rd R.*, 512.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 ViCt., Cap. 54.)

(151) An Act respecting.
and Transportation
Millan. )

lst R.*, 495.
2nd R.*, 535.

the Ontario Express
Company.-(Mr. Mc

On order for consideration of report of Com.
on Banking and Commerce; Amts. by
Com. explained (Mr. Allan); option of
abandoning stock and ceasing responsibil-
ity, &c., 578. Debate : Messrs. Kaulbach,
McMillan, Power, 578 - Messrs. Allai,
Clemow, Kaulbach, Abbott, 579. Amt.
m. (Mr. Power) defining withdrawal only
pernissible on first call, 579 : Amt. ac-
cepted by Mr. McMillan and a reed to by
the House, 579. Report, as ain., adopted,
579.

3rd R.*, 579.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 110.)

(152) An Act to amend Chapter ninety-six of the
Revised Statutes, intituled : " An Act to
encourage the development of the Sea
Fisheries and the building of Fishing Ves-
sels. "-(Mr. Abbott.)

1st R.*, 414.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 435.
M. into Com. of the W. (Mr. Abbott), 438;

remarks: Mr. Miller, 438-Messrs. Dever,
Miller, Kaulbach, Reesor, 439; M. agreed
to, 439.

In Com. of the W.; M. (Mr. Abbott) to add
6th cl. (regulations, verification of bounty
claims upon oath), 440 ; remarks : Messrs.
Power, Kaulbach, 440; cl. agreed to, and
B. reported (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington)
with Amt., 440 ; Amt. concurred in, 440.

3rd R.*, 445.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 42.)

(153) An Act further to amend Chapter one hun-
dred and thirty-eight of the Revised
Statutes, respecting the Judges of Provin-
cial Courts.-(Mr. A bbott.)

1st R.*, 295.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 305 ; remarks:

Messrs. Scott, Macdonald (B.C.), Kaul-
bach, Miller, Abbott, 305-Messrs. Power,
Howlan, 306; M. agreed to, 306.

3rd R.*, 413.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 27.)

(154) An Act respecting the shipping of Live
Stock.-(Mr. Abbott.)

lst R.*, 466.
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2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 497; remarks (re-
specting also slaughtering in Canada of
imported cattle) : Mr. Power, 498-Mr.
Kaulbach, 498-Mr. Scott, 499, 500-Mr.
Abbott, 498, 500 ; M. agreed to, 500.

In Com. of the W.; on 3rd cl. (Govt. regula-
tions); debate (respecting also trade rela-
tionswith Englandand U.S., andslaughter-
ing of American cattle in Canada): Mr.
Read (Quinté), 517-Mr. Boulton, 519,
522-Mr. Reesor, 520-1-2; Mr. Kaulbach,
521-2-Mr. Abbott, 522; cl. adopted,
522. On 7th cl. (violation a misdemean-
our) ; remarks : Mr. Vidal, 522 -Mr.
Abbott, '523 ; cl. agreed to, 523. B. re-
ported (Mr. Murphy) without Amt., 523.

On order for 3rd R.; Amt. m. (Mr. Abbott)
for adition to 7th cl. (penalty on the ship),
and agreed to, 526.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 526; debate : Mr.
Read (remarks on slaughtering imported
cattle in Canada, and precautions against
cattle diseases), 527-8-9, 534-Mr. Reesor
(remarks also on duty on corn), 531-2-
Mr. Kaulbach, 531-Mr. Abbott (replies),
528, 531-2. 534; M. agreed to, 534.

Correction of statement of Mr. Reesor (see p.
521) ; Mr. Kaulbach, 535 ; Mr. Reesor,
536, 542-3 ; Mr. Kaulbach, 542-3.

Assent, 67 1.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 36.)

(155) An Act to amend the Acts respecting the
Duties of Customs.-(Mr. Abbott.)

1st R.*, 432.
2nd R. m. (Mi. Abbott), and agreed to, 596.
Suspension of 41st Rule, and
3rd R.*, 596.
Assent, 671.•
(54-55 Vice., Cap. 45.)

(156) An Act further to ameend " The Custons
Act. "--(Mr. A bbott.)

1ht R.*, 432.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), inqy. (Mr. Power),

reply (Mr. Abbott), and M. agreed to,437.
3rd R.*, 445.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 44).

(157) An Act to amend " The Petroleum Inspec-
tion Act. "-(Mr. Abbott.)

1st R..*, 432.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 437.
3rd R.*, 445.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vici., Cap. 49.)

(158) An Act to authorize the sale of the Carle-
ton, City of St. John, Branch Railroad.
-(Mr. Abbott.)

1st R.*, 466.
2nd R.*, 493.
In Coni. of the W.; renarks : Mr. Abbott,

513-14-Mr. Wark, 513-14-15-Mr. Mil-
1er (ques. as to amending a money B.) 515-
fr. Power, 515-Mr. Botsford, 515-Mr.

Dever, 516-Mr. McClelan, 516. B. re-
ported(Mr. Drumnond)without Amt.,517.

3rd R.*, 517.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 15).

(159) An Act respecting grants of land to memn-
bers of the Militia Force on active service
in the North-West.-(Mr. A bbott.)

1st'R.*, 467.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 512.
In Com. of the W.; inqy. (Mr. Power), reply

(Mr. Abbott) as to scope of B., 526. Re-
ported (Mr. Howlan) without Amt., 526.

3rd R.*, 526.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap., 13.)

(160) An Act to authorize the conveyance to the
Quebec Skating Club of certain Ordnance
Lands in the City of Quebec.-(Mr. Ab-
bott.)

lst. R.*, 467.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 500.
3rd R.*, 523.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 14.)

(162) An Act to correct a clerical error in the
Act fifty-third Victoria, Chapter eighty-
one, intituled : " An Act respecting the
Great North-West Central Railway Com-
pany."-(Mr. Clemow.)

Ist R.*, 512.
2nd R.*, 523.
Reported (Mr. Vidal) from Ry. Com. without

Amt.*, 534.
3rd R. m. (Mr. Clemow), 534; inquies. (1Mr.

Abbott), replies (Mr. Clemow), 534; M.
agreed to, 534.

Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 80.)

(165) An Act further to anend " The Dominion
Lands Act."-(Mr. Abboit.)

lst R.*, 665.
Suspension of 41st Rule m. (Mr. Abbott), 665;

objection to late presentation of Govt. Bs.
to Senate (Mr. Power), 665; reply (Mr.
Abbott), 666; M. agreed to, 666.

2nd R.*, 666.
In Com. of the W.*, and
3rd R.*, 666.
Assent, 671.
(54.55 Vict., Cap. 24.)

(167) An Act for granting to Her Majesty cer-
tain sums of money required for defraying
certain expenses of the Public Service, for
the financial year ending 30th June, 1892,
and for other purposes relating to the
Public Service.--(Mr. Abbott.)

Ist R.4 , 523.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott); remark (Mr. Power)

as to suspension of Rules ; M. agreed to,
523.

3rd R.*, 523.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 2.)

(168) An Act to encourage the production of
Beet Root Sugar.-(Mr. Abboit.)

Tht R.*, 534.
2nd R. in. (Mr. Abbott) 539; debate : Mr.

Scott, 540-Mr. Abbott, 540-Mr. Reesor,
540-Mr. Kaulbach, 541 ; M. agreed to,
542.

3rd R.*, 557.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 31.)
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BILLS-Seriatim-oncluded.
(169) An Act ,further to amend the Act fifty-

second Victoria, chapter four, inituled :
" An Act to authorize the granting of Sub-
sidies in Land to certain Railway Com-
panies."-(Mr. Abbott.)

1st R.*, 601.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 650; inqy. (Mr. Kaul-

bach), reply (Mr. Abbott), and M. agreed
to, 651.

In Com. of the W., and reported (Mr. Vidal)
without Amt., 652-3.

3rd R. n. (Mr. Abbott), 653; debate, includ-
ing general question of grants to Rys :Mr.
Dickey, 653-4-Mr. Kaulbach, 653, 655-
Mr. Dever, 653-Mr. Girard, 653-4-Mr.
Abbott (explaining that wrong B. had
been put through Com.), 654-Mr. Power,
654 ; M. agreed to, 655.

Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 9.)

(170) An Act respecting the North Shore section
of the Canadian Pacific Railway.--(Mr.
Abbott.)

lst R.*, 595.
2nd R. rn. (Mr. Abbott), 597; debate: Mr.

Power, 598, 600-Mr. Dever, 599-Mr.
Kaulbach, 599--Mr. Almon, 599-Mr.
Abbott, 599-Mr. Miller, 601 ; M. agreed
to, 601.

3rd R.*, 610.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 11.)

(171) An Act respecting the Rathbun Company.
-(Mr. Read.)

1st R.*, 592.
2nd R. nm. (Mr. Read), and agreed to, 595.
3rd R.*, 601.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 122.)

(173) An Act to authorize the granting of Subsi-
dies in Land to certain Railway Coin-
panies.--(Mr. Abbott.)

lst R.*, 655.
Suspension of 41st Rule, and
2nd R. n. (Mr. Abbott), 655; inqy. and re-

marks as to systen of granting alternate
sections to Rys. : Mr. Power, 655-6-Mr.
Kaulbach, 655-Mr. Abbott, 655-6; M.
agreed to, 656.

In Com. of the W., and reported (Mr. Belle-
rose) without Amt. *, 656.

3rd R.*, 656.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 10.)

(175) An Act to authorize the granting of Subsi-
dies in aid of the construction of the Unes
of Railway therein mentioned. - (Mr.
Abbott).

lst R.*, 666.
Suspension of 41st Rule m. (Mr. Abbott), 666;

agreed to, 666.
2nd R.*, 667.
In Com. of the W.*, and
3rd R.*, 667.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 8.)

(176) An Act to amend " The Railway Act."-
(Mr. A bbott).

lat R.*, 663.
Suspension of the 41st Rule, and

2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbot), 663 ; agreed to, 663.
In Com. of the W.*, and
3rd R.*, 663.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 51.)

(177) An Act for granting to Her Majesty cer-
tain sums of money required for defraying
certain expenses of the Public Service, for
the financial year ending 30th June, 1892,
and for other purposes relating to the
Public Service.-(Jr. Abbott.)

1st R.*, 667.
Suspension of the 41st Rule, and
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott) 667 ; debate (includ-

ing date of calling Parlt., increased Ses-
sional indemnity, ventilation of chamber):
Mr. Power, 667-8--Messrs. Clemow, Kaul-
bach, Flint, 668 ; M. agreed to, 669.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Abbott) ; replies on above
points, and on amount of legislation ac-
complished; Criminal Code uieasure de-
ferred, 669; M. agreed to, 670.

Assent, 672.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 3.)

BoATs, F1sn1Nc, BETTER EQUIPMENT OF, B. See
" Fishing Boats."

Body Snatching, Punishment of, B. (P).-
Mfr. lcMillan.

Ist R.*, 104.
2nd R. m. (Mr. McMillan), 143; remarks (Mr.

Kaulbach), 143 ; M. agreed to, 143.
Reference to Select Com. m.'(Mr. McMillan),

and agreed to*, 143.
Reported (Mr. McMillan) from Select Com.

with Amts., and future consideration m.,
202.

Report of Com., adoption m. (Mr. MeMillan),
297 ; remarks : Messrs. Power, Kaulbach,
McKindsey, Abbott, 297-Messrs. Scott,
Abbott, 298. M. (Mr. McMillan) to refer
to Com. of the W., 298 ; agreed to, 298.

In Com. of the W.; on 2nd cl. (penalty for
unlawful disinterring), debate: Mr. Power,
298-Mr. Sullivan, 298-Mr. McMillan,
298-9-Messrs. Paquet, Scott, Abbott,
Kaulbach, Girard, 299-Messrs. Mclnnes,
(B.C), McKindsey, 300. On the sugges-
tion for re-print of B. as amended ; on M.
(Mr.McMillan), progress reported, 300.

Again in Coin., ques. (Mr. Power), reply (Mr.
Bellerose), and Amt. ni. (Mr. Power),
respecting disinterments ; agreed to, 345.
B. reported (Mr. Ogilvie), with Amts, 345;
Amts. concurred in, 345.

> 3rd R.*, 412.
M. on the subject (Mr. McMillan) with-

drawn, 104.
BOILER INSURANCE Co. B. See "Steam Boiler.

BoNDING. See " Customs Act Amt." and " Live
Stock Shipping Act."

BOOKS, SUPPLY OF. See " Library" and " Print-
ing " Coms., Reports of.

BoUCHER, MR., PROMOTION OF.
On 3rd Report of Conting. Com., debate,

192-3.
On 4th Report, further debate, 656-7.
On 5th Report, further debate, 660-1.
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BOURINOT'S PARLIAMENTARY PRACTICE.
Remarks on supply of (Mr. Scott), in consider-

ation of 1st Report of Library Com., 107 ;
postponnient of consideration of report m.
(Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 107, 168, 586,
651.

BRANTFORD, WATERLOO AND L. ERIE RY. B. See-
" Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Ry."

Brighton Warkworth and Norwood Ry.
Co. Incorp. B. (86).-Mr. Howlan.

1st R.*, 192.
On Order for 2nd R., M. (Mr. McCallun) to

refer to Coin. on Standing Orders, 209;
debate as to Bs. being presented without
Petitions : Messrs. Miller, Girard, Kaul-
bach and Allan, 209--Messrs. Power,
Vidal, Allan and Miller, 210; M. agreed
to, 210.

2nd R. (m. by Mr. McCallum)*, 228.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. McCallum)*, 238.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 64.)

Bristow, Thomas, Divorce B. (J). - Mr.
Clemow.

Ist R.*, 73.
2nd R.*, 102.
Report of Select Com., adoption of, m. (Mr.

Gowan), 169 ; remarks- (Mr. Kaulbach),
169 ; M. agreed to, 169.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Clemow), agreed to on a divis-
ion, 169.

Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict,, Cap. 132.)

BRITISH COLUMBIA:
ESQUIMALT DOCK, REMARKS RESPECTING. See

" Vancouver Dock Co.'s B."
PENITENTIARY, drugs supplied to.

M. (Mr. Mclnnes) for Address, for tender of
McPherson & Thompson, 269 ; M. agreed to,
269.

RAILWAYS IN BRITISH COLUMBIA. See " Victoria
and N. A. Ry. Co. B." " Burrard Inlet and
Westminster Valley Ry. B.," &c.

VANCOUVER DOCK Co. B. See " Vancouver
Dock Co."

BROCKVILLE, WESTFORT AND S. STE. MARIE Ry.
Subsidy. See "Railways, Subsidies to," B.
(175).

Buffalo and'Fort Erie Bridge Co. Incorp.
B. (70).-Mr. McCallurn.

Ist R.*, 223.
2nd R.*, 228.
3rd R.*, 238.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 65.)

Buffalo Lake and Battleford Ry., Coal
and Iron Co. Incorp. B. (57).-Mr. Read.

1st R.*, 144.
2nd R.", 164.
3rd R.*, 201.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 59.)

BUTRGESS, MR., DEPY. MINISTER OF INTERIOR.
Inqy. (Mr. Mclnnes, B.C.) as to acceptance of

resignation, 596 ; reply (Mr. Abbott), 596-7.
47

Burrard Inlet and Westminster Valley
Ry. Co. Incorp. B.(107).--Mr. Macdonald
(B.C.)

1st R.*, 223.
2nd R.*, 228.
3rd R.*, 238.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 57.)

CABIN ET CHANGES. See "Ministerial Explana-
tions."

CALGARY AND EDMONTON RY., Bs. affecting. See
" Buffalo Lake and Battleford Ry. B.'; al8o
" C.P.R. Act Amt. B."

Canada and Michigan Tunnel; time ex-
tension ; B. (19).-Mr. McCallun.

1st R.*, 60.
2nd R. m. (Mr. McCallum), 63; agreed to, 63.
Reported from Ry. Com. without Amt., and
3rd R.*, 67.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 103.)

CANADA AND OLD PROVINCES, settlement of ac-
counts. See "Ontario."

CANADA ATLANTIC RY., Bs. affecting. See " Central
Counties Ry. Co." ; "Kingston and Pontiac
Ry. Co."; "Kingston, Smith's Falls and
Ottawa Ry Co."

CANADA, BRITISI! AND FOREIGN TRADE RELATIONS.
See "Colonies and Great Britain," &c.

CANADA, CONSTRUCTION CO. OF. See " Construc-
tion."

CANADA DIVORCE ACT. See "Divorce."

CANADA SOUTHERN Ry., Bs. affecting. See " St.
Catharines and Niagara Central Ry." "St.
Clair River Bridge and Tunnel."

CANADA, STEAM BOILER AND PLATE GLASS INSUR-
ANCE Co. oF. See " Stean Boiler and Plate
Glass Ins. Co."

Canadian Land and Investment Co.
borrowing-powers and issue of de-
bentures ; B. (79).-Mr. MacInnes.

lst R.*, 224.
2nd R.*, 237.
3rd R.*, 241.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 119.)

Canadian Pacifie Ry. Act Amt. B. (74).-
Mr. Scott.-Consolidated debenture
stock, acquisition, &c., of :-

COLUMBIA AND KOOTENAY Ry. &c. Co. BONDS;
MANITOBA S. W. COLONIZATION Ry. Co. BONDS;
SOURIS BRANCH LINE BONDS;
CALGARY AND EDMONTON RY.;
LAKE TEMISCAMINGUE COLONIZATION RY.;
SASKATOON AND SASKATCHEWAN Ry.

lst R.*, 164.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Scott) and agreed to, 191.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. Maclnnes)*, 202.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 71.)

C.P.R. BRANDON BRANCH, land grant. See "Rail-
ways, land subsidies," B. (173).
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C. P. R. North Shore Branch ; cancella-

tion of bonds, on ageement to im-
prove rolling stock and line, and
construct elevators, &c., at Quebec
and Three Rivers; B. (170).-Mr.
Abbott.

Ist R.*, 595.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 597; debate: Mr.

Power, 598, 600--Mr. Dever, 599-Mr.
Kau lbach, 599-Mr. Almon, 599-Mr.
Abbot, 599-Mr. Miller, 601 ; M. agreed
to, 601.

3rd R.*, 610.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 11.)

C. P. R. Power of purchasing any other
Ry. empowered to sell ; and of sel-
ling surplus lands; B. (75).-Mr. Scott.

lst R.*, 164.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Scott) and agreed to, 191.
3rd R.*, 202.
Assent, 224.
(54-55 Vic., Cap. 70.)

C. P. R. SEE ALso the debate on Vancouver Dock
Co. Incorp B., 181-82.

SEE ALSO the debate on sale of Carleton
Branch Ry., St. John, 513-17.

SEE ALSO the following Bs. of other Rys.
affecting C.P.R., either by the lines con-
necting with it or by powers of leasing,
amalgamation, &c. :-

ATI<OKAN IRON RANGE Ry. B. (55.)
BERLIN AND C.P.R. JUNCT. Ry. B. (64.)
BRANDON BRANCH, land grant. See "Rys.,

land subsidies," B. (173.)
BRIGHTON, WARKWORTH AND NORWOOD RY. B.

(86.)
BURRARD INLET AND WESTMR. Ry. B. (107.)
CHATSWORTH, GEORGIAN BAY, &c., RY. B. (N.)
GREAT EASTERN Ry. B. (124.)
GUELPH JUNCTION RY. B. (66.)
KINGSTON AND PONTIAC Ry. B. (89.)
MAN. AND ASSA. GRAND JUNCT. Ry. B. (Q.)
MAN. S. W. COLONIZATION Ry. LAND GRANT.

See " Rys., land subsidies," B. (173.)
MONTREAL AND ATLANTIC Ry. B. (26.)
NEW BRUNSWICK Ry. B. (79.)
PETERBOROUGH, &C., AND S. STE. MARIE Ry.

B. (72.)
ROCKY MOUNTAIN Ry. B. (M.)
ST. CATHARINES AND NIAGARA Ry. B. (61.)
SHUSWAP AND OKANAGON Ry. B. (88.)
TEMISCAMINGUE COLONIZATION Ry. B. (22.)
VICTORIA, SAANICH AND N. WESTMR. Ry. B. (67).

Canadian Power Co. Incorp. Act. Amt.;
time extension; B. (41)-Mr. Clemow.

1st R.*, 123,
2nd R.*, 162.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. MacInnes)*, 176.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 126.)

CAPE BRETON GOVT. Ry., LENGTH AND COST.
Inqy. (Mr. Wark) as to C. B. line and Grand

Narrows Bridge, 471 ; reply (Mr. Abbott),
471.

CAPE BRETON RY., line to connect with. See "In-
verness and Victoria Ry. and Mining Co.
B." See also " Intercol. Ry., acquisition of
all Govt. fines," B. (105.)

Carleton Branch Ry., St. John, N.B., sale
by Government to city authorized.
B. (158).-Mr. Abbott.

1st R.*, 466.
2nd R.*, 493.
In Coin. of the W. ; remarks: Mr. Abbott,

513-14-Mr. Wark, 513-14-15-Mr. Miller
(ques. as to amending a nmoney B.). 515-
Mr. Power, 515--Mr. Botsford, 515-Mr.
Dever, 516-Mr. McClelan, 516. B. re-
ported (Mr. Drummond) without Amt., 517.

3rd R.*, 517.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 15:)

CATTLE, BONDING FOR SLAUGHTERING. See " Cus-
toms Act."

_ _ DISEASFS OF. See debate on the "Live
Stock Shipping Act " B.
- SHIPPING OF,B. See " Live Stock.
- SLAUGHTERING OF IMPORTED ; and Trade
with England ; rates of freight.

Inqy. (Mr. Reesor) 602; reply (Mr. Abbott)
602; remarks: Mr. Kaulbach, 602-Messrs.
Read, Reesor, 603.

CENSUS REPORT, PRESENTATION OF.
Inqy. (Mr. Wark) respecting delay in ; reply

(Mr. Abbott), 526.

Central Counties Ry. Co. Act, Amt.;
building of branch sections, bonds,
&c.: B. (38).-Mr. McMillan.

Ist R.*, 122.
2nd R.*, 142.
Reported (Mr. Vidal) from Ry. Com., with

verbal Amts., 166. Concurrence m. (Mr.
McMillan) and agreed to*, 166.

3rd R*, 166.
Assent, 224.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 89.)

CENTRAL FARM. See " Farm."
CERTIFICATES OF MASTERS AND MATES. See

" Masters and Mates," B.

Chatsworth, Georgian Bay & Lake Huron
Ry. Co. Incorp.; agreement, if de-
sired, with C. P. R. or G.T.R.; &c.
B. (N).-Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.

1st R.*, 80.
2nd R.*, 98.
Reported (Mr. Vidal) from Ry. Com., with

Amts.: amalgamation of Cos. and change
of route; concurrence m. (Mr. MacInnes,
Burlington), and agreed to*, 165.

3rd R. *, 165.
Amts. of H. of C. (increase in capital stock

and bonding power), concurrence m. (Mr.
MacInnes), 264; ques. (Mr. Power), reply
(Mr. MacInnes), 264; agreed to, 264.

Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 62.)

CHEESE, CANADIAN. See "PrintingCom., Reportof,"
on distribution of Robertson's report, &c.

CHEQUES, CHANGES IN LAW RESPECTING. See
" Bills of Exchange Act Aint. B."

Chignecto Marine Ry., time extension ; B.
(97).-Mr. Abbott.

1st R. *, 122.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 136; debate: Mr.

Power, 137, 141-Mr. Kaulbach, 138-9,
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141-Mr. Almon, 138--Mr. lowlan, 139-
Mr. Wark, 141-Mr. Boulton, 141--Mr.
Poirier, 141 ; M. agreed to, 142.

In Com. of the W.; on Ist cl. (extension of
time), debate: Mr. Scott, 170-1-2-3-Mr.
Wark, 171-Mr. Dever, 171-Mr. Power,
171-2-3-Mr. Kaulbach, 171-2--Mr. Bots-
ford, 172-3-Mr. Almon, 173-Mr. Scott,
173-Mr. McClelan, 173-Mr. Abbott, 174.

On 2nd cl. (relief froi penalty), debate:
Messrs. Lougheed, Vidal, Abbott, 175.
Reported (Mr. Pelletier) without Ant.,
175.

3rd R.*, 175.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 12.)

Citizens' Insurance Co.; abandonment of
Life and Marine Business, and Cap-
ital Stock Reduction; B. (H).-Mr.
Abbott.

Ist R.*, 67.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 73 ; agreed to, 73.
Reported (Mr. Allan) from Banking Com.,

with Amt., fixing capital at $400,000;
report adopted, 104.

3rd R.*, 107.
Amts. of H. of C. (on minor points) concurrence

m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 282.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 116.)

CIVIL SERVICE, AUDITOR GENERAL'S OFFICE. See
"Audit Act Amt. B."

- RE-ORGANIZATION OF.
Inqy. (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington) as to inten-

tion of Govt., 467; remarks: Mr. Mac-
donald (B.C.), 468-Mr. MacInnes, 470;
reply (Mr. Abbott), Royal Commision in-
tended, and appointnent of Inspector, 469,
470.
- SUSPENSIONS AND REMOvAiS.

Inqy. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.), 596; reply (Mr.
Abbott), 596-7.
-- TAKING PART IN ELECTIONS.

Anit. proposed (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) to the law.
See " Dominion Elections Act Aint. B."

CIVIL SERVANTS, Bribes, etc., to. See " Govern-
ment, Frauds upon," B.

Cobourg, Northumberland and Pacifie
Ry. Co. ; extension of time, Branch
construction, &c. ; B. (90).-Mr. Mc-
Callum.

Ist R.*, 201.
2nd R.*, 222.
3rd R.*, 228.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 90.)

COINAGE IN CANADA, MINT FOR.
M. for Select Com., withdrawn (Mr. Mclnnes,

B.C.), 67.
Collingwood and Bay of Quinté Ry. Co.;

Incorp. Act revived, and time ex-
tended; B. (47).-Mr. Allan.

lst R.*, 122.
Reference to Standing Orders Com. in. (Mr.

Allan), having been received without a Peti-
tion, 122; agreed to, 122.

2nd R.*, 164.
3rd R.*, 201.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 84.)

41Î

COLONeIES AND FOREIGN TREATIES.
M. (Mr. Abbott) for Address to the Queen, for

abrogation of " most favoured nation " cîs.,
610; (remarks on Mr. Boulton's proposed
Ants., 615; Mr. Dickey, on ditto, 615) ;
debate : Mr. Scott, 616-7-8-9, 620, 624-5-
6-7, 648-9, 650-Mr. Abbott, 617-8-9, 644-
5, 647-8-9-Mr. Boulton, 618, 626-7-Mr.
Dickey, 618, 647--Mr. Kaulbach, 619,
620, 639-Mr. Macfarlane, 619-Mr. Mc-
Callum, 622-Mr. Howlan, 623-4-5-6, 638--
Mr. Dever, 626-Mr. Macdonald (P. E.I.),
643, 645-Mr. Clemow, 649-Mr. Power,
637-8, slight Amts. suggested, 639 ; two
adopted (Mr. Abbott), 650; ques. (Mr.
Scott), as to the third; reply (Mr.
Abbott); Mr. Boulton's proposed Amts.
withdrawn; and Address, as above amd.,
agreed to, 650.

Amt. of H. of C. (confining request to
Zollverein and Belgian Treaties), concur-
rence m. (Mr. Abbott) and agreed to, 671.

COLONIES AND G. B.-TRADE RELATIONS.
M. (Mr. Boulton), against discrimination on

imports from England, withdrawni, 123.
M. (Mr. Wark) for Address for Govt. to con-

sider, and open negotiations for closer re-
lations, 558 ; debate: Mr. Abbott, 559,
560-Messrs. Scott, Dever, Almon, 560-
Messrs. Kaulbach, Botsford, 561-Mr.
McCallum, 562; -M. withdrawn by Mr.
Wark, 561-2.

COLONIES, RIGHT OF COPYRIGHT LEGISLATION.
Address (H. of C.) to the Queen, for recog-

nition of Colonial right to legislate ; con-
currence m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed
to, 670.

COLONIES (WEST INDIAN), RECOVERY OF TRADE
WITH.

Inqy. (Mr. Wark), what steps Govt. will
take, 593 (first page so numbered) ; re-
marks (Mr. Kaulbach), 594; reply (Mr.
Abbott), 594.

COLUMBIA AND KOOTENAY RY. AND NAV. Co. See
" C.P.R. Act Amt. B."

COMBINATIoNs IN RESTRAINT OF TRADE. See
" Trade, Combinations," B.

COMMITTEES, APPOINTMENT OF, STANDING. See
"Senate."
- PROCEDURE OF. See "Order and Pro-
cedure."

- REPORTS. See "Contingencies," "Print-
ing," &c.

COMMoNs, ELECTIONS FOR. See "Dominion Con-
troverted Elections Act Amt," "Dominion
Elections Act Amt," " Franchise Act Amt."

- MEMBERS' MILEAGE. See " Mileage. "
CONSOLIDATED REVENUE AND AUDiqr AcT. See

" Audit Act Ant. B."
CONSTITUTIONAL QUESTIONS. See "Order and Pro-

cedure."

Construction Co. of Canada, Incorp. B.
(L).-Mr. Almon.

1st R.*, 73.
2nd R.*, 98.
Reported (Mr. Allan) from Banking and Com-

merce Com., with Amts. : capital stock
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Construction Co., Incorp. B.--Contin'Jed
increased to $250,000 ; increase of train-
way construction, &c., 164 ; concurrence
m. (Mr. Almon), and agreed to*, 165.

3rd R.*, 165.
Amts. of H. of C. (curtailing powers, &c.), con-

currence m. (Mr. Almon), 264 ; agreed
to, 264.

Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 127.)

CONTINGENCIES COMMITTEE, Reports of.
1st Report ; adoption m. (Mr. Read), 31 ; ques.

as to salaries of messengers (Mr. De
Boucherville), 31; remarks: Mr. Miller, 31
-Mr. Abbott, 32; M. agreed to, 32. .

3rd Report; adoption m. (Mr. Read), 192.
Amt. to refer back for consideration (sal-
aries on promotion of Messrs. Boucher and
Stephen), 192 ; remarks: Messrs. Howlan,
Mclnnes, Kaulbach, 193; Amt. agreed
to, 194.

2nd Report; adoption m. (Mr. Read), 201;
remarks on gratuity to widow of late Mr.
Jas. Adamson.: Mr. Abbott, 207-8-
Messrs. Miller, Power, Vidal, 208; report
allowed to stand over, 208. Adoption m.
(Mr. Read), remarks (Mr. Power), Amt.
m. (Mr. Abbott) to re-commit for further
consideration, and agreed to, 244.

4th Report ; adoption m. (Mr. Read), 656.
Debate on Mr.- Boucher's promotion and
salary, and on number of clerks required
at Table: Messrs. Bellerose, Abbott, 656-
Messrs. Power, Bellerose, Kaulbach, 657;
M. agreed to, 657.

5th Report ; concurrence m. (Mr. Read), 659.
Debate, on lateness of presentation of re-
port, allowance for restaurant, quality of
stationery, gratuity to Mr. Adamson's
widow, salaries of Messrs. Boucher and
Stephen, other salary increases, and on
adoption of a system for increases and pro-
motions: Messrs. Almon, Bellerose, 659-
Messrs Kaulbach, O'Donohoe (ques. as to
prorogation ; reply, Mr. Abbott), Power,
Dickey, 660-Messrs. Almon, Howlan,
Poirier, Abbott, 661 ; Messrs. Clemow,
Abbott, 662 ; M. agreed to, 662.

CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS ACT AMT. B. See
" Dominion Controverted Elections."

Copyright Act Amt. ; prosecution direct-
ly byparty interested ; B. (141).-Mr.
Abbott.

1st R.*, 301.
2nd R. ni. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 345.
3rd R.*, 413.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 34.)

COPYRIGHT, Colonial legislation upon.
Address (H. of C.) to the Queen, for recogni-

tion of Colonial rights ; concurrence m.
(Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 670.

Corbin, J. S., Patent extension for; B.
(30).-Mr. McMillan.

1st R.*, 268.
2nd R. m. (Mr. McKindsey), 293 ; inqy. (Mr.

Abbott), reply (Mr. McKindsey), 293; M.
agreed to, 293.

3rd R.*, 316.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 131.)

CORN, DUTIES ON. See Mr. Reesor's remarks on
" Live Stock Shipping Act," pp. 531-2.

CORPSES, DISINTERMENT OF. See "Body-snatch-
ing."

COUNTY COURT JUDGES B. See "Justice."
COURTS, ADM IRALTY. See " Admiralty."

- ASSIzE, Provincial Commissions. See
" Justice, Administration of."

- COUNTY, Judges, powers of. See "Justice,
Administration of."
DIVORCE. See " Divorce."
EXCHEQUER, Admy. jurisdiction. See
" Admiralty." See also "Exchequer Court
Amt. B."

MARITIME, Ont., abolition of. See
" Admiralty."
PROVINCIAL,

Courts" B.
tice " B.

Fees. See " Admiralty
" Administration of Jus-

SUPREME. See " Supreme Court Act
Amt."
See also " Judges, Salaries of," Inqy.

CREDIT VALLEY RY., B. affecting. See " Berlin
and C. P. R. Junction Ry."

CRIMINAL CODE, DEFERRED UNTIL NEXT SESSION.
Remarks of the Premier, on M. for 3rd R. of
Supply B., 669.

Customs Act Amt.; sugar bonding c.
struck out, &c.; B. (156).-Mr. Abbott.

1st R.*, 432.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), inqy. (Mr. Power),

reply (Mr. Abbott), and M. agreed to, 437.
3rd R.*, 445.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 44.)

Customs, Duties of, Acts, Amt. ; new
Tariff on sugars, tobaccos alcohols
and their products, salt ; B. (155).-
Mr. Abbott.

lst R.*, 432.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 596.
Suspension of the 41st Rule, and
3rd R.*, 596.
Assent, 671.
(54-5 Vict., Cap. 45.)

CUSTOMS DUTIES; DISCRIMINATION AGAINST GREAT
BRITAIN, in reciprocity negotiations;

M. against (Mr. Boulton) withdrawn, 123.
CUSTOMS DUTIES, EXPORT, ON SAw-LoGS.

Inqy. (Mr. Flint) intention of Govt. to re-
impose, 203; remarks (Messrs.' Kaulbach
and Scott), 205. Reply (Mr. Abbott), 205.

CUSTOMS DUTIES, ON CHURCH ORNAMENTS.
When imported for Missions in N. W. ; inqy.

(Mr. Girard) as to free entry, 74; reply
(Mr. Abbott), 74.

CUSToMS DUTIES. See also Mr. Reesor's re-
marks on " Live Stock Shipping Act,"
pp. 531-2.
See also Mr. Almon's remarks in debate

on report of Printing Com., 111.
See al8o debates on :
" Beet-sugar Bounties " B.
" Colonies and G. B., Trade Relations,"

Ms. and inquies.
"U. S., reciprocity and trade with,"

questions of.
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CUSTOMS RECEIPTS, KEEWATIN AND MACKENEIE
BASIN.

M. for statement (Mr. Girard), 80,82 ; remarks:
Messrs. Boulton, Scott, McInnes (B.C.),
Abbott, 82; M. agreed to, 82.

DANISH CONVICT IMMIGRATION.
Attention called (Mr. Boulton) to Montreal

Gazette article ; reply (Mr. Abbott), 241.
I)AIRYING, ROBERTSON'S REPORT ON.

See " Printing Com. Report," on distribution
of.

DEBATES OF THE SENATE.
Delay in printing, attention called to (Messrs.

Miller and Kaulbach), 192.
COMMITTEE, perqOnnel of.

M. (Mr. Vidal) to add Mr. Boulton to Com.,
596 ; agreed to, 596.
COMMITTEE, 2ND REPORT OF.

Adoption ?n. (Mr. Vidal), 652; Aint. m. (Mr.
Dickey) to defer 2nd and 3rd cis. (accom-
modation for reporters), agreed to, and re-
port as amd. adopted, 652.
QUESTIONS OF ORDER IN. See " Order and
Procedure."

Deck and Load Lines, marking of ; B.
(106).-Mr. Abbott.

Ist R.*, 466.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 511; M. agreed to,512.
In Com. of the W .; on cl. 7, sub-sec. 6 (keep-

ing load-line marked), slight Amt. sug-
gested (Mr. Drummond), remarks (Mr.
Abbott), and cl. adopted, 525.

On cl. 11, reInarks respecting rate of inspec-
tors' travelling expenses : Messrs. Power,
Gowan, Howlan, 525-Mr. Abbott, 525-6.
B. reported (Mr. Pelletier) with an Amt.,
526.

3rd R.*, 526.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 40.)

DELAWARE AND HUDSON CANAL Co., Bill pro-
viding for agreement with. See " Great
Eastern Ry. Co.'s B."

DETROIT RIVER TUNNEL B. See "Canada and
Michigan."

DISEASES OF CATTLE. See the debate on " Live
Stock Shipping Act B."

DISQUALIFCATION FOR PARLIAMENT. See "Parlia-
ment."

Divisions.
ADJOURNMENT.

(Ascension Day) Wednesday, 6th May. Mr.
Abbott m. adjt. till 8th ; Mr. Dever, in
Amt., till 20th; Mr. O'Donohoe, further
Amt., till 26th. Amt. to Amt. agreed to
(C. 23, N.-C. 20), 37.

BAIE DES CHALEURS RY. Co.'s B. (82).
2nd Report of Ry. Com., recommending order

for attendance of C. N. Armstrong as
witness, 365 ; M. (Mr. Tassé) for its adop-
tion, 366; and Amt. (Mr. Bellerose) to
refer report back, with instructions to
Com., to give its proceedings, 373. Amt.
rejected (C. 11, lN.-C. 27), 390.

Divisions. -Continued.
Final Report of Com., adoption m. (Mr. Vidal)

587 ; declared adopted (the Speaker) 589 ;
" on a division " (Mr. Scott) ; yeas and nays
called for (Mr. Almon) 589. M. agreed
to (C. 43, N.-C. 10), 589.

DIVORCE PETITIONS.
Extention of time till 1st July. Mr. Gowan

m. adoption 3rd Report of Select Com.,
recommending. Agreed to (C. 36, N.-C.
19), 61.

FISHERIES ACT AMT. ; purse-seining prohibited;
B. (122).

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R., 507 ; and Amt.
(Mr. Power) to substitute lien on vessel
for confiscation, 507. Amt. rejected (C.
10, N.-C. 44), 511.

HUDSON BAY Ry. See "Winnipeg and Hudson."
INVERNESS AND VICTORIA Ry. and Mining Co.

Incorp. B. (136).
On M. (Mr. Almon) for 2nd R., 416; Amt. m.

(Mr. Miller) for 6 months' hoist, 417-
423. Amt. lost (C. 23, N.-C. 27), 431.

MONTREALANDATLANTIC Ry. Co. INCoRP. B. (29).
On M. (Mr. Scott) for 3rd R., 316; Amt. m.

(Mr Power) to add cl. (rights of South-
Eastern Ry. bondholders), 318-321. Amt.
lost (C. 10, N.-C. 41), 342.

N.-W. TERRITORIES ACTs AMT.; Legislative
Assembly, constitution, extended powers,
&c. ; B. (126).

On Order for Coin. of the W. ; Amt. m. (Mr.
Bellerose) for instruction to Com. to
amend cl. 18, in favour of permanency of
dual language, 543. Sub-Amt. m. (Mr.
Armand) to strike out the entire cl., 548.
Sub-Amt. rejected (C. 5, N.-C. 39), 554.
Ant. lost on same division, and original
M. agreed to, 554.

VANCOUVER DOCK CO. INCORP. B. (51).
On M. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) for 3rd R.

Amt. m. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) precluding
subsidy from Dominion Government, 176-
78. Amt. lost (C. 14, N.-C. 42), 190.

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY RY. Co.'s B. (119).
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R.; Amt. (Mr.

Scott) for 6 months' hoist ; and sub-
Amt. (Mr. McCallum) for postponement
until definite information as to its location,
&c., be given. Sub-Amt. lost (C. 15, N.-
C. 35); Amt. lost on same divn. ; and
M. for 2nd R. carried on same divn. re-
versed, 412.

DIVORCE, ALIMONY AND CUSTODY OF CHILDREN.
Debate on precedent and procedure, as to

Parlt. leaving those points to settlement
in court. See " Ellis, Mahala, Divorce B."

DIVORCE CASES, 1891. See
Russworm, Adam. (Bill C).
Ellis, Mahala. (Bill 1).
Bristow, Thomas. (Bill J).
Tapley, Isabel. (Bill K).

DIVORCE COMMITTEE, PERSONNEL OF.
On M. for appt. of Standing Com., debate:

Mr. McClelan, 28-Mr. Macdonald (B.C.),
28-Mr. Smith, 28-Mr. Kaulbach, 29,
31-Mr. Dickey, 29, 31-Mr. Sutherland,
29-Mr. Power, 30-Mr. Abbott, 30-Mr.
Reesor, 31.
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DIVORCE COURTS, CREATION OF, FOR CANADA;
discussed, during the above debate.

Divorce Courts, Establishment of; B. (O).
-3r. Macdonald, B.C.

Ist R.*, 102.
2nd R. n. (Mr. Macdonald), 145. Debate: Mr.

O'Donohoe, 147-Mr. Macdonald, 147,
150, 152-Mr. Gowan, 147-Mr. Scott,
147-Mr. Power, 149, 150--Mr. Kaulbach,
151-2-Mr. Allan, 152-Mr. Abbott, 153.
B. withdrawn (Mr. Macdonald), 153.

DIVORCE PETITIONS, EXTENSION OF TIME FOR.
TilllstJuly. 3rd Rep. of Select Coi., recom-

mrending ; adoption in. (Mr. Gowan), 60;
discussed : Mr. Scott, 60-Mr. Gowan, 61
-Mr. Kaulbach, 61 ; agreed to (C. 36,
N.-C. 19), 61.

Dominion Controverted Elections Act
further Amt. ; petitions and appeals,
changes in procedure, &c.; B. (147).
-Mr. Abbott.

Ist R.*, 662.
Suspension of 41st Rule, and
2nd R.*, 662.
In Com. of the W. ; on 3rd cl. (substitution of

an elector for petitioner, aflidavit re-
quired), remarks: Messrs. Power, Abbott,
662; on 17th cl. (trial by two Judges), re-
marks: Mr. Power, 662--Messrs. Abbott,
Power, Kaulbach, 663; B. reported (Mr.
Clenow) without Amt., 663.

3rd R.*, 663.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 20.)

Dominion Elections Act, further Amt.;
doposits, certificates, affidavits, bal-
lot boxes, recounts and other mat-
ters of procedure; B. (146)-Mr. Abbott.

Notice of Amt. (against canvassing by Govt.
officials) placed on Order paper by Mr.
McInnes, B.C., before B. reached Senate,
objected to (Mr. Miller), 495; point dis-
cussed : Messrs.Botsford, Miller, McInnes,
495; (ques. of order--personal-between
Messrs. Miller and McInnes, 496) ; Messrs.
Botsford, Scott, 497. Ruling (the Speaker)
the Notice is out of Order and must be
struck off, 506.

Ist R.*, 601.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 610.
In Coin. of the W.; Amt. proposed (Mr. Power)

addition to sec. 56 of Act (oath against
bribery, to candidates),651 ; discussed : Mr.
Abbott, 651-2-Mr. Kaulbach, 652; Amt.
of which Notice given, dropped (Mr. M(
Innes, B.C.), owing to late hour of session,
with remarks as to tardiness in submitt.
ing Govt. measures to Senate, 652. B.
reported (Mr. Ogilvie) without Ant.,
652.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to*, 652.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 19.)

Dominion Lands Act, further A.mt.
homestead entries, perfecting, &c.
B. (165).-Mr. Abbott.

1st R.*, 665.

Suspension of 41st Rule in. (Mr. Abbott), 665;
objection to late presentation of Govt. Bs.
to Senate (Mr. Power), 665 ; reply (Mr.
Abbott), 666; M. agreed to, 666.

2nd R.*, 666.
In Com. of the W.*, and
3rd R.*, 666.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 24.)

DUTIES. See " Customs " and "Inland Revenue."
DYNAMITE, carrying of, in Passenger Ships. See

" Ships, Safety of," B.
EASTPORT, U.S , F1siNxG BOATS SEIZED AT.

In debate on Fisheries Act Amt. B., 459-62.

Eddy Mf'g.Co., the E. B.; change of name
and capital reduction; B. (23).-Mr.
CleyLow.

Ist R.*, 122.
2nd R.*, 162.
3rd R.*, 176.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 123.)

EDMONTON, SITE OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT.
Inqy. (Mr. Girard), 493; remarks: Messrs.

Boulton, McCallum, 494--Mr. Kaulbach
(objection to debate upon inquies.), 494;
reply (Mr. Abbott), 495.

ELECTIONS, CONTROVERTED, ACT, AMTS. See
"Dominion Controverted Elections."

DoMINION, ACT, AMTS. See " Dominion
Elections Act."

-- See also " Franchise Act Aint."

ELECTORAL FRANCHISE ACT AMT. See "Fran-
chise."

ELECTRIC SUPPLY CO. INCORP. B. See " Anglo-
Canadian Electric."

Ellis, Mahala, Divorce B. (I).-Mr. Clernow.
1st. R.*, 67.
2nd R.*, 101.
Report of Select Com., on Order of the Day for

consideration of; discussion as to elimina-
tion of clause giving Petitioner custody of
the children : Mr. Gowan, 154-5-6--Mr.
Kaulbach, 155--Mr. McInnes (B.C.),
155-6--Mr. Ogilvie, 156 ; remark that the
elimination comes on 3rd R. (Mr. Miller),
156. Report adopted, 156.

3rd R. ni. (Mr. Clenow), 156 ; further debate
on procedure and precedent as to elimina-
tion of such clauses, leaving the points to
settlement in court : Mr. Clemow, 155-
Mr. Lougheed, 156, 158-Mr. McCaiium
(Amt. in. to strike out clauses), 156 ;
debate : Mr. Miller, 156-Mr. Power,
156--Mr. Gowan, 157-Mr. Kaulbach,
158-Mr. McInnes, 158-9-Mr. Vidal,
159-Mr. Abbott, 159. Amît. agreed to,
on a div., 160 ; B., as and., 3rd R., 160.

Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 133.)

ELLIS, WM., SUPT. OF WELLAND CANAL.
M. (Mr. McCallum) for statement of receipts

in excess, and payments, 86; remarks
(Mr. Abbott) 88; M. agreed to, 89.

Empire Printing Co. Incor . Act Amt.;
increase in number of Directors au-
thorized; B. (28).-Mr. Sanford.
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II.-INDEX TO SUBJECTS.

1st R.*, 123.
2nd R. (m by Mr. Power)*, 162.
3rd R.*, 176.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 130.)

EmPIRE, THE, FOREIGN TRADE RELATIONS. See
" Colonies and G.B." " Colonies and For-
eign Treaties.°

ENGLAND, CATTLE SHIPPING TO. See "Live Stock
Shipping Act."

ENGLAND, CATTLE RATES OF FREIGHT TO.
Inqy. (Mr. Reesor) 602 ; reply (Mr. Abbott)

602 ; renarks : Mr. Kaulbacli, 602-
Messrs. Read, Reesor, 603.

ENotAND, DUTIES ON IMPORTS FROM. See " Col-
onies and G.B., Trade Relations."

ENGLAND, "FAvOURED NATION " (L. iN TREATIES.
See " Colonies and Foreign Treaties."

ESQUIMALT DRy DOCK.
Renarks (Mr. MeInnes, B.C.) on 2nd R. of

Vancouver Dock B., 136.

Exchequer Court Act Amt.; extension of
jurisdiction over Copyrights Trade-
marks, Patents, Public Lan dsalso
matters of Procedure, &c.; B. (117).
-Mr. Abbott.

Ist R.*, 466.
2nîd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 503 ; inqy. (Mr.

Kaulbach) respecting appeal; reply (Mr.
Abbott), 503; M. agreed to, 503.

In Coin. of the W. ; on 3rd cl. (appointment of
judge pro han rice); inqy. (Mr. Power) ;
reply (Mr. A bbott) 524; cl. agreed to,
524. B. reported(Mr. Grant) with Amts..
524.

Aints. of Coni. of the W., concurrence m. (Mr.
Abbott), and agreed to*, 535.

3rd R.*, 535.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 26.)

EXCHEQUER COURT, ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION, B.
See " Admiralty Act, 1891."

- See also " Suprenie Court."

EXCISE DUTIES. See " Inland Revenue Act."

EXPERIMENTAL FARM. See " Farm."
ExPLOSIVES, CARRYING OF, in Passenger Ships.

See " Ships, Safety of, B."

EXPORT DUTY ON SAW-LOGS.
Inqy. (Mr. Girard) as to intention of Govern-

ment to re-impose, 203; remarks (Messrs.
Kaulbach and Scott), 205. Reply (Mr.
Abbott), 205.

EXPORTS AND IMPoRTS, AMO-NT OF.
Statement (Mr. Reesor) on his Inqy. respect-

ing Quarantine on stock, 82. Discussion
thereon (Messrs. Kaulbach and Reesor) in
debate on Live Stock Shipping B., 521-22;
535-36; correction (by Mr. Reesor), 542.

See also " Colonies and G.B., trade relations,"
"l U.S., Reciprocity with."

FARM, CENTRAL EXPERIMENTAL.
Inqy. (Mr. Bellerose) why reports not printed

in French, 100; reply (Mr. Carling), 100--i.
(See also "Printing Coin. Report," discussion

on).
Invitation (Mr. Carling) to Senators, to visit,

238.

FARMER's BANK OF RUSTICO B. See "Rustico."

FEES IN PROVINCIAL COURTS. See "J ustice."

FEEs, REFUNDING OF, on rejected Bs. See "Order
and Procedure."

FEMALE OFFENDERs, Refornatory for. See "Nova
Scotia."

FIRES, PRESERVATION OF TI:n:E Ro.:.
Inqy. (Mr. Boulton) whether Govt. will enact

a neasure, 585; reply (Mr. Abbott), 586.

Fisheries Act, further Amt. ; purse-seines
prohibited, and penalty for using;
moiety of penalties to prosecutor,
&c.; B. (122).--Mr. Abbott.

Ist R.*, 301.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 450; debate : Mr.

Power, 450, 454, 460, 462-Mr. Macdonald
(P.E.I.), 453-4, 463-Mr. Prowse, 454-
Mr. Abbott, 454, 459, 460, 562-3-Mr.
Miller, 455, 457-Mr. O'Donohoe, 457,
463-Mr. Read, 458-Mr. Scott, 459,
460-Mr. Almon, 459-Mr. Kaulbach,
463-Mr. Botsford, 462 ; M. agreed to,
463.

M. (Mr. Abbott) for reference to Coin. of the
W. to-morrow, 463 ; renarks : Mr.
Prowse, 463-Messrs. Kaulbach, Miller,
Power, O'Donohoe, 464.

In Coin. of the W. ; debate on the provisions of
B. : Mr. Abbott, 483-4-5-Mr. Power,
484-5-6-Mr. Prowse, 484-Mr. Kaulbach,
486, 488-Mr. Howlan, 486-Mr. Almon,
488 ; Amt. to Ist cl. m. (Mr. Almon), sub-
stituting lien on vessel for confiscation,
489 ; debate thereon : Mr. Kaulbach,
489-Mr. Power, 489, 490-Mr. Abbott,
489, 490-Mr. Almon, 490-Mr. Prowse,
490. Aint. lost on division, 491. Progress
reported (Mr. O'Donohoe), 491.

Again in Com. of the W. ; on lst cl., remarks
as to conviction and appeal : Messrs.
Power, .Abbott, 504. On 2nd cl. (moiety
to prosecutor), remarks as to fishery
officers :-Mr. Power, 504, 506-Mr.
Abbott, 504-5--Mr. Kaulbach, 504, 506-
Mr. Miller, 505-6-Mr. Almon, 505-Mr.
Read (Quinté), 506. B. reported (Mr.
O'Donohoe), without Aint., 506.

3rd R. ni. (Mr. Abbott), 507. Amt. m. (Mr.
Power) to substitute lien on vessel for
confiscation, 507 ; debate : Mr. Howlan,
507-8-Mr. Allan, 508-Mr. McClelan,
508-Mr. Kaulbach, 508-Mr. O'Donohoe,
509--Mr. McCallun, 509-Mr. Dever,
510-Mr. Power, 510-Mr. Flint, 510-
Mr. Vidal, 511. Amt. rejected (C. 10,
N.-C.,44),511. B. 3rdR.,511.

Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 43.)

Fisheries Development Act Amt ; fish-
ing bounties, amount increased to
$160,000, &c.; B. (152).-Mr. Abbott.

Ist R.*, 414.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott). and agreed to, 435.
M. into Com. of the W. (Mr. Abbott), 438;

reinarks: Mr. Miller, 438-Messrs. Dever,
Miller, Kaulbach, Reesor, 439; M. agreed
to, 439.

1891] W"4



Il.-INDEX TO SUBJECTS.

Fisheries, bounties B.-Continued,
In Com. of the W.; M. (Mr. Abbott) to add

6th cl. (regulations, verification of bounty
claims upon oath), 440; remarks: Messrs.
Power, Kaulbach, 440; el. agreed to, and
B. reported (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington)
with Amt.', 440; Ami. concurred in, 440.

3rd R.*, 445.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vic., Cap. 42.)

FISHERIEs, NFLD. : TREATY WITH U.S., &C.
In debate on the modiu. viendi B. ; remarks:

Mr. Power, 52, 56; Mr. Abbott, 53, 55--6;
Mr. Scott, 53, 55-6; Mr. Kaulbach, 54.

FISHERY RIGHTS ON FORESHORES. See "Fore-
shores, transfer to Provincial Govts." B.,
debate.

FISHER)ý, SEAL. See "Behring Sea."
Fishing Boats, compass fog-horns and

provisions for; B. (à).-Mr. Powcer.
lst R.*, 61.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Power), 101 ; debate: Mr.

Kaulbach, 101-2-Mr. Power, 102; M.
agreed to, 102.

3rd R.*, 102.
FISHINo BOATS (U.S.) SEIZED AT EASTPORT.

In debate on Fisheries Act Amt. B., 459, 462.
Fishing Vessels, U.S. (modus vivendi) B.

(1O). -Mr. Abbott.
1lst R.4*, 40.
2nd R. to-morrow, order for, m. (Mr. Abbott),

40-1; objection, for want of notice (Mr.
Power), 40-1 ; remarks (Messrs. Miller and
Vidal), 41 ; M. agreed to, 41.

m. (Mr. Abbott), 48, 50-1-2; debate
(Mr. Power), 48, 50, 52; (Mr. Paquet), 50;
(Mr. Kaulbach), 50; (Mr. Scott), 52; M.
agreed to, 52.

Further stages, leave for, asked (Mr. Abbott),
52; further information, in such case, re-
quested (Mr. Power), 52.

In Co. of the W ;-on 2nd cl., debate : Mr.
Power, 52, 56-7-Mr. Albbott, 52-3, 55-6-
7-Mr. Scott, 53-4-5-6-7-Mr. Kaulbach,
54.

Reported from Com., without Amt. (Mr. Bots-
ford), 57.

Suspension of 41st Rule, and
3rd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 57. Objection. with-

out further information (Mr. Power), 57;
objection not pressed ; M. agreed to, and
Bill passed, 57.

Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vic., Cap. 4.)

FOREIGN TREATIES. See "Colonies and Foreign
Treaties."

Foreshores, transfer to Provincial Govts.;
B. (111).-Mr. Abbott.

Ist R.*, 663.
Suspension of 41st Rule, and
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 663 ; debate : Messrs.

Kaulbach, Dever, Power, McCallum,
Abbott, 664-Messrs. McCallum, Kaul-
bach, Power, Dever, Abbott, 665. M.
agreed to, 665.

In Coin. of the W., and reported (Mr. Allan)
without Amt*, 665.

3rd R.*, 665.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 7.)

FORGED ENDORSEMENTS UPON CHEQUES. See the
debate upon "Bills of Exchange Act Amt.
B."

FRANCE, NFLD. FISHERY DIFFICULTY.
In debate on U.S. modus vivendi B. ; remarks

(Mr. Abbott), 56.

Franchise Act further Amt • voters re-
quired to be British subjecte; ex-
tension of time for Lists, &c.; B.
(145).-Mr. Abbott.

1st R.*, 268.
M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. to-morrow, 268;

agreed to, 269.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott) 281; inqy. (Mr.

Scott) 281 ; reply (Mr. Abbott), 282. M.
agreed to, 282.

41st Rule, suspension m. (Mr. Abbott), and
agreed to*, 282.

In Com. of the W., and reported* (Mr. Clemow)
with an Amt., which agreed to*, 282.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Abbott) ; renarks (Mr. Power),
as to postponement of operation, and replies
(Mr. Abbott), 282; M. agreed to, 282.

Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vie., Cap. 18.)
See alxo " Dominion Elections Act Amt." B.

FRAUDS UPON THE GOVT., B. See " Governient."

Fraudulent Marking, restraint of ; (white
lead-Govt. may add other articles
to schedule); penalty; B. (140).-Mr.
Abbott.

Ist R.*, 432.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 442; debate: Mr.

Power, 442-Mr. Ogilvie, 443-Mr. Mc-
Clelan, 443-Mr. Dever, 443-4-Mr. Kaul-
bach, 444 ; M. agreed to, 445.

In Coin. of the W., and reported (Mr. Masson)
without Ant.*, 466. 3rd R. to-morrow,
m. (Mr. Abbott), 466 ; agreed to, 466.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 467 ; agreed to, 467.
Assent. 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 32.)

FREE ENTRIES. See " Customs."
FRENCH LANGUAGE IN MANITOBA.

M. (Mr. Girar) for documents before Privy
Council, 42 ; discussed : Mr. Macdonald,
B.C., Mr. Abbott, Mr. Scott, 43; M.
agreed to, 43.

- IN N.W. See "N.W.T. Acts Amt." B.
PRINTING OF REPORTS IN.

Inqy. (Mr. Bellerose) as to Experimental Farm
Reports, 100; reply (Mr. Carling), 100-1.

(See also " Printing Com. Report," discussion
on).

GENERAL INSPECTION ACT. See "Inspection."
GEORGIAN BAY Ry. See " Chatsworth, Georgian

Bay and L. Huron Ry."

GLASS INSURANCE CO. B. See "Steam-boiler and
Plate-glass Insurance Co."

GLENCOE BRANCH RY. See "Grand Trunk."
GOOD SHEPIIERD REFORMATORY. See " Nova

Scotia."

Government, frauda upon the; bribes
and commissions to officiais; penal-
ties; B. (U).-Mr. Abbott.

1st R.*, 542.
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2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 563 ; debate : Mr.
Bellerose, 564-Mr. Gowan, 565--Mr.
Allan, 566-Mr. Scott, 567-Mr. Abbott,
567-8; Mr. Power, 568-Mr. McCallum,
568-Mr. Kaulbach, 568; M. agreed to,
569.

In Coi. of the W.; on lst el., M. (Mr.
Abbott) to amd. and remodel sub-sec. f.
(extending the list of offences), 580;
inquies. (Messrs. Scott, DeBoucherville),
and replies (Mr. Abbott), and M. agreed
to, 580.

Sub-sec. h. ; Amt. m. (Mr. Abbott) modifying
it (as to receiving permissible gifts), and
M. agreed to, 580.

Sub-sec. g. ; M. (Mr. Abbott) for its addition
(as to making permissible gifts), 580;
suggestion (Mr. Dickey) to ainend as to
periods, 580-1 ; Amt. accepted and nt.
(Mr. Abbott) and sub-sec. so adopted, 581.

Further inquies. (Mr. Reesor-as to whom B. is
applicable), (Mr. Dickey-as to conflict
with existing legislation), and replies (Mr.
Abbott), 581.

B. reported (Mr. Vidal), wîth Amts., 581.
Concurrence in Report of Com. m. (Mr.

Abbott), and agreed to*, 586.
3rd R.*, 586.
Amt. of H. of C. (contractors subscribing to

election funds), concurrence m. (Mr.
Abbott), 670; agreed to, 671.

Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Chap. 23.)

GOVT. SERVICE, MS. AND INQUIES. §eI "Civil
Service." -

GOVT. FARM. See "Farm."

GOVT. HARBOURS AND PIERS ACT AMT. See "Har-
bours and Piers B."

GOVT. RAir.wAYS. See " Railways."
GRAIN, "COMMERCIAL GRADE." See " Inspection."

WEIGHERS OF. See "Weighers."
GRAND JURY SYSTEM, ABOLITION OF.

M. (Mr. Gowan) for correspondence of Govt.,
as to expediency of, 104; remarks: Messrs.
Kaulbach, Botsford, -Abbott, 106; M.
agreed to, 106.

GRAND NARROwS BRIDGE, COST OF.
Inqy. (Mr. Wark), reply (Mr. Abbott), 471.

Grand Trunk Railway, Glencoe Branch ;
construction; B. (36).-Mr. Vidai.

Ist R.*, 106.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Vidal), and agreed to, 133.
3rd R.*, 165.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vici., Cap. 69.)

- Bills affecting. See also
Chatsworth, Georgian Bay, &c., Ry. B. (N).
Great Eastern Ry. B. (124).
Montreal and Atlantic Ry. B. (29).
Peterborough and Sault St. Marie Ry. B. (72).

GRATUITY TO WIDOW OF AN OFFICIAL. See "Adam-
son."

GRAVES, DESECRATION OF. See " Body-snatching."
GREAT BRITAIN AND COLONIES, TRADE. ïSee "Col-

onies."
AND FOREIGN TREATIES. See "Colonies

and Foreign Treaties."

GREAT BRITAIN, CATTLE TRADE WITH. See "Live
Stock."

DUTIES ON IMPORTS FROM. See " Colonies
and G. B., Trade Relations."

Great Eastern Ry. Co. Incorp. Act Amt.;
Line and Branch Line ; separate
issues of Bonds; agreement with
.0. P. R.. Delaware and Hudson
Canal Co. or G. T. R.; time for con-
struction, &c.; B. (124).-Mr. De
Boucherville.

1st R.*, 265.
2nd R.*, 268.
3rd R.*, 346.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 98.)

GREAT EASTERN RY., Subsidy. See " Railways,
Subsidies to," B. (175).

GREAT MACKENZIE BASIN. See "Mackenzie."
GREAT NORTHERN Ry., Subsidy. See "Railways,

Subsidies to," B. (175).
Great North-West Central Ry. Co.'s Act;

clerical error corrected; B. (162).-
Mr. Ciemow.

Ist R.*, 512.
2nd R.*, 523.
Reported (Mr. Vidal) from Ry. Com. without

A mt.*, 534.
3rd R. m. (Mr. Clemow), 534; inquies. (Mr.

Abbott), replies (Mr. Clemow), 534; M.
agreed to, 534.

Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 80.)

- OPERATION OF LINE.
Inqy. (Mr. Boulton) as to date, 582; remarks:

Messrs. Kaulbach, Clemow, 583; reply
(Mr. Abbott), 583.

Further inqy. (Mr. Boulton), and reply (Mr.
Abbott), 601.

Great West Life Assurance Co. Incorp.
B. (48).-Mr. Girard.

Ist R.*, 164.
2nd R. (m. by Mr. Perley)*, 268.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. McKindsey)*, 316.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 115.)

Guelph Junction Ry. Co lease to C. P.
R., and extension of time for con-
struction; B. (66).-Mr. Mac innes, Bur-
lington.

Ist R.*, 164
2nd R.*, 191.
3rd R.*, 202.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 73.)

GUELPH JUNCTIoN Ry., B. affecting. See also
" Berlin and C. P. R. Junction Ry."

GUNPOWDER, carrying of. See " Ships, SafetT of,"'
HALIFAX, REFORMATORY. Se " Nova Scotia.'
Harbours and Piers (Govt.) Act Amt.;

liability respectively of Vessel and
Cargo for Wharfage dues; B. (116).-
Mr. Abbott.

lst R.*, 295.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 306; agreed to 306.
3rd R.*, 413.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 52.)

"HAZEL DELL," CAPT. RYDER, OF THE.
Inqy. (Mr. Boulton) as to Capt. Ryder's arrest

in Nfld., 295; reply (Mr. Abbott), 297.
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HOcIS, U.S. QUARANTINE OF.
Ingy. (Mr. Reesor) as to steps taken by Govt.,

82; remark (Mr. Kaulbach), replies (Mr.
Abbott), 82.

HOUSE OF COMMONS. See " Mileage."
- - " Parlianent, Disqualification."

HUDSON BAY RAILwAY.

M. (Mr. Boulton) to ask Imperial aid, withdn.,
103. See al.xo:
" Wininipeg and Hudson Bay Ry. B."

IMMIGRATION, CONVICT, FROM DENMARK.
Attention called (Mr. Boulton) to Montreal

Gazette article, 241 ; reply (Mr. Abbott),
241.

IMPERIAL FEDERATION, M. See " Colonies.
[MPORTS, QUESTIONS RESPECTING. See " Exports

and Iniports."
Ste also " Customs Act Amt."

"Colonies, Trade Relations."
"Live Stock Shipping Act."
"U. S., Reciprocity with."

INCORPORATED CONSTRUCTION CO. OF CANADA, B.
See "Construction Co."

INDEMNITY, SESSIONAL, AMOUNT OF.
In debate on Supply B. : Mr. Power, 667-8-

Mr. Poirier, 668-Mr. Flint, 668 -Mr.
Abbott, 669.

INDEPENDENCE OF PARLIAMENT. See " Parliainent."

Indian Act, further Amt.; fine for tres-
passing on Reserves; lease of fish-
ingprivileges,&c.; B. (144).-Mr. Abbott.

Ist R.*, 414.
2nd R.*, 435.
In Coin. of the W. ; on Ist and. 2nd els. (fine

for trespassing on reserve), remarks : Mr.
Macdonald (B.C.), 464-Messrs. Abbott,
Power, Perley, Kaulbach, 465 ; cl. agreed
to, 465. Inqy. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) as
to fishing leases iii N. W., and reply (Mr.
Abbott), 465. B. reported (Mr. Prowse)
without Aint., 465.

On order for 3rd R., M. (Mr. Abbott) to re-
commit, for Aint. (reduction of penalties
for trespass), 466 ; remarks : Messrs. Mac-
donald (B.C.), Kaulbach, Abbott, 466 ; M.
agreed to, 466. B. reported (Mr. Prowse)
with Amts. ; concurred in, 466.

3rd R.*, 466.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vic., Cap. 30.)

INDIAN LANDS, ONT. (NEw TERRITORY), SETTLE-
MENT B. See "Ontario."

INDIAN TREATIES, N.W.T.
On Mr. Girard's m. for statement of receipts

and expenditures, debate : Mr. Girard,
80-2-Messrs. Boulton, Scott, McInines
(B.C.), and Abbott, 82.

INDIANS, SELLING LIQUOR TO. Discussed on above
motion. See also debate on " N.W.T. Acts

Amt. B."
INSTRUCTION OF.

Remarks (Mr. Girard) on his M. for adoption
of Report of Select Com. on Mackenzie
Basin, 154.

-- SCHOOLS FOR, iN N.W. TERRITORIES.
Inqy. (Mr. Girard) as to continuance of granti

to, 202; reply (Mr. Abbott), 203.

Inland Revenue Act Amt.; chemical
stills; duty on spirits; compound-
ers' licenses; duties on imitation
beers, malt, whiskey, tobacco and
its products, &c.; B. (116).-Mr. Abbott.

lat R.*, 534.
2nd R. ?n. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 542.
3rd R.*, 563.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 46.)

INQUIRIES, POINTS OF ORDER UPON. Seý " Order
and Procedure."

Inspection Act, General, Amt.; "Com-
mercial Grade" for inferior grain
sanctioned; B. (S.)-Mr. Abboct.

Introduced (Mr. Abbott), and lst R., 414.
2nd R.*, 435.
3rd R.*, 437.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 48.)

INSPECTION OF OIL. See '' Petroleumn Inspection
Act."

Inspection of Ships Act; appointment of
Inspectors ; powers ; penalty for
obstruction ; detention of unsea-
worthy ships ; penalty for evasion ;
seizure and sale, &c.; B. (149).-Mr.
Abbott.

Ist R.*, 534.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 539.
In Con. of the W., and reported (Mr. Dickey)

without Amt.*, 562.
3rd P4 m. (Mr. Abbott), 562 ; renarks on Ilth

and 12th els. (penalties and prosecutions):
Mr. Power, 562-3-Mr. Abbott, 563 ; M.
agreed to, 563.

Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 37.)

INSPECTION OF STEAMBOATS. See " Steamnboat In-
spection Act Amt."

INSURANCE, STEAM BoILER AND PLATE GLASS. See
" Steam Boiler and Plate Glass Ins. Co. B."

Intercolonial Railway; all Govt. lines in
Que., N. B.. and N. S. declared pait
of; B. (105).-Mr. Abbott.

Ist R.*, 295.
2nd R. n. (Mr. Abbott), 303; M. agreed to, 304.
3rd R.*, 346.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 50.)

- INTENTION OF GOVT. as to disposal of
I.C.R. ; or of taking over any private lines
as part of.

Inqy. (Mr. Power), 283-84-85, 287 8-9, 290;
remarks: Mr. Boulton, 284-Mr. Howlan,
284-Mr. Kaulbach, 284, 288-9, 290-
Mr. Smith, 285-Mr. Almon, 288-Mr.
Wark, 290-Mr. Dever, 291 ; reply (Mr.
Abbott), 292; further remarks: Messrs.
Power, Snowball, 292.
- N. S. BRANCHES, length and cost.

Inqy. (Mr. Wark) as to Pictou Town Branch;
Oxford and N. Glasgow line; C. B. line;
Gr. Narrows Bridge, 471 ; reply (Mr.
Abbott), 471.

-- See also the debate on: "Carleton
Branch Ry., St. John, " B.-pp. 513-517;
" C. P.R. North Shore Branch," B.--pp.
598-601.
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INTERCOLONIAL TRADE RELATIONS, M. See " Col-
onies.

Inverness and Victoria Ry. and Mining
Co. Incorp. B. (186).-Mr. Amon.

Ist R.*, 268.
2nd R. n. (Mr. Almon), 293; postponenent

requested (Mr. Miller), 293; remarks:
Mr. Almon, 293-4-5-Mr. Miller, 293-4-5
-Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 293-4-Mr..Power,
293-Mr. Kaulbach, 294-Mr. Dever, 294
-Mr.McDonald, (C.B.), 294-Mr. Ab-
bott, 295 ; Order discharged, 295.

2nd R. again m. (Mr. Almon), 416; Amt. in.
(Mr. Miller), for 6 months' hoist, 417-423;
debate: Mr. Mclnnes (B. C.), 420,424-5-
6-7-8--Mr. Vidal, 423-4, 426-7-8-Mr.
Miller, 424-5, 427-8-9-Mr. NcDonald (C.
B.), 426-7-8-Mr. Scott, 427-8-Mr. Allan,
428-Mr. Almon, 429-Mr. Poirier, 429-
Mr. Kaulbach, 429, 430--Mr. O'Donohoe,
430-Mr. Dever, 430; Amt. lost (C. 23,
N. -C. 27), 431 ; M. agreed to on a divn.,
and B. 2nd R., 431.

Ry. Com., report of, for rejection of B., pre:
sented (Mr. Read) ; concurrence m. (Mr.
Read), and agreed to*, 465.

JAMA4ICA. EXHIBITION, REPORT OF.
Printing of 12,000 copies; adoption of Print-

ing Com.'s Report (on M. of Mr. Read),
207.

JOURNALs, FRENCH, omission in.
2nd Report of Printing Com. onitted ; re-

marks: Mr. Bellerose, 109-Mr. Miller,
117.

JUDGES, ADMIRALTY, Bs. See " Admiralty.
- COUNTY COURT, B. See " Justice, Ad-
ministration of."
- PROVINCIAL COURTS, B. See " Ad-
miralty."
- SALARIES, INADEQUACY OF.

Inqy. (Mr. Dickey) as to Govt.'s intention to
remedy, 603; renarks: Mr. Kaulbach,
604-Mr. Scott, 605-Mr. Allan, 605-
Mr. Power, 606-7-Mr. Wark, 607-Mr.
Dever, 607-8-9-Mr. Dickey, 608-Mr.
Almon, 608-Mr. Allan, 608-Mr. Poirier,
608-9; reply (Mr. Abbott), 607, 609.

- SALARIES (ADMIRALTY). See "A dmir-
alty Judges, scale of Salaries," B.

JURY SYSTEM. See " Grand Jury."

Justice, Administration of; B. extending
jurisdiction of County Ct. Judges;
empowering retired Judges to act;
Provincial commissions of Assize;
fees in Provincial courts; B. (14).-Mr.
Abbott.

1st R.*, 106.
2nd R. rn. (Mr. Abbott), 133; remarks (Mr.

Kaulbach), 134.
In Com. of the W. ; on 2nd cl. (County Court

judges acting in other districts) ; debate:
Mr. Power, 160-1-Mr. Gowan, 160-1;
Mr. Abbott, 160-Mr. Scott, 161 ; Mr.
Miller, 161. Bill reported (Mr. Masson)
without Amt., 161.

3rd·R. m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to*, 161.
Assent, 223.
(54.55 Vict., Cap. 28.)

JUSTICE, CRIMINAL CODE, deferred.
Remnarks of the Premier, on 3rd R. of Supply,

B., 669.
See also :

"Admiralty Act, 1891."
"Adniralty Judges' Salaries B."
"Divorce Court B. "-and, as to Parliament

leaving settlement of alimony and custody
of children to the courts, See "Ellis,
Mahala, Divorce B."

"Exchequer Court Act Amt. B."
"Grand Jury System."
"Judges' Salaries, Inadequacy of." (Inqy., Mr.

Dickey).
"N. S. Reformatory, Good Shepherd's."
"Supreme Court Act Amt. B."

KEEWATIN.

CHURCH ORNAMENTs, FREE ENTRY OF.
Inqy. (Mr. Girard) as to intention of Govt.,

74 ; reply (Mr. Abbott), 74.
DEVELOPMENT OF THE COUNTRY.

M. (Mr. Girard) for statement of receipts and
expenditures, 80-1 ; remarks: Messrs.
Boulton, Scott, McInnes, Abbott, 82; M.
agreed to, 82.

INDIAN TREATIES, discussed on above motion.
LIQUOR TRAFFIc (10 do
See also " N. W. T. Acts Amt. B." " N. W.

T. Representation Acts Amt. B."
KiCsTON AND PEMBROKE RY.; Bs. affecting. See

" Kingston and Pontiac Ry."
"Kingston, Smith's Falls and Ottawa Ry."

Kingston and Pontiac Ry. Co. Incorp. B.
(89).-Mr. McCalJum.

Ist R.*, 201.
2nd R.*, 222
3rd R.*, 228.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 66).

Kingston, Smith's Falls and Ottawa Ry.
Co.; time extended; amount of pre-
ferencebondsincreased ; agreement
with other Cos.; B. (94).-Mr. Sullivan.

ist R.*, 201.
2nd R.*, 222.
3rd R.*, 229.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 95.)

Subsidy. See " Railways, Subsidies to,"
B. (175).

Lake Erie and Detroit River Ry. Oo.;
change of name; extension to Sim-
coe ; agreement with present L. Erie
and Detroit R. Ry. Co.; B. (60).-Mr.
Allan.

1st R.*, 192.
On Order for 2nd R., M. (Mr. Allan) to refer

to Com. on Standing Orders, 208 ; debate,
as to Bs. being presented without Peti-
tions: Messrs. Miller and Kaulbach, 208--
Mr. Allan, 209; M. agreed to, 209.

2nd R.*, 228.
3rd R.*, 238.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 88.)
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LAKE HURON Ry. See " Chatsworth, Georgian
Bay and L. Huron Ry."

LAKE TEMISCAMINGUE Ry. B. See "Témisca-
mingue."

LAND GRANTS, N. W. CAMPAIGN. See " Militia."
- TO RAILWAYS. " See " RailwaVs."

LANDS ACT, DoINIoN, B. See " Dom. Lands Act."
LANDS (SHORE), TRANSFER TO PROVINCIAL GOVTS.

See " Foreshores, Transfer," B.
LANGEVIN,SiR HECTOR. See "Ministerial explan-

ations."

LEAD, WHITE, MARKING OF CASES. See " Fraudu-
lent Marking, Restraint of," B.

LEGISLATION ACCOMPLISHED DURING SESSION.
Remarks of the Premier in reply to Mr. Power

(on Dom. Lands Act. Amt. B.), 668; on
M. 3rd R. of Supply B., 669; Criminal
Code deferred until next Session, 669.

LEGISLATION, SENATE. See " Order and Procedure."
LIBRARY COMMITTEE, REPORT OF.

Tst Report of Joint Com. presented (the
Speaker), 106; remarks on supply of Bour-
inot's and Todd's works (Mr. Scott), 107 ;
postponement of consideration m. (Mr.
Abbott), and agreed to, 107. Further
postponement m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed
to, 168, 586. Further postponement n.
(Mr. Abbott), remark (Mr. Power), inqy.
(Mr. Scott), replies (Mr. Abbott), and M.
agreed to, 651.

LIQUOR TRAFFIC. See " Prohibition."

LIVE STOCK, BONDING OF. See " Custons Act
Aint."

- FREIGHT RATES TO ENGLAND.
Inqy. (Mr. Reesor), reply (Mr. Abbott), 602;

remarks: Mr. Kaulbach, 602-Messrs.
Read, Reesor, 603.
IMPORTLD, SLAUG.HTERING. See debate

on " Live Stock Shipping Act."
QUARANTINE OF, IN U. S.

Inqy. (Mr. Reesor) as to the steps taken by
Govt., 82 ; remarks, (Mr. Kaulbach)
replies, (Mr. Abbott), 82.

Live Stock Shipping Act; re gulations,
inspection, penalties, &c.; B. (164).-
Mr. Abbott.

Ist R.*, 466.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 497 ; remarks (re-

specting also slaughtering in Canada of
imported cattle): Mr. Power, 498-Mr.
Kaulbach, 498-Mr. Scott, 499, 500-Mr.
Abbott, 498, 500; M. agreed to, 500.

In Com. of the W.; on 3rd ci. (Govt. regula-
tions); debate (respecting also trade rela-
tions with Englandl and U.S., and slaugh-
tering of American cattle in Canada): Mr.
Read (Quinté), 517-Mr. Boulton, 519,
522-Mr. Reesor, 520-1-2; Mr. Kaulbach,
521-2-Mr. Abbott, 522; cl. adopted, 522.

On 7th cl. (violation a misdemeanour) ; remarks:
Mr. Vidal, 522-Mr. Abbott, 523 ; cl.
agreed to, 523. B. reported (Mr. Murphy)
without Amt., 523.

On order for 3rd R. ; Amt. m. (Mr. Abbott)
for addition to 7th cl. (penalty on the
ship), and agreed to, 526.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 526; debate: Mr.
Read (remarks on slaughtering imported
cattle in Canada, and precautions against
cattle diseases), 527-8-9, 534-Mr. Reesor
(remarks also on duty on corn), 531-2-
Mr. Kaulbach, 531-Mr. Abbott (replies),
528, 531-2, 534; M. agreed to, 534.

Correction of statement of Mr. Reesor (see p.
521); Mr. Kaulbach, 535 ; Mr. Rcesor,
536, 542-3 ; Mr. Kaulbach, 542-3.

Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 36.)

LOAD LINES. See " Deck and Load Lines" B.

LoGs, ExPORT DUTY ON.
Inqy. (Mr. Flint) intention of Govt. to re-im-

pose, 203; remarks (Messrs. Kaulbach
and Scott), 205; reply (Mr. Abbott), 205.

London and Canadian Loan and Agency
Co. (Limited) Act, 1891 ; issue of de-
benture stock authorized; B. (27).
-Mr. McKindsey.

Ist R.*, 123.
2nd R.*, 162.
3rd R.*, 176.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 114.)

London Life Insurance Co. Act Amt.;
rates of prem Ium ; investments;
branches allowed; stock calls;
classes of insurance, &c.; B. (135).-
Mr. McKindsey.

lst R.*, 268.
2nd R.*, 300.
3rd R.*, 316.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 117.)

McKay Milling Go. Incorp. B. (24).-Mr.
clemow.

1st R.*, 123.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Clemow), and agreed to, 163.
M. (Mr. Clemow) to refer to Banking and

Commerce Com., 163 ; remarks as to pro-
per Com. for reference (Messrs. Scott and
Miller), 163 ; M. agreed to, 163.

3rd R.>, 176.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 125.)

MACDONALD, THE RT. HON. SIR JOHN A.
Dangerous illness of, annonnced (Mr. Abbott),

61 ; inqy. (Mr. Miller) , reply (Mr. Ab-
bott), 61.

Death of, announced (Mr. Abbott), 83. Eulo-
gium: Mr. Scott, 84-Mr. Tassé, 85.

Adjt. in., and arrangements for State funeral
announced (Mr. Abbott), 84-5-6 ; remarks :
Messrs. Scott, Almon, Kaulbach, Power,
Abbott, 86 ; M. agreed to, 86.

MACKENZIE BASIN, DEVELOPMENT OF.
M. (Mr. Girard) for Govt. instructions and re-

ports, 58; remarks (Mr. Abbott), 59;
agreed to, 60.

M. (Mr. Girard) for statement of receipts and
expenditure, 80-2; remarks: Messrs.
Boulton, Scott, Mclnnes, Abbott, 82; M.
agreed to, 82.
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MACKENZIE. BASIN, DEVELOPMENT OF.-Con,
M. (Mr. Girard) for Select Com., 98 ; re

Messrs. Kaulbach, Wark, Girard, A
suggesting change in personnel, 1
and. accordingly and agreed to, 10

Report of Select. Coin. ; adoption n
Girard), 153; agreed to, 154.

Report of Select Coni., Printing ol
copies ; adoption of Printing Com.'s
M. of Mr. Read), 207.

Statistics furnished by Factor Macfarla
(Mr. Girard) to add to Senate doc
for printing, 415 ; M. agreed to, 4
CHiURcH ORNAMENTS, FREE ENTRY

Inqy.. (Mr. Girard) as to intention of Go,
reply (Mr. Abbott), 74.
INDIAN TREATIES, diseussed oî

Girard's motion for statement of receil
LIQUoR TRAFFIC, diseussed on ab(

tion.
- -SCHOOL QUESTIONS, &c. See also "N.

Macleod Irrigation Co. Incorp. B.
Mr. Lougheed.

Ist R.*, 240.
2nd R.*, 264.
Reported (Mr. Vidal) from Com. on Ry

with slight Ant., 301 ; concurre
(Mr. Vidal), and agreed to, 301.

3rd R. (m. by Mr. McMillan)*, 301.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 109.)

MANITOBA.
CHURCH ORNAMENTS, FREE ENTRY OF.

Inqy. (Mr. Girard) as to intention of
74 ; reply (Mr. Abbott), 74.

FIRE, PRFSERVATION OF TIMBER FROM.
Inqy. (Mr. Boulton) as to intention of

585 ; reply (Mr. Abbott), 586.
FRENCH LANoUAGE, OFFICIAL USE IN.

M. (Mr. Girard) for documents before
Council, 42 ; discussed : Messrs.
donald, B. C., Abbott, Scott, 4.
agreed to, 43.

Manitoba and Assiniboia Grand,
tion Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (Q).-Mr. B

1st R.*, 104.
2nd R.*, 133.
3rd R.*, 165.
Amts. of H. of C. (increase of bonding p

concurrence m. (Mr. Boulton), 2(
marks: Messrs. Power, Boulton,
bach, 265 ; M. agreed to, 265.

Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 60.)

MANITOBA LIFE ASSURANCE Co. B. See
West Life Assurance Co."

MANITOBA S. W. COLONIZATION Ry. See'
R. Act Amt. B." Land grant. See
ways, Land Subsidies " B. (173).

SEPARATE ScHOoLS, ABOLITION OF.
M. (Mr. Girard) for documents before

Council, 44, 46 ; discussed:
O'Donohoe, Abbott, Power, 46 ; M.
to, 46.

MARITIME CHEMICAL PULP CO. See " Ma
Sulphite Fibre Co." B.

MARITIME COURT, ONT., ABOLITION OF, B
" Admiralty Act, 1891."

ttinued. Maritime Suiphite Ca. (Limited); change
marks: f name; increase af capital stock,
Lbbot- &c.; B. (39).-Mr. Macnnc8, Burliwjton.
00 ; M. lst R.*, 164.
0.2nd R.*, 194.
t. (Mr. 3rd R. (in. by Mr. Allan)*, ±27.

Assent, 286.
,oo (54-55 Vict., Cap. 124.)5,000

Report MARKING 0F CASES (WHITE LEAD, &C.) See
" Fraudulent Marking, Restraint of," B.

ýne. M. Masters' and Mates' Certificates Act
uments Amt.; classificatian, inland waters,
16. minar waters, B.; (12).-Mr. 4bbott.
OF. lot R.*, 295.

vt., 74; 2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 304; remarks: Messrs.
Scott, Milier, Howlan, Kaulbach, Abbott,

i. Mr. 304; M. agreed to, 304.
pts, &c. In Com. of the W. ; on 2nd ci. (3 years'domi-
ve mo- cile in Canada required), renarks Mr.

Power, 412-Messrs. Kaulbach, Miller,
*W.T." Power, 413; ci. agreed to, and B. reported

- 3d(Mr. Bellerose), without Amt., 413.
3dR.*, 413.

Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vie., Cap. 41.)

s., &c., Medicine Hat Ry. and Caal Ca. Act Apt.;
nce m. extension af une and time; B. (25).-

Mr. Lougheed.
1 st R. *, 122.
2nd R.*, 162.
3rd R. *, 201.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 79.)

Govt., MEMBERS' MILEAGE. See "Mileage.
MESSEN<GERS' SALARIES.

On Rep. of Conting. Com., inqy. (Mr. De
Govt., Boucherville), 31; remarks: (Mr. Read),31-Mr. Miller, 31 -Mr. Abbott, 32.

MICHIGAN TUNNEL B. See "Canada and Midi."
Privy Mfleage.ai Members anly payable fram
Mac- residence in Canada; B. (43).-Mr.

3 ; M. Power.
1st R. *, 144.

ln- 2nd R. m. (Mr. Power), 166-7 ; debate : Mr.Junc- Abbott, 166-Mr. Miller, 166-Mr. How-
oulton.an, 167-Mr. M nnes (B.C.) 167; M.

agreed to, 167.
I Com. of the W. ; Anit. m. (Mr. Power),

ower), mileage from one point in Canada to an-
5; re- other b any direct route, 206; debate:
Kaul- Mr. Via, 206-Mr. Power, 206-7-Mr.Kaul- Miller, 206-7-Mr. DeBoucherville, 206-

Mr. Dever, 206--Mr. Abbott, 206-7; Amt.
agreed to, 207. Reported (Mr. McClelan)
from Com., with Anit. ; concurred in*<, 207.Great 3rd R.*, 211.

Assent, 286.
'C. P. (54-55 Vict., Cap. 21.)
"Rail- Militia in N.-W. Campaign land grants

ar scrip; pravisians a?' Act extend-
Privy ed; B. (l59).-Mr. Abbott.
essrs. t R., 467.

agreed 'Qnd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 512.In Com. of the W.; inqy. (Mr. Power), stock

(Mr. Abbott) as to scope of B., 526. R e.3rd orted (Mr. Howlan) without Amt., 526.

L >See Asent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 13.)
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MILL REFUSE, THROWING iNTo RIVERS. See " Nav-
igable Waters," B.

MINISTERIAL EXPL.ANATIONS.
Ingy. (Mr. Power) at opening of Session, 21;

reply (Mr. Abbott), 86.
Inqy. (Mr. Scott) on the death of the Premier,

86; reply (Mr. Abbott) 86.
Announcement of new Cabinet-(Mr. Abbott),

89; remarks: Mr. Scott, 89, 90-Mr.
Miller, 89, 90-Mr. Power, 89, 91-Mr.
Allan, 93-Mr. Bellerose, 94-Mr. Mac-
donald (B.C.,) 94-Mr. Howlan, 94-Mr.
Boyd, 95--Mr. Ross, 95-Mr. Boulton,
95-Mi. Kaulbach, 96-Mr. Abbott, 90,96.

Ingy. (Mr. Scott), and reply (Mr. Abbott), as
to the Portfolio of Public Works, 432.

lInqy. (Mr. O'Donohoe), reply (Mr. Abbott),
respecting Sir Hector Langevin's resig-
nation, 539.

Announcement (Mr. Abbott), Sir H. Langevin's
resignation accepted, 562.

MINT, CANADIAN, ESTABLISHMENT OF.
M. for Select Com., withdrawn (Mr. McInnes,

B.C.), 67.
MINUTES OF THE SENATE.

Petitions received, not all entered ; remarks,
on M. for adjt. (Messrs. Power, Clemow,
Miller), 60.

Delay in printing; remarks, on 2nd R. of
Citizen's Insurance B. (Messrs. Power,
Kaulbach, Abbott), 73.

attention called to (Messrs. Miller and
Kaulbach), 192.

MODUS VIVENDI B. See " Fishing."
Montreal and Atlantic Ry. Co. Incorp. B.

(29).-Mr. Scott.
Ist R.*, 223.
2nd R., m (Mr. Scott), 227; remarks : Messrs.

Power and Scott, 227; M. agreed to, 227.
Amts. of Ry.Com., concurrence 2n. (Mr. Scott)

and agreed to, 300.
3rd R. m. (Mr. Scott), 316; Amt. m. (Mr.

Power) to add cl. (rights of South Eastern
Ry. bondholders), 318, 320-1 ; debate :
Mr. Scott, 320-1, 326-7-8-9, 331-2-3, 335-6,
338, 341-Mr. Power, 323-4, 326, 328-9,
333, 339, 341-Mr. Boulton, 322-3-Mr.
Vidal, 324-Mr. Snowball, 325-6-7-8-9,
330-1-2, 335-Mr. Ross, 329-Mr. Kaul-
bach, 330-1-Mr. Abb->tt, 333, 335-Mr.
O'Donohoe, 335-6, 338-9, 340-1-Mr. Per-
ley, 339-Mr. Dever, 340-Mr. Clemow,
340-1. Amt. lost-(C. 10, N.-C. 41), 342.

Ref. to Com. of W., to reduce bonding power
to $12,500 a mile, m. (Mr. Scott) and
agreed to, 342.

In Com., debate on the above: Mr. Ross, 342
3-Mr. Scott, 342-3-Mr. Power, 343; B.
reported (Mr. Pelletier) with Amt., 343;
AmÉ. concurred in, 343.

3rd R.*, 343.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 68.)

Montreal and Ottawa Ry. Co.; change of
name, extension of time, &c.; B., (65).
-Mr. Tassé.

lst R.*,- 164.
2nd R.*, 191.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. Clemow)*, 202.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 96.)

MONTREAL AND OTTAwA Ry., subsidy. See "Rail-
ways, Subsidies to," B. (175).

MONTREAL AND OTTAWA Ry., B. affecting. See
" Kinsgton, Smith's Falls and Ottawa Ry."

Montreal Bridge Co. Incorp. Act Amt. B.
(121).-Mr. DeBoucherrile.

Ist R.*, 265.
2nd R.*, 268.
3rd. R.*, 346.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict. Cap. 106.)

Montreal Harbour Commissioners' Act,
Amt.,; authority to borrow $1,000,-
000, &c.; B. (95).-Mr. Abbott.

1st R.*, 106.
2nd R. i. (Mr. Abbott), 134 ; ques. (Mr.

Kaulbach), reply (Mr. Abbott), 134; M.
agreed to, 134.

In Com. of the W.; M. (Mr. Aboott), to add
a 5th cl. (authority to borrow$1,000,000),
161-2; questions (Mr. Scott), replies (Mr.
Abbott), 162. B. reported (Mr. Wark)
as amended, 162.

Report of Com., adoption moved (Mr. Abbott),
agreed to*, 192.

3rd R.*, 191.
Assent, 224.
(54-55 Vict., Çap. 53.)

MOTIONS, POINTS OF ORDER upon. See "Order and
Procedure."

NAVIGABLE WATERS, FORESHORE -RIHTS. See
" Foreebores, transfer to Provincial Govts."
B., debate on.

Navigable Waters, sawdust from mills
prohibited; B. (D).-Mr. Clemow.

Ist R.*, 60.
On Order for 2nd R., remarks: Mr. Abbott,

128, 130, 132-Mr. Kaulbach, 128, 131-
Mr. Clemow, 128, 130-l-Mr. Poirier, 129
-Mr. Power, 130-1-2-Mr. Abbott, 130,
132-Mr. McClelan, 131-Mr. Snowball,
132; B. withdrawn, 133.

NETS, PURSE-SEINE, PROHIBITED. See "Fisheries
Act Amt. B."

New Brunswick Ry. Co., consolidated
debentures, St. John and Maine Co.,
and N.B. and Canada Co.; B. (37).-
Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.

lst R.*, 122.
2nd R.*, 135.
3rd R.*, 165.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 99.)

-Ry. Co., Agreement with C. P. R.
ratifled; B. (69).-Mr. MacInnes, Burling-
ton.

Ist R.*, 201.
2nd.R.*, 222.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. Scott)*, 229.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 74.)

RAILwAYS, GOVT., all declared part of
Intercol. See " Intercolonial Ry. B."
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NEWFOUNDLAND : TREATY WITH U. S., &C.
In debate on the Modux Vicendi B. ; remarks:

Mr. Power, 52, 56--Mr. Abbott, 53, 55-6
-Mr. Scott, 53, 55-6--Mr. Kaulbach, 54.

-ARREST OF CAPT. RYDER.
Inqy. (Mr. Boulton), 295; reply (Mr. Abbott),

297.
NEw GLASGOw BRANcH Ry., LENGTH AND COST.

Inqy. (Mr. Wark), reply (Mr. Abbott), 471.
NEW WESTMINSTER SOUTHERN Ry., B. affecting.

See "Bu rrard Inlet and Westminster Valley
Ry."Y

Niagara and Grand Island Bridge Co.,
extension of time; B. (18).-Mr. Clemow.

Ist R.*, 106.
2nd R.*, 133.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. Mclnnes)*, 165.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 105.)

NIAGARA RIVER, BRIDGES, Bs. See "Buffalo and
Fort Erie Bridge," " Ontario and New York
Bridge," " Whirlpool Bridge."

NORTH SHORE BRANCH, C. P. R. See " C. P. R."
NORTH-WEST CENTRAL Ry. See " Great N.-W.

Central."
N.-W. COAL AND NAVIGATION CO. B. See "Alberta

Ry. Act, 1891."
NORTHERN PAcIFIc JUNC. Ry., line connecting

with. See " Peterborough, Sudbury and S.
Ste. Marie Ry. Co. B."

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES.

CHURCH ORNAMENTS, FOR MISSIONS.
Inqy. (Mr. Girard) as to free entry of, 74; re-

ply (Mr. Abbott), 74.
DEVELOPMENT OF THE COUNTRY.

M. (Mr. Girard) for Govt. instructions and
reports, 58 ; remarks (Mr. Abbott), 59;
agreed to, 60.

M. (Mr. Girard) for statement of receipts and
expenditures, 80-2.; remarks : Messrs.
Boulton, Scott, Mclnnes (B.C.), Abbott,
82; M. agreed to, 82.

M. (Mr. Girard) for Select.Com., 98 ; remarks:
Messrs. Kaulbach, Wark, Girard, Abbott
(suggesting change in personnel), 100 ; M.
arnd. accordingly and agreed to, 100.

M. (Mr. Boulton) to ask Imperial aid to Hudson
B. Ry. ; withdrawn, 103.

M. (Mr. Girard) for adoption of report of Select
Coni., 153 ; agreed to, 154.

Report of Select Com., printing of 5,000 copies;
adoption of Printing Com.'s report (on M.
of Mr. Read), 207.
Statistices of Mr. Macfarlane.

M. (Mr. Girard) to add to Senate documents for
printing, 415 ; M. agreed to, 416.

FIRES, PRESERVATION OF TIMBER FROM.
Inqy. (Mr. Boulton), wbether legislation is in-

tended, 585; reply (Mr. Abbott), 586.
FRENCH IANGUAGE, OFFICIAL USE OF.

Remarks on Mr. Girard's M. respecting the Pro-
vincial Act of Manitoba, 42-3.
-- See also debate on "N. -W. T. Acts Amt."

B. (126).
GRAIN, " COMMERCIAL GRADE " SANCTIONED. See

"Inspection Act Amt. B."

North West Territories.-Continued.
GRAINS WEIGHERS OF, APPOINTMENT. See

" Weighers of Grain," B.
INDIAN TREATIES, discussed in debates on " De-

velopment of the Country," M. for Select
Coin., and " N.W.T. Acts Amt." B. (126).

LIQUoR TRAFFIC, discussed in the sane debates.
MILITIA, CAMIAIGN, 1885, LAND SCRIP. See

" Militia."
N. W. T. Acts Amt. ; Legislative As-

sembly, constitution, election, ex-
tended powers, &c. ; legal procedure ;
liquor traffic; roads ; dual language,
&c. ; B. (126).-Mr. Abbott.
Ist R.*, 523.
2nd R. ni. (Mr. Abbo;t), 536; renarks : Mr.

Scott, 536-7-Mr. Abbott, 537--Mr. Ar-
mand, 537-Mr. Bellerose, 538 ; M. agreed
to, 538. .

On order for Con. of the W. ; Amt. m. (Mr.
Bellerose) for instruction to Con., to
anend cl. 18 in favour of permanency of
dual language, 543. Sub-amt. m. (Mr.
Armand) to strike out the entire el., 548.
Debate : Mr. Girard, 548, 552-Mr. Scott,
549, 553-Mr. Abbott, 551-Mr. Bellerose,
551-2-Mr. Casgrain, 552-Mr. Ogilvie,
552-Mr. lowlan, 553-Mr. Tassé, 553.
Sub-Amt. rejected (C. 5, N.-C. 39), 554.
Ant. lost on saine divn., and M. agreed
to, 554.

In Con. of the W.; on 3rd cl. (3 years' Assem-
bly), remark as to period (Mr. Macdonald,
B.C.), 554; reply (Mr. Abbott), 554; cl.
adopted, 554.

On 6th cl. (powers of Assembly), remark
(Mr. Abbott), liquor license in unrepre-
sented districts, 554; cl. adopted, 554;
further on this point (Mr. Girard), and
reply (Mr. Abbott), 555; see, also, 19th
cl., below. On questions of appointment
of territorial officers, functions of mîinistry,
&c., remarks : Mr. Perley, 554, 556-Mr.
Macdonald (B.C.), 555-6-Mr. Girard, 555
-Mr. Power, 555-6--Mr. Abbott, 554-5-6.

On lIth cl. (charge in lieu of indictment,
for criminal procedure), remark (Mr. Kaul-
bach), reply (Mr. Abbott), 555.

On 16th cl. (unlicensed liquor traffic), re-
marks: Messrs. Perley, Power, Abbott,
556 ; cl. agreed to, 556.

On 20th cl. (schedule of electoral districts),
Amt. m. (Mr. Abbott) to sub-secs. 10 and
11 (Moose Jaw), 556 ; remark (Mr. Girard),
reply (Mr. Abbott), and cl. agreed to, 556.
Further remarks on electoral districts
(M4essrs. Abbott, Masson), 557.

On 19th cl. (Assembly's regulation of liquor
traffic), Ant. ni. (Mr. Abbott), restrict-
ing powers to represented districts, 557;
agreed to, 557.

Bill reported (Mr. Gowan), with amendments,

On order for consideration of Amts. ; post-
ponement asked (Mr. Abbott), 563.

Amuts. of Com., adoption m. (Mr. Abbott),
and agreed to, 581.

On order for 3rd R., reference to Con. of
the W. m. (Mr. Abbott) for Amts. as to
numobers of lots; also electoral divisions,
E. Assa., 584: M. agreed to, 584.
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NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES-Contd.
Reported (Mr. Gowan) from Com., with Amts.,

585; concurred in, and B. 3rd R.*, 585.
Assent, 671.
(54- 55 Vict., Cap. 22.)

N. W. T. Acte, further Amt. ; Batoche
electoral district defined; B. (V).-Mr.
Abbott.
1st R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 657 ; agreed to, 658.
Suspension of 41st Rule, and
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 658; remarks:

Messrs. Girard, Read, Bellerose, 658-
Mr. Abbott, 659; M. agreed to, 659.

3rd R.*, 659.

N. W. T. Represeutation Act, further
Amt. ; deposit payable in currency;
B. (148).-Mr. Abbott.
1st R.*, 295.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 343-4; remarks:

Messrs. Scott, McInnes (B.C.), Kaulbach,
Almon, 344-Messrs. McInnes, Vidal, 345.
M. agreed to, 345.

M. (Mr. Abbott) into Com. of the W., 431;
Amt. m. (Mr. Mclnnes, B.C.) for instruc-
tion to Com. to add provisions for voting
by ballot, &c., 431 ; remarks: Messrs.
Kaulbach, Power, 431.

Debate resunied: Mr. Abbott, 435-6--Mr.
Scott, 436-Mr. Mclnnes (B.C.), 436-Mr.
Almon, 437 ; Amt. withdrawn, 437.

In Corn. of the W.,and reported (Mr.Armand)
without Amt.*, 437.

3rd R.*, 437.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 56.)

PUBLIC BUILDINGS, LOCATION oF (EDMONTON).
Inqy. (Mr. Girard), 493 ; remarks : Messrs.

Boulton, McCallum, Kaulbach, 494 ; reply
(Mr. Abbott), 495.

SCHooLS, SEPARATE, IN.
Remarks, on Mr. Girard's M. respecting the

Provincial Act of Manitoba, 44.
GOVT. GRANTS TO.

Inqy. (Mr. Girard), as to continuance of, 202;
reply (Mr. Abbott), 203.

NOTES, CHANGES IN LAw RESPECTINO. See " Bills
of Exchange Act Amt. B."

NOTICES OF M., POINTS OF ORDER UPON. See
" Order and Procedure."

NOVA SOOTIA.
Good Shepherd Reformatory and In-

dustrial Refuge, Halifax; committal
of Female offenders to ; B. (R).-Mr.
Power.

1st R.*, 122.
On order for 2nd R., postponement requested

(Mr. Miller), 163; (Mr. Abbott), 164; ne.
(Mr. Power), after remarks upon nature of
the B., 164 ; agreed to, 164.

On further order for 2nd R., 190 ; objection
(Mr. Miller) B. not distributed in French,
191 ; postponement m. (Mr. Power),'and
agreed to, 191.

2nd R m. (Mr. Power), 194; debate: Mr.
Miller, 194, 196-Mr. Kaulbach, 196-Mr.
Power, 196-7-8, 200-Mr. Macdonald,
(B.C.), 196-Mr. Allan, 197-Mr. Prowse,
197-Mr. Girard, 198-Mr. MeMillan,

NOVA SCOTIA-Contined.
198-Mr. Gowan, 198-Mr. Scott, 199;
M. agreed to, 200.

In Com. of the W. ; on 1st clause (imprison-
nient in reformatory instpad of gaol),
debate: Mr. Gowan, 211-Mr. Power,
211-12; cl. agreed to, 212.

On 2nd cl. (transfer from prisons to reforma-
tory), debate: Mr. Gowan, 212-13-14-Mr.
Macdonald (B.C.), 213-Mr. Power, 213-
14-15-Mr. Vidal, 214-Mr. Abbott, 214-
15-Amt. (word "female")m. (Mr. Gowan),
215; remarks: Messrs. Kaulbach and
Power, 215 ; Amt. lost, 215. As to Rules
being subject to Govt. approval, remarks:
Messrs. Abbott, Gowan, Power, 215.
Clause adopted, 215.

On 9th cl. (industrial refuge), debate as to
period of imprisonnent, end (10th cl.)
provision for maintenance: Mr. Gowan,
215, 218-19 ---Mr. Macdonald (B.C.), 215-
Mr. Power, 215-16-17-18, 220-Mr. Vidal,
216-Mr. Abbott, 216, 219-Mr. Clemow,
216-Mr. Boulton, 216-17-18; Mr. Scott,
217-18-19--Mr. Kaulbach, 218, 220-Mr.
Prowse, 218; el. agreed to, 220.

On i1th cl. (education of convicts-name of
governùig body) debate: Messrs. Vidal,
Gowan, Power, Abbott and Masson, 220;
cl. agreed to, 220.

On 12th ci. (tickets of leave) remarks : Messrs.
Kaulbach and Power, 220; cl. agreed to,
220.

On 13th el. (apprenticeship to service) Amt. m.
(Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) against restriction
to R. C. employers, 221 ; remarks: Messrs.
Kaulbach, Gowan, Macdonald, Masson
and Vidal, 221 ; Amt. lost on a div. and
ci. agreed to, 221.

On 15th cl. (Govt. and city inspectors) re-
marks: Messrs. Vidal and Power, 222;
cl. agreed to, 222.

On 16th cl. (transfer of incorrigible offenders
to penitentiary) remarks: Messrs. Kaul-
bach, Gowan, Clemow, 221-Mr. Scott,
222.

Reported (Mr. Ross) from Com., with verbal
Amt., 222; concurred in*, 222.

On order for 3rd R. ; M. (Mr. Power) to re-
commit for Amt. (Govt. approval of rules),
224-5-6; debate: Mr. Kaulbach (on trans-
fer of prisoners to the penitentiary), 224,
226-Mr. Abbott, 225-6-Mr. Macdonald
(B.C.), 226; M. agreed to, 226.

In Com., further remarks: Messrs. Power and
Abbott, 226-7; Amt. agreed to, 227.

Reported (Mr. Howlan) from Com., as amend-
ed, and Amts. concurred in*, 227.

3rd R.*, 277.
Assent, 617.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 55.)

RAILWAYS, GOVT., all declared part of Intercol.
See "Intercolonial Railway B."

- - length and cost of.
Inqy. (Mr. Wark) as to Pictou Town Branch,

Oxford and N. Glasgow line, C. B. line,
Gr. Narrows Bridge, 471 ; reply (Mr.
Abbott), 471.

OFFICIALS, PROMOTIONS AND SALARIES. See "COn-
tingencies Conimittee, Reports of."

WIDOW, GRATUITY. See " Adanison."
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OIL, INSPECTION OF. See "Petroleun."

ONTARIO.
Ont. and New York Bridge Co. Incorp.

B. (93).-Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.
Tst R.*, 201.
2nd R.*, 222.
3rd R.*, 229.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 67.)

Ont. and Qu'Appelle Land Co.; transfer
of shares; price Qf lands; cancella-
tion ofshares,&c.; B. (102).--Mr. Perley.

lst R.*, 224.
2nd R.*, 228.
3rd R.*, 241.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 120.)-

Ont. and Que. Accounts, Arbitration B.
(E).-Mr. Abbott.

1st R.*, 60.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 66; remarks (Mr. Mil-

ler), 66; reply (Mr. Abbott), 66; M. agreed
to, 66.

In Coin. of the W.; ques. (Mr. Power), reply
(Mr. Abbott), 74. Reported with Amts.
(Mr. DeBoucherville), 74; concurred in
75.

3rd R.*, 75.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 6.)

ONT. AND QUE. Ry., Bs. affecting. See " South
Ont. Pacific Ry," and " Brighton, Wark-
worth and Norwich Ry."

Ont. and Rainy River Ry. Co.; Domin-
ion incorporation; extension of time;
branch hnes and bridge construc-
tion; agreements with Port Arthur,
Duluth and Western, and Rainy
River Cos., ratified, &c.; B. (77).-Mr.
(irard.

lst R.*, 224.
2nd R.*, 237.
3rd R.*, 240.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 82.)

Ontario Express and Transportation
Co.; charter declared in rce, and
acts valid; B. (151).-Mr. McMillan.

Tht R.*, 495.
2nd R.*, 535.
On order for consideration of report of Com.

on Banking and Commerce; Amts. by
Coin. explained (Mr. Allan) ; option of
abandoning stock and ceasing responsibil-
ity, &c., 578. Debate: Mesrs. Kaulbach,
MeMillan, Power, 578-Messrs. Allan,
Clemow, Kaulbach, Abbott, 579. Amt.
m. (Mr. Power) defining withdrawal only
permissible on first call, 579 ; Amt. ac-
cepted by Mr. MoMillan and agreed to by
the House, 579. Report, as amd., adopted,
579.

3rd R.*, 579.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 110.)

48

ONT. MARITIMF» CouRT, ABOLITION OF, B. See
" Admiralty Act, 1891."

Ont. (new territory) Indian Lands, set-
tlement; B. (A).-Mr. Abbott.

1st R.*, 60.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 63 ; ques. (Mr. Scott),

reply (Mr. Abbott), 64; agreed to, 64.
In Com. of the W., ques. (Mr. Power), reply

(Mr. Abbott), 68; reported without Amt.
(Mr. Dickey), 68.

3rd R.*, 68.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 5.)

Order and Procedure, Questions of.

ADJOURNMENT, Amt. to increasfe period.
Mr. Miller objected, 18.

M. to increase periodi.
Messrs. Kaulbach and Miller objected to the

M., without Notice, 26.
-- on Amt. to inrrease period.
Debate: lst.-Whether such change was a

substantive M., requiring notice; 2nd.-
Whether Amt. extending time was admis-
sible : Mr. McInnes, B. C., 32-Mr. Miller,
32-3-4-Mr. O'Donohoe, 33-Mr. Vidal,
33-Mr. DeBoucherville, 33-Mr. Kaul-
bach, 33-Mr. Girard, 34-Mr. Read, 34
-Mr. McClelan, 34. Ruling (by the
Speaker): the sub-Amt., as such, extend-
ing the time, is in order, 34.

ADJOURNMENT, MOVING THE (for purpose of
speech). See the question that arose, under
heading " Attention, calling of, to inatters,"
below.

AMENDMENTS. See "Bills." See also "Adjourn-
ments," M. in Amt.

ATTENTION, CALLINO, to certain matters; speeches
upon.

Mr. Poirier, upon his notice of calling atten-
tion to propriety of amending Act respect-
ing qualification for Parliament, com-
menced a speech, 471. Objection taken
(Messrs. Kaulbach and Miller) that there
was no question before the House, 471.
Point discussed ; pending its decision, on
M. (Mr. Ross) for adjt. of H., Mr. Poirier
spoke to his subject, and it was debated
by other Senators, 474-483. (See " PAR-
LIAMENT," in General Index to Subjects.)

RULING (the Speaker): The Notice, being not
that of a motion, question or inquiry, but
merely of calling attention to a certain
matter, the hon. member is not authorized
to address the House, 491.

Ruled also by the Speaker, that, pending his
decision thereon, Mr. Poirier could not
move the adjt., 474. Mr. Poirier con-
tended that, having conceded the point of
Order when raised by hon. members, and
there being consequently no question
before the House, he might move the
adjt., 472-3-4, 492: but no formal ruling
upon this point was given.

(See also "Ruling on conceded point.")
(See also "Inquiry, not debatable.")
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Order and Procedure, Questions of-Con.

BiLs, AMT. TO (Vancouver Dock Co. B.)
On this Bill, two points arose:-

1. Mr. McInnes having ni. an Amt., precludinga
subsidy being granted by Dominion Govt.,
Mr. Miller raised the question that such an
Aint. interferes with the constitutional
right of Govt. to initiate nonev votes in
H. of Conmons. In the diebate, this
point was more than once referred to, but
no decision was taken, the Ant. being
finally put, and lost, 190.

2. Mr. Bellerose in. a sub-Ant., striking out
the entire clause authorizing subsidies,
184. In the ensuing debate, Mr. Howlan
raised the ques. of Order, that the sub-
Amt. (on a 3rd R.) required Notice, 187.
The point was discussed at length.

RULING (the Speaker) : The sub-Amt. is
really an Amt. (to the B.) and cannot be
put without Notice, 190.

BILLS, AMT. TO, which have not yet reached the
Senate. (Dominion Elections Act). Notice
of Amt. placed on Order Paper by Mr.
McInnes (B.C.), objected to (Mr. Miller),
495 ; point discussed, 495-7.

RULING (the Speaker): Amt. cannot be moved
unless B. is before the House, and same
Rule would apply to a Notice, which is
irregular and should be struck out, 506.
- AMT. TO; M. FOR, NOT ALLOWED.

On 6th Report of Ry. Coin. on Baie des
Chaleurs Ry. Co.'s B. (82), and M. (Mr.
Vidal) for its adoption. Objection (Mr.
Ross) to Mr. Power's repeated speaking
to the question, 578. Mr. Power desiring
to rn. an Amt. R.ULING (the Speaker):
On the same ground, the hon. gentleman is
not in order in moving an Amt., 578.

BILLS, GoVT., PROCEEDING WITH, DELAY IN.
On 3rd R. of Dominion Elections Act Ant.

B. ; Mr. McInnes (B.C.), on dropping
Amt., of which he had given Notice
(against canvassing by (ovt. officials),
owing to late hour of the session, pointed
out that this Govt. measure only reached
Senate 3ý nonths after introduction in
Commons, 652.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for suspensiom of 41st
Rule (for 2nd R. of Dom. Lands Act
Amt. B.) ; Mr. Power protested against
practice of bringing G ovt. Bs. down in last
days of session, 665 ; in reply, the Premier
pointed to the amount of legislation ac
complished, 666.

PROCEEDING WITH UNDUE HASTE.
In Coni., on Bill of Exchange Act Amt. B.

remarks : Mr. Power, 68, 70-Mr. Kaul
bach, 69-Mr. Abbott, 70; consideration

, postponed, 73.
PROCEEDING wITHOUT NOTICE.

On lst R., of modus civendi B.. Mr. Powei
objected to Mr. Abbott's Notice of 2nd R.
to-morrow, 40, 41 ; discussed : Messrs
Miller, Vidal, Abbott, 41 ; 2nd R., to
morrow, ordered, 41.

On further stages, Mr. Power objected to B
passing, uniess information asked for wer
given ; but he did not press his objection
52, 57.

BILs, ANUACTRIN~ C. '.;reference to Com.
On Pemnbroke Luniber Co., ami McKay Mill-

ing Co. Bs. ; ques. being raised as to
reference to Private Bs. Coin., or Banking
and Commerce Coni., decision : (the
Premnier) thiat such Bs., affecting com-
nierce, should go to the latter Comn.
agreed to, 16.3.

- PROCEDURE oN. See cd.qo "Committees."
PUBLIC OR PRIVATE, definition of.

On 2nd Report Ry. Coin. (Baie des Chaleurs
Ry B.), in the iengthy (ieiate (pp. 365-
390) it was held on one side and denied on
the other, that, on account of the Ry's
large public subsidies, the B. was practi-
cally a public one, . and couid not, as iii
the case of Private Bs., be withdrawn
front Cont. by mere request of proî-noters.
No ruling of Mpeaker was asked or given,
but the report of Coin. was adopted on
divui., 390.

Sýee abso -"Ruiing on conceded. point."

RECEIVED WITIIOUT PETITIONS.
On M. to refer B. (60) to Standing Orders Comn.,

no Petition having been presented, the
neccessity for adherence to the Ruies was
discussed, "0-9.

On a sirnilar M. respecting B. (86), the iratter
was further d iscussed, 209-10.

-WITIIDRAWAL 0F, Bv PROMOTER5. See
" Commiittees," beiow.

COMMITTEES, INVF-STICATINý DL'TIIES 0F.
On the Baie des Chaleurs Ry. Co. 's B., it was

contended in debate that a Speciai Comn.,
and not the Ry. Coin., shouhd investigate
alieged misappropriation. of subsidies ; but
no ruiing was taken. See pp. 371, 571.

- PROCEEDI.NOs; ATTENDANCE 0F WT
NESSES.

On 2nd Report of Ry. Comn. (Baie dles Chaleurs
Ry. B.), that Mr. Armstrong had faiied
to obey its notice to attend. Objection
was made, by Mr. Scott, that at the tiîne
witness was sumnioned, the Comn. had not
heen authorized to sumniion hini, 366. Mr.
Miller pointed ont that the Comn. could
onhy give an informiai notice; but that,
the witness hiaving neglected such notice,
should now besummoned. by the House, 367.-
After a divn. upon the report, an order
to witness to attend the Comn. was made,
390-1.

On 4th Report of Coi., that he refused to
answer questions, 440 ; witness suxnmoned
to Bar of the House, 441 ; promised to
answer, and waa aiiowed to withdraw,
442.

Bth Report of Com., reporting non-attendC
of various witnesses (but without any
recommendation thereon) presented and
adoption m. (Mr. Vida), 569; discussed,

r and adopted, 578.
PROCEEDINOZ(S 0F, REFERENCE TO, I1i

DEBATE.
On 2nd Report of Ry. Coin, on Baie des

Chaleurs Ry. B., which report the Chair-
Pmie and others claimed was defective

RULIN No reference in discussion should
be made to Con's proceedings, which are
not before the House, 370.
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Order and Procedure, Questions of-Con.

On 6th Report, siiîmilar question raised by Mr.
Masson, on Mr. O'Donohoe's remarks; but
the latter having dropped the subject,
point of Order withdrawn, 574.

COMMITTEE REFUSING TO ALLOW WITHD. OF B.
Functions of Connittee, upon promoters'

application to withdraw a B., warmly
discussed (but no Ruling asked or given)
on 2nd Report of Ry. Com. on Baie des
Chaleurs Ry. B. Set the Debate, pp. 365-
390.

Same point further debated on 6th Report of
Com., pp. 571, 573, 575.

-- REPORTING ITS PROCEEDINGS.
Discussion took place as to extent to which

Committee was bound to report its pro-
ceedings to the House, upon 2nd Report
of Railway Com. on Baie des Chaleurs B.,
report not mentioning application of pro-
inoters to withdraw the B. See the
lengthy debate, 365-390. No Ruling was
taken ; but the Amt. to refer report back
to Com. for report of its proceedings was
rejected, 390.

---- REPORTS, MOvING. ADOPTION OF THE.
On Mr. Vidal presenting report of the Ry.

Com. (Baie des Chaleurs Ry. B.), of which
lie did not approve; remarks: Messrs.
Bellerose and Miller, that Chairman need
not move adoption of report, but should
state his intention, 365. Adoption m. by
Mr. Tassé, 366.

- - - REPORT OF JOINT, QUES. OF AMENDING.
2nd Report of Joint Com. on Printing.
Mr. Power having proposed to adopt report,

omitting 1st paragraph, Mr. Miller pointed
out that the House cannot amend a joint
report, 108.

- REPORTS OF STANDING, DELAY IN PRE-
SENTING.

On 5th Report of Contingt. Acets. Coin., late-
ness of report protested against: Mr. AI-
mon, 659, 661-Mr. Bellerose, 659-Mr.
Power, 660-Mr. Kaulbach, 660, and
again (in debate on Supply B.), 668.

DEBATE, DEGREE OF LATITUDE IN.
On 2nd R. of Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Ry.

B. (119), and Mr. Scott's Amt. for 6
months' hoist, Mr. McInnes raised point
of Order that Mr. Kaulbach's speech
was wholly irrelevant. Mr. Miller re-
marked that the Senate has always al-
lowed very great latitude in debates of
this character; and Mr. Kaulbach pro-
ceeded, 354.

- EXPRESSIONS IN.

On 2nd Report of Ry. Coin. (Baie des Chal-
eurs Ry. B). Mr. Miller took exception
to the terni " arbitrary " being applied to
the action of the Com., 374.

In the same debate, Mr. Poirier took excep-
tion to the expression "brute majority,"
wbich was withdrawn, 374-5.

On Ques. of Order (Notice of Amt. to B. not
yet before Senate), expressions used in
debate objected to (Messrs. Miller, McIn-
nes, B.C.), 495-6.

48J

DEBATE, INTERRUPTIONS.
On remarks upon Mr. McClelan's inqy. re

payment of Albert Ry. employés, Mr.
Miller called attention to undue frequency
of interruptions, 448.

--- MOvING THE ADJT., for a speech. See
the question that arose, under heading
" Attention called to certain matters,"
above.

- ON INQUIRIEs, objected to. See "In-
quiry of Govt," below.

REPEATED SPEAKING on a question.
On 6th Report of the Com. on Baie des Chal-

eurs Ry. Co.'s B. (82), and M. (Mr. Vidal)
for adoption; objection (Mr. Ross) to Mr.
Power speaking again, 578. RULING (the
Speaker): Mr. Power can neither speak
again nor move (as desired) an Amt., 578.

- SUBJECT FOR, what constitutes. See
"Attention called to certain matters,"

above.
DIvORCE, ALIMONY AND CUSTODY OF CHILDR'EN.

On Report of Select Com. on Ellis Divorce B.,
debate as to eliminating these clauses, and
leaving the points to settlement in the
courts. Decided to adopt report, and
defer the question until 3rd R. of B.,
154-6.

On 3rd R., precedents quoted and principle
discussed; it being urged that Petitioner
consented to eliminate clause giving lier
sole custody of the children, the B. was
so amd. on a divn., and passed, 156-160.

DIVoRCE PROCEDURE; advisatility of Divorce
Courts.

On M. for appt. of Standing Com., debate:
Mr. McDonald (B.C.), 28-Mr. Kaulbach,
29--Mr. Dickey, 29--Mr. Sutherland, 29
-Mr. Power, 30-Mr. Abbott, 30.

- - PETITIONS,extensionoftinietillistJuly.
3rd Rep. of Select Com., recommending;

adoption of, m. (Mr. Gowan), 60; dis-
cussed: Mr. Scott, 60-Mr. Gowan, 61-
Mr. Kaulbach, 61 ; agreed to (C. 36, N.-
C. 19), 61.

See also " Divorce Court B. " (O). (in General
• Index to Subjects).

FEES, REFUNDING OF.
Commons B. (Whirlpool Bridge Co. Incorp.)

being defeated in Senate, Mr. McCallum
suggested a M. for refunding of fees; but
it was objected that the money had not
been paid in the Senate, and the matter
dropped, 201.

INQlUIRY, DEBATABLE, what constitutes. See
"Attention called to matters," above.

INQUIRY OF GOVT., debate on, irregular.
On ingy. (Mr. Girard) respecting site of public

buildings, Edmonton, Mr. Kaulbach point-
ed out the irregularity of debates upon
such inquies., 494.

See albo "Attention, calling."
JURISDICTION IN PROVINCIAL MATTERS.

See " Parliament," below.
MOTION ON NoTICE PAPER, withdrawal of.

Mr. Almon having objected (241-42) to Mr.
Dever withdrawing M. for. adjt., of
which lie had given Notice, it was pointed
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Order and Procedure, Questions of-Con.
out by Messrs. Abbott and Allanî that,
while a M., when before the House, could
not be withdrawn without leave, a Notice
of M. might be dropped without leave,
242-3.

MOTION, DEBATABLE, what constitutes. See
" Attention called to certain matters,"
above.

NOTICE HAVING BEEN GIVEN, M. withdrawn.
See " Motion," above.

OF CALLING ATTENTION to matters. See
"Attention," above.

OF AMT. TO BILLS. See "Bills," above.
PARLIAMENT, DOMINION OR PROVINCIAL.

Discussion, as to proper field for investigation
of misappropriation of Provincial funds,
took place in the lengthy debate on 2nd
Rep. of Ry. Com. (Baie des Chaleurs Ry.
B.); the Rep. (forproceedingwith theinqy.)
was adopted on division, 365-390. See
aho debate on the 6th Rep., pages 573
and 576.

PROVINCIAL IRREGULARITIES, investigation of.
See " Parliament," above.

QUESTION FOR DEBATE, what constitutes. See
"Attention called to matters," above.

RULING ON A CONCEDED POINT OF ORDER.
On the ques. of Mr. Poirier's right to address

the House on "calling attention" to a
matter (see above, heading "Attention,
&c.") a ruling was called for and given,
although Mr. Poirier conceded the point
of Order,

Subsequently (in debate on Baie des Chaleurs
Ry. Co.'s B.), on objection being taken
by Mr. Masson to Mr. O'Donohoe s refer-
ence to proceedings of Coin., the point of
Order was withdrawn, and no ruling was
given. Mr. Poirier, in view of the above
case, called for the Speaker's decision of
the present ques. of Order; but no action
was taken, 574.

SEAT VACATED (Hon. Geo. Alexander).
For procedure hereon, see " Alexander, Hon.

G.," in INDEX TO SENATORS.

WITNESSES, COMMITTEE. See " Committee,"
above.

Oshawa Ry. Co.; change of name; ex-
tension of time for construction;
amount of capital stock; B. (123).-
Mr. Sullivan.

Ist R., 265.
2nd R.*, 300.
3rd R.*, 346.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 91.)

OSHAwA Ry. Co., Subsidy. See " Railways,
Subsidies to," B. (175).

Ottawa, Arnprior and Parry Sound Ry.
Co.; amalgamation of Cos.; powers,
capital, &c. ; B. (96).-Mr. Clernow.

Ist R.*, 224.
2nd R., m. (Mr. Clemow), and agreed to, 228.
3rd R.*, 238.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 93.)

OXFORD AND NEW GLASGOW BRANCH Ry.
Iiqy. (Mr. Wark) as to length and cost, 471;

reply (Mr. Abbott), 471.
PAMPHLETS, SUPPLY OF.

See " Library " and " Printing" Coins., Reports
of.

PARLIAMENT, DATE OF CALLING.
In debate on Supply B. : Mr. Power, 667-

Mr. Kaulbach, 668-Mr. Abbott, 669.
PARLIAMENT, DISQUALIFICATION FOR.

Attention called (Mr. Poirier) to propriety of
amending Act, to disqualify shareholders
in Cos. under contract withorsubsidized by
Govt., 471. Ques. of Order (which head-
ing ;ee ) as to permissibility of a speech,
&c. Upon M. for adjt. of H. (Mr. Ross)
speeches on the main subject: Mr.
Poirier, 474, 476-7-8, 480, 483-Mr.
Miller, 476-7-8-Mr. Dever, 476, 483-
Mr. Power, 478-Mr. Ross, 478-Mr.
Ogilvie, 479-Mr. McCallum, 479, 480-
Mr. Kaulbach, 480-Mr. Clemow, 481-
Mr. Read (Quinté), 483-Mr. Flint, 482.
M. to adj. withdrawn (Mr. Ross), 483.
SESSIONAL INDEMNITY.

In debate on Supply B.: Mr. Power, 667--
Mr. Poirier, 668-Mr. Flint, 668 - Mr.
Abbott, 669.

PASSENGER SHIPS, explosives in. See " Ships,
safety," B.

Patent Act A mt suit directly by party
interested ; Bà. (142).-Mr. A bbott.

Ist R.*, 301.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 346.
In Com. of the W., and reported (Mr. Mc-

Donald, C.B.) without Ant.*, 416.
3rd R.*, 416.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 33.)

PATENT, extension, of one lapsed for non-payment.
See " Corbin, J. C., Patent Extension B."

PEACE RIVER, INDIANS, &C. See " Mackenzie
Basin."

Pembroke Lumber Co. Incorp. B. (26).-
Mr. CLernow.

1st R.*, 123.
2nd R.*, 163.
M. (Mr. Clemow) to refer to Private Bs. Com.,

163; suggestion (Mr. Miller) to refer to
Banking and Commerce Com. ; concurred
in (Mr. Abbott); remarks (Mr. Power);
agreed to, 163.

3rd R.*, 176.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 121.)

Peterborough, Sudbury and Sault Ste.
Marie Ry. Incorp. ii. (72).-Mr. Flint.

1st R.*, 164.
2nd R.*, 191.
3rd R.*, 202.
Assent, 224.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 63.)

PETITIONS RECEIVED, OMITTED FROM MINUTES.
Remarks, on M. for adjt. : Messrs. Power,

Clemow, Miller, 60.
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PLTITIONS, DIVORCE, EXTENSION OF TIME.

Till Ist July. 3rd Rep. of Select Com., re-
commending; adoption n.((Mr. Gowan), 60;
discussed: Mr. Scott, 60-Mr. Gowan, 61
-Mr. Kaulbach, 61 ; agreed to (C. 36,
N.-C. 19), 61.
PRIVATE BILLS. See "Order and Pro-

cedure."

Petroleum Inspection Act Amt.; lubri-
cating oil, exemption; B. (157).-Mr.
Abbott.

lst R.*, 432.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 437.
3rd R.*, 445.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 49.)

Pictou Bank; continuance of charter; B.
(76).-Mr. Kaulbach.

Ist R *, 164.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Kaulbach), and agreed to,

191-2.
Reported (Mr. Allan) from Banking Coin., with

Aints. as to time extension, 222. Concur-
rence n. (Mr. Kaulbachi), and agreed to,
223.

3rd R.*, 223.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 111.)

Pictou Harbour Acts Amt.; Commission
incorporated, and powers extended;
B. (150).-Mr. Abbott.

Ist R.*, 466.
2nd R. n. (Mr. Abbott), 492; agreed to, 493.
In Com. of the W. ; M. (Mr. Abbott) to strike

out cl. 2, as superflious, 512; agreed to,
512. B. reported (Mr. Ogilvie) with
Amt., 512.

3rd R.*, 512.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 54.)

PICTOu TOwN BRANCH RY., LENGTH AND COS'r.
Iiqy. (Mr. Wark), reply (Mr. Abbott), 471.

PLATE GLASS INSURANCE Co. B. See ".Stean
Boiler and Plate Glass Insurance Co."

PLEURO-PNEUMONIA. See the debate on " Live
Stock Shipping Act " B.

PONTIAC PACIFIC JUNCTION RY., B. affecting. Sec
" Kingston and Pontiac Ry."

PORT ARTHUR, DULUTH AND WESTERN RY:, B.
affecting. See " Ont. and Rainy River Ry."

PREMIER, DECEASE OF THE LATE. Sec "Mac-
donald, the Rt. Hon. Sir John A."

APPOINTMENT OF THE NEW. See "Min-
isterial explanations."

PRESCOTT COUNTY RY. Sec " Central Counties
Ry." e

PRIXTING COM., REPORTS OF.
2nd Rep., adoption ni. (Mr. Read), 107. Dis-

cussion on cost and on mode of distribu-
tion of Govt. Farm reports, English Farm
Delegates' report, and Robertson's report
on Dairying: Mr. Power, 107, 117, 119,
120, 122-Mr. Miller, on point of pro-
cedure, 108, on distribution, 117, on print-
ing in French, 117-Mr. Kaulbach, 108,
120-Mr. Read, on distribution, 109, on

printing in French, 1l1--Mr. Bellerose,
on printing in French, 109, 118-Mr. Mc-
Clelan, on the distribution, 109--Mr.
Lougheed, 110-Mr. Almon, il1-Mr.
Boulton, 111-Mr. Scott, 112-Mr. Flint,
l12-Mr. Allan, 112-Mr. Carling, 113,
117, 120, on printing in French, 118-
Mr. Perley, 114-Mr. Gowan, 115-Mr.
Dever, 116-Mr. O'Donohoe, l16--Mr.
Vidal, 118-19-Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 118-
Mr. Abbott, 120-Mr. Prowse, 122 ; M.
agreed to, 122.

3rd Rep., adoption'm. (Mr. Read); Mr. Whil-
lock's appointment; papers on trade rela-
tions with U.S. ; Behring Sea; Janaica
Exhibition; Senate Report on Mackenzie
Basin. M. agreed to, 207.

5th Rep., adoption m. (Mr. Read, Quinté) and
agreed to*, 517.

PRINTING, DELAY IN.
On 2nd R. of Citizens' Insurance B. ; remarks

(Messrs. Power, Kaulbach, Abbott), 73.
Delay in printing Debates and Minutes; atten-

tion called to (Messrs. Miller and Kaul-
bach), 192.
OF REPORTS IN FRENCH.

Inqy. (Mr. Bellerose) as to Experimental Farm
Reports, 100; r<ply (Mr. Carling), 100-1.

(Sec glso " Printing Con., 2nd Report of.")

PRIVY COUNCILLORS, APPOINTMENT OF.
Ex-Speakers Botsford, Miller and Allan sworn

in.
Announcenient (Mr. Abbott), 61.

PROCEDURE, QUESTIONS OF. See." Order, &c."
-- WORKS ON. Sec "Library Coin." Report.

PROHIBITION OF LiQUoR TRAFFIC.
M. for Select Comn. (Mr. Vidal), 123. Debate:

Mr. Power, 125-6-Mr. Vidal, 126-7-8-
Mr. Murphy, 126-Mr. Allan, 126-Mr.
McClelan, 127-Mr. Kaulbach, 127-Mr.
Abbott, 128 ; M. agreed to, 128.

Indians, N.W.T.-Remarks by Mr. Girard,
on his M. for statement of receipts and
expenditures, 81.
(Sec also " N.W.T Acts Ant. B.")

PROMOTION, AUDITOR GENERAL'S POWERS OF. See
" Audit Act Amt. B."
OF SENATE OFFICIALS. Sec " Contingen-

cies Com., Reports of."
PROVINCIAL COMMISSIONS OF ASSIZE, B. ; and

CoURTS, FEES PAYABLE IN, B. See "Jus-
tice, Administration of."

- COURTS (ADMIRALTY) JUDGES. Sec" Ad-
miralty Judges, Salaries," B.
GOVTS., TRANSFER OF PROPERTY TO. Sce
" Foreshores, Transfer," B.

PUBLIC WORKS PORTFOLIO. See " Ministerial
Explanations."

PURSE-SEINES, USE OF PROHIBITED. See "Fisheries
Act Amt. B."

QU'APPELLE LAND CO. B. See "Ont. and Qu'Ap-
pelle Land Co."

QUARANTINE ON SHEEP AND SWINE, U. S.
Inqy. (Mr. Reesor) as to steps taken by Govt.,

82; renark (Mr. Kaulbach), replies (Mr.
Abbott), 82.
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QUEBEC.
AccoUNTS WITH ONT., ARBITRATION OF, B. See

" Ont."

BRIDGE OR FERRY AT. See debate on " C. P. R.,
N. Shore Branch," B., pp. 598-601.

S-ee al.o " Quebec Bridge Co.'s B."
C. P. R. IMPROVEMENTS. See "C. P. R."
GOVERNMENT, PROVINCIAL, crisis in.

Inqy. (Mr. Bolduc) as to correspondence, 584;
reply (Mr. Abbott), 584.

M. (Mr. Miller) for correspondence; remarks
(Mr. Abbott), and M. agreed to. 586.

Inqy. (Mr. Scott) as to further correspondence,
595-6; reply (Mr. Abbott), 595-6.

Further inqy. (Mr. Scott), reply (Mr. Abbott),
and remarks (Mr. Miller), 596.

QUE. AND LAKE ST. JOHN Ry., subsidy. See
" Railways, Subsidies to," B. (175).

Quebec Bridge Go. Incorp. Act revived;
time extended; B. (87).--Mr. Bellerose.

Ist R.*, 223.
2nd R.*, 228.
3rd R.*, 241.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 107.)

Quebec Skating Club; conveyance of
Ordnance lot to; B. (160).-Mr. Abbott.

Ist R.*, 467.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 500.
3rd R.*, 523.
Assent, 528.
(Ç4-55 Vict., Cap. 14.)

RAILWAYS, GOVT., all declared part of Intercol.
See " Intercolonial Ry. B."

QUINTÉ Ry. B. See " Collingwood and Bay of
Quinté Ry."

Railway Act Amt.; expropriation of land;
arbitration proceedings; shorthand
report; B. (176).-Mr. AUbott.

1st R.*, 663.
Suspension of the 41st Rule, and
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 663; agreed to, 663.
In Com. of the W.*, and
3rd R.*, 663.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vit., C'ap. 51.)

RAILWAYS.
Alphabetical list of Railways affected by legis-

lation of this Session, either directly, or
hy Bs. of other Railways mentioning
agreements, amalgamation or connec-
tions to be made with then.

Albert Ry. Co., Inqy.
Alberta Ry., B. (16).
Atikokan Iron Range Ry., B. (55).
Atlantic & N. W. Ry.-Affected by

Montreal and Atlantic Ry., B. (29).
Baie des Chaleurs Ry., B. (82) ; Ms. and

Inquies.
Bay of Quinté Ry. -Affected by

Collingwood and Bay of Quinté
Ry., B. (47).

Berlin and C. P. R. Junction Ry., B. (64).
Brandon Branch Ry.-See " C. P. R."
Brantford, Waterloo and L. Erie Ry.-

Affected by
Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo

Ry., B. (80).
Brighton, Warkworth and Norwood Ry.,

B. (86).
Brockville, Westport and Sault Ste. Marie

Ry., subsidy.--See " Railways, subsi-
dies to," B. (175).

Buffalo Lake and Battleford Ry., B. (57).
Burrard Inlet and Westminster Valley

Ry., B. (107).
Calgary and Edmonton Ry.-Affected by

Buffalo Lake and Battleford Ry.
B. (57).

C. P. R. Act Amt. B. (74).
Canada Atlantic Ry.-Affected by

Central Counties Ry., B. (38).
Kingston and Pontiac Ry., B. (89).
Kingston, Smith's Falls and

Ottawa Ry., B. (94).
Canada Southern Ry.-Affected by

St. Cath. and Niagara Central Ry.,
B. (61).

St. Clair River Bridge and Tunnel,
B. (17).

Canadian Pacific Ry., Bs. (74, 75, 170).
Brandon Branch, and Man. S. W.

Colonization Ry. land grants.
-See "Rys., land subsidies,"
B. (173).

Rys. affected by C. P. R. Act
Amt. B. (74) :-

Calgary and Edmonton Ry.
Columbia and Kootenay Ry.
Man. S. W. Colonization Ry.
Saskatoon and Saskatchewan Ry.
Souris Branch Ry.
Temiscamingue Colonization Ry.

C. P. R. affected also by :
Atikokan Iron Range Ry., B. (55).
Berlin and C. P. R. Junct. Ry.,

B. (64).
Brighton, Warkworth and Nor-

WO)d Ry., B. (86).
Burrard Inlet and Westinr. Ry.,

B. (107).
Chatsworth, Georgian Bay, &c.,

Ry., B. (N).
Great Eastern Ry., B. (124).
Guelph Junction Ry., B. (66).
Kingston and Pontiac Ry., B. (89).
Man. and Assa. Gr. Junct. Ry.,

B. (Q).
Montrealand Atlantic Ry., B. (29).
New Brunswick Ry., B. (69).
Peterborough, &c., and Sault Ste.

Marie Ry., B. (72).
Railways, land subsidies, B

(173).
Rocky Mountain Ry., B. (M).
St. Catharines and Niagara Ry.,

B. (61).
ShuswapandOkanagonRy.,B.(78)
Temiscamingue Colonization Ry.,

B. (22).
Victoria, Saanich and N. Westmr.

Ry., B. (67).
Cape Breton Ry., Inqy.-Affected also by

Inverness and Vict. Ry., B. (136) ;
Intercol. Ry., (allGovt. lines), B. (105).

Carleton Branch, St. John, Ry., B. (158).

(Session
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Central Counties Ry., B. (38).
Chatsworth, Georgian Bay and L. Huron

Ry., B. (N).
Chignecto Marine Ry., B. (97).
Cobourg, Northumb'd and Pacific Ry., B.

(90).
Collingwood and Bay of Quinté Ry., B.

(47).
Columbia and Kootenay Ry.-Affected by

C.P.R. Act Amt. B. (74).
Credit Valley Ry.-Affected by Berlin and

C.P.R. Junction Ry., B. (64).
Georgian Bay Ry. -Affected by

Chatsworth, G;eorgian Bay and
L. Huron Ry., B. (N).

Glencoe Branch Ry. -See "Grand Trunk."
Grand Trunk Ry. Glencoe Branch, B.

(36).-Affected also by
Chatsworth, Georgian Bay, &c.,

Ry., B. (N).
Great Eastern Ry. B. (124).
Montreal and AtlanticRy. B. (29).
Peterborough and S. Ste. Marie

Ry. B. (72).
Great Eastern Ry., B. (124); for subsidy

See " Railways, subsidies to, B. (175)."
Great Northern Ry., subsidy. -See " Rail-

ways, subsidies to, B. (175)."
Great N. W. Central Ry., B. (162) ; and

Inquies.
Guelph Junction Ry., B. (66).-Affected

also by:
Berlin and C. P. R. Junction Ry.,

B. (64).
Hudson Bay Ry.--See " Winnipeg and

Hudson Bay."
Intercolonial Ry., B. (105) and Inquies.

affected also by
Baie des Chaleurs Ry., B. (82),

provisions of.
C.P.R., North Shore Branch, B.

(170), debate on.
Inverness and Victoria Ry., B. (136).
Kingston and Pembroke Ry.-Affected by

Kingston and Pontiac Ry., B. (89).
Kingston, Smith's Falls and

Ottawa Ry., B. (94).
Kingston and Pontiac Ry., B. (89).
Kingston, Smith's Falls and Ottawa Ry.

B. (94).-For subsidy, see " Rys.,
subsidies,"B. (175).

Lake Erie and Detroit River Ry., B. (60).
Lake Huron Ry.--See Chatsworth, Geor-

gian Bay and L. Huron Ry., B. (N).
Lake Temiscamingue Ry., B.-See "Temis-

camingue."
Man. and Assa. Gr. Junct. Ry., B. (Q).
Man. and S. W. Colonization Ry.-See

C.P.R. Act Amt B. (74); land grant,
see " Railway, land sudsidies," B.
(173).

Medicine Hat Ry., B. (25).
Montreal and Atlantic Ry., B. (29).
Montreal and Ottawa Ry., B. (65).-For

subsidy, see " Rys., subsidies," B.
(175).

Affected also by Kingston,
Smith's Falls and Ottawa Ry.,
B. (94).

New Brunswick Ry., Bs. (37 and 69).

New Brunswick, Govt. Rys.-Sce Inter.
colonial Ry., branches, B. (105).

New Glasgow Branch Ry. ; Inqy.
New Westminster Southern Ry.

Affected by Burrard Inlet and
Westmr. Valley Ry., B. (107).

Niagara and Grand Island Bridge Co., B.
(18).

North Shore Branch, C. P. R. See
" C. P. R."I

North West Central Ry. See "Great N.
W. Central."

Northern Pacific Junction Ry.
Affected by Peterborough, Sud-

bury and S. Ste. Marie Ry.,
B. (72).

Nova Scotia Rys., Govt.-See "I.C.R."
Ontario and Quebec ty.

Affected by South Ont. Pacific
Ry., B. (73).

Ontario and Rainy River Ry. B. (77).
Oshawa Ry. B. (123).

Subsidy. : See " Rys.,, subsidies," B.
(175).

Ottawa, Arnprior and Parry Sound Ry.,
B. (96).

Oxford and New Glasgow Branch Ry.;
Inqy.

Peterborough, Sudbury and S. Ste. Marie
Ry., B. (72).

Pictou Town Brandi Ry.; Inqy.
Pontiac Pacifie Junct. Ry.

Affected by Kingston and Pontiac
Ry., B. (89).

Port Arthur, Duluth and Western Ry.
Affected by Ont. and Rainy River

Ry., B. (77).
Prescott County Ry.

See Central Counties Ry., B. (38).
Quebec and L. St. John Ry.

Subsidy:--See " ailways, sub-
sidies to," B. (171).

Quebec Govt. Rys.-See " I. C. R."
Quinté Ry. -- See " Collingwood and

Quinté."
Red Deer Valley Ry. B. (68).

Land subsidies-See " Rys., land
subsidies," B. (169).

Rainy River Ry.--See " Ontario and
Rainy River."

Rocky Mountains Ry. B. (M).
St. Catharines and Niagara Central Ry.

.B. (61).
St. Clair River Ry. (Bridge, &c.), B.( 17).
St. John and Maine Ry.

Affected by New Brunswick Ry.
B. (37).

St. John, Carleton Br., Ry. -Sec "Caileton."
St. Lawrence, &c., and Saguenay Ry.,

subsidy.-See " Railways, subsidies
to," B. (175).

Salisbury and Harvey Ry. B. (120).
Saskatchewan Ry. B. (84).
Saskatoon and Saskatchewan Ry.

Affected by C. P. R. Act. Amt.
B. (74).

Shuswap and Okanagon Ry. B. (78).
South Branch Ry.--See " C. P. R."
South Eastern Ry.

Affected by Montreal and At-
lantic Ry. B. (29).
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RAILWAYS-ontinued.
South Ontario Pacifie Ry. B. (73). Sub-

sidy-See "Rys., subsidies," B. (175).
South Western Ry. B. (46).
Temiscamingue Colonization Ry., B. (22).

Affected also by C. P. R. Act
Amt. B. (74).

Tobique Valley Ry. Subsidy.-See " Rail-
ways, subsidies to " B. (175).

Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Ry. B. (80.)
Vaudreuil and Prescott Ry.-See Mon-

treal and Ottawa Ry. B. (65).
Victoria and N. A. Ry. (Ferry, &c.), B.

(62).
Victoria, Saanich and N. Westinr. Ry.,

B. (67).
Western Counties Ry., N.S.; Inqy.
Wiarton Southern Ry. -See " Chatsworth,

Georgian Bay, &c." Ry. B. (N).
Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Ry. B. (119);

and M.
RAILwAYS AND CANALS, COMMISSIONER OF. See

" Wood."

Railways, land subsidies to ; B. (169).-Mr.
Abbott.

RED DEER VALLEY Ry. (change of terminus,
Calgary.)

lat R.*, 601.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Ahbott), 650; inqy. (Mr.

Kaulbach), reply (Mr. Abbott), and M.
agreed to, 651.

In Com. of the W., and reported (Mr. Vidal)
without Aint., 652-3.

3rd R. ni. (Mr. Abbott), 653; debate, includ-
ing general question of grants to Rys: Mr.
Dickey, 653-4- Mr. Kaulbach, 653, 655-
Mr. Dever, 653-Mr. Girard, 653-4-Mr.
Abbott (explaining that wrong B. had
been put through Coin.), 654-Mr. Power,
654; M. agreed to, 655.

Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 9.)

Railways, land subsidies to ; B. (173).-Mr.
Abbott.

C. P. R., BRANDON BRANCH;

MAN. S. W. COLONIzATION RY.
Ist R.*, 655.
Suspension of 41st Rule, and
2nd R. in. (Mr. Abbott), 655; inqy. and re-

marks as to system of granting alternate
sections to Rys. : Mr. Power, 655-6-Mr.
Kaulbach, 655-Mr. Abbott, 655-6; M.
agreed to, 656.

In Com. of the W., and reported (Mr. Belle-
rose) without Amt.*, 656.

3rd R.*, 656.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 10.)

Railways, Subsidies to;
Abbott.

BROCKVILLE, WESTPORT AND
RY. ;

GREAT EASTERN RY.;
GREAT NORTHERN RY.;

KINGSTON, SMITH'S FALLS AND

MONTREAL AND OTTAWA RY.;
OSHAWA RY.;

B. (175).-Mr.

S. STE. MARIE

OTTAWA RY.;

QUEBEC AND LAKE ST. JOHN RY.;
ST. LAWRENCE, L. LAURENTIAN AND SAGUENAY

RY.;
SOUTH ONT. PACIFIc RY.;
TOBIQUE VALLEY RY.

Ist R.*, 666.
Suspension of 41st Rule m. (Mr. Abbott), 666;

agreed to, 666.
2nd R.*, 667.
In Com. of the W.*, and
3rd R.*, 667.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 8.)

RAILWAYS, GENERALLY, LAND GRANTS TO, LARGE.
On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 3rd R. of Land Sub-

sidies B. (169) ; debate on policy of land
grants: Mr. Dickey, 653-4-Mr. Kaul-
bach, 653, 655-Mr. Dever, 653-Mr. Gir-
ard, 653 -4-Mr. Abbott, 654--Mr. Almon,
654-Mr. Power, 654.

See also debate on " Winnipeg and Hudson
Bay Ry. Co.'s B." (119).

RAILWAYS, GENERALLY, LAND GRANTS TO, IN ALTER-
NATE SECTIONS.

On M. (Mr. Abbott) for 2nd R. of Land Sub-
sidies B. (173) ; debate on the policy
Messrs. Power, Kaulbach, Abbott, 655.

RAILWAYS, GOVERNMENT., IN N.S.

Inqy. (Mr. Wark), length and cost of Pictou
Town Branch, Oxford and N. Glasgow
line, C. B. line, Grand Narrows Bridge,
471 ; reply (Mr. Abbott), 471.

See aIxo " Intercolonial Ry., acquisition of
branch lines," B. (105).

RAiNY RIVER RY. AND BRIDGE, B. respecting. See
" Ont. and Rainy River Ry."

Rathbun Co. ; power of issuing bonds,
debentures, &o., defined; B. (171).-
Mr. Rcad.

1st R.*, 592.
2nd R. ni. (Mr. Read), and agreed to, 595.
3rd R.*, 601.
Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 122.)

RECIPROCITY. See " UNITED STATES.

Red Deer Valley Ry. and Coal Co.; exten-
sion of time; B. (68)-Mr. Lougheed.

1st R.*, 144.
2nd R.*, 168.
3rd R.*, 201.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Virt., Cap. 76.)

RED DEER VALLEY BY. AND COAL Co., LAND
GRANT. Set " Railways, land subsidies,"
B. (169).

REFORMATORY, FEMALE, AT HALIFAX. See " Nova
Scotia."

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. See " Contingencies,"
Printing," &c.

POINTS OF ORDER UPON. See " Order
and Procedure."

RESTAURANT OF SENATE. See "Contingencies
Coin., 5th Report of."

REVENUE AND AUDIT ACT. See " Audit Act
Amt. B."
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RIVER DETROIT TUNNEL B. See " Canada and
Michigan."

RIVER ST. CLAIR BRIDGE AND TUNNEL B. See
" St. Clair River Bridge, &c."

RIVERS, THROwINo SAWDUST INTO, B. See " Nav-
igable Waters Act Amt. B."

ROBERTSON'S REPORT ON DAIRYING; on distribution
of. See " Printing Com., 2nd Report."

Rocky Mountain Railway and Coal Co.
Incorp. (and agreement, &c., if de-
sired, with C.P.R. Co.); B. (M).-Mr.
Lougheed.

Ist R.*, 80.
2nd R.*, 98.
Reported (Mr. Vidal) from Ry. com., with

slight verbal Amts., 122 ; concurrence m.
(Mr. Lougheed), and agreed to*, 122.

3rd R.*, 122.
Commons Amts., concurrence m. (Mr. Loug-

heed), 237 ; ques. (Mr. Botsford), reply
(Mr. Lougheed), 237 ; M. agreed to, 237.

Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 58.)

ROMAN CATHOLIC SCHOOLS. See "Schools."

- REFORMATORY, HALIFAX. See " Nova
Scotia."

RULES, QUESTIONS OF. See "Order andProcedure."

RULES, REVISION OF.
Notice of M. (Mr. Wark) for appointment of a

Committee, 243; remarks: Messrs. Abbott,
Power, 243.

RULINGS, SPEAKER'S. See "Order and Procedure."

Russworm, Adam, Divorce B. (C).-Mr.
Merner.

1st R. *, 60.
2nd R.*, 98.
Report of Select Coin., adoption m. (Mr.

Gowan), 163; agreed to on a divn., 169.
3rd R.*, 169.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 134.)

Rustico, Farmers' Bank; continuance of
Incorp. ; alo limit of debt and
liability of Directors ; B. (40).-Mr.
Abbott.

Ist R.*, 144.
Purposes of B. explained, and suspension of

Rule 41 m. (Mr. Abbott), 144 ; agreed to*,
144.

2nd R.*, 144.
3rd R.*, 144.
Assent, 145.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 113.)

RYDER, CAPT., OF THE " HAZEL DELL."
Inqy. (Mr. Boulton) as to arrest of, in Nfld.,

295; reply (Mr. Abbott), 297.

St. Catharines and Merritton Bridge Co.
Incorp. B. (88).-Mr. McCallum.

ist R.*, 223.
2nd R.*, 2-28.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. McKindsey)*, 241.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 104.)

St. Catharines and Niagara Central Ry.
Co.; issue of Debentures extended
to $30,000 per mile; extensions to
make connections; arrangements
with other Rys. ; B. (61).-Mr. Sanford.

Ist R.*, 224.
2nd R. (m. by Mr. McKindsey)*, 228.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. McKindsey)*, 238.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 87.)

St. Clair River Ry. Bridge and Tunnel;
time extension; B. (17).-Mr. MacInnes,
Burlintqon.

Ist R,*, 6û.
2nd R. m. (Mr. MacInnes) 63; agreed to, 63.
Reported front Ry. Com. without Amt. and
3rd R*, 67.
Assent. 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 102.)

ST. JOHN AND MAINE Ry., Bill affecting. See
" New Brunswick Ry."

ST. JOHN, N.B., CARLETON BRANCi RY. See
" Carleton.''

ST. LAWRENCE, L. LAURENTIAN AND SAGUENAY RY.,
Subsidy. See " Railways, Subsidies to," B.
(175).

ST. MICHEL DE BELLECHASSE, Wharf at.
M. (Mr. Bolduc) for correspondence respecting

repairs, &c., 656; agreed to, 656.
SALARIES, JUDGES', INADEQUACY OF. See "Judges."
SALARIES, J UDGES, (ADMIRALTY.) See "Admiralty

Judges, scale of salaries," B.
SALARIES, Senate officials. See " Contingencies

Com., Reports of."

Salisbury and Harvey Ry. Co.; Dominion
incorporation; capital stock, &c.; B.
(120). -Mr. Wark.

Ist R.*, 240.
2nd R.*, 300.
Reported (Mr. Vidal) from Ry. Com., with

Anits. (payment of claims against former
Company), 414. Concurrence m. (Mr.
Wark), and agreed to*, 415.

3rd R.*, 415.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 100.)

Saskatchewan Ry. and Mining Co., Act
respecting; line described; varia-
tion of course if desired; extension
of time for construction, &c.; B.
(84).-Mr. Lougheed.

Introduced*, 265.
2nd R. (m. by Mr. Perley)*, 268.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. Perley)*, 346.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 78.)

SASKATOON AND SASKATCHEWAN RY. See "C.P.R.
Act Amt. B."

SAUNDERS, PROFESSOR,FARM REPORT. See "Print-
ing Com.," on distribution of report.

SAWDUST TIROWING INTO RIVERs, B. See "Navig-
able Waters Act Amt. B."

SAW-LOGS, EXPORT DUTY ON.
Inqy. (Mr. Flint) as to intention of Govt. to

reimpose, 203; renarks (Messrs. Kaulbach
and Scott), 205; reply (Mr. Abbott), 205.
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ScuOOLS, SEPARATE, IN MANITOBA.
M. (Mr. Girard) for documents before Privy

Council,44, 46 ; discussed: Messrs. O'Dono-
hoe, Abbott, Power, 46 ; M. agreed to, 46.
GRANTS TO, iN N. -W. TERRITORIES.

Inqy. (Mr. Girard) as to continuance of, 202;
reply (Mr. Abbott), 203.

SEA FISHERIES, Development, &c. See " Fisheries."
SEAL FISHERY. ee " Behring Sea.
SEAT VACATED. See "Alexander, Hon. G." (in

Index to Senators).
SEINES, PURSE, PROIIIBITED. See "Fisheries Act

Amt. B,"

SENATE, The.
ADJOURN -M ENTS.

(Ascension Day) Wednesday, 6th May ; Mr.
Abbott gave notice of adjt. till Friday,
18; remarks: Messrs. Dever and O'Dono-
hoe, 18. Mr. McInnes m. Anit. to extend
time, 18; this objected to (Mr. Miller)
without notice; further remarks: Mr.
Ogilvie, 18-19-Messrs. Abbott, Miller,
Kaulbach, 19; discussion objected to (Mr.
Vidal) on Notice of M., 18-19; remarks
(Mr. McClelan), 19. Mr, Dever gave notice
of M., adjt. 6-20 May, 19.

Mr. O'Donohoe, on the 5th, gave notice that
lie would, on the 6th, in. adjt. till the
26th. Messrs. Kaulbach and Miller ob-
jected, for want of notice, 26.

Mr. Abbott in. the adjt. till the 8th, 32. Mr.
Dever ni. Amt., till 20th; Mr. O'Donohoe
ni. further Aint., till 26th. Debate on
procedure, 1st. Whether such change was
a substantive M., requiring notice; 2nd.
Whether Amt. extending time was admis-
sible :-Mr. MeInnes (B. C.), 32-Mr.
Miller, 32-3-4--Mr. O'Donohoe, 33-Mr.
Vidal, 33-Mr. DeBoucherville, 33--Mr.
Kaulbach, 33-Mr. Girard, 34-Mr. Read,
.34 - Mir. McClelan, 34. Ruling (the
Speaker) the sub-Amt., as such, extending
time, is in Order, 34. Prolonged adjts.
objected to (Mr. Kaulbach) 35; discussed:
Mr. O'Donohoe, 35-Mr. Smith, 36-Mr.
Read, 36-Mr. Vidal, 36-Mr. Abbott,
36-Mr. Miller, 36. Aint. adjourning till
26th agreed to (C. 23, N.-C. 20), 37.

(Corpus Christi) Wednesday, 27th May; Mr.
Abbott ne. adjt. till 29th, 47 ; remarks :
Messrs. Kaulbach and O'Donohoe, 47.
M. agreed to, 47.

(On Premier'.. death) Monday, Sth June, till
Wednesday, 17th ; M. (Mr. Abbott), 86.
Remarks: Messrs. Almon, Kaulbach, 86.
M. agreed to, 86.

(St. Peter's and St. Pad'.s Day, and Dominion
Day). Friday, 26th June, till Tuesday,
30th; M. (Mr. Abbott), 135. Remarks:
Messrs. Kaulbaclh, Miller, Read, Ogilvie,
Dever, 135. M. amd., adjt. till 2nd July
(Mr. Abbott, and agreed to, 135.

(16 July-ll August). M. (Mr. Dever) with-
drawn, after remarks: Messrs. Kaulbacli,
Vidal, Almon, Abbott and McInnes, 241.

Further remnarks on the proposed adjt. : Mr.
Power, 241-2-Messrs. Abbott, Perley,
Scott, Almon, Kaulbach, 242-Messrs.
Allan, Boulton, Flint, Dever, 243.

SENATE, The-Contïnued.

(17th July-29th July). M. (Mr. Abbott), re-
marks (Mr. Kaulbach), M. agreed to, 265.

(4th July-8th July). M. (Mr. Stevens), 557;
remarks: Messrs. Kaulbach, Scott, 557-
Messrs. Kaulbach, Abbott, 558 ;M. agreed
to, 558.

(17th July-22nd July), M.(Mr.Ogilvie) agreed
to*, 595.

COMMITTEES, STANDING.
Appointment of, m. (Mr. Abbott), 26, 30 ; on

personnel of Divorce Coin., debate: Mr.
McClelan, 28-Mr. Macdonald, B. C., 28--
Mr. Smith, 28-Mr. Kaulbach, 29, 31-
Mr. Dickey, 29, 31-Mr. Sutherland, 29-
Mr. Power, 30-Mr. Reesor, 31 ; M. Amd.
and adopted, 31.

Appointnent of the new Senators to, m. (Mr.
Abbott), 61 ; agreed to, 62.

Addition of Mr. Boulton to Debates Coin. m.
(Mr. Vidal), and agreed to, 596.

Questions of reference to, and proceedings in.
See "Order and Procedure " (in General
Index to Subjects) above.

Reports of. See "Library," "Contingencies,"
"Printing," &c., (in General Index to
Subjects.)

CONSTITUTIONAL QUESTIONS, affecting Senate.
See " Order and Procedure" (General In-

dex to Subjects) above.
CONTINGENCIES CO.M., Reports of. See " Con-

tingencies " (in General Index to Subjects)
above.

DEBATES, reporting and printing of. See " De-
bates " (in General Index to Subjects) above.

INDEMNITY, SESSIONAL. See "Supply Bill, final"
debate on (in General Index) below.

JOURNALS, FRENCH, OMISSION IN.
Printing Con., 2nd Report of, omitted ; re-

marks: Mr. Bellerose, 109-Mr. Miller,
117.

LEGISLATION, PROGRESS OF. See " Order and
Procedure." (in General Index to Subjects.)

LiBRARY CoMî., Report of. See "Library " (in
General Index) above.

MESSENGERS' SALARIES. See "Contingencies
Com., 1st Report" (in General Index) above.

MILEAGE FROM RESIDENCE in Canada. See
"Mileage " B. (in General Index) above.

MINUTES, OMISSIONS IN THE.
Petitions presented, not all printed ; remarks,

on M. for adjt.: Messrs. Power, Clenow,
Miller, 60.

- DELAY IN PRINTING OF.
On 2nd R. of Citizens' Insurance B. ; remarks:

Messrs. Power, Kaulbach, Abbott, 73.
Attention again called to: Messrs. Miller and

Kaulbach, 192.
OFFICIALS, PROMOTIONS AND SALARIES. See

" Contingencies Com., Reports of " (in Gen-
eral Index) above.

PRINTING, Questions and Reports respecting.
See " Printing " (in General Index) above.

RESTAURANT, increased allowance. See " Con-
tingencies Com., 5th Report " (in General
Index) above.
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SENATE--Continued.
RULES, QUESTIONS OF. See " Order and Proce-

dure " (in General Index) above.
- REVISION OF.

Notice of M. (Mr. Wark) for appointinent of a
Conniittee, 243; remarks: Messrs. Abbott,
Power, 243.

SALARIES OF OFFICIALS. See " COntingencies
Com., Reports of " (in General Index) above.

SENATE AND COMMONS, DISQUALIFICATION FOR.
See " Parliament " (in General Index.)

SEN ATE AND H. OF CONMoXS ACT. See " Mile-
age " B. (in General Index) above.

SENATORS, DECEASED.
(Haythorne and Leonard, Hon. 3lessrs.) Re-

marks upon death of : Mr. Scott, 38-Mr.
Abbott, 38-Mr. Dickey, 39-Mr. Macdon-
ald (P.E.I.), 39-Mr. Dever, 40.

(Ode/t, Hon. 1r.) Reniarks upon death of:
Messrs. Scott, Abbott, Wark, Dever, 266.

SENATORS, NEW, xemmnoned: Hon. Messrs. Tassé,
Montplaisir, Carling, 3; Howlan, Snowball,
Macdonald (P.E.I.), 37.

Infrodneed: Hon. Messrs. Tassé, Montplaisir,
Carling, 3 ; Howlan, Snowball, Macdonald
(P.E.I.), 37.

SENATOR'S SEAT VACATED. See " Alexander,
Hon. G." (in Index to Senators).

SPEAKER, NEW, APPOINTMENT OF.
Hon. A. Lacoste; commission read, 3.
Frequent changes in office of Speaker ; remarks

in debate on Address (Mr. Scott), 12.
Hon. .1. J. Ross; congratulations to: Messrs.

Scott, Bellerose, Abbott, 592.
SPEAKERs, Ex-, APPOINTED PRIVY COUSCILLORs.

Hon. Messrs. Botsford, Miller and Allan sworn
in. Announcement (Mr. Abbott), 61.

STATIONERY SUPPLIED, quality of. See " Contin-
gencies Com., 5th Report " (in General in-
dex) above.

VENTILATION OF CHAMBER. See " Supply Bill,
final," debate on (in (eneral Index) below.

SEPARATE SCHOO.S. See " Schools."

SESSIONAL INDEMNITY, AMOUNT OF.
In debate on Supply B. : Mr. Power, 667-8-

Mr. Poirier, 668-Mr. Flint, 668-Mr.
Abbott, 669.

SHEEP AND SwINE QUARANTINED IN U.S.
Inqy. (Mr. Reesor) as to steps taken by Govt.,

82; renark (Mr. Kaulbach), replies (Mr.
Abbott), 82.

SHIPPING OF LIVE STOCK B. See "Live Stock."
Ships, Safety of, Act, Amt.; penalty for

carryng explosives in Passenger
Ships; B. (44).--Mr. Abbott.

Ist R.*, 295.
2nd R., n. (Mr. Abbott), 303 ; agreed to, 303.
3rd R,*, 346.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 38.)

SHips.-See also "IDeck and Load Lines B."
"Fishing Vessels."
"Harbours and Piers Act Amt."
"Inspection of Ships Act."
"Live Stock Shipping Act."
"Master and Mates."
"Steamboat Inspection ActAmt."

SHORES, TRANSFER TO PROVINCIAL GOVTS., B. See
" Foreshores."

Shuswap and Okanagon Ry. ; agreement
with C.P.R. ratified; extension of
line authorized; B. (78).-Mr. McInnes,
B. C.

Ist R.*, 175.
2nd R.*, 194.
3rd R.*, 211.
Assent, 224.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 72.)

SINCLAIR, JUDGE OF ADMIRALTY.
Retention of ; ques. (Mr. Scott) in debate on

Admiralty Courts B. ; reply (Mr. Abbott),
240.

SOURIS BRANCH LINE, C.P.R. See " C.P.R. Act
Amt. B."

SOUTH EASTERN Ry., B. affecting. See " Montreal
and Atlantic Ry."

South Ontario Pacifûc Ry. Co.; lines to
be built; time extended ; B. (73).-Mr.
Ma"Innes, Burlingt on.

Ist R.*, 164.
2nd R.*, 194.
3rd R.*, 211.
Assent, 224.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 92.)

SOUTH ONT. PACIFIC RY., Subsidy. See " Rail-
ways, Subsidies to," B. (175).

South Western Ry. Co.; extension of
line and time for construction; B.
(46).-Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.

Ist R.*, 164.
2nd R.*, 191.
3rd R.*, 202.
Assent, 2-23.
(54-55 V ai., Cap. 83.)

SPEAKER, APPOINTMENT OF. See "Senate."

SPEAiERs, Ex-, PRIVY COUNCILLORS. See "Senate."

Speech from the Throne, 4.
For the Address, &c., see " ADDRESS."

SPIRITS, DUTY ON. See " Inland Revenue Act."
STANDARD Tî.

M. (3fr. MacInnes, Burlington) for correspond-
ence, 46; remarks (Mr. Kaulbach), 47;
agreed to, 47.

STATIONERY, QUALITY OF. See " Contingencies
Con., 5th Report of."

Steamboat Inspection Act Amt.; exemp-
tions; Imperial Govt. and foreign
registered steamboats; contraven-
tion penalties; inspection at any
time, and stoppage from running,
&c.; B. (85).--r. Abbott.

Ist R.*, 295.
2nd R. wi. (Mr. Abbott), 343; ques. (Mr.

Kaulbach), reply (Mr. Abbott), and M.
agreed to, 343.

In Com. of the W.; Amt. in. (Mr. Abbott) to
include a previous amending Act, 413;
inqy. (Mr. Kaulbach), and reply (Mr.
Abbott), 414; Amt. agreed to, and B. so
reported (Mr. McKindsey), 414. Con-
currence in Amt. m. (Mr. Abbott), and
agreed to, 432.

3rd R.*, 432.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 39.)
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Steam Boiler and Plate Glass Insurance
Co. of Canada Incorp. B. (50).-Mr.
McCallum.

Ist R.*, 224.
2nd R.*, 237.
3rd R. (in. by Mr. McKindsey)*, 241.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 118.)

STEPHEN, MR., increase of salary.
On 3rd Report of Conting. Com., debate: Mr.

Abbott, 192-Messrs. Howlan, McInnes
and Kaulbach, 193.

On 5th Report, further remarks (Mr. Power),
660.

SUBSIDIES TO RAILWAYS. See "Railways."
SUGAR, BEET, BOUNTY ON, B. See " Beet Sugar."
SUGAR BONDING. See " Customs."
SUGARS, DUTY ON. See " Customs Act Amt.";

also " Colonies and Foreign Treaties," M. for
Address.

Supply Bill, partial (127).-Mr. Abbott.
Ist R.*, 210.
M. for 2nd R. to-morrow (Mr. Abbott), agreed

to, 210.
2nd R. n. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to, 222.
Suspension of 41st Rule m. (Mr. Abbott), and

agreed to, 222.
3rd R.*, 222.
Assent, 224.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 1.)

- Further, partial (167).-Mr. Abbott.
1st R.*, 523.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott); renark (Mr. Power)

as to suspension of Rules; M. agreed to,
523.

3rd R.*, 523.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 2.)

----- Final (177).-Mr. Abbott.
Ist R.*, 667.
Suspension of the 41st Rule, and
2nd R. mn. (Mr. Abbott) 667; debate (includ-

ing date of calling Parlt., increased Ses-
sional indemnity, ventilation of chamber):
Mr. Ptwer, 667-8--Messrs. Clenow, Kaul-
bach, Flint, 668 ; M. agreed to, 669.

3rd R. in. (Mr. Abbott); replies on above
points, and on amount of legislation ac-
conplished; Criminal Code neasure de-
ferred, 669; M. agreed to, 670.

Assent, 672.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 3.)

Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act
Amt. ; appeals; Govt. reference of
Constitutional questions; order of
appeals ; rules of Court, &c. ; B.
(138).-Mr. Abbott.

Ist R.*, 467.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 500 ; renarks: Mr.

Miller, 501, 503 - Mr. Scott, 501 - Mr.
Power, 502 - Mr. Kaulbach, 502 - Mr.
Abbott, 501-2-3; M. agreed to, 503.

In Coni. of the W., 523; on 3rd cl., Amt. m.
(Mr. Abbott), appeal direct from Court of
review, Quebec; remarks: Mr. Abbott,
Mr. Lacoste, 524; cl. adopted, 524.

On 5th cl. (order of hearing appeals); renarks:
Messrs. Power, Abbott, 524. B. reported
(Mr. Ross) as atnd., 524.

Reprint m. (Mr. Ross), and agreed to*, 524.

Concurrence in Anits. of Coin. of the W. m.
(Mr. Abbott) and agreed to*, 535.

Amt. in. (Mr. Abbott), - Quebec appeals -
amount, 535; agreed to, 535.

3rd R.*, 535.
Amts. of H. of C. (defining appealable cases),

concurrence m. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed
to, 601.

Assent, 671.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 25.)
(See almo " Exchequer Court Act.")

SWINE, BONDING FOR SLAUGHTERING. Se "Cus-
toms Act."

SwINE, QUARANTINED IN U.S.
Inqy. (Mr. Reesor), remarks (Mr. Kaulbach),

reply (Mr. Abbott), 82.
Taple, Isabel, Divorce B. (K).--Mr. McInncs,

1st R.*, 73.
2nd R.*, 102.
Report of Select Com., adoption m. (Mr.

Gowan), 169 ; remarks (Mr. Kaulbach),
169 ; M. agreed to on a division, 170.

3rd R.*, 170.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 135.)

TARIFF. See "Customs" and "Inland Revenue";
also, " U.S., Reciprocity with"; and " Col-
onies, Trade Relations with."

Témiscamingue Colonization Ry. Co.;
extension powers; also arrange-
ments with C.P.R. ; B. (22).-Mr. Mac-
Innes, Burlinjton.

1st R.*, 60.
2nd R., m., 63; agreed to, 63.
Reported from Ry. Com. without Amt., and
3rd R.*, 67.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict. Cap. 94.)
(See also " C. P. R. Act Amt. B.")

TEM PERAN CE. See "Prohibition."
TENANT FARM DELEGATES, REPORT OF. See

" Printing Com. Report," on distribution of.
THREE RIVERS, C. P. R., IMPROVEMENTS. See

" C. P.R."1
TIMBER, EXPORT DUTY ON.

Inqy. (Mr. Flint) intention of Govt. to reim-
pose, 203 ; remarks (Messrs. Kaulbach
and Scott), 205; reply (Mr. Abbott), 205.

TIMBER, PRESERVATION OF, FROM FiREs.
Inqy. (Mr. Boulton) whether Govt. will enact

a nieasure, 585; reply (Mr. Abbott), 586.
TIME, STANDARD.

M. (Mr. Maclnnes, Burlington) for corres-
pondence, 46; remarks (Mr. Kaulbach),
47 ; agreed to, 47.

TOBACCO I)UTIES. See "Inland Revenue Act" and
" Customs Act " Amts.

ToBIQUE VALLEY Ry., Subsidy. See " Railways,
Subsidies to," B. (175).

TODD'S PARLIAMENTARY GOVT. IN COLONIES.
Remarks (Mr. Scott) on supply of, in consid-

eration of Ist Report of Library Com.,
107 ; postponement of consideration of
report M. (Mr. Abbott), and agreed to,
107, 168, 586, 651.

ToLLs, WHARFAGE, ON GOVT. PIERS. See " Har-
bours and Piers Act Amnt. B."
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Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo ty. Co.;
Dominion incorporation; agreement
with Brantford, Waterloo and Lake
Brie Ry. Co. &c.; B. (80).-Mr. Sanford.

lst R.*, 211.
2nd R.*, 222.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. McKindsey)*, 228.
Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 86.)

TRADE, CATTLE. See " Live Stock."

Trade, combinations in restraint or, Pre-
vention Act Amt.; B. (15).-Mr. Mc-
Caulum.

1st R.*, 268.
2nd R. m. (Mr. McCallum), 391 ; discussed:

Messrs. Abbott, Kaulbach, 391-Messrs.
Miller, McCallum, Vidal, 382; M. agreed
to, 392.

In Coin. of the W. ; on 1st clause (eliminating
words " unduly " and " unreasonably," in
the Act), Amt. m. (Mr. Vidal) to add pro-
viso (Act not to affect proper business
arrangements), 432; discussed: Messrs.
Abbott, Power, McCallum, Miller, 433--
Messrs. Abbott, Power, Vidal, Maclnnes
(Burlington), 434; Amt. agreed to, and B.
reported (Mr. Poirier) as amd., 434. Con-
currence in Amt. m. (Mr. McCallum), and
agreed to, 434.

3rd R.*, 438.
TRADE, INTERCOLONIAL, See "Colonies."

Trade Marks Act, further Amt. B. (F).-Mr.
Abbott.

1st R.*, 60.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 66 ; agreed to, 67.
In Com. of W.; on the 3rd cl. (Atty. Genl. as

prosecutor), debate: (Mr. Lougheed, 75-
Mr. Abbott, 75-6-Mr. Power, 76-Mr.
Kaulbach, 76-Mr. Ross, 76. Reported
without Amt. (Mr. Ogilvie), 77.

3rd R.*, 77.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 35.)

TRADE, RECIPROCITY. See " U. S."
TRADE RELATIONS, INTERÇOLONIAL, M. See " Col-

onies."
TRADE, RELATIONS OF THE EMPIRE (Address). See

" Colonies and G. B."
TRAVELLING EXPENSES, B. See " Mileage."
TREATIES, " MOST FAVOURED NATION " CLAUSE. See

" Colonies and Foreign Treaties."
UNITED KINGDOM, relations with, Treaties, &c.

See " Colonies and G. B."

UNITED STATES.
BEHRING SEA NEGOTIATIONS.

Inqy. whether Canada is taken into consulta-
tion (Mr. Macdonald, B. C.), 62; re-
marks (Mr. Kaulbach), reply (Mr. Abbott),
62.

Papers upon, 50 copies for Library ; adoption
of Printing Com.'s report (on M. of Mr.
Read), 207.

FISHING BOATS SEIZED AT EASTPORT.

In debate on Fisheries Act Amt. B., 459, 462.

UNITED STATES-Continued.

FREIGHT RATES ON CATTLE FROM.
Inqy. (Mr. Reesor), reply (Mr. Abbott), 602;

remarks: Mr. Kaulbach, 602-Messrs.
Read, Reesor, 603.

MODUS VIVENDI B. See " Fishing Vessels."
QUARANTINE ON SHEEP AND SWINE.

Inqy. (Mr. Reesor) as to steps taken by Govt.,
82; remark (Mr. Kaulbach), replies
(Mr. Abbott), 82.

RECIPROCITY WITH, AND TRADE.
In debate on the Address ; remarks : Mr.

Tassé, 6-7-Mr. Prowse, 10-11-Mr. Scott,
13-15-Mr. McCallum, 17-18.

In debate on the modw vivendi B.; remarks:
Mr. Power, 49, 50, 52, 57-Mr. Paquet,
50 - Mr. Abbott, 50-1-2, 55-6-7 - Mr.
Kanlbach, 50, 54-Mr. Scott, 52-3-4-5, 57.

M., against discrimination in Treaties, against
Great Britain (Mr. Boulton), withdrawn,
123.

Inqy. (Mr. Flint) respecting export duty on
saw-logs; remarks: Messrs. Kaulbach
and Scott, 205. Reply (Mr. Abbott), 205.

Report on Trade Relations, 50 copies for
Library; adoption of Printing Com.'s
report (on M. of Mr. Read), 207.

In debate on " Live Stock Shipping Act " B.;
remarks: Mr. Read (Quinté), 517-8, 527-
8-9, 534-Mr. Boulton, 518-Mr. Reesor,
520-1-2-Mr. Kaulbach, 521-2-Mr. Ree-
sor, 531-2; corrections in renarks of Mr.
Reesor: Mr. Kaulbach, 535-Mr. Reesor,
536, 542-3-Mr. Kaulbach, 542-3.

TREATIES AND TRADE RELATIONS, &C. See also
" Colonies and Foreign Treaties, Address to
the Queen," &c.

TREATY WITH NEWFOUNDLAND.
In debate on the modus vivendi B.; remarks:

Mr. Power, 52, 56-Mr. Abbott, 53, 55-6--
Mr. Scott, 53, 55-6-Mr. Kaulbach, 54.

TREATY WITH SPAIN.
Discrimination against British W. I.; remarks:

(Mr. Wark) on his Inqy., Colonial Trade
Relations, 593.

VACATION OF SEAT. 2ee "Alexander, Hon. G."
(In Index to Senators.)

Vancouver Dock and Ship Building 00.
Incorp. B. (51).-Mr. Macdonald, B.C.

Ist R.*, 122.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) re Esquimalt

Dock, 136; M. agreed to, 136.
Reported (Mr. Vidal) from Coin. on Rys. and

Harbours, with an Amt. to borrowing
powers, for protection of creditors, 165.
Concurrence m. (Mr. Macdonald, B. C.),
165; objection to present consideration
made (Mr. McInnes); remarks: Messrs.
Vidal, Power, 165-6; objection with-
drawn, 165; M. agreed to, 166.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Macdonald) but objected to
(Mr. McInnes), and 3rd R. postponed, 166.
Again m. (Mr. Macdonald), 176; Ant. m.
(Mr. McInnes, B.C.), precluding subsidy
from Dominion Govt., 176 ; debate : Mr.
Vidal, 178-9-Mr. McInnes, 179, 181-
Mr. Ogilvie, 179--Mr. Macdonald, 179,
183-M7r.Scott, 179-Mr. Kaulbach, 180-
1-2-Mr. McInnes (point of Order-per-
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Vancouver Dock Co.'s B.-Continued.
sonalities), 181-Mr. Miller, 181-Mr.
Power (ques. of Order-relevancy of de-
bate), 181-2-Mr. Ogilvie, 181-Mr. Mas-
son, 182-constitutionalques. (Mr. Miller),
that Amt. interferes with right of Govt.
to initiate money votes in H. of Commons,
183--Mr. McCallum, 183-Mr.Dever, 184.

Sub-Ant. m. (Mr. Bellerose) striking out
entire clause authorizing subsidies, 184;
debate : Mr. Boulton,. 185, 187-Mr.
Power, 185-6-7--Mr. Miller, 185-Mr.
Bellerose, 185-Mr. Prowse, 185-Mr.
Dever, 186-Mr. Howhmu, 186-Mr. Boul-
ton, 187-Mr. Girard, 187. Ques. of Order
(Mr. Howlan), that the Sub-Ant. (on 3rd
R.) requires Notice, 187 ; discussed: Mr.
Bellerose, 187-8-9-Mr. Miller, 188-9, 190
-Mr. Masson, 188-9--Mr. Howlan, 188,
190-Mr. Abbott, 188--Mr. McInnes, 189
-Mr. DeBoucherville, 189-Mr. Ogilvie,
189--Mr. Power, 190-Mr. Scott, 190.
RULINO (the Speaker) this Sub-Amt. is
really a new Amt., and cannot be put with-
out Notice, 190. Amt. of Mr. McInnes put
and lost (C.14, N.-C. 42), 190. B. 3rd R.
and passed, 190.

Assent, 286.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 129.)

VAUDREUIL AND PRESèOTT Ry. CO., B. See
" Montreal and Ottawa Ry."

VENTILATION OF SENATE CHAMBER.
In debate on Supply B.; remarks: Mr. Flint,

668-Mr. Abbott, 669.
VEssEis, Bills relating to. See

"Deck and Load Lines B."
"Fishing Vessels."
"Harbours and Piers Act Amt."
"Inspection of Ships Act."
"Live Stock Shipping Act."
"Masters and Mates."
"Ships, safety of."
"Steamboat Inspection Act Amt."

VICE-ADMIRALTv COURTS. See " Adniralty."
Victoria and N. A. Ry. Co., Becher Bay

Ferry; B. (62).-Mr. Macdonald, B. C.
1 st R. *, 122.
2nd R.-, 135.
3rd R.*, 165.
Assent, 223.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 101.)

Victoria, Saanich and New Westminster
Ry. Co., new Incorp.; B. (67).-Mr.
&Ott.

1st R.-, 144.
On order for 2nd R., M. (Mr. Scott) to refer

to Private Bs. Com., no Petition baving
been presentedtotheSenate; agreedto,167.

2nd R. (m. by Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)*, 194.
3rdR. (m. by Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)*, 211.
Assent, 224.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 75.)

Weighers of Grain,. appointment of;
bonds ; fees ; weighlng certificates;
B. (T).-Mr. Abbott.

Introduced (Mr. Abbott) and lst R., 414.
2nd R.*, 435.
3rd R.*, 438.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 47.)

o SUBJECTS. [Session

WELLAND CANAL, SUPERINTENDENT ELLIS.
M. (Mr. McCallum) for statement of receipts

in excess, and payments, 86; remarks (Mr.
Abbott), 88 ; M. agreed to, 89.

WEST INDIES, TRADE WITH, Ms. See "Colonies."
WESTERN COUNTIEs RY., N.S.

Inqy. (Mr. Wark), and reply (Mr. Abbott), as
to amount expended by Govt., 432.

WHARFAGE DUEs on Govt. Piers. See " Harbours
and Piers Act Amt. B."

WHEAT, " Commercial Grade." See " Inspection.
Weighers of. See "Weighers."

WHILLOeK, MR., APPOINTMENT OF.
Report of Printing Com. adopted, on M. of

Mr. Read, 207.
Whirlpool Bridge Co. Incorp. B. (58).-Mr.

McCallum.
Ist R.*, 144.
2nd R. m. (Mr. McCallum), 167 ; remarks

Mr. Allan, 167-8 ; replies (Mr. McCallum)
167-8 ; M. agreed to, 168.

Reported (Mr. Vidal) from Ry. Coin., B. not
in public interest, 201. Adoption m. (Mr.
Vidal), 201. Suggestion (Nlr. McCallum)
as to refunding of fees, 201 ; remarks ;
Messrs. Vidal, Miller, Abbott, Scott, 201;
M. agreed to, 201.

WHITE LEAD, inarking of cases. See " Fraudulent
Marking, Restraint of," B.

WIARToN SOUTHERN Ry. Co.'s B. See " Chats-
worth, Georgian Bay and L. Huron Ry."

WIDow of AN OFFICIAL, GRATUITY TO. See " Adam-
son."

WINEs, new tariff on. See " Customs."
WINNIPEG AND HUDSoN BAY RY.

M. (Mr. Boulton) to ask Imperial aid, with-
drawcn, 103.

Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Ry. Co. ; con-
struction to Saskatchewan River;
Govt. mail and transport contract
and subsidy authorized ; B. (119).-
Mr. A bbott.

1st R.*, 240.
On Order for 2nd R., objection (Mr. Power)

B. not distributed ; M. (Mr. Abbott) for
2nd R. to-morrow, agreed to, 241. Further
renarks, upon proposed adjt. of Senate,
242-3.

2nd R. m. (Mr. Abbott), 224 ; Amt., 6 months'
hoist m. (Mr. Scott), 244-5-7-8, 250-2;
debate: Mr. Boulton, 245, 253-4-5, 257-8-
9,'262-Mr. Kaulbach, 247-Mr. Power,
247, 253, 257-Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 248,
259-Mr. Abbott, 250-Mr. Clemow, 252
-Mr. Scott, 254-5, 258, 263-Mr. Almon,
260, 263-Mr. Ressor, 261-Mr. Vidal,
261-2-Mr. Snowball, 263.

Debate resumed: Mr. Howlan, 269, 271-2,
274, 276-Mr. Power 271-2, 274, 276, 280
-Mr. Scott. 271-2, 274, 280-1-Mr.
Poirier, 274, 277-Mr. Boulton, 274-
Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 276--Mr. Girard,
278, 280-1.

Debate again resumed : Mr. Clemow, 307,
309, 310-Mr. Scott, 309-Mr. Power,
309, 310-ll-12-13-Mr. MacIDnes, 310-
Mr. Boulton, 310--Mr. Howlan, 311-12-13
-Mr. Allan, 313-14-Mr. Miller, 314.
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Debate again resumed : Mr. MacInnes (Bur-
lington), 347-Mr. Kaulbach, 348-9, 351-2,
354-Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 349, 354-Mr.
Power, 349, 3514-Mr. Scott, 349, 352-
Mr. Miller, 354-Mr. Perley, 355.

Sub- Aimt. m. (Mr. McCallum) postponement
until definite information as to location,
&c., be given, 359; debate: Mr. Mac-
donald (B.C.), 360-1-Mr.-McCallum, 361.
-Mr. Power, 361, 363-Mr. Miller, 362-3.

Debate resumed : Mr. Vidal, 392-Mr.
Power, 397, 408-Mr. Read (Quinté), 398
-Mr. Scott, 401-2, 404, 406, 409, 411-12
Mr. Miller, 40-2-Mr. Perley, 404-Mr.
Wark, 406-Mr. Abbott, 407-8-9, 410-11-
12-Mr. Masson, 410. Sub-Amt. rejected
(C. 15, N.-C. 35), 412; Amt. lost on same
divn. ; and M. for 2nd R. carried, same
divn. reversed, 412.

In Com. of the W., 434; Amt. m. (Mr.
Abbott) requiring previolis approval of

location by Govt., 435 ; agreed to, and
reported (Mr. Merner) as amended, 435.

3rd R.*, 437.
Assent, 528.
(54-55 Viet., Cap. 81.)

Winnipeg, Assiniboine River water-
power: utilization Act revived; time
extended, &c.; B. (91).-Mr. Lougheed.

Ist R.*, 223.
2nd R.*, 228.
3rd R.*, 238.
Assent, 287.
(54-55 Vict., Cap. 108.)

WITNESSES, ATTENDANCE OF. See " Order and Pro-
cedure."

WOOD, A .F., COMMISSIONER FOR RYs. AND CANALS.
M. (Mr. Flint) for Address, for statement of

payments to, in 1890, 301-2-3; remarks
(Mr. McCallum), 302; reply (Mr. Abbott),
303; M. agreed to, 303.
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