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THE DEBATES

OF THE

SENATE OF CANADA

IN THE

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

HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA.

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

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

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

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

NEW SENATORS.

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

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

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

HirroLyTE MonTeLalsir, of Cap de la

gigdele'ine, for the Division of Shawine-

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

and CAR_LING were then introduced and
took their seats,

THE OPENING OF THE SZSSION.

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

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

The House was adjourned during plea- .
sure,

After sume time the House was resumed.

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

Tae SPEAKER commanded the Usher

Y | of the Black Rod to proceed to the House

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

Who, being come,
Tae SPEAKER said :—

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

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

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

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

Ottawa, Thursday, 30th April, 1891,

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

Prayers.

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

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

THE SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

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

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

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

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

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

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

THE SENATE.

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

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

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

May 1T PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCY :—-

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

1d we shall consider attentively the measure to be

laid before us designed to reorganize those tribunals.

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

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

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

He said :—

Honorables Messieurs,

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

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

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

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

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

Ho~. Mr. TassE.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Hon. Mg. Tassk.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Divine aid in

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

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

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

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

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

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

States were prepared to offer were impossi-
ble, that it would disturb the National
Policy—that it would be inconsistent with
the policy adopted in 1878 ? That was the
position of things, and we know very well
that so late as last Session a retaliatory
tariff went through Parliament. The at-
tention of the Government was called to
the fact that in view of the pnssibility of
trade relations being entered into with
the United States it was folly and mad-
ness to place high duties on important
articles, and calling the attention of the
United States to the fact—duties on arti-
cles that we sent to them, not that they
sent to us—on barley, for instance, and on
animals, Was it not talked about in this
Chamber, and pointed out that many
articles were put in the tariff list*that we
did not import—articles that we sold to our
neighbours—in order to deceive the farmer
and make him believe that he was pro-
tected ? What was the consequence? It
was just as we predicted. It was announced
in this Chamber that the eflfect would be
to induce those behind the McKinley Bill
to put those very articles in their tariff at
a high rate. And they did so, and though
there has been some squealing, we got
exactly what we deserved and what it was
predicted we would get, When we com-
mence a war of tariffs with a people
twelve times our number we must reap
the consequences of ourfolly. That warn-
ing was uttered, but it was not listened to.
We were told that we were independent
of the United States, and did not want their
market, that it was more profitable to
trade with Hayti, Jamaica and the West
Indies, to cross the Pacific and the Atlantic
Oceans to look for markets and to keep
away from the best market in the world.
That was the consequence ? They hit us,
and they hit us hard. Itis no secret: it
has been discussed all over the country
The Government knew very well that the
people were beginning to understand
the question better. Before that they
did not understand what a tariff meant,
but they now understand tlat it meaus
a taxation, that it means collecting so
much more from the people, and that
the higher you have your tarifi the
more you collect from the tax-payers;
8o the Government wanted to snatch a
verdict; and, in my judgment at all events,
by, I won't say a trick, but what was an
exceedingly unstatesmanlike act and a
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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 arc mentioned in the
State paper. Some correspondence passed,
but nothing whatever that led up to
the announcement made by the Govern-
ment to the people of this country, nothing
to warrant the statement made that nego-
tiations were in progress. The thing was
wholly unjustified and unwarranted, and
when in a few years more it comes to be
written up it will in no degree reflect credit
on the gentlemen who, for the time, repre-
sented this country. We know very well
that the TUnited States Government,
through their Secretary of State, denied
that any such negotiations were on foot.
Mv. Blaine was addressed by Mr. Baker, a
member of Congress, and asked whether
it was true that the official announcement
made by the Government of Canada had
any possible justification when a new tariff
was being framed. He most positively
denied the statement, and said there was
no intention of the kind ; and he went fur-
ther, and said that no treaty with Canada
would be possible unless it included manu-
factures as well as agricultural products.
We know what followed. The Govern-
ment of this country, and their supporters
all over !Canada, proclaimed in the rural
constituencies that their policy was to
have a market for the farmers; and
their policy in the cities and towns,
where manufactures existed, was that the
National Policy would not be disturbed.
That cannot be denjed ; the speeches are
on record, and can be turned up at any
time. There they remain, showing the utter
inconsirtency of the Administration on this
important question. Did they treat the
Government of the United States and the
statesmen of that country with anything
like the ordinary courtesy that is usually
extended from the public men of one coun-
try to the public men of another? They
did not. I say it with regret and sorrow.
The remarks made about Mr. Blaine and
other gentlemen in the United States in
the discussion which arose out of this
Hon. M. Scorr.

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

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

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

cause until the voters’ lists were revised, |

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

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

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

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

2

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

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

people of this country find out what]
dif-

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

are cheap food at a shilling u dozen, and |

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

free trade would follow next day between'

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

fing fault. I must admit that I was very

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

| .
| The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4:40 p. m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, 4th May, 1891,

Tae SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

A PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT.

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

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

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

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

|

| Hox. Mr. VIDAL—It would be better

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

d‘HON.' 1\IR'. KA.UI.;BACH—Although the
{S({usmon 13 quite irregular, I wish to ex-
;ebi}l my objection to any adjournment.
: will have the effect of rotracting the
Jusiness of the House. Certainly it will
i)l_llterfere with the progress of the divorce
ills; they will be delayed in their preli-
minary stages if we adjourn now. I have
always been opposed to those adjourn-
ments. [ believe that by remaining here
e accelerate the progress of business.
he 2(;;overnment know that we are here

19

ready to attend to their measures, when
they bring them to us. Itis notin the
public interest or in the interest of good
legislation that we should have so many
adjournments as are applied for every
session.

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

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

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

SENATOR ALEXANDER'S SEAT.
MOTION.

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

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

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

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

Hon, Mr. MILLER—Of course.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Hon. Mr. MILLER—The rule makes

Senator [SENATE] Alexander's Seat.

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

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

collection that someone was called upon -

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

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

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

|

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

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

Hox. Mr. ABBOTT—No notice.

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

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

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

time Mpr., Dickson be notified, |

1
Hox, Mg, MILLER—Hear, hear. |

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

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

!
Hox. Mr, MILLER—I understood that

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

Hon. Mg,
actly

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

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

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

A

The motion was agreed to.

MINISTERIAL CHANGES.
INQUIRY.

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

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

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

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

SENATOR ALEXANDER’S SEAT.

The Committee met at 2.45 p.m.; the

r Speaker in the Chair,

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

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

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

The Committee [SENATE] on Privileges.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Istrilkes me that the proper course for us

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

.

Hon. MR. POWER—TI¢ is a rule nisi,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

The motion was agreed to.

The Committee then adjourned.

Tre SPEAKER took the Chair at 3.30
p. m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT.

NOTICE OF MOTION.

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

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

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

THE STANDING COMMITTEES.
MOTION.

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

LiBRARY.

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

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

PrinTING.

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

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

BANKING AND COMMERCE.
Hon. Messrs.

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

’

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

RarLways, TELEGRAPHS AND IIARBOURS.
Hon. Messrs,

ABBorrT, Macpoxarp (B.C.),

ALLAN, MacInnNgs,

ALMoN, (Burlington),

BrLLEROSE, MoNTGOMERY,
OULTON, MiLLER,

CaRrLING, Murrry,

CLEMOW, O’Dononok,

CocHRANE, OGILVIE,

DEBoucHERVILLE, PERLEY,

Dickey, PoweR,
RUMMOND, PricE,

GIRARD, ROBITAILLE,

KAULBACH, REep (Cariboo),

Lovenzen, REeap (Quinté),
cCaLLUM, SANFOID,

McCLELAN, Scorr,

ﬁ(f:[DONALD (C.B.), Swirn,

M(é Ig:;:s (B.C), Srnvnns,

MoR ot TUTHERLAND,
CRINDSEY, Tassk
cMirLaN, VipaL

H

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

shall be referred all Bills on these subjects.

ConringENT AccoUNTS.

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

McInnes (B.C.), Scorr,

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

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

StanDING ORDERS AND PRIVATE BILLs.
Hon, Messrs,

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

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

MacponaLp (B.C.), Tassg,

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

DEeBATES.

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

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

Hon. Messrs.

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

MoCLELAN, SUTHERLAND,
McKINDSEY,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

];nmltgee the same confidence cannot be

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

or kim if my name on it would have tho

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

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

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

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

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

Hon., Mr. SUTHERLAND—I wish to
express my sympathy with the views of
my hon, friend from Britirh Columbia, I
have sat on Divorce Committees for some
fifteen or sixteen years, I have no reflec-
tions to cast on my colleagues in those
committees; I think they did their duty
faithfully, but I concur in the opinion that
there should he some other tribunal to deal
with divorce, for the simple reason that it is
no easy matter for people who live 800 or
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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 has said, it
may lead to something worse, I do not
believe in alaw which favours the rich man
and denies a poor man justice. I have no
desire to prolong this discussion now,
because I do not suppose that anything
. effectual will result from it.

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

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

country; and any one who reads the

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

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



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

placed on the committee during the
present session.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

The Senate adjourned at 4:40 p.m.

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

Tae SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

COMMITTEE ON CONTINGENCIES.

FIRST AND £§ECOND REPORTS.

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

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

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

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

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

The motion was agreed to.

AN ADJOURNMENT. |
MOTION,

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

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

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

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

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

[

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

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

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

Hon,
House t
tion in

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Hon. MR. VIDAL—Yes.

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

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

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

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

- studying the measures that are to come
before us.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

1. To leave out certain words;

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

8. To insert or add certain words.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I

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

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

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

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

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

CONTENTS :
A N Hon. Messrs.
rman g isi
Ba.illarge’aon, 1(\)1%13(1)?33’
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I}é‘g‘}lwn, Poirier,
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Mever, ) SCOtt,
cCallum, Smith,
1 Z?{lgggé Sutherland,
ernen. Ys Tassé,—23.
NoN-CONTENTS :
Hon. Messrs.
ﬁ}}ﬁff“’ Kaulbach,
Boton! McInnes (B.C.),
Botsf()l‘d,' Mec ay,
Cm\.lﬁhervﬂle, de, Macdonald (B.C.),
Dial ng, MacInnes (Burlington),
Fllfn_tey’ . Miller,
i .
k]
o Browe,
'y 1Gal. —20.

The motion as amended was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4:50 p.m.

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

p.xrxl;fm SPEAKER took the Chair at 8.30

Prayers and routine proceedings.

NEW SENATORS.

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

lency the Governor G
ener
0 the Sonrover neral had summoned

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

JaBEz BunTING SNOWBALL, of Chatham,

B3, '

ANDREW ARcHIBALD M
Charlottetown, PE.IL
anr(li‘hl\?[fclon' Messrs. HowLaN, SNoWBALL
‘ DONALD were then intr
took their seats. oduced and

ACDONALD, of

SENATOR ALEXANDER'S SEAT.
MOTION.

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

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

SENATE CHAMBER,
TursDAY, 26th May, 1891.

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

That they have taken the said report into conside-
ration, and having also referred to the Journals of the
House, find that the said Honourable George Alexan-
der, one of the members of the Senate, for the Pro-
vince of Ontario, has for two consecutive sessions of
the last Parliament failed to give his attendance to
this House ; and that, further, the Honourable Geor|
Alexander has addressed a letter to the Honourable
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 admits that his seat has
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 from the Province of
Ontario, has for two consecutive sessions of the last
Parliament of Canada failed to give his 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 Committee.

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 wotice 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. Mgr. 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 committee 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 has 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 ?

Hox. Mr. ABBOTT—I propose to refer
the report back—at least, that 1smy 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
in 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 his 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 he had reached
a good old age, still his death was not
looked for, as he had been, apparently, in

excellent health at the time Parliament
met. I am sure his death is a source of
great regret to every gentleman who had
the pleasure of his 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. FEsteemed and
respected in the province that he had
adopted as his home on coming from 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 was
called to the Senate, and during the time
he sat here he day by day earned for him-
self the esteem and respect of all who
knew him. He was a geutleman of fine
parts, and one who was exceedingly con-
scientious in the discharge of all hisduties.
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 his own convictions.

The other gentleman, the hon. Senator
from Londun, 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 his 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 hon. gentlemen I ree
around me, was called to the Senate in
1867. He was a man much 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 totheir 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
1 was acquainted with him for many years
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 opposed to my views on
geveral politics but I must say that T think,
from my own point of view, Mr. Hay-
thorue’s death has been a very great and
severe loss to this House, and’] think the
Senate will long miss the gentlemanly,
Mmanly and impartial criticism which that
hon. 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 80 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. 1 may say I feel in the strongest
possible degroe the regret that my hon.
i:'l(‘md has expressed for the loss this House
l:tb susltamed. I hope the families of our
wht? io leagues will learn of the sympathy
ich has been expressed in this Senate,
a?d V&:hlch I am sure every hon. member
of this House feels, and our sense of the
lrreparable loss that the country has sus-

tained in the dea
th
gentlemen, of those two hon.

it Iiisol“l;eiﬂeli-s aglCKIx‘.Y—I do not know that
expression Y to add anything to the

3 S of regret to which we have
2:1?~2e(;’1' (.imdbwuh which I cordially agree
Whus§ bs oth of the hon. gentlemen
deplorea b%;'r’f’i from amongst us we now
oF e ll]t } regard more particularly
e 0f these gentlemen whose name
o r%ught before us, Mr, Haythorne,
o nge Sen so long associated with that
Jon. 0gn 2 °man as a member of this House,
thoon erms of most friend ly intercourse,
publigc not ulways agreeing with him on
P auestions, I feel that I ought not to
2 W the occasion to pass without a word
of comment. Our late friend was a man
th':; Was eminently fair minded. I think
s was the particular characteristic
> course in this House. I watched it
carefully, having sat 8o 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 informaticn that
he invariably brought to the discussion of
subjects which he undertook to debute in
this House. In other words, to put it in
a converse form—he never undertook to
speak about a thing which he did not
apparently well understand.

With regard to our other deceased friend,
who also sat very near to me in this House
for many years, 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 all occasions heintended
to give a fair and deliberate consideration
to every measure that came before the
Senate, and none of us, certainly, who act
upon party considerations occasionally,
have any reason to find fault with the
course that he took. On the contrary, |
recognize, with regard to him, as also 1
have already expressed with regard to
Senator Haythorne, that he was eminently
fair-minded, and apparently desired 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, for so many years, sat near
e,

Honx. Mr. MACDONALD (PEI)—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 hon, gentleman
by the leader of the Government and the
leader of the Opposition, and also by my
hon. 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 his 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 his conduct during the time
he was a member of this House. His
career while he was a representative for
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 his 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 part
is sufficient to endear his name to the peo-
ple of Prince Edward Island, and I am
gratified, indeed, to find that his name 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 from my province his course of con-
duct was such that his name is honoured
and revered in this House. We all regret
exceedingly that he was so suddenly and
unexpectedly taken away to his reward in
the upper life, and although I have been
called to fill the place which he so well
and ably filled here, I feel that1cannot do
so with the same credit and justice to my-
self or to the province that he did, and I
trust that this honourable House will ex-
tend tome thatkindness and consideration
which my position calls 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—Ifthe 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 leader 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 seatin
this Houre, to say that I have had the
honour of being his associate 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 [ 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 alwaysfound him to
be a consistent Christian man in his
uprightness of character. His charity to
the poor was most remarkable; 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 1 feel with
deep sorrow the demise of my late friend.
I was at his funeral. I also attended him
the night before his death. He was taken
suddenly ill, and when 1 heard of it I
could not 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 skilled 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 his reputation 1 always un-
derstood that he was a man of honour and
integrity. I regret exceedingly the death
of these hon. gentlemen, A

THE MODUS 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 hon. gentlemen have not had
a chance to consider it, I think it would be
better to let it stand until Frilday.
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Hon. Mr. MILLER—TIt is the same Bill
that was passed last year,

Honx. 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
18 a matter of some exigence that this one
should be got through immediately.

) Hop{. Mr, MILLER—I presume it is the
intention of the Government to have it

receive the Royal Assent as soon as pos-
sible ?

How. Mz, ABBOTT—Certainly, and any
explanation that may be required can be
glven a8 usual,on thesecond reading of the
Bill, and I shall be prepared to make the
explanation to-morrow.

. Hon. Mr. MILLER—The fact of the mat-

Or 13, the provisions made by the Bill are
Dow being carried out by Lhe Government
&111 their own authority, and they require
1 lf’opl'esent Act to legalize their procedure.
i Pe the Bill will be put through as speed-

Y 45 possible, und that the Royal Assent

\\'i” be iVen : [
o1t
through,g at once, when it is put

Hon, Mg, POWER—The reason given

by the hon, gentleman I think rather

cu .
fog's the ground from under his own feet,
3

if T understa
nd the hon. gentle-
m . .
an, he says that the (rovernment a%e now

actj

af,éni% :;ethough the Bill had been passed ;
for some {veeive been acting in that way
tinue to act in 8, I presume they can con-

the same way f,
thr ay for two or
if l:lzy(li,g'iy:g l(::]gr:;; Ido nf.\); think there
Bill to stand unti} F(l’_;ldaat;e in asking the

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—] did not think

there was anythin
Z unrea i
hon, gent}ema}l having askzgnt?ll;l: tll:(la It;llﬁ
it:(fd un;xl Friday, because at that time he
bad not heard the reason for pressing the
il forward. . The fact that the Govern.
ment are acting provisionally, in conse-
quence of the lute period at which Parlia-
;nent 18 called together, and the necessity
O some action in the premises, it appears
0 me, is no reason for delayiné the inter-
vention of Parliament, which is the proper

tribunal for dealing with questions of this

nature. Up to the present, the Govern-
ment have taken the responsibility of
issning 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 ought to be and might be
advanced with the shortest possible delay,
because the House knows all about 1it.
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 peuce
and in the best interests of the country.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—I thought the hon.
gentleman was going to ask for a suspen-
sion of the rule to put it through at once.

Hon. Mz. VIDAL—I think if the hon.
gentleman from Halifax would reflect a
moment that the delay has been caused by
our taking an adjournment, be would cer-
tainly be disposed to disperse with the
rule,

Hon. Mr, POWER—I was going 10 say
that if this measure was of so urgent a
character I do not think the leader of the
House was doing his 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 teader
of the HMousc proposes, when the Bill is
read the third time, to have the Deputy
Governor come down and give his 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 me with dereliction of duty. Ithink
1 pointed out, on the moving for an adjourn-
ment, that this very Bill was coming up,
and I voted against the adjournment in
consequence,

Hox, 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 French Language [SENATE] in Manitoba.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, May 27th, 1891.

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE FRENCH LANGUAGE IN
MANITOBA.

MOTION.

Hon. MRr. 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
which action has been taken with respect to the Act
passed by the Legislature of the Province of Manitoba,
abolishing the official 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 toa 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. 1t 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 cosuse 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,
therefere, 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
British 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 pre-ent 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 1o 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 natjonalities 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
arrvest the development of the Province.
Strangers will not come to settle in a
counlry where such troubles prevail,
where they may be cxposed to the
dangers of internal strife at any moment.
People in various 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-
e&rity and greatness of our North-West.

e 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 settle
where there is more security for the main-
tenance of peace. It is not necessary for
me to enter into an argument, before a



‘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
1t was through the French race that the
light of civilization first penetrated that
vast country. Now, that is a claim which
ﬂ}One was sufficient to warrant our conten-
uon, but it has also been admitted at
ditferent 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 deciares that French
shall no longer be recognized as an official
language in the province. Under the
circumstances, we think we are justified in
calling upon the Federal Government to
Come to our protection. I think thata
Temedy will be found and a stop will be
put to the trouble which is checking the
brogress 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
\j'ho are now living. Perhaps before ten
%eare 1t would not be considered necessary
1‘? translate all the public documents into
rench, but let us await that time, and let
;l; respect the rights that all possess under
the law. My object in calling E)r the papers
18 to have them betore the House when the
question comes up for discussion, so that
Ve may all be informed as to the position
in which the matter stands. I know as
Soon as this House is acquainted with our
]tal?S}txon that the majority will do all in
€1r power to help us, as they have done
on othqr occasions, and thus will aid in
Etl'on}otlng the progress and prosperity of
anitoba and the North-West. There are
feOple of French origin, not only in Mani-
oba, but throughout the North-West, who
31‘0 Waiting for justice, and they do not un-
erstand why they should have to wait so

10 A .
enntigtl:g,r that to which they are fairly

The French Language [MAY 27, 1891] in Manitoba.

43

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 has 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 L hope that the hon. gentleman’s motion
will pass,

Hon., MRr. SCOTT—I assume that the
Local Legislature has no power to passsuch
an Act. % 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. 1t 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 may be used
by any person, or in any pleading or process, in or
issuing from any court of Canada established under
the British North America Act, 1867, orin or from all
or any of the courts of the province. The Acts of
the Legislature 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.

Hox. Mr. SCOTT—TIt 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, possibly—I submit myself to cor-
rection—by an Act of the Parliament of
Canada; and as no such Act has 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 force before 1890.

Hesaid: This question is a consequence
of the first. 1 was very glad to hear the
hon. gentleman who has just taken his seat
express his opinion on our position, and
the action of the Local Legislature of Mani-
toba. Ido not like to blame the Legisla-
lure 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 all 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. Ithasbeen 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
all cause for dissatisfaction in this respect
appears now to be confined to the Province
of Manitoba. I do not understand why such
4 position has been taken there, because if
therewasa part of the Dominion that needed
protection and assistance it was certainly
Manitoba and the North-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 our Dominion, and emigra-
tion is flowing in there rapidly to share
in 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 assisted
there, and we expect that the people of the
rest of the Dominion will bedisposed to help
us. It wasunjust 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 toabandon their
separate schools, and they look to the Do-
minion to seeif there is not protection to be
fuound somewhere to defend the French and
Catholics 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 tho interest of my country,
and to do my humble share in what it is
possible to do for the best interests of the

ominion. I am far from willing to blame
the Government for what has 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 mot indifferent to our
position in Manitoba. They have become
interested in what is being done in that
province, and are endeavouring to mitigate
the troubles caused by the Act of the Local
Legislature. To-day the School Aet has been
submitted to the Supreme Court for a deci-
sion as o its constitutionality, and the
judgment, 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 Cutholics
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



Separate Schools [MAY 27, 18917 in Manitoba.

45

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, gut the church. Itisihe
doctrine of our church, and that doctrine
We are forced to defend, not only with all
our strength and all our will, but we are
oObliged to defend it at all hazards, so that
In Manitoba to-day we have our Catholic
schools, though they are run at our own
€xpense. We do pot receive any money
rom 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
1t is rendered for or against us; at the same
time, while expressing the viewe of the
man Catholic people on the question of
Separate schools, and how important it is
for us, not only to defend them, but to keep
them under all circumstances, it is only
Decessary to refer to the affidavit which
has been recently issuedby His Lordship
Archbishop Taché. I will invite the hon.
Mmembers of this House to look at this
declax_'ation and see how he is strength-
ened in the right of the church to control
the affairs of our Catholic schools. I
think T could put before this honour-
able House no better testimony than that
of such a deserving man as His Lord-
ship Archbishop Taché, He 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 hasemployed
:!lat influence to.pave the way for civiliza-
lon from the American frontier to the
ArcticSea by the establishment of chu rches,
Colleges and convents, in thé charge of
Priests, brothors and sisters, who impart
gratuitous instruction and at the same time
Spread the blessings of religion, virtue and
cil"lllzat:ion, teaching whites and Indians
: © loyalty they owe to the Dominion and
0 Brm.sh institutions. That is the work
’féhat: this deserving bishoE has been doing
h;u‘;ggtthe half century that he l.mas pagssed
shouls hcountry. Thgse considerations
' ave been sufficient to prevent the
lzouble that has come upon his people, a
trouble hitherto unknown in the North-
w_elbst. Those who first settled in Manitoba
ill see how the different classes of the
Population have intermingled ; we cannot

1

see the dividing line now us casily as we
could twenty years ugo, when [ was there
for the tirst 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 Erotestant. 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; at White Horse
Plains it was Catholic and Protestant, and
further on it was English and French,
Tt 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 all the business and social rela-
tions of life. The balf-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 with 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 all 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 merely ask for the papers, to show
the House the false position that has been
assumed by the Government towards the
Catholic 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 which we can make no
concession, I merely ask for those papers
to give hon. gentlemen an opportunity to
examine them, and to see how we have
been ill-used, and afterwards to come 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 has 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 no 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 has
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. Itis
not one of those questions where the Gov-
ernment could have any object in keeping
back papers. All the {)agers 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.

Ho~. 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.

Hown. Mr. GIRARD—AIl the papers
which have been submitted to the Govern-
ment in that case will have to come here.

The motion was agreed to.

STANDARD TIME.
MOTION.
MacINNES (Burlington)

Hon.
moved :

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, allcommunications relating tothe * Reckoning
of Time,” with all other papers in the possession of
the Government, bearing on the said subject.

Mk.

He said : I wish to offer a few remarks
on the motion of which 1 have given notice
with respect to the reckoning of time. For
some years past the question ot simplifying
time-reckoning on a scientific basis has
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 consider the question,
Twenty-five delegates from twenty five
nations attended. At that confereuce the
meridian of Greenwich was adopted, and
resolutions were passed determining the
{)rinciples of a universal time reckoning.

What is now known as standard time has
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 advoeating
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 Pacific Railway from Port
Arthur west to the Pacific coast, but east
of Port Arthur the 12 hour A.M.and P.M,
system isstill in use—but standard time is
adopted all the same. It is important in
the public interests to follow the example
of Greut 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
lmportance appreciated,

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I quite ap-

rove of the course the hon. gentleman
has taken this session on this subject. It
18 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 lastsession very little
Interest was taken in the matter. I believe
that the hon. gentleman from Burlington
exhibited a great deal of interestin the
matter, but the intormation he brought
to this House was not considered sufficient
to justify us in passing the Bill which he
then introduced. No doubt, when the
apers come down the House or the

overnment may deem it necessary to
legislate on the subject. I believe there

a8 been a large amount of information
obtained by the Government in relation to
1t. T understand that the Meteorological
Survey has made a report, and I believe
the Imperial Parliament has also circulated
through the colony information approving
fc)f standard time in all the colonies, When
b €5¢ papers come before us we will then
€ 10 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 s ti
ocord uggestion of my hon.

The motion was agreed to.

AN ADJOURNMENT.
MOTION,

thH‘ON' Mr. ABBOTT moved that when
e House adjourns this day it do stand
adjourned until Friday, the 29th instant
at three o’clock in the afternoon. ’

He said : To-morrow will be a féte d’obli-
%af_zon, and this formality is required, I
eheve, in order to adjourn over.,

d‘HON. Mg, KAULBACH—I do not feel
fx§posed to oppose the motion of my hon.
rlend, or to take advantage of the want of
sufficient notice being given, and as I find

that the other branch of the Legislature has
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.

Hoxn. Mz. ' DONOHOE—T 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.

Hox. Mr. KAULBACH—It seems to
me that this Dominion Parliament should

not be influenced by the féte days of Quebec,
because it seems that this féte 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 friends
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-halt 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 has the leader of the House
introduced this motion? If it is a holiday
by a statute 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 bere as obligatory upon us, except
by the action of Parliament.

The motion was agreed to.
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The Modus [SENATE] Vivendi Bill.

SENATOR ALEXANDER'S SEAT.
MOTION.

The Order of the Day being read: ¢ Con-
sideration of the second report of the com-
mittee appointed to consider 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 his 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
House 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, aund I move:

That the report be referred back to the Committee
on the Orders and Customs of this House, and on the
Privileges of Parliament, with instructions to report
a8 to any notice given to the Hon. George Alexander
of the intended meeting or proceedingsof 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 from no fault of ours, it was
stipulated that 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 was renewed, and last year it
againexpired, and it was thought expedient
to extend it for another year. Of course,
the House will remember that the fuct that
negotiations wore pending between this
country and United States on this and other
questions was laid before them by His
Excellency in his opening Speech, and the
House, no doubt, is also familiar with the
fact that a time has 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 vivend: 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
has pussed this Bill, which is precisely the
same measure that has already been, I
think, twice passed by thisdouse, and has
sent it up for our approbation.

Ho~n. Mz, POWER—I think that the
leader of the House should 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 1
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 continued
it in force until the close of 1890. Now,
while [ think it is perfectly right and
proper that we should do nothing to irri-
tate our powerful neighhours, at the same
time we ought to respect ourselves,-and if
we do not respect ourselves and do pot
assert our rights our neighbours arelikely
to undervalue the rights which we our-
selvex 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
which 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 witha good
deal of jealousy upon the rights which have
een given the American fishermen under
the modus vivendi, As I said last year, I
fail to see why we should have continued
thls arrangement under the circumstances,
A8t year there was not any special reason
gliven for our passing a Bill similar to that
now before us. This year we are told that
’%leg'e are negotiations pending with the
h nited States, It seems to me that when
he hon. leader of the House told us
that, he did not tell us enough. It was
Dot sufficient tosay therc are negotiations
Pending—they are to begin in October, 1
Understand—with the (Jnited States. I
think he should have gone further, and
glven us someo inkling as to what the
gharacter of those negotiations was likely
t‘})] be. (A laugh.) T am not, as I think

© hon. gentlemau will allow, .an unrea-
Sonable member of the House, and I
&m not an unreasonable opponent. I should
Ot ask the Government to give us a
detailed statement as to what they propose
to do; but there are cortain general lines
Which I think the Government should

A have indicated. I think the leader of the

House will recognize the force of what I
:ﬁy. Daring the recent election campaign

°re were two policies before the country.

'he policy of the Liberal party was un-
restricted reciprocity. That was recipro-
city which extended to the manufactured
as will a8 to the natural products of the

two countries, Hon. gentlemen opposite
and their friends through the country
declared that veciprocity in natural pro-
ducts was consistent with the most exu-
berant loyalty, but that when you came to
add manufactures 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
wus 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 House 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; they were 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 reci-
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
unvestricted 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 reciproeity.
We have at any rate the fact that there
were these two kinds of reciprocity before
the country, We have the fact that 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 whatever you 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 ave 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-
duects; because I feel that the hon. gentle-
men opposite, no matter what disloyal
men like myself might be prepared to do
—I1 feel that hon. 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 Lo 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
gort of treaty they propose to make. There
are one or two other points which I think
deserve 1o 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 apy 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 done in the interest ot 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,

Ho~n. 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 tho level of
those elections.

Ho~x. Mr. ABBOTT—You have dived
down into it.

Hon. Mr. POWER—It may be that hon.

gentlemen opposite do notl live in that
sérene atmosphere, but we on this side do.
I hope we shali have a declaration from
the hon. leader of the House that in no
case are the Government prepared to goso
far as to accept a treaty which will pro-
vide tor 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-
speciful 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 bon. friend in hoping that this is
the last time that the Government will
have to come 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
county from 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 modus vivendi. They did not
likeit; 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
Americans to have these privileges. Iam
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 witE them than we have at
present, to forego our interestsin 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
tound our peogle loyal to the Empire, and
we found the hon. gentlemen on the other
8ide were not consistent with themselves.
The moment we axked, “ Does unrestricted
reciproeity mean commercial union, or
does 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 which 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,
Tather 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
Teasons why the Bill should pass; it needs
no farther explanation. 1 hope that such
Degotiations 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 vivends, 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
Tights 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.

Hox. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not propose
to follow my hon. friend from Halifax into
a d}scusgion of the question of unrestricted
reciprocity at this moment. I think my hon.
friend from Shell River will shortly give
118 an opportunity of doing that at greater
t<->ngth and more appropriately, perhaps,

0 the question at issue, although, undoubt-
edly, tht my hon, friend said did bear on
2@ question of reading this Bill the second
ime; but we have aiready had placed before
18 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 ; he 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 Admimstration of the United States
to be reminded of the willingness of the Government
of Canada to join in making efforts for the extension
and development of the trade between the Republic
and the Dominion, as well as for the friendly adjust-
ment of those matters of an international character
which remain unsettled. I am pleased to say that
these representations have resulted in an assurance
that, in October next, the Government of the 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.”
1t 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. Hou. gentlemen
may call it by what name they please, but
I think the Government are not to be re-
stricted at this, or 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 bon. 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
way be x0: because, if I remember right,
last session this IHouse 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. I 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 I 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 ihe 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 serenc 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 things 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 tinances and
financial system of this country, were to
be deprecated and opposed with all the
might and main of the country.

Hox. Mr. SCOTT—Who proposed such
a theory? I never heard of it before.

Honx. 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
inthe last election tended in thisdirection—
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
arty gave utterance to no such sentiment.
hose 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
arty over and over again disclaimed them.
t is scarcely fair for an hon. gentleman
occuping the position of leader of the
House to repeat such statements,

Hon. Mg. ABBOTT—I am very happy
to hear my hon. friend’s animated dis-
claimer, because it shows that he did not
entertain such sentiments.

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 language by my
hon. friend that we all felt it was some-
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 House 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.

Hox. 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 asleader 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 someo
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
Vvessels which had gone down there from
Nova Scotia were obliged to return, and
were unable to prosecute their voyages, I
am not objecting to the clause at all, but
1t 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.

Ho~x. 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. Hon. gentlemen all know that there
has been a certain amount of friction about
the proposed reciprocity between New-
fqundland 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

ave ucted in concert with Newfoundland,
and this clause enables that concert to bo
continued in case any friction which may
©X18t may be removed.

How. Mg. SCOTT—The hon. gentleman
8ays he does not know that any cause for

friction has existed between Newfound-
land and Canada. -

Hon. M. 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
oxisted between Canada and Newfound-
land at this moment,

Hon, Mr. SCOTT—It has been very
%}ene?‘ally discussed in the papers that

ewfoundland, aninde endent colony, dis-
€overed that the proud ]gominion ot Canada
Was Interfering to prevent the effecting of
a treaty between Newfoundland and the
Umt(:d States, which was just on the eve
of being concluded when Canada stepped
In and thwarted the efforts of that colony.
Nowfoundland naturally revolted at the
ld;x: of Cunafqa's interference, and the
Jovernment of that colony, taking a posi-
tion which I admire, and}’whichgl tﬁink
Was consistent with the independent posi-
tion which she has 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
across the Atlantic to the Colonial Secre-
tary to stop the treaty which was being
consummated between the two countries,

v

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 rightas an inde
ent colony, and we will declare that Cana-
dian vessels shall not be entitled to the
privileges that have been bhitherto ex-
tended to them.” That was a very proper
course for Newfoundland 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 st a slight
disadvantage by it. Our disadvantage is
due entirely to vurselves, 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 isall 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 propgsed 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 poliey prepared
for the meeting at Washington. We went
down to Washington to know what the
Americans were willing to do, but they
disclosed nothing and we disclosed noth-
1ng.
Wiglling 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

nd- .

They said, in a general way, we ave -
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will look at. Any one who has read the
United States papers the last four years
and the dcbates 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 may as well recognize
the situation. It is all very well to attack
unrestricted reciprocity as discriminating
against England ; but are we not diseri-
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 fact that our
trade with England has been going down
steadily while our trade with the United
States 18 going up steadily ? Of course, it
will be different in future, because we are
practically shut out of the United States
market by the McKinley Bill, and we will
bhave nothing to do with it. So far as
Newfoundland is concerned, which i< a
subject germane to this matter, I think
that colony acted rightly and properly,
and it was exceedingly undignified and
exceoedingly 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
has existed between Newfoundland and
Great Britain, that we vead in the papers
that on the Queen's Birthday an attempt
.was made to burn down the flagstafl 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. Weare just served
pertectly right, and Newfoundland has
taken the course that any other indepen-
dent or patriotic colony should take under
‘the circumstances. Butithas 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 attempted to
squeeze Newfoundland—and for what ? To
gratify the pecople 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,
no doubt, but it is our own fault, We did

not choose tocutinin time and makesuch 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 sayitisa
vory 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 ot her
colonies seeking to thwart and take
advantage of her weakness.

Hox. Mr. KAULBACH—1 hope that
the remarks and the sentiments of the hon.
gentleman who has just taken his seat are
not shared by any other hon. gentleman
in this House. He knows very well why
we have not had a reciprocity treaty with
the United States. The reason is, that the
colleagues of my hon. friend who went to
the United States to promote u treaty
made the Americans believe that we were
willing to surrender everything to them,
and that the time was sure to come 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 endorsc what he has said.
I say that the Government of Canada
would be recreant to their duty, and to
the interest of the fisheries, the import-
ance of which my hon. 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 find favour
with the Maritime Provinces,

Hown. Mr. SCOTT—I speak for myself.

Ho~. Mr. KAULBACH—If they are, I
say he cannot expect sympathy from
any of our fishermen. 1 say, if the New-
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
fuirly in all things, and T contend that to-
day thepeopleof Newfoundland are as much
under obligation to us as we are to them.
Had we retaliated 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
18, and 1 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 interests of the
fishermen, and are willing to sacrifice them
at any moment to further the feelings of
g};antlpathy which they have for the United
es.

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-
Ing with, and which they intend to proceed
With, isasham; that there was no sincerity
in _thcxr pretensions; that they did not
desire to make a treaty with the United
States, and had no idea wbat kind of a
treaty they pretended to intend to make—
1n fact, that they had putforward this sug-
%ﬁ)s}lon of a commercial treaty with the

‘Dited States to extend our trade rela-
tions with them, as something entirely
hew, 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-
tlons as these?

Hon. Mg. SCOTT—Th
House of Commons. © votes of the

coHON. Mr. ABBOTT—Whois it that has
¢ nstantly, ever since I have had anything
o do with politics, been anxious to promote
1emproclt5.r with the United States and to

€ep up friendly commercial relations. with
our neighbours? I say that it is the Con-
;e.rvatn{e party. That party, fiom the very

18t, 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 doso.
I think I have as much right to say that
as my hon. friend has to impute to the
Government intentions and motives of
which neither he nor any other man can
know anything with certainty. Lappeal to
facts; my hon. friend appeals to supposi-
tions which are in his mind as to what is
passing in the minds of the Government,
and which no man outside of the Govern-
ment can know. To say that the Govern-
ment is not sincere, withont proot of insin-
cerity, is no more than an assertion, which
certainly does not come from the best
authority, und I can only contradiet it;
and I suppose those who think with my
hon. friend from Ofttawa will give just as
much weight to my contradiction as
give, and as we give, to the assertion o
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 hon. triend
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 anothar
opportunity of discussing this very point,
namely, what the policy of the Govern-
ment has 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
hon. friend from Ottawa does not mean
what he said literally ?

Hon., Mr. SCOTT—Yes; my point is
this : that the Canadian Government, 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.

Ho~n. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend is
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perfectly correct, and the Government
pride themselves in having taken the step
which they did. But these are not the
assertionsto which I allude. When Isaid my !
hon. friend did not mean literally what he
rtated, I referred to his assertion that the’
interference of Canada was the cause of the
dissension or quarrel becween Newfound-
land and the British Government. [ say
that quarrel began long before the inter-
ference of Canada, and it was almost at its
culminating point when that step was
taken. The quarrel between Newfound-
land 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 tollowing on that
interference by Canada.

Ho~x. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend
can pick out some assertions which he
made which were moderate and correct—
—for instance, the statement that we inter-
fered with a treaty which would have been
disadvantageous to Canada, and prevented
itfrom being carried out, was perfectly true,
and we pride ourselves on having done so;
and my hon. friend would have been the
first to expresshisindignation at ushad we
allowed a treaty of that kind to pass with-
out protest, to the damage of nearly one-
half of our entire Dominion. I am quite
certain that my hon. friend would have been
in the forefront of censure if we had taken
that course; but the quarrel which has
occurred between Newfoundland and the'
Empire has been mostly upon the ques-'
tion of the rights of the Fiench, and upon
the quarrel between them and the French
on the island of Newfoundland. That has
been the main ground of quarrel between
the two countries. Of course, the interfer- |
ence of Canada has produced a temporary |
irritation; but, strange to say, if, at this’
moment, Newfoundland had the right to’
accept the draft treaty of Mr, Bond, they .
would not now accept it. They have found |
out that the treaty would have been not|
only disadvantageous to us, but that itl
would have been extremely disadvanta-|
geous to them also. The treaty was one!
that was full of sound and fury, signifying |

nothing. It would have given them mno
privileges, but would have deprived them

jof many valuable rights, and they would

not accept it at this moment if it were
offered.

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

Ho~x. MRr. 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 & 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 between Canada and
Newfoundland disuppear. 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-

ing now as there was at the moment when

they thought they had lost an advantage-
ous treaty, which they believed Mr. Bond
had negotiated for them ; and no one would
be more gratified to find amicable relations
restored between the two countries than
myself and this Government. We have
been careful to do nothing beyond what is
absolutely necessary to protect the rights
of our country, to add to the irritation of
Newfoundland, and in this very clause we
are discussing we show that we are
keeping open a road to reconciliation; for
whenever Newfoundland is willing to
grant to our licenses validity in their
country, we are willing to grant validity
to theirs in our waters. My hon. friend
has remarked as to my not stating the
precise nature of the treaty which we
desire to negotiate in Washington. Surely
the hon, gentleman does not expect me to
relate to him all the articles which we
hope to send into the United States or
which we are willing to accept from the
United States; but I can probably tell him
something about the nature ot the mrrange-
ments we would like to make. We would
like, for instance, to make an arrangement
with the United States for the free import-
ation into this country of goods and pro-
ducts of all kinds that wonld not interferc
with our native industries, commercial and
agricultural ; and we would like to secure



the free exportation into the United States
of all products of our country which we
can 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-
Ing—that is to say, for extended relations
In reciprocity of trade in all those goods,
articles and products that can be recipro-

cally exchanged without injury to ourown
country.

YH'ON_ MR. SCOTT—In other words, the
National Policy.

Hown. M, POWER—Perhaps the hon.
gentleman, having gone 8o far, will be kind
€nough to go a little further, and answer
the question I asked a moment ago. I
presume the Government are not prepared

to begin Begotiations on the basis of unre-
stricted reciprocity ?

. %ION._MR. ABBOTT—My hou. friend is
Ot guilty of any presumption at all in
bresuming that much.

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD, from the com-

mittee, reported i it
ment, P the Bill without amend-

43 '

_ Hon. Mz. ABBOTT i
be now read tho thi.d ;?;:e.bd that the Bill

wig(z)%tbrf:; POWER~-It cannot be done
o shallwg'g the suspension of the rule,
man answe.? Jo¢t, unless the hon. gentle-
Govoras 8 Iy question: whether the

Nt intend to carry on the nego-

tiations on t :
procity ? be basis of unrestricted reci-

Hon. Mg, ABBOTT—1 move the sus-

Pension of the forty et »
Bill be now read tgeﬁtlhsitrcllutlieyhz;nd that the

 Hon. Mr. POWER__y;, Honour the
Speuker knows that one objection is
vﬁcnent to prev:ent that from being .done
but under the circumstances I do no«bt think
I. shall urge my objection, for if objected
for a week I do not think I would Jet 1
_answer to the question | havye put gov an

suf-

The motion was

agreed t .
was read the third tim 0, and the Bill

time, and passed,

The Senate adjourned at 6 p.m,

Senator [MAY 28, 18917 Alexander’s Seat.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Friday, May 29th, 1891.

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o’'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SENATOR ALEXANDER'S SEAT.

MOTION.

Tue SPEAKER presented the third
report of the Commitiee on Privileges
and Elections, which was as follows :—

The committee appointed to consider of the Orders
and Customs of this House and Priviledges of Parlia-
ment, to whom was referred back, by order of your
honourable House of the twenty sixti 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 the
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
Geor%a 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 hasaddressed
a letter to the houn. 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 tﬁmﬁ his seat has thereby became 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 from 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,
Chairman of the Committee.

Ho~. Mr. ABBOTT moved that the
report of the committee be adupted.

Hox. Mg, SCOTT—Does my hon. friend
i))ropose advising His Excellency or the
rivy Council ? o
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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 His 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 House 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 House, so as to have a record of the
fact beyond the adoption of the report,
which means inferentially the same thing ?

Hon. Mr. MILLER—TI 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 has 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 has
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 has precisely the same effect,
and I therefore abandoned the first 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 Ambherst has stated, recommend that
the House should adopt a resolution ?

Hown. Mr. ABBOTT—Possibly,

Ho~. M. 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 has taken.

Hon. MB. ABBOTT—I can really say no
more about it than I have said already. It
appears to me that as the committee has
reported, and the House has adopted the
report, we practically adopt the resolution
of the committee, and a substantive reso-
lution is not necessary. I find two prece-
dents for the course we have adopted, and
I think it is better, as-1 believe there is no
material ditference between the two proce-
dures, to follow precedent, :

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—TI think in this pro-
ceeding of all 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 theimportant
part of the report: :

‘‘Resolved, That the Honourable George Alex-
ander, one of the members of the Senate from 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 szction
of the British North America Act, 1867, doth declare,
determine and adjudge the said seat of the Honour-
able George Alexander vacated.”

Ho~. Mr. DICKEY—Read the pre-

amble. - It recommends that the House
resolve,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT —It recommends that
the House 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. Itisabsolute,
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 nominating a person or persons



The Great [MAY 29, 1891] Mackenzie Basin.

59

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 & position to decide upon the measures

necessary for the protection and development of the
erritory.

He said: Although the motion which I
have made refers to an important subject,
1 do not propose to detain the House long
at the present timo. I brought the subject
before the Senate last session, as you will
find by reference to the Debates of last
year. Iu 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
Domlmon.known as the Great Mackenzie Basin, and
the attention of the Government is specially called to
the necessng' for adopting a scheme for the better

1

protection of its people, its valuable mines, fisheries
and hunting grounds.”

_ When T 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 greatimportance to the whole Dom-
inion, The Muackenzie Basin is not only
vast in its extont, with large stretches of
inland navigation, but it possesses the
most valuable hunting grounds in the whole
world, and T 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-
810n last year, and I understand to-day that
the time perhaps has not yet. arrived when
a large expenditure should bé incurred in
the Great Mackenzie Basin. We have
abundance of fertile lands more easy of
access, which have to be settled, but at the
8ame time it is important that this inher-
‘1tance of the Dominion should be protected,
and [ hold the Government responsible for
the safe-keeping of that territory for the

ominion. I am afraid that difficulties
may 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 Aretic 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-
clent 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 very
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 House,
but of the Government, in my desire to
preserve that country for the Dominion,
and to take such preliminary steps as
might farther its ultimate development.
He contiuued :

¢ During the past year the subject to which my hon.
friend refers in his motion has been under the serious
and careful congideration 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 thid
territory and to determine what steps they will take
for that pur{l)nse, and we confidently expect that next
gession 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 becn done during
the recess: I am satisfied the Government
has 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 bave desired during the past year,
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 conl 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 ve-
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.
BILLS 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 ot accounts between the Dominion of
Cunada and the Provinces of Ontario and
Quebee, and between the said Provinces.”
(Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (A) “ An Act for the settlement of
certain questions between the Governments
of Canada and Ontario respecting Indian
Lands.” (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (B)*“An Act to amend “The Bills of
Bxchange 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 call attention to an
omission in the minutes of the proceedings
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
House rather set the example of irregula-
rity in presenting them just before the ad-
Jjournment of the House, and the Clerk, I
Eresume, did not get the petitionsdown on

is notes.

Hon.Mz.CLEMOW—TI presented a great
many petitions at the last sitting of the
House, 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. MILLER-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 atfented to at all,

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 1st, 1891.

Tae SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
PETITIONS FOR DIVORCES.
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN, from the Select
Committee on Divorce, presented their
third report, recommending that the time
for presenting petitions for divorce be ex-
tended until“the 1st of July next. He
moved the adoption of the report. He
said: In consequence of the long adjourn-
ment, two or three 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. T 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
House have been invariably construed
strictly indealing with all matters relating
to divorce. I 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 presenfed. 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 agked t. extend the time for receiving
petitions for divorce a whole month, It is
an intimation to outsiders that they can
come at any time, in defiance of our rules,
and petition for divorces.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN—AIl outsiders will
know that at lcast six months’ notice must
be given and notice published six months
in the Gazette, and consequently no other
cases could come up thissession, A shorter
extension was spoken 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 that some of the petitioners
had: conformed to the requirements of the
rules, but in consequence of the members

eing 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 come before Par-
hament to have their cases heard. It is
unfortunate the Senate decided on such a
10}1g 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
dlsadvantage 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, MclInnes (Victoria),
Allan, McKay,
ﬁlﬂnon, McKindsey,
B flslford, McMillan,
Bgydton, ﬁacilona‘ld Victoria),
Carlix’\g, Zf*n :::es( urlington),
C?:‘g“r:“x’n, %iller,

;ecvl?r, ’ Od(gﬁt,gomery,

o, o

Glasior, poie,
G wan, Reesor,

v, Snovbal

*Win, nowball
Il\;lou heed, gul)ivan,’ )

cCallum, Sutherland,
McClelan, ‘Wark.—36.

Nox-CONTENTS :
Hon. Messrs,

Armand, Macdonald (P.E.1.),
Baillargeon, . Macfarlane,
Bellerose, Montplaisir,
Boldue, Power,
Boucherville, de, Prowse,

Chaffers, Robitaille,

DeBlois, Ross,

Girard, Scott,

(Guévremont, Stevens.—19,

MeDonald (C.B.),
BILL INTRODUCED.

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

EX-SPEAKERS APPOINTED PRIVY
COUNCILLORS.

Hox. Mr. 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 fol-
lowing members of the Senate, ex-Speakers,
have this day been sworn in : —Messrs. Bots-
ford, Miller and Allan.

"1t is with the greatest possible pain and
regret that [ have to communicate the fol-
lowing bulletin, which I have just received
from Dr. Powell, dated an hour ago:—
“8ir John Macdonald is gradunally sinking.
The time of the end it is impossible to
foresee, but in my humble judgment it
cannot 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 T have endeavoured
to cause them to replace their predeces-
gors on those committees. Infurtherance
of that course, I move:

That the name of the Honourable Mr. Macdonald
(P.E.L) be added to the following Select Committees,
viz. :—Joint Committee of both Houses on the bemr{
of Parliament ; also, the Joint Committee of bot
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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 Committee of both Houses on
the subject of Printing for the present session.

The motion was agreed to.

THE BEHRING SEA CONTROVERSY.
INQUIRY.

Hon.MrRMACDONALD (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. ggntlemen will remember the at-
titude assumed by the Imperial Foreign
Office on this question two ycars ago,
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
Behving 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 has 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
Pacific 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 orcalling? 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 cui 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 Gcvernment 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 Government.

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 Pacitic coast. In fact, alarge 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 Pacific 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 from reading the
corresponderce between the Home Govern-
ment and the United States, and the
question has narrowed down, net to
whether Behring Sea is a mare c/ausum, 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,
prohibitiug 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 by Great Britain is the
question that it is now being practically
narrowed down to.

Hon, Mr. ABBOTT.—My hon. friend’s
question, as [ 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, have great
pleasure in answering at the earliest pos-
sible moment, without waiting for the day
the notice was given for. Itis a fact that
all along, and up to the present moment,
and now, the Imperial Government has
been und is in active consultation with the
Government of the Dominion as regards
the settlement of the Behring Sea ques-
tion. The Canadian Government have
taken the greatest possible pains to lay
before the Imperial Government fully alil
their views on the subject, and I may say
th_at included amongst them are their views
with regard to the stoppage of the traffic
of those sealers that have already left the
Pacific coast, and some of them the Atlan-
¢ 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
hot absolutely completed, although approx-
Imately near completion; but I may say
this, that there is not a point which any
hon, gentleman could suggest—at least, 8o
far as'I know—any precaution to preserve
the interests of Canadian fishermen or of
Canada, that has been neglocted or omitted
N the communications which the Canadian

Overnment have made to the Imperial

Overnment,

CANADA AND MICHIGAN TUNNEL
CO.’S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon.Mr McCALLUM moved the second
reading of Bill (19) “ An Act respecting
the Canada and Michigan Tunnel Com-
pany.”  He said : This Bill is merely to
extend the time for building a tunnel
under the River Detroit between Canada
and the United States, and thero can be
DO 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,

Hon, Mr. MacINNES (Burlington
moved the second reading of Bill (17)
An Act respecting the River St. Clair
Raxlngy Bridge and Tunnel Company.”
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,

Hovx. 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 £.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, June 2nd, 1891.

Tee SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

INDIAN LANDS SETTLEMENT BILL.

[

SECOND READING.

Hon. MR. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (A) “ An Act for the settle-
ment of ceriain 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 Government, and
which has since turned out to be the
property of the Government of Ontario,
As a matter of course, the arrangements



i

64

Bills of Exchange [SENATE] Act Amendment Bill.

made for the establishment of reserves in
this territory were of no value, because
they dealt 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 agrcement
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 oventually
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 EXCHANG¥. 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
.Jpayable at sight were made payable on
demand, if Irecollect right—that is to say,
there were no days of grace. But in that
portion of the measure where these bills
came to be dealt with it was so arranged
that they should have three days’ grace,
differing from the English system,

Hon. Mgr. SCOTT—The old law being
continued ?

Hox.Mr. ABBOTT--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
sight are casually alluded to, the necessary
erasures did not take place, and partof the
Act reads as if bills at sight had three
days’ grace and part as it they had not.
The object of this provision is to set that
right by muaking several verbal correc-
tons.

Hon. M. SCOTT—That is, bills at sight
will have the three days’ grace ?

idon., 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 responsible 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 has
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 rightsas to the parties on
the cheque it it be wrong as a person who
receives the cheque and does not pay it,
which seems an absurdity.

Hon. Mg, SCOTT—Is that a decision of
a court ?

Ho~. 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
18 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.” T'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.

How. Mr. SCOTT—There has been no
test case yet, and the courts would pro-
bably kold that the bank would have the
same recourse as others.

Hown. Mr. ABBOT —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-
1nsert in the Act a clause which was in the
original draft, but which was left out. It
18 to be found in the previous law and it
Was 80 in the Code. There was a similar
clause in the Lower Canada Code—simply
to make 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
bassed, that that clause was necessary,
and others were of the same opinion; but
1t 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 dgspute as to the construction of the

statute, and it is considered important
that this should be got in.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I presume there
will be no objection to the reading of the
Bill, but I do not suppose by reading a Bill
the second time the ﬁouse commits itseif
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 inforce. Section 24 of the Act begins
as follows : —

“Subject to the provisions of this Act, wherea 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, ” &e.
Now, you propose by the amendement
before the House to practically repeal that,
because the signature is made operative to
a certain extent.

Hon. Mr. 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 ap 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 he 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 indue 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 & cheque 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 bond 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 the 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.”” 1 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.

Ho~n. Mr. ABBOTT—If the cheque is
endorsed in blank it may be presented by
anybody, but the liability of the endorser
still remaius ; but if a cheque is presented
in blank by a person who is not an endor-
ger, and he 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 iiable under the
Act to the bond fide 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 Bill (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 (fovernments—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, Mg, MILLER—I do not objeet 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 ?

Ho~n. Mr. ABBOTT—That difficulty
occurred to those who made the arrange-
ment, but it is adifficulty not easy to meet.
The answer to it is this : that there is no
community of interest between the pro-
vinces in question.

Ho~. 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
8o, 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.

Ho~x. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second
reading of Bill (F) ¢ An Act further to
amend the Act reepecting 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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liament in transferring to the Exchequer

Court the jurisdiction which the Minister
of Agriculture heretofore had in the
Mmatter of trede marks and industrial
designs. We passed a Bill last year hav-
Ing the same object, but it was not, in
point of fact, in safficient detail, and there
Were several points that were omitted in
it or indistinctly legislated for, so that it
was found on applying the law in actual
cases that there was a defect in definition
of the jurisdiction of the judge, which
Ceased at a point where it was not in-
tended to cease ; and there were restrictions
Imposed upon him by the terms of the
Act which were not contemplated by any-
One at the time the Bill was drawn. The
Act, I believe, received the approbation of
the judge at the time it was first intro-
duced, but it was not until experience had
8hown one or two instances in which it
was defective that we attempted last
session to put it right. We did not alto-
gether succeed in so doing, and now a Bill,
more elaborately prepared, and based
almost entirely on the English’ Trade
Marks and Industrial Designs Act, has been
d_ra{'ted, in which our practice has been as-
similated to that of England as much
as possible. The chief difference in itis,
that when a judgment has been rendered
making any alteration in the arrange-
ments about a trade mark or industrial
design, instead of being left to the parties
concerned to communicate that to the Min-
Ister it is imposed upon the eourt. The
Court upon rendering ajudgment transmits
2 copy of it, as a matter of course, to the
inister, and the proper source of informa-
tion is kept up. The judge of the Ex-
chequer Court has been good enough to go
Over the Act very carefully, and he ap-
proves of it, and 1 hope this House will
take the same view. It gives no excep-
Uonal or arbitrary jurisdiction, but defines
Procedure and arranges the principles
upon which the procedure will take place
In such a manner as to be in harmony
with the English system, which is based on
©xXperience, and I hope will serve the in-
terests of justice betier than the way in
Which the law previously stood.
The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
Wwas read the second time.
_ BILL INTRODUCED.
Bill (H) “ An Act respecting the Citizens
nsurance Company.” (Mr. Abbott.)
The S;;nate adjourned at 4 p.m,

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, June 3rd, 1891,

Tur SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

The following Bills, reported from the
Committee on Railways, Telelegraphs
and Harbours, without amendment, were
vead the third time and passed, without
debate :—

Bill (19) “ An Act respecting the Canada
and Michigan Tunnel Company.” (Mr.
McCallum). .

Bill (17) “An Act respecting the River
St. Clair Railway Bridge and Tunnel
Company.” (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington).

Bill (22) “ An Act respecting the Lake
Temiscamingue Colonization Company.”
(Mr. MacInnes, Barlington).

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (I) “ An Act for the relief of
Mahala Ellis.,” (Mr. Clemow).

CANADIAN COINAGE.
MOTION WITHDRAWN,

The Order of the Day having been
called,—

““ That a Select Committee composed of the Honour-
able Messieurs Vidal, Power, Macdonald (B.C.),
McClelan, Bellerose, and the mover, be appointed
for the purpose of collecting information anent the
expediency and probable cost of establishing a Domi-
nion Mint, capagle of coining a sufficient quantity of
old, silver and copper to meet the commercial
emands of Canada; and that the said committee
have leave to send for persons, papers and records.”

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.) said : .At
the request of the hon. leader of this
House, I will not proceed with this motion
to-day, as under circumstances well known
to every hon. gentleman here I think that
the session is likely to be a short one, and
as this subject that I have given notice of
is an important one, and the duties of the
committee that I have asked for will be
such as to require very considerable length
of time in making a thorough report that
will be satisfactory to the committee and
to this House on the subject of Canadian
coinage, I ask permission to withdraw my
motion for this session,

The Order of the Day was discharged.
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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.)

Ho~x. Mr. POWER—I think I under-
stood the leader of the House to say that
the agreement which is set out in the
schedule of the Bill has actually been
arrived at by the Governments.

“How. Mr. ABBOTT—Yes.

Hox. 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 fifth 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 T 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

Biils of Exchange [SENATE] Act Amendment Bill.

is one very important provision—a provi-
sion which departs altogether from the
decision arrived at by both Houses last
gession, 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 Bili 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 con-
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 shonld
do such work as the hon. gentleman pointed
out it had done. He dwelt, if I remem-
ber rightly, with peculiar pleasure qun
the numerous amendments which had
been made by this House to Bills which
came from the Commons. It was a very
meritorious act on the part of this
House to amend such Bills, but T 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
tho 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 roverse 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 deliberate decision
of both Houses last session, It was, at
least, the duty of the hon. gentleman to
havg shown some serious ground for taking
80 1important a step, and that he has
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 has been
a uniform practice, and it has been the law
in Canada for a great many years. It was
uot shown last session by the gentlemen
Wwho wish to alter the law that any very
objectionable results have flowed from
the existing condition of the law, and
1t was shown that very serious inconven-
lence might result from a change in the Act.

nder the present system, although I do
not 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 identified. That is the
Wway in which the bank protects itself
against loss ; and although that might not
seem, looking at it in an abstract way, to

e altogether satisfactory, still the practice
of a great many years has 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
acheque liable as well as the payee. There

48 not been sufficient reason adduced for
making that very serious change, and the
Praetical effect of it would be to create
very considerable inconvenience in the use
of cheques. As it is now, a cheque payable
to order operates as a receipt, and it is not
Customary 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
Houses that I do not think there is any
Necessity for urging it at all. Hon, gentle-
men will remember that the hon. 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 House of
Commons, An attempt was made to in-
troduce it here, and that attempt was
unsuccessful ; but there was an amend-
ment made in this House to section 24 of
the Act, which toacertain 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
ag it is in the existing Act, and as it has
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. Mr. KAULBACH—I must say
that I look upot: the strictures of my hon.
friend as being not too severe in this mat-
ter. This isa Bill coming from this House,
and it seems to me that it is entirely rever-
sing the decision of the Senate arrived at
last session. As the law now stands the
drawee has right of action only against the
depositor of the cheque, and not against
the endorsers subsequent to the forged
eundorsement, which is now attempted
to be made law. The leader of the House
has 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,
Still, there may be a reason why the bank,
not knowing the endorser, may be deceived
by the endorsements made after 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 1
did not give my hon, friends a little more
time. If they haddesired it,1should have
made no objection. I am perfectly willing
now to delay proceeding with this Bill as
long as they desire. within reason, so us to
give them ample opportunity to read and
study it, because if T had given them
longer delay I am convinced 1 should not
have heard auy 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 [ greatly miscoostrue the
clause altogether, entirely misunderstands
the application of the clause. I stated
yesterday the reasons for thisamendment,
and 1 sce that I did not make mpyself
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 all 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 purticularly
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 endorse-
ment pay the amount of that cheque. My
hon. friends will not deny that. They are
jointly and severally liable. Now, in con-
sequence of the way in which thislaw was
framed it appears thata 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
who have been consulted in Halifax as well
anin 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 18 the man who deposited the
chequein the office of the bank. The conse-
quence ig, the endorsers are not relieved of
the responsibility, bat the man who paid the
money into the bank hasto pay it back to
the bank, and then he has to bring ap action
against the man who endorsed the cheque
1o him, s0 that instead of there being only
one proceeding there would at least be two

roceedings to make these endorsers pay.

t 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 bank
the right which the law confers upon the
holder in due course. It does not create
any new rights at all, 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 paying the
cheque, as the law now stands, it has no re-
medy. KEvery hon! gentleman must see
that thatis a discrepancy in the position
of the partiesto 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 commuricated to
other persons interested in negotiable pa-
per; and in consequence of the represen-
tations made from 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 solemn 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.

Hon. Mr. POWER—1 disclaim any such
intention as that. I simply alluded to the
inconvenience -of railroading legislation
through.
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Hon, Mr. ABBOTT—If my hon. friend
had said yesterday about this bill, to let it
stand until Thursday, Friday or some other
day, I would readily have done so. The
Boint 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
tothem 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
motion of the hon. gentleman from Mon
treal, and I eutirely 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. 1t is tn
the clause which makes that provisio
that this clause which my hon. friend objecte
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.

Hox. MR. POWER—To a certain extent,
I said,

Hox. Mr. ABBOTT—In point of fhet, [
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 Billsimply provides
that if the drawee of a cheque bearing a
forged endorsement pays the amount there-
of to a subsequent endorser or to the bearer
thereof he shall have all the rights which
the law gives to & holder in due course,
as well as his legal recourse against the
bea'rer thereof as transferrer by delivery.
If it stopped there it might be open to

my hon. triend’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
cheque ; so that this provision is made
subject to the precise limitation which this
House put into the Bill last session, about
the right of & despositor to claim repay-
ment of money taken from his deposit on
a forged cheque. I am sure my hon. friend
will see, on reflection, that the clause is
not open to his objection, and [ am perfectly
willing now that the committee should
rise and report progress, and ask leave to
sit again, it my hon. friend wishes to refer
to the Bill of last year and satisfy himself.
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. Butit
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 interfcres
with it in any respect.

Honv. 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 lightonthe
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. Mg, 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 cheque on which an
endorsement has been forged,

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It is not exactly
that. An individual would be in the same
position if he paid such a cheque drawn
on him, .

Hox. Mr. SCOTT-—The assumption is
that the last party, whether a bank or an
individual, payingit, would not have rights
against all the parties up to the forged
endorsement.
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Hox. Mr. ABBOTT—Yes.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I do not concur in
that view, but I can quite understand the
banks being so largely interested, that
they would like to put the question beyond
a doubt. According to our Interpretation
Act, the word ‘ person” would cover a
bank. I understand thisis simply legis-
lation in the direction of the law as it
exists—that it is very desirable that a
bank or un individual who pays a cheque
should have all the rights against the pre-
ceding endorsers who guarantee, as a mat-
ter of fact, the antecedent endorsations.
Any man who tukes a cheque from Brown
and passes it over to anyone else guaran-
tees that Brown’s signature is genuine. It
passes from one to another, each taking it
on the faith of the other, and it is only fair
that all the antecedent endorsers should be
held liable; whether it is a bank or an in-
dividual who pays, it is only right that
there should be the same recourse. Each
one who puts his name on a cheque is a
guarantee to the succeeding one. 1 am in-
clined to think that the Bill is not neces
sary—that the courts would construe it
as I haveindicated, but I have no objection
to the amendment going to make it per-
fectly clear.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I would like to

int out to my hon. friend a clause or two
in the Act which convince me that the Bill
is needed. The 29th section of the Act
8ayS:

‘* A holder in due course is a holder who has taken

a bill, complete and regular on the face of it, under p

the following conditions, namely :—

“(a.) That he becawe the holder of it before it was
overdue, and without notice that it had been previously
dishonoured, if such was the fact ;

“‘(5.) That he took thebill in good faith and for value,

and that at the time the bill was negotiated to him he
had no notice of any defect.”
Now, the bank that pays a cheque
becomes the holder of it by paying it, and
it is a question whether, after it has 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-
ments.”

So there is wheve the difficulty comes
in—is the bank a holder in due course of

a cheque which it has paid? That is the
point, and there is evidently a difficulty
there, because it is only in favour of a
holder in due course that an endorser
becomes guarantor of the previous endor-
sement,

| Hox.Mr. POWER—The hon. gentleman
will see, in the case of a bill payable to the
drawer’s order, the acceptor, by accepting,
guarantees the capacity of the drawer to
endorse a valid endorsement. If the bank
is not a holder in due course under section
55, which the hon. gentleman has just
quoted, the bank would not be able to
resort to the other endorsers. I do not
mean to contend that my construction of
the amendment is the correct one, but 1
think the Bill is capable of being so inter-
preted. The hon. gentleman said that
when we looked at the preceding sub-
section of section 24 we would see what
the real effect of this measureis. The clause
now before the committee says ¢ the whole
being subject to the provisions and limi-
tations contained in the last preceding sub-
section.” That, however, as I understand
it, does not apply to the first portion of
section 24, but only to the proviso—

* Provided that nothing in this section shall affect

the ratification of an unauthorized signature not
amounting to a forgery, ete.”
These are the things to which this refer-
ence in the last two lines of the clause
applies ; but to the beginning of section 24,
as T 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, where 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
wholly inoperative, and no right to retain the bill or
to give a discharge therefor, or to enforce payment
thereof against any party thereto, can be acquired
through or under that signature, unless the party
against whom it is sought to retain or enforce payment
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 might be well if the
hon. gentleman did as he proposed—let the
commnittee rise, and then hon. gentlemen
would have an opportunity of considering
the clause at their lejsure, and if my view
iswrong there is no harm done, and if there
should be something in it, the Bill would
require amendment.
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Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—How long would
the hon. gentleman like to have ?

4 Ho~x, Mr. POWER—To-morrow would
0.

Hox. Mg, VIDAL, from the committee,
reported that they had made some progress
With the Bill, and asked leave to sit again.

CITIZENS' INSURANCE C0.S BILL.
SECOND READING,

Hon. Mr, ABBUTT moved the second
reading of Bill (H) *“ An Act respecting 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. Tt
Was a marine, life, fire, accident and gua-
tantee insurance company, and did not do
as well as it might have done with these
numerous businesses. Last year, after my
election, all the business was struck off
€xcept 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

ife, guarantee, marine, etc., be struck out
of the powers conferred by the charter.

Howx. 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

on. member of this House—to the very
Unsatisfactory manner in which the print-
ng 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
making their way to us from the time they
are placed in the hands of the clerks. 1
hope the hon, leader of the House, who is
more interested in the matter than any
One else, will try and see that this mischief
18 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 bofore my friend
the Minister to-day, and he promised to
inquire into it and see that, if the fuult 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. 1 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. Me. ABBOTT—I am told by the
Clerk that the Minutes are exceedingly
voluminous, and that in consequence of
the enormous number of names which
have to be set up it takes a longer time
than usual to have them printed. Idonot
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,

Tue 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 reliof of
Isabella Tapley.” (Mr. McInnes, B.C.)

Bill (L) “An Act incorporating the
Incorporated Construction Company of
Canada.” (Mr. Almon.)



CUSTOMS DUTIES ON CHURCH
ORNAMENTS.
ENQUIRY,

Ho~. 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 ornaments and other effects gratuitously
given for mission purposes ?

Hesaid: Tshall not make much addition
to my enquiry as it appears on the Notice
Paper. 1 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 weall claim that everything
that is given gratuitously 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. Daties are imposed
at the present time on such articles, and it
would only be just and right that they
should be placed upon the tree 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 betaken 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
aro always kept private until they are de-
clared in the House, so that everybody has
the advantage of them, and I am, there-
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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

Y |Provinces of Ontario and Quebec, and

between the said Provinces.”
(In the Committee.)
On the third clause,—

Ho~x. MR, POWER—Why is that third
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 comes
up the arbitrators, who are to be three
judges of some superior court, I presume,
are estopped from undertaking 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 there 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 ?

Ho~. 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.

Ho~x. Mr. POWER—I had forgotten
about that,

Ho~n. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE, from
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the committee, reported the Bill with
amendments, which were concurred in.

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,—

Hox. Mr. LOUGHEED—Does thatmean
the Attorney-General of any Province ? If
1t extends to the Attorneys-General of the
Severul Provinces a provision should be
made for the North-West Territories,
where no Attorney-General exists, that
upon the information of the Lieutenant
Governor these proceedings shall be put
In motion. My attention has boen directed
0 some analogous cases, where special
Provision is nccessary to meet the condi-
tlons existing in the North-West. I would,
therefore, suggest that the Lieutenant
GOVPx'nor be empowered to put the law in
motion, in the same way as the Attorney-
General of a Province can under this Bill.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—The objection of
my hon, friend would have been an excel-
ent one as against the law which stands
on the Statute-book; but, for the express
Purpose of avoiding that difficulty, power
18 given by thisamending clause toanyone
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.

_Hox. Mr. LOUGHEED—But the Pro-
Vinces are given the advantage of the
Attorney-(reneral being permitted to exer-
Cise his discretion and put those proceed-
10gs in motion, There is no reason why
the Territories should not be placed in an
equally favourable position with the Pro-
vinces. The operation of this law in the
Territories would be to make it obligatory
on the individual, at his own cxpense, to
put this provision in motion, whereas in a
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Province the Attorney-General could put
it in motion at the expense of the public.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—No.

Hox. Mr. LOUGHEED—Why should
not a governmental officer in the Terri-
tories be permitted to tuke 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
gecurity 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
that this 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, he bas 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 all,
in my opinion it should be to strike out
the words ¢ Attorney-Geeneral " 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.

Hox. MR. LOUGHEED—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-
the individual to set the law in motion,.
and it is to meet such a state of facts that
I have made the suggestion alluded to.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Baut this clauseonly
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Tegulates rights as between manufacturers
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. POWER—It occurs to me 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 mean the Minister of Jus-
tice—the Attorney-General of Canada.
Chapter 21 of the Revised Statutes is, “ An
Actrespecting the Department of Justice.”
The first section of that Act says * that the
Minister of Justice shall ex officio be Her
Mzg‘esty’s Attorney-General of Capada,”
and it occurs to me that the natural inter-
pretation of the expression “Attorney-
General,” occurring in a statute of Caunada
without any reference to a province, would
be ‘“ Minister of Justice.” 1f it is intended
to include the provincial officers as well,
then the Bill should say so.

Tue 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. KAULBACH—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 desigus.

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 T would strike out the words ‘“on the
information of the Attorney-Gencral 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 1 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-Greneral,” 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 the Revised Statutes
of Canada to show that the “ Attorney-
General of Canada” means the Minister of
Justice, and 1 think that is the officer with
whom to deal in this Bill.

Ho~. 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. IfI were going to amend the Bill at
all T 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, us I understand it,
which provides that the words “ Attorney
General” shall mean the Minister of Jus-
tice, but T 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 Mgr. ABBOTT—I think the words
“ Attorney-General ” are used in the Act
itself.

Hox. MR. POWER—You substitute the
Attorney-General here for the Minister of
Agriculture,

Ho~n. Mr. ROSS—I do not think the
argument of my hon. friend from Hali:ax
is a very good one, Ifthe Commons must
necessarily amen | our Bills it is better to
leave them room for it ; becauseit 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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Hon. Mr. OGILVIE, from the com-

mittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment

HQN. Me. 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 Committee.)

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 Committes.)

On section 5,—

Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not feel alto-
gother 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
ntroduced 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 & banker, and the banker on whom it is drawn
pa{s 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 of
the person whose endorsement it purports to be, and
the banker is deemed to have paid the bill in due
course, although such endorsement has been forged or
made without authority.”

N: ow, I can see that there is no material
difference between the effect of the enact-
ment which both Houses declined to pass
1&§t 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

ouses 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 dye course for the recovery back
of the amount so paid from any endorser v%o has

endorsed the same 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, 1 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
etfect 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. T do not know of any
reason why a person to whom a cheque 1s
presented bearing a forged endorsement
should lose the money any more than the
bank. He has 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 has no
bearing on the other and no relation to the
other. The clause which we rejected last
year relieved the bank from the respon-
sibilitv 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 Hansard
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 mnot pro-
pose to create any obligation as against
the endorser which he is not under
already; because, although the law is
left as it is the bank might not be able to
come against anyone but the person who
presented the cheque. That person 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
has 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 from 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 from 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 18 veally no change
created by this clause, except giving the
bank the right, under such circumstances
a8 those, which is allowed under similar
circumstances to every person who receives
:lz)nl«Ii pays a cheque, promissory note or
ill,

Hox. 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 ef 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 eudorsement, so

that that latter part, which appeared to
preserve certain rights, will be really
Imperative so far as limitation of time i1
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
giving notice to the endorser, against whom
he proposed to proceed, of the forged en-
dorsement. I think it should be so cou-
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. 1
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.
1 would direct the attention of the leader
of the House to the necessity of a limita-
tion of the time within which notice should
be given.

Ho~x. Mr. ABBOTT—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 time 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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exerciso its remedy any time within six
Years,

Hon.Mr. LOUGHEED—That is, against
e drawer,

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Yes. The drawer
‘could have taken his action against the
bank to make the bank refund the money
baid 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 inserted, 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
¢lause which I am now proposing does not
In 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
24~-what is now section 24 of the Bills and
Notes Act of 1890. That Bill came up to us
Without the 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 T 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-
?Osed, I think, by the hon. gentleman

rom 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
pomnt that I make is this, that the ob-
Ject of this amendment is substantially
how the amendment proposed in clause 5
of this Bill, to insert into this Bill and
Notes Act section 60 of the English Act ;
and 1 contend that the hon. gentleman has
not made it clear that that is not the case.

f 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.

Ho~n. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not think
there was any confusion of ideas in my
mind about the matter. 1 think my hon.
friend has stated it very much as I have
stated it. This House was asked toinsert
a clause in this Bill which was ef the same
effect as clause 60 of the English Act—in
other words, under clause 60, if I bad 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 u limitation—that the bank oughtto use
diligence and give notice ot 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 endorseris ilable,and
always has been liable. This amendment
does not propose to make him any more
liable than he was before. Itonly 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 a person or bank that
pays the money the right of recovering
back the money from the persons who,
under the law, are responsiblefor 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
10 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. M. POWER—In cases where a
party goes into insolvency in this country,
though we have no bankruptey 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. .

Ho~n. 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,

Tae 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. Maclnnes, Burlington),

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

CUSTOMS RECEIPTS OF KELWATIN
AND THE MACKENZIE RIVER
BASIN,

MOTION.
Hox. MrR. GIRARD moved:

That an humble Address be presented to His Excel-
lency the Governor General ,praying that His Kxcel-
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 small sum of money. Neverthe-
less, we have to provide for the poor people
who veside in that territory. They are
practically the remnant of the Indians of
the North-West. If we continue to force
the Ivdians 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
1solated, as they have been for many years.
hey have of late years received assist-
ance from the missionaries to live and
to learn how to live. That time has now
almost 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 of. It is well known that so long as
4 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
Wwithout attempting to do anything for
.tht} present for the Mackenzie Basin; but
1t 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 convert 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-
]ey of'the Peace River millions of bushels
of grain can be grown to supply other
parts of the world. It is not necessary to
Temark that last year the Dominion pro-
fited largely by the crops we had in Mani-
toba and the North-West—more especially
Y 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
8urplus crops in Manitoba the people in
the eastern prdvinces would have been
?;y}ng very large prices for produce.

hile 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
1t i8 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
alrea%y. The time has perhaps arrived

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. Itis 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 world. 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 accompaniment of civil-
ization, no doubt. Those who gointo a
new country, bringing with them thelight
of civilization, bring with them also the
bottle of death, and it is in distributing
that bottle 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 ligquors.
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 havealready 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 forthe relief of the Indians. I have
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 thatsome 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 for 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. member 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,

Hox. 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
has 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 ?

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend
must give notice of that enquiry, The

Supplementary Estimates are not before
the House, 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 agreed to.

QUARANTINE REGULATIONS IN
THE UNITED STATES,

ENQUIRY.
Hown. Ma. 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 why such quarantine has been ordered, and
what steps, if any, have 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.

Ho~x. 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 docugents necessary
to inform themselves officially of the re-
{;ort, and will immediately take steps to

ring about an arrangement that will be
satistactory to our breeders.

Hox. Mr. KAULBACH—I think my
hon, friend asks also with respect to swine,
Does the embargo extend to swine ?

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Yes. The report
is, that there is this embargo placed on
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both sheep and swine, I merely remarked
about sheep, because that is the most
Important item to us,

THIRD READING.

Bill (B) “An Act to amend the Bills of
Exchange Act, 1890.” (Mr. Abbott.)

The Senate adjourned at 3.45 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, June 8th, 1891,

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o’clock,

Prayers and routine proceedings.
DEATH OFSIRJOHN A. MACDONALD.

Hox. Mr. ABBOTT—It is unnecessary
for me to-day to make any formal announce-
ment to you of the event which has tilled
this Dominion with mourning. You all
know that last Saturday night, the eminent
Statesman who has long filled the foremost
Place in the counsels of this country and a
Dotinferior place in the hearts ofits people,

a8 departed from us. His death has not
only filled this country with mourning, but
1t has been heard with strong feelings of
regret and sympathy, by thousands of
people who live beyond our borders, and
Who know him only by his great reputa-
tion—his continental reputation as a public
man and a patriotic and able statesman.
» ¢annot trust myselfon this occasion, nor,
Indeed, would it perhaps be fitting, to enter
on any detailed description of his career,
but though that may not be appropriate

on this occasion—though it could not, per- |

haps, be dealt with as it ought on this

grandizement, to the promotion of its
material prosperity, and to create in it
the foundations for a great northern nation,
to rule over the northern half of this con-
tinent. We know that in the performance
of that great work, and by his manage-
ment under the grave responsibilities that
tell upon him as head of this country for
s0 many years, he built up for himself a
reputation as a public man, not only on this
continent but in England, scarcely second
to any statesman who has sat in the Coun-
cils of the Empire. I myself personally
know, from the mouth of one of the fore-
most men amongst English practical poli-
tical men, the permanent head of one of
the most important departments of the
Eublic service in England, in what respect

e was held there. In speaking of our
lamented friend, he said: * You think in

- | your country Sir John Macdonald a great

man, no doubt, but I tell you what they
think of him here; they think of him
here as on a par, or, at all events, scarcely
second to the first statesmen in the British
Empire.” That was in the days of Disraeli,
of Gladstone’s prime, in the life of Lord
John Russell, and many men whose names
I need not mention now., This was the
opinion of one of the men in England best
calculated from his position, and his per-
sonal character, to judge of the talents and
of the merits of a Colonial Minister. Dar-
ing all his work he distinguished himself
by his unswerving loyalty to British con-
nection. He said himself, not long before
his death, “ A British subject I will live
and a British subject I will die; and he
was honoured by Her Majesty with the
most important distinctions ever conferred
upon a Colonial Minister. In all his public
life his characteristics were those which
we are taught, and I hope which we
will never forget, to admire and imitate.
That is the statesman we have lost.

| But hon. gentlemen, we have also lost

Occasion, yet hon. gentlemen well know the | a friend who is enshrined in the hearts

¢xXtent of the loss which we have sustained,

and no doubt all parties concur in their:
deep sense of that loss, to whatever race

Or to whatever party they may belong.

on. gentlemen know, the whole country
knows that we have to deplore the loss of
a statesman of transcendent ability, who
devoted his whole life and his whole cner-
81es with singleness of purpose and with
Success, to the building up of this great

Oménion—to its consolidation, to its ag-

of the whole people. No man pro-
bably ever lived who had so strongly
with him the sympathies and the affections
of the whole people; and though we have
a people constituted as ours is, divided by
race, divided by religion, divided by
polities, yet, personlly, he was the friend
of every man in the country, and every
man in the country in return regarded
him with affection. Sir John Macdonald
lived during the greater part of his life



with unparalleled facilities for amassing
wealth, yet he died a comparatively poor
man. None of his 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. 1
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 hearts, with those near and dear to
him in their bereavement. I cannot irust
myself to say more; but I wish to convey
to the Scnate 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.

Hon. Mr, SCOTT. The sad announce-
ment which was sent over the wires on
the night of Friday week, telling the
people of this broad Domirion 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 all political
shades of thought, remembered only that
a man was passing away who had given
his life large}y to t%e growth and develop-
ment of this young nation. To enumerate
tae many acts of Sir John Macdonald of
which his country received the benefit,
would be to largely recount the history
of Canada for the last forty years. Com-
ing into public life soon after the union of
Upnrer and Lower Canada, he, with many
other distinguished men of that day, did
much a1d 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
eople who were not in harmony either in
anguage, in religion, or in laws, was a
task of noordinary 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 agwun, 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 has 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
1t 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 I am referring—
the minority class, in the Province of
Ontario at all evenls, owe largely to Sir
John Macdonald many, of the benefits they
enjoy under our constitution. My hon.
friend has 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 his country he refused to
avail himself of the many chances that
were offered to him to accumulate wealth,
He 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
he possessed to a marked degree. Durin
the last week, when his life held by a
-8ingle thread, when political feeling was
hushed, men of ail shades of politics were
willing and ready to accord to him the
credit that was largely his due as a public
slatesman 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 her
and to his family to feel that the sentiment
throughout Canada is of such a warm
nature towards Sir John Macdonald—how,
rising above the political feelings ot 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 ditfered from him
In his political views or not, and accord to
him with candour and frankness that he was
true to his country and that his aspirations
Were always in the right direction. It
will be a gratification hereafter, not only
to Lady Macdonald but to his family, to
recognize that the sentiment of Canada
Wwas 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
8peeches to the leaders of both sides of the

ouse, I agk the liberty, at the request of
& 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’empécher de m’assotier
publiquement au deuil dams lequel la
Nation tout entiére est plongée et d’ap-
Puyer les nobles paroles tombées des

ouches les plus autorisées de cette
Chambre. C'estle pére de la patrie qui
Vient de mourir, c’est notre plus grand
homme d’Eta’, c’est 'un des plus grands
hommes d’Etat du monde. Sa mort a
causé un émoi presque aussi profond 2
étranger que sur la terre canadienne. FEt
cela n’a pas lieu de surprendre, car I'illus-
tre défunt efit fait sa marque dans n'im-
Porte quel pays, sur n'importe quel conti-
nent, le premier réle seul lui convenait,
Sa Majesté la reine avait appris depuis
longtemps 4 le considérer comme l'un de
ses aviseurs les plus slirs, les plus éclairés;
elle voulut lui conférer un honneur inoui
en l'admettant dans son propre conseil

privé, car elle comptait sur lui comme sur
I'un des liens les plus puissants pour
maintenir 1'intégrité de l'empire. Aussi
chacun sait avec quel poignant intérét,
espérant avec nous contre toute espérance,
elle a suivi sa terrible lutte contre le seul
ennemi qui pouvait le vaincre.

Si vis monumentum, circumspice. Si vous
voulez voir son monument, regardez autour
de vous, interrogez méme les horizons les
plus éloignés. Regardez le grand ceuvre
de la Confédération, le merveilleux progrés
du pays depuis un demi-siécle, les vastes
espaces qu’il a ouverts 4 la civilisation ;
regardez les puissants facteurs de ce pro-
grés: la construction de I'Intercolonial et
du Pacifique, 'achévement de nos canaux,
I'établissement d’'une ligne de steamers
rapides sur la mer du Pacifique en atten-
dant qu'une autre sillonne I’Atlantique,
autant d’entreprises qui nous assurent la
route la plus courte pour les échanges de
trois continents et qui nous font marcher
4 la conquéte 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,
I'histoire va le graver en lettres ineffaga-
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
g'allumera au faite de notre pays.

Puissent les pleurs de tout un peuple
adoucir en 8’y mélant les larmes de celle
qui depuis tant d'années a été sa dévouée
compagne, son autre lui-méme. Puissent
surtout les priéres qui s’élévent de toutes
nos églises, le suivre 1a haut 4 la place que
Ciceron, dans I'immortel songe de Scipion,
dit étre réservée aux hommes qui ont passé
leur vie & 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 ceuvre, I'ceuvre de I'édifica-
tion 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-
frangais qui trouvérent 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,
the House will understand why such an
adjournment is necessary. I understand
that the Commons will adjourn until Tues-
day weel, and it has been suggested here
that our adjournment should be until Wed-
nesday week, as being more convenient to |
members. I, therefore, move that when the |
House adjourns to-day, it stand adjourned
until Wednesday week, at half-past eight.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Before the question is
put, I would like to ask my hon. friend if he
18 in a position to say who hasbeensent for
to form a new Government?

Hox. Mr. ABBOTT—No one as yet. 1
think it iz understood that no one will be
sent for until after the funeral.

Hox. MR. ALMON—hen 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
House. On this occasion I do notintend 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 therc are Orders
enough on it now to occupy us for three or
four days.

Hox~. Mr. ABBOTT—There will be work
for us when we meet, because there is some
ou 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 tomy colleagues of the Senate, that
the House shall be used for the purposes of
the funeral ceremony.

Ho~. MR. POWER—I 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. MrR. ABBOTT—I am unable to
say, not having been present in Council

\

this morning, what the arrangement was
to be, but I think it would be a pity to
disturb it on any question of this descrip-
tion. I can assure the House that nothing
will be done to disturb the convenience of
members or officers of the House. On the
contrary, the convenience of every officer
of the House will be considered, as far as
possible. T think some person has been
decided upon to carry out the arrangement
from beginning to end.

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

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, June 17th, 1891.

Tae SPEAKER took the Chair at 8.30
p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE SUPERINTENDENT OF THE
WELLAND CANAL

MOTION.
Hox. Mr, McCALLUM 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 and account showing the amount of money
received and taken in excess of what was just and
k)mper by William Ellis, Superintendent of the
Welland 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 agol moved
for, and this House recommended, the
appointment of a commission to examire
into the Welland Canal management. I
showed them that there was 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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rogulations, 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
matter. By his mismanagement the country
has lost this large amount 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. Eliis 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 he has taken. I see they are
making him disgorge some of his ill-gotten
%ams that he has got from the canal, and

want to find out how much it is. In the
$36,935 there was un 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 approxi-
mately at $800. That is a very small item
of the amount taken, and I want to see
how far T 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 possible what
the amount really is. he 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,
*“S1R, —Inoticein the August expenses for ‘Wellahd
Canal—Repairs’ a bill of $19.50 from Robert Foster,
of St. Catharines, for horse-hire for Mr. Ellis. The
Order in Council of 29th December, 1879, allows Mr.
Ellis 8300 a year for travelling expenses. 'Thisshould
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 I
:l_ave subtracted from the application, in the mean-

ime, .
‘I am, Sir, your obedient servant,
“J. L. McDOUGALL, 4.6.

* 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 army for cheating at
cards. [ remember once reading a pamph-
let issued by a Colonel Titus in the tinfe of
Cromwell, in which he 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 disturb Mr. Ellis: they want to 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, OTTAWA, Oct. 14, 1890.

“DEAR SIr,—I do not find that any answer has been
received to my letter of Sept. 11, 18%9, concerning the
travelling expenses of Superintendent Ellis, of the
Welland Canal. This letter is shown on page E—227
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 month, as the accounts must be closed
for the printer.

* 1 am, Sir, your obedient servant,

J. L. McDOUGALL, 4.6.
“ The Secretary Railways and Canals.”

Here is another letter:

“ AupiT OrFrIcE, 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 from 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 his monthly salary while any portion of the
over-‘payments stands against him, unless on applica-
tion from your Department for modification.

¢ Mr. Ellis’salary for October was retained to cover
the over-payments subsequent to June 30, 1888 ; but
his November salary was passed.

“T 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 fgive him time for repayment by monj;hl%
instalments of a substantial amount, naming it,
would be justified in ac uiescinf in the application.

““You will understan% that I am not making a.nﬂ
suggestion as to the course which you may think we
to adopt; but it seemed to me that the information
iven herein might assist in enabling you to make a
settlement with Mr. Ellis which would relieve him
from his present anxiety, and in & manner which
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Parliament would consider, under the circumstances,
proper.
“T am, Sir, your obedient servant,
“J. L. McDOUGALL, 4.G.

““The Secretary Railways and Canals.”

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

“On ta.king up your letter of December 23, concern-
ing Mr. Ellis’ charges for horse-hire, I find that you
have overlooked the naming of a monthly deduction,
suggested in my letter of December 15. I would like
the Department to fix a sum 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 1883--89. ‘

‘1 am, Sir, your obedient servant.
“J. L. McDOUGALL, 4.6.

‘¢ The Secretary Railways and Canals.”

Here is the Auditor Genperal, appointed
to lock after the public interest, corres-
%)nding with the Superintendent of the

elland Canal unofficially about the money
taken by Mr. Ellis from the public—sug-
gesting that it is inconvenient for him to
%ar this money back! You see how Mr.

llis uscs the Auditor General as an
agent, or rather, I may say, as a diplomat
in his behalf to effect some arrangement.
The Auditor Goneral says he does not
make a suggestion, but heis making sug-
gestions all the time, and trying to relieve
Mr, Ellis of his anxiety. 1 read the other
day of a man being sent to gaol for getting
a few crackers and cheeso under false pre-
tences, butin dealing with this man who
has 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 hetook. Thatis 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 I, for one,
do not think it a proper policy. Let us
see what reply the Auditor General got
from the Department of Railways and
Canals. You heard my statement in the
House: I asked the Government either to
dismiss those who had done wrong or to
publish the evidence. They said they had
not 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. Kven 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,
“Orrrawa, December 23, 1890.

““Sir,—In reply to your letter of the 15th instant, I
am, by direction, tosay it is not contemplated to inter-

fere with the ition held by Mr. Ellis, and that

time may be given to him to make refund by monthly
instalments of the amounts claimed from him.
‘1 am, 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 has been
proved, on sworn evidence, that this man
has 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
can show by the evidence taken before the
Commissioner that this man paid the pub-
lic money for work done at his private
residence. The clerk and paymaster of
the Welland Canal proved that he paid out
some eight hundred odd dollars that the
country did not get 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. He 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 he must
have known what he was doing. 1 did
not push for the evidence lust year; [ 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-
lend 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 1
suy now, that the Government have noth-
ing to conceal in this matter. Then
why shield this mag? I say to them, if
you do not dismiss these people at once
from the public service, let us have the
evidence.

Hox~. Me. ABBOTT—I only propose to
say that the Government have no objection
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Pe—

Wha.at'ever 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, T 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
ixcellency, exercising his constitutional
right, applied to the Hon. Sir John

hompson 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

homypson, I was myself summoned by His
Excellency, and, after consideration, I ac-
cepted on the following day the duty which

is Excellency desired me to assume. I
therefore communicated with my col-
leagues, and requested their consent to
Temain 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 sanetioned my assum-
Ing the departmental office of President of
the Council. The vacancy caused by the
death of the lamented Right Hon. Sir John
A. Macdonald has 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,

Ho~. Mr. SCOTT—The Senate, I have
1o doubt, will be very glad to hear that a
member of this Chamber has been selected
by His Excellency to form an Administra-
tion. It has been very many years since
a Premier of Canada has occupied a seat
1n the Senate—I think twenty-five years,
or nearly that period.

Hon, Mr. MILLER—Never,

Hox~. 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 Parliamen* should
always receive the fullest information
with reference to the formation of a Gov-
ernment. I notice, in making this state-
ment, the hon. 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 has been called upon, to state his
reasons for declining the honour. I also
note, what every hon. member must have
remarked, that in reference to one gentle-
man more particularly, it has been stated-
broadly and has not been denied—and, in
fact, I see to-day in the Montreal Herald
that the interview to which I am about
to allude is declared, under a statutory
declaration, to be essentially true—that
the Hon. Mr. Chaplean 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. 1 notice that interview as pub-
lished has not been officially contradicted.
Itis furthermore stated that it was on the
distinct understanding that 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 prevai%s 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 wus called
on to form a Government, and if so, we
should be given his 1easons for declining.

Hox. 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 thatthe state-
ment I have made already is strictly and
literally accurate. Sir John Thompson
was agked 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
his conmstitutional 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 Ministry has thought
proper to tender to His Excellency on the
subject of the formation of his Cubinet,
and what advice the Ministry may give in
the future I am unable to disclose. It is
not constitutional that I should do so, nor
is it possible, unless 1 were a prophet, to
mention what advice the Cabinet may
hereafter give to His Excellency.

Hon, Mr. SCOTT—Then I assume that
no pledge has been given to Mr, Chapleau
that he will be Minister of Railways and
Canals at a future period ?

Hox. 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 deter-
mined upon no special advice with respect
to any Minister, to bo given to His Excel-
lency on any future occasion.

Ho~n. 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 has
been a member of this House he has, by
his suavity of manner, by his ability, by his
experience, and by his knowledge, 80 con-
ducted the business of this Chamber that
his leadership has been an object of admir-
ation, not to one side of the House alone,
but to both sides of the Senate. I am
sure everyone must recognize that the
hon. gentleman, in assuming to-day tho
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 his predecessor. He must
have felt that he was assuming no small
duty indeed ; butT 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
his knowledge, from his tact, from his
firmness, from his ability, and from all
those high qualities necessary for the high
position to which "he has been called, that
that hon. gentleman possessed them in an
eminent degree. I am sure that he will
reflect credit upon that position a8 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 has 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, bhave 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-



Ministerial [JUNE 17, 1891] Explanation.

91

—_—

vVinces of the Confederation, whether of
the eastern or the western sections of the
Jominion, Ithink with such a representa-
tion we might be fairly satisfied. We have
to-day come as nearly as possible to what I

ave always advocated as simple justice to
this House. We have two distinguished
Cabinet departmental Ministers, and a non-
departmental Minister, one of the depart-
mental Ministers being Premier of the
Dominion. What 1 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
always considered that it was justly due to
that large and important element in our
Population that they should be fairly repre-
scnted 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
which refuses to give up any one of its
Tepresentatives to occupy a seat in this
House. Itis not a matter that the Gov-
ernment can control, for that element in
the popular branch thinks proper to retain
1ts full representation there, and it is there-
fore due to that regretable reason that wo
have not the satistaction and the pleasure
of seeing a representative in 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
adistinguished representative of thatrace,
and I am in a position to congratulate the
House on the fair representation in the
respects to which I have alluded that the

enate now possesses in the government
of the country. Ido 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
which we are placed to-day, and to see
that when a great man was required for a
great emergency he was found within the
walls of this branch of Parliament.

Hown, Mr. POWER—I believe the usual
ractice—not on occasions of this kind,
ecause 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 be limited to the First Minister and
the leader of the Opposition. Ithink thac
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 pointsas 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. Wehavetwo 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!

Ho~n. Mr. POWER—Hon. gentlemen
may say ““ 0,” but I state the fact. Ilook at
the thing from my point of view ; and the
fuct that we have now the Premier here is
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due to the circumstance that the Conserva-
tive party found that their only safety was
in taking a gentleman who had a seat in
the Senate to be their leader. 1 thinkthe
Senate js very much to be congratulated.
There is a saying, a very familiar one,
that all things come to those who wait.
The Senate may not be a very brilliant
body in some respects, but it has great
staying powers; it has waited long enough,
and it has now got what it haslong felt
that it was entitled to; and I hope it will
hold on to what it has for a very long
time. Now, my own feeling as to the
leader of this House being ulso the leader
of the Government is rather of a mixed
character. As a member of the Liberal
party, I am disposed to regret that so
skilful and able a gentleman should be
selected to lead the Government whose
downfall I am anxious to see at as early a
day as possible; and I think that as a

atriotic Canadian—and 1 may venture to

ope I may call myself that—1I have also
cause to regret the hon. gentleman’s ap-
pointment, because I think it is in the
interests of the country that the policy
of the party which that hon. gentle-
man Jeads, & policy injurious to the
country, should be overthrown as early
as possible; and the selection of so able
a leader of the party which has adopted
that unfortunate policy is likely to keep
the policy alive longer than it would
otherwise endure. I speak now of my
feeling as a Canadian and as a Liberal.
As a member of the Senate I must express
my cordial sympathy with the views
expressed by the hon. gentleman from
Richmond; and I rejoice that for the first
time since Confederation the leader of the
Government of Canada has been selected
from the Upper House. I quiteagreealsoin
what the hon. gentleman from Ottawa has
stated, that more legislation ofan important
character will probably originate in this
House hereafter than heretofore. That is
a circumstance which is caleulated to add to
the consequence and dignity of this House
in the eyes of the people of Canada; and
the mere fact that the leader of the Govern-
ment is in this House will tend in the same
direction. 1 do not think—itmay be that
I should not speak so plainly here—that

the position of the Senate in the cyes of |

the people of this country is so exalted
that it will not bear an addition to its
dignity. The general effect of the appoint-

ment of the leader of this House to be
also the Premier will be to make people
look upon the Senate as being, not a place
where a number of elderly gentlemen come
to take it easy in the latter end of their
political lives, but a co-ordinate branch of -
Parliament, equal in dignity, if not quite
equal in importance, to the House of Com-
mons. I may be allowed to conclude with
a few observations as to the hon. gentleman
who has been made leader. As to that hon.
gentleman’s qualifications for the position
to which he has been appointed, we here
in the Senate have no question. The hon,
gentleman has, during a long life, been
tried in a great many different capacities.
1 do not propose to speak of any of them
but one; but hon. gentlemen know that
this Senate was led for many years with
singular skill and ability by a gentleman
of great natural talents, who passed half a
lifetime in this House; and hon. gentle-
men who were here when Sir Alexander
Campbell left the Senate will remember
that the general feeling amongst the mem-
bers of this House was that they could get
no one who would take Sir Alexander
Campbell’s }’)lace. I say that was the feel-
ing. The hon. gentlenan was not ap-
pointed immediately on the retirement of
Sir Alexander Campbell; but within a few
wecks after the appointment of the present
leader of this House hon. gentlemen felt
that they had been mistaken, and thata
man had been found who was able, with a
comparatively limited experience, to fill
the position successfully which had been
so long filled by Sir Alexa